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Coarse geometry and its applications in solid state physics
(Entry for the Encyclopedia of Mathematical Physics 2nd edition)

Matthias Ludewig
Universität Regensburg

Topological insulators (or topological phases), are
certain materials or meta-materials which have a
certain topological non-triviality in their mathemat-
ical description. For a general introduction, we re-
fer to the broader physics literature and the arti-
cle by Bernevig in this encyclopedia. The use of
K-theory in the classification of topological phases
goes back to Kitaev [1] and is now fairly standard
in the mathematical physics literature [2, 3]. Here K-
theory typically refers to topological K-theory of the
Bloch bundle on the Brillouin zone; see §II. How-
ever, as observed by Bellissard around 40 years ago
[4, 5], non-commutative C∗-algebras of observables
are needed in order to classify disordered systems,
which naturally leads to the use of operator alge-
bra K-theory.1 It has been realized fairly recently
that Roe algebras, which come from the mathemati-
cal subject of coarse geometry, are a particularly good
choice here, as they are physically well-motivated
and on the other hand allow simple proofs of many
features of topological insulators [7–11]. In this arti-
cle, we give an overview over recent developments
in this direction.

One physical feature of many topological insula-
tors is that they are insulating in their interior (the
bulk), but extremely well-conducting on the bound-
ary. Mathematically, this corresponds to filling of
the bulk Hamiltonian’s spectral gap when intro-
ducing boundary (the new spectrum correspond-
ing to certain boundary-localized states [6, §2.4.3]).
Moreover, in two dimensional topological phases,
the mathematical models predict certain quantized
edge currents [12–14], which have also been ob-
served in experiments [15–17]. These phenomenona
are robust against all kinds of perturbations. In this
article, we will focus on the above effects, which can
be well described using coarse geometry.

In this article, we consider the case of no internal
symmetries (i.e., topological phases of type A in the
Cartan classification, see [18]), which corresponds
to the use of the usual complex Roe algebras. To
encorporate time reversal, chiral and/or particle-
hole symmetry, one uses real versions of Roe alge-
bras and their KO-theory, as discussed in [8]. Many

1 The C∗-algebras suggested by Belissard are certain crossed
product algebras (also used in the modern treatment [6]).

of the methods discussed below carry over to this
setup without changes, but some aspects of the the-
ory need a different treatment due to the presence of
torsion in the KO-groups. These more refined dis-
cussions are beyond the scope of this expository ar-
ticle.

I. GENERAL MATHEMATICAL SETUP

In this section, we introduce the general non-
commutative geometry setup for the description of
topological phases used in this article. The choice
of a coarse geometric algebra of observables will be
discussed later, in §III.

Consider a Hilbert space H with a Hamiltonian
H, be which we a self-adjoint (possibly unbounded)
operator on H. For simplicity, we also assume also
that H is positive.

I.1 Definition. We say that H is an insulator at en-
ergy level E ∈ R, if E is not contained in the spec-
trum spec(H) of H. We write pE for the orthogonal
projection of H onto the spectral subspace of H cor-
responding to the spectrum of H below E.

In physics, this value E is typically called the
Fermi energy of the physical system whose dynam-
ics are described by H and we will refer to pE as the
Fermi projection.

Let now A ⊂ B(H) be a C∗-algebra of bounded
operators on H, which we interpret as the algebra of
observables of the system. We require that H is com-
patible with A in the sense that for each compactly
supported continuous function f ∈ Cc(R), the oper-
ator f(H) (formed using functional calculus) is con-
tained in A. Observe that if H is bounded, this is
equivalent to requiring H ∈ A. In general, this as-
sumption ensures that if H is insulating at energy
level E, then the spectral projection pE is contained
in A; indeed, since H has a spectral gap at E and is
positive, we can write pE = f(H) for f ∈ Cc(R).

2

2 While we always have pE = f(H) for f the (compactly sup-
ported) indicator function of [0, E], the point here is that the
spectral gap allows to choose f to be continuous. This is im-
portant as the observable algebra A typically does not contain
the operators f(H) for non-continuous f.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.06384v1
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I.2 Definition. We say that H is a topological insula-
tor if the corresponding class [pE] ∈ K0(A) in C∗-
algebra K-theory is non-trivial.

We recall here that the K-theory group K0(A) con-
sists of formal differences of homotopy classes of
projections in matrix algebras over the unitalization
of A; see, e.g., [19] or [20] for an introduction to the
K-theory of operator algebras.

I.3 Remark. More precisely, Definition I.2 is actu-
ally that of a type A topological insulator (i.e., a topo-
logical insulator with no internal symmetries) and
has to be modified in the presence of internal sym-
metries. In particular, in the presence of time re-
versal symmetry, the C∗-algebra A will be real and
one has to use KO-theory instead of K-theory. While
these groups can be generally described by unitaries
and projections with certain additional symmetries
[21], it may then be convenient to use other descrip-
tions of K-theory, e.g. that of van Daele, as advo-
cated for in [22].

I.4 Example. In applications, the Hilbert space
H is typically either the space L2(Rd) of square-
integrable functions on Rd or – in the so-called tight-
binding approximation – its discretization ℓ2(Zd) ⊗
Cn. In the first case, typical examples of Hamilto-
nians are magnetic Schrödinger operators,

(I.1) H = (d − iA)∗(d − iA),

where A ∈ Ω1(Rd) is a magnetic potential. In
the second case, the Hamiltonian H is typically
bounded, given by an infinite matrix (Hij)i,j∈Zd ,
which typically has the finite propagation property
that there exists r > 0 such that Hij = 0 whenever
|i − j| ≥ r. In other words, only near sites interact.
Schrödinger operators with bounded potential can
also be considered; see, [8, Prop. 2.5].

While the Hilbert space and the Hamiltonian are
typically prescribed by the experiment, the algebra
A is a choice one has to make. This choice should
be made according to the properties of the Hamil-
tonian and depends on the physical phenoma one
seeks to describe. In the coarse geometric approach
to topological insulators, A is typically taken to be
the Roe algebra of the underlying space; see §III.

II. CONNECTION TO BLOCH THEORY

In this section, we compare the approach from §I
to the classical approach to topological insulators
using Bloch theory. Here the Hamiltonian H is as-
sumed to be periodic, in the sense that it commutes
with lattice translations.

Let us for simplicity use a the discrete model,
where H = ℓ2(Zd)⊗Cn. Then by Fourier transform,
the Hamiltonian H corresponds to a smooth matrix-

valued function Ĥ : Td → Mn(C) on the torus Td

(the so-called Brillouin zone). The spectrum of H is

just the union of all spec(Ĥ(k)), k ∈ Td, hence a
spectral gap of H at E ∈ R implies that none of the
matrices H(k) has eigenvalue E. Therefore the vec-
tor spaces

VE
k =

⊕

λ≤E

Eig(H(k), λ), k ∈ Td,

glue together to a smooth vector bundle VE over Td

(the Bloch bundle of H), and topological insulators
are those having non-trivial Bloch bundle. While
this non-triviality can be measured using topolog-
ical invariants such as characteristic numbers, the
K-theory class [VE] ∈ K0(Td) should be considered
as the more fundamental invariant.3

These classical considerations correspond to tak-
ing A = C∗

r(Z
d) ⊗ Mn(C) in the mathematical

setup of §I, where C∗
r(Z

d) is the (reduced) group
C∗-algebra of Zd and A acts on H = ℓ2(Zd) ⊗ Cn

via the left regular representation and matrix mul-
tiplication. Namely, it is well known that the topo-
logical K-theory group K0(Td) is isomorphic to the
C∗-algebra K-theory group of the algebra C(Td) of
continuous functions on the torus. This C∗-algebra
in turn is (via Fourier transform), isomorphic to
C∗

r(Z
d). The corresponding isomorphism

K0(Td) ∼= K0(C(T
d)) ∼= K0(C

∗
r(Z

d))

sends the class [VE] of the Bloch bundle to the class
defined by the Fermi projection pE.

As pointed out by Belissard [4], the assumption
of periodicity on H is only an idealization, which
can never be satisfied in physical practice. So even
if the model Hamiltonian of interest is periodic, it
is crucial for A to contain sufficiently small non-
periodic perturbations of H. This persistence is usu-
ally taken for granted in the physics literature. In
reality, only certain ”strong” invariants from pe-
riodic models can survive non-periodic perturba-
tions, and we shall explain how Roe algebras pro-
vide the mathematical basis to understand this.

3 Recall that two vector bundles V and W define the same class
in K0(X) if they become isomorphic after taking the direct sum
with a trivial vector bundle on both sides. This stabilization
corresponds in physics to adding several trivial “bands”.
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III. ROE ALGEBRAS

In this section, we introduce Roe algebras, which
are the observable algebra of choice for this article.
General references for this section are [23, §6.3], [24,
§5] or [25, §3].

Let (X, d) be a metric space. By an X-module, we
mean a Hilbert space H together with an action of
the C∗-algebra C0(X) of continuous functions on X
vanishing at infinity. We say that H is ample if f ∈
C0(X) acts as a compact operator only when f = 0.

III.1 Example. In the case that X is Rd, or more gen-
erally, a Riemannian manifold, the reader should
think of the X-module H = L2(Rd), with the usual
action of C0(X) by multiplication. On the other
hand, for X a discrete metric space, the space H =
ℓ2(Zd) is not ample. However, one may tensor with
some auxiliary “coefficient” Hilbert space to obtain
an ample X-module. In physics, this amounts to in-
creasing internal degrees of freedom.

By the spectral theorem for commutative C∗-
algebras [26, Thm. 12.22], the action of C0(X) ex-
tends to an action of the algebra of bounded Borel
functions on H (see also [24, Proposition 1.6.11]). In
particular, for any Borel subset of W ⊂ X the indi-
cator function χW acts as a projection operator on
H. Throughout, for f a bounded Borel function on
X, we also denote by f the operator on H provided
by the action.

An operator T ∈ B(H) is locally compact, if χWT
and TχW are compact for all bounded subsets W ⊆
X. T is called of finite propagation if there exists r ≥ 0
such that χVTχW = 0 whenever d(V,W) > r.

III.2 Definition. Let H be an ample X-module. The
Roe algebra C∗

Roe(X) is the norm-closure in B(H) of
the subalgebra of all locally compact, finite propa-
gation operators on H.

We do not mention the X-module H in notation
as the isomorphism type of C∗

Roe(X) is independent
of the choice of the ample X-module H. Precisely, if
H1 and H2 are two different ample X-modules, then
the isomorphism of Roe algebras is implemented by
a unitary transformation U : H1 → H2; see [23,
Prop. 6.3.12] or [8, Theorem 2.1].

III.3 Example. The Roe algebra depends only on
the large scale structure of the space X. In par-
ticular, for any bounded space X, the finite prop-
agation property is irrelevant, hence in this case,
C∗

Roe(X) = K(H), the algebra of compact operators
on H.

A subset Y ⊂ X is called coarsely dense if there
exists r > 0 such that Br(Y) = X; here Br(Y) de-
notes the set of x ∈ X such that d(x, y) ≤ r for

some y ∈ Y. The Roe algebra of X is isomorphic
to the Roe algebra of any coarsely dense subset [8,
Thm. 2.7], where the isomorphism is again imple-
mented by a unitary isomorphism of the underlying
Hilbert spaces. For example the inclusion Zd →֒ Rd

is a coarse equivalence, which allows easy compar-
ison of discretized and continuum models. In par-
ticular, we have

(III.1) K0(C
∗
Roe(X)) =

{
Z if d is even

0 if d is odd

for X either Zd or Rd. More generally, the Roe alge-
bra of two coarsely equivalent spaces is isomorphic;
see Definition 2.8 and Thm. 2.9 of [8].

III.4 Remark. One can define the Roe algebra for
the more general class of bornological coarse spaces.
We refer to the entry on “Coarse geometry” in this
encyclopedia for a detailed account; see also [27].

We now discuss localized Roe algebras, which are
subalgebras of the Roe algebras supported near a
subset. Here it is convenient to use the following
notion, which was introduced in [27, Definition 3.2].

III.5 Definition. A big family in X is a collection Y of
subsets of X such that for Y1, Y2 ∈ Y and r > 0, there
exists Y′ ∈ Y with Br(Y1) ∪ Br(Y2) ⊆ Y′.

In particular, for any subset Y ⊂ X, we have the
big family

(III.2) {Y} := {Z ⊂ X | ∃r > 0 : Z ⊆ Br(Y)},

comprising all uniform thickenings of Y. Given a
big family Y in X, we say that T ∈ C∗

Roe(X) is sup-
ported in Y, if there exists Y ∈ Y such that fT = Tf = 0
for all f with support in X \ Y.

III.6 Definition. Given a big family Y, the Roe alge-
bra localized at Y, denoted by C∗

Roe(Y), is the subalge-
bra of C∗

Roe(X) obtained by taking the closure of all
operators supported in Y.

For any big family Y, the localized Roe algebra
C∗

Roe(Y) is a two-sided ideal in C∗
Roe(X). For sub-

sets Y ⊆ X, the K-theory of C∗
Roe({Y}) coincides with

that of C∗
Roe(Y) (taken without reference to the am-

bient space X); see the proof of Thm. 9.2 in [25]. It is
straightforward to see that the intersection

Y ∩ Y′ := {Y ∩ Y′ | Y ∈ Y, Y′ ∈ Y′}

of two big families Y and Y′ is always a big family
and we have

(III.3) C∗
Roe(Y) ∩ C∗

Roe(Y
′) = C∗

Roe(Y ∩ Y′).
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Finally, we discuss equivariant Roe algebras; see
[24, §5.2] for a general reference. Suppose that a
countable discrete group Γ acts properly on a met-
ric space X by isometries and let H be an X-module
with a compatible unitary representation U : Γ →
U(H), meaning that γ∗f = Uγ−1fUγ for all f ∈
C0(X) and all γ ∈ Γ .

III.7 Definition. The equivariant Roe algebra
C∗

Roe(X)
Γ , is the norm closure of the algebra of all

Γ -equivariant locally compact operators of finite
propagation on H.

If the group action is such that the quotient X/Γ
is compact, then the choice of any bounded funda-
mental domain F ⊂ X for the Γ -action yields an iso-
morphism

C∗
Roe(X)

∼= C∗
r(Γ)⊗ K(H|F),

where H|F = χFH denotes the restriction of the X-
module to F and K(H|F) denotes the corresponding
algebra of compact operators [24, §5.2]. As tensor-
ing with the latter does not change K-theory, the in-
clusion C∗

Roe(X)
Γ →֒ C∗

Roe(X) induces a map

(III.4) K0(C
∗
r(Γ)) −→ K0(C

∗
Roe(X)).

In the example X = Rd or Zd and Γ = Zd with d =
2m even, this results in a map

(III.5) K0(Td)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
Z2d−1

∼= K0(C
∗
r(Z

d)) −→ K0(C
∗
Roe(X))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Z

which sends the complex vector bundle with m-th
Chern class equal to the generator of Hd(Td,Z) ∼= Z

to the generator of the right hand side.
As a non-trivial class [pE] on the left of (III.5) may

become trivial on the right, we observe that not all
periodically-topological phenomena are tractable
using Roe algebras. However, when [pE] defines a
non-trivial element in the K-theory of the Roe al-
gebra (which happens, e.g., for strong topological
insulators, in physics terminology), the coarse ge-
ometric approach is viable.

IV. EXAMPLE HAMILTONIANS

In this section, we discuss examples of topologi-
cal insulators (see Definition I.2) where the observ-
able algebra A is the Roe algebra of the underlying
space. In view of (III.5) many non-trivial examples
arise from periodic Hamiltonian on lattice systems.
Concretely, let H = (Hij)i,j∈Z, Hij ∈ Mn(C), be
a lattice-periodic Hamiltonian on ℓ2(Zd) ⊗ Cn; in
other words, H ∈ C∗

r(Z
d)⊗Mn(C).

The 2-dimensional case is of particular inter-
est, relating to the quantum Hall effect; particular
model Hamiltonian have been given by Haldane
[28, Eq. (1)]; see also Kane and Mele [29, Eq. (6)]. A
model Hamiltonian for a 2-dimensional gyroscopic
metamaterial has been introduced in [16, Eq. (2)].

IV.1 Example. A simple toy Hamiltonian that
works in any even dimension was suggested in [6,

Eq. (2.24)]. It acts on ℓ2(Zd)⊗Cd/2 and is given by

H =
1

2i

d∑

j=1

(Sj − S
∗

j ) ⊗ γj +

(

m +

d∑

j=1

(Sj + S
∗

j )

)

⊗ γ0,

where Sj denotes the shift in the j-th coordinate di-
rection and γ1, . . . , γd are Clifford algebra genera-

tors and γ0 = id/2γ1 · · ·γd. If m /∈ {−n,−n +
2, . . . , n − 2, n}, this Hamiltonian has a spectral gap
at zero and hence defines a class [pH] ∈ K0(C

∗
r(Z

d))
and, by (III.4), in C∗

Roe(Z
d). One can show that this

class is non-trivial if |m| < n [22].

We now give examples for topological insulators
in continuum models, where the Hilbert space is
H = L2(X) for a 2-dimensional Riemannian mani-
fold X, with observable algebra A = C∗

Roe(X). An
interesting class of examples is the Landau Hamil-
tonian HLan. This is by definition the magnetic
Schrödinger operator (I.1) for a magnetic potential
A such that dA = b · volX for some b ∈ R \ {0},
where volX is the Riemannian volume form of X.

IV.2 Example. In the case of X = R2 with the flat
metric, one can show that the spectrum of the Lan-
dau Hamiltonian HLan is quantized, given by

(IV.1) spec(HLan) = {(2n − 1)|b| | n = 1, 2, 3, . . . }.

Here each of the eigenvalues (called Landau levels) is
infinitely degenerate. One can show that the spec-
tral projection onto each eigenspace of HLan is a gen-
erator of K0(C

∗
Roe(R

2)) [9, §2.3 & Thm. 3].

IV.3 Example. For X = H2, the hyperbolic space,
the Landau Hamiltonian HLan has the finite set of
eigenvalues

(2n − 1)|b| − n(n − 1), n = 1, . . . , nmax < |b|+
1

2
,

each of infinite multiplicity, as well as continuous
spectrum [1

4
+ b2,∞), see [30]. One can show that

similar to (III.1), we have K0(C
∗
Roe(H

2)) ∼= Z and
that the spectral projection onto each eigenspace of
HLan is a generator [9, Lemma 3.1 & Thm. 3].

IV.4 Example. Example IV.2 can be generalized to
the situation where X is a complete Riemannian sur-
face with not necessarily constant scalar curvature.
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We may consider a magnetic Hamiltonian (I.1) with
magnetic potential A satisfying dA = θ · volX for
some smooth function θ such that θ − b vanishes at
infinity, where b 6= 0 is a constant. Then under suit-
able assumptions on X (non-vanishing of the coarse
index of the Dirac operator; see the article “Coarse ge-
ometry”), the essential spectrum of H is again the
the discrete set (IV.1), and for each essential eigen-
value, the corresponding eigenprojection is a gener-
ator for K0(C

∗
Roe(X)) [31, Prop. 3.20].

V. BULK-BOUNDARY CORRESPONDENCE

So far, we only discussed the “bulk” of the ma-
terial, i.e., its idealized, boundaryless version. We

now turn to investigating the behavior of a topolog-
ical insulator at the boundary.

Let X be a metric space (which we view as the
“bulk” of our material), and let H be an ample X-
module. Let moreover H be a Hamiltonian on H
satisfying the assumptions of §I with respect to A =
C∗

Roe(X), i.e., we assume that f(H) is contained in the
Roe algebra of X for each f ∈ Cc(R).

For a subset Y ⊂ X, denote by

(V.1) ∂Y := {Y} ∩ {X \ Y}

the coarse boundary of Y, a big family on X. We then
have an exact 6-term sequence of K-theory groups

(V.2)

K0(C
∗
Roe(∂Y)) K0(C

∗
Roe({Y}))⊕ K0(C

∗
Roe({X \ Y})) K0(C

∗
Roe(X))

K1(C
∗
Roe(X)) K1(C

∗
Roe({Y}))⊕ K1(C

∗
Roe({X \ Y})) K1(C

∗
Roe(∂Y))

∂∂

called the coarse Meyer-Vietoris sequence [32].

V.1 Remark. The statement here is slightly more
general then the statement obtained in §5 of [32],
which requires the notion of coarse transversality, see
[8, §3.4]. The result in the form stated above is es-
sentially Prop. 8.82 of [27]. It follows from Lemma 1
of [32] (see also Prop. 3.6 of [8]), by observing that

C∗
Roe({Y}) ∩C∗

Roe({X \ Y}) = C∗
Roe(∂Y),

by (III.3).

V.2 Definition. We say that for a subset Y ⊆ X,
the bulk-boundary correspondence holds if the Mayer-
Vietoris boundary map

(V.3) ∂ : K0(C
∗
Roe(X)) −→ K1(C

∗
Roe(∂Y))

is an isomorphism.

Validity of the bulk-boundary correspondence
implies that non-triviality of a K-theory class de-
termined by the Fermi projection pE of a Hamilto-
nian H that is insulating at E can be detected at the
(coarse) boundary. Actually, this is already true if
the map (V.3) injective.

V.3 Remark. In the physical literature, a topologi-
cal insulator is often defined as a phase with partic-
ular properties of the boundary. From the mathe-
matical point of view, this is not necessarily equiva-
lent to the definition via non-triviality in the bulk:

The topological non-triviality may be detected at
the boundary if the bulk-boundary correspondence
holds, but this may fail in general.

V.4 Theorem. If Y and X \ Y are both flasque, then
bulk-boundary correspondence holds.

See [25, Def. 9.3] for the general definition of the
flasqueness property. In particular, any half space
in Rd is flasque, as well as any subspace coarsely
equivalent to a half space. Hence this result applies
to a wide class of examples.

Proof of Thm. V.4. The Roe algebra K-theory of
flasque spaces vanishes [25, Prop. 9.4], so the result
follows from exactness of (V.2).

VI. GAP-FILLING

In this section, we discuss a coarse geometric gap-
filling result, which says that for a topological insula-
tor, the spectral gap of the bulk Hamiltonian closes
upon introducing boundary.

Let H be a Hamiltonian acting on an ample X-
module H which is compatible with the Roe algebra
C∗

Roe(X) defined using H.

VI.1 Definition. Let Y ⊂ X be a subspace. A Hamil-
tonian on Y adapted to H is a self-adjoint (possibly
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unbounded) operator on H such that for all f ∈
C0(R), we have f(H̃) ∈ C∗

Roe({Y}) and f(H) − f(H̃) ∈
C∗

Roe({X \ Y}).

VI.2 Example. If H is bounded, so that H ∈ C∗
Roe(X),

then the contraction H̃ = χYHχY of H to Y satisfies
these requirements.

VI.3 Example. If X is a complete Riemannian man-
ifold, H = L2(X), Y ⊂ X an open subset and H a
magnetic Schrödinger operator as in (I.1), we can
take H̃ to be the restriction of H to Y with Dirich-
let boundary conditions (i.e., the closure of the es-
sentially self-adjoint operator on L2(Y) with domain
C∞

c (Y), extended by zero to L2(X)); see [9, §1.4].
More general boundary conditions can be treated as
well; see ibid., Remark 1.8.

VI.4 Theorem. Let Y ⊆ X and let H̃ be a Hamiltonian
on Y adapted to H. Suppose that H is insulating at some
energy level E and let [pE] ∈ K0(C

∗
Roe(X)) be the class of

the corresponding fermi projection. Then if

∂([pE]) 6= 0 ∈ K1(C
∗
Roe(∂Y)),

we have E ∈ spec(H̃).

We recall that elements of the K-theory group
K1(C

∗
Roe(∂Y)) are homotopy classes of unitaries in

matrix algebras over the unitalization C∗
Roe(∂Y)

+.

Proof. Suppose that E /∈ spec(H̃), in other words E is
in the resolvent set of both H and H̃. Then since the
resolvent set of an operator is open, we can write
pE = f(H) for some f ∈ Cc(R) such that f(λ) ∈ {0, 1}
whenever λ ∈ spec(H̃)∪spec(H). Then p̃E := f(H̃) ∈
C∗

Roe({Y}) is also a projection.
By the isomorphism

C∗
Roe({Y})/C

∗
Roe(∂Y)

∼= C∗
Roe(X)/C

∗
Roe({X \ Y}),

we see that the quotient algebra in the short exact
sequence
(VI.1)

C∗
Roe(∂Y) −→ C∗

Roe({Y})
π

−→ C∗
Roe({Y})/C

∗
Roe(∂Y).

receives a “restriction” homomorphism

(VI.2) r : C∗
Roe(X) −→ C∗

Roe({Y})/C
∗
Roe(∂Y).

As H̃ is adapted to H, we have π(p̃E) = r(pE) in
C∗

Roe({Y})/C
∗
Roe(∂Y). We consider the six-term se-

quence in K-theory of this short exact sequence. Re-
call that generally, the boundary map

Exp : K0(C
∗
Roe({Y})/C

∗
Roe(∂Y)) → K1(C

∗
Roe(∂Y))

of such a six-term sequence is given by

(VI.3) Exp([q]) = [exp(2πiq̃)],

where q̃ ∈ C∗
Roe({Y}) is a self-adjoint lift of the pro-

jection q (see [20, 9.3.2]). In particular, Exp([q]) = 0
if a lift q̃ can be found that is a projection. We there-
fore conclude that Exp([r(pE)]) = 0, since p̃E is a
projection that lifts r(pE) = π(p̃E). On the other
hand, the Meyer-Vietoris boundary map is precisely
the composition

K0(C
∗
Roe(X)) K0(C

∗
Roe(X)/C

∗
Roe({X \ Y}))

K0(C
∗
Roe({Y})/C

∗
Roe(∂Y))

K1(C
∗
Roe(∂Y)),

π∗

∂

r

Exp

see the proof of [8, Prop. 3.6]. We conclude that
∂([pE]) = Exp([r(pE)]) = 0.

VI.5 Example. The K-theoretic exponential map
has also been used to show gap-filling results in
[9, 10, 14, 33]. To the author’s knowledge, this kind
of argument was first used in [34].

VI.6 Example. Let Y ⊂ R2 be a half space (or any
open subset coarsely equivalent to a half space) and
consider H = HLan, the Landau Hamiltonian; see
§IV. Then if E lies between the n-th and the (n+ 1)-
st Landau level, then [pE] ∈ K0(C

∗
Roe(X))

∼= Z is n
times a generator, and by Thm. V.4, bulk bound-
ary correspondence holds, so that ∂([pE]) 6= 0. We
obtain that the Landau Hamiltonian on Y (with,
say Dirichlet boundary conditions) has no spectral
gaps.

VI.7 Example. Using Thm. VI.4, one can also show
that the Landau Hamiltonian on coarse half spaces
Y of the hyperbolic plane H2 has no spectral gaps,
even though such subspaces Y are not flasque; see
[9].

Summarizing, it is a feature of the coarse geo-
metric setup that one may obtain the above gap-
filling results for a wide variety of subspaces Y ⊆ X,
without having to delve into peculiarities of the in-
volved C∗-algebras (as, e.g., in [14]). Calculating the
spectrum of H̃ explicitly is typically impossible for
subspaces Y other than the perfect half space.

VII. EDGE-TRAVELING

In this section, we give a result on how to de-
tect non-triviality of the class ∂([pE]), as required
in Thm. VI.4 in two-dimensional topological insu-
lators. To this end, we want to construct a homo-
morphism K1(∂Y) → Z that allows us to detect non-
triviality of an abstract K-theory class. As it turns
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out, this is closely related to edge-traveling phe-
nomena. The presentation roughly follows [33].

Let X be a metric proper metric space and let H
be an ample X-module.

VII.1 Lemma. For any Borel subset W ⊆ X and any
T ∈ C∗

Roe(X), we have [χW , T ] ∈ C∗
Roe(∂Y), where ∂W

is the coarse boundary of W, see (V.1).

Proof. If T ∈ C∗
Roe(X) is an operator of finite prop-

agation, it is straightforward to verify that [χW , T ]
is supported in ∂W. The statement for general T ∈
C∗

Roe(X) follows by continuity.

Suppose from now on that we are given two Borel
subsets Y,W ⊂ X that are transversal in the sense that
∂Y∩∂W is bounded, meaning that any Z ∈ ∂Y∩∂W
is bounded.

VII.2 Example. The prototypical example here is
X = R2 or Z2 and

(VII.1) Y = {(x, y) | x ≥ 0}, W = {(x, y) | y ≥ 0}.

More generally, we can take Y and W to be any set
such that ∂Y = {L1}, ∂W = {L2} for non-parallel
affine lines L1, L2 ⊂ R2.

W

Y

︸ ︷︷ ︸
X

VII.3 Lemma. For any unitary u in C∗
Roe(∂Y)

+ ⊗
Mn(C), the operator

Fu := χWuχW + χX\W

is a Fredholm operator on H.

Proof. We have

(VII.2) FuFu∗ = 1+ χWu[χW , u∗]χW .

By Lemma VII.1 (which clearly also holds for T in
the unitalization C∗

Roe(X)
+, as well as matrix alge-

bras over it), the commutator [χW , u∗] is contained
in C∗

Roe(∂Y∩∂W). But since ∂Y∩∂W is bounded, we
have C∗

Roe(∂Y ∩∂W) = K(H) the algebra of compact
operators on H. Equation (VII.2) therefore shows
that Fu is invertible up to a compact perturbation,
hence Fredholm.

It is now easy to check that the map sending a
unitary u ∈ C∗

Roe(∂Y)
+ ⊗Mn(C) to the index of the

Fredholm operator Fu depends only on the equiva-
lence class of u in K1(C

∗
Roe(∂Y)) and yields a well-

defined group homomorphism

θW : K1(C
∗
Roe(∂Y)) → Z, [u] 7→ index(Fu).

In other words, θW gives a possibility to “measure”
the non-triviality of abstract K1-classes. One can
show that if one replaces W by W′ with the prop-
erty that both

∂Y ∩ {W} ∩ {X \W′} and ∂Y ∩ {W′} ∩ {X \W}

are bounded, then θW = θW′ . This property of θW
is called cobordism invariance in [33, §4].

VII.4 Example. For the choice of Y and W from Ex-
ample VII.2, one can check that the map θW is an
isomorphism [33, §5.2]. In particular, this implies
that

(VII.3) K1(C
∗
Roe(∂Y)

∼= K1(C
∗
Roe(R))

∼= Z

which can be abstractly checked using the Mayer-
Vietoris sequence (V.2), by partitioning R into two
rays, whose Roe algebra K-theory vanishes by
flasqueness. Combining the isomorphism (VII.3)
with the fact that the Mayer-Vietoris boundary map
is an isomorphism in this case (Thm. V.4), we obtain
the isomorphism

(VII.4) K0

(
C∗

Roe(R
2)
)
∼= Z

from (III.1).

VII.5 Remark. The subsets Y and W from Exam-
ple VII.2 give a multi-partition of R2 in the sense of
[35]. The isomorphism from (VII.4) is then a simple
example for the isomorphism of Thm. 1.4 ibid.

A version of the following lemma can be found in
the reference [33, Lemma 6.7].

VII.6 Lemma. Let u ∈ C∗
Roe(∂Y)

+ ⊗Mn(C) be a uni-
tary. Then we have the “Kubo formula”

(VII.5) θW([u]) = Tr
(
u[χW , u∗]

)
,

provided that the operator on the right hand side is trace-
class.

Proof. With a view on (VII.2), the trace-class as-
sumption on u[χW , u∗] implies that FuF

∗
u − 1 is

trace-class. By Calderon’s formula (see, e.g., [36,
Lemma 4.1]), we therefore have

ind(Fu) = Tr(FuFu∗ − Fu∗Fu)

= Tr(χWuχWu∗χW − χWu∗χWuχW)

= −Tr
(
χWu(1 − χW)u∗ − χWu∗(1− χW)u

)
,
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using cyclicity of the trace. To continue, observe
that

[χW , u∗] = χWu∗(1− χW) − (1− χW)u∗χW .

Because the composition of the two terms on the
right hand side in any order is zero, they must be
individually trace-class, as u[χW , u] (and hence also
[χW , u∗]) is trace-class. We may therefore pull apart
the trace above, to obtain

− Tr
(
χWu(1 − χW)u∗

)
+ Tr

(
χWu∗(1 − χW)u

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
=Tr((1−χW)uχWu∗)

= −Tr
(
χWu(1− χW)u∗ − (1− χW)uχWu∗

)

= Tr(u[χW , u∗]).

Here the underbraced identity follows again from
cyclicity of the trace.

We now give a physical interpretation of the func-
tional θW . We treat the case that the Hamiltonian is
bounded. Hence let H ∈ C∗

Roe(X) be an insulator
at energy level E (Definition I.1) and let pE be the
corresponding Fermi projection. Let H̃ ∈ C∗

Roe({Y})
be any Hamiltonian on Y adapted to H (Defini-
tion VI.1).

VII.7 Theorem. Let H be insulating at energy level E
with Fermi projection pE. Let (a, b) ∋ E be an open
interval disjoint from the spectrum of H and let ϕ be a
continuous function with integral one and compact sup-
port in (a, b). Then

θW
(
∂([pE])

)
= −2π · Tr

(
ϕ(H̃) · i[H̃, χW ]

)
,

provided that the trace on the right hand side exists. Here
∂ is the Mayer-Vietoris boundary map (V.3).

Similar formula can be found in [37, 38]; see also
[6, Prop. 7.1.2]. §6 of [33] treats the case where H
is a magnetic Schrödinger operator (I.1), where one
obtains a similar formula. Below we give a rather
simple proof of Thm. VII.7.

VII.8 Physical interpretation. When considering
the boundary states of H̃ with energies lying in
(a, b), the term i[H̃, χW ] is the time-derivative of
the observable χW of being in W, by Heisenberg’s
equation of motion. We interpret ϕ(H̃) as a statis-
tical ensemble of generalized eigenstates of H̃ with
energies within (a, b). So Tr(ϕ(H̃) · i[H̃, χW ]) is the
expected rate of change of probability to be inside
W, within the statistical ensemble ϕ(H̃) of bound-
ary localized states. Because this expectation value
is (2π)−1 times some Fredholm index, we deduce,
a posteriori, that the (a, b)-filling boundary states
of H̃ constitute a quantized current channel flowing
between W and its complement.

Proof of Thm. VII.7. Let λ0 be a lower bound on the
spectrum of both H and H̃ and let f ∈ C1

c(R) such
that f′(λ) = −ϕ(λ) for all λ ≥ λ0. Then by choice
of ϕ, we have pE = f(H). Recall from the proof of
Thm. VI.4 that ∂([pE]) = Exp(r([pE])), where r is
the restriction homomorphism (VI.2) and Exp is the
boundary map for the short exact sequence (VI.1).
By the explicit formula (VI.3) for Exp and the fact
that H̃ is adapted, we therefore have

∂([pE]) = ∂([f(H)]) = Exp(r([f(H)])) = [u],

where

(VII.6) u = exp
(
2πi f(H̃)

)
.

With a view on Lemma VII.6, we are now done if
we can show that u[χW , ũ] is trace-class if and only
if 2π ·ϕ(H̃) · i[χW , H̃] is, and that they have the same
trace if they are trace-class. If [χW , H̃] would com-
mute with H̃, then this would just follow from the
chain rule (as taking the commutator with χW is a
derivation on the algebra of bounded operators on
H). To establish this in general, we have to be care-
ful.

Suppose that u[χW , u∗] is trace-class, so that
(VII.5) holds. In a first step, with a view on (VII.6),
we use the formula

(VII.7) [χW , ea] =

∫1

0

e(1−t)a[χW , a]etadt

with a = −2πi f(H̃), as well as cyclicity of the trace
to obtain that

Tr
(
u[χW , u∗]

)
= −2πi · Tr

(
[χW , f(H̃)]

)
.

Next, we use the identity

(VII.8) f(H̃) =
1

2π

∫
∞

−∞

f̂(s)eisH̃ds,

valid for any Schwartz function of H̃, where f̂ is the
Fourier transform of f. By (VII.7) again, this time
with a = isH̃, we get

[χW , f(H̃)] =
1

2π

∫
∞

−∞

f̂(s)[χW , eisH̃]ds

=
1

2π

∫
∞

−∞

∫1

0

f̂′(s)eis(1−t)H̃[χW , H̃]eistH̃dtds,

where we employed the identity isf̂(s) = f̂′(s). Tak-
ing the trace and using its cyclicity, the t-integral
collapses and we can use (VII.8) backwards (for f′

instead of f) to obtain the desired identity, keeping
in mind that f′ = −ϕ on the spectrum of H̃.

Conversely, tracing back the previous calcu-
lations, we see that the trace-class property of
ϕ(H̃)[H̃, χW ] implies that of u[χW , u∗].
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Observe that since ϕ is supported in the spec-
tral gap of H, we have ϕ(H) = 0. The fact that
H̃ is adapted to H therefore implies that ϕ(H̃) ∈
C∗

Roe(∂Y). On the other hand, by Lemma VII.1,
[H̃, χW ] ∈ C∗

Roe(∂W). So ϕ(H̃)·i[H̃, χW ] is supported
on ∂Y ∩ ∂W which is bounded by the transversality
assumption on Y and W; hence ϕ(H̃) · i[H̃, χW ] is a
compact operator.

We now give a sufficient criterion for this oper-
ator to be even trace-class, so that Thm. VII.7 ap-
plies. Suppose that X = Zd with the X-module
H = ℓ2(Zd) ⊗ Cn for some coefficient Hilbert space
K. Let H = (Hij)i,j∈Zd , be a Hamiltonian with
rapidly decaying coefficients, meaning that for each
µ ≥ 0, one has

(VII.9) sup
i,j∈Zd

‖Hij‖ · d(i, j)
µ < ∞.

for all i, j ∈ Z
d. Let H̃ = χYHχY be the adapted

Hamiltonian on Y from Example VI.2. We assume
that Y and W are the standard half spaces (VII.1).

VII.9 Theorem. Under the above assumptions, the op-
erator ϕ(H̃) · i[H̃, χW ] from Thm. VII.7 is trace-class.

Proof. Let Crd(Z
d) ⊂ C∗

Roe(Z
d) be the rapid decay

algebra consisting of operators whose matrix coef-
ficients satisfy the decay property (VII.9). As ob-
served in [8, §2.16], Crd(Z

d) is closed under smooth
functional calculus for normal elements. In partic-
ular, ϕ(H̃) ∈ Crd(Z

d). Using that ϕ is supported in
the spectral gap of H, one can moreoever show that
ϕ(H̃) decays rapidly away from ∂Y, meaning that
for each Z ∈ ∂Y and each µ ≥ 0, one has

(VII.10) sup
i,j∈Zd

‖ϕ(H̃)ij‖ · d(i, Z)
µ · d(j, Z)µ < ∞.

Similarly, [χW , H̃] decays rapidly away from ∂W.
The product of these operators decays rapidly away
from ∂Y ∩ ∂W, which implies that the product is
trace-class.

Clearly, the above still holds if Y and W are mod-
ified in a bounded way, as this does not change the
decay conditions (VII.9), (VII.10).
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