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STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL ALGEBRAS AND THEIR K-THEORIES
HENGDA BAO, XIAOMAN CHEN, AND JIAWEN ZHANG

AssTRACT. In this paper, we introduce a notion of strongly quasi-local algebras.
They are defined for each discrete metric space with bounded geometry, and sit
between the Roe algebra and the quasi-local algebra. We show that strongly quasi-
local algebras are coarse invariants, hence encoding coarse geometric information
of the underlying spaces. We prove that for a discrete metric space with bounded
geometry which admits a coarse embedding into a Hilbert space, the inclusion of
the Roe algebra into the strongly quasi-local algebra induces an isomorphism in
K-theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

Roe algebras are C*-algebras associated to metric spaces which encode coarse
geometric information of the underlying spaces. They were introduced by J. Roe
in his pioneering work of higher index theory on open manifolds [9, [11], in which
he showed that the K-theory of Roe algebras serves as receptacles for indices of
elliptic differential operators. Hence the computation of their K-theories becomes
a central problem in higher index theory.

An efficient and practical approach is to employ the coarse Baum-Connes con-
jecture, which asserts that the coarse assembly map from the coarse K-homology
of the space to the K-theory of the Roe algebra is an isomorphism [10] [18]. The
coarse Baum-Connes conjecture has fruitful and significant applications in geom-
etry and topology, for instance on the Novikov conjecture and the bounded Borel
rigidity conjecture (see e.g. [2) 20} 21]]), and on the non-existence of metrics of
positive scalar curvature on open Riemannian manifolds (see e.g. [12,[19]).

By definition, the Roe algebra C*(X) of a discrete metric space (X,d) with
bounded geometry is defined to be the norm closure of all locally compact op-
erators T € B((*(X; ') (where S is an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert
space) with finite propagation in following sense: there exists R > 0 such that
for any f, g € £*(X) acting on ¢*(X; 7) by amplified pointwise multiplication, we
have fTg = 0 when their supports are R-disjoint (i.e., d(supp f, suppg) > R). Since
general elements in Roe algebras may not have finite propagation, it is usually
hard to detect whether a given operator belongs to them or not.

To overcome this issue, J. Roe suggested an asymptotic version of finite propa-
gation called quasi-locality in [9, 1T]. More precisely, an operator T € B({3(X; 7))
is quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0 there exists R > 0 such that for any f, g € {*(X) with
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R-disjoint supports, we have ||fTg|| < ¢. We form the quasi-local algebnﬂ C;(X) of
X as the C*-algebra consisting of all locally compact and quasi-local operators in
B(3(X; ), and show that they are coarse invariants. It is clear that operators
with finite propagation are quasi-local, and hence the quasi-local algebra C;(X)
contains the Roe algebra C*(X).

A natural question is to ask whether these two algebras coincide, which has
been extensively studied over the last few decades [1,16,18,11}[13,[14]. Currently the
most general result is due to Spakula and the third author [14], which states that
C(X) = C;(X) for any discrete metric space with bounded geometry and having
Yu's property A. Here property A is a coarse geometric property introduced by Yu
[21] in his study on the coarse Baum-Connes conjecture. However, the question
remains widely open outside the world of property A [4] [7].

On the other hand, the property of quasi-locality is also crucial in the work
of Engel [1] on index theory of pseudo-differential operators. He discovered
that while indices of genuine differential operators on Riemannian manifolds live
in the K-theory of (appropriate) Roe algebras, the indices of uniform pseudo-
differential operators are only known to be in the K-theory of quasi-local algebras.
Hence it is important to study whether the Roe algebra and the quasi-local algebra
have the same K-theory.

In this paper, we introduce a notion of strong quasi-locality and study associated
strongly quasi-local algebras. Our main focus is to study their K-theories, which
might be a potential approach to attack the higher indices problem above. To
illustrate the idea, let us explain when X is uniformly discrete (i.e., there exists
C > 0 such that d(x, y) > C for x # y). For the general case, see Section B.Il Fix
an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space ./# and denote by {(¢); the unit
ball of the compact operators on #. We introduce the following:

Definition A. Let X be a uniformly discrete metric space with bounded geometry
and T € B(C*(X; ). We say that T is strongly quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0 there
exists L > 0 such that for any L-Lipschitz map g : X — K(5);, we have

[T ®Idr, A®]|| < &

where A(g) € B(C*(X; 7 ® #)) is defined by A(g)(0, ® E®N) := 0, ® & ® g(x)n for
6, REQNEA(X; H Q)= X(X) @ H R H .

Definition[Alis inspired by a characterisation for quasi-locality provided in
which states that an operator T € B(£3(X; ) is quasi-local if and only if for any
€ > 0 there exists L > 0 such that for any L-Lipschitzmap ¢ : X — C with [|g]l < 1,
we have [|[T, g]|l < €. Hence the notion of strong quasi-locality can be regarded as
a compact operator valued version of quasi-locality, and undoubtedly strengthens
the original notion (as literally suggested).

Note that a uniform version was already introduced in [7].
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Analogous to the case of quasi-locality, we form the strongly quasi-local algebra
C;y(X) as the C*-algebra consisting of all locally compact and strongly quasi-local
operators in B(*(X; 7). We show that the strongly quasi-local algebra C; (X)
contains the Roe algebra C*(X), and is contained in the quasi-local algebra C;(X)
(see Proposition [3.6). We also study coarse geometric features of strongly quasi-
local algebras, and show that they are coarse invariants as in the case of Roe
algebras and quasi-local algebras (see Corollary [3.12)).

Our motivation of introducing strongly quasi-local algebras is that their K-
theory is relatively easy to handle when the underlying space is coarsely embed-
dable. More precisely, we prove the following:

Theorem B. Let X be a discrete metric space of bounded geometry. If X admits a coarse
embedding into a Hilbert space, then the inclusion of the associated Roe algebra C*(X)
into the strongly quasi-local algebra C;(X) induces an isomorphism in K-theory.

Theorem [Blis the main result of this paper, which is inspired by the well-known
theorem of Yu [21] that the coarse Baum-Connes conjecture holds for discrete
bounded geometry spaces admitting a coarse embedding into Hilbert space. The
proof of Theorem [B follows the outline of [17, Section 12] (which originates in
[21]]), but is more involved and requires new techniques. We divide the proof into
several steps, and here let us explain several key ingredients in the proof.

First we prove a coarse Mayer-Vietoris argument for strongly quasi-local al-
gebras (Proposition .5), which allows us to cut the space and decompose the
associated algebras. Recall that an analogous result for Roe algebras was already
established in [3]. This leads to the reduction of the proof for Theorem [Bl to the
case of sequences of finite metric spaces with block-diagonal operators thereon

(Lemma4.7).

We would like to highlight a technical lemma used to achieve the coarse Mayer-
Vietoris result. Recall that for a quasi-local operator T € Ci(X), it is clear from
definition that the restriction xoTxa belongs to C;(A) for any subspace A. How-
ever, this is not obvious in the case of strongly quasi-local algebras due to certain
obstructions on Lipschitz extension (see Remark[3.9). To overcome the issue, we
provide a characterisation for strong quasi-locality in terms of compact operator
valued Higson functions (Proposition B.7). Note that these functions appeared
in [16, Section 4.2] to study the stable Higson corona and the Baum-Connes con-
jecture. Thanks to the extendability of Higson functions, we obtain a restriction
result (Lemma [3.10) as required. Moreover by some delicate analysis, we obtain
a “uniform” version (Proposition 3.8) which plays a key role in following steps.

Then we construct a twisted version of strongly quasi-local algebras (Definition
B.10) for sequences of finite metric spaces, and show that the identity map on the
K-theory of the strongly quasi-local algebra factors through the K-theory of its
twisted counterpart (Proposition[6.8). To achieve, we replace several propagation
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requirements for twisted Roe algebras by different versions of (strong) quasi-
locality, and construct an index map in terms of the Bott-Dirac operators. We
would like to point out that for the original quasi-local algebras, there is a technical
issue to define the index map (Lemma [6.4) following the methods either in [21]
Lemma 7.6] or in [17, Lemma 12.3.9]. Hence we have to move to the world of
strong quasi-locality.

Finally we prove that the inclusion map from the twisted Roe algebra into
the twisted strongly quasi-local algebra induces an isomorphism in K-theory
(Proposition[Z). Combining with a diagram-chasing argument, we conclude the
proof for Theorem

Theorem [Bl should be regarded as a first step to attack the problem whether
quasi-local algebras have the same K-theory as Roe algebras. More precisely, we
pose the following open question:

Question C. Let X be a metric space with bounded geometry which admits a
coarse embedding into Hilbert space. Then do we have K.(C;, (X)) = K.(C3(X))?

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2, we collect notions from coarse
geometry and recall the definition of Roe algebras. We also define quasi-local
algebras and show that they are coarse invariants. In Section 3, we introduce the
main concept of this paper—strong quasi-locality and study their permanence
property and coarse geometric features. Section@lis devoted to the coarse Mayer-
Vietoris sequence for (strongly) quasi-local algebras, based on which we reduce
the proof for Theorem [B] to the case of sequences of finite metric spaces. We
introduce twisted strongly quasi-local algebras in Section B, and construct the
index map in Section [6l In Section [/} we show that twisted Roe algebras and
twisted strongly quasi-local algebras have the same K-theory, and hence conclude
the proof in Section 8l The appendix provides a proof for Proposition 5.4 which
slightly strengthens [17, Proposition 12.1.10] and is necessary to achieve the main
theorem, hence we give detailed proofs for convenience to readers.

Acknowledgments. We wish to thank Jinmin Wang and Rufus Willett for several
helpful discussions, and Yijun Yao for useful comments after reading an early
version of this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES
We start with some notions and definitions.

2.1. Notions in coarse geometry. Here we collect several basic notions.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, dx) be a metric space, A € X and R > 0.

(1) Ais bounded if its diameter diam(A) := sup{dx(x, y) : x, y € A} is finite.
(2) The R-neighbourhood of A in X is Nr(A) := {x € X : dx(x, A) < R}.
(3) Ais anet in X if there exists some C > 0 such that N-(A) = X.
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(4) For xj € X, the open R-ball of x( in X is B(xo; R) := {x € X : dx(x, x) < R}.

(5) (X, dx) is said to be proper if every closed bounded subset is compact.

(6) If (X, dx) is discrete, we say that X has bounded geometry if for any r > 0
there exists an N € IN such that |[B(x;r)| < N for any x € X, where |B(x;1)|
denotes the cardinality of the set B(x;r).

Definition 2.2. Let f : (X,dx) — (Y, dy) be a map between metric spaces.

(1) f is uniformly expansive if there exists a non-decreasing function p, :
[0, 00) — [0, o0) such that for any x, y € X, we have:

dy(f(x), f(y) < p+(dx(x, ).
(2) fis proper if for any bounded B C Y, the pre-image f~'(B) is bounded in X.
(3) f is coarse if it is uniformly expansive and proper.
(4) f is effectively proper if there exists a proper non-decreasing function p_ :
[0, 00) — [0, 00) such that for any x, y € X, we have:

p-(dx(x, y)) < dv(f(x), f(y))-

(5) fis a coarse embedding if it is uniformly expansive and effectively proper.

Note that f is uniformly expansive is equivalent to that the expansion function
pr:[0,00) = [0, 0] of f, defined as

(2.1) pr(s) == supldy(f(x), f(y)) : x, y € X with dx(x, y) < s},

is finite-valued.
Definition 2.3. Let (X, dx) and (Y, dy) be metric spaces.

(1) Twomaps f, g : (X,dx) — (Y, dy) are close if the exists R > 0 such that for all
x € X, we have dy(f(x), g(x)) < R.

(2) A coarsemap f : (X,dx) — (Y,dy) is called a coarse equivalence if there exists
another coarse map g : (Y, dy) — (X, dx) such that f o g and go f are close to
identities, where g is called a coarse inverse to f. It is clear that f is a coarse
equivalence if and only if it is a coarse embedding and f(X) isanetin Y.

(3) (X,dx) and (Y,dy) are said to be coarsely equivalent if there exists a coarse
equivalence from X to Y.

For families of metric spaces and maps, we also need the following notions.

Definition 2.4. Let {(X,, dx,)}.en be a sequence of finite metric spaces. A coarse
disjoint union of {(X,, dx,)} is a metric space (X, dx) where X is the disjoint union of
{X,} as a set, and dx is a metric on X satisfying:

e the restriction of dx on X, coincides with dx ;
o dy(X,, X\ X,) > coasn — oo.

Note that any two such metric dx are coarsely equivalent. We say that a se-
quence {(X,,, dx,)}nen has uniformly bounded geometry if its coarse disjoint union has
bounded geometry.
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Definition 2.5. A family of maps {f; : X; — Yi}ies between metric spaces is called
a uniformly coarse embedding if there are non-decreasing proper functions p. :
[0, 00) — [0, o) such that

p-(dx,(x, y)) < dv,(fi(x), fi(y)) < p+(dx,(x, y))
for alli € I and x,y € X;. We say that {Xi}ie; uniformly coarsely embeds into Hilbert
spaces if there exists a uniformly coarse embedding {f; : X; — E;}ic; where each E;
is a Hilbert space.

It is clear that a sequence of finite metric spaces {X,},en uniformly coarsely
embeds into Hilbert spaces if and only if its coarse disjoint union | |, X,, coarsely
embeds into some Hilbert space.

2.2. Roe algebras and quasi-local algebras. For a proper metric space (X, dx),
recall that an X-module is a non-degenerate *-representation Cy(X) — B(Hx) for
some infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space Hx. We also say that Hy is an
X-module if the representation is clear from the context. An X-module is called
ample if no non-zero element of Cy(X) acts as a compact operator on Hy. Note that
every proper metric space X admits an ample X-module.

Let Hx and Hy be ample modules of proper metric spaces X and Y, respectively.
Given an operator T € B(Hx, Hy), the support of T is defined to be

supp(T) := {(y, x) € Y X X : xyTxu # 0 for all neighbourhoods U of x and V of y}.
When X =Y, the propagation of T € B(Hy) is defined to be

prop(T) := supldx(x, y) : (x,y) € supp(T)}.
We say that an operator T € B(Hx) has finite propagation if prop(T) is finite, and T
is locally compact if fT and Tf are compact for all f € Cy(X) (which is equivalent
to that both xxT and T xx are compact for all compact subset K C X).

Definition 2.6. For a proper metric space X and an ample X-module H, the
algebraic Roe algebra C[Hx] of Hyx is defined to be the *-algebra of locally compact
finite propagation operators on Hy, and the Roe algebra C*(Hy) of Hyx is defined
to be the norm-closure of C[Hx] in B(H).

Itis a standard result that the Roe algebra C*(Hx) does not depend on the chosen
ample module Hy up to *-isomorphisms, hence denoted by C*(X) and called the
Roe algebra of X. Furthermore, C*(X) is a coarse invariant of the metric space X (up
to non-canonical *isomorphisms), and their K-theories are coarse invariants up
to canonical isomorphisms (see, e.g., [10]).

Now we move on to the case of quasi-locality.

Definition 2.7. Given a proper metric space (X, dx) and an ample X-module Hyx,
an operator T € B(Hyx) is said to be quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0, there exists R > 0
such that T has (&, R)-propagation, i.e., for any Borel sets A, B C X with dx(A, B) > R,
we have ||xaTxsll < €.
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It is clear that the set of all locally compact quasi-local operators on Hx forms
a C*-subalgebra of B(Hx), which leads to the following;:

Definition 2.8. For a proper metric space X and an ample X-module Hy, the set
of all locally compact quasi-local operators on Hy is called the quasi-local algebra

of Hy, denoted by C;(“HX).

As in the case of Roe algebras, we now show that quasi-local algebras do not
depend on the chosen ample modules either.

Let X and Y be proper metric spaces and Hyx, Hy be ample modules, respectively.
Let f : X — Y be a coarse map. Recall that a covering isometry for f is an isometry
V : Hx — Hy such that supp(V) € {(y,x) : dy(y, f(x)) < C} for some C > 0. In
this case, we also say that V covers f. It is shown in [17, Proposition 4.3.4] that
covering isometries always exist. Following the case of Roe algebras, we have:

Proposition 2.9. Let Hy and Hy be ample modules for proper metric spaces X and Y,
respectively. Let f : X — Y be a coarse map with a covering isometry V : Hx — Hy.
Then V induces the following *-homomorphism

Ady : C(Hy) — Cy(Hy), T VTV

Furthermore, the induced K-thoeretic map (Ady). : K.(C;(Hx)) — K.(C}(Hy)) does not
depend on the choice of the covering isometry V, hence denoted by f..

Proof. Note that there exists a Borel coarse map close to f by [17, Lemma A.3.12],
hence without loss of generality, we can assume that f is Borel and V covers f.

Following the same argument as in the Roe case (see, e.¢., [17, Lemma 5.1.12]),
VTV* is locally compact. Fix a ty > 0 such that supp(V) C {(y, x) : dy(y, f(x)) < to}.
For any ¢ > 0, the quasi-locality of T implies that there exists a Ry > 0 such
that T has (¢, Ro)-propagation. We set R = 2ty + p(Ro) + 1 where p; is defined
in Equation (2.I). For any Borel sets C,D C Y with dy(C,D) > R, it is clear that
dy(Ny,(C), Ny (D)) = ps(Ro) + 1 > py(Ro) and hence dx(f~ (N, (), f~ (N, (D)) =

Ry. Since V covers f, we obtain:

xcV =xcVx F1(Ny, (©) and V'xp =x f_l(NtO(D))V*XD'

Hence

Ixc VTV xoll = IXcVX 103, ) TX 13y 0 VXD S X 108, o) TX 1 v, 0p | < &5
which implies that VTV" is quasi-local.

The second statement follows almost the same argument as in the case of Roe
algebra (see, e.g., [17, Lemma 5.1.12]), hence omitted. O

It is shown in [17, Proposition 4.3.5] that for a coarse equivalence f : X — Y, we
can always choose an isometry V : Hx — Hy covering f such that V is a unitary.
Consequently, we obtain the following;:
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Corollary 2.10. Let Hx and Hy be ample modules for proper metric spaces X and Y,
respectively. If X and Y are coarsely equivalent, then the quasi-local algebra C,(Hx) is
«-isomorphic to Ci(Hy). In particular, for a proper metric space X the quasi-local algebra
C;(Hx) does not depend on the chosen ample X-module Hx up to x-isomorphisms, hence
called the quasi-local algebra of X and denoted by Ci(X).

3. STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL ALGEBRAS

In this section, we introduce a new class of operator algebras which are called
the strongly quasi-local algebras. They sit between Roe algebras and quasi-local
algebras and their K-theories will be the main focus of the paper. Here we study
their basic properties and coarse geometric features.

Let us begin with some more notions:
Definition 3.1. Let (X, dx), (Y, dy) be metric spaces and g : X — Y be a map.

(1) Given L > 0, we say that f is L-Lipschitz if dy(g(x), g(y)) < Ldx(x, y) for any
x,y€X.

(2) Given A € X, ¢ > 0 and R > 0, we say that g has (¢, R)-variation on A if for
any x, y € A with dx(x, y) < R, we have dy(g(x), g(y)) < e. When A = X, we
also say that g has (¢, R)-variation.

Definition 3.2. Let g : X — C be a continuous function on a metric space (X, dx).

(1) We say that g is bounded if its norm |[|g|| := sup , 1g(x)| < co. Denote the
set of all bounded continuous functions on X by C,(X), and by Cy(X); the
subset consisting of functions with norm at most 1.

(2) We say that g is a Higson function if g € Cp(X) and for any ¢ > 0 and R > 0,
there exists a compact subset K C X such that g has (¢, R)-variation on X\ K.
Denote Cj,(X) the set of all Higson functions on X.

Our notion of strong quasi-locality is inspired by the following result partially
from Theorem 2.8]. Recall that for operators T,S € B(H) on some Hilbert
space H, their commutator is defined to be [T, S] := TS — ST.

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a proper metric space, Hx an ample X-module and T € B(Hx)
be a locally compact operator. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) T is quasi-local in the sense of Definition 2.7}

(2) Forany e > 0, there exists L > 0 such that for any L-Lipschitz function g € Cp(X)1
we have ||[T, glll < &;

(3) For any € > 0, there exist 5,R > 0 such that for any function § € Cyp(X), with
(6, R)-variation we have ||[T, glll < &;

(4) [T, h] is a compact operator for any h € Cy(X).

Note that the equivalence among (1), (2) and (4) are the “easier” part of
Theorem 2.8]. And also note that the equivalence between (1) and (3) can be
proved using the same argument therein to show “(1) & (2)”, hence omitted.
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3.1. Strong quasi-locality. Now we introduce the notion of strong quasi-locality,
where we consider compact operator valued functions instead of complex valued
ones in Proposition [3.3(3).

Throughout the rest of the paper, we only consider proper discrete metric spaces to
simplify the notation. We also fix an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space € .

Let X be a proper discrete metric space and Hx be an ample X-module. For
each x € X, denote H, := xHx. An operator S € B(Hx ® .#) can be regarded
as an X-by-X matrix (Sy, ) ex, where S, € B(H, ® 7, H, ® 7). Denote K(7)
the C*-algebra of compact operators on 7Z, and K(s¢); its closed unit ball (with
respect to the operator norm).

Recall that a map g : X — K(J2) is bounded if ||g]|e := sup . lIg(x)l] < co. Given
a bounded map g : X — R(J¢), we define an operator A(g) € B(Hx ® ) by
setting its matrix entry as follows:

Idy, ® g(x), yv=x;
3.1 A(Q)yy = *
G- (8)xy {O, otherwise.
Note that this is a block-diagonal operator with respect to the decomposition
Hy® H# = P (H,® H#). We also write Ay, (g) instead of A(g) when we want

to emphasise the module Hy involved.

The following is the main concept of this paper:

Definition 3.4. Let X be a proper discrete metric space and Hx be an ample X-
module. An operator T € B(Hy) is called strongly quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0 there
exist 0, R > 0 such that for any map g : X — K(%¢); with (6, R)-variation, we have

(3.2) [T ® Id», A(g) .

]”%(7{;(&%‘) <

It is easy to see that the set of all locally compact strongly quasi-local operators
on Hy forms a C*-algebra, hence called the strongly quasi-local algebra of Hx and
denoted by C;,(Hx).

Remark 3.5. A direct calculation shows that for x, y € X, the xy-matrix entry of the
commutator [T ® Id ,», A(g)] in Inequality (3.2) is given by:

(3.3) [T ®Id, A(Q)ly = Ty ®((y) — 8(x))-

The following result records the relation amongst Roe algebras, quasi-local
algebras and strongly quasi-local algebras.

Proposition 3.6. Let X be a proper discrete metric space and Hy be an ample X-module.
Then we have:

(1) Cyy(Hx) € Cy(Hx);
(2) If X has bounded geometry, then C*(Hx) € C;, (Hx);
(3) If X has bounded geometry and Property A, then C*(Hx) = C,(Hx) = C;(Hx).
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Proof. (1). Fix a rank-one projection p € B(s¢). For ¢ € Cy(X);, we construct
g : X — K(J€); by 3(x) := g(x)p. Since [T ® Id ,», A(§)] = [T, g] ® p, the conclusion
follows from the definition of strong quasi-locality and Proposition [3.3(3).

(2). Assume that T € B(Hx) has propagation at most R. Then for any g : X —
K(A)1, the commutator [T ® Id -, A(g)] has propagation at most R from (3.3).
Since X has bounded geometry, it is well-known (see, e.g., [17, Lemma 12.2.4])
that there exists an N depending on R such that for any g : X — &(J¢); we have:

[IT®1d, A@]|| < N - sup Ty @ (8) = 8@)||

d(x,y)<R

This concludes the proof.

(3). It follows from [14, Theorem 3.3] that C*(Hx) = C;(Hx) under the given
assumption, which (together with (1) and (2)) concludes the proof. O

Our next aim is to explore characterisations for strong quasi-locality as in Propo-
sition First note that Definition 3.4 is a compact operator valued version of
condition (3) therein. Unfortunately, we cannot find an appropriate substitute
for condition (1) in Proposition As for condition (2) therein, it is clear that
the compact operator valued version is equivalent to strong quasi-locality pro-
vided the underlying space is uniformly discrete (i.e., there exists C > 0 such that
d(x,y) > C for x # y in X). However, it is unclear whether this holds in general.

As for condition (4) in Proposition we have the following result concerning
compact operator valued Higson functions. Recall thata compact operator valued
function h : X — K(J€) on a metric space X is a Higson function if h is bounded
and for any ¢ > 0 and R > 0, there exists a compact subset K C X such that / has
(¢, R)-variation on X \ K.

Proposition 3.7. Let X be a discrete metric space of bounded geometry and Hy an ample
X-module. Then for a locally compact operator T € B(Hx), the following are equivalent:

(1) T is strongly quasi-local;
(2) [T®Id.r, A(h)] € R(Hx ® ) for any Higson function h : X — K(J€).

The proof of Proposition [3.7]is almost identical to that of Theorem 2.8 “(1)
& (3)”] with minor changes, hence omitted.

3.2. Strong quasi-locality on subspaces. In this subsection, we study the be-
haviour of strong quasi-locality under taking subspace. First note that in the case
of quasi-locality, we have the following observation (which follows directly from
Definition2.7): given a proper discrete metric space X and an ample module Hy,
for any quasi-local operator T € B(Hx) and any ¢ > 0 there exists R > 0 such
that for any A C X the operator x4Txa has (¢, R)-propagation. In other words,
quasi-locality is preserved “uniformly” under taking subspaces.
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Now we focus on the case of strongly quasi-local operators, and show that
they have similar behaviour when taking subspaces. However, the proof is more
involved due to the lack of characterisation in terms of (¢, R)-propagation.

Proposition 3.8. Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry and Hx an
ample X-module. Assume T € B(Hx) is locally compact and strongly quasi-local. Then
for any € > 0, there exist 5,R > 0 such that for any A C X and g : A — K(H),
with (6, R)-variation, we have “[()(AT)(A) ® Id v, A(g) < &, where xaTxa is
naturally regarded as an operator on Hy := x aHx.

]”Q%(?—{A@.%’)

Remark 3.9. A natural thought for the proof is to extend a function g : A — K(),
to X and preserve the variation (or at least with controlled variations). However
(as pointed out by Rufus Willett [15]), this is at least as hard as finding extensions
with values in a Hilbert space. The problem of extending Hilbert space valued
functions is fairly well-studied [5], and there are known obstructions. In the
following, we will bypass the problem using Proposition 3.7

First we prove a “subspace-wise” version of Proposition 3.8 (note the difference
on orders of quantifiers). To simplify the notation, for A C X we will regard
the characteristic function x4 either as the multiplication operator on Hx or the
amplified multiplication operator y, ® Id » on Hx ® 7 according to the context.

Lemma 3.10. Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry and Hx an ample
X-module. Assume that T € B(Hx) is locally compact and strongly quasi-local. Then
forany A C X and € > 0, there exist 5,R > 0 such that for any g : A — K(), with
(6, R)-variation, we have | [((xaTxa) ® Idjf,A(g)]”%(WA@%) < e

Proof. By Proposition 8.7, we know that [T ® Id.», A(h)] € K(Hx ® ) for any
Higson function /1 : X — R(27). Now fix a subspace A C X. For any Higson
function g : A — K(J), it follows from Lemma 4.3.4] that g can be extended
to a Higson function § : X — K(s¢). Hence we obtain:

[(xaTxa) ® Id s, A(9)] = xalT ® Id s, A(@)]Xxa € XaR(Hx ® H)xa € K(Hs ® H).

Using Proposition 3.71again, we obtain that y4T x4 is strongly quasi-local on H,.
This concludes the proof. m|

Proof of Proposition[3.8] Fix a base point x, € X, and write Bs for B(xy; S) where
S > 0. Assume the contrary, then there exists some ¢, > 0 such that for each
n € N, there exist A, € X and g, : A, = K(5); with (%, n)-variation on A, such
that

(3.4) D¢a, Txa, ® Id.e, A(gW)]|| > &o.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that each A, is finite. For the above ¢,
there exists Ry > 0 such that T has (3, Ro)-propagation.

Claim. For any R > Ry, there exists N € IN such that for any n > N we have:

H[XAW\BRTXAW\BK ®Id ., A(gn)]“ > %,
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We assume the contrary, i.e., assume that there exist some R > R, and an
increasing sequence (1;);?, € IN tending to infinity such that

LA, 18 T XA B ® T, A || < %.

Since dx(Bg, X \ Bor) = R > Ry we obtain:

€0 &0
HXAnkmBRTXAnk\Bﬂ{“ < g and “XAnk\BZRTXAnkﬂBR“ < g
Now we cut up the operator x4, Txa, as follows:

Xa, TXAy = Xy B TXa,08r + X4, \Be T XA, \Bor

+X A0 \Bog TX Ay 0(B2r\Br) T X A 0B T X A \Bog + X4, \Box T X A, B

Combining the above inequalities with (3.4), we obtain:

€0 € _ €0
||[XAnkﬂBQRTXAnkﬂBZR ® Id}f/ A(gl’lk)]” > 80 - 2 . g - 2 : Z = ZI

which is a contradiction since A,, N By is contained in a fixed finite subset Byr
and g,, has (nik, 1ng)-variation on A,, N Bor. Hence we prove the Claim.

Now we continue the proof of Proposition Set A, := Ay, n; := 1 and choose
Ry > Ry such that A; C Bg,->. We recursively choose subsets AL A, .., positive
numbers R; < R, < --- and natural numbers n; < n, < --- as follows. Suppose
that A;,...,A;.1,R; <---<Ri.yand ny < --- < n;_; are chosen for i > 2. The Claim
implies that there exists a natural number n; > n,_; such that

a8, T ANB, ®Tdr, A(gn)]|| > %

We take A; := A, \ Bz, (which is non-empty by the above estimate) and choose
R; > Ri_y such that AL+ - -UA; € Bg 5. Insummary, we obtain non-empty subsets
{A;}ien and functions $i=gula : A; = (), with (ni[,ni)-variation such that

s Tocs, @ 1dor, M@ > 5-

Define A := | |, A; and extend each §; to A by zero on the complement (still
denoted by ¢;). It is clear from the above construction that dx(A;, A\ A)) > 211,
and hence ¢; has (%, i)-variation on A. Moreover, we have:

”[XATXA QId ., A(§i)]“ > %

This is a contradiction to Lemma[3.100 Hence we conclude the proof. m]

3.3. Coarse invariance of strongly quasi-local algebras. In this subsection, we
show that strongly quasi-local algebras are coarse invariants provided the un-
derlying spaces have bounded geometry. In particular, this implies that strongly
quasi-local algebras are independent of ample modules. The proof follows the
outline of that for Proposition 2.9but is more involved.



STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL ALGEBRAS AND THEIR K-THEORIES 13

Proposition 3.11. Let X, Y be discrete metric spaces with bounded geometry and Hx, Hy
be ample modules for X and Y, respectively. Let f : X — Y bea coarse map with a covering
isometry V : Hy — Hy. Then V induces the following +-homomorphism

Adv : Czq(?{x) — C;q(q'{y), T— VTV,

Furthermore, the induced K-thoeretic map (Ady). : K.(Cy,(Hx)) — K(Ci,(Hy)) does
not depend on the choice of the covering isometry V, hence denoted by f..

Proof. We only show that VTV™ € C (Hy) if T € C,(Hx). The “Furthermore” part
follows almost the same argument as in the case of Roe algebra, hence omitted.

First note that VTV" is locally compact as in Proposition To see that VTV*
is strongly quasi-local, we assume that supp(V) C {(y,x) : dy(f(x),y) < Ry} for
some Ry > 0. Since Y has bounded geometry, there exists N € IN such that
|{y €Y :dy(f(x),y) < Ro}| < N for any x € X. Hence we can write:

V=W + W+ -+ Wy

where each W; € B(Hx, Hy) satisfies supp(W;) € supp(V), supp(W;) Nsupp(W;) is
empty for any j # i, and for any pair (1, x1) # (2, x2) € supp(W;) we have x; # x,.
Set M := max{IIWiH ti= 1,...,N}. For later use, we denote D; := {x € X : dy €
Y such that (y,x) € supp(W;)} € X. It follows that for each i there exists a map
ti : D; = Y such that (y, x) € supp(W;) if and only if x € D; and y = t;(x).

It suffices to show that each W,TW? is strongly quasi-local. Given an ¢ > 0,
there exist ', R” > 0 such that for any ¢ : X — K(¢); with (¢, R")-variation, we
have [T ® Id», A(@)]ll < 5z Set

&
AM2||TII

where py is defined in ). For any g : Y — R(J¢); with (6, R)-variation and each
i, we construct ¢; : X — K(J¢); as follows:

o= min{ (5'} and R =Rg+ ps(R'),

n o J(got)(x), ifxeD;
Pilx) = {O, otherwise.

It is clear that (ti(x), x) € supp(W;) C supp(V) C {(y, x) : dy(f(x), y) < Ro} for each i
and x € D;, which implies that dy(tl'(X), f (x)) < Ry £ R. Hence we obtain

sup [|pi(x) = (g 0 H)|| < 5,

xeD;

which implies that for each i we have:

35) M@ —go W @Id,)| <M and [[(W; ® Id»)A(p; — g o Il < SM.

On the other hand, direct calculations show that for each i we have:

AQW; ®1d) = (W, ®1d,»)A(p) and (W) ®Id)A(g) = Alp)(W; ®1d»).
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Hence we obtain:

IA

IA

[[WV.TW?) @ 1d 1, A(9)]
[(W:T) @ I JA(@ )W ® Id ) — (W; @ 1) Aly)((TW)) @ Id )|

((WiT) @ 1. )A(g 0 HW; ®1d ) — (W; @ Id ) A(g © f)((TW)) @ Id. )|| + 2MPIT]I6
|W; @ 1d,)T @1dur, Alg 0 PIW; @ 1d )] + 5,

where we use (3.5) in the second inequality. Note that go f : X — &(#); has

, R")-variation. Hence ® 1d y», o < 573, which implies:
(6, R')-variation. H I[T ®1d.~, A(g o HIIl < 53, which impli
" S €
[LW,TW)) @ Td v, AQ)]|| < M- Ety =
Hence each WiTW? is strongly quasi-local. O

As a direct corollary, we obtain:

Corollary 3.12. Let Hx and Hy be ample modules for discrete metric spaces X and Y
of bounded geometry, respectively. If X and Y are coarsely equivalent, then the strongly
quasi-local algebra C; (Hx) is x-isomorphic to C,(Hy). In particular, for a discrete metric
space X of bounded geometry the strongly quasi-local algebra C; (Hx) does not depend
on the chosen ample X-module Hx up to s-isomorphisms, hence called the strongly
quasi-local algebra of X and denoted by C (X).

3.4. The case for sequences of metric spaces. Here we study the strongly quasi-
local algebra for a sequence of metric spaces. This is crucial to analyse the “build-
ing blocks” when we prove our main theorem.

Let {X,}nen be a sequence of finite metric spaces and p, : Co(X,,) = B(H,) an
ample module for X,,. Let X be a coarse disjoint union of {X,,} and Hx := @n H,.
Since Cy(X) = EBH Co(X,), we can compose p, into a single representation:

p=EPpn: Cox) > [ | BH) € B(Hy).

It is clear that p is an ample module for X. In the following, we also regard a
sequence (Ty)uen € [1, B(H,) as a single operator in B(Hyx).

For a locally compact operator T € B(Hx) with finite propagation, it follows
directly from definition that T is block-diagonal upto compact operators. Hence
we have the following decomposition for Roe algebras:

Lemma 3.13. Using the same notation as above, we have:

(1) (C*(Hx) N TT, BIH,)) + K(Hx) = C'(Hy);
(2) (C'(Hx) 0 1, BH,)) N K(Hx) = D, C(H,).

In the case of (strong) quasi-locality, we have similar results as follows. We only
need those concerning strong quasi-locality for later use, while we collect them
here for completion.
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Lemma 3.14. Using the same notation as above, we have:

(1) (Cy(Hx) N L, BH,)) + K(Hy) = Cj(Hy);

(2) (Cy(Hx) N T, BH,)) N K(Hy) = P, C;(H);
(3) (Cyy(Hx) N [T, BOH,)) + K(Hy) = Coy(H);

(4) (Czy(Hx) N L, B(H,)) 0 K(Hx) = D, Coy(H,).

Proof. The proof is different from that for Roe algebras, and we only prove (3) and
(4) since the other two are similar and easier.

For (3): note that R(Hx) C C;,(Hx), hence the left hand side is contained in
the right one. For the converse, it follows from Corollary 4.3] that for any
T € C,,(Hx) € C;(Hx) and € > 0, there exists some N € N such that

N N
”T - ( Z XXi)T( Z )(X,») - Z XX,»TXX,»“ <eé.
i=1 i=1 i>N
Since T is locally compact, then Y, )(X,.)T(Zfil Xx,) is compact. It suffice to show
that Yooy XxTxx, € C5(Hx). Given ¢ > 0, the strong quasi-locality of T implies
that there exist 6, R > 0 such that for any g : X — R(J¢°); with (6, R)-variation, we
have ||[T ®Id ., A(g)]” < ¢. Now for any such g, we have:

O xxTxx) @ldr, A = sup|lireTxx) @ 1dr, A

i>N >N

sup [xex T ®Idr, A@)lxx < e

Hence we obtain that ).y xx Txx, is strongly quasi-local, which concludes (3).
For (4): note that C*(H,) = Cy(H,) = C;,(H,) = K(H,,) for each n and hence:

(Coy(H0) 0 [ [ BEH) 0 R(Hy) = Coy(H) 0 ([ | BH) 0 8(7H0)

= C,(Hx) N EP K(H,) = EP K(H,) = P Cy(H,).
Hence we conclude the proof. m]

For later use, we introduce the following notion of (strong) quasi-locality for a
sequence of operators. Note that the definition is nothing but uniform versions
of (strong) quasi-locality.

Definition 3.15. Let {X, },cn be a sequence of finite metric spaces and p,, : Co(X,,) —
B(H,,) be ample modules. For a sequence (T,),en Where T, € B(H,,), we say that:

(1) (Tw)nen is uniformly quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0 there exists R > 0 such that
toranyn € N and C,, D, € X,, with d(C,, D,) < R, we have ||xc, T:xp,ll < €.

(2) (Th)nen is uniformly strongly quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0 there exist 6,R > 0
such that for any n € IN and g, : X,, — K(¢); with (6, R)-variation, we
have [T, ® Id ,», A(g.)]ll < €.
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Lemma 3.16. Let {X,},en be a sequence of finite metric spaces, p, : Co(X,) = B(H,,)
be ample modules and Hy := EBH H,,. For a sequence (T,)nen € 11, R(H,), we have:

(1) (T,) € C;(?—(X) if and only if (T,) is uniformly quasi-local.
(2) (T,) € C;Q(WX) if and only if (T,) is uniformly strongly quasi-local.

Hence if (T,) is uniformly strongly quasi-local then it is uniformly quasi-local.

The proof is straightforward, hence omitted.

Analogous to the coarse invariance of Roe algebras, we have the following
result concerning sequences of spaces. The proof is similar, hence omitted.

Proposition 3.17. Let {X,}.en be a sequence of finite metric spaces with uniformly
bounded geometry, and p, : Co(X,) — B(H,) be an ample module for X,. Let X be
a coarse disjoint union of {X,} and Hy := @n H,,. Then the K-theories K*(C*(WX) N
[T, B(H,)), K.(Cy(Hx) N1, B(H,)) and K.(Cy(Hyx) N1, B(H,)) are independent of

Pn up to canonical isomorphisms.

4. THE COARSE MAYER-VIETORIS SEQUENCE

The tool of Mayer-Vietories sequences is widely used within different area of
mathematics, especially in algebraic topology. It provides a “cutting and pasting”
procedure, which allows us to obtain global information from local pieces.

In coarse geometry, Higson, Roe and Yu introduced a coarse Mayer-Vietoris
sequence for K-theories of Roe algebras associated to a suitable decomposition of
the underlying metric space in [3]. More precisely, recall that a closed cover (A, B)
of a metric space X is said to be w-excisive if for each r > 0 there is some s > 0 such
that NV,(A) N N,(B) € N,(A N B). Associated to an w-excisive closed cover (A, B)
of a metric space X, we have the following short exact sequence (called the coarse
Mayer-Vietoris sequence):

Ko(C(ANB)) —— Ko(C'(A) ® Ko(C'(B)) ——  Ko(C'(X))

I !

K(C(X))  «—— K(C(A4) e Ki(C(B)) «—— Ki(C'(ANB)).

In this section, we explore a coarse Mayer-Vietoris sequence for strongly quasi-
local algebras and use it to reduce the proof of Theorem [Blto the case of “sparse”
spaces. Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry and Hx be an
ample X-module.

Definition 4.1. Let A be a (closed) subset of X. Denote by C; (A, X) the norm-
closure of the set of all operators T € C;,(Hx) with support contained in Ng(A) X
Nz(A) for some R > 0.

Lemma 4.2. C (A, X) is a closed two-sided +-ideal in ng(?(x).
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Proof. It suffices to show that for T,S € C (Hx) with supp(T) € Nr(A) X Nr(A)
for some R > 0, then TS and ST belong to C;, (A, X). By Proposition B.A(1), we
know that S € C;(WX). Hence for any ¢ > 0, there exists Ry > 0 such that S has
(775 Ro)-propagation. It follows that

ITS = X Ne) TSX Ny Il = XN ) TGRS = X NS X Ny ()N < €-

Hence by definition, we obtain that TS € C; (A, X). A similar argument shows
that ST € C;q(A, X) as well, which concludes the proof. O

Based on a similar argument as in the proof of [3 Section 5/Lemma 1] together
with Corollary 3.12] we have the following:

Lemma 4.3. For a (closed) subset A C X, take an isometry V covering the inclusion
i: A = X. Then the range of Ady : Cyg(A) — C(X) is contained in Ci (A, X).
Furthermore, the map i, : K.(C},(A)) = KA(C,(A, X)) is an isomorphism.

We also have the following result analogous to [3, Section 5/Lemma 2]:

Lemma 4.4. Let (A, B) be an w-excisive (closed) cover of X, then we have
C(A, X) + C(B, X) = C(X)

and
ng(A, X)n C’;q(B, X) = ng(A N B, X).

Proof. Given T € C,(X) and ¢ > 0, it follows from Proposition B.6(1) that there
exists R > 0 such that T has (¢, R)-propagation. Note that T = x4T + xpaT since
AUB =X, then T is 2e-close to xaTxnpa) + XB\aTl X ng(Bra)- Hence we obtain that
Cop(A, X) + C;q(B, X) is dense in C (X). It follows from a standard argument in
C'-algebras (e.g., [3, Section 3/Lemma 1]) that C; (A, X) + C(B, X) = C,(X).

Concerning the second equation, we only need to show that C; (A, X)C;,(B, X) C
Cy(AN B, X). Fix T,S5 € C(X) with supp(T) € Nr(A) X Nr(A) and supp(S) <€
Ngr(B) X Ng(B) for some R > 0. The assumption of w-excision implies that there
exists an L > 0 such that Nx(A) N Nx(B) € N.(A N B). Hence we have TS =
TxnianB)S. Forany € > 0 there exists an L’ > 0 such that T has (55, L')-propagation
and S has (g5, L')-propagation. Hence we have:

ITS = X, anB) TSN, anp)ll < 2¢.

Therefore we obtain that TS € C; (A N B, X), which concludes the proof. O

Applying the Mayer-Vietoris sequence in K-theory for C*-algebras (see [3} Sec-
tion 3]) to the ideals C; (A, X), C;,(B, X) in C,(X) and combining with Lemma
and Lemma 4.4] we obtain the following coarse Mayer-Vietoris principle for
strongly quasi-local algebras:
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Proposition 4.5. Let (A, B) be a (closed) w-excisive cover of X. Then there is a six-term
exact sequence

Ko(C(ANB)) —— Ko(C,(A)) ® Ko(Cyy(B)) ——  Ko(C5, (X))

I !

Ki(Cy(X)) e Ki(C,(A)) @ Ki(Cy(B)) «—— Ki(CL (AN B)).

For future use, we record that the same argument can be applied to obtain the
Mayer-Vietoris principle for quasi-local algebras as follows. However, this will
not be used in this paper.

Proposition 4.6. Let (A, B) be a (closed) w-excisive cover of X. Then there is a six-term
exact sequence

Ko(Ci(A N B)) —— Ko(Ci(A)) ® Ko(Cy(B)) ——  Ko(Ci(X))

I !

K(C(X))  —— Ki(Ci(A)) @ Ki(Cy(B)) «—— Ki(Ci(A N B)).

Now we use Proposition 4.5] to reduce the proof of Thereom [Bl to the case of
block-diagonal operators:

Lemma 4.7. To prove Theorem [Bl for all bounded geometry metric spaces that coarsely
embed into Hilbert space, it suffices to prove that for any sequence of finite metric spaces
{Yu}, which has uniformly bounded geometry and uniformly coarsely embeds into
Hilbert space, the inclusion C*(Hy) N 1, B(H,) — C,(Hy) N 11, B(H,) induces
isomorphisms in K-theory where H, is an ample Y,-module, Hy is their direct sum and
Y is a coarse disjoint union of {Y,}.

Proof. Lemma [3.13/and B.14 imply that
C'(Hy) CH) N ILBH) - S Cy(Hy) O T, B(H,)
K(Hy) P, C(H,) K(Hy) D, Cy(H)
Since C'(H,) = C;,(H.,) for each nn, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

~K(P,C(H)) = K(CH) NI BH) = K(C(H)/SKHy) =

v v

=KD, Cy(H) = K(Coy(H) N T, B(H) = K(Coy(H)/RHy) =+
Hence the right vertical map is an isomorphism from the assumption and the Five
Lemma. Now consider the following commutative diagram:

> K(®(Hy)) >K(C(Hy)  >K(C(HY)/R(Hy) >

\ \
- K(R(Hy))  =K(Cy(Hy)) = K(Cy(H)/R(Hy) =+,
we obtain that K.(C*(Hy)) — K.(C;,(Hy)) is an isomorphism by the Five Lemma.
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Now for a metric space X satisfying the assumption, we follow the argument
in [17, Lemma 12.5.3]. Fix a basepoint xy € X and for each n € IN U {0}, we set

X, :={xeX:n®—n<dx(x,x)) <(mn+1)°+m+1)).

Let A := |, 0oy Xn and B := | |,.,;; Xu- It is obvious that (A, B) is an w-exicisive
cover of X. Applying the coarse Mayer-Vietoris sequences for the associated Roe
algebras ([3]) and strongly quasi-local algebras (Proposition [4.5), we obtain the
following commutative diagram

- — K(C'(ANnB)) —— K.(C'(A))®K.(C(B) — K.(C'(X)) —— ---

! l l

—— Kd(C(ANB)) —— K.(Cyy(A) @ K(Coy(B)) —— Ku(Chy(X)) —— -

The left and middle vertical maps are isomorphisms according to the previous
paragraph, hence we conclude the proof by the Five Lemma again. O

5. TWISTED STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL ALGEBRAS

In this section, we recall the Bott-Dirac operators which will be used in the next
section to construct index maps. We also recall the notion of twisted Roe algebras
from [17, Section 12.3] (originally in [21}, Section 5]) and introduce their strongly
quasi-local analogue.

5.1. The Bott-Dirac operators on Euclidean spaces. Let us start by recalling some
elementary properties of the Bott-Dirac operators. Here we only list necessary
notions and facts, while guide readers to [17, Section 12.1] for details.

Let E be a real Hilbert space (also called a Euclidean space) with even dimension
d € IN. The Clifford algebra of E, denoted by Cliffc(E), is the universal unital
complex algebra containing E as a real subspace and subject to the multiplicative
relations x - x = ||x||% for all x € E. Itis natural to treat Cliffc(E) as a graded Hilbert
space (see for example [17, Example E.2.12]), and in this case we denote it by HE.

Denote L7 the graded Hilbert space of square integrable functions from E to
He where the grading is inherited from H, and Sg the dense subspace consisting
of Schwartz class functions from E to Hz. Fix an orthonormal basis {e;, ..., e;} of
Eandletx;,...,x; : E — R be the corresponding coordinates. Recall that the Bott
operator C and the Dirac operator D are unbounded operators on £ with domain
Sk defined as:

d

(Cu)(x) =x-u(x), and (Du)(x)= Z é;- —(x)

i=1
for u € S and x € E, where ¢; : Cliffc(E) — Cliffc(E) is the operator determined
by é(w) = (=1)?%w - ¢; for any homogeneous element w € Cliff¢(E).

Definition 5.1. The Bott-Dirac operator is the unbounded operator B := D + C on
L2 with domain Sg.
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Given x € E, recall that the left Clifford multiplication operator associated to x is the
bounded operator ¢, on £ defined as the left Clifford multiplication by the fixed
vector x, and the translation operator associated to x is the unitary operator V, on .L%
defined by (Vyu)(y) := u(y — x). Given s € [1, o), recall that the shrinking operator
associated to s is the unitary operator S; on L2 defined by (S;u)(y) := s™?u(sy).

Definition 5.2. For s € [1, o0) and x € E, the Bott-Dirac operator associated to (x, s) is
the unbounded operator B;, := s7'D + C — ¢, on L2 with domain Sk.

Note that B;y = B and By, = sV/2 V.S \/;BS*\EV;. It is also known that for each
s € [1,00) and x € E, the operator B, , is unbounded, odd, essentially self-adjoint
and maps Sg to itself (see, e.g., [17, Corollary 12.1.4]).

Definition 5.3. Let s € [1, ), x € E and B, be the Bott-Dirac operator associated
to (x,s). Define a bounded operator on .L% by:

Foy:= Bou(1+ B2,) 2

We list several important properties of the operator F;,. For simplicity, denote
XxR = XB:r) for x € Eand R > 0.

Proposition 5.4 ([17, Proposition 12.1.10]). For each ¢ > 0 there exists an odd function
VR — [-1,1] with W(t) — 1 as t — +oo, satisfying the following:

(1) Forall s € [1,00) and x € E, we have ||F;y — W(Bs )| < €.

(2) There exists Ry > Osuch that foralls € [1, c0) and x € E, we have prop(W(B;x)) <
S_lRo.

(3) Foralls € [1,00) and x € E, W(B;,)* — 1 is compact.

(4) Foralls € [1,00) and x,y € E, V(B ) — W(B;,) is compact.

(5) Forall s € [1,00) and x,y € E, ||Fsx — Fs |l < 3|lx — yllz. And there exists ¢ > 0
such that for all s € [1, 00) and x, y € E, we have

W (Bsx) — W(Bs Il < cllx — ylle.
(6) Forall x € E, the function
[1,00) = B(LE), s W(Bs,)

is strong-* continuous.
(7) The family of functions

[1/ OO) - QS(‘[f%)/ 5 \II(BS,JC)2 -1

is norm equi-continuous as x varies over E and s varies over any fixed compact
subset of [1, 00).
(8) For any r > 0, the family of functions

[1/ oo) - QS(-[-:%)/ S \I](Bs,x) - \I](Bs,y)

is norm equi-continuous as (x, y) varies over the elements of EX E with |x—y| <,
and s varies over any fixed compact subset of [1, co).
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(9) For any &, > 0, there exists Ry > 0 such that for all R > Ry, s > 2d and x € E, we
have

I(W(Bs2)* = D1 = xupll < 1.

(10) For any &, > 0,r > 0 there exists R, > 0 such that for all R > Ry, s > 2d and
x,y € E with ||x — yllg < r, we have

I(W(Bsx) = W(Bsy))(1 = Xxp)ll < 2.

Moreover, we can require the function \V, constants Ry in (2), cin (5), Ry in (9) and R,
in (10) are independent of the dimension d of the Euclidean space E.

Remark 5.5. Note that statements (9) and (10) above are slightly stronger than those
in [17, Proposition 12.1.10]. For completeness, we give the proofs in Appendix[Al

5.2. Twisted Roe and strongly quasi-local algebras. Thanks to Lemma (4.7 we
only focus on sequences of finite metric spaces with uniformly bounded geometry.

We fix some notation first. Let {X,},en be a sequence of finite metric spaces
with uniformly bounded geometry which admits a uniformly coarse embedding
into Euclidean spaces {f, : X, = E,} where each E, is a Euclidean space of even
dimension d,,. Let X be a coarse disjoint union of {X,} and denote E := {E,},en.

Recall that /7 is a fixed infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space. Denote
H, := *(X,) ® #, which is an ample X,-module under the amplified multi-
plication representation. Denote H,r, = H, ® L?En, which is both an ample
X,-module and an ample E,-module similarly. Also define Hy := €, H, and
Hxp = @n ‘H.,, £,, both of which are ample X-modules. For T, € B(H,,,), write
propy (T,,) and prop, (T) for the propagation of T), with respect to the X,,-module
structure and the E,-module structure, respectively. From Definition 2.6land Def-
inition 3.4] we form the Roe algebras C*(H,,r,) of X, and C*(Hxe) of X, and the
strongly quasi-local algebras C;q(ﬂn,gn) of X,, and C;q(ﬂx,g) of X.

To introduce the twisted Roe and strongly quasi-local algebras, we need an
extra construction from [17, Definition 12.3.1] which involves the information of
uniformly coarse embedding as follows:

Definition 5.6. Given n € N and T € B(L} ), we define a bounded operator T”
onH,p, = *(X,) ® ' ® .l:%n by the formula

TV . 63&' ® (E QU > 6x ® 5 ® an(x)TV}n(x)ul

forxe X, €e # and u € .L%n, where f, is the uniformly coarse embedding and
V(v is the translation operator defined in Section 5.1l

For each n, decompose H, = EBxeX,, ‘H,» where H, , = xH, for x € X,, and
H, g, = ®xexn H, . ® L%n. Hence T € B(H,,,) can be considered as an X,-by-X,
matrix operator (T, )xyex, Where T, is a bounded operator from H,,, ® .E%n to
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H,x ® Lén. It is clear that for T € %(L%n) we have:

TV _ Idjf ® Vf"(x)TV}n(x)’ y =X,
Y 0, otherwise.

Hence T" is a block-diagonal operator with respect to the above decomposition.

Now we introduce the following twisted Roe algebras from [17, Section 12.6].

Definition 5.7. Let [ ], Co([1, 00), R(H,, £,)) denote the product C*-algebra of all
bounded continuous functions from [1, o) to &(H,,) with supremum norm.
Write elements of this C*-algebra as a collection (T, s)nen se[1,00) fOr Tyis € K(H,, E,),
whose norm is

I(Tusll = sup [ Tusllse,p,)-

nelN,se[1,00)
Let A(X; E) denote the *-algebra of [ ],,cn Ci([1, o), R(H,, £,)) consisting of elements
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) sup proan(Tn,5)<oo;

s€[1,00),nelN

(2) lim sup prop, (Tys) = 0;
57 elN !

(3) lim sup ”X(‘)/,RTn,s - Tn,s” = lim sup ”Tn,s)((‘)/,R - Tn,s” =0.

- s€[1,00),neN - s€[1,00),n€IN
The twisted Roe algebra A(X;E) of {X,}uen is defined to be the norm-closure of
A(X;E) in [[,en Co([1, 0), R(H.y £,))-

Remark 5.8. The above definition appears different from [17, Definition 12.6.2],
while it coincides with the case of r = 0 therein. To see this, note that each X, is
finite hence C*(H,,k,) = K(H,,g,) for n € IN. Then the following lemma shows that
we can recover condition (4) in [17, Definition 12.6.2].

Lemma 5.9. Given n € IN and a compact operator T € K(H,, k), we have
lim ||p/ T = T|| = lim || Tp}" - T|| = 0
iel iel
where {p;}ics is the net of finite rank projections on L%n.
Proof. Given ¢ > 0, it suffices to find a finite rank projection p € %(L%n) such that

lp"T — T|| < e. Replacing T by its adjoint T*, we obtain the other equality as well.

Since T is compact, there exists a finite rank projection P € B(H,, g,) such that
IPT — T|| < 5. Moreover, we can assume that the image of P is contained in the
subspace spanned by the finite set:

(6,08 ®@u;:xeX, & e, u e Liforij=1,2,... N}

Hence for each x € X,,, there exists a finite rank projection g, € B(L; ) such that

xeXy,
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where p, is the orthogonal projection onto C6, C ¢*(X,). Take an arbitrary finite
rank projection p € B(L:) with p > Ve 98V for each x € X,,. Then we have:

p’ = prmd%@mmpv;n(x) > pr@)ldjgj@q,{ > P

xeXy, xeXy,

This implies that pP = P. Hence we obtain
Ip"T =TIl <lIp"T = p"PTI + IPT = T|| < 2IPT - T|| < ¢,
which concludes the proof. m]

Definition 5.10. Let [],cn Cp([1, 00), R(H,,g,)) denote the product C*-algebra of
all bounded continuous functions from [1, ) to K(H,, g,) with supremum norm.
Write elements of this C*-algebra as a collection (T, s)nen se[1,00) fOT Tris € R(H,i ,),
whose norm is

I(Tusll = sup [ Tuslle,p,)-

nelN,se[1,00)
Let Ay (X;E) denote the *-algebra of [],cn Cp([1, 00), R(H,,£,)) consisting of ele-
ments satisfying the following conditions:

(1) For any ¢ > 0, there exists 6, R > 0 such that for any n € IN, s € [1, c0) and
Sn : Xy = K(I); with (6, R)-variation we have [T, s®Id », Ay, . ($0)]ll < €,
where /7 is the fixed Hilbert space and A is from @.0).

(2) lim sup prop, (T,s) = 0.
57 yeN !

(3) For any ¢ > 0, there exists R > 0 such that for each n, C, € X,, and
Borel set D,, € E, with dg,(f.(C,), D) > R” we have |[xc,Tnsxp,ll < ¢ and
XD, TnsXxc,ll < € foralls € [1, ).

The twisted strongly quasi-local algebra Ay(X;E) of {X,},en is defined to be the
norm-closure of Ay (X; E)in [[,en Co([1, 00), R(H,, ,))-

Remark 5.11. We provide some explanation on condition (3) in Definition
Recall that H,, g, is both an X;,-module and an E,-module, so we can consider the
(X, X E,)-support of a given operator T € B(H,, r,) defined as

suppy g (T) = {(x, v) € X, XE,, : xpqTxu # 0 for all neighbourhoods U of U}.
We define the associated (X, X E,)-propagation of T to be

propy p (T) := sup {||fn(x) —0|lg, : (x,0) € suppxann(T)}.
Definition 5.10(3) says that T, ; and T;,, are uniformly (X, x E,)-quasi-local in the
sense that for any ¢ > 0 there exists R > 0 such that for eachn, C,, € X,, and Borel set
D, € E, with C,xD, € {(x,0) € X, XE, : [|fu(x)—0lle > R}, we havellxc, Tsxp, || < &
and |[xc, T, xp,ll < € for all s € [1,00). It is clear that limits of uniformly finite
(X, X E,;)-propagation operators are uniformly (X, X E,)-quasi-local.

Lemma 5.12. We have A(X;E) € Ay (X;E) C [[,en Co([1, 00), R(H, £,))-
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Proof. Given T = (T s)neNsef1,00) € A(X; E), condition (1) in Definition 5.10 follows
from PropositionB.6land Lemma[3.16l We only need to check condition (3). Given
R > 0, Remark 5.17] implies that it suffices to show that T, )(K cand (Tys )(K )=
)((‘)/, < I s have uniformly finite (X, X E,,)-propagation for n € IN and s € [1, o). Now
Definition 5.7(1) implies that there exists an M > 0 such that propy (Tws) < M
and proan(T,’;,S) < Mforalln € N and s € [1,00). Since {f, : X;, = E,}luen
is a uniformly coarse embedding, there exists some p, : R* — RR* such that
Ifu(x) = Wl < p+(dx, (x,y)) for n € N and x, y € X,. It follows directly from
definition that propy ; (TusXg ) < p+(M) + R and propy . (xg ¢ T;.5) < p+(M) + R
forall » € N and s € [1, ). O

Finally, we introduce the following operators:

Definition 5.13 ([17, Section 12.3 and 12.6]). For eachn € N,s € [1,0)and x € E,,
Definition provides a bounded operator F;, € QS(L%”), also denoted by F,; ..
Applying Definition 5.6, we obtain an operator Fys := F/ ., in B(H,,) where
d, is the dimension of E,. Let F; be the block diagonal operator in [, B(H,,r,) €
B(Hx ) defined by F; := (F}q/,S > dn,O)”‘ Finally, we define F to be an element in
[T, BILA([1, 00); Hy, k,)) € B(L([1, 00); Hy,g)) defined by (F(u))(s) := Fou(s).
Similarly, given ¢ > 0 let W be a function as in Proposition 5.4 and F) be
the bounded diagonal operator on Hy defined by F) := (F,,), where F,/; =
W(B,,5+24,0)" - Let F¥ be the bounded operator on @n L*([1, c0), H,, ,) defined by

(F¥(w))(s) := F{u(s).
6. THE INDEX MAP

Recall that in [17, Secition 12.3 and 12.6], Willett and Yu construct an index map
(with notation as in Section [5.2)):

Ind; : K.(C'(H) 0 | | B(H.)) = K(AX; B)),

where F is the operator in Definition They use Indr to transfer K-theoretic
information from Roe algebras to their twisted counterparts, which allow them
to reprove the coarse Baum-Connes conjecture via local isomorphisms. More
precisely, they prove the following:

Proposition 6.1 ([17, Proposition 12.6.3]). With notation as in Section b.2} for each
s € [1, 00) the composition
K(C(Hx) 0 [ [ BH)) =5 KAAK; E) = K(C(Hyr) 0 [ [ B(H,z,)

is an isomorphism, where 1° : A(X; E) — C*(Hye) is the evaluation map at s.

In this section, we construct index maps in the strongly quasi-local setting and
prove similar results. This allows us to prove certain isomorphisms in K-theory
to attack Theorem [Bl later. We follow the procedure in [17, Section 12.3], while
more technical analysis is required.
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We follow the same notation as in Section5.2l Let {X,},en be a sequence of finite
metric spaces with uniformly bounded geometry which admits a uniformly coarse
embedding into Euclidean spaces {f, : X, — E,} where each E, is a Euclidean
space of even dimension d,,.

Let us start with several lemmas to analyse relations between the operator F
from Definition[5.13]and the twisted strongly quasi-local algebra A,,(X; E).

Lemma 6.2. The operator F is a self-adjoint, norm one, odd operator in the multiplier
algebra of A (X; E).

Proof. The operator F is self-adjoint, norm one and odd since each F,; , is. Given
¢ >0, let W:R — [-1,1] be a function as in Proposition 5.4 for this €. Then
Proposition 5.4(1) implies:

||F — FW” < sup ||FV — \P(Bnls,o)V” < sup sup ”Fn,s,fn(x) - \P(Bn,s,fn(x))” <e.

n,s,0
nelN,se[1,00) nelN,se[1,00) xeX;,

Hence it suffices to show that (T, )F¥ = (T,sF,,) belongs to Ay(X;E) for any
(Tn,s) € Asq(X; E).
First it follows from [17, Lemma 12.3.5] that for each n € IN, the map s —

Tn,anW,s is norm-continuous. Now we verify conditions (1)-(3) in Definition [5.10
for (T,,sF,). Note that condition (2) follows directly from Proposition 5.4(2) and

S

(3) holds since prop; (Fy,) are uniformly finite for all n € N and s € [1, ). For
condition (1), note that for any n € IN, s € [1,00) and g : X,, = K(J¢);, we have

(FY.®Tdr)- Ag) = A(g) - (FY, ®1d.z)-
Hence we obtain:
|L(TosFr) @1, A = ||(ITus @I, A1) (Fiy @Tdr )| < [[[Tas ®Idr, A(g)]

which concludes the proof. m|

4

Lemma 6.3. Considered as represented on L*([1, c0)) ® Hy ¢ via amplification of identity,
Cyy(Hx) N 1, B(H,) is a subalgebra of the multiplier algebra of As,(X; E).

Proof. It suffices to show that (5,T,,) € Ay(X;E) for any (T,s) € Ay (X;E) and
(Sn) € C(Hx) N1, QS(?‘(n)E It is clear that the map s — S, T, s is norm-continuous
and bounded for each n € IN.

Now we verify conditions (1)-(3) in Definition for s — (S, T, ;). First note
that for any n € N, s € [1, 00) and g : X,, = K(5); we have

6.1) IS, ®1d 2 ®ldy, As,, @1 = [|1S: ® Id.z, Age, ()]]]-
Hence condition (1) follows from direct calculations together with Lemma[3.16l

Condition (2) follows from the fact that each 5, ®1Id 2 has zero E,-propagation.
Now we check condition (3). Given ¢ > 0, it follows from (S,) € C;,(Hx)  C(Hx)

that there exists R; > 0 such that S,, has (m, Rq)-propagation for all n € IN. On

2To be more precise, (5,T,) stands for ((Sn ®Id o ) Tn,s).
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the other hand, there exists R, > 0 such that for any n € IN, s € [1,0), C, C X,
and Borel set D,, C E, with dg, (f,(C,), D,,) > R, we have ||xc, Tusxp,|l < 2”(5 i and
XD, Tnsxc,|l < s 2||(Sn)||' Now let R = p.(R;) + R, where p, comes from the uniformly
coarse embedding {f, : X, — E,}. For any n € N, C, C X,, and Borel set D), C E,
with dg, (f.(C;,), D;) 2 R we have f,(N,(C;,)) € Ny, ®,)(f.(C;,)), which implies that
de,(fu(Ng,(C})), D;) > Ry. Therefore, we obtain:
xc, SuTnsxoyll Slxc,SnTusxp;, = X, SuX Mg, () TusX Dyl + Xy Suxine, ) TnsXoy
<||Xc' SuXNe, @ell - 1 Twsll + 11Sull - ||XNR1(C;)Tn,sXD;||

<sper 3y ITasl + NSl

for all s € [1, 00). On the other hand, we have:

2II(S I

”XD;SnTn,sXC;” = ”SHXD;Tn,sXC;” < ”Sn” : ”XD;Tn,sXC;” <é&
for all s € [1, ). So we finish the proof. O

Regarding C;,(Hx) N 11, B(H,) as a subalgebra in B(L2([1,00)) ® Hx) as in
Lemmal6.3] we have the following:

Lemma 6.4. For any (S,) € ng(ﬂx) N 1, B(H,), we have [(S,), F] € Ay(X; E).

Proof. From Proposition 5.4(1), it suffices to show that the map

s [(S0), F'1= [(Sn), (W(B5124,0) )]

belongs to A, (X; E) for any W as in Proposition[5.4) i.e., to verify conditions (1)-(3)
in Definition 5.10

First note that for any n € IN, s € [1, o) and g : X,, = K(5¢); we have

[[Sn/ \P(Bn,s+2dn,0)v] ® Id%’/ A‘Hn,gn (g)]
=[S ®ldp ®Idy, Ap,,, (¥ (Bysi24,0)” + Y (Bsizd,0) [An,y, (), Sn ®1d 2 ®ldr],

which has norm at most 2[[[S, ® Id.», Ay, (9)]ll according to (6.I). Hence we
conclude condition (1) from the strong quasi-locality of (S,,). Condition (2) follows
from Propostion 5.4(2) and that fact that S, has zero E,-propagation.

To check condition (3), we fix an ¢ > 0. It follows from Proposition 3.8 that there
exist &', R" > 0 such that foranyn € N, A C X, and g : A — K(J¢); with (6’,R’)-
Xa®Id A(g)]“ < {- Moreover since C;,(Hx) < C;(Hx),
we assume that (S,,) has ({, R’)-propagation. Denote by p, the parameter function
from the uniformly coarse embedding {f, : X, — E,}.

By Proposition 5.4(10), there exists R” > 0 such that for all n € IN,s > 2d, and
x,y € E, with |lx — yllg, < p+(R") we have [[(W(B,sx) — W(Bysy)(1 — XBar)Il < 6.

Set R = R” + p4(R"). Forany n € N, s € [1, o), C € X,, and Borel set D C E, with
dg,(f«(C), D) > R, we are going to estimate the norm ||xc[S,, F‘y Sxoll-

Denote C’ := Nr/(C) C X,,. Since (S,) has (§, R")-propagation, we obtain:

(6.2) |lxclSu F¥ xo|| < 2 i +|lxclxe Suxe, FY xoll|
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Consider the function
. 2
§: Xy = B(Lg 1 by x> W(B,siad,f,0)XD-

Proposition[5.4(4) implies that g(x)—g(y) € R(L%n) for any x, y € X,,. Moreover, we
claim that g has (6, R’)-variation on C’. In fact, for any x, y € C’ with dx, (x, y) < R’
we have [|f,,(x) — fu(W)llg, < p+(R’). Note that dg, (f,(C),D) > Rand x € C" = Nx(C),
hence D C E,, \ B(f,(x), R”). Therefore by the choice of R” above, we obtain that g
has (', R’)-variation on C’.

Finally, note that each L7 is separable and infinite dimensional, hence isomor-
phic to the fixed Hilbert space 7#. Fixing an x, € X,,, we define ¢ : X,, — R(.L%nh
by g(x) := w. It follows from the above analysis that § has (6’, R’)-variation
on C’. Hence by the choice of ¢, R” at the beginning, we obtain that

[xcSuxe, FS xpl = [(XC’SnXC’) ® Idj;%n,ZAwn(g*)]

has norm at most 5. Combining with (6.2), we obtain:

€ e €
|lxcclSn, F x| < 2 2t |xclxe Suxc, FE xol|| < St =¢
Similarly, we have || xp[S,, Fn\y,s] Xcll < e. Hence we conclude the proof. O

Lemma 6.5. For any projection (p,) € C;,(Hx) N [1,, B(H,), the function

5 ((pn)Fs(pn))z - (pn)
is in (p,)Asq(X; E)(pn).

Proof. From Lemmal6.4] it suffices to show that the function s — (p,)F? — (p,,) is in
Aq(X; E). Moreover, we only need to show that the function

5 (Pn)(ng)z - (pn) = (pn(\y(Bn,HZdn,O)V)z) - (pn)

is in Ay (X; E) for any W as in Proposition 5.4l For n € IN, it follows from Proposi-
tion5.4(7) that the function s - p,(F,;;)* — p, is bounded and continuous.

Now we verify conditions (1)-(3) in Definition First note that for any
nelN,s€[l,00)and g: X, = K(); we have

| on(PBrsi21,0)" ) = pu) ®drr, A, (9)]

= [pr®1ds ®1ds, Agp, ()] (P(Busiai0) )V @1ds) = [pa®1d 2 @1d.r, Ag,,, (8)],

which has norm at most 2||[p, ® Id »», A, (9)]ll according to (6.1). Hence we con-
clude condition (1) from the strong quasi-locality of (p,). Condition (2) follows
from Propostion 5.4(2) and that fact that p, has zero E,-propagation. Finally,
condition (3) follows from the uniform quasi-locality of (p,) together with Propo-
sition5.4(9). Hence we conclude the proof. O

Having obtained the above essential ingredients, we are now in the position to
construct the index map. It follows from a standard construction in K-theories
(see, e.g., [17, Definitoin 2.8.5]):
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Definition 6.6. Let H = H* ®H ™ be a graded Hilbert space with grading operator
U (i.e., U is a self-adjoint unitary operator in B(H) such that H* coincides with
the (+1)-eigenspace of U), and A be a C*-subalgebra of B(H) such that U is in the
multiplier algebra of A. Let F € B(H) be an odd operator of the form

o

for some operators V : H~ — H* and W : H* — H~. Suppose F satisfies:

e Fisin the multiplier algebra of A;
e 7 —1isinA.

Then we define the index class Ind[F] € Ky(A) of F to be

3 (1- VW) va-ww) | [o o
Ind[F1:= oo vy - vivy wv@ - WV)] - lo 1] :

Combining Lemma [6.2~Lemma we obtain that for any projection (p,) €
Cyy(Hx) N IT,, B(H,) the operator ((p.)Fs(p»)) is an odd self-adjoint operator on the
graded Hilbert space &, p,(L*([1, ), H,,,)) satisfying:

® ((pu)Fs(pn)) is in the multiplier algebra of (p,)As;(X; E)(pn);
d ((Pn)Fs(pn))z - (Pn) isin (pn)Asq(X; E)(pn)

Hence Definition produces an index class in Ko((p,)As(X; E)(p,)). Compos-
ing with the Ky-map induced by the inclusion (p,)As(X;E)(p,) — A (X E),
we get an element in Ky(Ay(X; E)), denoted by Indgy[(p,)]. Analogous to [17,
Lemma 12.3.11], we obtain the following:

Proposition 6.7. Through the process above together with a suspension argument, we
get well-defined K,-maps for + = 0,1 :

Indre 1 K.(Cy(H) N [ [ BH,)) = KA (X B)),
which are called the strongly quasi-local index maps.

Finally, we have the follwing result (comparing with Proposition[6.1). The proof
isalmostidentical to that for [17) Proposition 12.3.13 and Proposition 12.6.3], hence
omitted.

Proposition 6.8. Given s € [1, ), let 1* : A5 (X; E) = C(Hxe) N 1, B(H,,E,) e the
evaluation map at s . Then the composition
ndP/sq

K(C2y () 0 [ BH)) ™5 KA ( B) = K(Coy(He) 0 [ | B(H,,)

is an isomorphism.
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7. ISOMORPHISMS BETWEEN TWISTED ALGEBRAS IN K-THEORY

In this section, we study the K-theory of the twisted algebras A(X;E) and
Asy(X; E) defined in Section 5.2l The main result is the following:

Proposition 7.1. The inclusion map from A(X; E) to Ay (X; E) induces an isomorphism
in K-theory.

The proof follows the outline of that in [17, Section 12.4], and the main in-
gredient is to use appropriate Mayer-Vietoris arguments for twisted algebras
(Proposition [Z.4). This allows us to chop the space into easily-handled pieces, on
which we prove the required local isomorphisms (Proposition [7.5).

By saying that (F,).en is a sequence of closed subsets in (E,), we mean that F,
is a closed subset of E, for each n. Firstly we define the following subalgebras
associated to (F,), which is inspired by [17, Definition 6.3.5].

Definition 7.2. For a sequence of closed subsets (F,) in (E,,), we define A, ,)(X; E)
to be the set of elements (T, s) € Ay (X; E) satistying the following: for each n and
¢ > 0 there exists s, > 0 such that for s > s, . we have

suppg, (Ths) € Ne(Fr) X Ne(Fn).
Denote by A ,)(X; E) the norm closure of A ,)(X; E) in Ag(X; E). Similarly, we
define A(r,)(X; E) € A(X; E) in the case of twisted Roe algebra.

It is easy to see that Ay, (X;E) and A, (X; E) are closed two-side ideals in
Aq(X; E) and A(X; E) respectively. Moreover, we have the following:

Lemma 7.3. Let (F,,) and (G,) be two sequences of compact subsets in (E,). Then
Asq,(Fn)(X; E) N Asq,(Gn)(X; E) = Asq,(F,,ﬂGn)(X; E)

and
Asq,(F,,)(X; E) + Asq,(Gn)(X; E) = Asq,(F,,UGn)(X; E)
The same holds for twisted Roe algebras.

Proof. We only prove the case of twisted strongly quasi-local algebras, while the
Roe algebra case is similar. The first equation follows from a C*-algebraic fact that
two intersections of ideals coincides with their product together with a basic fact
for metric space: For a compact metric space K, a closed cover (C,D) of K and
e > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that N;(C) N Ns(D) € N.(C N D).

For the second, we fix (T,s) € Ay, r,uc,)(X; E). By definition, for each n there
is a strictly increasing sequence (s, )ken in [1, 00) tending to infinity such that for
s > s, we have

SuppEn(Tn,s) - N%(Fn U Gn) X N% (Fn U Gn)
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For each 1, we construct an operator (W, 5); on L?((1, «o]) ® H,, , as follows, where
W,s € B(H,E,). We set:

XNi(En)s if1 <s<s,;
Wn s =
4 Snk+1—S S=Sp k :
ot —oan AN (E) 5D N (B if sk <5< 8uke1,k€N.

Then (W,,) is in the multiplier algebra of Ay (X; E). Now we consider:
(Ths) = (Wis)(Tns) + (1 = Wi o) (Tn,s)(Wis) + (1 = Wy s)(Tys)(1 = Wie).
It is clear that (W, s)(Tys) and (1 — W, )(T,,s)(W,,s) are in Ay r,y(X; E). Also note
that from the construction above, for each n and s > s, we have:
suppy, (1 = Wy )Tyl = W) € N1 (Gu) X N1 (G

Hence we obtain that Ay, r,)(X; E) + Ag 6, (X; E) is dense in Agy r,uc,)(X; E), which
concludes the proof. m]

Consequently, we obtain the following Mayer-Vietoris sequences for twisted
algebras:

Proposition 7.4. Let (F,) and (G,) be two sequences of compact subsets in (E,). Then
we have the following six-term exact sequence:

Ko(Asg,(F,nG,) (X E)) —— Ko(Asq,r,) (X E)) @ Ko(Asg,6,) (X E)) —— KolAsy,r,u6,) (X E))

Ky (Asq,(F,,UGn)(X; E)) — Ky (Asq,(Fn)(X; E)) ® Ky (Asq,(Gn)(X; E)) — K (Asq,(F,,ﬂGn)(X; E))

The same holds in the case of twisted Roe algebra. Furthermore, we have the following
commutative diagram:

> Ki(AF,nG,)(X; E)) > K(A(r,)(X; E)) ® Ki(AG,)(X; E)) > K (A(F,uG,)(X; E))

v v v
> Ki(Asg FunG)(XGE)) = KilAsy,(5,) (X E)) @ Ki(Asq6,)(XGE)) > KAy, (7,06,) (X E))

where the vertical maps are induced by inclusions.

Proposition[Z.4lallows us to chop the space into small pieces, on which we have
the following “local isomorphism” result. Recall that a family {Y;};c; of subspaces
in a metric space Y is mutually R-separated for some R > 0if d(Y;,Y;) > R for i # j.

Proposition 7.5. Let (F,) be a sequence of closed subsets in (E,) such that F, = |_|]f°°:1 Fj.”)
for a mutually 3-separated family {F;”)} j and there exist R > 0 and xi.") € X, such that

FE.”) C B(f (xi.”)); R). Then the inclusion map from A,y (X; E) to Asqr,)(X; E) induces an
isomorphism in K-theory.

Before we prove Proposition [Z.5] let us use it to finish the proof of Proposition
[Z1l To achieve that, we need an extra lemma from [17, Lemma 12.4.5]:

Lemma 7.6. For any s > 0, there exist M € IN and decompositions

Xy =Xp1 UXypU---UX,pm, forallneN,
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such that the family {B( fn(x); s)}
1,2,...,M,.

oy I8 mutually 3-separated for each n € N and i =

Proof of Proposition[/1l Given s > 0, let M € IN and {X,,;}sen1<i<m be obtained
by Lemma Setting W;, := Ny(fu(Xy)) and W3, == | |cx,, B(fu(x);5), we have
ws = UY, W, .. For each i applying Proposition [7.J to the sequence of subsets
(Wi,i)”’ we obtain that the inclusion map

Aw: )(X;E) = Agqwe )(XG E)

induces an isomorphism in K-theory. Applying the Mayer-Vietoris sequence
from Proposition [7.4] (M — 1)-times (and Proposition again to deal with the
intersection) together with the Five Lemma, we obtain that the inclusion map

Aws)(XGE) = Agqws)(X; E)

induces an isomorphism in K-theory. Finally, note that condition (3) in Defini-
tion[5.7land condition (3) in Definition 5.10/imply that

A(X, E) = limA(wz)(X,' E) and Asq(X,' E) = limASq,(W;)(X; E)
Hence we conclude the proof. m|

The rest of this section is devote to the proof of Proposition First let us
introduce some more notation:

Let (F,) and (G,) be sequences of closed subsets in (E,). We define:
Asg(X5(Gn) = (1g4, ® XG,)n - Asg(XGE) - (L, ® X, )
and
Asq,(Fn)(X; (Gp)) = Asq(X; (G) N Asq,(Fn)(X; E).

Also define A(X;(G,)) and A,y (X;(G,)) in a similar way. Moreover, given a
sequence of subspaces Z, C X, (n € IN) we define:

Asq((Zn); (Gn)) = (XZ,, b IdL%n )n : Asq(X; (Gn)) ' (XZ,, X Id£}25n )n
and
Ase(Z0); (G)) = (X2, ®1d g ) - Auqe (X3 (G) - (xz, ®Td gz ) .
Also define A((Z,); (G,)) and A,)((Z,); (G,)) in a similar way:.

Now we move back to the setting of Proposition Let (F,) be a sequence of
closed subsets in (E,) such that F,, = [ [} F§n) for a mutually 3-separated family

{F;”)} j- Taking G;”) =M (F;”)) for each j and n, we define the “restricted product”:
A o (G = (| | Ay ey (5 (GY)) 0 A0 (X E)
Sql(FEn)) 7 j . Sq/(FEn)) ’ j sq[(FV,) ; .
i i

Similarly, we define J]}” A pon(X; (GE."))) in the case of twisted Roe algebra.
]

The following lemma is a key step in the proof of Proposition [7.5t
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Lemma 7.7. Using the same notation as above, the inclusion
res
., () .
i HASQ,(F;@)(x, (GI") = Asy 6, (X E)
j

induces an isomorphism in K-theory. The same holds for the twisted Roe algebra case.

Proof. We only prove the case of twisted strongly quasi-local algebras, and the
Roe case is similar. The proof follows the outline of [17, Theorem 6.4.20].
Consider the following quotient algebras:
res ) (n)
Asq,(F,,)(X; E) res,Q - H] AS(/],(F;”))(XI (G] ))
droy ™ ] Aaen @G == o
50,0, 0(X; E) ; j [T AS%(FEH)),O(X; G")

where Ag, (r,)0(X; E) consists of elements (T),s) € Agy,)(X; E) such that im T, ; = 0
$—00

Asq,(Fn),Q(X; E) =

for each n, and Asq,(ﬂ.")),o(xf' (G;”))) is defined in a simialr way. From a standard
Eilenberg Swindle ar]gument (see for example [17, Lemma 6.4.11]), Ay r,)0(X; E)

and H;“ A Fj.”’),o(X ; (Gj.”))) both have trivial K-theories. Hence the quotient maps

5q,(
res res,Q

. . () ()

A E) = A0 E)  and HAS%(F;M)(X, (G — HASQ,(F§n>)<X, G

induce isomophisms in K-theory.

It is clear that the inclusion i induces a *-homomorphism:

res,Q
io: H Ay (X (G) = Awir,o(X E).
]

We also define a map

res

y : Asr)(XE) — HAsq,(F§”>)(X; (Gﬁn))) by (Tys) H(XG§n>Tn,sXG§n>),
] J

which induces a *-homomorphism

res,Q
yQ : ASqI(Fn)/Q(X’. E) - H Asq,(FEW))(X; (G§n)))
j

We can check that the compositions ig 0 ¥ and y o ig are both the identity maps.
Hence ig is an isomorphism in K-theory, which implies that the inclusion i induces
an isomorphism in K-theory. O

Proof of Proposition[Z.5l We use the same notation as above and define G§”) =

N1 (Fj.”)) for each n € N and j. Then there is a commutative diagram

Ary(X;E) — Agg (r,)(X; E)

I I

[T Aoy (X3 (GJ)) —— T} A,y o0y (X: (GJ)
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where all maps involved are inclusion maps. It follows from Lemma [7.7 that
vertical maps induce isomorphisms in K-theory. Hence it suffices to show that
the bottom horizontal map induces an isomorphism in K-theory.

Note that conditions (3) in Definition5.7land imply that
[ T Ae, 05 G = lim ] ] Ao (B m); G1)
J j

and
res res

H Ao (X (GI) = lim, ]_[ Ay o (B m)); (G)).
/ j

Hence it suffices to show that for each fixed m, the inclusion

res res

[ T Ao (B m: G7) = [ [ Ay o (B m); (G17)
j j

induces an isomorphism in K-theory.

Note that the inclusion {xi.”)} — B(xg.”) ;m) induces a commutative diagram
(). el (1), (M
I A (B m)); () —— I} Ay ooy (B m); (G)

I I

I1;" A(F}”’)(({x§n)}); G) — T A 3"))(({3(;”)}); )

where the vertical maps are *-isomorphisms by standard arguments (see for ex-
ample Proposition 2.9). Also note that the bottom horizontal inclusion map
I A(F§n>)(({x§n)}); (G;”))) = [I7° Asq,(F§n>)(({x§.”)}); (G;n))) is a »-isomorphism as well,
since conditions (1) and (3) in Definition 5.7/ and are equivalent in this case.
Hence we conclude the proof. m]

8. Proor oF THEOREM

In this final section, we finish the proof of the main result.

Proof of Theorem[Bl Consider the following commutative diagram

K(C'(Hx) N1, B(Hy) —— K(AXGE)) —— K(C'(Hxe) N 11, B(Hk,))

! ! !

K(Coy(Hx) N 1, B(H,)) —— K(Ay(XGE)) —— Ki(Coy(Hxe) N 11 B(Huk,)),

where the horizontal maps come from Proposition [6.Jland Proposition 6.8 and all
vertical maps are induced by inclusions. From Proposition[6.Tland Proposition[6.8]
again, we know that the compositions of horizontal maps are isomorphisms. The
middle vertical map is an isomorphism by Proposition [Z.1] and the left vertical
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map identifies with the right one due to Proposition .17 Hence the inclusion
map

C(H) N [ [ BH) = @t n [ | 8H)

induces an isomorphism in K-theory from diagram chasing. Finally combining
with Lemmal.7] we finish the proof. O

AprPENDIX A. PrOOF oF ProrosiTiON 5.4]

This appendix is devoted to the proof of Proposition 5.4l We follow the outline
of that for [17, Proposition 12.1.10] and use the same notation as in Section 5.1

Define a function f : R — [-1,1] by f(x) = 7= ¥ € R. Also fix a smooth even

function g : R — [0, o) of integral one and having compactly supported Fourier
transform. It follows from the proof of [17, Proposition 12.1.10] that given ¢ > 0
there exists 6 > 0 such that the convolution W := f * g, satisfies condition (1)-(8)
in Proposition 5.4 where g(x) := +¢(¥) for x € R. In the following, we will prove
condition (9) and (10) therein.

Let us recall the following two lemmas, which follow from [17, Lemma 12.1.6
and 12.1.8].

Lemma A.1. Foralls € [1,), x € E and t € R, we have that

a2 ” _ 2 2y-1
fB =0 =2 [ (o= 01+ 224 B =P,

where the integral on the right converges in the strong-* operator topology.

Moreover for any s € [1,00), x,y € E and t € R, we have that

FBox =) = f(Boy — 1) =Cx_y(1 + (Bsy — %)% + 2 f W(Bs,y — 1+ A%+ (Byy — %)
T Jo
((Bsy = eyr + ¢y e(Box = ) (1 + A2 + (Bo. — H?)dA,

where the integral on the right again converges in the strong-* topology.

Proof. The first formula follows from that for any ¢ € R, we have the formula
x—t 2 a x—t
/1+(x—t)2_7T o 1+ A2+ (x—1)?

and functional calculus. And the second formula follows by easy computations
as in the proof of [17, Lemma 12.1.6]. O

dA

Lemma A.2. Forany R >0, A € [0,0), x € E and s > 2d, we have that

-

; 1 -
I+ A2+ B (1~ xanlll < (5 + A7+ R) .
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Proof of Proposition[5.4(9). Given g; > 0, there exists a compact subset K C Rand a
function & : R — [0, c0) of integral one and support in K such that [|gs — hll; < 3
Setting @ := f * h, we have:

W = Dlleo = Ilf * g5 = f *hllo = [If # (85 = Mlleo < [ flleo - 185 = Pl < %,

which implies [|®(B;x) — W(Bs )|l < 3. Hence it suffices to show that there exists
R; > 0 such that for all s > 2d and x € E, we have

I(@(Bs ) — 1)(1 = xar)ll < %

1

Now we set w : R —» Rby w(x) := 1.

@B, = (1 = xanll = [|((f R -

2 )
((f h)” - )
)

fh)l
I——

For any R > 0, we have:

Bx) - (1= xur)|

s x) ' a)(Bs,x)(l - Xx,R)”

I/\

B[] - |1+ B2)72| - [|(2 + B2) 72 (1 = xr)|

(o i e+ B0 (R

where the last inequality comes from Lemma[A2 for A = 0. We claim that the
(fxh)=—1 )

<|

function L is bounded on R. Indeed, since h has support on K and integral

one we have

((f *22—1)(3():( fIR fla = ht)dt + 1)( fR flc = Hh(Bdt = 1)(1 +x?)

= ( fK (G +1)n(pdt)( fK (f(x =B = 1)r(Bde)(1 +22).

Direct calculation shows that

(fe-t-1)1+2%) =~

X . x _1+x2
T+(x—1? (x—H+1+@x-t2 ¥

which is uniformly bounded on [0, +0) for t € K. Similarly, ( flx—1t)+ 1)(1 + x%)
(=)~ -1 )

is uniformly bounded on (—o0, 0] for t € K. Hence L is bounded on RR.

On the other hand, note that ||(1 + lex) 2 <1 from functional calculus. Hence
we obtain that [|(®(B;,)? — 1)(1 — xxr)ll tends to zero as R tends to infinity, which
conclude the proof. m]

Proof of Proposition[5.4(10). Given ¢, > 0, there exists a compact subset K C R and
a function i : R — [0, oo) of integral one and support in K such that ||gs — hll; < 5—32

Setting @ := f + h, we have ||®(B;,) — W(B;.)|l < %2 Hence it suffices to show
that for any r > 0 there exists R, > 0 such that for any s > 2d and x, y € E with
de(x, y) < r, we have

I(@(By ) — D(Bs )1 = xury)ll < %
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For any R > 0, we have:
(P(Bs) = D(Boy))(1 = Xer) = ((f #1)(Be) = (f * 1) (Bey)) (1 = )
= fR (F(Box = 1) = f(Boy — H)(HAE - (1 = x1p).
Combining with Lemma[A.T] we have

(q)(Bs,x) - q)(Bs,y))(l - Xx,R)

12 (7 _
= \fﬂ;(cx—y(l + (Bs,x - t)z) 2+ E \fov (Bs,y - t)(l + AZ + (Bs,y - t)z) !
’ ((Bs,y - t)Cy—x + Cy—x(Bs,x - t))(l + /\2 + (Bs,x - t)z)_ld)\)h(t)dt ’ (1 - Xx,R)

= fcx—y(l + (Bsx — t)z)_%(l — Xxr)h(t)dt
K
+ % f (Bsy =) + A* + By — ) ' (Bsy — ey—x(1 + A* + (Bsy — )*) (1 — xor)dAR(t)dE
K JO0

+ % f (Bsy = )1 + A%+ (Bsy = ) " 0yex(Bsy — (L + A% + (Bsx — )71 (L = xyr)dAR(H)dL.
KJ0

Then it is suffices to show that each of the three terms on the right side tends to
zero as R tends to infinity.

For the first term, note that the following constant
N V1 +x2

1= sup ——

tekxeR /1 + (x — 1)2

is finite since K is compact. Hence using LemmalA.2lfor A = 0, we obtain

H fKCx—y(l + (Box — )21 - )(x,R)h(t)dt”

< f eyl 11+ (Box — 7)1+ B2OMI- 111 + B2) A1 = xu)lIa()dlt
K

1 o\ i
Sr-N1-(§+R) )
which tends to zero as R tends to infinity.

For the second term, note that

% f (Bs,y - t)(l + /\2 + (Bs,y - t)z)_l(Bs,y - t)Cy—x(l + /\2 + (Bs,x - t)z)_l(l - Xx,R)d/\h(t)dt
K Jo

= % f (Bsy —H(1 + A2 + (Bsy — t)Z)—l(BS’y — 1) ey (1+ A2+ (Byy — t)z)‘%
K Jo

ST+ A+ By — D) 21+ A2+ B2 - (14 A2+ B2) (1 — o p)dAR(Hdt
From functional calculus, for any t € K and A € [0, o) we have

”(BS,y - t)(l + /\2 + (BS,y - t)z)_l (Bs,y - t)” <1
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and
(1 + A% + (Boy — 1) 2] < (1 + A%) 72,

Also note that the constant

V1+ A%+ x2
N; := sup

teK,xeR,A€[0,00) \/ 1+ A2+ (x —1)?

is finite since K is compact. Hence using Lemma[A.2] we obtain
2 (oe]
2 [ [ o= 0042 By = 097 By = Beyes1 42 B = 7)1 = bt
K Jo
<29.0.N -foo(l +A2)—%(1 +/\2+R2)_%d/\
= 2 o 7 ’
which tends to zero as R tends to infinity.

Finally, let us look at the last term. Note that

% f (Bs,y - t)(l + /\2 + (Bs,y - t)z)_lcy—x(BS,x - t)(l + /\2 + (Bs,x - t)z)_l(l - Xx,R)dAh(t)dt
K JO

= % f (Bs,y - t)(l + /\2 + (Bs,y - t)z)_l ' Cy—x ' (Bs,x - t)(l + AZ + (Bs,x - t)z)_%
Kk Jo
ST+ A2+ (B — D) EA + A2+ B2)E - (14 A2+ B2) 73 (1 — xop)dAR(H)AE.
It is easy to see that

—_— —1 A2y,
sup |l < 50 oA

Hence functional calculus gives that for any ¢ € K,
I(Bsy — )1 + A* + (B, — ) 'l < %(1 + A%z,
Note also that functional calculus give that for any t € Kand A € [0, o0),
I(Box = (1 + A% + (Boy = ) *II < 1.

Then using Lemmal[A2] we have

2 B - —
H; fK fo (Bsy — (A + A% + (B, — 1)) " ¢yx(Bsy — )1 + A% + (Bs, — )11 - )(X,R)d/\g(t)dt”

SZ.,.l.Nz.f _(1+/\2)"( +/\2+R2) d/\,
Tt 0

which tends to zero as R tends to infinity. Hence we conclude the proof. m|
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