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EQUILIBRIUM ON TOEPLITZ EXTENSIONS OF HIGHER DIMENSIONAL
NONCOMMUTATIVE TORI

ZAHRA AFSAR, MARCELO LACA, JACQUI RAMAGGE, AND CAMILA F. SEHNEM

ABSTRACT. The C*-algebra generated by the left-regular representation of N™ twisted by a
2-cocycle is a Toeplitz extension of an n-dimensional noncommutative torus, on which each
vector r € [0,00)" determines a one-parameter subgroup of the gauge action. We show that
the equilibrium states of the resulting C*-dynamical system are parametrised by tracial states
of the noncommutative torus corresponding to the restriction of the cocycle to the vanishing
coordinates of r. These in turn correspond to probability measures on a classical torus whose
dimension depends on a certain degeneracy index of the restricted cocycle. Our results generalise
the phase transition on the Toeplitz noncommutative tori used as building blocks in recent work
of Brownlowe, Hawkins and Sims, and of Afsar, an Huef, Raecburn and Sims.

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose © = (6; ;) is an n x n antisymmetric matrix with real coefficients. The n-dimensional
noncommutative torus Ag is the universal C*-algebra generated by unitaries Uy, ..., U, satisfying

UjUk:€*2”i9j,kUkUj 5, k=1,2,...,n.
The matrix © determines a circle-valued 2-cocycle og: Z™ x Z™ — T on Z" given by
oo(,y) = e ™10V, (1.1)

and the noncommutative torus Ag is canonically isomorphic to the twisted group C*-algebra
C*(Z",00), see [28,30]. That is, Ag is also the universal C*-algebra for unitary og-representations
of Z™. In particular, a concrete realisation of Ag as a C*-algebra of operators on a Hilbert space
is provided by the usual left regular unitary og-representation A\7® of Z" on (?(Z"). This is
defined on a canonical orthonormal basis vector by A7®d, = e~z |Oy) Op4y for x,y € Z". The
universal property defining Ag holds for A?© because Z" is abelian, hence amenable. See, for
example, [6] for the theory of twisted group algebras.

In a recent paper, Latréemoliére and Packer [23] considered noncommutative solenoids, which
can be described as inductive limits of 2-dimensional noncommutative tori, in analogy with their
commutative counterparts. Subsequently, Brownlowe, Hawkins and Sims [5] defined Toeplitz
extensions of the noncommutative solenoids of [23] and studied their phase transitions under
natural dynamics. The solenoidal extensions of [5] are constructed as direct limits of building
blocks, each of which is a Toeplitz-type extension of a noncommutative 2-torus. These Toeplitz-
type extensions are obtained by replacing one of the two canonical unitary generators in the
presentation of a noncommutative 2-torus by an isometry.

Prompted by the constructions given in [5,23], Afsar, an Huef, Raeburn and Sims [2] defined
higher-rank versions of Toeplitz noncommutative solenoids, using Toeplitz-type extensions of
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higher-dimensional noncommutative tori as building blocks. As in [5], each of these building
blocks is obtained by replacing one of the two generating unitaries of a noncommutative 2-torus
by a Nica-covariant isometric representation V of N¥ and the other by a unitary representation U
of Z%; the commutation relations satisfied by U and V are then encoded in a k x d real matrix 6,
see |2, Equation (2.1)]. The phase transition computed in [2] is parametrised by measures on the
classical torus T%, which is the spectrum of the subalgebra C*(U, | z € Z%).

The present investigation was sparked by a question raised by Ian Putnam about the possibility
of replacing the classical torus C*(U, | = € Z%) by a noncommutative one. Instead of viewing a
higher-rank noncommutative torus as a C*-algebra generated by two unitary representations, one
of ZF and one of Z¢, satisfying a commutation relation, we consider all the n = k + d generators
on the same footing. Thus, we regard an n-dimensional noncommutative torus as the twisted
group algebra C*(Z", o) in which the twist is given by a circle-valued 2-cocycle o. Since the
circle-valued second cohomology of N™ is the same as that of Z™ by |19, Corollary 2.3], it seems
natural to take the reduced twisted semigroup C*-algebra T,.(N", o) as the appropriate Toeplitz
extension of the noncommutative torus associated to an extension of o to Z™. The Toeplitz-type
extensions of noncommutative tori from [2] can then be obtained as quotients of special cases of
ours.

Our purpose here is two-fold. Firstly we aim to describe various realisations of our Toeplitz
noncommutative tori, using product systems, semigroup crossed products, and generators and
relations. Secondly, we aim to compute their phase transitions of KMSg states with respect to
one-parameter subgroups of the canonical dual action of T". Along the way we also provide an
explicit description of the center and the space of traces of higher-rank noncommutative tori.
We do not address here the question of how to use our Toeplitz noncommutative tori as building
blocks for generalisations of the higher-rank noncommutative solenoids defined in [2], leaving the
issue for further work.

We begin in Section [2| with a brief discussion of 2-cocycles on N and we introduce their
twisted semigroup algebras using as a model the left regular representation twisted by a cocycle.
Then we show that these twisted semigroup algebras have a universal property with respect to
twisted isometric representations that satisfy certain *-commuting relations, which we show to
be equivalent to Nica-covariance. They can also be characterised as Nica—Toeplitz C*-algebras of
product systems over N and as twisted semigroup crossed products. We then use the cocycle
extension results of [19] to show that these twisted semigroup algebras are indeed extensions of
rank-n noncommutative tori.

As with every discrete abelian group, the circle-valued second cohomology of Z™ can be
described in terms of symplectic bicharacters, which in this case are parametrised by antisymmetric
matrices over R; with our conventions these matrices are determined up to even integers. So
we assume that 0 = og comes from an antisymmetric matrix © as in , which allows us to
give a presentation of 7,.(N", 0g) in terms of generators and relations that are entirely analogous
to those in the original presentation of rotation algebras and, more generally, of higher-rank
noncommutative tori. Using this presentation we show in Proposition 2.15] that the building
blocks from [2] are quotients of particular cases of our Toeplitz extensions of noncommutative
tori, corresponding to antisymmetric matrices that have two diagonal blocks of zeros and such
that the generating isometries corresponding to the second block are unitaries.

In Section [3| we consider the dynamics induced on 7,.(N" 0¢) by a vector r € R™ with k
positive coordinates and d = n — k vanishing coordinates. In order to compute the KMSg states,
we follow the strategy developed in [21] for the Bost-Connes system, showing that KMSg states
are parametrised by tracial states of a corner. The projection ) that defines the corner is the
common orthogonal complement of the range projections of the generating isometries that are
not fixed by the dynamics, that is, those corresponding to the nonvanishing coordinates of the
vector 7.
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In Section [4] we show that the corner Q7,(N", 0g)Q is actually isomorphic to the Toeplitz
noncommutative torus associated to the d x d submatrix ©4 corresponding to the vanishing
coordinates of the vector r. One of our main technical results is Proposition where we give a
formula for KMSp states in terms of tracial states of 7;(N%, 0g,) and a finite Euler product that
depends on the cocycle. The tracial states of this rank-d Toeplitz noncommutative torus factor
through the associated noncommutative torus. This led us to compute the tracial states of the
higher-rank noncommutative torus Ap associated to a d x d antisymmetric real matrix D. We
show that these tracial states come from states of the center Z(Ap), which is a classical torus of
dimension equal to a certain degeneracy index of D.

Our main results are in Section [5} starting with Theorem where we give a parametrisation
of the simplex of KMSg states in terms of probability measures on a classical torus. As a corollary,
for the special case of antisymmetric matrix with zero diagonal blocks, we recover the phase
transition for the building blocks of [2].

In Section [6] we compute the equilibrium states at § = co and 8 = 0. In addition to the usual
notions of ground states and invariant traces, we also study the limiting cases, namely 8 — oo,
which gives the KMS, states, and the limits of KMSg states as § — 07, a class that we call
KMSy+ states. We show that in general not every invariant trace is such a KMSy+ state.

Finally, in Section [7| we realise the Toeplitz noncommutative tori 7,.(N", og) as the Nica—
Toeplitz algebra of a product system over N* in which the coefficient algebra is the Toeplitz
noncommutative torus associated to the restriction of og to N¢. This allows us to compare our
results to those obtained from the characterisation of KMSgs states given in [3].
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2. TOEPLITZ EXTENSIONS OF NONCOMMUTATIVE TORI

We wish to consider the natural Toeplitz-type extensions of noncommutative tori. Since there
are some nuances associated with passing from unitaries to isometries, it is more straightforward
to introduce these extensions spatially, via concrete projective representations of N”. We begin
with a very brief introduction to projective isometric representations of semigroups and twisted
semigroup C*-algebras.

2.1. Projective isometric representations.

Definition 2.1. Suppose P is a subsemigroup of a group G. A circle-valued semigroup 2-cocycle
is a function o: P x P — T such that

a(p,q)o(pg,r) = o(p,qr)o(q,r), p,q,r € P.

The set of all T-valued 2-cocycles on P is a group under pointwise multiplication, which we
denote by Z2(P,T).

Definition 2.2. Let o € Z?(P,T) be a 2-cocycle on P. An isometric o-representation of P is a
map p +— V), into the semigroup of isometries on a Hilbert space H such that

V;"/q = U(pv Q)V}H—q? p,q € P.

The isometric o-representations are multiplicative only up to scalars. If P is unital, then V, is
a multiple of the identity on H, where e denotes the unit element of P. When ¢ is normalised,
that is, o(e,e) = 1, then V., = 13. In this case o(p,e) = o(e,p) =1 for all p € P.

One can generate an example of a 2-cocycle by starting with an arbitrary function A: P — T
and defining o(p, q) = AMpg)A(p) "*A(q)~%, for all p,q € P. This is called a coboundary, and
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is trivial in the sense that any o)-representation can be transformed into a true isometric
representation through multiplication by the scalar-valued function A\. We denote by B2(P,T)
the subgroup of all coboundaries. A standard argument shows that the representations associated
to two 2-cocycles that differ by a coboundary are equivalent, in the sense that one is a multiple
of the other by a circle-valued function. So what is interesting is the group

H*(P,T) := Z*(P,T)/B*(P,T)

of cocycles modulo coboundaries, which is called the second cohomology group of P.
Next we verify that for each o in Z?(P,T), there exists an isometric o-representation of P.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose o is a circle-valued 2-cocycle on P and let {64 | ¢ € P} be the
canonical orthonormal basis of (?(P). Then for each p € P, the map Ly defined by

Lpéq = a(p, q)0pgs (g € P)
extends uniquely to an isometry on £2(P) such that
U(p7 Q)é -1 pr S q,
L) 6, = P 2.1
(L5) 0 {0 otherwise. (21)

Moreover, we have for all p,q € P

LyLy =o(p,q)L and Ly(Ly)" = 1,p,

ag

Pg>
where 1,p is the multiplication operator by the characteristic function of the set pP = {pq | ¢ € P}.
Proof. Since P is a cancellative semigroup, Ly maps the elements of the standard orthonormal
basis one to one and onto those of {d,q | ¢ € P}, multiplied by complex numbers of modulus 1.
So L7 extends uniquely by linearity and continuity to an isometric operator (also denoted L7) on
¢%(P) with range £2(pP). The second assertion follows because the formula given in the right-hand

side of (2.1)) defines a left inverse for LJ on orthonormal basis vectors since o(p, q)o(p,q) = 1.
To prove the last claim, we compute first

Lngér = Lga(q, 7)0gr = 0(p, qr)o(q,r)pgr,
and then
Ly ,0r = 0(pq,7)0pqgr-
So a(p,q)Ly,6r = o(p,q)o(pq,7)dpgr = Ly L6, by the cocycle identity. O

Definition 2.4. Let o be a circle-valued 2-cocycle on P. The left reqular o-representation of P
is the map p— Ly € ?2(P). The reduced semigroup C*-algebra twisted by o is the C*-subalgebra
of B(¢*(P)) generated by the operators Lg with p € P; it will be denoted by 7,(P, o).

When the cocycle is understood and there is no risk of confusion, we simply refer to 7, (P, o)
as a (reduced) twisted semigroup C*-algebra.

2.2. Toeplitz extensions of higher dimensional noncommutative tori. By analogy with
the realisation of an n-dimensional noncommutative torus as a twisted group algebra of Z",
we define the Toeplitz noncommutative torus as a twisted semigroup C*-algebra associated to
a 2-cocycle on the semigroup N™. We will see below in Proposition [2.12] that this is indeed a
natural extension of the corresponding noncommutative torus.

Definition 2.5. Let o be a circle-valued 2-cocycle on N". The associated n-dimensional Toeplitz
noncommutative torus is the twisted semigroup C*-algebra 7,(N" o).

The Toeplitz noncommutative torus 7,(N", o) also has a universal property with respect to a
certain class of twisted isometric representations. We define this next by adding extra relations
modelled on the left regular o-representation.
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Definition 2.6. A covariant isometric o-representation of N® on a Hilbert space H is a map

w: N® — B(H) such that
(1) wpwp =1;
(2) wpwg = 0(p, Q) Wp-tq;

(3) w;wq = J(p7 Y + (p \4 Q))U(q, —q + (p \ q))w—p-i-(qu)wqu,_(p\/q)'

The third condition above may seem a bit unusual at first but it will be convenient in some
computations. We show next that it is equivalent to the better-known Nica-covariance condition
from [24, Section 3.3].

Lemma 2.7. An isometric o-representation w of N" satisfies condition (3) of Deﬁm’tion if
and only if it is Nica-covariant, that is,

* * *
pwqwq = wp\/quvq

In particular, the left reqular o-representation of N™ is covariant in the sense of Definition [2.6.

Proof. Assume first (3) holds. Then

wpw p,q € N".

* *

wpw;wqwq olp,—p+(Va)o(g,—q+(pVv Q))wpw—p-‘r(p\/q)(w—q-‘r(p\/q))*wq wp\/qw;\/w

where we used the cocycle to combine factors in the last equality. Conversely, assume that w is

Nica covariant. Then

* o * *
WyWyg = W, WpW,WqW

% *
D p p aWa = Wy (WpvgWpye)Wg

=o(p,—p+ PV 0)o(g, =g+ (P V Q) wy(Wpw_p s (g™ s (pve)Wa) W
=op,—p+(pVa)o(q,—q¢+ PV )0 _pi v W gt pvg)

Since Lg(Lg)* is the operator of multiplication by the characteristic function of p + N", the left
regular o-representation L7 satisfies Nica-covariance, hence also condition (3). g

The following immediate consequence of Definition [2.6] will be needed in the following sections.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose w: N" — B(H) is a covariant isometric o-representation of N, and
suppose x,y € N” satisfy xtVy =x +y. Then

WpWyWy = WyWgW,.

Proof. Using first property (3) and then twice property (2) of Definition we obtain

wowiw, = 3o, go(y, e)wswyw = o (@ )y, 2)o (@, y)ws

Q

(z,y)o(y, x)o(z,y)o (y, ¥)wywyw;.

This completes the proof of the lemma because o(z,y)o(y, z)o(x,y)o(y,x) = 1. O

It will be useful to have a description of 7,(N", o) as the Nica—Toeplitz algebra of a compactly
aligned product system over N” (see [14, Theorem 6.3]). This will allow us to apply results
of [13] and to relate our notion of a Toeplitz noncommutative torus to the one considered by
Afsar, an Huef, Raeburn and Sims [2]. In order to simplify the notation, we assume from now
on that ¢ is normalized, that is, 0(0,0) = 1. For each p € N, let &, := C as a complex vector
space and we write \d, for an element A € &,. We equip &, with the canonical structure of a
correspondence over C, that is, the left and right actions are given by multiplication in C and
the right inner product is simply (A, | ad,) = Aady for all A\, € &,. We will use the cocycle o
to define the multiplication maps of the product system £7 = (&p)penn. For p,q € N", we set

Hp.q : gp X 5(1 — gp—O—q
(Adp, ady) = o(p, @) Abpiq.
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These maps are associative because o is a cocycle. So £7 is a product system over N", which is
compactly aligned because K(&,) = C for all p € N™.

Proposition 2.9. Let N'Tgo be the Nica—Toeplitz algebra of the product system £7 = (Ep)penn
as above. The map which sends 6, € &, to the isometry Ly in the left reqular o-representation
induces an isomorphism N'Tge = T, (N" o).

Proof. Let ¢, denote the map Ao, — ALj. For p,q € N, we have

¢p(5p)¢q(5q) = LZLZ =o(p, q)LZ+q = ¢p+q(5p ) 5(1)‘
Hence ¢ = {¢p}pep preserves the multiplication on £7. It is also compatible with inner products

because each L7 is an isometry. Notice next that the homomorphism o) K(Ey) — T (N™, o)
induced by ¢ is given by Mg, € K(&,) — ALy (L7)*. Hence Lemma gives

(Lg\/q)* = ¢pvq(]‘gp\/q)'
This proves that ¢ is Nica covariant and therefore it induces a surjective homomorphism
NTeo — T.(N", o), which we still denote by ¢. To see that ¢ is an isomorphism, notice that

k
[1(Lezguny = L,27.7)00 = do

i=1

0P (Le,)0' (lg,) = Ly (Ly)"Ly(L)" = L

pVq

whenever p1,pa,...,pr € N\ {0}. Because N” is abelian, we can apply [13, Theorem 5.1] (see
also [13, Example 5.6](1)) to deduce that ¢ is injective. O

Corollary 2.10. Let o be a 2-cocycle on N" and let w: N* — B be a covariant isometric
o-representation in a C*-algebra B. Then there is a homomorphism p: T.(N", o) — B that sends
the isometry Ly to wy for all p € N". Moreover, p is faithful if and only if

[ — we,w,) #0. (2.2)
=1

As a consequence, relations (1)—(3) from Definition [2.6] form a presentation of T.(N",c).

Proof. By Lemma an isometric o-representation of N" satisfies relation (3) of Definition
if and only if it is Nica covariant. Hence the first assertion in the statement follows from an
application of the universal property of N'Tgo combined with the isomorphism 7, (N, o) = N Tgo
from Proposition [2.9

Since N" is abelian, it follows from |13, Theorem 5.1] that a representation of 7,(N", o) is
faithful if and only if

k
H(l — wp,wy,.) # 0 whenever pi,pa,...,pr € N"\ {0}. (2.3)

i=1
Now every projection of the form 1 — wywy with p # 0 dominates a projection 1 — we,wg, for
some i € {1,...,n}, and so (2.2) and (2.3)) are equivalent. This establishes the equivalence in
the second statement. The last assertion then follows because the left regular o-representation
of N in 7, (N, o) satisfies relations (1)—(3) of Definition O

The C*-algebra 7,(N", o) can also be realised as a twisted semigroup crossed product. Fol-
lowing [20] we consider the characteristic function 1,,n» of the cone with vertex p € N*. We
define By» to be the C*-subalgebra of />°(N") generated by all the projections 1, n» for p € N".
There is a canonical action 5 = {3, | p € N"} of N” on By» by injective endomorphisms with
hereditary range. Precisely, the endomorphism £, is defined on a generator by

Bp(]lq—&-N") = Lptgtnn.
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Proposition 2.11. Let (Byn,N", 3) be as above and let o be a 2-cocycle on N™. Then T.(N", o)
is isomorphic to the twisted crossed product Byn X g o N™ via an isomorphism that identifies the
canonical generating isometries.

Proof. The result follows from [13, Theorem 4.3] since the product system £7 has one-dimensional
fibres. 4

In analogy to what happens with the semigroup C*-algebra 7,(N™) (see, for example, [24]),
there is a canonical gauge action v of T on T,(N" o). It is implemented spatially by the
unitaries {U, : z € T"} defined by U.d, = zPé, for p € N, where 2P =[], 2. The gauge
action z +— 7, := Ady, can also be obtained through the relations (3)| by stating that ~,
is the automorphism that sends an isometry L7 to 2PL7. This action gives rise to a faithful

conditional expectation
E:T.(N",0) = T.(N",0)" = span{L; (L,)" | p € N"}

given by E(b) = [pn 7a(b)dA and T.(N", o) is the closed linear span of the set {Lg(Lg)*: p,q €
N"™}.

The Toeplitz noncommutative torus 7,(N", o) has a canonical n-dimensional noncommutative
torus as a quotient. We show this in the next result, where we also identify the canonical
generating set for the kernel of the quotient map.

Proposition 2.12. Every 2-cocycle o € Z*(N",T) has an extension to a 2-cocycle & on Z",
and this extension is unique up to coboundaries. Moreover, the map that sends an isometry
Ly € T.(N",0) to the unitary A\; € C;(Z",G) determines an evact sequence

0—7Z—T,(N" o) — Ci(Z",5) — 0,
where T is the ideal of T,(N", o) generated by the projections
{1- ng(ng)* l7=1,...,n}.

Proof. Since N" is abelian and Z" = N"™ — N" is the group of right (and left) quotients of N",
2-cocycles on N extend to 2-cocycles on Z", uniquely up to coboundaries, by [19, Corollary 2.3].
More precisely, the restriction of 2-cocycles from Z" to N™ induces an isomorphism of the second
cohomology group H?(Z"™, T) onto H?(N",T).

Let o be a 2-cocycle on N and let & be a 2-cocycle on Z™ extending o. It follows that the map
that sends p € N™ to the unitary )\g € Ci(Z",5) is a covariant isometric o-representation of N™.
This gives a homomorphism ¢: 7,.(N", o) — Cj(Z",5) mapping Lg to )\g,
because the unitaries )\g for p € N generate C*(Z",5) as a C*—algebra.

Let Z be the ideal of 7,(N",0) generated by the projections 1 — Lg (Lg )" for j =1,...,n
Then ¢ vanishes on 7 since it vanishes on the projection 1 — Lg (L7 )* for each j € {1,...,n}.
Hence it factors through a homomorphism

¢: T,(N",0)/T — CHZ",5).

So it remains to show that ¢ is injective. To do so, we invoke the description of T-(N™" o) as
the Nica—Toeplitz algebra of the product system £7 arising from Proposition [2.9] The quotient
map qb gives a representation of £7 in C:(Z",5). In this case £7 is a product system of Hilbert
bimodules since K(&,) = C for all p € N*. We claim that the canonical representation of £7
in the quotient 7,(N",0)/Z is Cuntz—Pimsner covariant on (&, |&p)) = C for all p € N", where
{(-]-) stands for the left inner product of a Hilbert bimodule. Indeed, it suffices to show that
for all p € P the image of the projection L7 under the quotient map is a unitary. We can write
p = >_7_1 pjej, so that an application of the Nica covariance relation in T-(N" o) yields

which is surjective

LI(L7)* HL% pies) (2.4)
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Now each isometry L7 . has the form a;(L¢ )P/ for some scalar a; € C of modulus 1. So the
image of Ly . in 7-(N",0)/Z is a unitary for all j =1,2,...,n. Hence so is the image of Lg by
. This proves the claim.

Next we observe that £7 is simplifiable in the sense of |31, Definition 3.7] since for all p, ¢ € N"
one has

<<5p | 5p>> <<5q | 5q>> =C= <<ngq | ngq>>-

Since the canonical representation of £7 in the quotient 7,(N",0)/Z is Cuntz—Pimsner covariant
on (&, | &) for all p € N”, it follows from [31, Lemma 3.11] that the fixed-point algebra of the
canonical gauge action of T" on 7,(N" ¢)/Z is a copy of C. The induced conditional expectation
onto this copy is faithful because Z" is amenable. Now the homomorphism ¢: 7,(N*, ¢)/Z —
Cr(Z™,6) is gauge-compatible and clearly injective onto the fixed-point algebra C, being a
nonzero representation. Hence gZ) is an isomorphism by |12, Proposition 19.8], completing the
proof of the proposition. O

Remark 2.13. Tt may be helpful to compare the conclusion of Proposition [2.12] with the analogous
result in the theory of (untwisted) semigroup C*-algebras. When o is the trivial cocycle, that is,
o(p,q) =1 for all p,q € N*, T.(N", o) is simply the Toeplitz C*-algebra of N". Proposition m
gives a presentation for the (reduced) group C*-algebra C;(Z"). This presentation may be
obtained as an application of [8, Theorem 6.7] given that C}(Z") is the boundary quotient
OTA(N") of T(N").

2.3. Symplectic bicharacters and antisymmetric matrices. The second cohomology group
of a discrete abelian group G has a convenient parametrisation in terms of a specific subgroup of
cocycles. Let o*(z,y) = o(y,z) for z,y € G and recall that a 2-cocycle o on G is a symplectic
bicharacter if it is a bicharacter as a function o: G x G — T and satisfies ¢* = ¢. Denote by
X2(@G,T) the group of symplectic bicharacters on G. By [27, Proposition 3.2], the homomorphism
o+ oo* of Z*(G,T) to X?(G, T) is surjective and has kernel precisely B%(G,T), so it induces
an isomorphism of H%(G,T) onto X2%(G,T).

The symplectic bicharacters on Z" are precisely the 2-cocycles associated to n x n antisymmetric
matrices over R. For each n x n antisymmetric matrix © = (6; ;) over R, there is an associated
symplectic bicharacter og on Z™ given by

oo(r,y) = e @100 (z,y € Z"),

and the map © — og is a group homomorphism. To retrieve the matrix from a given symplectic
bicharacter o, simply let €™k = o (ey, e;) for 1 < j < k < n, which determines 6, up to an
additive even integer.

Recall that, at the level of twisted group algebras, C*(Z", 0g) is canonically isomorphic to the
noncommutative torus Ag. Indeed, if  — v, is the canonical unitary cg-representation of Z" in

C*(Z",00), then the generators v, for j = 1,2,--- ,n satisfy the defining commutation relations
of Ag. Conversely, if Uy,Us, ..., U, are the canonical unitary generators of Ag, and for each
x = (x1,x2,...,T,) € Z" we define

Uy = e—wi(x—zlel |®m181>6—7ri<:v—xle1—mgeg | Oxz2e2) o 6—7ri<:vnen | @mnflenfl)Uiﬁ ng o U;fn7 (25)

then x — v, is a unitary og-representation of Z™ in Ag.

Next we show that, in analogy to what happens for Ag, the Toeplitz noncommutative torus
T-(N", 0g) can be characterised as the universal C*-algebra generated by n isometries subject to
certain commutation relations.

Proposition 2.14. Let © be an n x n antisymmetric real matriz and let og(p,q) = e~ mip|©a)
for p,q € N" be the associated symplectic bicharacter. Let {w; | j € {1,...,n}} be isometries in
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a C*-algebra B satisfying the relations

— 627Ti9j (R("'))

_ —2mif; Cq .
wjwg = e “Tkwpw;  §,k=1,2,...,n;
* * .
wiwg = kwgwy g #+ k.

Then the map that sends ng@ to w; induces a homomorphism from T.(N", 0g) to B that maps
an isometry L7® to the product

_ Pn—1
oe(p—pier,e1) oe(p—paez—prer,e2)? - -0g (P — > e, €n—1) wi'wh? . wPr. (2.6)

This homomorphism is an isomorphism if and only if []j—1 (1 — wjw}) # 0.

Proof. The first relation in (Rg) implies that the map from N" to B given by is an
isometric og-representation of N™. The second relation in (Rg) implies that such a representation
satisfies condition of Definition and hence is indeed a covariant og-representation. The
homomorphism from 7,(N", 0g) to B and the condition for it to be an isomorphism now follow
from Corollary U

In [2], Afsar, an Huef, Raeburn, and Sims consider certain Toeplitz extensions of noncom-
mutative tori and use them as building blocks to construct their Toeplitz noncommutative
solenoids. We will see below that these building blocks are quotients of special cases of our
Toeplitz noncommutative tori.

Let k and d be nonnegative integers with n = k+d and let A € My, 4([0,00)) be a k x d matrix.
The C*-algebra By considered in [2] is the universal C*-algebra generated by a Nica covariant
representation v: N¥ — B, of N¥ and a unitary representation u: Z¢ — By of Z%, satisfying the
commuting relations

2mi(p | Az)

UgVp = € Vplg, T € Zd,p e NF.

Proposition 2.15. Suppose k and d are nonnegative integers with n = k+d. For each rectangular
k x d matriz A € My, q([0,00)) define © € Mj1q4(R) by consider the matriz

Then the C*-algebra By associated to A in |2] is canonically isomorphic to the quotient of
T:(N",00) by the ideal generated by the projections 1 — Lg® (LZ®)* for j=k+1,k+2,... . k+d.

Proof. Let Z; be the ideal of 7,(N", 0g) generated by the projections
{1-L2o(LZ) |j=k+1,k+2,... k+d}.

For p € N\ 0 x N4, we write 0, for the image of the isometry Lge in the quotient 7.(N", 0g)/Z.
Then the isometries {v, | p € N x 04} commute among themselves because the upper diagonal
block of © consists of zeros. Also, the representation p € N¥ 2 NF x 0, — vy is Nica covariant by
Proposition If j e {k+1,...,k+d}, let u; denote the image of LZe under the quotient map.
Thus {u; | j =k+1,...,k+d} is a set of commuting unitaries. Hence there is a unique unitary
representation u: Z¢ = 05, x Z% — T,.(N", 0g) /T4 mapping a canonical generator ej € 0 x Z% to
uj, j=k+1,k+2,...k+d. In addition, we have for p € NfxOgand j=k+1,k+2,...,k+d,
'L_Lj”l_)p — efﬂz(ej ‘9p>7_)ej+p — 6727ri<ej |@p>'l_)pl_tj — 627Ti<p|Aej>'ﬁp'L_Lj.

This guarantees that the isometries {v, | p € N¥ x 04} and the unitaries {u, | z € 0 x Z¢}
satisfy the commuting relations required in |2, Section 2]. We then get a homomorphism from By
onto 7, (N, 0g)/Zy induced by the maps N¥ x 05 > p — Up, Of X Z% > x — u,. For the inverse
map, we use the description of 7,(N",0g) as a universal C*-algebra generated by n isometries
satisfying the relations (Rg) given in Proposition Notice that the second relation in (Rg)
is satisfied because ue;ve, = e~ 2milej ‘eeﬁveiuej in Bp implies

* _ 2mile; | Oe;) *
Ug, Ve, = €T v ug
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Thus the map that sends LZ® to ve, for i =1,...,k and ng@ to ue, , forj=k+1,....k+d
gives a homomorphism from 7, (N", 0g) onto By. The resulting homomorphism 7, (N", 0g) —

By factors through the quotient 7,(N", 0g)/Z4, giving an inverse map for the canonical map
By — T.(N",09)/Z; built above. This finishes the proof. O

In contrast to [2], our approach to Toeplitz noncommutative tori does not require either of
the subsets {L3® | p € N¥ x 0g} and {L3® | = € 0 x N} to consist of mutually commuting
isometries. So our antisymmetric matrix © can have nontrivial diagonal blocks.

We also do not require any of the isometries to be unitaries, as is the case for the generators
Uey, - - -, Ue, considered in [2]. Nevertheless, for the dynamics considered in the following sections,
KMS states necessarily factor through the quotient of 7,(N" 0g) in which the generating
isometries that are fixed by the dynamics become unitaries, see Lemma below. This confirms
and explains the insight behind the choice made in [2, Section 2] where a subset of generators
are chosen to be unitaries from the onset, and the dynamics acts nontrivially only on the others.

3. DynaMics AND KMS STATES

We fix an n x n antisymmetric matrix © = (6;;) throughout this section and we let 7,.(N", 0g)
be the associated n-dimensional Toeplitz noncommutative torus. When the cocycle in question
is understood and there is no chance of confusion, we will omit it from the notation of the left
regular og-representation of N", simply writing L, instead of L7® for a canonical generating
isometry. So {L, | p € N"} is the canonical set of isometries on £2(N") satisfying

LyLy = 00(p,q)Lp+q = eim<p‘@q>Lp+q7 and LpL;LqLZ = LquL;Zan
and thus also condition (3) of Definition

Let r € R™ and let (p|r) = >_"_; pjr; be the usual scalar product of p and r. For each t € R
the map

ul: 5, s ety (g eN")
extends to a (diagonal) unitary operator u} on ¢2(N") and {u} | t € R} is a strongly continuous

one-parameter unitary group. The automorphism group of B(¢2(N")) obtained by conjugation
with {uj | t € R} satisfies

uLp(up)* = P10, (pe N,

and hence restricts to a strongly continuous one-parameter automorphism group {aj | t € R} of
T-(N", 0g). This automorphism group is characterized by its action on generators:

ap(Ly) = ®IM'L, (p € N").
An alternative way to obtain the dynamics is to observe that the vector r determines a group
homomorphism ¢ et = (i1t eir2t | eimt) from R to T", and hence af = 7y i is simply
the composition of this homomorphism with the canonical gauge action v of T™ on 7,.(N", o).
We wish to study the KMS states for the dynamics associated to the vector r. Let 8 € R and

recall that a state ¢ of 7,.(N",0g) is a KMSg state for the automorphism group {of |t € R} of
T-(N", 0g) if it satisfies the KMSg condition

p(AB) = p(Bajz(A)) (3.1)
for A a"-analytic and B € T,.(N",0g). It is well known that it suffices to verify this for A and B
in an o"-invariant set of analytic elements with dense linear span, such as the generating elements
LyL; with p,q € N", see |26, Proposition 8.12.3].

It is immediate that e~ P78 = ¢(LypLy) <1 for every KMSp state ¢ and each p € N". Hence,
if r; < 0 for some j € {1,2,...,n}, then there is no KMSg state for 5 > 0, and similarly, if
rj > 0 for some j € {1,2,...,n}, then there is no KMSg state for § < 0. It follows that for a
KMSg state to exist at nonzero /3, each r; must have the same sign as 3. Here we choose to work
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with nonnegative inverse temperatures. From now on we fix a vector r € [0, 00)™, which we often
omit from the notation, writing « instead of a” when there is no risk of confusion.

We begin by verifying that the generating isometries corresponding to the vanishing coordinates
of r become unitary operators in the GNS representation of any KMSg state.

Lemma 3.1. Let pg be a KMSg state of (T,(N",00),a). Let (H,,,Ty,) denote the associated
GNS representation. If p € N and (p|r) = 0, then mp,(Ly) is unitary. Moreover, g factors
through the quotient of T,(N",0¢) modulo the ideal generated by the projections {1 — L¢, L7, |
ry = 0}

Proof. Set ) :=1— LpL;. Then Q) is analytic, and by the KMS condition,
0s(Qp) =1—pa(LpLy) =1—e PN =1_1=0.

We know that the elements of the form L,L; have dense linear span in 7,.(N",0g) and satisfy

ax(LyLy) = ei<p—q“>szLj;. Hence the hypotheses of |17, Lemma 2.2] are satisfied, and so
we conclude that ¢ factors through the quotient of 7,.(N" og) by the ideal generated by the
projections {@, | (p|7) = 0}. This implies that ¢3(B*Q,B) = 0 for every B € T,(N", 0g), which
implies that m,,(Ly) is unitary as wished. In order to complete the proof of the lemma, notice
that the ideal generated by the projections {@Q) | (p|r) = 0} coincides with the one generated by

{1—LejL;fj | r; = 0}. O
Given d € N, we denote by 04 the zero element of N, so that
04 = (0,...,0).
—_———
d times

We shall assume without loss of generality that all the nonzero coordinates of r appear at the
beginning. Thus we fix the notation r = (r1,r2,...7%,04) to indicate a vector in [0, 00)™ with
strictly positive first k£ coordinates and zeros for the remaining d coordinates. This includes the
two extreme cases of r = 0, in which case we have k = 0, and of strictly positive r, in which
case k =n.

Proposition 3.2. Let n =k + d with k,d € N and let E®) = ET{l4} genote the conditional
expectation associated to the restriction of the gauge action of T™ to the closed subgroup TF x {14}.
Then

(1) T:(N",00) = span{L,L,L;L} | p,q € N¥ x 04, @,y € O x N};
(2) E®(T.(N",0¢)) =span{L,L.L;L% | p € N¥ x 04, 2,y € 0p x N}

Proof. That the elements of the form Ly,L,Ly Ly with p,q € NF x 04 and z,y € 05, x N¢ span a
dense *-subalgebra of 7. (N", 0g) is a consequence of relations (1)—(3) of Deﬁnition The second
assertion follows from part (1) because E(*) is a contraction that satisfies E(* (LpLo Ly Ly) =
O

Op,qLpLs Ly Ly, where 6y 4 is the Kronecker delta.

Proposition 3.3. Let n = k + d with k,d € N and let a be the dynamics determined by
r=(r1,...,7% 0q). Let 0 < B < 0o and suppose that ¢ is a KMSg state of (T,(N",09),a). Then
@ restricts to a trace on the C*-subalgebra C*(L, : x € O x N%) and satisfies

@(LpLy Ly L) = 0pqe P10 (L, L) (3.2)
for all p,q € N* x 04 and x,y € 0, x N¢, where Op,q s the Kronecker delta.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is a KMSg state of (7,(N",0¢), ). Since the elements in C*(L, :
x € 0 x N9) are fixed points of «, the KMSg condition implies that the restriction of ¢ to
C*(Ly : x € 0, x N%) is a trace.
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We show next that ¢ satisfies (3.2). Let p, ¢ € N¥ x 04 and 2,y € 0, x N In case p = ¢, the
KMSg condition with A = L, and B = L, Ly L; gives (3.2)) because Ly L, = 1. So suppose p # ¢.
We aim to prove that

¢(LpLyLyLy) = 0.

For this, we write p’ := (pV ¢) — p and ¢’ :== (p V q) — ¢q. Notice that at least one of the numbers
P, q is nonzero. Because ¢ is a state and so preserves adjoints, we may assume without loss of
generality that ¢’ # 0. Applying the KMS condition with A = LyL,L; and B = L; and
using that og is a circle-valued function we get

| p(LpLoLyLy)| = e PP 10 (s Ly Lo Ly)| = e P® 17 (Lo Ly Lo L)
Since p’' V =z + p’, we have L%/ L, = ae(x,p’)szL;,. Thus
|p(LyLo LiLY)| = e PPN |p(Ly Ly Lt 1Y) = e P17 o(Ly L, L3 LY. (3.3)
Observe that p’ V¢ =p' + ¢ and p' Vy = p' + y. Hence the same argument as above gives
|o(Ly Lo Ly L) = e P90 o(Ly Lo Ly LY.

Continuing this process, we see that for each [ € N
|o(Ly Lo Ly LY)| = e P41 | o(Ly Ly L3 LY. (3.4)
Substituting (3.4) into (3.3]) we arrive at
lo(LpLeLyLy)| = e Blplr) o—1B(d | 7) (L Lo L L3).
Since ¢’ # 0, it follows that lim;_,., e~/#¢'I") = 0. Therefore p(L,L,L;LE) =0 as wished. O
Lemma 3.4. Let n =k +d with k,d € N. The product

k
Q=[] - LeLE) (3.5)
j=1

is a projection in T.(N", 0g) satisfying
(1) QL, = 0= L;Q for every p € N¥ x 04\ {0};
(2) QLyLyLyLy = LyL,LyL,Q = QLy Ly Ly LyQ for every z,y € Of X N¢ and p € N¥ x 04;
(3) QT-(N",00)Q = span{QL,L;Q | z,y € 0 x N%}.

Proof. By definition, @ is the product of a finite collection of commuting projections, thus is
a projection as well. In order to prove (1), let 0 # p € N* x 04 and let j be the first nonzero
coordinate of p. Then the product L, contains a factor of the form (1 — L., sz)Lej and hence
vanishes. Taking adjoints shows that L)) vanishes too.

In order to prove (2), notice first that e; V2 = e; + 2 for every x € 0, x N? and every
i1=1,2,...,k. Thus by Lemma the projection Le, Ly, commutes with L, with every Ly, and
with every L, Lj for y € 0f X N?. Thus Q commutes with Ly Ly for all z,y € Of X N?. Now take
p € N* x 04 and notice that Definition (3) applied twice gives

LyL, Ly, L, = oe (z,p)0e(p, y)QLmLZ.

So () commutes with L; L, Ly L, because it commutes with L;Ly. This completes the proof of
part (2).
For part (3), we use that

T-(N",00) = span{L,L.L,L; | p,q € NE % 04, ,y € 0 x N9},
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So the products QL, Ly Ly LyQ span a dense subset of the corner. If p,q € N* x 04 are not both
zero, and if xz,y € Of X Nd then QL,L,L;L;Q = 0 because of part (1). Hence the corner is the
closed linear span of the products QL,LyQ with z,y € 05 X N¢, O

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < f8 < oo and suppose that ¢ is a KMSg state for (T,(N",09),a). Let Q
be the projection from (3 . Then (Q) > 0 and the sum Z(f) = 2 _peNkxo, € —Bwlr) satisfies
Z(B) = ¢(Q)~'. Moreover, the map wy: X — Z(B)p(X) for X € QT,(N",00)Q is a tracial
state of the corner QT,(N",00)Q and ¢ can be reconstructed from wy, by

1

p(X) = 70) Y e PPN (QLEXLQ)  for all X € T,(N",06). (3.6)

peNk x0y4
Proof. Expanding the product defining @), we have
Q= > DYTILe,L (3.7)
JC{1,....k } jeJ
since {L, Ly, | p € N"} are commuting projections. Let i,j € {1,...,k} with i # j, so that Le, L,
commutes with L., by Lemma Then

o(Le, L, Le,Li,) = p(Le; Le, LY, LY,) = e PUratre)

€;-e; €ie;
by the KMS condition. An analogous computation shows that for each J C {1,...,k}, we have
o( T Le,Lz,) = e P 2mer™,
jeJ
It follows that

k
PQ= 3 VeIl = ¥ (pVe?en=Jla-e™), 39
JCA1,....k } jed JC{1,....k} j=1

which is obviously positive and equal to Z(3)~! by an Euler product like expansion.
If p # [, then

LyQL,LiQL] = 0e(p,pV I —p)oe(l,pVI—1)LyQLy—pLy,QL; =0

by Lemma 1) because p VI —p and pV 1 —1 cannot both be zero. Hence the sum of mutually
orthogonal projections

P, = Z L,QL,
P<q
is a projection itself and satisfies
P) =Y o(L,QLy) =Y e PPIngp(LiL,Q) =Y e Al
P<q P<q p<q

It follows that ¢(P;) — 1 as ¢ — oo in the directed set N¥ x 04 since > p<q e Pln 5 7(8) =

©(Q)~! by the first part of the proof. Hence an application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
implies that p(P,XP;) — ¢(X) as ¢ — oo for all X € 7,(N",0¢). Thus by the KMS condition
we have

e(X)= Y o(L,QLXLQL})

p,lENk x 04

= Z (P(LPQL;XLPQL;)

pENk X 04

= > e PPIIYQLXLQ)

pENk X0g
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We then get the reconstruction formula (3.6) by replacing the summand ¢(QL,X L,Q) by
25w (QLXLyQ) - 0

Proposition 3.6. Let 0 < 8 < oo and let Q be the projection from (3.5). For each tracial
state w of the corner QT,(N", 09)Q, define
1
Taw)(X) = > e PIMuQLIXLQ), X e T,(N",o0). (3.9)
Z(B) 1ENF X 04

Then Tg is an affine weak® homeomorphism of the tracial state space of the corner onto the
KMSg state space of (T,(N",09), a).

Proof. Let w be a tracial state on the corner Q7,(N",0g)Q. Clearly Ts(w) is a state of 7,.(N", 0g).
First we verify that Tg(w) satisfies . Let X = LyL, Ly Ly, wherep,q € NF % 04, z,y € 05 x N%.
Given [ € N* x 0,4, Lemma (1) implies that if the elements [V p — 1 and [ V ¢ — [ are not both
zero, then QL; X 1;(Q) = 0. Since [Vp—1=0=1Vq—11is equivalent to [ > pV ¢, we may restrict

the sum to [ > p V ¢ and simplify L7 L, = og(p,l — p)Lz‘_p using Definition to get

1 o — — r * *
To(@)(X) = 75 S 2B PN QLY Lo Ly L 4Q). (3.10)
( )lGNkXOd
l>pVgq

When p = ¢, a change of the index of summation to m =1 — p gives

1

Ts(w)(X) = —r e AU QLY L LEL,_
5( )( ) Z(B) ZER%(O (Q l—p y pQ)
I>p ¢
_ b S eI BN QLY L L L Q) (3.11)
Z(/B) mGNkXOd
m>0

= e*ﬂ@|”1b(w)(L$LZL

To see that T(w)(X) = 0 if p # ¢, it suffices to show QL}_,LyLyL;—4Q vanishes for alll > pV g,
| € N* x 04. By Lemma the projection L;—,Lj_, commutes LsL; with s,t € O x N?. In
addition, it follows from Lemma (2) that L} L,LyL;—, commutes with Q. So

QL Lo LiLi-Q = QL}_,LoLLipLi Li—gQ = QLi_, Ly LiLi_,QL}_,Li—Q.

Since p # g implies that at least one of the elements ((I —p) V(I —¢q)) — (Il —p) and ({—p)V (I —
q)) — (I — q) is nonzero, Lemma (1) yields QL] ,L;—4@ = 0 and hence QL}_,LyLyL;—,Q = 0.
Therefore Tg(w)(X) = 0 when p # ¢, as asserted.

We aim to prove next that Ts(w) satisfies the KMSg condition for the dynamics «. Let
p,q,a,b € NF x 04 and z,7,s,t € 0, x N and consider the elements X = Ly,L,Ly Ly and
Y = L,LsL;L}, so that a;s(X) = e #P~4I" X In order to conclude that Ts(w) is a KMSg
state it suffices to show that Tj(w)(XY)efPI" = flaINTy(w) (Y X). We may assume that

p—q+a—0b=0, for otherwise both sides vanish because we have shown that T3(w) satisfies
(3.2). By definition

=BT

Z(B)

Ts(XY)= >

1eNF %04

W(QL{LyL, LY Li L Ly Ly Ly Q).
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The argument leading to (3.10) shows that we may restrict the summation to [ > p V b, in which
case LjL, = 0o(p,l — p)Lj_, and similarly L L; = 0e(b,1 — b)Li_p by Definition (3). Thus

BUIT) o (p,l
To(XY) = Y Sy 2R w(QLi Lo Ly Ly Lo Ly L Ly Q)
lGNkXOd
I>pVb
—B{LIr) 1= * * * * * *
= Y R w(QL L Ly (Lip i) Ly La( Ly Ly L L Li Q)
leNkXOd
I>pVb
-8 ogg(p,l— * * * * * *
= Y e B QL L Ly L pQ) Ly Ly LaLi-o(QLi_y Ls L; Li Q).

1eNF %04
I>pVb

(3.12)
where we have used that Ll,pLz‘_p commutes with L, Ly, that L;_pL; , commutes with LsLy,
and that () commutes with L}“_pLxLZLl_p and with L] ,LsL;L;_y. Notice also that the product
in the middle simplifies to a scalar, namely

* * _ (a,l—b) 7 _ (a,l-b)
Li_pLoLalis = S8 Lavimplatioo = So=)

because ¢ —p = a—b. When we substitute this in the formula and change the index of summation
tom =1—p we get

€’B<p‘T>T5(XY) —

e BmIr) gg(p,m)og(a,p+m—>b * T
= Y e e la ) o (QL, Ly Ly Ln@Q) QL y Lo Ly L p6Q)). - (3.13)
7nENkXOd
m+p>b

Exchanging now the roles of X and Y and carrying out a computation like (3.12)) gives
Tp(YX) =

e BT og(a,l—a) *
= Y e S w(QL L L Li-aQ)Li_ Ly Ly Li—o(QLi_ Lo Ly Li—4Q))

1eNF x04
l>aVgq

Substituting the scalar L; Ly L,L;_q = 0e(b,l —a)oe(p,! — q) in the middle and changing the
index of summation to m =1 — q, we get

ef3<q"">T5(YX) —
e—B(mIr) gg(a,m a)og(p,m) * * *
= Y epnteelemiaaloolnm) (QLY,, o LaLi Lintg-aQ) QL Le Ly Ln@Q)). (3.14)

meNF x0,4
m+q>a

Since g —a =p—b, so that m + ¢ > a iff m + p > b, and since w is a trace on the corner, the
two series in and are the same, term by term, which shows e !")T5(w)(XY) =
el Ta(w) (Y X). This completes the proof that T maps tracial states of QT,.(N", 00)Q to
KMSg states of (7,(N",09), a).

Notice that T} is surjective by Lemma and injective because the restriction of Tg(w) to
QT,(N" 00)Q is equal to Z(S)w. Clearly it is also an affine map; its inverse is given by the map
¢ — wy, of Lemma which is obviously weak™ continuous. We then conclude that Tj is a
weak™ homeomorphism, as it is a bijection with continuous inverse between compact Hausdorff
spaces. This completes the proof of the proposition. O
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4. KMSg STATES AND TRACES ON NONCOMMUTATIVE TORI

Our first goal in this section is to show that the corner Q7,(N" 0g)Q is isomorphic to the
C*-subalgebra of 7,(N", 0g) generated by {L, | z € 0x x N}, which is itself isomorphic to
the Toeplitz noncommutative torus 7,.(N¢ og,) associated to the restriction ©4 of © to the
last d coordinates. We then show that the traces of 7,(N¢, 0g,) factorize through its canonical
quotient Ag,, and in fact come from states of its center, which is a classical torus of dimension
equal to the degeneracy index of ©g4.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q) be the projection from and denote by ©4 the lower right d x d corner
of ©. Then C*(Ly : x € O x N%) is canonically isomorphic to the Toeplitz noncommutative torus
T.(N%, 0g,), and the map pg: C*(Ly : x € O x N¥) — QT,(N",00)Q given by the compression
X — QXQ is an isomorphism.

Proof. The set of isometries {L, | z € 0x x N%} satisfies relations (1)—(3) from Definition
Using the obvious identification N¢ 22 05, x N%, we obtain a covariant isometric og ,-Tepresentation
of N% in C*(L, : = € 05 x N9). By Corollary m this gives a homomorphism from 7,.(N%, o¢g 2)
onto C*(L, : z € 0 x N%) mapping L;°? to L. It is faithful because [lj—1 (1 = Le, L)) # 0.
Notice that @ is the projection of £2(N") onto the subspace £2(0; x N%), which is invariant for
C*(Ly : © € 0;, xN%) and hence pg: C*(L, : z € 0p xN¥) — QT,.(N", 06)Q is an isomorphism. [J

The isomorphisms from the lemma above allow us to express our characterisation of KMSg
states in terms of traces on 7.(N¢, og ).

Proposition 4.2. Let pg be the isomorphism from Lemma and identify C*(Ly | € O x N%)
with T, (N%, 0g,) canonically. For each tracial state T of T,(N%, 0g,) there is a KMSg state of
(T-(N" 0g), ) determined by

k —Brip; =B
-1 * Tk * € ’ J(l € J)
Ts(7 o PqQ J(LpLaLyLy) = 0pg T(LxLy)jLIl 1 — e—Bri+temi(®(z—y)[e;)’ (4.1)

where x,y € 0, x N® 2 N4, The map 7 — Ts(7 o pél) is an affine weak® homeomorphism of the
tracial state space of T,(N%, 0g,) onto the simplex of KMSg states of (T,(N",0g), a).

Proof. The (tracial) states of the corner Q7,(N", 09)Q come from the (tracial) states of
T.(N?, 0e,) via the map 7 +— 7o pél. Combining this with the map 73 from Proposition
we see that 7 — Tg(7 o pél) is an affine weak® homeomorphism of the tracial state space of
T-(N¢, 6g,) onto the simplex of KMSg states of (7,(N", ©), a).

In order to write Tg(7 o pél) in in terms of the tracial state 7 of 7,.(N%, 0g,), we first
use Definition (3) and the fact that og is a symplectic bicharacter to write

QL Lo LyLimQ = oo(x,m)’0e(m,y)* QL. LyQ = ge(r — y,m)*QL.L;Q

for all m € N¥ x 04 and 2,y € 0 x N%. Next, we use ([3.11]) with 7o pél playing the role of w,
observing that pél(QLxL;Q) = L, L;, and we conclude that

~ o Oy ge Pl Blmlr
Tﬁ(T ° le)(LpLCL‘Lqu) = T(Ll‘Ly)p’qZT Z € Amr) O'@(l‘ - Y m)z‘ (42)
mENkXOd

The rest of the proof is a computation to obtain an Euler product formula for the series involving
the cocycle. Observe that (m|r) = (r|m) > 0 and that oe(z — y,m)? = e 2me—y[Om) —
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e2mO@=v)Im)  The series from (4.2) then becomes

Z e MmN oo (z —y,m)? = Z e(—Br+2miO(z—y) [m)
mENk x0g mEN’“ X0q
= Z e(—PAr+2mi®(z—y)|m)
mENk X0gq

k

= i1 (B H2miO(z—y) |e;)(e; |m)
mENkXOd
k m
= Z H<e<—,8r+2m®(x—y)ej>) .
meNkx0, j=1

To simplify the notation, we define A; = e{=Ar+2mO@=v)l€;) and notice that |4;| < 1 because
(Brle;) >0 for 1 <j<k. Then

k koo k
_ . 1
SOl VI | CFE | IR | P
L 1L L y
meNF x0g4 meNkx0, J=1 Jj=1n=0 Jj=1
Thus we obtain (4.1)) by substituting into (4.2]) the above expression and the usual Euler product
expansion for Z(8)~! from (3.8)), and replacing e~ #®!" by the product Hle e Prip;, O

The remainder of this section is dedicated to provide a concrete description of the space
of tracial states of 7,(N¢, og ,)- Since our considerations are general, we momentarily adjust
the notation and consider a generic d x d matrix D. We begin by showing that the traces of
T.(N? op) factor through the noncommutative torus Ap.

Lemma 4.3. Let D € My(R) be an antisymmetric matriz and let Ap be the associated noncom-
mutative d-torus, with generating unitaries Uj, for j =1,...,d. The map Le; — Uj; extends to a
surjective homomorphism 7: T.(N%, op) — Ap which, in turn, induces an affine homeomorphism
T+ Tom from the space of tracial states of Ap onto the space of tracial states of T, (N op).

Proof. By Proposition the map that sends an isometry Le; € 7.(N% op) to the unitary
U; € Ap for each 1 < j < d induces a surjective homomorphism : 7.(N% op) — Ap. Hence
the map that sends a tracial state 7 of Ap to the composite 7o 7 is an injective affine weak™
continuous map from the tracial state space of Ap into the tracial state space of 7,(N¢, op).
To see that this map is a homeomorphism, it suffices to show that it is also surjective as the
underlying spaces are compact and Hausdorff.

Suppose ¥ is a tracial state on T,(N%, op) and let (Hy,my) be its GNS representation. By
Lemma each 7y (L) is a unitary operator and by Proposition the collection of unitaries
{my(Le;) | j = 1,...,d} satisfies the defining relations of Ap. So by the universal property
of Ap, there is a homomorphism p: Ap — 7y (7 (N%, op)) such that p(U;) = 7y (Le,) for each
j=1,...,d. Thus

(Le;) = (my(Le; )8y, Ep) = (p(Uj)€y, Ep) = ((p o ™) (Le;)Eps Eu),

showing that 1/ factors through the homomorphism 7: 7,.(N% op) — Ap and finishing the proof
of the lemma. 0

Following [32, Section 1], see also [28|, we say that an antisymmetric, real, d X d matrix D
is nondegenerate if whenever x € Z¢ and (x|Dy) € Z for all y € Z? then z = 0. The
noncommutative torus Ap is simple if and only if D is nondegenerate. See [32, Theorem 3.7]
and also [28, Theorem 1.9].

There is always a canonical tracial state on Ap, which is given by the conditional expectation
Ev: Ap — A}, = C, where ~ is the canonical gauge action of T¢ on Ap. This is the unique
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tracial state of Ap when D is nondegenerate (see, for example, [28, Theorem 1.9]). In general,
we consider the subgroup

H:={z e 2| (x| Dy) € Z for all y € Z}

of Z¢. We refer to the rank of H as the degeneracy index of D. We write m = rank H for
the degeneracy index of D and recall that there exist a basis {p1,pa,...,pq} of Z? and positive
integers a1, as, . .., any, with a;|a;+1 such that {a1p1,. .., ampm} is a basis for H (see, for example,
[15, Theorem 2.6]). We consider such a basis in what follows.

Lemma 4.4. Let D € M4(R) be an antisymmetric matriz and let Ap be the associated noncom-
mutative torus, with canonical unitary generators Uy, --- ,Uy. Let m = rank H be the degeneracy
index of D and let {p1,pa,...,pq} be a basis for Z as above. Consider the compact group

Ai="2Zg XLy, xT™ T
where Zq,; is the cyclic group of order a; viewed as the subgroup of T generated by a primitive
ajth root of unity. Then there is a continuous action v of T% on Ap satisfying Y (Up,) = AiUp,

for all X = (A1, ,\g) € T¢ and such that if we let ¥* denote the restriction of 7' to A, A}
denote the corresponding fixed point algebra, and Z(Ap) denote the center of Ap, then

C*(Uy | be H) = A} = Z(Ap). (4.3)

Proof. For each x = (21,22, ...,7q) € Z* we set U, = U7 US> . ..Uy Let B € GL4(Z) be the
matrix whose ¢-th column is p;. Since

_ _—2mi{p;|Dp;) __ _—2mi(Be;|DBe;) _ —2mi(BTDB); ;
Up,Up; = € R U, Uy, = € ‘ 11U, Up, =€ “IUp, Up,

there is a homomorphism 7g: Agrpp — Ap that sends the canonical generator U; € Agrpp
to Uy, € Ap for ¢ = 1,...,d. This is in fact an isomorphism with inverse given by the map
mg-1: Ap — Aprpp that sends the generator U; to (737161., i=1,...,d (see |28, Remark 1.2]).
The action v': T — Aut(Ap) as in the statement of the lemma can now be defined by using
the isomorphism 7 to conjugate the canonical gauge action of T¢ on Agr 5 into an action on
Ap. This proves the first assertion.

In order to prove the first equality in , observe that b € H iff b = z1a1p1 + - - + Top@mPm
for some x1,...,2y € Z. So the product Uy = U{’l . Us‘i can be rearranged using the cocycle to
yield

Up = aUg™ ... Uy ™
for some scalar a € T. Hence C*(Uy | b€ H) = C*(Upi [ i € {1,...,m}).
Next, recall that the action 4/ is determined by
WORUR2 - Upd) = (NP A2 - - - Ay YU U2 - - - U (A e Td).
So let v* be the restriction of 4/ to A. If EA: Ap — A% denotes the conditional expectation
obtained by averaging over A, then
EA(U;TU;}; U = {U;,?Ugj e Upaif A’fl)\gz ~-Apd =1 for all XA € A,
0 otherwise.
Clearly A\7*A5%---A;? =1 for every A € A iff nj =0 (mod a;) for 1 < j < m and n; = 0 for
m+1 < j <d, that is, ift UprUp2---Upyd = Ugt*™ ... Ugm®™ for some x1,...,Ty € Z. This
implies that C*(U, | b € H) = A} because E* is a contraction and products of the form
UptUp? - - Upd have dense linear span in Ap.

For the second equality in , take b,c € Z%. Then UyU, = e*™t19a97 U, and hence
U, € Z(Ap) if and only if b € H. This shows that A%} C Z(Ap) because we have already shown
that C*(U, | b € H) = A}. In order to establish the reverse inclusion, we use the spectral
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subspaces of 4. Since A is a closed subgroup of T¢, its dual group A is the quotient of Z¢ by the
annihilator of A. If we use the duality pairing of T¢ with Z¢ given by (z,a) = 2% = ?:1 z;j , then
A+ =T17", a;Zx{0}%~™ and we have a natural identification A2 (Z)arZ)x- - x (L] amZ) x 29—,
Explicitly, denoting by b the image of b € Z% in (Z/a1Z) x - - - x (Z) amZ) x Z4~™ the corresponding
duality pairing between A and A is given by (Ab) = N = )\ljl )\32 e )\Z"l for A € A. The
corresponding spectral projection Eé‘ is given by

Ba)= [ Af@ar (e Ap).

and its range is the b-th spectral subspace

EMAp) =span{Ug! ... U Ubmtt . U | ¢; — b; € a;Z for all 1 < i < m}.

Pm 7 Pm+1 d

Suppose = € Z(Ap). Then v{(z) € Z(Ap) for every A, and hence also Eé\(:r) € Z(Ap). Thus

Eé\(x)Upz — 62m<2j:1 b;p; ‘Dpz>UpiEé\(x) _ 627"Z<E]‘:1 b;p; |Dpz>El_§\($)Upi

for every i =1,2,...,d. We deduce that Eé\(:c) = 0 when b # 0. This implies 2 = E*(x) (see,
for example, [12, Proposition 17.13]), establishing the inclusion Z(Ap) ¢ E*(Ap) = AP, and

proving the second equality in (4.3)). O
Remark 4.5. Notice that the matrix D’ = BT DB from the proof of Lemma has the form
D = D;nXm ‘ D:nx(d—m)
| D) ‘ D)
(d—m)xm (d—m)x(d—m)

where DE d—m)x (d—m) is nondegenerate and the remaining entries of D’ are integers. Therefore, Ap
is isomorphic to a d-dimensional noncommutative torus Ap whose center Z(Ap/) is generated
by powers of the first m canonical unitary generators of Ap/. The last d — m canonical unitaries
generate a simple C*-subalgebra of Ap.

Proposition 4.6. Let E*: Ap — Z(Ap) be the canonical conditional expectation associated to
the action v from Lemma @ Then the map w — w o E® is an affine homeomorphism of the
state space of Z(Ap) onto the space of tracial states of Ap.

Proof. Clearly w +— w o E” is an affine bijection of states of the center to the set of states that
factor through E®. The inverse of this map is simply the restriction of states. We first show
every tracial state of Ap factors through the conditional expectation E*. Let 7 be a trace of Ap
and let b € Z¢ be such that b ¢ H. Let U, = UP'US2 --- U and take ¢ € Z% so that (b| Dc) ¢ Z.
Then

T(Up) = 1(UUU}) = (U UU,) = e 2017 (1).

So we must have 7(U) = 0 and hence T = (7 [74,,)) © E* since C*(Uy, | b € H) = Z(Ap) by
Lemma [£4

Next we show that wo E? is indeed a trace of Ap for every state w of Z(Ap). Recall from
that Ap is generated by a universal projective unitary representation v of Z¢ with cocycle op.
Since {, | b € Z%} has dense linear span, it suffices to show that the commutator of any two of
these elements lies in the kernel of EA. Let b, ¢ € Z®. Then

EA(TJ[,T}C —vc0p) = (op(b,c) — op(e, b))EA(5b+C)

obviously vanishes when b+ ¢ ¢ H because then E®(tpy.) = 0. Assume now that b+ c € H.

Then

1= e 2mlbtelDe) — 5 (b+c¢,¢)> = op(b+ ¢, c)op(c, b+ c).
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Hence op(b+c, ) = op(c, b+c), which implies o (b, ¢) = op(c,b). This shows that E* (vyv.—v.vp)
also vanishes when b + ¢ ¢ H, and thus w o E” is a trace of Ap. O

We can now show that the center of Ap is isomorphic to a torus of dimension m = rank H.
This characterisation can also be derived from the proof of [10, Lemma 2.3].

Proposition 4.7. Let D € My(R) be an antisymmetric matriz and let Ap be the associated
noncommutative torus, with canonical unitary generators Uy,--- ,Uy. Let m = rank H and let
{p1,...,pa} be a basis for Z¢ as in Lemma . Then there is an isomorphism C(T™) = Z(Ap)
that sends z; to U;,ij forj =1,...,m, where zj: T"™ — T < C is the projection onto the j-th
coordinate.

Proof. Since {Ugi | i =1,2,...,m} is a commuting family of m unitaries generating Z(Ap),
there is a canonical surjective homomorphism 7z : C(T™) — Z(Ap) such that mg(z;) = Uy’ for
7=1,....,m.

Now let a = (a1,as2,...,a,) € Z™ and consider the action of T™ on C(T™) given by the

composite of the translation action with the group homomorphism v — v* = [[j, I/;j. Let 7/ be

the action of T¢ on Ap as in Lemma Identify T™ with the closed subgroup T™ x 14_,, of T¢
and notice that for all v, A € T™, one has z;(v*\) = V;j Aj = I/;j zj(\) and also v, (Up?) = I/;-lj bl
Thus the homomorphism 75 is T"-equivariant with respect to the action on C(T™) described
above and the action on Z(Ap) obtained by restricting 7' to Z(Ap) and then to T™. By

[11, Proposition 2.9], we deduce that 7y is injective, and thus an isomorphism. O

Remark 4.8. We believe that the description of the center Z(.Ap) in Proposition and the
characterisation of tracial states of Ap in Proposition [4.6] are known to experts. Since we were
not able to find an explicit source, we have included precise statements and detailed proofs for
completeness and ease of reference.

5. MAIN RESULTS

When we combine the results of the preceding two sections we obtain our main theorem, which
is a parametrisation of KMSg states in terms of states on the center of the noncommutative
torus Ag,. By Proposition this center is isomorphic to C(T™), where m is the degeneracy
index of ©4. Hence the simplex of KMSg states is affinely weak™ homeomorphic to the space of
probability measures on the classical torus T".

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that r = (r1,...,75,0,...,0) € R™ is a vector with strictly positive
first k coordinates and that
Or | A
0= [ “AT [, ]

is an antisymmetric n X n real matriz with diagonal blocks O and ©4 of sizes k X k and
d x d, respectively. Let m be the degeneracy index of ©4. Then there is an affine weak*
homeomorphism of the space M1(T™) of probability measures on T™ onto the space of KMSg
states of (T.(N",0g),a"). Specifically, if {p1,...,pm} is a basis for Z such that {a1p1, ..., ampm}
is a basis for H = {x € Z | (x|Oqy) € Z for ally € Z9} as in Lemma then the affine
homeomorphism can be chosen so that the extremal KMSg state ¢g . associated to the unit point
mass at z € T™ is given by
b e Prini(1 — e P

08,2(LypLalyly) = 0pqlr —y € H] Apy chl_[l 1— e_ﬁrj-f%i(@(x—y)) )

where ¢ = (c1, ..., cm) 18 the vector of coefficients of x—y with respect to the basis {a1p1, ..., ampm}
of H and A\y—y € {—1,1} is such that m(LyLy) = \a—yUgt,, ... Ugm, in Ae,.

aipi
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Proof. By Lemma the homomorphism 7: 7,(N% 0g,) — Ag, that sends the isometry L, to
the unitary U, yields a weak™® homeomorphism between tracial state spaces via 7+ 7 o w. By
Proposition the map that sends a state w of the center Z(.Ag,) to the tracial state w o EA
of Ag, is an affine weak* homeomorphism. Combining these maps we conclude that given an

isomorphism ¢: Z(Ag,) =N C(T™), each probability measure p on T™ gives rise to a tracial state
wy 0 B o1 of T,.(N% 0g,), where

)= [ o)dn  (beAo,).
Such an isomorphism ¢: Z(Ag,) = C(T™) always exists by Proposition and thus it follows
from Proposition @ that the space of probability measures on T™ and the KMSg simplex of
(7.(N",0g),a") are affinely weak™ homeomorphic.

Suppose that the isomorphism ¢: Z(Ag,) = C(T™) in question is the one coming from
the basis {a1p1,...,ampm} for H built in Proposition When we let © be the unit point
mass at z € T™ and let w, o E* o 7 play the role of 7 in Proposition we see from (|4.2))
that the weak™ homeomorphism described above gives us precisely a extremal KMSg state @3 ,
given by the formula in the statement of the theorem. That the scalar A\;_, € T such that
m(LyLy) = Aa—yUgl, Us2,, .. . Ugm, in Ag, is either 1 or —1 for x —y € H follows because

aip1~ az2p2 amPm

(x| Ogqy) = (x —y|Ogqy) € Z, and as in (2.5)) we have

)\z—y _ em'(x |©ay) e—ﬂ'i((x—y)—clalpl |©g4c1aip1) o e—ﬂ'i(cmampm |OdCm—1am—1pm—1) 0
As consequences of Theorem for particular choices of © we get the following two corollaries.
The first one addresses the question of when these systems have unique equilibrium at each (.

Corollary 5.2. If r > 0 or if ©4 is nondegenerate, then the system (T,(N", 0g),a”) has a unique
KMSg state for each 8 > 0.

At the other extreme, the second one gives conditions under which the phase transition is
maximal, recovering the phase transition result for the building blocks from [2].

Corollary 5.3. If ©4 € My(Z), then m = d and the simplex of KMSg states is parametrised by
the probability measures on the d-torus.

6. EQUILIBRIUM AT 8 =00 AND =10

In this section we study equilibrium at the extremal inverse temperature values co and
0 for the system (7,(N",09),a"). As before, © is an antisymmetric n x n real matrix and
r=(riy,...,m,0q) is a vector in [0, 00)™ with strictly positive first k& coordinates.

6.1. Ground states and KMS,, states. A state ¢ of T.(N" og) is a ground state for « if
and only if the function z — ¢(Aa,(B)) is bounded on the upper half plane for all analytic
elements A, B € 7.(N",0g). See, for example, [4, Proposition 5.3.19] and |26, Proposition 8.12.3].
Although initially ground states were also called, indistinctly, co-KMS states, relatively recent
results on phase transitions at 8 = oo related to Bost—Connes systems have required that a
distinction be made between generic ground states as defined above and those that can be
obtained as limits of KMSg states for 5 — co. See |7, Definition 3.7] for the definitions and
[22, Theorem 7.1] for an example in which the two concepts differ. As a result, it has become
customary to reserve the terminology "KMS,, states" for the aforementioned limits.

We wish to compute first the ground states and the KMS,, states of our systems, and we
begin with the following characterisation of ground states of (7,(N", 0g), c).
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Proposition 6.1. Let n = k+ d with k,d € N and let r = (ry,...,7r,,04) with r; >0 for j < k.
Let o be the dynamics determined by r and suppose that ¢ is a state of T.(N",00). Then ¢ is a
ground state of (T, (N",0e),a) if and only if for all p,q € N¥ x 04 and x,y € 0 x N¢, one has

o(LpLyLyLy) =0 unless p=q = 0. (6.1)

Proof. Suppose first that ¢ is a ground state and let p, ¢ € N* x 04 and 2,y € 03 x N?. Then the
function

2> p(LpLy Loz (L)) = eIz p(L, L, LY LY
is bounded on the upper half plane, and so either ¢ = 0 or go(LmeLZL;) = 0. Taking adjoints
shows that either p = 0 or ¢(L,L.L;L;) = 0. This proves that ground states of (7,(N",09), @)
satisfy .

Suppose now that ¢ is a state such that holds for all p,q € N*¥ x 04 and z,y €
0, x N¢. In order to conclude that ¢ is a ground state, it suffices to show that the function
¢(X0,(Y)) is bounded on the upper half plane for every X = L,L,L; Ly and Y = L,LsL{L;
with p,q,a,b € NF x 04 and x, v, s,t € 0, x N%, because the elements of this type are analytic,
a-invariant, and have a dense linear span in 7,(N",0g). Using Definition [2.6/(3) we see that
XY = Moy grquala L LiLi Ly, o for some A € T, so yields

p(Xa(Y)) = 0?12 (XY) = {WVMWML%LZLSL:) bamp=asb=ave
0 otherwise.

Since (¢ V a|r) > 0 the function z — p(Xa,(Y)) is bounded on the upper half plane.This shows
that ¢ is a ground state for (7,(N", 0g), a) and completes the proof of the proposition. O

Next we see that ground states are supported on the corner Q7,(N", 00)Q.

Lemma 6.2. Let QQ be the projection from (3.5) and suppose that ¢ is a ground state of
(7.(N",09),a). Then

o(LeL}) = o(QL.L}Q), (z,y € 0 x N%).

Proof. Let ¢ be a ground state of (7,(N",0g), «). Using the expansion formula for @ given in
(13.7) we have

PQLLyQ) = p(Laly@) = 37 (~)Ylo(Lay [T (Le,L7))). (6.2)
JC{1,... k} jeJ
Since ¢ is a ground state, it follows from Proposition that ¢(LpL.LyL;) = 0 whenever

p,q € N¥ x 04 are not both zero. So the terms for J # () in the sum on the right hand side
of (6.2) will vanish. Hence ¢(QL.L;Q) = ¢(LzLy) as wished. O

Proposition 6.3. Let QQ be the projection from . For each state w of the corner QT,(N",09)Q,
define
Too(w)(X) = w(QXQ), (X € T,(N", 0g)).
Then
(1) Two is an affine weak™ homeomorphism of the state space of QT (N",00)Q onto the
ground state space of (T,(N", 0g), a);

(2) Two restricted to tracial states is an affine weak™ homeomorphism of the tracial state space
of QT,(N",00)Q onto the KMSy state space of (T,(N",0g), a).

Proof. For part (1), take a state w of the corner Q7,(N", 0¢)Q. Clearly T (w) is a state of
7-(N" 0g). Also, Lemma (1) implies that for p,q € N¥ x 04 and z,y € 05 x N¢

Too(w)(LpLyLyLy) = w(QLyLy Ly Ly Q)
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vanishes unless p = 0 = ¢q. Hence T, (w) satisfies equation of Proposition and so it
is a ground state of (7,(N",0g),«). This shows that T, maps the state space of the corner
QT-(N",00)Q into the ground state space of (7,(N",0¢),a). Clearly T is a continuous affine
map and it is also injective because w can be recovered from T, (w) by restricting it to the corner.

In order to prove that T, is surjective, suppose ¢ is a ground state of (7,.(N",0g),a). Let w,
be the restriction of ¢ to the corner Q7,(N", 09)Q, that is,

we(X) = (X)) (X € QT:(N",00)Q).
It follows from Lemma that w,(Q) = ¢(Q) = 1, and so w, is a state of Q7. (N",00)Q.
We claim that Tx(w,) = ¢. To see this, it suffices to show that Too(wy)(X) = ¢(X) for
X = LyL,L; Ly, where p,q € N¥ x 04 and z,y € 0 x N% Since ¢ and To(wy) are ground
states, Too(wy)(X) = ¢(X) = 0 when p and ¢ are not both zero by Proposition Suppose
now p = q = 0. Then

‘P(LxLZ) = SO(QL:CLZQ) = ww(QLxLZQ) = Too(wtp)(LxLZ)v

where the first equality follows from Lemma This shows that ¢ = Too(w,), proving that T
is surjective. Therefore Ty, is an affine weak™ homeomorphism as asserted, finishing the proof of
part (1).

For part (2) it suffices to verify that To, maps the tracial state space of the corner Q7,(N", 0g)Q
onto the space of KMS,, states of (7,(N", 0g), ). Suppose first w is a tracial state of the corner
QT-(N",06)Q and let (53;);jen be any sequence of positive real numbers such that lim; o §; = oc.
By Proposition [3.6 each T, (w) is a KMSg, state for a. Since QL, = 0 for p € NF x 04\ {0} by
Lemma [3.4)(1), for every X € Q7,;(N",06)Q we have

T @)(X) = 55 X e POILQLQXQLQ) = 5w
I/ peNFx0y J
Since T, (w)(Q)~" = Z(B;) — 1 by Lemma see (13.8)), this shows that Too(w) is KMSs
Suppose now that ¢ is a KMS state of (7,.(N",0g), ). Then its restriction w, to the corner
is a limit of tracial states and satisfies w,(Q) = lim; Z(8;)~! = 1, so it is a tracial state itself.
Hence ¢ = T (wy,) lies in the range of the restriction of T to tracial states. This completes the
proof of part (2). O

w(X).

6.2. Invariant traces and KMSj+ states. When 8 = 0 the usual KMSg condition for a
C*-dynamical system (A, «) just says that the state has to be a trace, cf. [4, Definition 5.3.1].
Nevertheless, in many applications and equivalent formulations it is necessary to add the extra
assumption of a-invariance. See, for example, |4, Theorem 5.3.22]. In fact, this assumption is
often included in the definition, so that the KMS, states are the a-invariant traces on A, cf.
126l 8.12.2].

Here we would like to draw a parallel to the distinction of KMS., states among all ground
states by defining KMSy+ states to be the weak* limits of KMSy states as 3 — 07. By
[4, Proposition 5.3.25] we see that KMSy+ states are traces; in fact, they are also KMSy states
because a-invariance is preserved under weak* limits.

By taking limits in the formula for KMSg states obtained in Proposition @ we can give a
complete description of the space of KMS+ states of our system (7,.(N", 0g), a).

Proposition 6.4. Identify C*(L, | € 0 x N%) with T,(N% 0g,) canonically and let ¢ be a
state of T,(N", 0g). Then ¢ is a KMSy+ state of (T-(N",00),«) if and only if it is a trace and
satisfies

O(LyLoLyLY) = 6pqp(LaLy)  p,q € NF x 04, ,y € 0 x N
As a consequence the map that sends a KMSy+ state ¢ of (T,(N",00),®) to its restriction to
T.(N% 0g,) is an affine weak* homeomorphism from the space of KMSy+ states of (T.(N", 0g), @)
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onto the space of the tracial states T of T, (N, oe,) such that for all x,y € 0 x N¢ =~ N¢
T(LzLy) =0 wunless (O(x —y)|ej) €Z for 1 < j<n. (6.3)
Proof. Clearly if o is a KMSg+ state, then it is a trace and satisfies (L, Ly Lj Ly) = 6pq0(LzLy).

In order to prove the converse and the second part in the statement, we begin by considering the
individual ratios from (4.1]), namely

e PriPi (1 — e=Pm9)
1 — e Bri+2mi(O(z—y) |e;)’

for each z,y € 0 x Z¢ and'each i=1,2,...,k. As f — 0, the numerator tends to 0 while the
denominator tends to 1—e?™(®@=v) I} Thus the j-th ratio tends to zero unless (0(z—y) | ¢;) € Z,
in which case the limit is clearly 1. Hence

b emPrivi(1 — ePr) {1 if Oz —y)|e)eZ 1<j<k

s 1 = o mmeer -

| (6.4)
0 otherwise.

So let ¢ be a state of 7.(N", 0g) and suppose that
SD(LpLa:LZLZ) = p,q‘P(LzLZ) = Op.g»
for all p,qg € N¥ x 04, and =,y € 0 x N4 Set 7 = ¢ [ﬁ(Nd,U@d) . Then 7 is a trace of

T+(N%,0,), and because it is the restriction of a trace of T.(N", 0g), it satisfies 7(L,L}) = 0
unless (©(x —y)|e;) = 0 for j = 1,...,n by Proposition Thus 7 satisfies (6.3). Take a
sequence (fy)nen of positive real numbers converging to 0. Taking limits in formula for
T, (1o pél) and using (6.4), we see that the weak* limit of (T, (7 o Pél))neN is precisely ¢.
Hence ¢ is KMSy+ state as wished.

Since a KMSy+ state ¢ of (7,(N", 0g), o) satisfies

SO(LprLZL;) = p,qSO(LxL;)a

it is determined by its restriction 7 to 7,(N¢, og ,)- Also, we deduce from the above that ¢ is the
weak™ limit of (T, (7 o pél))neN, and T is a tracial state of 7,.(N%, 0g,) that satisfies (6.3)). This
gives the second part in the statement and finishes the proof of the proposition. O

Recall from the beginning of Section that the dynamics determined by a vector r on 7,.(N", 0g)
is a subgroup of the gauge action, given by oy = 7, for ¢ € R. With our convention that the
first k coordinates of r are strictly positive and the rest are zero, el(Mt — (eftry eitr2  eflrn) ¢
T* x {14}. By continuity, a state of 7,.(N", 0g) is o invariant if and only if it is invariant under
the action of the closure of {(e¥1, ez ... €s) |t € R} in T*, viewed as a compact subgroup
of Tk X {1d}-

In order to determine the KMSq states, namely the a-invariant traces, we consider the group

H ={weZ"|(w|Bv)yeZforallveZ'}Nn{weZ" | (w|r) =0}
and its annihilator

AT ={zeT"| "= i Z;Lj =1forallhe H]}.

Let Uy, ..., U, be the canonical unitary generators of Ag. The conditional expectation obtained
from averaging with respect to the restriction of the gauge action on Ag to A], satisfies

U, ifveH

. (6.5)
0 otherwise,

EM(U,) = {

where U, = U{* ... U with v = (v1,...,v,) € Z™.
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Proposition 6.5. The map w — w o EM o is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the state
space of the fized point algebra of the action of A}, (which is the a-invariant part of Z(Aeg)) and
the space of KMSy states of (T,(N", 0g),a). If H! has nonzero intersection with Z* x 04, then
the space of KMSy+ states is properly contained in the space of KMSy states.

Proof. Notice that the range of the conditional expectation EAn on Ag is simply
span{U, | v € H, } =span{U, | Qv € Z"} Nspan{U, | (w|r) = 0}.

In fact, one can easily verify using that EA is the composition of the conditional expectation
onto Z(Ag) with the conditional expectation onto the fixed point algebra of the dynamics on
Ag corresponding to a. So by Lemma and Proposition , wo EM o7 is a tracial state
of T,(N", o) for every state w on the fixed point algebra of A7. Since EAn(U,) = 0 unless
(v|r) = 0, it is clear that w o B o 7 is a-invariant. To show that the map w ~ wo EM o7 is
also surjective, let w be a tracial state of Ag such that the corresponding tracial state w o 7 of
T-(N", 0g) is a-invariant and let v,w € N"™. Then for all ¢ € R one has

(wom)(LoLy) = ™™ (wom)(LoL},),

which implies (wom)(L,L},) = 0if (v—w | r) # 0. By Proposition[d.6] we also have (wom)(L,L},) =
0if O(v—w) ¢ Z". Hence wonm = wo E* o and we then deduce that the map w + wo EM o
is an affine weak* homeomorphism from the space of states of the fixed point algebra of A] onto
the space of a-invariant tracial states of 7,(N", og).

For the last assertion, suppose the group H] is not contained in 0 X Z%. Then we can find
v,w € N" such that v — w € H], and the first k coordinates of v — w are not all zero. Write
v=p+z with p € N¥ x 07 and z € 05, x N? and w = g+ y with ¢ € N¥ x 04 and y € 05, x N, It
follows that p — q # 0, and 7(L,L,LyLy) is an element of the center Z(Ag) that is fixed by a,
so that m(LyL.LyLy) = (EM o 7)(LpLzLyLy). Let w be a state of the range of EAn that does
not vanish on 7(L,L;LyLy). Then wo EM o7 is an a-invariant tracial state of 7, (N", og) that
does not vanish on L, L, Ly Ly. This gives a tracial state of T-(N", 0g) that is not a KMSy+ state
because p # q. O

Ezample 6.6. Let 6 be an irrational number in (0,1/2) and consider the matrix

00 0 O
00 0 0
=100 0 ¢ (6.6)
00 -6 0
Fix a > 0 and let a be the dynamics on 7,(N", 0g) defined by r = (a,a,0,0). Then k =d = 2
0

) g ] has degeneracy index 0, so that Ag, = Ay is simple

and has a unique tracial state. Hence there is a unique KMSj+ state. But the center of Ag is
nontrivial and, more importantly, it contains nontrivial a-invariant elements, such as U1U5. As a
consequence, there are more a-invariant traces on 7,.(N", 0g) than just the unique KMS+ state.

and the lower right corner ©4 = {

7. AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH VIA PRODUCT SYSTEMS

In this section we realise 7,(N" og) as the Nica—Toeplitz algebra of a compactly aligned
product system over N* in which the underlying coefficient algebra is precisely the Toeplitz
noncommutative torus 7,(N¢, og,), where ©4 denotes the d x d bottom-right corner submatrix of
O, and 0g, is the corresponding 2-cocycle on N?. The motivation is to apply the characterisation
of KMSg states of Nica—Toeplitz algebras from [3] and compare it to our parametrisation.
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We begin by defining an action of N* by endomorphisms of 7,.(N%, og,), which will then be
used to construct a product system over N* with the desired properties. In order to lighten the
notation, we let A = 7,(N% og ,) throughout this section.

Lemma 7.1. Let © € M,(R) be an antisymmetric matriz and let k,d € N with n = k + d.
Let ©4 be the d x d bottom-right corner submatriz of ©. Then for each p € N¥, there is an
automorphism p,: A — A that sends an isometry L% to L300 = oo(p, x)QL;@d for all x € N¢.
Moreover, the map p v+ p, is an action of N* by automorphisms of A.

Proof. Fix p € NF. As in the statement of the lemma, for z € N¢ we let

L0 = a@(p,:n)QLg@d — o 2milp[O2) 790 ¢ 4

d

. . 700, . . . . .
Because og is a bicharacter, the map x — L, ¢ is an isometric og -representation of N% in A.

Such a representation is Nica covariant since
_U@d _o@d * U@d U@d *
Ly (Ly )" = Lo " (La )

for all x € N, and so z — L7°% is a covariant isometric o -representation. By universal
property, we obtain an endomorphism p,: A — A mapping L% to Ly°4. Its inverse is the
endomorphism induced by the covariant isometric og -representation = — og(z, p)QLg@d, and
hence p, is in fact an automorphism. Using again that og is a bicharacter, we deduce that the

map p — pp € Aut(A) is a semigroup action p: N* — Aut(A) on A. This completes the proof of
the lemma. O

Since any automorphism of A is, in particular, an injective endomorphism with hereditary
range, the semigroup homomorphism p: N¥ — Aut(A) gives rise to a natural product system
Ap = (Ap,)penk over A (see, for example, [31, Example 3.15]). We recall here the structure and
operations of A,. The correspondence A, : A~» A is simply A as a complex vector space. If we
write ad, for the element in A, that is the image of a € A under the canonical identification,
then the A-valued inner product on A,, is given by (ady | bdp) = p;l(a*b). The right action of A
on A, is implemented by p,, that is, ad, - b = apy(b)d, for all a,b € A, while the left action
on A,, is simply multiplication of elements in A, so b - ad, = (ba)d,. The multiplication map
Ppg: Ap,®aAp, — Ay, .. is given on an elementary tensor ad, @bdy by ip,4(ady,@bdy) = apy(b)dpy.
With these operations, A, = (A, ),ent is @ product system with coefficient algebra A.

Lemma 7.2. Let p: N¥ — Aut(A) be the semigroup action from Lemma and let A, =
(App>peNk be the associated product system over N* as explained above. Then A, is compactly
aligned.

Proof. In order to see that A, is compactly aligned, notice that because p, is an automorphism
for all p € N*, each Ay, is an imprimitivity A-bimodule with left A-valued inner product given
by {(ad,|bd,) = ab*. Thus for all p,q € N* one has

<<A,0p | App>> <<qu | qu>> = A = <<APqu | A,Oqu>>'
This implies that A, is compactly aligned (see also Definition 3.7 and Remark 3.8 of [31]). O

Let A7 = (Agp )penk be the product system obtained from A, by twisting the multiplication
maps with og. Specifically, for all p € NF, Agp = Ay, as an A-correspondence, and the
isomorphism ug ,: A ®a A7 — A7 is given by o6 (p, q)tpq, for p,q € N¥. Notice that
the multiplication maps are indeed associative because p is and og is a 2-cocycle, and A7 is
compactly aligned because A, is so.
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Proposition 7.3. Let A7 = (A7 )penk be the product system as above. Let v: A — T,(N", 0¢)

be the embedding obtained from the canonical isomorphism A = C*(Ly: x € 0 x N%) from
Lemma and identify N* with N¥ x 04 canonically. Then the map that sends ad, € Agp to
v(a)L, € T.(N", 0g) induces an isomorphism ./\f'TAg =~ T.(N" 0g).

Proof. For each p € N*, let 1, denote the map that sends ad, € Agp to t(a)L, € A. We will
prove that ¢ = {1} enk is a Nica covariant representation of A7. We first show that for all
a € A and p € N*, we have
Lyi(a)Ly, = u(pp(a)) LpLy,.
Indeed, it suffices to establish this for a = L304 (Lged)* with z,y € N¢. We compute
Lyt(a)Li = LyLo Ly Ly = 0 (p, x)°00(y, p)* Lo L Ly Ly = t(pp(a)) LpL.

oz

5, we compute for a,b € A and

Now in order to see that ¢ preserves the multiplication in A
p,q € N,
Up(adp)ipq(bdq) = t(a)Lpi(b)Lg = 1(a)Lpt(b)LyLyLg
= 1(a)u(pp(b)) Lp(LyLp) Lq
= 0o (p; @)ulapp(b))Lptq
= lbp-&-q(ug,q(a&p ® bdg)),
proving that 1) = {1, },cn+ is multiplicative. Finally,

Up(adp)*hp(bdp) = Lyu(a”™b) Ly = Lyt(pp(pp-1(a”))) Ly
— Lu(py(py (@ W)Ly Ly
= L5 Ly(p,  (a*b)) L} Ly
— u(py (")) = i({ady | 3,)).

This shows that i also preserves the inner product of Agp for each p € N¥, and so is a
representation of A7. That ¢ is Nica covariant follows because L,LyL,Ly = LyygLpy, in
T.(N",00) for all p,q € N*. Thus ¢ = {¥p}pent induces a homomorphism ¥ NTag —
7-(N" 0g) by universal property, which is clearly surjective.

In order to produce the inverse of 1/7, we will apply the universal property of 7,.(N", 0g). Let
je{l,...,n}. If j <k, we set Eej = 0¢; € ./\/7?45, and for j > k, we let f)ej = ng@fk. Notice
that we have introduced no new notation for the image of A7 in N TAZ under the canonical

representation. We will show that the set of isometries {f/ej | 1 <j < n} satisfies the relations
(2.6) from Proposition Indeed, if ¢, j < k, then the multiplication in A7 yields

;T 27 7 —2mif; ;T T
Le,Le; = 0o(€i,€j) Le;Le; = € ™70 L, Le,.

The same will be true for 7, j > k because og, is simply the restriction of o to (05, x N%) x (05, x N9).
Now for ¢ < k < jor j <k <, the relation L¢,Le; = a@(ei,ej)2LejLei holds because of the
right action of A on Apez for each 1 <1 < k. One can similarly prove that

Lt L, = ™%, It
for all 4,5 € {1,...,n}. By Proposition there is a homomorphism ¢: 7,.(N", 0g) — NTAg
mapping L, to Eej for j =1,...,n. This is precisely the inverse of . O

The dynamics & on N° TAg induced by the dynamics a on 7,(N", 0g) via the isomorphism
from Proposition [7.3] satisfies

ai(ad,) = N(p)®ad,, ac A, peN~
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Thus @ has the form specified in equation (1.7) of [3], for the homomorphism N: N¥ — (0, 4+00)
given by p — e®l" where r = (r1,...,7,04) with r; > 0 for j < k and (p|r) is defined by
identifying N* with N* x 04. Every KMSs state of (A TAg,&) for 8 > 0 is gauge-invariant by
Proposition |3.3

Thus [3, Corollary 3.3] shows that the map ¢ — ¢ [4 is a one-to-one correspondence from
KMSg states of (N 7?45, @) to tracial states of the coefficient algebra A that satisfy the inequality
(3.2) of [3]. It follows from [3, Remark 3.2] that a tracial state 7 of A satisfies such an inequality
if and only if it has the form

ra)= > e PN (6madm)  (a€ A),

meNF

for some trace 7 of A, which is uniquely determined by 7 and satisfies 79(1) = Z(3)~!. Note that
condition (3.3) of [3] is automatically satisfied here. The KMSp state ¢ of (N'Tag, @) extending
the tracial state 7 of A is then given on an element b € N’ Tag by the formula

o(b) = D e P ((51n | b3m)),

meNF

where the left action of N'T4s on A7 is obtained by restricting the left action of N'T4s on the
Fock space F(A7) = @,cyr A, of A7 to the direct summand A7 . Using the terminology of
Corollary 6.10(ii) of [3] this implies that for 5 > 0 all KMSg states of our system are of finite
type. Combining this with the isomorphism N Tag = T7-(N", 0g) from Proposition we obtain

from [3] a one-to-one correspondence between tracial states of A = 7,(N%, 0g,) and KMSj states
of (7.(N",0g),a) for which the resulting map from traces to KMSg states coincides with the
map given in Proposition We emphasize that this application of the results from [3] to
describe the phase transition for 5 > 0 depends on the choice of a product system that is adapted
to the dynamics in such a way that KMSg states are gauge-invariant, a choice that is guided by

our Proposition
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