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A TOPOLOGY ON E-THEORY

JOSE R. CARRION AND CHRISTOPHER SCHAFHAUSER

ABSTRACT. For separable C*-algebras A and B, we define a topology on the
set [[A, B]] consisting of homotopy classes of asymptotic morphisms from A
to B. This gives an enrichment of the Connes-Higson asymptotic category
over topological spaces. We show that the Hausdorffization of this category is
equivalent to the shape category of Dadarlat. As an application, we obtain a
topology on the E-theory group E(A, B) with properties analogous to those of
the topology on KK (A, B). The Hausdorffized E-theory group EL(A, B) =
E(A, B)/{0} is also introduced and studied. We obtain a continuity result for
the functor EL(-, B), which implies a new continuity result for the functor

KL(-,B).
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INTRODUCTION

E-theory was defined by Connes and Higson in [7]. It is a concrete realization,
defined in terms of asymptotic morphisms, of the half-exact bifunctor first defined
by Higson in [15]. In parallel with K K-theory, this bifunctor from the category of
separable C*-algebras (and *-homomorphisms) to the category of abelian groups is
stable, homotopy invariant, and possesses a composition product. In fact, for sepa-
rable C*-algebras A and B, there is a natural transformation F(4, B) — KK (A, B)
preserving the product structure that is an isomorphism whenever A is nuclear.
Unlike K K-theory, however, E-theory is half-exact on all extensions of separable
C*-algebras. The theory played a prominent role in approaches to both the Baum-—
Connes conjecture and classification theory for nuclear C'*-algebras soon after its
introduction [16, 18]. See [7, 2, 14] for more on E-theory and its applications.

In this paper, we define a topology on E(A, B) with properties analogous to
the ones satisfied by the topology on K K (A, B). With some restrictions on A and
B, the latter topology was first studied in depth by Brown [4] and Salinas [21]
in connection with quasidiagonal extensions—an early version is mentioned in the
work of Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore [5]. It was further developed by Schochet
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in [23, 24] before being defined and studied in general by Pimsner (unpublished)
and Dadarlat [9]. That all of these definitions coincide (in their respective settings)
relies on a characterization of convergence in terms of Pimsner’s condition (see
[9, Theorem 3.5]). The topology we define satisfies the E-theoretic version of this
condition.

Theorem A. For separable C*-algebras A and B, there is a unique second count-
able topology on E(A, B) such that x,, — x in E(A, B) if and only if there exists
y € E(A,C(N',B)) satisfying y(n) = x, for all n € N and y(co) = x, where
N = NU {co} is the one-point compactification of the natural numbers.

This and other properties of the topology are found in Section 4. In partic-
ular, if A, B, and D are separable C*-algebras, then F(A, B) is a topological
group and the product E(A, B) x E(B,D) — E(A, D) is continuous, generalizing
[23, Theorem 6.8] and in analogy with [9, Theorem 3.5].

The relevance of the closure of {0} was first highlighted in the work of Brown
on the UCT in the early 1980s [4]. When A satisfies the UCT, the closure of {0}
can be identified with the subgroup of Ext} (K. 1(A), K.(B)) consisting of pure
extensions, as proved by Schochet in [24, Theorem 3.3], assuming nuclearity. The
nuclearity condition was removed by Dadarlat in [9, Section 4].

When A satisfies the UCT, the group K L(A, B) is defined as the quotient of
KK(A,B) by this subgroup, and this quotient group plays a central role in clas-
sifying *-homomorphisms, as first shown by Rerdam [19]. In particular, Rgrdam
proved that two *-homomorphisms that are approximately unitarily equivalent in-
duce the same K L-class, while they might not induce the same K K-class. The
K L-groups remain an indispensable tool in the classification program for nuclear
C*-algebras to this day (for example, see [12, 13, 27, 6]). Moreover, the K L-groups
capture the limiting behavior of the controlled K K-theory groups of Willett and
Yu [28, Theorem 1.2].

Without the UCT condition, Dadarlat defined KL(A, B) as the quotient of
KK (A, B) by the closure of {0}. We define the Hausdorffized E-theory group
EL(A, B) in an analogous way. This is a totally disconnected, separable, and com-
pletely metrizable topological group, just like K L(A, B) (see Section 4.2). Further,
the product on E-theory descends to a continuous product on EL-theory. We also
prove that two separable C'*-algebras are E-equivalent if and only if they are EL-
equivalent. This generalizes and gives a new proof of [9, Corollary 5.2], stating that
K L- and K K-equivalence coincide for nuclear C*-algebras, with an argument that
avoids the use of the Kirchberg—Phillips classification theorem.

We also examine the behavior of Hausdorffized E-theory under direct limits.
Milnor’s lim*-sequence provides compatibility of E-theory with direct limits in the
first variable: for an inductive system (A4,)52, of separable C*-algebras, there is a
natural exact sequence

0 — lim' B(A,, SB) —— E(lim A,, B) — lim B(A,, B) —— 0

where SB = Cy(R) ® B denotes the suspension of B. (See [22, Theorem 7.1] for
a more general treatment.) It turns out that the im' term is always mapped into
the closure of {0}, which leads to the continuity of the functor EL(-,B). As a
consequence, we obtain a new continuity result for K L.
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Theorem B. If (A,)22 is an inductive system of separable C*-algebras and B is
a separable C*-algebra, then the natural map

BL(lim A,, B) — lim EL(A,, B)

is an isomorphism. In particular, if each A, is nuclear, then the natural map
KL(ligAn,B) — @KL(A,L,B)

is an isomorphism.

While we have stated our main results in terms of E-theory, the main body of the
paper is actually concerned with the set [[A, B]] of homotopy classes of asymptotic
morphisms from A to B (see Section 1.1). As we remind the reader in Section 4.2,
E(A, B) is defined as [[SA®K, SB®K]], where K denotes the C*-algebra of compact
operators on a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space. However, the group
structure furnished by stabilizing and suspending is not relevant to our development
of the topology in Theorem A. The topology on [[4, B]] is introduced in Section 2,
and its Hausdorffization is studied in Section 3.

The various definitions of the topology on KK (A, B) are typically built using
representation theoretic pictures of K K-theory. In the absence of such a description
of E-theory, we opt for a new approach that employs the shape theoretic methods of
[8] and a generalization of Blackadar’s homotopy lifting property for semiprojective
C*-algebras from [3] (see Theorem 1.7). Shape theory for C*-algebras was first
introduced by Effros and Kaminker in [11] and refined by Blackadar in [1]. Building
on the techniques of [8], which related shape theory and E-theory, we prove the
following result. (See Section 4 for the relevant definitions.)

Theorem C. There is an equivalence between the shape category and the Haus-
dorffized asymptotic morphism category.

Finally, we give a brief heuristic description of the new methods developed in
this paper. Dadarlat showed in [8] that given a homotopy commuting diagram

e Anfl An AnJrl e thn
e anl Bn BnJrl e hﬂBn

together with a distinguished choice of homotopy at each stage, there is a limiting
asymptotic morphism hg 4, = hg B,,. We prove that this homotopy limit is inde-
pendent of the choice of homotopies up to Hausdorffization (Proposition 3.5). Once
restricted to the setting where the inductive systems are shape systems, this homo-
topy limit functor provides the equivalence in Theorem C. In fact, the systematic
use of this idea is behind many of the results in this paper.

Acknowledgements. The second author was partially supported by NSF Grant
DMS-2000129. Each author would like to thank the other’s university for their
hospitality during the visits where much of this project was completed.

1. ASYMPTOTIC MORPHISMS AND SEMIPROJECTIVITY

This preliminary section serves to set our notation and recall some results from
[8] relating asymptotic morphisms to shape theory. The only somewhat new result
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is Corollary 1.8, which is a slight variation of Blackadar’s result in [3, Corollary 4.3]
and has nearly the same proof.

1.1. Asymptotic morphisms. For C*-algebras A and B, an asymptotic mor-
phism ¢: A =5 B is a collection of self-adjoint! linear maps (¢e: A — B)>o,
indexed by the space R} of non-negative real numbers, such that

(i) t— ¢i(a) is continuous for all a € A, and

(ii) tlggo ||pe(ab) — di(a)pe(b)] for all a,b € A.

Note that every *-homomorphism ¢: A — B may be viewed as an asymptotic
morphism that is constant in ¢. If A, B, and D are C*-algebras, ¢: A = B is
an asymptotic morphism, and ¢: B — D is a *-homomorphism, we may define an
asymptotic morphism ¢ o ¢: A = D by (Y od)t =1 o ¢y Similarly, if : D — A
is a *-homomorphism, we have an asymptotic morphism ¢ oy : D =B given by
(potp)e =drov.

We emphasize that the ¢, are not assumed to be bounded. However, as noted
in [7, p. 102] (see also [2, Proposition 25.1.3]), an asymptotic morphism is always
“asymptotically contractive” in the sense that

(iii) limsup ||¢e(a)| < |la| for all a € A.
t—o00

It follows that any asymptotic morphism ¢: A Z; B induces a *-homomorphism
Gas: A — Bas, where B,s = Cp(Ry, B)/Co(Ry, B) is the asymptotic algebra of
B. Conversely, given a *-homomorphism A — B,s and a self-adjoint linear lift
®: A — Cp(Ry, B), there is an induced asymptotic morphism ¢: A Z, B defined
by ¢¢(a) = ®(a)(t) for a € A and t € Ry. Then ® lifts Pas.

Two asymptotic morphisms ¢, : A Z, B are equivalent, written ¢ = 1), if
Hm ¢y (a) = 4i(a)]| =0

for all @ € A. Note that ¢ = ¢ if and only if ¢,s = ©as. We say ¢ and ¢ are
asymptotically homotopic if there is an asymptotic morphism 6: A = C([0,1], B)
such that evg o0 = ¢ and evy 0 § = o). We let [[¢]] denote the equivalence class of
an asymptotic morphism ¢: A = B under asymptotic homotopy and let [[A, B]]
denote the set of such equivalence classes.

There is no natural way of composing asymptotic morphisms, but there is a
well-defined composition up to asymptotic homotopy, as shown in [7, Proposi-
tion 4] (see also [2, Theorem 25.3.1]). The composition defined below extends the
usual composition of *-homomorphisms and, more generally, the composition of a
*~homomorphism with an asymptotic morphism discussed above. This construc-
tion uses separability of the domain algebras and is the main reason separability
hypotheses arise in our results. (The statement in [2, Theorem 25.3.1] asks that all
three C*-algebras be separable, but examining the proof shows that the separability
of D is not needed.)

Theorem 1.1. If A, B, and D are C*-algebras with A and B separable and
¢: A =, B and Yv: B = D are asymptotic morphisms, then there is a homeomor-
phism 1g: [0,00) — [0,00) such that for all homeomorphisms r: [0,00) — [0, 00)
with r(t) > ro(t) for all t >0, we have (1) © ¢)e>0 s an asymptotic morphism.

IThat is, ¢(a*) = ¢(a)* for all a € A.
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Moreover, the homotopy equivalence class of this asymptotic morphism, written

[[¥]] o [[#]], is independent of the choice of .

Following Connes and Higson [7], we consider the category AM, henceforth called
the asymptotic category, whose objects are separable C*-algebras, whose morphisms
from A to B form the set [[4, B]], and whose composition is given by Theorem 1.1.

1.2. Semiprojectivity and shape systems. We will write (4, «) to denote an
inductive system of C*-algebras

A 25 Ay B35 A5 2
As usual, for integers n > m > 1, we write
Opm = Q10+ 0yt Ay — Ap.

Forn > 1, we also write a,, ,, = id4,, and a,,, for the natural map A,, — hﬂ (4, a).
Recall from [1, Definition 2.10] that a *-homomorphism «: Ay — A between
separable C*-algebras is semiprojective if whenever (B, ) is an inductive system

with each f3,, surjective and ¢: A — hﬂ(ﬁ, B)is a *_homomorphism, there are an

integer n € N and a *-homomorphism ¢: Ay — B, such that S . ogz~5 =¢oa.
A shape system for a C*-algebra A is an inductive system (A, «) such that each
Q. is semiprojective and hg (4, a) is isomorphic to A. Every separable C*-algebra
admits a shape system (A, «); in fact, one may take each «,, to be surjective. See
[1, Theorem 4.3].

If A, B, and D are separable C*-algebras, a: A — B and f: B — D are
*-homomorphisms, and either « or § is semiprojective, then o « is also semipro-
jective. We will use this to show every semiprojective *-homomorphism factors as
a composition of two semiprojective *-homomorphisms.

Lemma 1.2. If Ag and A are separable C*-algebras and o: Ag — A is a semipro-
jective *-homomorphism, then there are a separable C*-algebra A1 and semiprojec-
tive *-homomorphisms ag: Ag — Ay and a1: A1 — A such that o = a7 o ayp.

Proof. Fix a shape system (A’,a’) for A with each o/, surjective. Because « is
semiprojective, there are an integer n > 1 and a *-homomorphism &: A — A/, such
that a = o, ,, o & Define Ay = A], 4, ap = a;, 0 &, and oy = a/,, ,,,;- Then ag
and a; are semiprojective since aj, and o/, | are. 0

Shape systems provide a convenient formalism for defining asymptotic mor-
phisms, as first noted in [8].

Definition 1.3. Given inductive systems (A,qa) and (B, ), a strong homotopy

morphism (f,¢,h): (A, o) =, (B, B) consists of a strictly increasing map f: N — N
and sequences of *-homomorphisms

&= (¢ An = Byw),—, and h=(ha: A= C([0,1], Bynsn)),
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such that for all n € N, evg o hyy = By(n41),5(n) © Pn and evi o hy = dpi1 0 Qpgin.
This can be visualized as a diagram

Al [e5] A2 a9 A3 a3
¢1 C([0,1], By(z)) ¢2 C([0,1], By(s)) ¢s C([0,1], Byay)
evy evi evy
evo evo evo
B Br2).£(1) Bre2y Brs).£(2) By Bra).£(3)

with commuting triangles. A homotopy morphism of inductive systems is a pair
(f, @) satisfying the above conditions for some sequence of homotopies h. In either

case, when f = idy, we will drop it from the notation, writing ¢ and (¢, k) in place
of (idy, ¢) and (idy, ¢, h).

Dadarlat showed in [8, Section 2] that a strong homotopy morphism has a ho-
motopy limit, defined as an asymptotic morphism on the corresponding inductive
limit algebras. We briefly recall the definition of this functor as it is central to this

paper.
Definition 1.4. Given a strong homotopy morphism

(f,6,h): (A,0) = (B,B),
let A= hﬂ(é,g) and B = hﬂ(ﬁ,ﬁ) For n € N, define ®,,: A,, = Cp(R>,, B) by

(I)n(CL) (t) = ﬂoo,f(m-i—l) (hm (am,n(a)) (t - m))

form >nand m <t <m+1. If p,: Cp(R>p, B) = Cp(R>(n41)) is the restriction
map, we have a commuting diagram

Al N A2 @2 A3 @3 N A
l‘i’l l‘l"z l‘l’a Jd)as
Cp(R>1, B) 2 Cy(Rs9, B) -2 Cy(Rs3,B) -2 -+ By

which induces a *-homomorphism ¢,s: A — B,s. This, in turn, lifts to an asymp-
totic morphism ¢: A = B. We define h—h'_ng (f,#,h) = ¢, which is well-defined up
to equivalence (since ¢qg is well-defined).

The homotopy limit satisfies the expected compatibility property with the se-
quence of morphisms defining it.

Proposition 1.5. If (f,¢,h): (4, ) =, (B, B) is a strong homotopy morphism of

inductive systems with homotopy limit ¢: A = B, then [[¢oqeo n]] = [[Boc, £(n) 0 Pnl]
for all m € N.

Proof. Given n € N, define ©,,: 4,, = Cy(R>,,, C([0,1], B)) by
0.(a)(t)(s) = () (s(t — n) +n)

fora € Ay, t € Ry, and s € [0, 1]. The asymptotic morphism 6,,: A z, C([0,1], B)
induced by ©,, is the desired homotopy. O
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The following result is due to Dadarlat in [8, Corollary 3.15].

Theorem 1.6. If (4, a) is a shape system with limit A and (B, ) is an inductive

system with limit B, then every asymptotic morphism ¢: A Zy B has the form
h—liﬂ (f,¢,h) for a suitable strong homotopy morphism (f,$,h) of the inductive
systems.

Note that any C*-algebra B is the limit of the inductive system (B, ) where
B,, = B and 3,, = idpg for all n € N. In this case, we will often abuse notation and

write (¢,h): (4, @) Z, B for a strong homotopy morphism (idw, ¢, h).

1.3. Homotopy stability. A separable C*-algebra A is called semiprojective if id 4
is semiprojective. Blackadar proved in [3, Corollary 4.3] that if ¢,¢: A — B are
*-homomorphisms between C*-algebras and are sufficiently close in the point-norm
topology and A is separable and semiprojective, then ¢ and ¢ are homotopic (with
the bound depending only on A). This subsection is devoted to proving a relative
version of Blackadar’s result for semiprojective *-homomorphisms (Corollary 1.8)—
the proof is very similar. We begin with a lifting result similar to [3, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 1.7. Let Ay and A be separable C*-algebras and let a: Ay — A be a
semiprojective *-homomorphism. For every finite set F C Ag and € > 0, there
are a finite set G C A and § > 0 such that for all C*-algebras B and E, surjec-
tive *-homomorphisms q: E — B, and *-homomorphisms ¢,1: A — B such that
p(a) —p(a)|| <& for all a € G, if p: A — E is a *-homomorphism such that
qo q~5 = ¢, then there is a *-homomorphism z/NJ: Ao — E such that qo 15 =Yoo and
lo(a(a)) — ¥(a)| < € for all a € F.

Proof. Suppose the result is false and choose a finite set F C Ay and € > 0 for
which the result fails. Let G, C A be an increasing sequence of finite sets with
dense union and let é,, > 0 be a decreasing sequence converging to 0. For each
n > 1, choose C*-algebras B,, and E,,, a surjective *~-homomorphism ¢, : E, — B,
*-homomorphisms ¢, ¢, : A — B, with ||¢(a) — ¥ (a)|| < J, for all a € G,, and a
*~homomorphism qgn: A — E, with qo (;NSn = ¢, such that for all *-homomorphisms
Un: Ag = E, with goth, = 1, 0q, there is an a € F such that ||¢(a(a))—(a)|| > e
Let f?n = 11,50 Bm: En = LonEm, and ¢ = [],,5, dm: En — f?n Let
B En — §n+1 and 7y : En — En+1 denote the projection maps. Let Band E
denote the inductive limits of (B, B) and (E, ), respectively, and let g: E—- B
denote the *-homomorphism induced by the f]i Finally, define ®,, = [[,,,~,, ®m,
b, = IL.>n bm, and ¥, = [L,>, ¥m,andlet &, ¥: A — Band ®: A — E denote
the induced maps. Note that ||¢,(a) — 1, (a)|| — 0 for all @ € A, and hence ® = .
For n > 1, consider the pullback

Pn = Bl @En En - {(b7 6) S El S En : ﬂn,l(b) - Z]\n(e)}a

and let prgn): P, — B and prén): P, — E, denote the projection maps. Let J,

be the kernel of ¢, and let I,, be the kernel of prgn). There are canonical maps
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0y: I, — J, and 7, : P, — P,11 such that the diagram

0 I E, an B, 0
On L W%) /”T/ Bu
0 I, P, - B 0
J Tn l J/
0O—|— Jn+1 —_— En+1 — it §n+1 0
9% PW /
= Brn+1,1
pr(1n+1) ~
0 Int Py By 0

commutes has exact rows. A diagram chase shows that each 6, is an isomorphism
and each m, is surjective. Taking the inductive limit over n produces a diagram

pri>)

~

0 I P B, 0
gJ{a Jprém) J{ﬁoo,l
0 J E—",B 0

that commutes; note that the rows are exact. A diagram chase shows the right-hand
square is a pullback.

The maps ¥;: A — El and ®: A — E induce a *-homomorphism p: A — P.
Because « is semiprojective, there are an integer n > 1 and a *-homomorphism
p: Ay — P, such that 7, 0 p = po a. Write prg") op=1I,5n U for *-homo-
morphisms ¥, : Ag — E,,, m > n. By construction, ¢, © ¥y, = 1, for all m > n,
and limy, o0 [|@m(a(a)) — ¥m(a)| = 0 for all @ € Ay, giving a contradiction. [

The following homotopy stability property will be used frequently. The special
case when oy =id4 is [3, Corollary 4.3].

Corollary 1.8. Let Ay and A be separable C*-algebras and let a: Ay — A be a
semiprojective *-homomorphism. There are a finite set G C A and § > 0 such that
for all C*-algebras B and all *-homomorphisms ¢,: A — B, if ||p(a) —(a)| < 6
for all a € G, then ¢ o « is homotopic to ¥ o a.

Proof. In the notation of Theorem 1.7, let F = () and € = 1, and choose G and §
accordingly. Consider the surjective *~homomorphism ¢: C([0, 1], B) — B®B given
by q(f) = (f(0), f(1)). Assume ¢,9: A — B are (G, d)-close. The *-homomorphism
@ ¢: A— B B lifts to E = C([0,1], B) and is (G, §)-close to ¢ ®1p: A — B, so
by Theorem 1.7, (¢ & 1) o « lifts to a *-homomorphism Ay — E. This lift is the
desired homotopy. (I

2. THE TOPOLOGY ON [[A4, B]]

Recall that for C*-algebras A and B with A separable, [[A, B]] is the set of
homotopy classes of asymptotic morphisms from A to B. We will show that there
is a topology on [[4, B]] with properties analogous to those described in Theorem A
and for which the composition product is jointly continuous. The topology will be
defined in Section 2.1. Sections 2.2 and 2.3 will address the characterization of
convergence and the continuity of composition, respectively.
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2.1. Definition of the topology. Before introducing the topology on [[A, B]],
we will need a few relatively standard results that provide homotopy factorization
of asymptotic morphisms through genuine *-homomorphisms in the presence of
semiprojectivity.

Lemma 2.1. Let Ay, A, and B be C*-algebras with Ag and A separable. If a: Ag —
A is a semiprojective *-homomorphism and ¢: A =, Bis an asymptotic morphism,
then there is an asymptotic morphism g?): Ay = B such that (;3 X poa and gi;t 8 a
*-homomorphism for all t > 0.

Proof. For n > 1, let pp: Cp(R>y, B) = Cp(R>(n11), B) be the restriction map
and identify the limit of this inductive system with B,s = C,(R™, B)/Co(R, B).
Since ag is semiprojective and each p,, is surjective, there are an integer n > 1
and a *-homomorphism ®: Ay — Cp(R>,, B) such that peo.n 0 ® = ¢as 0 . Define
¢: A2 B by ¢i(a) = ®(a)(t) for t > n and ¢(a) = ®(a)(n) for 0 <t < n. By
construction, (;3 2 goa. (I

For C*-algebras A and B with A separable, we let H(A, B) C [[A, B]] denote the
asymptotic homotopy equivalence classes of *~-homomorphisms A — B.

Lemma 2.2. Let Ay, A, and B be C*-algebras with Ag and A separable. Ifa: Ag —
A is a semiprojective morphism and ¢: A Z, Bis an asymptotic morphism, then
there is a *-homomorphism 1: Ay — B such that [[{)]] = [[¢ o ]]. In particular, «

induces a map
a”: [[4, B]] = H(Ap, B) C [[Ao, B]].

Proof. Let ¢: Ay = B be given as in Lemma 2.1 and set ¢ = éo. For t > 0, define
6;: A — C([0,1], B) by 0:(a)(s) = ¢st(a) for all @ € Ay and s € [0,1]. Then 6; is

an asymptotic homotopy between 1 and ¢. Hence [[1] = [[¢]] = [[¢ o ]]. O
We will use the maps in Lemma 2.2 to define the topology on [[4, B]].

Definition 2.3. Let A and B be C*-algebras with A separable.

(i) We equip the set Hom(A, B) of *-homomorphisms A — B with the point-
norm topology, so ¢, — ¢ if and only if ||¢n(a) — ¢(a)|| — 0 for all a € A.
(ii) We equip the image H(A, B) of the natural map Hom(A4, B) — [[4, B]]
with the quotient topology inherited from Hom(A, B).
(iii) We equip [[4, B]] with the weakest topology such that for every separable
C*-algebra Ay and every semiprojective *~-homomorphism a: Ay — A, the
map «o*: [[A, B]] = H(Ao, B) given in Lemma 2.2 is continuous.

Note that the set H(A, B) carries two natural topologies: the quotient topology
from Hom(A4, B) and the subspace topology from [[4, B]]. We will always use the
former topology on H(A, B). We do not know if these topologies coincide, but they
are related via the following straightforward result.

Proposition 2.4. If A and B are C*-algebras with A separable, then the inclusion
map H(A, B) — [[4, B]] is continuous.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that for every separable C*-algebra Ay and semiprojec-
tive *~homomorphism «: Ag — A, the map o*: H(A, B) — H(Ay, B) is continuous.
This is immediate since the corresponding map o*: Hom(A, B) — Hom(Ay, B) is
continuous. O
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The next lemma is stated in [25, Theorem 2.3], where it is noted that it follows
from the closely related results in [1, Section 3]. We include the details as they are
omitted in [25].

Lemma 2.5. Let A and B be separable C*-algebras and suppose B is the limit
of an inductive system (B, ). If a: A — B is a semiprojective *-homomorphism,

then there exist an integer n > 1 and a *-homomorphism &: A — B, such that
Boo,n © & is homotopic to a.

Proof. Lemma 1.2 implies there are a separable C*-algebra A; and semiprojective
*-homomorphisms ag: A — A; and «a1: Ay — B such that a = a3 o ag. Now,
[1, Theorem 3.1] provides an integer n > 1 and a *-homomorphism &: A — B,
such that Bu » o & is homotopic to ay o ap. O

The following result gives a slightly simpler description of the topology by re-
stricting the collection of semiprojective morphisms that need to be considered in
Definition 2.3.

Proposition 2.6. If A and B are C*-algebras with A separable and (A, ) is a
shape system for A, then the topology on [[A, B]| is the weakest topology such that
for allmn > 1, the map o, ,,: [[A, B]] = H(A,, B) of Lemma 2.2 is continuous.

*

Proof. By the definition of the topology on [[A, B]], each of the maps o, ,, is
continuous. It suffices to show that if X is a topological space, f: X — [[4, B]],
and «af , o f is continuous for all n > 1, then f is continuous. To this end, we
must show a* o f is continuous for all separable C*-algebras Ay and semiprojective
*-homomorphisms «: Ag — A. Fix such Ag and «. Using Lemma 2.5 and that «
is semiprojective, we obtain an integer n > 1 and a *-homomorphism &: Ay — A,
such that oy, 0 & is homotopic to a. Then o* factors as

[[4, B]] =% H(A,, B) %5 H(Aqo, B).
Since a7, ,, o f and &* are continuous, so is a* o f. O

The following standard result allows us to replace asymptotic homotopies of
*-homomorphisms with genuine homotopies in the presence of semiprojectivity.
When « = id4, this follows from [2, Proposition 25.1.7], for example. It will be
strengthened in Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 2.7. Let Ay, A, and B be C*-algebras with Ay and A separable and let
a: Ag — B be a semiprojective *-homomorphism. If ¢,1p: A — B are *-homo-
morphisms with [[¢]] = [[¢]], then ¢ o a and 1) o a are homotopic.

Proof. Lemma 1.2 implies there are a separable C*-algebra A; and semiprojective
*_homomorphisms «g: Ag — A; and a1: A7 — A such that « = a3 o ag. Use
Corollary 1.8 to produce a finite set G C A; and § > 0 such that if ¢’,¢': Ay - B
are *-homomorphisms with ||¢/(a) —1'(a)|| < § for all @ € G, then ¢’ oy and ¥’ o
are homotopic.

By the definition of asymptotic homotopy equivalence and Lemma 2.1, there is
an asymptotic morphism 6: A; = C([0,1], B) such that 6, is a *-homomorphism
forallt € Ry, evgof = ¢poaq, and evy 00 = ¢ o ;. For some sufficiently large
to € Ry, we have ||6s,(a)(0) — ¢(ai(a))]| < d and |64, (a)(1) — ¥(a1(a))| < d for all
a € G. By the choice of G and J, ¢ o « is homotopic to evg o 6, o ap and ¥ o «v is
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homotopic to evy o8y, o ag. Since evg o8y, 0 ap and evy o8y, o g are homotopic, so

are ¢ o and ¥ o «. O

The following result and its corollary below will allow us to deduce structural
properties of the topology on asymptotic morphisms.

Proposition 2.8. Let Ay, A, and B be C*-algebras with Ay and A separable and
let a: Ag — A be a semiprojecive *-homomorphisms. The natural map

o : H(A, B) — H(Ao, B)

factors through a discrete topological space. Moreover, if B is separable, then this
space may be taken to be countable.

Proof. By Lemma 1.2, there are a separable C*-algebra A; and semiprojective
*-homomorphisms ag: Ag — A; and a1: A7 — A such that o = a1 oag. By Corol-
lary 1.8, there are finite set G C A; and § > 0 such that for all *~homomorphisms
o, : Ay — B, if ||¢(a) — ¥(a)|| < § for all @ € G, then ¢ o ap and 9 o o are
homotopic.

Let ~ be the equivalence relation on Hom(A;, B) generated by declaring ¢ ~ v
if ||¢p(a) — (a)|]] < 6 for all @ € G. Let X = Hom(Ay,B)/ ~ be the quotient
space and let ¢: Hom(A41, B) — X be the quotient map. For all x € X, the set
q !(z) € Hom(A;, B) is open, and hence X is discrete. It follows immediately that
q is open. When B is separable, Hom(A, B) is second countable (being a separable
metrizable space), so X is also second countable and therefore countable.

If ¢,v: Ay — B are *-homomorphisms with ¢ ~ 1, then ¢ o ag and ¥ o «y
are homotopic by the choice of G and §. Therefore, there is a continuous map
f: X — H(Ao,B) by f(q(¢)) = [[¢ o ap]] for all *~homomorphisms ¢: A; — B.
Now suppose ¢,9: A — B are *-homomorphisms with [[¢]] = [[¢]]. By Lemma 2.7,
¢ o a1 and 1 o a1 are homotopic, and in particular, ¢ o a; ~ ¥ o 1. It follows
that there is a continuous map g: H(A, B) — X defined by g([[¢]]) = q(¢ o a1)
for all *-homomorphisms ¢: A — B. By construction, for all *-homomorphisms
¢: A — B, we have

flg([le]])) = flg(¢ o an)) = [[¢ 01 0 ap]] = [[¢ 0 o],
and thus fog = a*. O

Corollary 2.9. Let Ay, A, and B be C*-algebras with Ay and A separable and let
a: Ay — A be semiprojecive. The map

o*: [[4, B]) = H(Aq, B)
of Lemma 2.2 factors through a discrete topological space. Moreover, if B is sepa-

rable, then this space may be taken to be countable.

Proof. Using Lemma 1.2, there are a separable C*-algebra A; and semiprojective
*-homomorphisms ag: Ag = A1 and ay: A7 — A such that a = a3 o ag. Then o*
factors as

(4, B) "5 (41, B) % H(Ao, B).
The result follows from Proposition 2.8 applied to ay. O

The factorization result in the previous corollary allows us to prove countability
axioms for the space [[A, B]].
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Theorem 2.10. If A and B are C*-algebras with A separable, then [[A, B]] is first
countable. If, in addition, B is separable, then [[A, B]] is second countable.

Proof. Fix a shape system (A, «) for A. By Corollary 2.9, for each n € N, there are a
discrete space X, and continuous maps g, : [[4, B]] = X, and f,: X,, = H(4,, B)
such that af,, = fnogn. Let ¢: A Z, B be an asymptotic morphism and let
Un = 9, (gn([[9]])) for all n € N. We will show the sets {U,, : n € N} form a
neighborhood basis for [[¢]] in [[A, B]].

For all n € N, the set U, is open as g, is continuous and X, is discrete. By
Proposition 2.6, open sets of the form (a%, ,,) ™ (Vy), for an open set V;, C H(A,,, B)
and n € N, form a basis for [[A, B]]. Fix such an open set (a%,,,) " (V) containing
[[¢]]. Then g,([[¢]]) € f,'(Va), and hence U, C (o, )" (Vi), which proves the
claim.

When B is separable, we may take each X, to be countable by Corollary 2.9.
Then

U {ggl(xn) 1xn € Xn}
n=1

is a countable collection of open subsets of [[A, B]] containing a neighborhood basis
for each point in [[A, B]]. Hence [[A, B]] is second countable. O

2.2. Convergence in [[A, B]]. Since the topology on [[A, B]] is first countable
(Theorem 2.10), it is determined by its convergent sequences. This subsection
provides a characterization of sequential convergence in [[A4, B]] analogous to the
characterization of convergence in E(A, B) stated in Theorem A and the one of con-
vergence in K K (A, B) given in [9, Theorem 3.5]. We begin with the following weak
continuity result for composition in [[4, B]]. We will later show in Theorem 2.15
that composition is in fact jointly continuous.

Lemma 2.11. Let A, B, and D be C*-algebras with A separable. If (¢,,)22, is a
sequence in Hom(B, D) converging to ¢ and x € [[A, B]], then [[¢n]] 0 x — [[¢]] o
in [[4, D]].

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for each semiprojective *-homomorphism a.: Ag — A,
we have a*([[¢n]] o ) — a*([[¢]] o ) in H(Ag, D). Note that for each n € N,
a*([[pn]] 0 ) = [[@n]] o @* (z) and a*([[¢]] o ) = [[¢]] o @*(x). By Lemma 2.2, there
is a *~homomorphism ¢: Ay — B such that o*(x) = [[¢]]. Since ¢, 0tp — P o) in
Hom(Ag, D), the result follows. O

Write N for the natural numbers equipped with the discrete topology and let
NT = NU{co} be the one-point compactification of N. For C*-algebras A and B with
A separable, y € [[A, C(NT, B)]], and m € N, define y(m) = [[evn]] oy € [[A, B]].
Theorem 2.12 (Pimsner’s Condition). Suppose A and B be C*-algebras with A
separable, (m,)20_, is a sequence in [[A, B]], and x € [[A,B]]. Then x,, — x in
[[A, B]] if and only if there exists y € [[A,C(NT, B)]] such that y(m) = x,, for all
m €N and y(o0) = .

Proof. First suppose y € [[A, C(NT, B)]] satisfies y(m) = a,, for all m € N and
y(co) = z. Since ev,, — eve in Hom(C(NT, B), B), Lemma 2.11 implies that
y(m) = y(oo).

Conversely, suppose z,, — x € [[A, B]]. Fix a shape system (A4, «) for A. Repre-

sent x,,, and z by strong homotopy morphisms (gb(m),ﬁ(m)) and (¢, h) from (A4, «)
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to B as in Theorem 1.6, where we are regarding B as the limit of a constant in-
ductive system as in the remarks following Theorem 1.6. Write ¢(™ and ¢ for the
homotopy limits of (Q(m),ﬁ(m)) and (¢,h), respectively. Proposition 1.5 implies
[[(b%m)]] = [[#'™ 0 o n]] and [[¢n]] = [[#© Aoo,n]] for all m,n € N. By Corollary 2.9,
the map
% ni1: [[A B]] = H(Ant1, B)

factors through a discrete space. Therefore, for all n € N, there is an m,, € N such
that for all m > m,, we have [[(;55:1)1]] = [[#n+1]]- The semiprojectivity of «,, and
Lemma 2.7 imply that ¢>£Z"> is homotopic to ¢, for all m > m,. Enlarging m,, if
necessary, we may assume the sequence (m, )22, is strictly increasing.

For m,n € N with m > m,, we have ¢, is homotopic to (bslm), and gb%m) is
homotopic to ¢,(:i)1 oay. Let k™. A, — C(]0,1], B) be a homotopy from ¢,, to
(155:1)1 o ay,. For n € N, define @,,: A4, — C(N, B) by
(m)(a), 1<m<m,

Py (a)(m) = { .

oOn(a), my, <m< oo
for all a € A and m € NT. Further, define H,: A, — C([0,1], C(NT, B)) by

h%m)(a)(s), 1<m<m,
Hy(a)(s)(m) = S kS™ (@)(s), mn < m < mpi

hn(a)(s),  Mpe1 <m < o0

for all a € A, s € [0,1], and m € NT. Then (®, H): (A,a) — C(NT, B) defines a
strong homotopy morphism. If y = h—li_n} (®,H), we have y(m) = x,,, for m € N
and y(oc0) = . O

2.3. Continuity of composition. We will use the characterization of convergent
sequences in Theorem 2.12 to strengthen the continuity result from Lemma 2.11 to
the one in Theorem 2.15. First we record two preliminary results.

The following proposition is routine. For C*-algebras A and D, we write A ® D
for the maximal tensor product of A and D.

Proposition 2.13. If A, B, and D are C*-algebras and ¢: A = B is an asymp-
totic morphism, then there is an asymptotic morphism idp ® ¢: D® A 5 Do B,
unique up to equivalence, that is determined by

(1) Jim [(idp @ ¢)i(d®a) = d® ¢(a)|| =0

for alla € A and d € D. Moreover, the assignment ¢ — idp ® ¢ is natural in the
sense that if D1 and Dy are C*-algebras and 6: D1 — Dy is a *-homomorphism,
then (0 ® idg) o (idp, ® ¢) = (idp, ® @) o ( ®id4).

Proof. For uniqueness, note that if 1,1’: D ® A = D @ B satisfy
1 — = 1i / — =
lim [4(d o) = @ 9(a)] = i [V/(d @ @) = d & 9] =0

for all a € A and d € D, then |[¢(c) — 9;(c)|| — 0 for all ¢ in the algebraic tensor
product of D and A. Using the asymptotic contractivity of ¢ and ¢, this also
holds for all c€ D ® A, so ¢ = 1),
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For existence, define p: DRQCy(Ry, B) — Cp(R4, DRB) by p(d® f)(t) = d® f(t).
Then p restricts to an isomorphism from D ® Co(R4, B) to Co(R4+, D ® B), so p
induces a *-homomorphism p: D ® Bas = (D® B)as. Let idp ® ¢ be an asymptotic
morphism lifting po (idp ® ¢as). The naturality follows from the naturality of tensor
products and p. (I

Specializing to the case when D is commutative gives the following result. It is
not clear to us whether the map ¢ below is unique (up to equivalence), but only
the existence of such a map ¢ will be needed.

Corollary 2.14. If A and B are C*-algebras, X is a locally compact Hausdorff
space, and ¢: A Z B is an asymptotic morphism, then there is an asymptotic

morphism ¢: Co(X,A) = Co(X, B) such that evy o d = dpoev, for allz € X.
Proof. Define isomorphisms
’Q/JA: Co(X) RA— Co(X, A) and ’Q/JBZ Co(X) ® B — Co(X, B)

by Ya(f © a)(x) = f(x)a and vp(f @ b)(x) = f(2)b for f € Co(X), a€ A, be B,
and z € X. Then define

¢ =g o (idoyx) @ ¢) 03" Co(X, A) = Co(X, B).

The result follows from the naturality of the tensor product in Proposition 2.13
applied to 0 = ev,: Cp(X) — C. O

Finally, we prove the joint continuity of composition.

Theorem 2.15. If A, B, and D are C*-algebras with A and B separable, then the
composition [[A, B]] x [[B, D]] — [[A, D]] is jointly continuous.

Proof. By Theorem 2.10, both [[A, B]] and [[B, D]] are first countable, and hence so
is [[A, B]] x [[B, D]]. So it suffices to show composition is sequentially continuous.
Suppose z, — z in [[4, B]] and y, — y in [[B, D]]. By Theorem 2.12, there are

asymptotic morphisms ¢: A = C(Nt, B) and ¢: B = C(NT, D) such that

T, n <00 n < 00

€T n = oo

and  [[evy 0 9] = {y

Yy n=0o0

[[evn o ¢]] = {

for all n € NT.
After identifying C(NT, C(N', D)) with C(N x N, D), Corollary 2.14 provides
an asymptotic morphism v: C(NT, B) — C(N x NT, D) such that

€Vim,n © ’JJ Sevy o0 ¢ OC€vVp

for all m,n € Nf. Let z = [[¢]] o [[¢]] € [[4, C(NT x N, D)]]. Then

Yn Oy N < OO
[levnn]loz=
yox n = 00

for n € NT. Since ev,, , — eVoo.0o in Hom(C(NT x N, D), D), Lemma 2.11 implies
Yn O Ty — YOI. (]
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3. HAUSDORFFIZED ASYMPTOTIC MORPHISMS

The topology on [[4, B]] given in Definition 2.3 is often non-Hausdorff. In Sec-
tion 3.1, we consider a quotient of [[A4, B]] that is Hausdorff and show that the
composition descends to a continuous composition on the quotient. Further prop-
erties of the quotient are established in Section 3.2, and a compatibility result with
inductive limits in the spirit of Theorem B is given in Section 3.3.

3.1. The Hausdorffized asymptotic category. Every topological space X ad-
mits a universal T, quotient space known as the Kolmogorov quotient. While this
is typically non-Hausdorff, we will show that the Kolmogorov quotient of the space
[[4, B]] of asymptotic morphisms is always a Hausdorff space (Theorem 3.7). Ele-
ments of this quotient (defined formally below) will be the morphisms of the Haus-
dorflized asymptotic category.

Definition 3.1. Let A and B be C*-algebras with A separable. For z,y € [[4, B]],
write & ~pq y in [[A, B]] if the singletons {2} and {y} have the same closure. Then
~pq is an equivalence relation. We define the space of Hausdorffized asymptotic
morphisms, written [[A, B]]ua, to be the quotient space [[4, B]]/ ~ua-

Note that the quotient map [[A, B]] — [[A4, B]lua induces a bijection on open
sets, and in particular, the quotient map is open. As we now show, this observation
implies that the composition of asymptotic morphisms descends to a composition
on the quotient spaces.

Proposition 3.2. If A, B, and D are C*-algebras such that A and B separa-
ble, then the composition [[A, B]] x [[B, D]] — [[A, D]] induces a continuous map
[[4, Bllaa x [[B, D]lua — [[A, D)]ua, written (z,y) — yo x.

Proof. Consider the quotient maps
q: [[A, B]] = [[A, Bllua, ¢': [[B, D]l = [[B, Dllna, and ¢": [[4, D]] = [[A, D]]ua-

If z,y € [[4, B]] and ',y € [[B, D]] with ¢(x) = q(y) and ¢'(z') = ¢'(y’), then the
constant sequences x and z’ converge to y and y’, respectively. By the continuity
of composition (Theorem 2.15), the constant sequence z’ o x converges to y’ o y.
Similarly, the constant sequence 3’ oy converges to 2’ ox. These convergences imply
q"(z' ox) = ¢" (v oy). Therefore, the composition on the Kolmogorov quotients is
well-defined. Since ¢ and ¢’ are open, so is ¢ x ¢. Hence g x ¢’ is a quotient map,
and the continuity of composition on the Kolmogorov quotients follows. (Il

Definition 3.3. The Hausdorffized asymptotic category AMuq is the category with
objects given by separable C*-algebras, the morphisms from A to B given by the
set [[A, B]Jud, and the composition given by Proposition 3.2.

In Section 4, we prove that the category AMygq is equivalent to the shape category
considered in [8] (Theorem 4.3). As a consequence, isomorphism in the category
AMy4 (and in AM) coincides with shape equivalence of separable C*-algebras.

The following lemma gives a strengthening of Lemma 2.7, weakening the hy-
pothesis from agreement in [[A, B]] to agreement in [[A, B]Jgqs. We record it here
for use in Section 4.

Lemma 3.4. Let Ay, A, and B be C*-algebras with Ag and A separable and let
a: Ay — A be a semiprojective *-homomorphism. If ¢,¢: A — B are *-homomor-
phisms with [[¢]lua = [[¥]]ua, then ¢ o a and ¥ o « are homotopic.
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Proof. By Lemma 1.2, there are separable C*-algebras A; and As and semiprojec-
tive *-homomorphisms ag: Ag — A1, ay: Ay — As and as: Ay — A such that
a=agoajoqy. Let G C Ay and 6 > 0 be given by applying Corollary 1.8 to a;.

From [[¢]lua = [[¢]]na and Theorem 2.12, there is an asymptotic morphism
n: A = O(Nt, B) with [[eve o )] = [¢]] and [[ev, o 7]] = [[¢]] for all n € N. By
Lemma 2.2, there exists a *-homomorphism 7j: Ay — C(NT, B) with [[j]] = [[n0a2]].
Therefore, [[eve 0 7]] = [t © a2]] and [[evy, o 7]] = [[¢ o a]] for all n € N. Choose
N € N so large that |[(evy o 77)(a) — (eve 0 7)(a)]| < & for all @ € G. The choice
of G and ¢ implies that evy o 7 o a; is homotopic to evy, o ) o ;. Therefore,
[[¢ 0 asoai]] =[[¢ o az o ai]]. Finally, Lemma 2.7 implies that ¢ o ag 0 ayq 0 o is
homotopic to ¥ o ag 0 a1 0 . O

3.2. Basic properties of [[A, B]|uq. Shape systems and strong homotopy mor-
phisms have proved useful in the study of asymptotic morphisms. They will be
equally powerful in the study of the Hausdorffized asymptotic category. The follow-
ing gives a formal statement of the claim made in the remarks following Theorem C
that Dadarlat’s homotopy limit functor is independent of the choice of homotopies
up to Hausdorffization.

=

limits A and B and assume each A,, is separable. Let

(f.8.1%), (9.9, h"): (4,a) — (B, B)

Proposition 3.5. Let (4,a) and (B, 3) be inductive systems of C*-algebras with

be strong homotopy morphisms with homotopy limits ¢, : A = B. If ﬂoo)f(n) o ¢n
and Bos g(n) © Yn are homotopic for all n € N, then [[¢]lua = [[¢]]na-

Proof. After replacing the *-homomorphisms ¢, and ¢, with By ) o ¢n and
Boo,g(n) © ¥n and the homotopies h¢ and hY with (ide(0,1]) ® Boo,f(nt1)) © h¢ and
(ide(0,1]) ® Bos,g(n+1)) © h¥, we may assume that B,, = B and j3, = idp for all
n € Nand f = g = idy. Hence, after changing notation, we have strong homotopy
morphisms ((b,ﬁd’), (1/),@1/’): (A,a) — B with homotopy limits ¢,¢: A Z, B such
that ¢, and 1, are homotopic for all n € N.

For n € N, we have ¢, is homotopic to both v, and ¢,+1 o a,,. Consider a
homotopy k,: A4, — C([0,1], B) from %, t0 ¢+1 © ay. Define a strong homotopy
morphism (8,1): (A,a) — C(NT, B) by

on(a) m<mn
Yn(a) m>n

On(a)(m) = {

and

h¢(a)(s) m<n
n(a)(s) m=n
h¥(a)(s) m>n

forallm € N, m € Nf, a € A, and s € [0,1]. Let § = h—li_ng(Q,L): A% B and
note that [[evy, o 0]] = [[¢]] for m € N and [[eves © 0]] = [[¢]]. By Theorem 2.12,
it follows that [[¢]] belongs to the closure of {[[¢]]}. By symmetry, [[¢]] belongs to
the closure of {[[¢]]}, and hence [[¢]]lua = [[¢¥]]ua- O
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The following result will be used to produce a projective limit decomposition of
the space [[A, B]]aq in the proof of Theorem 3.7, which in particular, will be used
to prove [[A, B]]ua is Hausdorff.

Lemma 3.6. If Ay, A, and B are C*-algebras with Ay and A separable, a: Ag — A
is a semiprojective *-homomorphism, and x,y € [[A, C(NT, B)]] with z(m) = y(m)
for all m € NT, then z o [[a]] = y o [[a]].

Proof. By two applications of Lemma 1.2, we may factor « as a composition

Ag 225 A -5 Ay —225 A

where A; and As are separable C*-algebras and «p, a1, and as are semiprojective
*-homomorphisms. Lemma 2.2, provides *-homomorphisms 6, p: A3 — C(NT, B)
such that [[f]] = zo[[az]] and [[p]] = yo[[az]]. In particular, [[ev,, 0 0]] = [[ev., o p]]
for all m € NT. Lemma 2.7 now implies that for all m € NT, ev,,0foa; is homotopic
to evy, 0 po ay; let hy,: A1 — C([0, 1], B) be such a homotopy.

By, Corollary 1.8 there are a finite set G C A; and § > 0 such that if D is a
C*-algebras and ¢,¢: Ay — D are *-homomorphisms with ||¢(a) — ¢ (a)|| < ¢ for
all @ € G, then ¢ o ag and ¥ o g are homotopic. Fix mg € N such that

[0(a1(a))(m) = hoo(a)(0)]| <6 and  [|p(ai(a))(m) — ho(a)(1)[| <&
for all @ € G and m > mg. Define D = C(NT B) and ¢,v: Ay — D by

>mo?
#(a)(m) = 0(ai(a))(m) and p(a)(m) = O(ai(a))(m) for all @ € A; and m € Nf
with m > mg. By the choice of G and §, ¢ o ay and 1 o oy are homotopic; let
k: A — C([0,1], D) be such a homotopy.

Finally, define a homotopy h: A4g — C([0,1], C(N, B)) by

hm(ap(a))(s) m < mg
k(a)(s)(m) — m >mg

h(a)(s)(m) = {

for all a € Ag, s € [0,1], and m € Nf. Then h defines a homotopy from 6 o a; o ag
to poaj o agy. Therefore,

zo[[a]] = [[0 0 a1 0 ag]] = [[p o ar 0 ag]] = y o [[e]],

as required. ([l

The following result establishes the main properties of the topology on the space
of (Hausdorffized) asymptotic morphisms.

Theorem 3.7. If A and B are C*-algebras with A separable, then [[A, Bllua is a
projective limit of discrete topological spaces. These may be taken to be countable
if B is separable. In particular, [[A, B]lua is totally disconnected and completely
metrizable, and it is separable if B is separable. Moreover, if (A,a) is a shape
system for A, then the maps o . [[A, B]] — H(A,, B) of Lemma 2.2 induce a
homeomorphism

[[A, Bllaa —=— lim (H(A,, B), o).

Proof. Fix a shape system (A4, «) for A. For n € N, Proposition 2.8 gives a dis-
crete space X, (which we may take to be countable if B is separable) and con-
tinuous maps gn+1: H(An4+1,B) = X, and f,,: X,, — H(A,, B) such that for all
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*-homomorphisms ¢: A1 — B, fn(gns1([[¢]])) = [[¢ © an]]. Then there is a
commuting diagram

4>HA37 —>HA27 —>HA1, )
o X gsofs g20f2

in the category of topological spaces. It follows that

ELH(H(A"?B%O‘:;) = yLn(Xmgn o fn)

Therefore, we only need to prove the final part of the theorem.
The maps a, ,: [[4, B]] — H(A,,, B) induce a continuous map

[[4, B]] = lim (H(Ay, B), a},),

and, since the inverse limit is Hausdorff (and, in particular, Tp), o* factors through
a continuous map

“: [[A, Bllaga — ¥_ (An, B),al).
We will show that a* is a homeomorphism.

First we prove that a* is injective. Suppose that ¢,¢: A Z, B are asymptotic
morphisms with o*([[¢]]) = a*([[¢]]). By Theorem 1.6, there are strong homotopy
morphisms (¢, h), (¢, k): (A,a) — B with homotopy limits ¢ and 1, respectively.
For eachn e N,

[[¢n+1]] = [[¢ © aoo,n+1]] = [W o O‘oo,n-i-l]] = [[wn-‘rl]]v

where the middle inequality follows from a*([[¢]]) = a*([[¢]]) and the outer two
equalities follow from Proposition 1.5. By the definition of a strong homotopy mor-
phism of inductive systems, ¢,11 o aw, and ¥, 41 © o, are homotopic to ¢, and ¥,
respectively. Also, by Lemma 2.7, ¢y, 41 0, and 9,1 0y, are homotopic. Concate-
nating these homotopies shows that ¢,, and 1,, are homotopic. Then Proposition 3.5

implies [[¢]]ua = [[¥]]ua, so &* is injective.
Second, we prove surjectivity. Let (¢n: A, — B)S2; be a sequence of *-homo-
morphisms such that [[¢,]] = [[¢pnt1 © ay]] for all n € N. For n > N, Lemma 2.7

implies ¢y, 41 © @, is homotopic to ¢pi2 0 aptan. If hy: A, — C([0,1], B) denotes
such a homotopy, then the sequences (¢,t1 © )22, and (hy,)2, form a strong
homotopy morphism (4,a) — B. If ¢: A Z, B denotes the homotopy limit of
these sequences, then Proposition 1.5 implies [[¢ © ttoon]] = [[Prn+1 © an]] = [[@n]]
for all n € N. So a* is surjective, and hence so is a*.

It remains to prove continuity of the inverse of a*. To this end, consider

€ [[A, B]] and a sequence (7,,)55-1 C [[A4, B]] such that o, (zm) — aX, ,(7) in
H(A,, B) for all n € N. By Proposition 2.4, o, . (zm) — aX ,(z) in [[A, B]]
for all n € N. Then by Theorem 2.12, there is a y,,,; € [[An41,C(NT, B)]]
such that y;,1(m) = aX, ,11(7m) for m € N and y;,,1(c0) = aZ, ,11(z). De-
fie g = Yos © llaal] for 1 € N. Note that g/, (m) = ¥a(m) 0 [lansa]] for
all m € N, so Lemma 3.6 implies ¥, = yn41 © [[a]]- Also, Lemma 2.2 implies
yn € H(A,,C(NT,B)) C [[An, C(NT,B)]] for all n € N. The surjectivity of a*,
applied with C(NT, B) in place of B, implies there is a y € [[A, C(N', B)]] such that
o (y) = yn for all n € N. For m € NT and n € N, we have o, (y(m)) = yn(m).
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So the injectivity of &* implies y(m) ~pq ,, for all m € N and y(co0) ~pq z.
Therefore, x,, — = in [[A, B]Jga. Hence a* is a homeomorphism. O

3.3. Compatibility with direct limits. The remainder of the section is devoted
to proving the continuity of the functor [[-, B]]uq on separable C*-algebras (Theo-
rem 3.10). When restricting to shape systems, this continuity result follows easily
from the projective limit decomposition in Theorem 3.7 and the factorization result
in Lemma 2.2. The general case will reduce to this case by approximating a given
inductive system by a shape system with the same limit—the precise statement
needed is given in Lemma 3.9. We start with the following approximation lemma,
which is a typical application of semiprojectivity.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose (A, q) is a shape system with limit A and (B, ) is an in-
ductive system with limit B such that each B3, is surjective. Forn € N, let F, C A,
be a finite set and let €, > 0. If ¢: A — B is a *-homomorphism, then there are a
strictly increasing function f: N — N and *-homomorphisms ¢n: An — Bj(n) such
that the diagram

A — 5 Ay — 2 Ay — 2 A
¢1J{ ¢2J{ ¢3J{ Jjﬁ
B B B -.- B
O Bro ) TP Brase T Brw e

commutes up to homotopy,

max 1B n+1),£(m) (n(a)) = dnt1(an(a))| < €n,

and ¢ 0 Qoon = Boo, f(n) © On for all n € N.

Proof. For n € N, Corollary 1.8 and the semiprojectivity of a,, imply there are a
finite set G411 € A,y1 and 0,41 > 0 such that for all C*-algebras D and *-homo-
morphisms 0, p: Apy1 — D, if ||0(a) — p(a)|] < dpt1 for all a € G, 41, then G oy, is
homotopic to p o a,,. By enlarging the sets G,, and decreasing d,,, we may assume
n(Fn) € Gny1 and 6,01 < €, for all n € N.

It suffices to construct a strictly increasing function f: N — N and *-homo-
morphisms 9,111 Apy1 — Bj(,) such that

T 18 (ns1),£(n)(Wnt1(a)) — Yng2(anyi(a))]] < dns1

and @ o Qoo nt1 = Boo,f(n) © Yn+1. Indeed, the *~homomorphisms ¢, = 1,41 0 ap
will satisfy the conditions of the lemma.

Since aieo,2: Az — B is semiprojective, there are f(1) € N and a *~homomorphism
a1 Ay — By(yy such that B r1y 012 = ¢ 0 a2, Assume f(1),..., f(n) and
Y2, ..., ¥ny1 have been constructed. Because aoo,nt2 is semiprojective, there are
f'(n+1) € Nand a *-homomorphism 9}, ,o: Apto — Bj/(n41) so that

Boo,f’(nqu) © ¢;z+2 = (b O Qoo,n+2-
Then ﬁoo,f(n) © wn-l-l = ﬁoo,f’(nJrl) © 1/1;1+2 O Qn+1, and hence

0B ) (01 () = By (G201 (0)] = 0
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Therefore, we may find f(n+ 1) € N with f(n + 1) > max{f(n), f'(n + 1)} such
that

Jmax [1Bf(nr1), £ (n) (W¥n+1(a)) = Br(nt1), f (1) (Whga(@n (@)l < dntr.

Define ¢y, 42 = 5f(n+1),f/(n+1) © ¢§1+2- O
Applying the previous lemma inductively (and taking care with the estimates)

yields the following approximation result. This allows us to replace a given inductive
system with a shape system with the same limit.

Lemma 3.9. If (4, q) is an inductive system of separable C*-algebras with limit
A, then there is a diagram

P/ —" /T S N/}
1
Y1
Bi B3 B3
O£2 042 a?
A? L A2 2 A2 3
B3 B3 \ﬁz
1 2 3
aB 043 OL?
A3 L, A} 2, A3 5.
3 3 3 G
ﬁ] 62 ﬁa
« « «
A1 ! A2 2 A3 3 e A

of C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms that commutes up to homotopy and satisfies
the following conditions:
(i) for alln € N, the nth cgjumn ((Am, B,T)):Zl is a shape system for Ay, ;
(i) the diagonal ((AZ,Vn))nzl is a shape system for A;
(iii) for alln,m € N, o, 0 B0™ = B, o a;
)

(iv) for alln € N, Yoo,n = Qoon © B2

Proof. The C*-algebras A} and the *-homomorphisms «" and £ will be con-
structed by induction on n and we will define vy, = 3}, o a}}. In order to account
for the diagonal inductive limit, we will also arrange for each g to be surjective
and for each square to approximately commute. In more detail, we arrange for
finite sets F;* C A} and finite sets G, ; C A} for j,m,n € N such that
(v) ol (Fm) € Fry and BH(Fr) C Firtt for all m,n € N;

) Gn,j € Gnj+1 and ¥, (Gn ;) C Gny1,; for all j,n € N;

) Uj21 Gn,j is dense in A7, for all n € N;

) max (o (B (@) — By (e (@) < 27 for all m,n € N,

Let ((AT,B{”))::l be a shape system for A; such that each 57" is surjective

(see [1, Theorem 4.3]). Choose any increasing sequence of finite subsets (G1,;)72,

of Al with dense union, and, for m € N, define F* = 87" (Gy.1). Assume n € N
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and the first n columns have been constructed. Let ((AZ,,, Zﬂ_l))::l be a shape

system for A, 1. After passing to a subsequence of (A7, BZ‘H))::I, Lemma 3.8
provides the maps o satisfying the required homotopy-commuting property, (iii),
and (ix). Define v, = 87 o a”. Choose finite sets G,41,; C ArT] satisfying (vi)
and (vii). Finally, choose finite sets F,% ; C A}, satisfying (v) and (viii).

We have now constructed the homotopy commuting diagram in the statement of
the lemma satisfying conditions (i) and (iii), and also with the properties that each
By is surjective, v, = f)i,; o), and conditions (v)—(ix) hold. For n € N, note that
Yn is semiprojective since 8], ; is, and hence ((AZ, ’Yn)):ozl forms a shape system.
The definition of 7, and (iii) implies there is a commuting diagram

1 m 2 72 3 73
Al Az AS

ﬂf"’ll ﬂ?*ﬂ /3§°’3J(

Ay Ag As

(e 5] a2 a3

that induces a *-homomorphism 8: lim (A", ;) = A with 80Yeo,n = Qoo.n 0 B

. . . .. . . ’ .
It is enough to prove ( is an isomorphism: indeed, if so, then after using g to
identify lim (A" ~,) with A, both (ii) and (iv) hold.

Because () is surjective for all m,n € N, we have ;> is surjective for all
n € N. Therefore, g is surjective. To prove injectivity, it suffices to show that for
all n € N, a € A7 with 8(Veo,n(a)) = 0, and € > 0, there is an m € N such that
[[¥m.n(a)|| < 4e. For any such n, a, and €, we have aso (85" (a)) = 0, and hence
there is j € N with j > n such that ||a;,(85°"(a))|| < e. After increasing j, we
may assume 4177 < e. Further, by (vi) and (vii) (increasing j if necessary), we
may assume there is a b € G,, ; with |ja — b|| < e. Conditions (vi) and (viii) yield
~im(b) € ]—'; . Then the definition of ~, together with (v) and (ix) imply that for
each m € N with m > j,

(2) HOZ%J (6;” (ij(b))) - FYm,n(b)H < 41— < €.

Since [lajn (87" (a)|| < € and [la — b|| < ¢, the definition of v, ; and (iii) imply
18777 (vjn ()]l < 2¢. Hence there is m € N with |37 (7;,(0)|| < 3e. Then (2)
yields ||ym.n(b)|| < 3¢, and hence ||ym.n(a)|| < 4e, as required. This shows S is
injective and completes the proof. O

With the lemmas above, we now prove continuity of [[-, B]]ua. Note that this
fails for [[-, B]] in general. For example, [[S(-) ® K,SB ® K]] = E(-,B), and
Milnor’s lim'-sequence in E-theory provides an obstruction to preserving limits.

Theorem 3.10. If (A,«) is an inductive system of separable C*-algebras with
limit A and B is a C*-algebra, then the *-homomorphisms oo n: Ap — A induce
a homeomorphism

(14, Bllua —— lim ([[An, Blla, ).

Proof. Let X = @([[AH,B]]Hd,Q;;) and let f, oot X — [[An, B]]ua be the canon-
*on induce a continuous map f: [[4, B]lua — X with

co,n

ical maps. The maps «
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Jnoo 0 f =al,,,. We will construct a continuous inverse of f. We adopt the nota-
tion from Lemma 3.9. The diagram in Lemma 3.9 induces a commuting diagram

1y= 1y *
(ay) H(A%,B) (0‘2 (A ) (a3) .

H(A}, B) +——

BY)* D ey (8Y)*

(a3)" (e3)"

(ed)”

H(A2, B) Y\ H(A2, B) « 2 (A2, B)

8" 83 G

H(A3, B) < w3, By <2 H(a3, B) 2

8" 8" 8" §

[[A1, Bllna <=m [[Az, Bllia <=2 [[Ag, Bllua <=— --- [[4, Bllaa

of topological spaces and continuous maps. By Theorem 3.7, the maps 73, ,, induce
a homeomorphism

[[4, Bllua —— lim (H(A}, B), ;).

Therefore, the maps (85°™)*: [[An, Bllua — H(A?, B) induce a continuous map
g: X — [[A, Bl]ua such that 73, , 09 = (87°")* 0 foon for all n € N.
For n € N, we have
FY;o,n °0go f = (ﬂ;)lo,n)* © foom © f = (ﬂvozom)* 0 aZo,n = ’Y;o,n7

and hence go f = id[(4,Byjy,- In the other direction, to show fog =idx, it suffices
to show fy.00 © f 09 = fn,00 for all n € N. To this end, fix n € N. By Theorem 3.7,
the maps 82>, m € N, induce a homeomorphism

[[An, Blla —— lim (H(A7, B), (87)"),

so it suffices to show (55 )* o fr.cc0 fog = (B2"™)* 0 fn.co for all m € N with
m > n. For such m, we compute

(B™) 0 freo fog=(B) 0ak, , 00
=(am ) o (By™) oai, mog
= () 0 Voem 9
= (o )*O(ﬁo"m) 0 foo,m
= (

B )* nofOO,m
= (Bm) foo,nu

as required. So fog =1idy, and f is a homeomorphism. O
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4. APPLICATIONS

Recall from Definition 1.4 that every strong homotopy morphism (f, $,h) be-
tween inductive systems of C*-algebras (A4,a) and (B, ) induces an asymptotic
morphism

b-lim (f, ¢, h): lim (4, @) = lim (B, 3).

Dadarlat showed in [8] that this construction produces a functor ho(ind-C*) — AM
on a suitable category ho(ind-C*) (the objects of which are inductive systems of
separable C*-algebras), and restricts to an equivalence on the strong shape cate-
gory, defined as the full subcategory s-sh of ho(ind-C*) whose objects of which are
shape systems (Theorem 4.1). We will combine this result with our work in the
previous sections to show that the Hausdorflized asymptotic category AMpq (see
Definition 3.3) is equivalent to the shape category sh (Theorem 4.3). This will prove
Theorem C.

In Section 4.2, we apply these results to obtain a topology on E-theory. In par-
ticular, we prove Theorems A and B from the introduction. Some other properties
of E-theory mentioned in the introduction are also discussed.

4.1. The Hausdorffized homotopy limit functor. We first establish some no-
tation. There are several categories appearing in this subsection. For convenience,
abbreviated forms of the definitions are collected in Table 1.

Let C* be the category of separable C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms. If A and
B are C*-algebras, we write [A, B] for the set of homotopy equivalence classes of
*-homomorphisms A — B. Let ho(C*) be the category whose objects are separable
C*-algebras and where the morphisms A — B are the elements of [A, BJ.

For any category D, we let ind-D denote the category of (sequential) inductive
systems in D modulo passing to subsequences. More precisely, objects in ind-D are
given by inductive systems (A, a) in D and a morphism (f,¢): (4,a) — (B, ) is
represented by a pair consisting of a strictly increasing function f: N — N and
a sequence ¢ = (¢n: Ay — Byn))pe, of morphisms such that for all n € N,

Bf(n+1),f(n) © Pn = Gnt1 © & Two morphisms

(f,9):(9:4): (4,2) = (B, p)

are equivalent, written as (f, ¢) = (g, ), if for all n € N, there is m € N such that
m > max{f(n),g(n)} and By, f(n) © Pn = Bm,gn) © ¥n. Note that if D is closed
under sequential inductive limits, then there is a canonical inductive limit functor
lig: ind-D — D. In particular, this is the case for D = C*.

In the special case D = ho(C*), we will always view morphisms in ind-ho(C*) as
being represented by a homotopy morphism (f, @) of inductive systems (see Defi-
nition 1.3) and write the equivalence class of such a morphism as [f, ¢]. Therefore,
given homotopy morphisms -

(f,9):(9:4): (4,2) = (B, B),

we have [f,¢] = [g,0] if and only if for all n € N, there is m € N such that
m > max{f(_n), g(n) }_and the *-homomorphisms fu f(n) © ¢n and fog g(n) © ¥ are
homotopic.

As pointed out in [8, Section 1.4], the inductive limit functor does not descend to
a functor ind-ho(C*) — ho(C*). Dadarlat addressed this by using a variation of the

category ind-ho(C*), called ho(ind-C*), which may be regarded as the homotopy



24 J. CARRION AND C. SCHAFHAUSER

Category  Objects Morphisms

Cc* Separable C*-algebras ¢, *~-homomorphisms

AM Separable C*-algebras [[#]] € [[A, B]], asymptotic homo-
topy classes of *-homomorphisms

AMiq Separable C*-algebras [Allua € [[A, B]lua, Hausdorfl-

ized asymptotic homotopy classes
of homomorphisms

ind-D Inductive systems in D (f,®), pairs of increasing func-

tions on N and sequences of com-
patible morphisms in D

ho(C*) Separable C*-algebras [¢] € [A, B], homotopy classes of
*-homomorphisms

ho(ind-C*)  Inductive systems in C*  [[f, ¢, h]], equivalence classes of
strong homotopy morphisms

sh Shape systems Same as ind-ho(C*)

s-sh Shape systems Same as ho(ind-C*)

TABLE 1. Some of the categories considered in this section.

category of ind-C*. Briefly, objects are given by (sequential) inductive systems
of separable C*-algebras (as in ind-C*), and morphisms are equivalence classes
[[f, @, h]] of strong homotopy morphisms of inductive systems. We refer the reader
to [8, Definition 3.6] for the precise definition of the equivalence relation, which
is a modified version of the equivalence in ind-ho(C*) that accounts for the extra
data given by the sequence of homotopies h. In particular, any morphism in ind-C*
induces a morphism in ho(ind-C*) with constant homotopies, yielding a functor
Ho: ind-C* — ho(ind-C*) (which is the identity on objects.)

For our purposes, the most relevant property of ho(ind-C*) is that the homotopy
limit construction h-lim induces a functor ho(ind-C*) — AM, which we continue to
write as h-lim. It is proved in [8, Section 2] that

ind-C* —2° ho(ind-C*)

- —2 5 AM
commutes, where As is the identity on objects and As(¢) = [[¢]] for every *-homo-
morphism ¢.
The shape category sh and strong shape category s-sh are defined as the full
subcategories sh C ind-ho(C*) and s-sh C ho(ind-C*) whose objects are given by
shape systems. The following result is due to Dadarlat.

Theorem 4.1 ([8, Theorem 3.7]). The homotopy limit functor restricts to an equiv-
alence of categories
h—liﬂ: s-sh = AM.
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Theorem 4.3 below is the analog of Theorem 4.1 for the categories sh and AMggq.
We will need some more notation. Let F: ho(ind-C*) — ind-ho(C*) be the functor
that is the identity on objects and is defined on morphisms by

F(([f, ¢, h])) = [f, 9]

and let Hd: AM — AMpygq be the functor that is the identity on objects and is
defined by morphisms by

Hd({[¢]]) = [[¢]]a-
Theorem 4.2. There is a unique functor h-ling: ind-ho(C*) — AMuq such that

ind-C* —2% ho(ind-C*) —— ind-ho(C*)

i | [ [,
C* As AM Hd AM Hd

commutes. Explicitly, on objects, h_thd(A’ a) = hﬂ(é, a), and on morphisms,

h_thd([f’Q]) = [[h—lig(f,é,ﬁ)]]Hd, where (f,¢,h) is a strong homotopy mor-
phism.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that h-li Ha is well-defined on morphisms as the rest

follows easily. This is immediate from the well-definedness of h-lig and Proposi-
tion 3.5. 0

The following is the precise version of Theorem C from the introduction.

Theorem 4.3. The Hausdorffized homotopy limit functor induces an equivalence
of categories

h-lim, + sh = AMia.

Proof. We need to prove that h—ligH q is full, dense, and faithful.

To prove that h-ling,_ . is full means to prove that, given objects (A4, a) and (B, )
in sh, the map
(3) Homsh ((Av Q)v (ﬁv é)) - HomAMHd (h'h_r>an (Av Q)v h'ling (ﬁv ﬁ))
induced by h—li_ngH 4 18 surjective. This is straightforward: the functor Hd is full
and the restriction of h-lim to s-sh is an equivalence of categories (Theorem 4.1),
so the commutativity of the diagram in Theorem 4.2 implies that the map in (3) is
surjective.

To prove that h-li Ha is dense means to prove that given an object A in AMyq,
there is an object (A, a) in sh such that A is isomorphic to h-limg, (A, ). This is
immediate from the statement that every separable C*-algebras has a shape system
(see [1, Corollary 4.3]).

The fact that h-li Ha is faithful is more involved. We need to prove that, given
objects (4,a) and (B, ) in sh, the map in (3) is injective. Write A = HE(A’ a)

=

and B = hﬂ (B, B). We may further assume the connecting maps in the shape
system (B, ) are surjective. Indeed, B admits a shape system (B’, ') with each
., surjective, and then Theorem 4.1 implies (B, 8) and (B’, ') are isomorphic in

=

the (strong) shape category. So we may replace (B, 3) with (B', 8').

=

Suppose (f, ¢),(g,¢): (4, a) — (B, ) are homotopy morphisms and that

h'thd([fa 9]) = h_hﬂHd([g’%D'
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To simplify the notation, and without loss of generality, we assume f = g = idy. Fix
n € N. Our goal is to show that that, for large enough m € N, 3, ,0¢,, is homotopic
t0 Bim,n © ¥n, since this implies [¢] = [¢] in [(4,a), (B, 8)]. By Corollary 1.8 and
the semiprojectivity of a,, there exist a finite set G C A, and § > 0 such that if
D is a C*-algebra and 0, p: A — D are *-homomorphisms with ||#(a) — p(a)| < 9,
it must be that 6 o a,, is homotopic to p o a,.

The hypothesis and Proposition 1.5 imply that

[[BOO,n-i-S o ¢n+3]]Hd = [[¢ © O‘oo,n+3]]Hd = [[w © O‘oo,n+3]]Hd = [[ﬁoo,n+3 © z/’71-1-3]]Hd'

Because o492 is semiprojective, Lemma 3.4 implies that Boo nt3 © Pniy3 0 aupqo is
homotopic to Boo,n+3 0 Pn+3 0 yya. Moreover, the fact that ¢ and i are homotopy
morphisms implies that Bog nt2 © Ppnt2 is homotopic to 6007,;_3 o ¢:+3 0 (42, and
that Boc nt2 © ¥tz is homotopic to Boc nt3 © Ynys © apya.

We have that Boo nt2 © ¢n42 is homotopic to Soo . nt2 © Yny2. Hence there is a
*-homomorphism 0: A, 42 — C([0, 1], B) such that

evgol = ﬁoo,n+2 © Pnt2 and eviol = Boo,n+2 0 Ynt2.

Let B3,, = idco,1] ® Bm and regard C([0, 1], B) as the limit of the inductive system

(C(]0,1], Bin), B8). If m € Nis large enough (and m > n+2), the semiprojectivity of

Qipt1 provides a *-homomorphism 0: Api1 — C([0,1], Byy,) with Boo)mo@~ = foaryy1.
Therefore,

Boo,moevgol =evgo B, 00 =evooloanis = fooni20 Pni2 0yl

Similarly, Beo,m ©€vy o 0 = Boo,n+2 © Ynt2 0 apy1. Therefore, if m is large enough,
we have that ||(evg 0 8)(a) — (Bm.nt2 © ni2 © ani1)(a)]] < & for all @ € G. Thus
evp o 6o oy, and B, py2 © Ppi2 © Qpq1 © @y are homotopic for large enough m, as
are evy o 0 o o, and Bmn+42 © Yny2 © Qpy1 © ay, by the choice of G and §.

Now, Bmn+2 © Pny2 © pt1 © p and B, © ¢, are homotopic, and hence so
are Bm.nt2 © Ynt2 © Qpg1 © oy and Py, p © Y, using that 9 and y are homotopy
morphisms. Since evgofoa, and evy o6 o, are homotopic, we (finally) conclude
that B, n © ¢ and By, © ¥y, are homotopic, as desired. |

Two separable C*-algebras are isomorphic in the category sh if and only if they
are isomorphic in the category s-sh by [8, Theorem 3.9]. In combination with
Theorem 4.3, this gives the following.

Corollary 4.4. Two separable C*-algebras are isomorphic in the category AM if
and only if they are isomorphic in the category AMuq. In fact, if A and B are
separable C*-algebras and x € [[A, B]] is such that Hd(z) € [[A, B]]ua is an iso-
morphism, then x is an isomorphism.

4.2. The topology on E-theory. In this final subsection, we apply the results of
the previous sections to E-theory and prove Theorems A and B.

For a C*-algebra A define SA = Cy(R) ® A, and write K for the C*-algebra
of compact operators on a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space. Given
separable C*-algebras A and B, Connes and Higson defined

E(A,B)=[[SA®K,SB®K]|;

see [7, Section 4]. Then E(A, B) is an abelian group with the sum of [[¢]] and [[¢}]]
given by the orthogonal sum: fix an isomorphism x: M3(K) — K (which is unique
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up to homotopy) and define

o)+ w1 = lass e e [ [ (5 9]

The existence of the topology on E(A, B) promised in Theorem A now follows
immediately from the existence of our topology on asymptotic morphisms.

Proof of Theorem A. This is a special case of Theorems 2.10 and 2.12. ]
As expected, the algebraic operations on E(A, B) are continuous.

Theorem 4.5. If A, B, and D are separable C*-algebras, then E(A, B) is a topo-
logical group and the product E(A, B) x E(B,D) — E(A, D) is jointly continuous

Proof. The continuity of the product is immediate from Theorem 2.15. To show
E(A, B) is a topological group, it suffices to show the continuity of subtraction.
Suppose (2,)52; and (y,)52; are sequences in E(A, B) with ,, = = and y, — y
in B(A,B). Let 2,9 € E(A,C(NT,B)) be such that #(m) = x,,, 2(c0) = z,
9(m) = Ym, and §(c0) = y for all m € N. Then z = & — § € E(A,C(N', B))
satisfies z(m) = &y, — Ym for m € N and z(c0) =z —y. S0 Ty, — Ym — & — Y, as
required. (I

For separable C*-algebras A and B, Dadarlat [9] defined a topology on K K (A, B)
that is second countable and satisfies Pimsner’s condition: a sequence (z,) in
KK (A, B) converges to T if and only if there exists y € KK (A, C(NT, B)) such
that y(n) = z,, for all n € N and y(c0) = 2. Such a topology is obviously unique.
Therefore, when A is nuclear (or just K-nuclear), so that KK (A, B) = E(A, B) via
an isomorphism that respects the product structure (see [7] or [2, Theorem 25.6.3]),
Theorem A shows that the Dadarlat’s topology and ours coincide.

Also in [9], Dadarlat defined K L(A, B) to be the quotient of KK (A, B) by the
closure of {0}. (This followed an earlier definition of Rgrdam [19] that required the
UCT.) In a similar fashion, we define EL(A, B) to be the quotient of E(A, B) by
the closure of {0}. This coincides with [[SA ® K, SB ® K]Jua (see Definition 3.1)
by the continuity of addition and inverses (Theorem 4.5). When A is nuclear (or
just K-nuclear), KL(A, B) = EL(A, B).

Theorem 4.6 (cf. [9, Proposition 2.8]). If A, B, and D are separable C*-algebras,
then EL(A, B) is a totally disconnected, separable, and completely metrizable topo-
logical group, and the composition product EL(A, B) x EL(B,D) — EL(A, D) is
jointly continuous.

Proof. The group structure on EL(A, B) follows from Theorem 4.5, and Theo-
rem 3.7 implies EL(A, B) is a Polish space. The continuity of composition is a
special case of Proposition 3.2. O

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem B, which states that—unlike E-theory and
K K-theory—the group EL( -, B) always preserves inductive limits.

Proof of Theorem B. This follows immediately from Theorem 3.10 and the remarks
above to identify FL and KL in the presence of nuclearity. O

Two (separable) C*-algebras A and B are K K -equivalent if there is an invertible
element in K K (A, B). Similar terminology is used for KL, E, and FL. Dadarlat
showed in [9, Corollary 5.2], using the Kirchberg—Phillips theorem, that two nuclear
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C*-algebras are K K-equivalent if and only if they are K L-equivalent. The following
strengthening of this statement eschews the nuclearity assumption. In the nuclear
setting, it provides a proof of Dadarlat’s result that does not depend on classification
theorems.

Proposition 4.7. Two separable C*-algebras are E-equivalent if and only if they
are E L-equivalent.

Proof. This is a special case of Corollary 4.4. O

We end by pointing out that the usual tools used to compute K L-groups can
also be used to compute FL-groups. If a separable C*-algebra A is F-equivalent
to a commutative C*-algebra, then there is a natural short exact sequence

0 — ExtL(K, 1(A), K.(B)) — E(A, B) — Homgz(K,(A), K+(B)) — 0,

known as the universal coefficient theorem (UCT) in E-theory. This can be deduced
from the universal coefficient theorem in K K-theory of [20] by identifying E(A, B)
with F(D, B), and then with K K (D, B), for some commutative C*-algebra D (for
which the UCT holds). In a similar way, one can borrow the version of the UCT
from [10] to prove the following.

Theorem 4.8. If A and B are separable C*-algebras, and A is E-equivalent to a
commutative C*-algebra, then

(i) The closure of {0} in E(A, B) coincides with the image of the subgroup of
Exty, (K. 1(A), K.(B)) consisting of pure extensions.

(ii) The natural map EL(A, B) — Homy (K (A), K(B)) is an isomorphism of
topological groups, where the total K-theory groups K(A) and K(B) are
endowed with the discrete topology and the space of homomorphisms is
equipped with the topology of pointwise convergence.

Proof. As noted above, we may identify E(A, B) with KK (D, B) for some commu-
tative C*-algebra D that is E-equivalent to A. So it suffices to prove the analogous
results in K K-theory. These are known: for example, (i) follows form [24, Theo-
rem 3.3] and (ii) follows from [9, Theorem 4.1]. O

Remark 4.9. By the main result of [17], for separable C*-algebras A and B, there
is a natural isomorphism F(A, B) 2 KK (SA, Q(B®K)), where for a C*-algebra D,
M (D) denotes the multiplier algebra of D, and Q(D) denotes the corona M (D)/D.
One might attempt to use this isomorphism and the topology on KK from [9] to
obtain an alternate definition of the topology on E(A, B). An immediate technical
hurdle that one faces is that the topology on KK from [9] requires the second
variable to be separable, whereas Q(B ® K) is non-separable whenever B is non-
zero. Separability, as opposed to o-unitality, is important to obtain the existence of
absorbing representations using the main result of [26], which is a critical ingredient
in the definition of the topology in [9].

Moreover, if this technical hurdle could be overcome (e.g. if the result from
[26] could be extended to o-unital codomains or if one could somehow pass to the
limit over separable subalgebras of the codomain, as in [6, Appendix B]), then the
topology on E(A, B) obtained using the isomorphism above would be defined in
terms of *-homomorphisms

SA— M(Q(B&®K)®K).
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This would be a rather difficult and impractical definition to work with. The
topology introduced in this paper is defined directly in terms of asymptotic mor-
phisms and, in our opinion, is more conceptual and easier to work with than this
possible alternative. Moreover, it is not clear to the authors how to prove the
E-theoretic version of Pimsner’s condition of Theorem A (or the other properties
established in this section) for this potential alternate definition from a topology on
KK(SA,Q(B®K)). The main difficulty would be understanding the relationship
between C(NT, Q(B ® K)) and Q(C(NT, B) ® K)).

REFERENCES

(1] B. Blackadar, Shape theory for C*-algebras, Math. Scand. 56 (1985), no. 2, 249-275.
MR 813640

(2] , K-theory for operator algebras, second ed., Mathematical Sciences Research Institute

(3]

Publications, vol. 5, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998. MR 1656031
, The homotopy lifting theorem for semiprojective C*-algebras, Math. Scand. 118
(2016), no. 2, 291-302. MR 3515193
[4] L. Brown, The universal coefficient theorem for Ext and quasidiagonality, Operator algebras
and group representations, Vol. I (Neptun, 1980), Monogr. Stud. Math., vol. 17, Pitman,
Boston, MA, 1984, pp. 60-64. MR 731763
[5] L. Brown, R. Douglas, and P. Fillmore, Eztensions of C*-algebras and K -homology, Ann. of
Math. (2) 105 (1977), no. 2, 265-324. MR 458196
[6] José Carrién, James Gabe, Christopher Schafhauser, Aaron Tikuisis, and Stuart White, Clas-
sifying *-homomorphisms I: Unital simple nuclear C*-algebras, submitted, arXiv:2307.06480,
2023.
[7] A. Connes and N. Higson, Déformations, morphismes asymptotiques et K -théorie bivariante,
C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 311 (1990), no. 2, 101-106. MR 1065438
[8] M. Dadarlat, Shape theory and asymptotic morphisms for C*-algebras, Duke Math. J. 73
(1994), no. 3, 687-711. MR 1262931
, On the topology of the Kasparov groups and its applications, J. Funct. Anal. 228
(2005), no. 2, 394-418. MR, 2175412
[10] M. Dadarlat and T. Loring, A universal multicoefficient theorem for the Kasparov groups,
Duke Math. J. 84 (1996), no. 2, 355-377. MR 1404333
[11] E. Effros and J. Kaminker, Homotopy continuity and shape theory for C*-algebras, Geomet-
ric methods in operator algebras (Kyoto, 1983), Pitman Res. Notes Math. Ser., vol. 123,
Longman Sci. Tech., Harlow, 1986, pp. 152—-180. MR 866493
[12] G. Gong, H. Lin, and Z. Niu, A classification of finite simple amenable Z-stable C*-algebras,
I: C*-algebras with generalized tracial rank one, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Soc. R. Can. 42
(2020), no. 3, 63-450. MR 4215379
, A classification of finite simple amenable Z-stable C*-algebras, II: C*-algebras with
rational generalized tracial rank one, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Soc. R. Can. 42 (2020), no. 4,
451-539. MR 4215380
[14] E. Guentner, N. Higson, and J. Trout, Equivariant E-theory for C*-algebras, Mem. Amer.
Math. Soc. 148 (2000), no. 703, viii+86. MR 1711324
[15] N. Higson, Categories of fractions and excision in KK -theory, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 65
(1990), no. 2, 119-138. MR 1068250
[16] N. Higson and G. Kasparov, E-theory and KK -theory for groups which act properly and
isometrically on Hilbert space, Invent. Math. 144 (2001), no. 1, 23-74. MR 1821144
[17] V. Manuilov and K. Thomsen, E-theory is a special case of K K -theory, Proc. London Math.
Soc. (3) 88 (2004), no. 2, 455-478. MR 2032515
[18] N. C. Phillips, A classification theorem for nuclear purely infinite simple C*-algebras, Doc.
Math. 5 (2000), 49-114. MR 1745197
[19] M. Rgrdam, Classification of certain infinite simple C*-algebras, J. Funct. Anal. 131 (1995),
no. 2, 415-458. MR 1345038
[20] J. Rosenberg and C. Schochet, The Kiinneth theorem and the universal coefficient theorem
for Kasparov’s generalized K -functor, Duke Math. J. 55 (1987), no. 2, 431-474. MR 894590

(13]




30

J. CARRION AND C. SCHAFHAUSER

[21] N. Salinas, Relative quasidiagonality and K K -theory, Houston J. Math. 18 (1992), no. 1,

97-116. MR 1159442

[22] C. Schochet, Topological methods for C*-algebras. III. Aziomatic homology, Pacific J. Math.

(23]

[24]

114 (1984), no. 2, 399-445. MR 757510

, The fine structure of the Kasparov groups. I. Continuity of the KK-pairing, J.
Funct. Anal. 186 (2001), no. 1, 25-61. MR 1863291

, The fine structure of the Kasparov groups. II. Topologizing the UCT, J. Funct. Anal.
194 (2002), no. 2, 263—-287. MR 1934604

. iel, Inductive limits of projective -algebras, J. Noncommut. Geom. , no. 4,
25] H. Thiel, Inductive limi jective C*-algeb J. N G 13 (2019 4

1435-1462. MR 4059825

[26] Klaus Thomsen, On absorbing extensions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 129 (2001), no. 5, 1409-

1417. MR 1814167

[27] A. Tikuisis, S. White, and W. Winter, Quasidiagonality of nuclear C*-algebras, Ann. of

Math. (2) 185 (2017), no. 1, 229-284. MR 3583354

[28] R. Willett and G. Yu, Controlled KK -theory I: a Milnor exact sequence, arXiv:2011.10906

[math.OA], April 2021.

Josi R. CARRION, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TEXAS CHRISTIAN UNIVERSITY, FORT

WORTH, TEXAS 76129, USA

Email address: j.carrion@tcu.edu

CHRISTOPHER SCHAFHAUSER, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA -

LINCOLN, LINCOLN, NEBRASKA, USA

Email address: cschafhauser2@unl.edu



CORRIGENDUM TO “A TOPOLOGY ON E-THEORY”

JOSE R. CARRION AND CHRISTOPHER SCHAFHAUSER

The second sentence of [1, Corollary 4.4] does not follow from the given reference,
and we do not know if it is true as stated. What is true is that if € [[A, B]uaq is
an isomorphism, then there is an isomorphism z € [[A, B]] such that Hd(z) = Z.
Indeed, [2, Theorem 1.14] implies every isomorphism in the shape category sh is
induced by an isomorphism in the strong shape category s-sh, and then the result
follows from using [1, Theorem 4.3] and [2, Theorem 3.7] to identify these categories
with the Hausdorffized asymptotic morphism category AMpq and the asymptotic
morphism category AM.

This error has no effect on the rest of the results in the paper.
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