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Abstract. The C∗-algebra generated by the left-regular representation of Nn twisted by a
2-cocycle is a Toeplitz extension of an n-dimensional noncommutative torus, on which each
vector r ∈ [0, ∞)n 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, Raeburn and Sims.

1. Introduction

Suppose Θ = (θi,j) is an n× n antisymmetric matrix with real coefficients. The n-dimensional
noncommutative torus AΘ is the universal C∗-algebra generated by unitaries U1, . . . , Un satisfying

UjUk = e−2πiθj,kUkUj j, k = 1, 2, . . . , n.
The matrix Θ determines a circle-valued 2-cocycle σΘ : Zn × Zn → T on Zn given by

σΘ(x, y) := e−πi〈x |Θy〉, (1.1)
and the noncommutative torus AΘ is canonically isomorphic to the twisted group C∗-algebra
C∗(Zn, σΘ), see [28,30]. That is, AΘ is also the universal C∗-algebra for unitary σΘ-representations
of Zn. In particular, a concrete realisation of AΘ as a C∗-algebra of operators on a Hilbert space
is provided by the usual left regular unitary σΘ-representation λσΘ of Zn on `2(Zn). This is
defined on a canonical orthonormal basis vector by λσΘ

x δy = e−πi〈x |Θy〉δx+y for x, y ∈ Zn. The
universal property defining AΘ holds for λσΘ because Zn is abelian, hence amenable. See, for
example, [6] for the theory of twisted group algebras.

In a recent paper, Latrèmoliére 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 Nk, and the other by a unitary representation U
of Zd; the commutation relations satisfied by U and V are then encoded in a k× d real matrix θ,
see [2, Equation (2.1)]. The phase transition computed in [2] is parametrised by measures on the
classical torus Td, which is the spectrum of the subalgebra C∗(Ux | x ∈ Zd).

The present investigation was sparked by a question raised by Ian Putnam about the possibility
of replacing the classical torus C∗(Ux | x ∈ Zd) by a noncommutative one. Instead of viewing a
higher-rank noncommutative torus as a C∗-algebra generated by two unitary representations, one
of Zk and one of Zd, 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∗(Zn, σ) in which the twist is given by a circle-valued 2-cocycle σ. Since the
circle-valued second cohomology of Nn is the same as that of Zn by [19, Corollary 2.3], it seems
natural to take the reduced twisted semigroup C∗-algebra Tr(Nn, σ) as the appropriate Toeplitz
extension of the noncommutative torus associated to an extension of σ to Zn. 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 KMSβ states with respect to
one-parameter subgroups of the canonical dual action of Tn. 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 Nn 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 Nn 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 Zn 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 σ = σΘ comes from an antisymmetric matrix Θ as in (1.1), which allows us to
give a presentation of Tr(Nn, σΘ) 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 Tr(Nn, σΘ) by a vector r ∈ Rn with k
positive coordinates and d = n− k vanishing coordinates. In order to compute the KMSβ states,
we follow the strategy developed in [21] for the Bost–Connes system, showing that KMSβ states
are parametrised by tracial states of a corner. The projection Q 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 r.
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In Section 4 we show that the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q is actually isomorphic to the Toeplitz
noncommutative torus associated to the d × d submatrix Θd corresponding to the vanishing
coordinates of the vector r. One of our main technical results is Proposition 4.2, where we give a
formula for KMSβ states in terms of tracial states of Tr(Nd, σΘd) 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 AD associated to a d× d antisymmetric real matrix D. We
show that these tracial states come from states of the center Z(AD), 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 5.1, where we give a parametrisation
of the simplex of KMSβ 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 β =∞ and β = 0. In addition to the usual
notions of ground states and invariant traces, we also study the limiting cases, namely β →∞,
which gives the KMS∞ states, and the limits of KMSβ states as β → 0+, a class that we call
KMS0+ states. We show that in general not every invariant trace is such a KMS0+ state.

Finally, in Section 7 we realise the Toeplitz noncommutative tori Tr(Nn, σΘ) as the Nica–
Toeplitz algebra of a product system over Nk in which the coefficient algebra is the Toeplitz
noncommutative torus associated to the restriction of σΘ to Nd. This allows us to compare our
results to those obtained from the characterisation of KMSβ states given in [3].

Acknowledgments: This research was started during a visit of Z. Afsar, J. Ramagge and
C. F. Sehnem to the University of Victoria and continued through visits of C. F. Sehnem and
M. Laca to the University of Sydney. We would like to acknowledge the support of these
institutions and to thank them for the hospitality.

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 Nn. 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 σ : P × P → T such that

σ(p, q)σ(pq, r) = σ(p, qr)σ(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 σ ∈ Z2(P,T) be a 2-cocycle on P . An isometric σ-representation of P is a
map p 7→ Vp into the semigroup of isometries on a Hilbert space H such that

VpVq = σ(p, q)Vp+q, p, q ∈ P.

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

One can generate an example of a 2-cocycle by starting with an arbitrary function λ : P → T
and defining σλ(p, q) := λ(pq)λ(p)−1λ(q)−1, for all p, q ∈ P . This is called a coboundary, and
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is trivial in the sense that any σλ-representation can be transformed into a true isometric
representation through multiplication by the scalar-valued function λ. 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

H2(P,T) := Z2(P,T)/B2(P,T)
of cocycles modulo coboundaries, which is called the second cohomology group of P .

Next we verify that for each σ in Z2(P,T), there exists an isometric σ-representation of P .

Proposition 2.3. Suppose σ is a circle-valued 2-cocycle on P and let {δq | q ∈ P} be the
canonical orthonormal basis of `2(P ). Then for each p ∈ P , the map Lσp defined by

Lσpδq := σ(p, q)δpq, (q ∈ P )

extends uniquely to an isometry on `2(P ) such that

(Lσp )∗δq =
{
σ(p, q)δp−1q if p ≤ q,
0 otherwise.

(2.1)

Moreover, we have for all p, q ∈ P
LσpL

σ
q = σ(p, q)Lσpq, and Lσp (Lσp )∗ = 1pP ,

where 1pP is the multiplication operator by the characteristic function of the set pP = {pq | q ∈ P}.

Proof. Since P is a cancellative semigroup, Lσp maps the elements of the standard orthonormal
basis one to one and onto those of {δpq | q ∈ P}, multiplied by complex numbers of modulus 1.
So Lσp extends uniquely by linearity and continuity to an isometric operator (also denoted Lσp ) on
`2(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 Lσp on orthonormal basis vectors since σ(p, q)σ(p, q) = 1.

To prove the last claim, we compute first
LσpL

σ
q δr = Lσpσ(q, r)δqr = σ(p, qr)σ(q, r)δpqr,

and then
Lσpqδr = σ(pq, r)δpqr.

So σ(p, q)Lσpqδr = σ(p, q)σ(pq, r)δpqr = LσpL
σ
q δr by the cocycle identity. �

Definition 2.4. Let σ be a circle-valued 2-cocycle on P . The left regular σ-representation of P
is the map p 7→ Lσp ∈ `2(P ). The reduced semigroup C∗-algebra twisted by σ is the C∗-subalgebra
of B(`2(P )) generated by the operators Lσp with p ∈ P ; it will be denoted by Tr(P, σ).

When the cocycle is understood and there is no risk of confusion, we simply refer to Tr(P, σ)
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 Zn,
we define the Toeplitz noncommutative torus as a twisted semigroup C∗-algebra associated to
a 2-cocycle on the semigroup Nn. We will see below in Proposition 2.12 that this is indeed a
natural extension of the corresponding noncommutative torus.

Definition 2.5. Let σ be a circle-valued 2-cocycle on Nn. The associated n-dimensional Toeplitz
noncommutative torus is the twisted semigroup C∗-algebra Tr(Nn, σ).

The Toeplitz noncommutative torus Tr(Nn, σ) 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 σ-representation.
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Definition 2.6. A covariant isometric σ-representation of Nn on a Hilbert space H is a map
w : Nn → B(H) such that

(1) w∗pwp = 1;
(2) wpwq = σ(p, q)wp+q;
(3) w∗pwq = σ(p,−p+ (p ∨ q))σ(q,−q + (p ∨ q))w−p+(p∨q)w

∗
−q+(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 σ-representation w of Nn satisfies condition (3) of Definition 2.6 if
and only if it is Nica-covariant, that is,

wpw
∗
pwqw

∗
q = wp∨qw

∗
p∨q p, q ∈ Nn.

In particular, the left regular σ-representation of Nn is covariant in the sense of Definition 2.6.

Proof. Assume first (3) holds. Then

wpw
∗
pwqw

∗
q = σ(p,−p+ (p ∨ q))σ(q,−q + (p ∨ q))wpw−p+(p∨q)(w−q+(p∨q))∗w∗q = wp∨qw

∗
p∨q,

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

w∗pwq = w∗pwpw
∗
pwqw

∗
qwq = w∗p(wp∨qw∗p∨q)wq

= σ(p,−p+ (p ∨ q))σ(q,−q + (p ∨ q))w∗p(wpw−p+(p∨q)w
∗
−q+(p∨q)w

∗
q)wq

= σ(p,−p+ (p ∨ q))σ(q,−q + (p ∨ q))w−p+(p∨q)w
∗
−q+(p∨q)

Since Lσp (Lσp )∗ is the operator of multiplication by the characteristic function of p+ Nn, the left
regular σ-representation Lσ satisfies Nica-covariance, hence also condition (3). �

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

Lemma 2.8. Suppose w : Nn → B(H) is a covariant isometric σ-representation of Nn, and
suppose x, y ∈ Nn satisfy x ∨ y = x+ y. Then

wxw
∗
xwy = wywxw

∗
x.

Proof. Using first property (3) and then twice property (2) of Definition 2.6, we obtain

wxw
∗
xwy = σ(x, y)σ(y, x)wxwyw∗x = σ(x, y)σ(y, x)σ(x, y)wx+yw

∗
x

= σ(x, y)σ(y, x)σ(x, y)σ(y, x)wywxw∗x.

This completes the proof of the lemma because σ(x, y)σ(y, x)σ(x, y)σ(y, x) = 1. �

It will be useful to have a description of Tr(Nn, σ) as the Nica–Toeplitz algebra of a compactly
aligned product system over Nn (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 σ is normalized, that is, σ(0, 0) = 1. For each p ∈ Nn, let Ep := C as a complex vector
space and we write λδp for an element λ ∈ Ep. We equip Ep 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 〈λδp |αδp〉 = λ̄αδ0 for all λ, α ∈ Ep. We will use the cocycle σ
to define the multiplication maps of the product system Eσ = (Ep)p∈Nn . For p, q ∈ Nn, we set

µp,q : Ep × Eq → Ep+q
(λδp, αδq) 7→ σ(p, q)λαδp+q.
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These maps are associative because σ is a cocycle. So Eσ is a product system over Nn, which is
compactly aligned because K(Ep) = C for all p ∈ Nn.

Proposition 2.9. Let NTEσ be the Nica–Toeplitz algebra of the product system Eσ = (Ep)p∈Nn
as above. The map which sends δp ∈ Ep to the isometry Lσp in the left regular σ-representation
induces an isomorphism NTEσ ∼= Tr(Nn, σ).

Proof. Let φp denote the map λδp 7→ λLσp . For p, q ∈ Nn, we have

φp(δp)φq(δq) = LσpL
σ
q = σ(p, q)Lσp+q = φp+q(δp · δq).

Hence φ = {φp}p∈P preserves the multiplication on Eσ. It is also compatible with inner products
because each Lσp is an isometry. Notice next that the homomorphism φ(p) : K(Ep)→ Tr(Nn, σ)
induced by φ is given by λ1Ep ∈ K(Ep) 7→ λLσp (Lσp )∗. Hence Lemma 2.7 gives

φ(p)(1Ep)φ(q)(1Eq) = Lσp (Lσp )∗Lσq (Lσq )∗ = Lσp∨q(Lσp∨q)∗ = φp∨q(1Ep∨q).
This proves that φ is Nica covariant and therefore it induces a surjective homomorphism
NTEσ → Tr(Nn, σ), which we still denote by φ. To see that φ is an isomorphism, notice that

k∏
i=1

(1`2(Nn) − LσpiL
σ
pi
∗)δ0 = δ0

whenever p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ Nn \ {0}. Because Nn is abelian, we can apply [13, Theorem 5.1] (see
also [13, Example 5.6](1)) to deduce that φ is injective. �

Corollary 2.10. Let σ be a 2-cocycle on Nn and let w : Nn → B be a covariant isometric
σ-representation in a C∗-algebra B. Then there is a homomorphism ρ : Tr(Nn, σ)→ B that sends
the isometry Lσp to wp for all p ∈ Nn. Moreover, ρ is faithful if and only if

n∏
i=1

(1H − weiw∗ei) 6= 0. (2.2)

As a consequence, relations (1)–(3) from Definition 2.6 form a presentation of Tr(Nn, σ).

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, an isometric σ-representation of Nn satisfies relation (3) of Definition 2.6
if and only if it is Nica covariant. Hence the first assertion in the statement follows from an
application of the universal property of NTEσ combined with the isomorphism Tr(Nn, σ) ∼= NTEσ
from Proposition 2.9.

Since Nn is abelian, it follows from [13, Theorem 5.1] that a representation of Tr(Nn, σ) is
faithful if and only if

k∏
i=1

(1− wpiw∗pi) 6= 0 whenever p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ Nn \ {0}. (2.3)

Now every projection of the form 1 − wpw∗p with p 6= 0 dominates a projection 1 − weiw∗ei 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 σ-representation
of Nn in Tr(Nn, σ) satisfies relations (1)–(3) of Definition 2.6. �

The C∗-algebra Tr(Nn, σ) can also be realised as a twisted semigroup crossed product. Fol-
lowing [20] we consider the characteristic function 1p+Nn of the cone with vertex p ∈ Nn. We
define BNn to be the C∗-subalgebra of `∞(Nn) generated by all the projections 1p+Nn for p ∈ Nn.
There is a canonical action β = {βp | p ∈ Nn} of Nn on BNn by injective endomorphisms with
hereditary range. Precisely, the endomorphism βp is defined on a generator by

βp(1q+Nn) := 1p+q+Nn .
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Proposition 2.11. Let (BNn ,Nn, β) be as above and let σ be a 2-cocycle on Nn. Then Tr(Nn, σ)
is isomorphic to the twisted crossed product BNn oβ,σ Nn via an isomorphism that identifies the
canonical generating isometries.

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

In analogy to what happens with the semigroup C∗-algebra Tλ(Nn) (see, for example, [24]),
there is a canonical gauge action γ of Tn on Tr(Nn, σ). It is implemented spatially by the
unitaries {Uz : z ∈ Tn} defined by Uzδp = zpδp for p ∈ Nn, where zp =

∏n
i=1 z

pi
i . The gauge

action z 7→ γz := AdUz can also be obtained through the relations (1)–(3) by stating that γz
is the automorphism that sends an isometry Lσp to zpLσp . This action gives rise to a faithful
conditional expectation

E : Tr(Nn, σ)→ Tr(Nn, σ)γ = span{Lσp (Lσp )∗ | p ∈ Nn}
given by E(b) =

∫
Tn γλ(b)dλ and Tr(Nn, σ) is the closed linear span of the set {Lσp (Lσq )∗ : p, q ∈

Nn}.
The Toeplitz noncommutative torus Tr(Nn, σ) 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 σ ∈ Z2(Nn,T) has an extension to a 2-cocycle σ̃ on Zn,
and this extension is unique up to coboundaries. Moreover, the map that sends an isometry
Lσp ∈ Tr(Nn, σ) to the unitary λσ̃p ∈ C∗r(Zn, σ̃) determines an exact sequence

0 −→ I −→ Tr(Nn, σ) −→ C∗r(Zn, σ̃) −→ 0,
where I is the ideal of Tr(Nn, σ) generated by the projections

{1− Lσej (L
σ
ej )
∗ | j = 1, . . . , n}.

Proof. Since Nn is abelian and Zn = Nn − Nn is the group of right (and left) quotients of Nn,
2-cocycles on Nn extend to 2-cocycles on Zn, uniquely up to coboundaries, by [19, Corollary 2.3].
More precisely, the restriction of 2-cocycles from Zn to Nn induces an isomorphism of the second
cohomology group H2(Zn,T) onto H2(Nn,T).

Let σ be a 2-cocycle on Nn and let σ̃ be a 2-cocycle on Zn extending σ. It follows that the map
that sends p ∈ Nn to the unitary λσ̃p ∈ C∗r(Zn, σ̃) is a covariant isometric σ-representation of Nn.
This gives a homomorphism φ : Tr(Nn, σ) → C∗r(Zn, σ̃) mapping Lσp to λσ̃p , which is surjective
because the unitaries λσ̃p for p ∈ Nn generate C∗r(Zn, σ̃) as a C∗-algebra.

Let I be the ideal of Tr(Nn, σ) generated by the projections 1 − Lσej (L
σ
ej )
∗ for j = 1, . . . , n.

Then φ vanishes on I since it vanishes on the projection 1− Lσej (L
σ
ej )
∗ for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Hence it factors through a homomorphism
φ̇ : Tr(Nn, σ)/I → C∗r(Zn, σ̃).

So it remains to show that φ̇ is injective. To do so, we invoke the description of Tr(Nn, σ) as
the Nica–Toeplitz algebra of the product system Eσ arising from Proposition 2.9. The quotient
map φ̇ gives a representation of Eσ in C∗r(Zn, σ̃). In this case Eσ is a product system of Hilbert
bimodules since K(Ep) = C for all p ∈ Nn. We claim that the canonical representation of Eσ
in the quotient Tr(Nn, σ)/I is Cuntz–Pimsner covariant on 〈〈Ep | Ep〉〉 = C for all p ∈ Nn, 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 Lσp under the quotient map is a unitary. We can write
p =

∑n
j=1 pjej , so that an application of the Nica covariance relation in Tr(Nn, σ) yields

Lσp (Lσp )∗ =
n∏
j=1

Lσpjej (L
σ
pjej )

∗. (2.4)
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Now each isometry Lσpjej has the form aj(Lσej )
pj for some scalar aj ∈ C of modulus 1. So the

image of Lσpjej in Tr(Nn, σ)/I is a unitary for all j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Hence so is the image of Lσp by
(2.4). This proves the claim.

Next we observe that Eσ is simplifiable in the sense of [31, Definition 3.7] since for all p, q ∈ Nn
one has

〈〈Ep | Ep〉〉〈〈Eq | Eq〉〉 = C = 〈〈Ep∨q | Ep∨q〉〉.
Since the canonical representation of Eσ in the quotient Tr(Nn, σ)/I is Cuntz–Pimsner covariant
on 〈〈Ep | Ep〉〉 for all p ∈ Nn, it follows from [31, Lemma 3.11] that the fixed-point algebra of the
canonical gauge action of Tn on Tr(Nn, σ)/I is a copy of C. The induced conditional expectation
onto this copy is faithful because Zn is amenable. Now the homomorphism φ̇ : Tr(Nn, σ)/I →
C∗r(Zn, σ̃) is gauge-compatible and clearly injective onto the fixed-point algebra C, being a
nonzero representation. Hence φ̇ is an isomorphism by [12, Proposition 19.8], completing the
proof of the proposition. �

Remark 2.13. It may be helpful to compare the conclusion of Proposition 2.12 with the analogous
result in the theory of (untwisted) semigroup C∗-algebras. When σ is the trivial cocycle, that is,
σ(p, q) = 1 for all p, q ∈ Nn, Tr(Nn, σ) is simply the Toeplitz C∗-algebra of Nn. Proposition 2.12
gives a presentation for the (reduced) group C∗-algebra C∗r(Zn). This presentation may be
obtained as an application of [8, Theorem 6.7] given that C∗r(Zn) is the boundary quotient
∂Tλ(Nn) of Tλ(Nn).

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 σ∗(x, y) := σ(y, x) for x, y ∈ G and recall that a 2-cocycle σ on G is a symplectic
bicharacter if it is a bicharacter as a function σ : G × G → T and satisfies σ∗ = σ. Denote by
X2(G,T) the group of symplectic bicharacters on G. By [27, Proposition 3.2], the homomorphism
σ 7→ σσ∗ of Z2(G,T) to X2(G,T) is surjective and has kernel precisely B2(G,T), so it induces
an isomorphism of H2(G,T) onto X2(G,T).

The symplectic bicharacters on Zn are precisely the 2-cocycles associated to n×n antisymmetric
matrices over R. For each n× n antisymmetric matrix Θ = (θi,j) over R, there is an associated
symplectic bicharacter σΘ on Zn given by

σΘ(x, y) = e−πi〈x |Θy〉 (x, y ∈ Zn),

and the map Θ 7→ σΘ is a group homomorphism. To retrieve the matrix from a given symplectic
bicharacter σ, simply let eπiθj,k := σ(ek, ej) for 1 ≤ j ≤ k ≤ n, which determines θj,k up to an
additive even integer.

Recall that, at the level of twisted group algebras, C∗(Zn, σΘ) is canonically isomorphic to the
noncommutative torus AΘ. Indeed, if x 7→ vx is the canonical unitary σΘ-representation of Zn in
C∗(Zn, σΘ), then the generators vej for j = 1, 2, · · · , n satisfy the defining commutation relations
of AΘ. Conversely, if U1, U2, . . . , Un are the canonical unitary generators of AΘ, and for each
x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ Zn we define

v̄x := e−πi〈x−x1e1 |Θx1e1〉e−πi〈x−x1e1−x2e2 |Θx2e2〉 . . . e−πi〈xnen |Θxn−1en−1〉Ux1
1 Ux2

2 . . . Uxnn , (2.5)

then x 7→ v̄x is a unitary σΘ-representation of Zn in AΘ.
Next we show that, in analogy to what happens for AΘ, the Toeplitz noncommutative torus

Tr(Nn, σΘ) can be characterised as the universal C∗-algebra generated by n isometries subject to
certain commutation relations.

Proposition 2.14. Let Θ be an n× n antisymmetric real matrix and let σΘ(p, q) = e−πi〈p |Θq〉

for p, q ∈ Nn be the associated symplectic bicharacter. Let {wj | j ∈ {1, . . . , n}} be isometries in
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a C∗-algebra B satisfying the relations{
wjwk = e−2πiθj,kwkwj j, k = 1, 2, . . . , n;
w∗jwk = e2πiθj,kwkw

∗
j j 6= k.

(RΘ)

Then the map that sends LσΘ
ej to wj induces a homomorphism from Tr(Nn, σΘ) to B that maps

an isometry LσΘ
p to the product

σΘ(p−p1e1, e1)p1σΘ(p−p2e2−p1e1, e2)p2 · · ·σΘ
(
p−

∑n−1
i=1 piei, en−1

)pn−1
wp1

1 w
p2
2 . . . wpnn . (2.6)

This homomorphism is an isomorphism if and only if
∏n
j=1(1− wjw∗j ) 6= 0.

Proof. The first relation in (RΘ) implies that the map from Nn to B given by (2.6) is an
isometric σΘ-representation of Nn. The second relation in (RΘ) implies that such a representation
satisfies condition (3) of Definition 2.6, and hence is indeed a covariant σΘ-representation. The
homomorphism from Tr(Nn, σΘ) to B and the condition for it to be an isomorphism now follow
from Corollary 2.10. �

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 Λ ∈Mk,d([0,∞)) be a k×d matrix.
The C∗-algebra BΛ considered in [2] is the universal C∗-algebra generated by a Nica covariant
representation v : Nk → BΛ of Nk and a unitary representation u : Zd → BΛ of Zd, satisfying the
commuting relations

uxvp = e2πi〈p |Λx〉vpux, x ∈ Zd, p ∈ Nk.

Proposition 2.15. Suppose k and d are nonnegative integers with n = k+d. For each rectangular
k × d matrix Λ ∈Mk,d([0,∞)) define Θ ∈Mk+d(R) by consider the matrix

Then the C∗-algebra BΛ associated to Λ in [2] is canonically isomorphic to the quotient of
Tr(Nn, σΘ) by the ideal generated by the projections 1−LσΘ

ej (LσΘ
ej )∗ for j = k+ 1, k+ 2, . . . , k+ d.

Proof. Let Id be the ideal of Tr(Nn, σΘ) generated by the projections
{1− LσΘ

ej (LσΘ
ej )∗ | j = k + 1, k + 2, . . . , k + d}.

For p ∈ Nn \0k×Nd, we write v̄p for the image of the isometry LσΘ
p in the quotient Tr(Nn, σΘ)/Id.

Then the isometries {v̄p | p ∈ Nk × 0d} commute among themselves because the upper diagonal
block of Θ consists of zeros. Also, the representation p ∈ Nk ∼= Nk × 0d 7→ v̄p is Nica covariant by
Proposition 2.9. If j ∈ {k+ 1, . . . , k+ d}, let ūj denote the image of LσΘ

ej under the quotient map.
Thus {ūj | j = k + 1, . . . , k + d} is a set of commuting unitaries. Hence there is a unique unitary
representation ū : Zd ∼= 0k × Zd → Tr(Nn, σΘ)/Id mapping a canonical generator ej ∈ 0k × Zd to
ūj , j = k+ 1, k+ 2, . . . k+ d. In addition, we have for p ∈ Nk × 0d and j = k+ 1, k+ 2, . . . , k+ d,

ūj v̄p = e−πi〈ej |Θp〉v̄ej+p = e−2πi〈ej |Θp〉v̄pūj = e2πi〈p |Λej〉v̄pūj .

This guarantees that the isometries {v̄p | p ∈ Nk × 0d} and the unitaries {ūx | x ∈ 0k × Zd}
satisfy the commuting relations required in [2, Section 2]. We then get a homomorphism from BΛ
onto Tr(Nn, σΘ)/Id induced by the maps Nk × 0d 3 p 7→ v̄p, 0k × Zd 3 x 7→ ūx. For the inverse
map, we use the description of Tr(Nn, σΘ) as a universal C∗-algebra generated by n isometries
satisfying the relations (RΘ) given in Proposition 2.14. Notice that the second relation in (RΘ)
is satisfied because uejvei = e−2πi〈ej |Θei〉veiuej in BΛ implies

u∗ejvei = e2πi〈ej |Θei〉veiu
∗
ej .
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Thus the map that sends LσΘ
ei to vei for i = 1, . . . , k and LσΘ

ej to uej−k for j = k + 1, . . . , k + d

gives a homomorphism from Tr(Nn, σΘ) onto BΛ. The resulting homomorphism Tr(Nn, σΘ)→
BΛ factors through the quotient Tr(Nn, σΘ)/Id, giving an inverse map for the canonical map
BΛ → Tr(Nn, σΘ)/Id built above. This finishes the proof. �

In contrast to [2], our approach to Toeplitz noncommutative tori does not require either of
the subsets {LσΘ

p | p ∈ Nk × 0d} and {LσΘ
x | x ∈ 0k × Nd} to consist of mutually commuting

isometries. So our antisymmetric matrix Θ can have nontrivial diagonal blocks.
We also do not require any of the isometries to be unitaries, as is the case for the generators

ue1 , . . . , ued considered in [2]. Nevertheless, for the dynamics considered in the following sections,
KMS states necessarily factor through the quotient of Tr(Nn, σΘ) in which the generating
isometries that are fixed by the dynamics become unitaries, see Lemma 3.1 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× n antisymmetric matrix Θ = (θij) throughout this section and we let Tr(Nn, σΘ)
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 σΘ-representation of Nn, simply writing Lp instead of LσΘ

p for a canonical generating
isometry. So {Lp | p ∈ Nn} is the canonical set of isometries on `2(Nn) satisfying

LpLq = σΘ(p, q)Lp+q = e−πi〈p |Θq〉Lp+q, and LpL
∗
pLqL

∗
q = Lp∨qL

∗
p∨q,

and thus also condition (3) of Definition 2.6.
Let r ∈ Rn and let 〈p | r〉 =

∑n
j=1 pjrj be the usual scalar product of p and r. For each t ∈ R

the map
urt : δq 7→ ei〈q | r〉tδq (q ∈ Nn)

extends to a (diagonal) unitary operator urt on `2(Nn) and {urt | t ∈ R} is a strongly continuous
one-parameter unitary group. The automorphism group of B(`2(Nn)) obtained by conjugation
with {urt | t ∈ R} satisfies

urtLp(urt )∗ = ei〈p | r〉tLp (p ∈ Nn),
and hence restricts to a strongly continuous one-parameter automorphism group {αrt | t ∈ R} of
Tr(Nn, σΘ). This automorphism group is characterized by its action on generators:

αrt (Lp) = ei〈p | r〉tLp (p ∈ Nn).
An alternative way to obtain the dynamics is to observe that the vector r determines a group
homomorphism t 7→ ei(r)t = (eir1t, eir2t, . . . , eirnt) from R to Tn, and hence αrt = γei(r)t is simply
the composition of this homomorphism with the canonical gauge action γ of Tn on Tr(Nn, σ).

We wish to study the KMS states for the dynamics associated to the vector r. Let β ∈ R and
recall that a state ϕ of Tr(Nn, σΘ) is a KMSβ state for the automorphism group {αrt | t ∈ R} of
Tr(Nn, σΘ) if it satisfies the KMSβ condition

ϕ(AB) = ϕ(Bαriβ(A)) (3.1)
for A αr-analytic and B ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ). It is well known that it suffices to verify this for A and B
in an αr-invariant set of analytic elements with dense linear span, such as the generating elements
LpL

∗
q with p, q ∈ Nn, see [26, Proposition 8.12.3].

It is immediate that e−〈p | r〉β = ϕ(LpL∗p) ≤ 1 for every KMSβ state ϕ and each p ∈ Nn. Hence,
if rj < 0 for some j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then there is no KMSβ state for β > 0, and similarly, if
rj > 0 for some j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then there is no KMSβ state for β < 0. It follows that for a
KMSβ state to exist at nonzero β, each rj must have the same sign as β. Here we choose to work
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with nonnegative inverse temperatures. From now on we fix a vector r ∈ [0,∞)n, which we often
omit from the notation, writing α instead of αr 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 KMSβ state.

Lemma 3.1. Let ϕβ be a KMSβ state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Let (Hϕβ , πϕβ ) denote the associated
GNS representation. If p ∈ Nn and 〈p | r〉 = 0, then πϕβ (Lp) is unitary. Moreover, ϕβ factors
through the quotient of Tr(Nn, σΘ) modulo the ideal generated by the projections {1− LejL∗ej |
rj = 0}.

Proof. Set Qp := 1− LpL∗p. Then Qp is analytic, and by the KMS condition,

ϕβ(Qp) = 1− ϕβ(LpL∗p) = 1− e−〈p | r〉β = 1− 1 = 0.

We know that the elements of the form LpL
∗
q have dense linear span in Tr(Nn, σΘ) and satisfy

αz(LpL∗q) = ei〈p−q | r〉zLpL
∗
q . Hence the hypotheses of [17, Lemma 2.2] are satisfied, and so

we conclude that ϕ factors through the quotient of Tr(Nn, σΘ) by the ideal generated by the
projections {Qp | 〈p | r〉 = 0}. This implies that ϕβ(B∗QpB) = 0 for every B ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ), which
implies that πϕβ (Lp) is unitary as wished. In order to complete the proof of the lemma, notice
that the ideal generated by the projections {Qp | 〈p | r〉 = 0} coincides with the one generated by
{1− LejL∗ej | rj = 0}. �

Given d ∈ N, we denote by 0d the zero element of Nd, so that
0d = (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, . . . rk, 0d) to indicate a vector in [0,∞)n 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(k) := ETk×{1d} denote the conditional
expectation associated to the restriction of the gauge action of Tn to the closed subgroup Tk×{1d}.
Then

(1) Tr(Nn, σΘ) = span{LpLxL∗yL∗q | p, q ∈ Nk × 0d, x, y ∈ 0k × Nd};
(2) E(k)(Tr(Nn, σΘ)) = span{LpLxL∗yL∗p | p ∈ Nk × 0d, x, y ∈ 0k × Nd}.

Proof. That the elements of the form LpLxL
∗
yL
∗
q with p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd span a

dense ∗-subalgebra of Tr(Nn, σΘ) is a consequence of relations (1)–(3) of Definition 2.6. The second
assertion follows from part (1) because E(k) is a contraction that satisfies E(k)(LpLxL∗yL∗q) =
δp,qLpLxL

∗
yL
∗
p, where δp,q is the Kronecker delta. �

Proposition 3.3. Let n = k + d with k, d ∈ N and let α be the dynamics determined by
r = (r1, . . . , rk, 0d). Let 0 < β <∞ and suppose that ϕ is a KMSβ state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Then
ϕ restricts to a trace on the C∗-subalgebra C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k × Nd) and satisfies

ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,qe
−β〈p | r〉ϕ(LxL∗y) (3.2)

for all p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd, where δp,q is the Kronecker delta.

Proof. Suppose that ϕ is a KMSβ state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Since the elements in C∗(Lx :
x ∈ 0k × Nd) are fixed points of α, the KMSβ condition implies that the restriction of ϕ to
C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k × Nd) is a trace.
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We show next that ϕ satisfies (3.2). Let p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd. In case p = q, the
KMSβ condition with A = Lp and B = LxL

∗
yL
∗
q gives (3.2) because L∗pLq = 1. So suppose p 6= q.

We aim to prove that
ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = 0.

For this, we write p′ := (p ∨ q)− p and q′ := (p ∨ q)− q. Notice that at least one of the numbers
p′, q′ is nonzero. Because ϕ is a state and so preserves adjoints, we may assume without loss of
generality that q′ 6= 0. Applying the KMS condition (3.1) with A = LpLxL

∗
y and B = L∗q and

using that σΘ is a circle-valued function we get∣∣ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q)
∣∣ = e−β〈p | r〉

∣∣ϕ(L∗qLpLxL∗y)
∣∣ = e−β〈p | r〉

∣∣ϕ(Lq′L∗p′LxL∗y)
∣∣.

Since p′ ∨ x = x+ p′, we have L∗p′Lx = σΘ(x, p′)2LxL
∗
p′ . Thus∣∣ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q)

∣∣ = e−β〈p | r〉
∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗p′L∗y)

∣∣ = e−β〈p | r〉
∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗yL∗p′)

∣∣. (3.3)

Observe that p′ ∨ q′ = p′ + q′ and p′ ∨ y = p′ + y. Hence the same argument as above gives∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗yL∗p′)
∣∣ = e−β〈q

′ | r〉∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗yL∗p′)
∣∣.

Continuing this process, we see that for each l ∈ N∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗yL∗p′)
∣∣ = e−lβ〈q

′ | r〉∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗yL∗p′)
∣∣. (3.4)

Substituting (3.4) into (3.3) we arrive at∣∣ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q)
∣∣ = e−β〈p | r〉e−lβ〈q

′ | r〉∣∣ϕ(Lq′LxL∗yL∗p′)
∣∣.

Since q′ 6= 0, it follows that liml→∞ e
−lβ〈q′ | r〉 = 0. Therefore ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = 0 as wished. �

Lemma 3.4. Let n = k + d with k, d ∈ N. The product

Q :=
k∏
j=1

(1− LeiL∗ei) (3.5)

is a projection in Tr(Nn, σΘ) satisfying
(1) QLp = 0 = L∗pQ for every p ∈ Nk × 0d \ {0};
(2) QL∗pLxL∗yLp = L∗pLxL

∗
yLpQ = QL∗pLxL

∗
yLpQ for every x, y ∈ 0k × Nd and p ∈ Nk × 0d;

(3) QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q = span{QLxL∗yQ | x, y ∈ 0k × Nd}.

Proof. By definition, Q is the product of a finite collection of commuting projections, thus is
a projection as well. In order to prove (1), let 0 6= p ∈ Nk × 0d and let j be the first nonzero
coordinate of p. Then the product QLp contains a factor of the form (1− LejL∗ej )Lej and hence
vanishes. Taking adjoints shows that L∗pQ vanishes too.

In order to prove (2), notice first that ei ∨ x = ei + x for every x ∈ 0k × Nd and every
i = 1, 2, . . . , k. Thus by Lemma 2.8 the projection LeiL∗ei commutes with Lx, with every L∗y, and
with every LxL∗y for y ∈ 0k × Nd. Thus Q commutes with LxL∗y for all x, y ∈ 0k × Nd. Now take
p ∈ Nk × 0d and notice that Definition 2.6(3) applied twice gives

L∗pLxL
∗
yLp = σΘ(x, p)2σΘ(p, y)2LxL

∗
y.

So Q commutes with L∗pLxL∗yLp because it commutes with LxL∗y. This completes the proof of
part (2).

For part (3), we use that

Tr(Nn, σΘ) = span{LpLxL∗yL∗q | p, q ∈ Nk × 0d, x, y ∈ 0k × Nd}.
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So the products QLpLxL∗yL∗qQ span a dense subset of the corner. If p, q ∈ Nk × 0d are not both
zero, and if x, y ∈ 0k × Nd, then QLpLxL∗yL∗qQ = 0 because of part (1). Hence the corner is the
closed linear span of the products QLxL∗yQ with x, y ∈ 0k × Nd. �

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < β < ∞ and suppose that ϕ is a KMSβ state for (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Let Q
be the projection from (3.5). Then ϕ(Q) > 0 and the sum Z(β) :=

∑
p∈Nk×0d e

−β〈p | r〉 satisfies
Z(β) = ϕ(Q)−1. Moreover, the map ωϕ : X 7→ Z(β)ϕ(X) for X ∈ QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q is a tracial
state of the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q and ϕ can be reconstructed from ωϕ by

ϕ(X) = 1
Z(β)

∑
p∈Nk×0d

e−β〈p | r〉ωϕ(QL∗pXLpQ) for all X ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ). (3.6)

Proof. Expanding the product defining Q, we have

Q =
∑

J⊆{1,...,k}
(−1)|J |

∏
j∈J

LejL
∗
ej (3.7)

since {LpL∗p | p ∈ Nn} are commuting projections. Let i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} with i 6= j, so that LeiL∗ei
commutes with Lej by Lemma 2.8. Then

ϕ(LeiL∗eiLejL
∗
ej ) = ϕ(LejLeiL∗eiL

∗
ej ) = e−β(rj+ri)

by the KMS condition. An analogous computation shows that for each J ⊂ {1, . . . , k}, we have

ϕ
( ∏
j∈J

LejL
∗
ej

)
= e
−β
∑

j∈J rj .

It follows that

ϕ(Q) =
∑

J⊆{1,...,k}
(−1)|J |ϕ

( ∏
j∈J

LejL
∗
ej

)
=

∑
J⊆{1,...,k}

(−1)|J |e−β
∑

j∈J rj =
k∏
j=1

(1− e−βrj ), (3.8)

which is obviously positive and equal to Z(β)−1 by an Euler product like expansion.
If p 6= l, then

LpQL
∗
pLlQL

∗
l = σΘ(p, p ∨ l − p)σΘ(l, p ∨ l − l)LpQLp∨l−pL∗p∨l−lQL∗l = 0

by Lemma 3.4(1) because p∨ l− p and p∨ l− l cannot both be zero. Hence the sum of mutually
orthogonal projections

Pq :=
∑
p≤q

LpQL
∗
p

is a projection itself and satisfies

ϕ(Pq) =
∑
p≤q

ϕ(LpQL∗p) =
∑
p≤q

e−β〈p | r〉ϕ(L∗pLpQ) =
∑
p≤q

e−β〈p | r〉ϕ(Q).

It follows that ϕ(Pq)→ 1 as q →∞ in the directed set Nk × 0d since
∑
p≤q e

−β〈p | r〉 → Z(β) =
ϕ(Q)−1 by the first part of the proof. Hence an application of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality
implies that ϕ(PqXPq)→ ϕ(X) as q →∞ for all X ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ). Thus by the KMS condition
we have

ϕ(X) =
∑

p,l∈Nk×0d

ϕ(LpQL∗pXLlQL∗l )

=
∑

p∈Nk×0d

ϕ(LpQL∗pXLpQL∗p)

=
∑

p∈Nk×0d

e−β〈p | r〉ϕ(QL∗pXLpQ)
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We then get the reconstruction formula (3.6) by replacing the summand ϕ(QL∗pXLpQ) by
1

Z(β)ωϕ(QL∗pXLpQ) . �

Proposition 3.6. Let 0 < β < ∞ and let Q be the projection from (3.5). For each tracial
state ω of the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q, define

Tβ(ω)(X) := 1
Z(β)

∑
l∈Nk×0d

e−β〈l | r〉ω(QL∗lXLlQ), X ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ). (3.9)

Then Tβ is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the tracial state space of the corner onto the
KMSβ state space of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α).

Proof. Let ω be a tracial state on the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q. Clearly Tβ(ω) is a state of Tr(Nn, σΘ).
First we verify that Tβ(ω) satisfies (3.2). Let X = LpLxL

∗
yL
∗
q , where p, q ∈ Nk×0d, x, y ∈ 0k×Nd.

Given l ∈ Nk × 0d, Lemma 3.4(1) implies that if the elements l ∨ p− l and l ∨ q − l are not both
zero, then QL∗lXLlQ = 0. Since l∨ p− l = 0 = l∨ q− l is equivalent to l ≥ p∨ q, we may restrict
the sum to l ≥ p ∨ q and simplify L∗lLp = σΘ(p, l − p)L∗l−p using Definition 2.6 to get

Tβ(ω)(X) = 1
Z(β)

∑
l∈Nk×0d
l≥p∨q

σ(p,l−p)
σ(q,l−q) e

−β〈l | r〉 ω(QL∗l−pLxL∗yLl−qQ). (3.10)

When p = q, a change of the index of summation to m = l − p gives

Tβ(ω)(X) = 1
Z(β)

∑
l∈Nk×0d

l≥p

e−β〈l | r〉ω(QL∗l−pLxL∗yLl−pQ)

= 1
Z(β)

∑
m∈Nk×0d

m≥0

e−β〈p | r〉e−β〈m | r〉ω(QL∗mLxL∗yLmQ) (3.11)

= e−β〈p | r〉Tβ(ω)(LxL∗y),

To see that Tβ(ω)(X) = 0 if p 6= q, it suffices to show QL∗l−pLxL
∗
yLl−qQ vanishes for all l ≥ p∨ q,

l ∈ Nk × 0d. By Lemma 2.8 the projection Ll−pL
∗
l−p commutes LsL∗t with s, t ∈ 0k × Nd. In

addition, it follows from Lemma 3.4(2) that L∗l−pLxL∗yLl−p commutes with Q. So

QL∗l−pLxL
∗
yLl−qQ = QL∗l−pLxL

∗
yLl−pL

∗
l−pLl−qQ = QL∗l−pLxL

∗
yLl−pQL

∗
l−pLl−qQ.

Since p 6= q implies that at least one of the elements ((l− p)∨ (l− q))− (l− p) and ((l− p)∨ (l−
q))− (l − q) is nonzero, Lemma 3.4(1) yields QL∗l−pLl−qQ = 0 and hence QL∗l−pLxL∗yLl−qQ = 0.
Therefore Tβ(ω)(X) = 0 when p 6= q, as asserted.

We aim to prove next that Tβ(ω) satisfies the KMSβ condition for the dynamics α. Let
p, q, a, b ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y, s, t ∈ 0k × Nd and consider the elements X = LpLxL

∗
yL
∗
q and

Y = LaLsL
∗
tL
∗
b , so that αiβ(X) = e−β〈p−q | r〉X. In order to conclude that Tβ(ω) is a KMSβ

state it suffices to show that Tβ(ω)(XY )eβ〈p | r〉 = eβ〈q | r〉Tβ(ω)(Y X). We may assume that
p− q + a− b = 0, for otherwise both sides vanish because we have shown that Tβ(ω) satisfies
(3.2). By definition

Tβ(XY ) =
∑

l∈Nk×0d

e−β〈l | r〉

Z(β) ω(QL∗lLpLxL∗yL∗qLaLsL∗tL∗bLlQ).
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The argument leading to (3.10) shows that we may restrict the summation to l ≥ p ∨ b, in which
case L∗lLp = σΘ(p, l − p)L∗l−p and similarly L∗bLl = σΘ(b, l − b)Ll−b by Definition 2.6(3). Thus

Tβ(XY ) =
∑

l∈Nk×0d
l≥p∨b

e−β〈l | r〉

Z(β)
σ(p,l−p)
σ(b,l−b) ω(QL∗l−pLxL∗yL∗qLaLsL∗tLl−bQ)

=
∑

l∈Nk×0d
l≥p∨b

e−β〈l | r〉

Z(β)
σΘ(p,l−p)
σΘ(b,l−b) ω(QL∗l−pLxL∗y(Ll−pL∗l−p)L∗qLa(Ll−bL∗l−b)LsL∗tLl−bQ)

=
∑

l∈Nk×0d
l≥p∨b

e−β〈l | r〉

Z(β)
σΘ(p,l−p)
σΘ(b,l−b) ω((QL∗l−pLxL∗yLl−pQ)L∗l−pL∗qLaLl−b(QL∗l−bLsL∗tLl−bQ)),

(3.12)
where we have used that Ll−pL∗l−p commutes with LxL∗y, that Ll−bL∗l−b commutes with LsL∗t ,
and that Q commutes with L∗l−pLxL∗yLl−p and with L∗l−bLsL∗tLl−b. Notice also that the product
in the middle simplifies to a scalar, namely

L∗l−pL
∗
qLaLl−b = σΘ(a,l−b)

σΘ(q,l−p)L
∗
q+l−pLa+l−b = σΘ(a,l−b)

σΘ(q,l−p)

because q−p = a−b. When we substitute this in the formula and change the index of summation
to m = l − p we get

eβ〈p | r〉Tβ(XY ) =

=
∑

m∈Nk×0d
m+p≥b

e−β〈m | r〉

Z(β)
σΘ(p,m)σΘ(a,p+m−b)
σΘ(b,m+p−b)σΘ(q,m) ω((QL∗mLxL∗yLmQ)(QL∗m+p−bLsL

∗
tLm+p−bQ)). (3.13)

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

Tβ(Y X) =

=
∑

l∈Nk×0d
l≥a∨q

e−β〈l | r〉

Z(β)
σΘ(a,l−a)
σΘ(q,l−q) ω((QL∗l−aLsL∗tLl−aQ)L∗l−aL∗bLpLl−q(QL∗l−qLxL∗yLl−qQ))

Substituting the scalar L∗l−aL∗bLpLl−q = σΘ(b, l − a)σΘ(p, l − q) in the middle and changing the
index of summation to m = l − q, we get

eβ〈q | r〉Tβ(Y X) =

=
∑

m∈Nk×0d
m+q≥a

e−β〈m | r〉

Z(β)
σΘ(a,m+q−a)σΘ(p,m)
σΘ(q,m)σΘ(b,q+m−a) ω((QL∗m+q−aLsL

∗
tLm+q−aQ)(QL∗mLxL∗yLmQ)). (3.14)

Since q − a = p− b, so that m+ q ≥ a iff m+ p ≥ b, and since ω is a trace on the corner, the
two series in (3.13) and (3.14) are the same, term by term, which shows eβ〈p | r〉Tβ(ω)(XY ) =
eβ〈q | r〉Tβ(ω)(Y X). This completes the proof that Tβ maps tracial states of QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q to
KMSβ states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α).

Notice that Tβ is surjective by Lemma 3.5 and injective because the restriction of Tβ(ω) to
QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q is equal to Z(β)ω. Clearly it is also an affine map; its inverse is given by the map
ϕ 7→ ωϕ of Lemma 3.5, which is obviously weak* continuous. We then conclude that Tβ is a
weak* homeomorphism, as it is a bijection with continuous inverse between compact Hausdorff
spaces. This completes the proof of the proposition. �
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4. KMSβ states and traces on noncommutative tori

Our first goal in this section is to show that the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q is isomorphic to the
C∗-subalgebra of Tr(Nn, σΘ) generated by {Lx | x ∈ 0k × Nd}, which is itself isomorphic to
the Toeplitz noncommutative torus Tr(Nd, σΘd) associated to the restriction Θd of Θ to the
last d coordinates. We then show that the traces of Tr(Nd, σΘd) factorize through its canonical
quotient AΘd , and in fact come from states of its center, which is a classical torus of dimension
equal to the degeneracy index of Θd.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be the projection from (3.5) and denote by Θd the lower right d× d corner
of Θ. Then C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k ×Nd) is canonically isomorphic to the Toeplitz noncommutative torus
Tr(Nd, σΘd), and the map ρQ : C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k × Nd)→ QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q given by the compression
X 7→ QXQ is an isomorphism.

Proof. The set of isometries {Lx | x ∈ 0k × Nd} satisfies relations (1)–(3) from Definition 2.6.
Using the obvious identification Nd ∼= 0k×Nd, we obtain a covariant isometric σΘd-representation
of Nd in C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k × Nd). By Corollary 2.10, this gives a homomorphism from Tr(Nd, σΘd)
onto C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k × Nd) mapping LσΘd

x to Lx. It is faithful because
∏n
j=k+1(1− LejL∗ej ) 6= 0.

Notice that Q is the projection of `2(Nn) onto the subspace `2(0k × Nd), which is invariant for
C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k×Nd) and hence ρQ : C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k×Nd)→ QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q is an isomorphism. �

The isomorphisms from the lemma above allow us to express our characterisation of KMSβ
states in terms of traces on Tr(Nd, σΘd).

Proposition 4.2. Let ρQ be the isomorphism from Lemma 4.1 and identify C∗(Lx | x ∈ 0k×Nd)
with Tr(Nd, σΘd) canonically. For each tracial state τ of Tr(Nd, σΘd) there is a KMSβ state of
(Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) determined by

Tβ(τ ◦ ρ−1
Q )(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,q τ(LxL∗y)

k∏
j=1

e−βrjpj (1− e−βrj )
1− e−βrj+2πi〈Θ(x−y) | ej〉

, (4.1)

where x, y ∈ 0k × Nd ∼= Nd. The map τ 7→ Tβ(τ ◦ ρ−1
Q ) is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the

tracial state space of Tr(Nd, σΘd) onto the simplex of KMSβ states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α).

Proof. The (tracial) states of the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q come from the (tracial) states of
Tr(Nd, σΘd) via the map τ 7→ τ ◦ ρ−1

Q . Combining this with the map Tβ from Proposition 3.6
we see that τ 7→ Tβ(τ ◦ ρ−1

Q ) is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the tracial state space of
Tr(Nd, σΘd) onto the simplex of KMSβ states of (Tr(Nn,Θ), α).

In order to write Tβ(τ ◦ ρ−1
Q ) in (3.9) in terms of the tracial state τ of Tr(Nd, σΘd), we first

use Definition 2.6(3) and the fact that σΘ is a symplectic bicharacter to write

QL∗mLxL
∗
yLmQ = σΘ(x,m)2σΘ(m, y)2QLxL

∗
yQ = σΘ(x− y,m)2QLxL

∗
yQ

for all m ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd. Next, we use (3.11) with τ ◦ ρ−1
Q playing the role of ω,

observing that ρ−1
Q (QLxL∗yQ) = LxL

∗
y, and we conclude that

Tβ(τ ◦ ρ−1
Q )(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = τ(LxL∗y)

δp,qe
−β〈p | r〉

Z(β)
∑

m∈Nk×0d

e−β〈m | r〉 σΘ(x− y,m)2. (4.2)

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 σΘ(x − y,m)2 = e−2πi〈x−y |Θm〉 =
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e2πi〈Θ(x−y) |m〉. The series from (4.2) then becomes∑
m∈Nk×0d

e−β〈m | r〉 σΘ(x− y,m)2 =
∑

m∈Nk×0d

e〈−βr+2πiΘ(x−y) |m〉

=
∑

m∈Nk×0d

e〈−βr+2πiΘ(x−y) |m〉

=
∑

m∈Nk×0d

e
∑k

j=1〈−βr+2πiΘ(x−y) | ej〉〈ej |m〉

=
∑

m∈Nk×0d

k∏
j=1

(
e〈−βr+2πiΘ(x−y) | ej〉

)mj
.

To simplify the notation, we define Aj := e〈−βr+2πiΘ(x−y) | ej〉 and notice that |Aj | < 1 because
〈βr | ej〉 > 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Then∑

m∈Nk×0d

e−β〈m | r〉 σΘ(x− y,m)2 =
∑

m∈Nk×0d

k∏
j=1

A
mj
j =

k∏
j=1

∞∑
n=0

Anj =
k∏
j=1

1
1−Aj

.

Thus we obtain (4.1) by substituting into (4.2) the above expression and the usual Euler product
expansion for Z(β)−1 from (3.8), and replacing e−β〈p | r〉 by the product

∏k
j=1 e

−βrjpj . �

The remainder of this section is dedicated to provide a concrete description of the space
of tracial states of Tr(Nd, σΘd). Since our considerations are general, we momentarily adjust
the notation and consider a generic d × d matrix D. We begin by showing that the traces of
Tr(Nd, σD) factor through the noncommutative torus AD.

Lemma 4.3. Let D ∈Md(R) be an antisymmetric matrix and let AD be the associated noncom-
mutative d-torus, with generating unitaries Uj, for j = 1, . . . , d. The map Lej 7→ Uj extends to a
surjective homomorphism π : Tr(Nd, σD)→ AD which, in turn, induces an affine homeomorphism
τ 7→ τ ◦ π from the space of tracial states of AD onto the space of tracial states of Tr(Nd, σD).

Proof. By Proposition 2.14, the map that sends an isometry Lej ∈ Tr(Nd, σD) to the unitary
Uj ∈ AD for each 1 ≤ j ≤ d induces a surjective homomorphism π : Tr(Nd, σD) → AD. Hence
the map that sends a tracial state τ of AD to the composite τ ◦ π is an injective affine weak*
continuous map from the tracial state space of AD into the tracial state space of Tr(Nd, σD).
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 ψ is a tracial state on Tr(Nd, σD) and let (Hψ, πψ) be its GNS representation. By
Lemma 3.1 each πψ(Lx) is a unitary operator and by Proposition 2.14 the collection of unitaries
{πψ(Lej ) | j = 1, . . . , d} satisfies the defining relations of AD. So by the universal property
of AD, there is a homomorphism ρ : AD → πψ(Tr(Nd, σD)) such that ρ(Uj) = πψ(Lej ) for each
j = 1, . . . , d. Thus

ψ(Lej ) = 〈πψ(Lej )ξψ, ξψ〉 = 〈ρ(Uj)ξψ, ξψ〉 = 〈(ρ ◦ π)(Lej )ξψ, ξψ〉,

showing that ψ factors through the homomorphism π : Tr(Nd, σD)→ AD and finishing the proof
of the lemma. �

Following [32, Section 1], see also [28], we say that an antisymmetric, real, d× d matrix D
is nondegenerate if whenever x ∈ Zd and 〈x |Dy〉 ∈ Z for all y ∈ Zd, then x = 0. The
noncommutative torus AD 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 AD, which is given by the conditional expectation
Eγ : AD → AγD = C, where γ is the canonical gauge action of Td on AD. This is the unique
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tracial state of AD when D is nondegenerate (see, for example, [28, Theorem 1.9]). In general,
we consider the subgroup

H := {x ∈ Zd | 〈x |Dy〉 ∈ Z for all y ∈ Zd}
of Zd. We refer to the rank of H as the degeneracy index of D. We write m := rankH for
the degeneracy index of D and recall that there exist a basis {p1, p2, . . . , pd} of Zd and positive
integers a1, a2, . . . , am with ai|ai+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 ∈Md(R) be an antisymmetric matrix and let AD be the associated noncom-
mutative torus, with canonical unitary generators U1, · · · , Ud. Let m = rankH be the degeneracy
index of D and let {p1, p2, . . . , pd} be a basis for Zd as above. Consider the compact group

Λ := Za1 × · · ·Zam × Td−m ⊂ Td,
where Zaj is the cyclic group of order aj viewed as the subgroup of T generated by a primitive
aj
th root of unity. Then there is a continuous action γ′ of Td on AD satisfying γ′λ(Upi) = λiUpi

for all λ = (λ1, · · · , λd) ∈ Td and such that if we let γΛ denote the restriction of γ′ to Λ, AΛ
D

denote the corresponding fixed point algebra, and Z(AD) denote the center of AD, then

C∗(Ub | b ∈ H) = AΛ
D = Z(AD). (4.3)

Proof. For each x = (x1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ Zd we set Ux := Ux1
1 Ux2

2 . . . Uxdd . Let B ∈ GLd(Z) be the
matrix whose i-th column is pi. Since

UpiUpj = e−2πi〈pi|Dpj〉UpjUpi = e−2πi〈Bei|DBej〉UpjUpi = e−2πi(BTDB)i,jUpjUpi

there is a homomorphism πB : ABTDB → AD that sends the canonical generator Ũi ∈ ABTDB
to Upi ∈ AD for i = 1, . . . , d. This is in fact an isomorphism with inverse given by the map
πB−1 : AD → ABTDB that sends the generator Ui to ŨB−1ei , i = 1, . . . , d (see [28, Remark 1.2]).
The action γ′ : Td → Aut(AD) as in the statement of the lemma can now be defined by using
the isomorphism πB to conjugate the canonical gauge action of Td on ABTDB into an action on
AD. This proves the first assertion.

In order to prove the first equality in (4.3), observe that b ∈ H iff b = x1a1p1 + · · ·+ xmampm
for some x1, . . . , xm ∈ Z. So the product Ub = U b11 . . . U bdd can be rearranged using the cocycle to
yield

Ub = αUa1x1
p1 . . . Uamxmpm

for some scalar α ∈ T. Hence C∗(Ub | b ∈ H) = C∗(Uaipi | i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}).
Next, recall that the action γ′ is determined by

γ′λ(Un1
p1 U

n2
p2 · · ·U

nd
pd

) = (λn1
1 λn2

2 · · ·λ
nd
d )Un1

p1 U
n2
p2 · · ·U

nd
pd

(λ ∈ Td).

So let γΛ be the restriction of γ′ to Λ. If EΛ : AD → AΛ
D denotes the conditional expectation

obtained by averaging over Λ, then

EΛ(Un1
p1 U

n2
p2 · · ·U

nd
pd

) =
{
Un1
p1 U

n2
p2 · · ·U

nd
pd

if λn1
1 λn2

2 · · ·λ
nd
d = 1 for all λ ∈ Λ,

0 otherwise.

Clearly λn1
1 λn2

2 · · ·λ
nd
d = 1 for every λ ∈ Λ iff nj = 0 (mod aj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ m and nj = 0 for

m + 1 ≤ j ≤ d, that is, iff Un1
p1 U

n2
p2 · · ·U

nd
pd

= Ua1x1
p1 . . . Uamxmpm for some x1, . . . , xm ∈ Z. This

implies that C∗(Ub | b ∈ H) = AΛ
D because EΛ is a contraction and products of the form

Un1
p1 U

n2
p2 · · ·U

nd
pd

have dense linear span in AD.
For the second equality in (4.3), take b, c ∈ Zd. Then UbUc = e2πi〈b |Θdc〉UcUb, and hence

Ub ∈ Z(AD) if and only if b ∈ H. This shows that AΛ
D ⊂ Z(AD) because we have already shown

that C∗(Ub | b ∈ H) = AΛ
D. In order to establish the reverse inclusion, we use the spectral
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subspaces of γΛ. Since Λ is a closed subgroup of Td, its dual group Λ̂ is the quotient of Zd by the
annihilator of Λ. If we use the duality pairing of Td with Zd given by 〈z, a〉 = za =

∏d
j=1 z

aj
j , then

Λ⊥ =
∏m
j=1 ajZ×{0}d−m and we have a natural identification Λ̂ ∼= (Z/a1Z)×· · ·×(Z/amZ)×Zd−m.

Explicitly, denoting by b̄ the image of b ∈ Zd in (Z/a1Z)×· · ·×(Z/amZ)×Zd−m, the corresponding
duality pairing between Λ and Λ̂ is given by 〈λ, b̄〉 := λb = λb11 λ

b2
2 · · ·λ

bd
d for λ ∈ Λ. The

corresponding spectral projection EΛ
b̄
is given by

EΛ
b̄

(x) :=
∫

Λ
λ−bγΛ

λ (x) dλ (x ∈ AD),

and its range is the b̄-th spectral subspace

EΛ
b̄

(AD) = span{U c1p1 . . . U
cm
pmU

bm+1
pm+1 . . . U

bd
pd
| ci − bi ∈ aiZ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m}.

Suppose x ∈ Z(AD). Then γΛ
λ (x) ∈ Z(AD) for every λ, and hence also EΛ

b̄
(x) ∈ Z(AD). Thus

EΛ
b̄

(x)Upi = e
2πi〈
∑d

j=1 bjpj |Dpi〉UpiE
Λ
b̄

(x) = e
2πi〈
∑d

j=1 bjpj |Dpi〉EΛ
b̄

(x)Upi
for every i = 1, 2, . . . , d. We deduce that EΛ

b̄
(x) = 0 when b̄ 6= 0. This implies x = EΛ(x) (see,

for example, [12, Proposition 17.13]), establishing the inclusion Z(AD) ⊂ EΛ(AD) = AΛ
D, and

proving the second equality in (4.3). �

Remark 4.5. Notice that the matrix D′ = BTDB from the proof of Lemma 4.4 has the form

D′ =
[

D′m×m D′m×(d−m)
D′(d−m)×m D′(d−m)×(d−m)

]
,

where D′(d−m)×(d−m) is nondegenerate and the remaining entries of D′ are integers. Therefore, AD
is isomorphic to a d-dimensional noncommutative torus AD′ whose center Z(AD′) is generated
by powers of the first m canonical unitary generators of AD′ . The last d−m canonical unitaries
generate a simple C∗-subalgebra of AD′ .

Proposition 4.6. Let EΛ : AD → Z(AD) be the canonical conditional expectation associated to
the action γΛ from Lemma 4.4. Then the map ω 7→ ω ◦ EΛ is an affine homeomorphism of the
state space of Z(AD) onto the space of tracial states of AD.

Proof. Clearly ω 7→ ω ◦ EΛ is an affine bijection of states of the center to the set of states that
factor through EΛ. The inverse of this map is simply the restriction of states. We first show
every tracial state of AD factors through the conditional expectation EΛ. Let τ be a trace of AD
and let b ∈ Zd be such that b 6∈ H. Let Ub = U b11 U

b2
2 · · ·U

bd
d and take c ∈ Zd so that 〈b |Dc〉 6∈ Z.

Then
τ(Ub) = τ(UbUcU∗c ) = τ(U∗c UbUc) = e−2πi〈b |Dc〉τ(Ub).

So we must have τ(Ub) = 0 and hence τ = (τ �Z(AD)) ◦ EΛ since C∗(Ub | b ∈ H) = Z(AD) by
Lemma 4.4.

Next we show that ω ◦EΛ is indeed a trace of AD for every state ω of Z(AD). Recall from (2.5)
that AD is generated by a universal projective unitary representation v̄ of Zd with cocycle σD.
Since {v̄b | b ∈ Zd} has dense linear span, it suffices to show that the commutator of any two of
these elements lies in the kernel of EΛ. Let b, c ∈ Zd. Then

EΛ(v̄bv̄c − v̄cv̄b) = (σD(b, c)− σD(c, b))EΛ(v̄b+c)

obviously vanishes when b + c /∈ H because then EΛ(v̄b+c) = 0. Assume now that b + c ∈ H.
Then

1 = e−2πi〈b+c |Dc〉 = σD(b+ c, c)2 = σD(b+ c, c)σD(c, b+ c).
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Hence σD(b+c, c) = σD(c, b+c), which implies σD(b, c) = σD(c, b). This shows that EΛ(v̄bv̄c−v̄cv̄b)
also vanishes when b+ c /∈ H, and thus ω ◦ EΛ is a trace of AD. �

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

Proposition 4.7. Let D ∈ Md(R) be an antisymmetric matrix and let AD be the associated
noncommutative torus, with canonical unitary generators U1, · · · , Ud. Let m = rankH and let
{p1, . . . , pd} be a basis for Zd as in Lemma 4.4. Then there is an isomorphism C(Tm) ∼= Z(AD)
that sends zj to Uajpj for j = 1, . . . ,m, where zj : Tm → T ↪→ C is the projection onto the j-th
coordinate.

Proof. Since {Uaipi | i = 1, 2, . . . ,m} is a commuting family of m unitaries generating Z(AD),
there is a canonical surjective homomorphism πH : C(Tm)→ Z(AD) such that πH(zj) = U

aj
pj for

j = 1, . . . ,m.
Now let a = (a1, a2, . . . , am) ∈ Zm and consider the action of Tm on C(Tm) given by the

composite of the translation action with the group homomorphism ν 7→ νa =
∏m
j=1 ν

aj
j . Let γ′ be

the action of Td on AD as in Lemma 4.4. Identify Tm with the closed subgroup Tm× 1d−m of Td
and notice that for all ν, λ ∈ Tm, one has zj(νaλ) = ν

aj
j λj = ν

aj
j zj(λ) and also γ′ν(Uajpj ) = ν

aj
j U

aj
pj .

Thus the homomorphism πH is Tm-equivariant with respect to the action on C(Tm) described
above and the action on Z(AD) obtained by restricting γ′ to Z(AD) and then to Tm. By
[11, Proposition 2.9], we deduce that πH is injective, and thus an isomorphism. �

Remark 4.8. We believe that the description of the center Z(AD) in Proposition 4.7 and the
characterisation of tracial states of AD 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 KMSβ states in terms of states on the center of the noncommutative
torus AΘd . By Proposition 4.7, this center is isomorphic to C(Tm), where m is the degeneracy
index of Θd. Hence the simplex of KMSβ states is affinely weak* homeomorphic to the space of
probability measures on the classical torus Tm.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that r = (r1, . . . , rk, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rn is a vector with strictly positive
first k coordinates and that

Θ =
[

Θk Λ
−ΛT Θd

]
is an antisymmetric n × n real matrix with diagonal blocks Θk and Θd of sizes k × k and
d × d, respectively. Let m be the degeneracy index of Θd. Then there is an affine weak*
homeomorphism of the space M1(Tm) of probability measures on Tm onto the space of KMSβ
states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), αr). Specifically, if {p1, . . . , pm} is a basis for Zd such that {a1p1, . . . , ampm}
is a basis for H = {x ∈ Zd | 〈x |Θdy〉 ∈ Z for all y ∈ Zd} as in Lemma 4.4, then the affine
homeomorphism can be chosen so that the extremal KMSβ state ϕβ,z associated to the unit point
mass at z ∈ Tm is given by

ϕβ,z(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,q [x− y ∈ H]λx−y zc
k∏
j=1

e−βrjpj (1− e−βrj )
1− e−βrj+2πi〈Θ(x−y) | ej〉

where c = (c1, . . . , cm) is the vector of coefficients of x−y with respect to the basis {a1p1, . . . , ampm}
of H and λx−y ∈ {−1, 1} is such that π(LxL∗y) = λx−yU

c1
a1p1 . . . U

cm
ampm in AΘd.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.3, the homomorphism π : Tr(Nd, σΘd)→ AΘd that sends the isometry Lej to
the unitary Uj yields a weak* homeomorphism between tracial state spaces via τ 7→ τ ◦ π. By
Proposition 4.6, the map that sends a state ω of the center Z(AΘd) to the tracial state ω ◦ EΛ

of AΘd is an affine weak* homeomorphism. Combining these maps we conclude that given an
isomorphism φ : Z(AΘd)

∼=−→ C(Tm), each probability measure µ on Tm gives rise to a tracial state
ωµ ◦ EΛ ◦ π of Tr(Nd, σΘd), where

ωµ(b) =
∫
Tm

φ(b) dµ (b ∈ Z(AΘd)).

Such an isomorphism φ : Z(AΘd)
∼=−→ C(Tm) always exists by Proposition 4.7, and thus it follows

from Proposition 4.2 that the space of probability measures on Tm and the KMSβ simplex of
(Tr(Nn, σΘ), αr) are affinely weak* homeomorphic.

Suppose that the isomorphism φ : Z(AΘd)
∼=−→ C(Tm) in question is the one coming from

the basis {a1p1, . . . , ampm} for H built in Proposition 4.7. When we let µ be the unit point
mass at z ∈ Tm and let ωz ◦ EΛ ◦ π play the role of τ in Proposition 4.2, we see from (4.2)
that the weak* homeomorphism described above gives us precisely a extremal KMSβ state ϕβ,z
given by the formula in the statement of the theorem. That the scalar λx−y ∈ T such that
π(LxL∗y) = λx−yU

c1
a1p1U

c2
a2p2 . . . U

cm
ampm in AΘd is either 1 or −1 for x − y ∈ H follows because

〈x |Θdy〉 = 〈x− y |Θdy〉 ∈ Z, and as in (2.5) we have

λx−y = eπi〈x |Θdy〉e−πi〈(x−y)−c1a1p1 |Θdc1a1p1〉 . . . e−πi〈cmampm |Θdcm−1am−1pm−1〉. �

As consequences of Theorem 5.1 for particular choices of Θ we get the following two corollaries.
The first one addresses the question of when these systems have unique equilibrium at each β.

Corollary 5.2. If r > 0 or if Θd is nondegenerate, then the system (Tr(Nn, σΘ), αr) has a unique
KMSβ state for each β > 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 Θd ∈Md(Z), then m = d and the simplex of KMSβ states is parametrised by
the probability measures on the d-torus.

6. Equilibrium at β =∞ and β = 0

In this section we study equilibrium at the extremal inverse temperature values ∞ and
0 for the system (Tr(Nn, σΘ), αr). As before, Θ is an antisymmetric n × n real matrix and
r = (r1, . . . , rk, 0d) is a vector in [0,∞)n with strictly positive first k coordinates.

6.1. Ground states and KMS∞ states. A state ϕ of Tr(Nn, σΘ) is a ground state for α if
and only if the function z 7→ ϕ(Aαz(B)) is bounded on the upper half plane for all analytic
elements A,B ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ). See, for example, [4, Proposition 5.3.19] and [26, Proposition 8.12.3].
Although initially ground states were also called, indistinctly, ∞-KMS states, relatively recent
results on phase transitions at β = ∞ 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 KMSβ states for β → ∞. 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 (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α).
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Proposition 6.1. Let n = k + d with k, d ∈ N and let r = (r1, . . . , rk, 0d) with rj > 0 for j ≤ k.
Let α be the dynamics determined by r and suppose that ϕ is a state of Tr(Nn, σΘ). Then ϕ is a
ground state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) if and only if for all p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd, one has

ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = 0 unless p = q = 0. (6.1)

Proof. Suppose first that ϕ is a ground state and let p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k ×Nd. Then the
function

z 7→ ϕ(LpLxL∗yαz(L∗q)) = e−i〈q | r〉zϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q)
is bounded on the upper half plane, and so either q = 0 or ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = 0. Taking adjoints
shows that either p = 0 or ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = 0. This proves that ground states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α)
satisfy (6.1).

Suppose now that ϕ is a state such that (6.1) holds for all p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈
0k × Nd. In order to conclude that ϕ is a ground state, it suffices to show that the function
ϕ(Xσz(Y )) is bounded on the upper half plane for every X = LpLxL

∗
yL
∗
q and Y = LaLsL

∗
tL
∗
b

with p, q, a, b ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y, s, t ∈ 0k × Nd, because the elements of this type are analytic,
α-invariant, and have a dense linear span in Tr(Nn, σΘ). Using Definition 2.6(3) we see that
XY = λLp−q+q∨aLxL

∗
yLsL

∗
tL
∗
b−a+q∨a for some λ ∈ T, so (6.1) yields

ϕ(Xαz(Y )) = ei〈a−b | r〉zϕ(XY ) =
{
ei〈q∨a | r〉zλϕ(LxL∗yLsL∗t ) if q − p = a− b = q ∨ a,
0 otherwise.

Since 〈q ∨ a | r〉 ≥ 0 the function z 7→ ϕ(Xαz(Y )) is bounded on the upper half plane.This shows
that ϕ is a ground state for (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) and completes the proof of the proposition. �

Next we see that ground states are supported on the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q.

Lemma 6.2. Let Q be the projection from (3.5) and suppose that ϕ is a ground state of
(Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Then

ϕ(LxL∗y) = ϕ(QLxL∗yQ), (x, y ∈ 0k × Nd).

Proof. Let ϕ be a ground state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Using the expansion formula for Q given in
(3.7) we have

ϕ(QLxL∗yQ) = ϕ(LxL∗yQ) =
∑

J⊆{1,...,k}
(−1)|J |ϕ

(
LxL

∗
y

∏
j∈J

(LejL∗ej )
)
. (6.2)

Since ϕ is a ground state, it follows from Proposition 6.1 that ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = 0 whenever
p, q ∈ Nk × 0d are not both zero. So the terms for J 6= ∅ in the sum on the right hand side
of (6.2) will vanish. Hence ϕ(QLxL∗yQ) = ϕ(LxL∗y) as wished. �

Proposition 6.3. Let Q be the projection from (3.5). For each state ω of the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q,
define

T∞(ω)(X) := ω(QXQ), (X ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ)).
Then

(1) T∞ is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the state space of QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q onto the
ground state space of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α);

(2) T∞ restricted to tracial states is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the tracial state space
of QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q onto the KMS∞ state space of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α).

Proof. For part (1), take a state ω of the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q. Clearly T∞(ω) is a state of
Tr(Nn, σΘ). Also, Lemma 3.4(1) implies that for p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd

T∞(ω)(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = ω(QLpLxL∗yL∗qQ)
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vanishes unless p = 0 = q. Hence T∞(ω) satisfies equation (6.1) of Proposition 6.1 and so it
is a ground state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). This shows that T∞ maps the state space of the corner
QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q into the ground state space of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Clearly T∞ is a continuous affine
map and it is also injective because ω can be recovered from T∞(ω) by restricting it to the corner.

In order to prove that T∞ is surjective, suppose ϕ is a ground state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Let ωϕ
be the restriction of ϕ to the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q, that is,

ωϕ(X) := ϕ(X) (X ∈ QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q).
It follows from Lemma 6.2 that ωϕ(Q) = ϕ(Q) = 1, and so ωϕ is a state of QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q.
We claim that T∞(ωϕ) = ϕ. To see this, it suffices to show that T∞(ωϕ)(X) = ϕ(X) for
X = LpLxL

∗
yL
∗
q , where p, q ∈ Nk × 0d and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd. Since ϕ and T∞(ωϕ) are ground

states, T∞(ωϕ)(X) = ϕ(X) = 0 when p and q are not both zero by Proposition 6.1. Suppose
now p = q = 0. Then

ϕ(LxL∗y) = ϕ(QLxL∗yQ) = ωϕ(QLxL∗yQ) = T∞(ωϕ)(LxL∗y),
where the first equality follows from Lemma 6.2. This shows that ϕ = T∞(ωϕ), proving that T∞
is surjective. Therefore T∞ is an affine weak* homeomorphism as asserted, finishing the proof of
part (1).

For part (2) it suffices to verify that T∞ maps the tracial state space of the corner QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q
onto the space of KMS∞ states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Suppose first ω is a tracial state of the corner
QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q and let (βj)j∈N be any sequence of positive real numbers such that limj→∞ βj =∞.
By Proposition 3.6 each Tβj (ω) is a KMSβj state for α. Since QLp = 0 for p ∈ Nk × 0d \ {0} by
Lemma 3.4(1), for every X ∈ QTr(Nn, σΘ)Q we have

Tβj (ω)(X) = 1
Z(βj)

∑
p∈Nk×0d

e−βj〈p | r〉ω(QL∗p(QXQ)LpQ) = 1
Z(βj)

ω(X).

Since Tβj (ω)(Q)−1 = Z(βj)→ 1 by Lemma 3.5, see (3.8), this shows that T∞(ω) is KMS∞.
Suppose now that ϕ is a KMS∞ state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). Then its restriction ωϕ to the corner

is a limit of tracial states and satisfies ωϕ(Q) = limj Z(βj)−1 = 1, so it is a tracial state itself.
Hence ϕ = T∞(ωϕ) lies in the range of the restriction of T∞ to tracial states. This completes the
proof of part (2). �

6.2. Invariant traces and KMS0+ states. When β = 0 the usual KMSβ condition for a
C∗-dynamical system (A,α) 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 α-invariance. See, for example, [4, Theorem 5.3.22]. In fact, this assumption is
often included in the definition, so that the KMS0 states are the α-invariant traces on A, cf.
[26, 8.12.2].

Here we would like to draw a parallel to the distinction of KMS∞ states among all ground
states by defining KMS0+ states to be the weak* limits of KMSβ states as β → 0+. By
[4, Proposition 5.3.25] we see that KMS0+ states are traces; in fact, they are also KMS0 states
because α-invariance is preserved under weak* limits.

By taking limits in the formula for KMSβ states obtained in Proposition 4.2 we can give a
complete description of the space of KMS0+ states of our system (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α).

Proposition 6.4. Identify C∗(Lx | x ∈ 0k × Nd) with Tr(Nd, σΘd) canonically and let ϕ be a
state of Tr(Nn, σΘ). Then ϕ is a KMS0+ state of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) if and only if it is a trace and
satisfies

ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,qϕ(LxL∗y) p, q ∈ Nk × 0d, x, y ∈ 0k × Nd.
As a consequence, the map that sends a KMS0+ state ϕ of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) to its restriction to
Tr(Nd, σΘd) is an affine weak* homeomorphism from the space of KMS0+ states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α)
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onto the space of the tracial states τ of Tr(Nd, σΘd) such that for all x, y ∈ 0× Nd ∼= Nd

τ(LxL∗y) = 0 unless 〈Θ(x− y) | ej〉 ∈ Z for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. (6.3)

Proof. Clearly if ϕ is a KMS0+ state, then it is a trace and satisfies ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,qϕ(LxL∗y).
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−βrjpj (1− e−βrj )
1− e−βrj+2πi〈Θ(x−y) | ej〉

,

for each x, y ∈ 0k × Zd and each j = 1, 2, . . . , k. As β → 0, the numerator tends to 0 while the
denominator tends to 1−e2πi〈Θ(x−y) | ej〉. Thus the j-th ratio tends to zero unless 〈Θ(x−y) | ej〉 ∈ Z,
in which case the limit is clearly 1. Hence

lim
β→0+

k∏
j=1

e−βrjpj (1− e−βrj )
1− e−βrj+2πi〈Θ(x−y) | ej〉

=
{

1 if 〈Θ(x− y) | ej〉 ∈ Z 1 ≤ j ≤ k
0 otherwise.

(6.4)

So let ϕ be a state of Tr(Nn, σΘ) and suppose that

ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,qϕ(LxL∗y) = δp,q,

for all p, q ∈ Nk × 0d, and x, y ∈ 0k × Nd. Set τ := ϕ �Tr(Nd,σΘd ) . Then τ is a trace of
Tr(Nd, σΘd), and because it is the restriction of a trace of Tr(Nn, σΘ), it satisfies τ(LxL∗y) = 0
unless 〈Θ(x − y) | ej〉 = 0 for j = 1, . . . , n by Proposition 4.6. Thus τ satisfies (6.3). Take a
sequence (βn)n∈N of positive real numbers converging to 0. Taking limits in formula (4.1) for
Tβn(τ ◦ ρ−1

Q ) and using (6.4), we see that the weak* limit of (Tβn(τ ◦ ρ−1
Q ))n∈N is precisely ϕ.

Hence ϕ is KMS0+ state as wished.
Since a KMS0+ state ϕ of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) satisfies

ϕ(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = δp,qϕ(LxL∗y),

it is determined by its restriction τ to Tr(Nd, σΘd). Also, we deduce from the above that ϕ is the
weak* limit of (Tβn(τ ◦ ρ−1

Q ))n∈N, and τ is a tracial state of Tr(Nd, σΘd) that satisfies (6.3). This
gives the second part in the statement and finishes the proof of the proposition. �

Recall from the beginning of Section 3 that the dynamics determined by a vector r on Tr(Nn, σΘ)
is a subgroup of the gauge action, given by αt = γei(r)t for t ∈ R. With our convention that the
first k coordinates of r are strictly positive and the rest are zero, ei(r)t = (eitr1 , eitr2 , . . . , eitrn) ∈
Tk × {1d}. By continuity, a state of Tr(Nn, σΘ) is αr invariant if and only if it is invariant under
the action of the closure of {(eitr1 , eitr2 , . . . , eitrk) | t ∈ R} in Tk, viewed as a compact subgroup
of Tk × {1d}.

In order to determine the KMS0 states, namely the α-invariant traces, we consider the group

Hr
n := {w ∈ Zn | 〈w |Θv〉 ∈ Z for all v ∈ Zn} ∩ {w ∈ Zn | 〈w | r〉 = 0}

and its annihilator

Λrn := {z ∈ Tn | zh =
∏n
j=1 z

hj
j = 1 for all h ∈ Hr

n}.

Let U1, . . . , Un be the canonical unitary generators of AΘ. The conditional expectation obtained
from averaging with respect to the restriction of the gauge action on AΘ to Λrn satisfies

EΛrn(Uv) =
{
Uv if v ∈ Hr

n

0 otherwise,
(6.5)

where Uv = Uv1
1 . . . Uvnn with v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Zn.
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Proposition 6.5. The map ω 7→ ω ◦ EΛrn ◦ π is an affine weak* homeomorphism of the state
space of the fixed point algebra of the action of Λrn (which is the α-invariant part of Z(AΘ)) and
the space of KMS0 states of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α). If Hr

n has nonzero intersection with Zk × 0d, then
the space of KMS0+ states is properly contained in the space of KMS0 states.

Proof. Notice that the range of the conditional expectation EΛrn on AΘ is simply

span{Uv | v ∈ Hr
n} = span{Uv | Θv ∈ Zn} ∩ span{Uw | 〈w | r〉 = 0}.

In fact, one can easily verify using (6.5) that EΛrn is the composition of the conditional expectation
onto Z(AΘ) with the conditional expectation onto the fixed point algebra of the dynamics on
AΘ corresponding to α. So by Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 4.6, ω ◦ EΛrn ◦ π is a tracial state
of Tr(Nn, σΘ) for every state ω on the fixed point algebra of Λr

n. Since EΛrn(Uv) = 0 unless
〈v | r〉 = 0, it is clear that ω ◦ EΛrn ◦ π is α-invariant. To show that the map ω 7→ ω ◦ EΛrn ◦ π is
also surjective, let ω be a tracial state of AΘ such that the corresponding tracial state ω ◦ π of
Tr(Nn, σΘ) is α-invariant and let v, w ∈ Nn. Then for all t ∈ R one has

(ω ◦ π)(LvL∗w) = eit〈v−w | r〉(ω ◦ π)(LvL∗w),

which implies (ω◦π)(LvL∗w) = 0 if 〈v−w | r〉 6= 0. By Proposition 4.6, we also have (ω◦π)(LvL∗w) =
0 if Θ(v−w) 6∈ Zn. Hence ω ◦π = ω ◦EΛrn ◦π and we then deduce that the map ω 7→ ω ◦EΛrn ◦π
is an affine weak* homeomorphism from the space of states of the fixed point algebra of Λrn onto
the space of α-invariant tracial states of Tr(Nn, σΘ).

For the last assertion, suppose the group Hr
n is not contained in 0k × Zd. Then we can find

v, w ∈ Nn such that v − w ∈ Hr
n and the first k coordinates of v − w are not all zero. Write

v = p+ x with p ∈ Nk × 0d and x ∈ 0k ×Nd and w = q + y with q ∈ Nk × 0d and y ∈ 0k ×Nd. It
follows that p− q 6= 0, and π(LpLxL∗yL∗q) is an element of the center Z(AΘ) that is fixed by α,
so that π(LpLxL∗yL∗q) = (EΛrn ◦ π)(LpLxL∗yL∗q). Let ω be a state of the range of EΛrn that does
not vanish on π(LpLxL∗yL∗q). Then ω ◦ EΛrn ◦ π is an α-invariant tracial state of Tr(Nn, σΘ) that
does not vanish on LpLxL∗yL∗q . This gives a tracial state of Tr(Nn, σΘ) that is not a KMS0+ state
because p 6= q. �

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

Θ =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 θ
0 0 −θ 0

 . (6.6)

Fix a > 0 and let α be the dynamics on Tr(Nn, σΘ) defined by r = (a, a, 0, 0). Then k = d = 2

and the lower right corner Θd =
[

0 θ
−θ 0

]
has degeneracy index 0, so that AΘd

∼= A2θ is simple
and has a unique tracial state. Hence there is a unique KMS0+ state. But the center of AΘ is
nontrivial and, more importantly, it contains nontrivial α-invariant elements, such as U1U

∗
2 . As a

consequence, there are more α-invariant traces on Tr(Nn, σΘ) than just the unique KMS0+ state.

7. An alternative approach via product systems

In this section we realise Tr(Nn, σΘ) as the Nica–Toeplitz algebra of a compactly aligned
product system over Nk in which the underlying coefficient algebra is precisely the Toeplitz
noncommutative torus Tr(Nd, σΘd), where Θd denotes the d× d bottom-right corner submatrix of
Θ, and σΘd is the corresponding 2-cocycle on Nd. The motivation is to apply the characterisation
of KMSβ states of Nica–Toeplitz algebras from [3] and compare it to our parametrisation.



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

We begin by defining an action of Nk by endomorphisms of Tr(Nd, σΘd), which will then be
used to construct a product system over Nk with the desired properties. In order to lighten the
notation, we let A := Tr(Nd, σΘd) throughout this section.

Lemma 7.1. Let Θ ∈ Mn(R) be an antisymmetric matrix and let k, d ∈ N with n = k + d.
Let Θd be the d × d bottom-right corner submatrix of Θ. Then for each p ∈ Nk, there is an
automorphism ρp : A→ A that sends an isometry LσΘd

x to L̄σΘd
x := σΘ(p, x)2L

σΘd
x for all x ∈ Nd.

Moreover, the map p 7→ ρp is an action of Nk by automorphisms of A.

Proof. Fix p ∈ Nk. As in the statement of the lemma, for x ∈ Nd we let

L̄
σΘd
x = σΘ(p, x)2L

σΘd
x = e−2πi〈p |Θx〉L

σΘd
x ∈ A.

Because σΘ is a bicharacter, the map x 7→ L̄
σΘd
x is an isometric σΘd-representation of Nd in A.

Such a representation is Nica covariant since

L̄
σΘd
x (L̄σΘd

x )∗ = L
σΘd
x (LσΘd

x )∗

for all x ∈ Nd, and so x 7→ L̄
σΘd
x is a covariant isometric σΘd-representation. By universal

property, we obtain an endomorphism ρp : A → A mapping LσΘd
x to L̄σΘd

x . Its inverse is the
endomorphism induced by the covariant isometric σΘd-representation x 7→ σΘ(x, p)2L

σΘd
x , and

hence ρp is in fact an automorphism. Using again that σΘ is a bicharacter, we deduce that the
map p 7→ ρp ∈ Aut(A) is a semigroup action ρ : Nk → Aut(A) on A. This completes the proof of
the lemma. �

Since any automorphism of A is, in particular, an injective endomorphism with hereditary
range, the semigroup homomorphism ρ : Nk → Aut(A) gives rise to a natural product system
Aρ = (Aρp)p∈Nk over A (see, for example, [31, Example 3.15]). We recall here the structure and
operations of Aρ. The correspondence Aρp : A; A is simply A as a complex vector space. If we
write aδp for the element in Aρp that is the image of a ∈ A under the canonical identification,
then the A-valued inner product on Aρp is given by 〈aδp | bδp〉 = ρ−1

p (a∗b). The right action of A
on Aρp is implemented by ρp, that is, aδp · b = aρp(b)δp for all a, b ∈ A, while the left action
on Aρp is simply multiplication of elements in A, so b · aδp = (ba)δp. The multiplication map
µp,q : Aρp⊗AAρq → Aρp+q is given on an elementary tensor aδp⊗bδq by µp,q(aδp⊗bδq) = aρp(b)δpq.
With these operations, Aρ = (Aρp)p∈Nk is a product system with coefficient algebra A.

Lemma 7.2. Let ρ : Nk → Aut(A) be the semigroup action from Lemma 7.1 and let Aρ =
(Aρp)p∈Nk be the associated product system over Nk as explained above. Then Aρ is compactly
aligned.

Proof. In order to see that Aρ is compactly aligned, notice that because ρp is an automorphism
for all p ∈ Nk, each Aρp is an imprimitivity A-bimodule with left A-valued inner product given
by 〈〈aδp | bδp〉〉 = ab∗. Thus for all p, q ∈ Nk one has

〈〈Aρp |Aρp〉〉〈〈Aρq |Aρq〉〉 = A = 〈〈Aρp∨q |Aρp∨q〉〉.

This implies that Aρ is compactly aligned (see also Definition 3.7 and Remark 3.8 of [31]). �

Let Aσρ = (Aσρp)p∈Nk be the product system obtained from Aρ by twisting the multiplication
maps with σΘ. Specifically, for all p ∈ Nk, Aσρp = Aρp as an A-correspondence, and the
isomorphism µσp,q : Aσρp ⊗A A

σ
ρq → Aσρp+q is given by σΘ(p, q)µp,q, for p, q ∈ Nk. Notice that

the multiplication maps are indeed associative because µ is and σΘ is a 2-cocycle, and Aσρ is
compactly aligned because Aρ is so.
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Proposition 7.3. Let Aσρ = (Aσρp)p∈Nk be the product system as above. Let ι : A→ Tr(Nn, σΘ)
be the embedding obtained from the canonical isomorphism A ∼= C∗(Lx : x ∈ 0k × Nd) from
Lemma 4.1 and identify Nk with Nk × 0d canonically. Then the map that sends aδp ∈ Aσρp to
ι(a)Lp ∈ Tr(Nn, σΘ) induces an isomorphism NTAσρ ∼= Tr(N

n, σΘ).

Proof. For each p ∈ Nk, let ψp denote the map that sends aδp ∈ Aσρp to ι(a)Lp ∈ A. We will
prove that ψ = {ψp}p∈Nk is a Nica covariant representation of Aσρ . We first show that for all
a ∈ A and p ∈ Nk, we have

Lpι(a)L∗p = ι(ρp(a))LpL∗p.

Indeed, it suffices to establish this for a = L
σΘd
x (LσΘd

y )∗ with x, y ∈ Nd. We compute

Lpι(a)L∗p = LpLxL
∗
yL
∗
p = σΘ(p, x)2σΘ(y, p)2LxL

∗
yLpL

∗
p = ι(ρp(a))LpL∗p.

Now in order to see that ψ preserves the multiplication in Aσρ , we compute for a, b ∈ A and
p, q ∈ Nd,

ψp(aδp)ψq(bδq) = ι(a)Lpι(b)Lq = ι(a)Lpι(b)L∗pLpLq
= ι(a)ι(ρp(b))Lp(L∗pLp)Lq
= σΘ(p, q)ι(aρp(b))Lp+q
= ψp+q(µσp,q(aδp ⊗ bδq)),

proving that ψ = {ψp}p∈Nk is multiplicative. Finally,

ψp(aδp)∗ψp(bδp) = L∗pι(a∗b)Lp = L∗pι(ρp(ρp−1(a∗b)))Lp
= L∗pι(ρp(ρ−1

p (a∗b)))LpL∗pLp
= L∗pLpι(ρ−1

p (a∗b))L∗pLp
= ι(ρ−1

p (a∗b)) = ι(〈aδp | bδp〉).

This shows that ψ also preserves the inner product of Aσρp for each p ∈ Nk, and so is a
representation of Aσρ . That ψ is Nica covariant follows because LpL∗pLqL∗q = Lp∨qL

∗
p∨q in

Tr(Nn, σΘ) for all p, q ∈ Nk. Thus ψ = {ψp}p∈Nk induces a homomorphism ψ̃ : NTAσρ →
Tr(Nn, σΘ) by universal property, which is clearly surjective.

In order to produce the inverse of ψ̃, we will apply the universal property of Tr(Nn, σΘ). Let
j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. If j ≤ k, we set L̄ej := δej ∈ NTAσρ , and for j > k, we let L̄ej := L

σΘd
ej−k . Notice

that we have introduced no new notation for the image of Aσρ in NTAσρ under the canonical
representation. We will show that the set of isometries {L̄ej | 1 ≤ j ≤ n} satisfies the relations
(2.6) from Proposition 2.14. Indeed, if i, j ≤ k, then the multiplication in Aσρ yields

L̄eiL̄ej = σΘ(ei, ej)2L̄ej L̄ei = e−2πiθi,j L̄ej L̄ei .

The same will be true for i, j > k because σΘd is simply the restriction of σΘ to (0k×Nd)×(0k×Nd).
Now for i ≤ k < j or j ≤ k < i, the relation L̄eiL̄ej = σΘ(ei, ej)2L̄ej L̄ei holds because of the
right action of A on Aρel for each 1 ≤ l ≤ k. One can similarly prove that

L̄∗eiL̄ej = e2πiθi,j L̄ej L̄
∗
ei

for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By Proposition 2.14, there is a homomorphism ϕ : Tr(Nn, σΘ)→ NTAσρ
mapping Lej to L̄ej for j = 1, . . . , n. This is precisely the inverse of ψ. �

The dynamics ᾱ on NTAσρ induced by the dynamics α on Tr(Nn, σΘ) via the isomorphism
from Proposition 7.3 satisfies

ᾱt(aδp) = N(p)itaδp, a ∈ A, p ∈ Nk.
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Thus ᾱ has the form specified in equation (1.7) of [3], for the homomorphism N : Nk → (0,+∞)
given by p 7→ e〈p | r〉, where r = (r1, . . . , rk, 0d) with rj > 0 for j ≤ k and 〈p | r〉 is defined by
identifying Nk with Nk × 0d. Every KMSβ state of (NTAσρ , ᾱ) for β > 0 is gauge-invariant by
Proposition 3.3.

Thus [3, Corollary 3.3] shows that the map φ 7→ φ �A is a one-to-one correspondence from
KMSβ states of (NTAσρ , ᾱ) 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 τ of A satisfies such an inequality
if and only if it has the form

τ(a) =
∑
m∈Nk

e−β〈m | r〉τ0(〈δm | aδm〉) (a ∈ A),

for some trace τ0 of A, which is uniquely determined by τ and satisfies τ0(1) = Z(β)−1. Note that
condition (3.3) of [3] is automatically satisfied here. The KMSβ state φ of (NTAσρ , ᾱ) extending
the tracial state τ of A is then given on an element b ∈ NTAσρ by the formula

φ(b) =
∑
m∈Nk

e−β〈m | r〉τ0(〈δm | bδm〉),

where the left action of NTAσρ on Aσρm is obtained by restricting the left action of NTAσρ on the
Fock space F(Aσρ) =

⊕
p∈Nk A

σ
ρp of Aσρ to the direct summand Aσρm . Using the terminology of

Corollary 6.10(ii) of [3] this implies that for β > 0 all KMSβ states of our system are of finite
type. Combining this with the isomorphism NTAσρ ∼= Tr(N

n, σΘ) from Proposition 7.3, we obtain
from [3] a one-to-one correspondence between tracial states of A = Tr(Nd, σΘd) and KMSβ states
of (Tr(Nn, σΘ), α) for which the resulting map from traces to KMSβ states coincides with the
map given in Proposition 4.2. We emphasize that this application of the results from [3] to
describe the phase transition for β > 0 depends on the choice of a product system that is adapted
to the dynamics in such a way that KMSβ states are gauge-invariant, a choice that is guided by
our Proposition 3.3.

References
[1] Sriwulan Adji, Marcelo Laca, May Nilsen, and Iain Raeburn, Crossed products by semigroups of endomorphisms

and the Toeplitz algebras of ordered groups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 122 (1994), no. 4, 1133–1141, doi:
10.2307/2161182. MR 1215024

[2] Zahra Afsar, Astrid an Huef, Iain Raeburn, and Aidan Sims, Equilibrium states on higher-rank
Toeplitz non-commutative solenoids, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 40 (2020), no. 11, 2881–2912, doi:
10.1017/etds.2019.20. MR4157468

[3] Zahra Afsar, Nadia S. Larsen, and Sergey Neshveyev, KMS states on Nica-Toeplitz C∗-algebras, Comm. Math.
Phys. 378 (2020), no. 3, 1875–1929, doi: 10.1007/s00220-020-03711-6. MR 4150892

[4] Ola Bratteli and Derek W. Robinson, Operator algebras and quantum statistical mechanics. 2, 2nd ed., Texts
and Monographs in Physics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997. Equilibrium states. Models in quantum statistical
mechanics. doi: 10.1007/978-3-662-03444-6 MR1441540

[5] Nathan Brownlowe, Mitchell Hawkins, and Aidan Sims, The Toeplitz noncommutative solenoid and its Kubo-
Martin-Schwinger states, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 39 (2019), no. 1, 105–131, doi: 10.1017/etds.2017.7.

[6] Robert C. Busby and Harvey A. Smith, Representations of Twisted Group Algebras, Transactions of the
American Mathematical Society 149 (1970), no. 2, 503–537.

[7] Alain Connes and Matilde Marcolli, Noncommutative geometry, quantum fields and motives, American
Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications, vol. 55, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI;
Hindustan Book Agency, New Delhi, 2008. doi: 10.1090/coll/055 MR2371808

[8] John Crisp and Marcelo Laca, Boundary quotients and ideals of Toeplitz C∗-algebras of Artin groups, J. Funct.
Anal. 242 (2007), 127-156, doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2006.08.001.

[9] Siegfried Echterhoff, S. Kaliszewski, John Quigg, and Iain Raeburn, A categorical approach to imprim-
itivity theorems for C∗-dynamical systems, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 180 (2006), no. 850, viii+169, doi:
10.1090/memo/0850. MR2203930

http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2161182
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2161182
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1215024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/etds.2019.20
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/etds.2019.20
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-020-03711-6
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4150892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-03444-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/etds.2017.7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/coll/055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2006.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/memo/0850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/memo/0850


EQUILIBRIUM ON EXTENSIONS OF NONCOMMUTATIVE TORI 29

[10] George A. Elliott, On the K-theory of the C∗-algebra generated by a projective representation of a torsion-free
discrete abelian group, Operator algebras and group representations, Vol. I (Neptun, 1980), Monogr. Stud.
Math., vol. 17, Pitman, Boston, MA, 1984, pp. 157–184. MR 731772

[11] Ruy Exel, Circle actions on C∗-algebras, partial automorphisms, and a generalized Pimsner–Voiculescu exact
sequence, J. Funct. Anal. 122 (1994), no. 2, 361–401, doi: 10.1006/jfan.1994.1073. MR 1276163

[12] , Partial dynamical systems, Fell bundles and applications, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs,
vol. 224, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2017.

[13] Neal J. Fowler and Iain Raeburn, Discrete Product Systems and Twisted Crossed Products by Semigroups, J.
Funct. Anal. 155 (1998), no. 1, 171 – 204, doi: 10.1006/jfan.1997.3227.

[14] Neal J. Fowler, Discrete product systems of Hilbert bimodules, Pacific J. Math. 204 (2002), no. 2, 335–375,
doi: 10.2140/pjm.2002.204.335. MR1907896

[15] László Fuchs, Abelian Groups, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer International Publishing, 2015.
doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-19422-6

[16] Philip Green, The local structure of twisted covariance algebras, Acta Math. 140 (1978), 191–250, doi:
10.1007/BF02392308. MR 493349

[17] Astrid an Huef, Marcelo Laca, Iain Raeburn, and Aidan Sims, KMS states on the C∗-algebras of finite graphs,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 405 (2013), no. 2, 388–399, doi: 10.1016/j.jmaa.2013.03.055. MR3061018

[18] , KMS states on the C∗-algebras associated to higher-rank graphs, J. Funct. Anal. 266 (2014), 265–283.
[19] Marcelo Laca and Iain Raeburn, Extending Multipliers from Semigroups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 123 (1995),

355–362, doi: 10.2307/2160888.
[20] , Semigroup Crossed Products and the Toeplitz Algebras of Nonabelian Groups, J. Funct. Anal. 139

(1996), no. 2, 415–440, doi: 10.1006/jfan.1996.0091. MR 1402771,
[21] , A semigroup crossed product arising in number theory, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 59 (1999), no. 1,

330–344, doi: 10.1112/S0024610798006620. MR1688505
[22] , Phase transition on the Toeplitz algebra of the affine semigroup over the natural numbers, Adv. Math.

225 (2010), no. 2, 643–688, doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2010.03.007. MR2671177
[23] Frédéric Latrémolière and Judith Packer, Noncommutative solenoids, New York J. Math. 24a (2018), 155–191.
[24] Alexandru Nica, C∗-algebras generated by isometries and Wiener–Hopf operators, J. Operator Theory 27

(1992), no. 1, 17–52. MR 1241114
[25] Chi-Keung Ng, Discrete coactions on C∗-algebras, J. Aust. Math. Soc 60 (1996), 118–127, doi:

10.1017/S1446788700037423.
[26] Gert K. Pedersen, C∗-algebras and their automorphism groups, Pure and Applied Mathematics (Amsterdam),

Academic Press, London, 2018. Second edition of [ MR0548006]; Edited and with a preface by Søren Eilers
and Dorte Olesen. MR3839621

[27] Dorte Olesen, Gert K. Pedersen, and Masamichi Takesaki, Ergodic Actions of Compact Abelian groups, J.
Operator Theory 3 (1980), no. 2, 237–269.

[28] N. Christopher Phillips, Every simple higher dimensional noncommutative torus is an AT algebra,
arXiv:math/0609783 [math.OA] (2006).

[29] Marc A. Rieffel, Morita equivalence for operator algebras, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., vol. 38, Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, RI, 1982, pp. 285–298, doi: 10.1090/pspum/038.1.

[30] , Noncommutative tori—a case study of noncommutative differentiable manifolds, Geometric and
topological invariants of elliptic operators (Brunswick, ME, 1988), Contemp. Math., vol. 105, Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, RI, 1990, pp. 191–211, doi: 10.1090/conm/105. MR 1047281

[31] Camila F. Sehnem, Fell bundles over quasi-lattice ordered groups and C∗-algebras of compactly aligned product
systems, Münster J. of Math. 14 (2021), no. 1, 223–263, doi: 10.17879/59019509488.

[32] Joseph Slawny, On factor representations and the C∗-algebra of canonical commutation relations, Comm.
Math. Phys. 24 (1972), no. 2, 151–170.

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=731772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jfan.1994.1073
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1276163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jfan.1997.3227
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2002.204.335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-19422-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02392308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02392308
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=493349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2013.03.055
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2160888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jfan.1996.0091
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1402771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024610798006620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2010.03.007
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1241114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700037423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700037423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/pspum/038.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/conm/105
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1047281
http://dx.doi.org/10.17879/59019509488


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

(Z. Afsar) School of Mathematics and Statistics, Sydney University, NSW 2006, Australia
Email address: zahra.afsar@sydney.edu.au

(M. Laca) Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Victoria, Victoria, P.O Box
1700 STN CSC, BC V8W 2Y2, Canada

Email address: laca@uvic.ca

(J. Ramagge) Department of Mathematical Sciences, Durham University, U.K..
Email address: jacqui.ramagge@durham.ac.uk

(C. F. Sehnem) School of Mathematics and Statistics, Victoria University of Wellington, P.O.
Box 600, Wellington 6140, New Zealand.

Email address: camila.sehnem@vuw.ac.nz


	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgments:

	2. Toeplitz extensions of noncommutative tori
	2.1. Projective isometric representations
	2.2. Toeplitz extensions of higher dimensional noncommutative tori
	2.3.  Symplectic bicharacters and antisymmetric matrices

	3. Dynamics and KMS states
	4. KMS states and traces on noncommutative tori
	5. Main results
	6. Equilibrium at = and =0
	6.1. Ground states and KMS states
	6.2. Invariant traces and KMS0+ states

	7. An alternative approach via product systems
	References

