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On the Lack of Inverses to C*-Extensions
Related to Property T Groups

V. Manuilov and K. Thomsen

Abstract. Using ideas of S. Wassermann on non-exact C*-algebras and property T groups, we show
that one of his examples of non-invertible C* -extensions is not semi-invertible. To prove this, we show
that a certain element vanishes in the asymptotic tensor product. We also show that a modification of
the example gives a C*-extension which is not even invertible up to homotopy.

1 Introduction

The Brown—Douglas—Fillmore theory of C*-extensions [2] works nicely for nuclear
C*-algebras because an extension of a nuclear C*-algebra is always invertible in the
extension semi-group. As a steadily growing number of examples show, this is not the
case for general extensions [1,6,9,13,17-19]. In contrast, besides all its other merits,
the E-theory of Connes and Higson [3] provides a framework which incorporates
arbitrary extensions of C*-algebras, and in previous work we have clarified the way
in which this happens [10, 11]. Specifically, in the E-theory setting the notion of
triviality of extensions must be weakened, at least so far as to consider an extension
of C*-algebras

(1.1) 0 B E A 0

to be trivial when it is asymptotically split, by which we mean that there is an asymp-
totic homomorphism [3] ¢ = (¢;)iefo,00): A — E such that g o ¢, = id4 for each
t € [0,00). When the quotient C*-algebra A is a suspension, i.e., is of the form
Co(R) ® D, this is the only change which is needed to ensure that E-theory becomes a
complete analogue of the BDF theory for nuclear C*-algebras. Specifically, when the
quotient C*-algebra is a suspension and the ideal is stable, every extension is semi-
invertible, by which we mean that it is invertible in the sense corresponding to the
weakened notion of triviality, i.e., one can add an extension to it so that the result
is asymptotically split. Furthermore, a given extension will represent 0 in E-theory
if and only if it can be made asymptotically split by adding an asymptotically split
extension to it. One purpose of the present paper is to show by example that this
nice situation does not persist when the quotient C*-algebra is not a suspension. We
will show that an extension considered by S. Wassermann [19], and shown by him to
be non-invertible, is not semi-invertible either. By slightly modifying Wassermann’s
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example, we also obtain an extension which is not even invertible up to homotopy,
giving us the first example of a C*-algebra for which the semi-group of homotopy
classes of extensions by a stable C*-algebra, in casu the algebra of compact operators,
is not a group. The conclusion is that the E-theory approach to C*-extensions does
not completely save us from the unpleasantness of extensions without inverses. But
unlike the BDF theory, as shown in [11], in E-theory they can be eliminated at the
cost of a single suspension.

The method we adopt in order to show that Wassermann’s example from [19] is
not semi-invertible is basically the same as his, although the verification is somewhat
more complicated since it uses the asymptotic tensor norm, which was introduced in
[12], in place of the minimal tensor norm. To show that a suitably modified version
of the extension is not even invertible up to homotopy we proceed quite differently
in order to bring a K-theoretical obstruction to bear.

2 Wassermann’s Extension Is Not Semi-Invertible
2.1 Wassermann'’s Example

Let G be an infinite countable discrete group with the property T of Kazhdan [14].
It is a result of Wang [16], ¢f. [19], that there are at most a countable number of
unitary equivalence classes of finite-dimensional unitary representations of G. As in
[19], we assume that there actually are infinitely many equivalence classes of such
representations. This is the case, for example, when G = SL;(Z). We then fix a
sequence T, k = 1,2,3, ..., of inequivalent finite-dimensional irreducible unitary
representations of G which contains a representative for each equivalence class of
such representations. Consider the direct sum m = @, 7y of these representations,
acting on the Hilbert space H, and let B be the C*-subalgebra of IL.(H) generated by
{m(g) : g € G}. The C*-subalgebra of IL(H) generated by B and the ideal K = K(H)
of compact operators on H will be denoted by E. Then K is an ideal in E and we
denote the quotient E/IK by A. It was shown in [19] that the extension

(2.1) 0 K E A 0

is not invertible, or not semi-split. We are going to prove that it is also not semi-
invertible.

Theorem 2.1  The extension (2.1) is not semi-invertible.

We shall elaborate a little on Wassermann’s argument, so let us therefore first out-
line it. He shows that (2.1) does not admit a completely positive section for the
quotient map (i.e., is not invertible) because the sequence

(2.2) K®B — EQmnB —— A Q@mn B

is not exact. That (2.2) is not exact he deduces as follows: The representation
G > g— 7(g) ®7(g) of Gin E ®min B extends by the universal property of C*(G) to
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a #-homomorphism A: C*(G) — E ®uin B. By [8, Theorem 1.10], G is finitely gen-
erated. Let g1, 2, - . . , gn be a set of generators of G. We assume that this set contains
the neutral element and is symmetric, i.e., contains gi_1 foralli =1,...,n. Wasser-
mann shows [19, proof of Theorem 6] that there is § > 0 such that the spectrum of
the image of the element

1 n
A(E E g,) €E®minB
i=1

in the quotient E ®pin B/K ® Bliesin [—1,1 — §] U {1} and contains 1, while the
spectrum of its image in A ®i, B under the quotient map of (2.2) liesin [—1,1 — §].
Thus (2.2) is clearly not exact, and it follows that (2.1) is not invertible.

In order to adopt this approach in the asymptotic setting, it is crucial that Wasser-
mann’s proof of Theorem 6 in [19] gives a tiny bit of additional information. Recall,
[7,14], that 1 is an isolated point in the spectrum of % ZLI g in C*(G), and that
the corresponding spectral projection p is the support projection of the trivial repre-
sentation. In particular, p = h( % > g,-) for an appropriately chosen continuous
function h on [—1, 1], and then it is clear that Wassermann’s argument for Theo-
rem 6 in [19] proves that the image of p is non-zero in E ®y,;, B/K ® B, but zero in
A ®min B. It is this fact, that the non-invertibility of (2.1) can be detected by the non-
vanishing of a projection in a certain C*-algebra, which makes it possible to adopt it
to the asymptotic case.

2.2 Left Asymptotic Tensor C*-Norm

Let us review the construction of the left asymptotic tensor norm [12]. Let ¢ =
(¢1)ren,o0): A — IL(H;) be an asymptotic homomorphism from A to the C*-algebra
of bounded operators IL.(H;) of some Hilbert space Hj, referred to in the following
as an asymptotic representation of A, and let 7: B — IL(H,) be a (genuine) represen-
tation of B. Then ¢ and 7 define in the natural way two commuting *-homomor-
phisms,

A — Cy([1,00),L(H; ® Hy)) /Co([1,00),L(H; ® H3)) ,
B — Cy([1,00),L(H, ® Hy)) /Co([1,00), L(H, ® H)),
giving rise to a *-homomorphism
p O A®B— Cy([1,00), L(H; @ Hy)) /Cy([1,00), L(H, ® Hy)).
The left asymptotic tensor norm || - ||, defined on A ® B, is

l[cl[x = sup l¢ © m(o)],
©,m

where the supremum is taken over all asymptotic representations of A and all repre-
sentations of B. On a linear combination, ¢ = 271:1 a; ® b;, of simple tensors,

).

lelln = sup (timsup | 3 ei(a) @ m(by)
@, t—00 i1
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Let A ®), B be the completion of A ® B with respect to the norm || - || 5.

It is a convenient fact that the left asymptotic tensor norm can be calculated using
only a single representation of B.

Lemma 2.2 Letnn': B — IL.(H’) be a faithful representation of B such that w'(B) N
K(H") = {0}. Then |[c||» = sup,, [l¢ © 7'(c)|| forallc € A® B.

Proof Let p: B — L(H,) be an arbitrary representation of B. We claim that
(2.3) le®p)] <l

for every asymptotic representation ¢ of A and every ¢ € A ® B. To prove this, let
e > 0and write c = >_I"  a; ® b;. By Voiculescu’s non-commutative Weyl-von
Neumann theorem [15], there is an isometry V : H, — H' such that

> lailllob:) = V')V < e.
i=1
Since limsup,_, _ [|¢:(a)|| < ||ail], it follows that

lle ® plo)]| < limsup‘ Z oi(a;) ® V*ﬂ'/(bi)VH +e
t—00

i=1

m
<timsup| (10 V) (D guta) @ 1) (1@ v+
oo i=1
< limsu ’ (a;) @ 7' (b;) ’ té,
m sup ; 2
proving (2.3) and hence the lemma. ]

We now show how the asymptotic tensor norm can be used in proving non-semi-
invertibility of an extension. Note that, thanks to the exactness of the maximal tensor
product, E®min B/IK® Bis a quotient of A @y B. On the other hand, A ®y,;,, B is the
quotient of E ®uyin B/K ® B. Therefore A ® B is a dense subspace in E ®,;, B/K ® B.
We denote the norm on A ® B inherited from E ®uin B/K ® Bby || - ||g. Since this
norm is a cross-norm, we may view E ®pmin B/K ® B as a tensor product of A and B
and write E ®pmin B/K ® B = A ®g B. Recall that A ® Bis dense in A ®) B as well.

Lemma 2.3 Suppose that there exists c € A ® B such that ||c||g > ||c||x. Then the
extension (2.1) is not semi-invertible.

Proof The idea of the proof is borrowed from [17]. Suppose the contrary, i.e., that
(2.1) is semi-invertible. Then there exists an extension 0 — K — E’ d,A4—0
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and an asymptotic splitting s = (s;)rc[0,00): A — C, where D C M,(IL(H)) is the
C*-subalgebra

D= { <;2 le]}) :b1,b, €K,e€ E e’ € E' gle) —q’(e’)}.

By definitition of the left asymptotic tensor norm there is an asymptotic homomor-
phism s, ®) idg: A ®) B — D ®uin B with the property that

tlim 5 ®yidg(a®b) —s;(a) ©b =0

on simple tensors. Let d: D — E be the completely positive contraction given by
d ( \ bl) = e. Then the map d ® idg: D ®min B — E @min B is a well-defined

bz e'
contraction. Let gg: E ®min B — E Qmin B/K ® B = A ® B be the quotient map.
Consider the composition

rr=¢qpo(d®idp) o (s, ®,idp): A®\B — A ®g B.

The maps g and d ® idj are contractions and the family (s; ®) idg)se[1,00) is asymp-
totically contractive, so the family (r,)¢c[1,00) is asymptotically contractive. Since
limy oo 7:(c) — ¢ = 0, it follows that ||c||g = limsup,_, . [|r:(c)]|lg < |l¢||x. The
contradiction to |[c||g > ||c||» completes the proof. [ |

Let f(t) beapolynomial f(t) = 1t +1t+ 1, andsetx = f(1 37 ¢) € C*(G).
Then 0 < x < 1 and 1 is an isolated point in the spectrum of x. Put A(x) € A ® B.
As pointed out above, Wassermann has shown that the spectrum of the element
ALY &) € A® Bin the quotient E ®pin B/K ® B contains 1, and it follows
that || A(x)||[g = 1. By Lemma 2.3, Theorem 2.1 will follow if we show that

(2.4) [A@)x < 1.

Let Ay: C*(G) — A®)Bbe the *-homomorphism determined by the condition that
Ax(g) =¢ (W(g)) ® m(g),g € G. The desired conclusion (2.4) is then equivalent to
[IAX(P) |l = O, because 1 is isolated in the spectrum of x.

2.3 Calculation of ||Ay(p)]|x
Lemma 2.4 One has ||Ax(p)||» = 0.

Proof SetH’' = EB?; Handletio,: B — IL(H’) be the infinite sum of copies of the
inclusion B C L(H). Then [|c||x = sup,, | ®is(c)| forallc € A® B by Lemma 2.2.

Lete € (0, W%o)' There is then an asymptotic representation ¢: A — IL(H;) and an
equi-continuous asymptotic representation ®: A ®\ B — LL(H; ® H’) such that
(2.5) lim sup |, (Ax(P)I| = [|Ax(P)x — <,

m
(2:6) Bim (| (e) =D er(an) @ ioo(b)]| =0

i=1
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forallc = >1" a; ® bj € A ® B. For each k, let g/ be the orthogonal projection
onto the support in H of the representation 7, and let g = [, g/ € L(H') be the
infinite repeat of q;. Note that each 1y, ® qx commutes with Z:”:l wr(a;) ® i0(by)
forall t and all ¢ = Z;":l a; ® b; € A ® B. By approximating A, (p) with elements

from A ® B, we can find an element z = Zlm:l a; ® b; € A ® B such that

(2.7) lim sup | @, (Ax(p)) = Y @i(a)) @ ico (b)) < e

t—00 i=1
To simplify notation, setz, = > ;" | (a;) @ i (b;), and y, = %(zt +z}). Since @ is

an asymptotic homomorphism and Ay (p) a projection, it follows from (2.7) that for
some T > 0,

(2.8) 1y = 7l < 5e
when t > T. It follows that
| (g, @ q)ye)® — (g, @ quyi|| < 5¢
forallt > T. Since 5¢ < 1/4, we find that the characteristic function h = 15 )
is continuous on the spectrum of y, and on the spectrum of each (1y, ® gx)y; when

t > T. It follows that h(y,) and h((1g, ® qx)y:) are projections for all kand all ¥ > T.
We claim that

(2.9) h(y:) =0

forallt > T. If not, there is some t, > T such that h(y;,) # 0. There must then be a
k, which we now fix, such that h((1p, ® qi)ys,) 7# 0since ), 1y, ® g; = 1. But then

(2.10) (g, @ gy =1

forallt > T, since h(t(1y, ® gx)y:) varies norm-continuously with ¢ and is a projec-
tion for allt > T. Let pr: B — C*(mr(G)) be the finite-dimensional representation
of B obtained by restricting the elements of B to the subspace of H supporting the
representation 7 of G. There is then a representation p: C*(m(G)) — L(H') such
that

(2.11) o pr(b) = Grioo(b)

for all b € B. Furthermore, there is an equi-continuous asymptotic homomorphism
: AQ® C*(mi(G)) — L(H; ® H’) such that

(2.12) Jim [ 4(e) = D i) @ x| =0

i=1
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forallc =Y | ai®x; € AOC*(m(G)). Note thatidy ®@px: A©B — AOC* (mk(G))
extends to a *-homomorphism xk: A ®) B — A ® C* (m(G)). It follows from (2.6),
(2.11) and (2.12) that

(2.13) Jim [ 0 k(d) = (1n, @ q0)®:(d)]| = 0

foralld € A ®) B. Since k factors through A ®,;, B, we know from [19] that
[lc((AX(P)))|| = 0. It follows therefore from (2.13) that

lim sup|| (1, ® g)®: ((Ax(p)) || =0,
t—00
and then by use of (2.7) that

limsup |(1g, ® gy < e.

t—00

Since ¢ < 1/2, this contradicts (2.10), and we conclude that (2.9) must hold. Com-
bined with (2.8) we find that the spectrum of y; is contained in [—1/2,1/2], and
hence that || y;|| < 1/2. It follows then from (2.7) that

limsup [ @, (Ay(p)]| < 1/2+& < 1.

t—00

Since Ay(p) is a projection, we deduce first that lim sup,_,  ||®:(Ax(p))|| = 0, and
then from (2.5) that ||Ax(p)||» = 0. [ |

2.4 Some Remarks

Theorem 2.1 means that it is not possible to add an extension of A by K to (2.1)
such that the resulting extension admits an asymptotic homomorphism consisting of
sections for the quotient map. In particular, the extension (2.1) itself does not admit
such a family of sections. This fact may seem slightly surprising because the extension
is clearly quasi-diagonal and there is an obvious sequences,: A — E,n=1,2,... of
maps, each of which is a section for the quotient map such that they form a discrete
asymptotic homomorphism. It was therefore no coincidence that the connectedness
of the parameter space [0, c0) was used at a crucial point in the proof above.

In [12] we raised the question, if the left asymptotic tensor product is associative.
It follows from Lemma 2.4 that the answer is negative.

We have looked through all examples known to us of non-invertible extensions to
check if they are semi-invertible or not. Kirchberg’s examples [9]are semi-invertible
by results of [11]. Another example by Wassermann [18] can be shown not to be
semi-invertible by the same method as here. Unfortunately, we know nothing about
semi-invertibility of other examples.
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3 Homotopy Non-Invertibility
3.1 A Modification of the Wassermann’s Extension

To give an example of an extension which is not only not semi-invertible, but also
not even homotopy invertible, we modify the extension (2.1) as follows. Let d; be the
dimension of the Hilbert space H; on which the representation 7; acts. Let n; be a
sequence of integers such that lim;_ o, Z— = o0o. For each i we let n; - 7; be the direct
sum of n; copies of the representation 7;, and let 7’ = @:°, n; - m; be the direct sum
of the resulting sequence of representations acting on the Hilbert space H. Let E’
be the C*-subalgebra of IL(H) generated by {n(g): ¢ € G} and by K, the compact
operators on H. Set A’ = E’ /K. Note that A’ is isomorphic to the C*-algebra A from
the Wassermann’s example, as both can be defined as completions of the group ring
C[G] with respect to the same (semi)norm || - || = limsup,_, _ ||mi(-)]|.

By Ext; (A, B) we denote the semigroup of homotopy classes of extensions of the
form (1.1).

Theorem 3.1 The extension

(3.1) 0 K E’ A’ 0

is not invertible in Bxt,(A’, K).

Proof To show that (3.1) is not invertible up to homotopy, let p: A" — Q(K) be
the Busby invariant of (3.1), and assume to reach a contradiction that ¢): A" — Q(K)
is an extension such that ¢ @ 1 is homotopic to 0. Let V1, V, be isometries in IL(H)
such that V|V + V,V} = 1, and set A(a) = Adq(Vy) o v(a) + Adq(V3) o ¥(a),
a € A’, where q: IL(H) — Q(K) is the quotient map. There is then a commuting

diagram
(3.2) 0 IK g A’ 0
0 IK e’ A’ 0

0 — K —= KpA" —= A" —= 0,

where ) is a the Busby invariant of the upper extension IK = C[0,1] ® K and
evs: IK — K is evaluation at s € [0,1]. Set D = H,fil IL(Hg). By tensoring with
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D we obtain from (3.2) the commuting diagram
(33) 0—K®D————& Qpun D————>& Qmin D/KQ® D——0
evy Po
0—IK ® D————&’ @pin D———>E&’ Qpin D/IK ® D—0
evy p1

0—=K ® D—=(K @ D) & (A’ @pyin D)———=A" @pip D———>0.

Let &v,: MOK) — M(K) and év,: Q(IK) — Q(K) be the x-homomorphisms
induced by ev,. Denote € @uin D/K ® D and &’ @min D/IK® Dby A’ ®¢ D and
A’ ®¢ D, respectively. The Busby invariant of the middle extension of (3.3) is a
*-homomorphism ¢’: A’ ®e, D — Q(IK ® D) such that év; o ¢’ = p1 o py, where
p: A" ®e D — QUK ® D) is the Busby invariant of the upper extension in (3.3),
while évy 0 ' = 0.

By the Bartle—Graves selection theorem there are continuous sections

X: QIK® D) - MIK®D) and xx: QUK ® Dy) — M(IK ® Dy)

for the quotient maps M(IK ® D) — Q(IK ® D) and M(IK ® D) — Q(IK ® Dy),
respectively, forall k = 1,2,3,.... We can choose these maps to be self-adjoint and
such that ||x(x)|| < 2||x]|, x € QUK & D), and ||[xx(»)|| < 2|ly]l, y € QUK & Dy),
for all k. Set Dy = IL(Hy), and let

oo
Dk D= HDk — Dy
k=1

be the canonical projection. The map idy ®pi: A’ © D — A’ ® Dy extends to a
x-homomorphism idy ®py: A’ ®e: D — A’ @ Dy. Let

idik @pi: M(IK ® D) — M(IK ® Dy)
be the unique *-homomorphism extending idix ®px: IK ® D — IK ® Dy, and
idix @pi: QUK @ D) — QUK @ Dy)
the resulting *-homomorphism. Let ®: A’ — Q(IK) be the Busby invariant of the
middle extension of (3.2).
We denote by ®& idp, the *-homomorphism
P idp,: A’ ® Dy — QUK ® Dy)

obtained by composing ® ® idp,: A’ ® Dy — Q(IK) ® Dy with the canonical em-
bedding Q(IK) ® Dy C Q(IK ® Dy). By checking on simple tensors one finds that

idig ®pro ¢’ = (B idp,) o (idy @py),
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which implies that
(34) (i ®pr) o X 09 (x) — Xk 0 (DB idp,) o (idar ©pi)(x) € IK ® Dy

forall kand all x € A’ ®¢+ D. Let T; be the representation of G contragredient to ;.
The representation

g—a(r'@)® (Hwk) ©

of G into A’ ® D gives rise to a *-homomorphism A’: C*(G) — A’ ®g, D. Set
Q = A’(p), where p, as above, is the spectral projection of the element % S g
corresponding to the set {1}. Since 7; is inequivalent to 7y for i # k and 7’ contains
only finitely many copies of each 7, it follows from [19, Lemma 1] that

(3.5) idas @pr(Q) =0 forall k.
It follows from (3.4) and (3.5) that
(3.6) (idix @pp) 0 X 0 ¢'(Q) € IK @ Dy
for all k. Let Py and P denote the *-homomorphisms
Py = [[idik ®px: MUK ® D) — [[ MUK ® Dy),
k=1 k=1

P=]]idk®@px: M(K®D) — [[M(K® Dy,
k=1 k=1

respectively. Put

o

Ny = ;! (HI]K@Dk) c MK ® D),
k=1

N:P‘1<HIK®Dk) c M(K @ D).
k=1

It follows from (3.6) that x o ¢’(Q) € Ny. Note that IK ® D is an ideal in Ny and
K ® D is an ideal in N. We denote the quotients N;/ IK ® D and N/K ® D by R;
and R, respectively. Note that R; C Q(IK ® D) and that ¢’(Q) € R;. Evaluation
at s € [0,1] induces a *-homomorphism E;: M(IK ® D) — M(K ® D) with the
property that E;(N;) = N, so we get a *-homomorphism E.: R; — R induced by E;
foreachs € [0, 1]. To proceed with the proof, we need some calculations in K-theory.
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3.2 K-Theory Calculations

Consider the extensions

(3.7) 0 ——= IK®D N Ry 0,
(3.8) 0 — K®D N R 0.
The map

I pe.: KoK @ D) — [ [ Ko(IK ® Dy)
k=1 k=1

is injective by [4, Lemma 3.2] and the map
(o) (o)
H pr,: KI(IK ® D) — H K (IK ® Dy)

k=1 k=1

is injective by [4, Lemma 3.3]. In particular, K; (IK®D) = 0. Therefore the extension
(3.7) gives us a commuting diagram

0 0
Pr, oo
Ko (Ny) [12, Ko (IK ® Dy)

Ko (Ry) — (T2, Ko IK ® Dy)) /Ko (IK ® D)
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Throwing away the interval, we also get a commuting diagram

0 0
P, o
Ko (N) 2 Ko (K® Dy)

Ko (R) — (T2, Ko (K® Dy)) /Ko (K ® D)

0 0

Evaluation at any s € [0, 1] induces an isomorphism

(ﬁKo (IK ® Dk)) /Ko (IK @ D) — (ﬁ Ko (K ® Dk)) /Ky (K ® D)
k=1 k=1

in the obvious way, and the diagram

Ko (Ry) Ky(R)

| l

(IT:, Ko (1K @ D)) /Ko 1K ® D) —— (IT;%, Ko (K ® D)) /Ko (K ® D)

commutes for every s € [0, 1]. Let x be the image in

oo

(JT % (K® Dy) /Ky (K @ D)
k=1

of the element [¢’(Q)] € Ky (R;). Since évy o ¢’ = 0, we get that E0(¢’(Q)) =0,
which leads to the conclusion that

(3.9) x=0.

As we shall see, we get a different result when we consider the case s = 1. Let
r: N — Rbe the quotient map. Set W; =V; ® 1p € M(K® D), j = 1,2. Then

(3.10) Ei0¢/(Q) = r (WieW; + WaaWs),
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where e is the spectral projection of £ " | 7/(g;) ® (@y-, 7k) (gi) corresponding to
{1}, and a > 0 is some lift in N of a projection in R C Q (K ® D). Since W;N C N
and WiN C N, the W;’s define multipliers, first of N, and then of R. It follows
therefore from (3.10) that [El o ©'(Q)] = [r(e)] + [r(a)] in Ky(R).

Consider the extension

(3.11) 00— K®D N* R* 0

obtained from the extension (3.8) by unitalizing. It follows from [5, Lemma 9.6] that
there are natural numbers 1, m such that r(a) ® 1,, ® 0,, € M1,4,,(R") can be lifted
to a projection fi € Mjynm(INT). Note that the image of f; in Mi1,4,,(C) under
the canonical surjection My44m(NT) — Mi14m(C) is a projection of rank n. (We
use here that the proof in [5] works equally well when the assumption that the ideal
is AF is replaced by the weaker assumption, valid in (3.11), that the ideal has trivial
K;-group.) There is a commuting diagram

Ko (K ® D) Ko (K ® D)

Ko (N) T2, Ko (K® Di)™)

Ko (RY) —— (II2, Ko ((K® Dy)")) /Ko (K ® D)

with exact columns. Thus the image of x in ([];°, Ko ((K® Dy)*)) /Ko (K ® D)
under the inclusion

(TTk k@ Do) /KoK @ D) € (T KoK @ D)) /Ko (K @ D)
k=1 k=1

is also the image of P} ([e] +[A] — [1,1]) € [12, Ko((K @ Dg)*) under the quotient
map

[ Ko((K © Do) — (HKO (K® Dk)+)) /Ko(K @ D).
k=1 k=1
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Write P*(fi) = (hk), where hy € Miipim ((H\( ® Dk)+) for each k is a projection
whose image in Mj,+,, (C) under the canonical surjection M4, ((]E\( ® Dk)+) —
Misyem (€) is a projection of rank n. Since Uj M ipim((Mj(C) ® Di)¥) is dense in

Mitnem (K ® Dg)*), thereis a j € N and a projection fzk € Mi1pnim((M;(C) ® Dy)")
which is unitarily equivalent to k. Since

M1+n+m((Mj((C) ® Dk)+) = Mitutm (M]((C) ® Dk) S2) M1+n+m((c)a

we get ff = fF+ f¥, with fFand fF orthogonal projections in M., ((K ® Dy)*),
f3k € Misnim(K ® Dy), and [f4k] = [1,] in Ko((K ® Dy)*). It follows that

P! (le] +[fil = [1a]) = Pulel + ([£]) o, € [[ Ko (K@ Dy).
k=1

Now we identify Ky (K ® Dy) with Z as ordered groups, and consequently

o0
[ %o (K@ Dy)
k=1

with [T2, Z. Then P, ([e]) = (ax)i2, and ([f;‘]):il = (by)pe,, where by > 0 for
all k, and gy is greater or equal to the multiplicity of the trivial representation of G in
7/ @ T which equals ny. Since Ky (K ® D) is the subgroup of [[°, Z consisting of
the sequences (cx) in Z for which supk‘ g—i ’ < 00 by [4, Lemma 3.2], we conclude that
x # 0 because limy_, Z—; = oo. This contradicts (3.9). [ |

3.3 The Connes-Higson Construction Is Not Faithful

Let E( -, - ) denote E-theory group of Connes and Higson [3]. The Connes—Higson
construction produces asymptotic homomorphisms out of extensions and defines an
additive map CH: Ext,(A, B) — E(SA, B), where SA = Cy(0,1) ® A is the suspen-
sion of A. It was shown in [11] that the map CH is an isomorphism when A is already
a suspension.

Lemma 3.2 The image of the extension (3.1) under the Connes—Higson construction
is homotopy trivial.

Proof For the extension (3.1), consider the six-term exact sequence in E-theory,

E(A’,K) — E(E',K) — E(K,K)

| |

E(SK,K) <—— E(SE’,K) <—— E(SA",K)
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Let p: A" — Q(K) be the Busby invariant of the extension (3.1). Then the image
of the class [CH(yp)] € E(SA’,K) under the map E(SA’,K) — E(SE’,K) is zero
because the composition E' — A’ — Q(K) of ¢ and of the quotient map defines a
split (hence trivial) extension of E’. Thus, [] € im(9).

To show that @ = 0, one has to show that the map E(E’,K) — E(K,K) = Z (or,
equivalently, the map Ext;,(SE’, K) — Ext;,(SK, K)) is surjective. Let us construct an
extension SE’ — Q(K ® K), whose restriction onto SK generates Exty, (SK, K).

Let H; be the Hilbert space of the representation 7/ = #; - ;. We can assume that
71 is the one-dimensional trivial representation of G of multiplicity 1. Put H" = H;
form € Nand H = @, H". Letg € Gact on H as €, 7/ (g) on each @, H",
m € N. If we identify K with K(D; H"), let k € K act similarly on H as @, km,
where k,, = k acts on €, H". This gives us a *-homomorphism from E’ to B(H).
Let us also define a Fredholm operator F on H by setting F|g» = id for all 1, m except
i = 1and F(H") = H{"' (shift with respect to the superscript). This operator
defines a map from C(T) to B(H), which is a *-homomorphism modulo compacts.
Since the two maps, from E’ and from C(T), commute modulo compacts, we have a
map from C(T) ® E’ to B(H), which becomes a *-homomorphism after composing
it with the quotient map B(H) — Q(K). Restrict this map to SE’ and denote the
resulting extension by ®, ® € Ext;(SE’,K). Let also ¢: C — KK be the standard
homomorphism given by ¢(1) = e;;. Then the diagram

Ext;,(SC, K)

Ext,(SE’, K) Ext, (SK, K)

commutes, where arrows are induced by inclusions. One easily sees that j*(®) coin-
cides with the Toeplitz extension. Since ¢* is an isomorphism, r is surjective, hence
0 = 0. Since [CH(¢)] lies in the image of J, one has [CH(y)] = 0. [ |

Note that ¢ is not trivial in Ext;(A’, K) (otherwise it would be invertible, which is
not true). Thus we can conclude that the assertion of Connes and Higson in [3] that
“La E-théorie est ainsi le quotient par homotopie de la théorie des extensions” should
not be taken too literally. In fact, the exact relation between C*-algebra extensions
and asymptotic homomorphisms is still not fully uncovered, although our previous
work on the subject contains much detailed information.
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him a copy of his book [20].
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