
ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

00
34

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

K
T

] 
 1

 M
ar

 2
02

4

A PROOF OF BOTT PERIODICITY VIA QUOT SCHEMES AND
BULK-EDGE CORRESPONDENCE

MASAKI NATORI

Abstract. In this paper, we give alternative proofs of Bott periodicity of K-
theory and the bulk-edge correspondence of integer quantum Hall effect. Regard-
ing Bott periodicity, we connect its proof with configuration spaces and use Quot
schemes in algebraic geometry in our proof. Regarding the bulk-edge correspon-
dence, we formulate edge indices based on the consideration of Graf–Porta and
give a more elementary and self-contained proof.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. In this paper, we give alternative proofs of Bott periodicity of K-
theory and the bulk-edge correspondence of integer quantum Hall effect.
A feature of our proof of the Bott periodicity theorem (Section 2, 3, 4 and 5) is

that we use spaces of configurations labeled by vector spaces on B2 := {|z| < 1}.
G. B. Segal reveals that connective K-homology theory is represented by spaces of
configurations labeled by vector spaces [Seg77]. Our proof is based on this point
of view. Furthermore, this view gives an idea of our proof of the bulk-edge corre-
spondence (Section 8 and 9). The bulk indices are related to the construction of the
inverse map of the Bott map due to M. F. Atiyah and R. Bott [AB64]. On the other
hand, the edge indices are related to the one using family indices due to Atiyah
[Ati68]. Since our proof of Bott periodicity is related to both of the constructions,
we can rewrite the bulk and edge indices in our view. As a result, we obtain an
elementary and self-contained proof of the bulk-edge correspondence.
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2 MASAKI NATORI

To prove Bott periodicity, it is enough to show that the Bott map βX : K(X) →
K(X × (D2, S1)) has its inverse map for each compact Hausdorff spaces X . To do
so, we need to construct vector bundles over X from elements in K(X × (D2, S1)),
and as a preliminary step we construct families of configurations labeled by vector
spaces on B2. In concrete, we will show the following property of the configuration
map configB2 :

Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 4.9). The configuration map

configB2 : Poly
l,r

V,S1 → ConfrV,B2

is continuous.

Here, Polyl,r

V,S1 is a space of matrix-coefficient polynomials that are invertible over

S1. It will be defined in Section 4. Also, ConfrV,B2 is a configuration space labeled by

vector spaces over B2. It will be defined in Section 3. This map roughly corresponds
to the homotopy inverse ΩU → Z×BU of the Bott map Z× BU → ΩU . To show
this continuity, we take a procedure of constructing a morphism of schemes using
Quot schemes in algebraic geometry and obtaining the configuration map as its
analytification.

1.2. On the Bott periodicity theorem. Various methods to prove Bott period-
icity are known. It was first established by Bott in 1959 using Morse theory [Bot59].
Subsequently, an elementary proof was given by Atiyah–Bott [AB64], and a proof
using family indices was given by Atiyah [Ati68]. There is also a proof using Kuiper’s
theorem by Atiyah and I. M. Singer [AS69], a proof using quasifibration by D. Mac-
Duff [Mac77], a concise proof using spectral decomposition of unitary matrices and
group completion theorem by B. Harris [Har80], and so on.
We compare our proof with the proof by Atiyah–Bott [AB64] and the proof by

Atiyah [Ati68]. In the construction by Atiyah–Bott, after they approximating a
clutching function of a vector bundle over S2 by a Laurent polynomial, it is trans-
formed into a polynomial, then into a linear polynomial, and finally into a vector
bundle by taking the Bloch bundle. In contrast, our proof has a feature that we
directly obtain a vector bundle from the polynomial. Restricting the case of linear
polynomials, two constructions are equivalent. The construction by Atiyah takes the
Toeplitz operator of a clutching function and obtains an element of K-group as its
family index. In [Ati68], Atiyah compares Atiyah–Bott’s proof with Atiyah’s proof.
There, a construction in which the polynomial is regarded as a C[z]-homomorphism
and its cokernel is taken is mentioned as a construction that is intermediate between
the two constructions. We reconsider the construction as sheaf homomorphisms, and
as mentioned in the beginning, we clarify that there is a step to obtain families of
configurations labeled by vector spaces from polynomials as a preliminary step of
the operation to obtain vector bundles from polynomials.
We describe the idea of our proof of Bott periodicity in three stages. The first and

second ideas are not actually implemented. The third idea is the strategy used in
the actual proof. We explain the first idea. For the proof, we only need to construct
the homotopy inverse α : ΩU → Z × BU of the Bott map β : Z × BU → ΩU . By
spectral decomposition, an element of U(n) can be regarded as a configuration on S1

labeled by vector spaces. Thus, an element of ΩU is an S1-family of configurations
on S1 labeled by vector spaces. Roughly speaking, the map α : ΩU → Z × BU
can be considered as a map returning signed vector spaces obtained as its ”winding
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number”. This is the first idea. In the second idea, we define this winding number
in a specific case. That is, let V be a finite-dimensional complex vector space and
consider the case where f(z) : S1 → GLC(V ) is given in the form of a polynomial

f(z) =

l∑

j=0

ajz
j (∀j, aj ∈ EndC(V )).

Then, by generalized eigendecomposition of f(z) ∈ EndC(V ) obtained for each z ∈
C, we get a spectral curve on C×C labeled by generalized eigenspaces. Restricting
this to B2×{0}, we obtain an configuration on B2. When restricting, we will count
the vector spaces of labels as many times as the order at each zero. Finally, taking
the direct sum of all labels on the configuration, we obtain the desired vector space.
This is the second idea. There is a possibility that this is rigorously formulated using
the moduli stack of coherent sheaves on A2

C. However, we will not take that strategy
this time. Instead, as the third idea, to define configurations on B2 obtained as a
restriction to B2 × {0} rigorously, we will consider an operation of taking cokernels
of sheaf homomorphisms. In this paper, we will do this for families and construct
a configuration map configB2 : Poly

l,r

V,S1 → ConfrV,B2 which obtain configurations on

B2 from matrix-coefficient polynomials f(z).

1.3. On the bulk-edge correspondence. The integer quantum Hall effect was
first experimentally discovered by K. v. Klitzing, G. Dorda and M. Pepper in 1980
[KDP80]. The bulk indices was introduced by D. J. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M. P.
Nightingale and M. den Nijs as a first Chern number of a Bloch bundle (called TKNN
number) [TKNdN82]. The bulk-edge correspondence of integer quantum Hall effect
was first shown by Y. Hatsugai in 1993 using Riemann surfaces [Hat93]. Later, a
mathematical proof was given by J. Kellendonk, T. Richter and H. Schulz-Baldes
using K-theory of C∗-algebras [KRSB02]. G. M. Graf and M. Porta introduced
some different vector bundles to represent edge indices [GP13]. In other words, they
constructed vector bundles using solutions of Hamiltonians decaying in a particular
direction and associated their indices with edge indices. S. Hayashi considered Graf–
Porta’s vector bundles in terms ofK-theory and index theory [Hay17]. Furthermore,
Hayashi showed the coincidence between the indices and the edge indices and the
coincidence between the indices and the bulk indices using the cobordism invariance
of indices and finally proved the bulk-edge correspondence.
In contrast, in this paper, the indices of the Graf–Porta vector bundle are for-

mulated as the family indices of Fredholm operators. In this paper, we will call
that index the edge index. The coincidence between the edge index and the bulk
index is then shown in a more elementary and self-contained manner. Using this
formulation, we also define edge indices for Hamiltonians that are not necessarily
self-adjoint and prove the bulk-edge correspondence.
We explain the idea of the proof of the bulk-edge correspondence. Let X be an

oriented smooth n-dimensional closed manifold, γ a simple closed curve in complex
plane C and V a finite-dimensional complex vector space. Let Dγ be the bounded
one of the two connected components of C \ γ. Suppose a continuous map

H : X × S1 × γ → GLC(V )
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is given in the form

H(x, z, λ) =

l∑

j=−k

aj(x)z
j − λ.

Here, for each 0 ≤ j ≤ l, aj : X → EndC(V ) is a continuous map. We can regard
H as a multivalued function labeled by vector spaces from X × S1 × Dγ to C

by generalized eigendecomposition. The bulk indices are indices obtained from the
intersection between its graph and X×S1×Dγ×{0}. On the other hand, when zkH
is regarded as a multivalued function labeled by vector spaces from X×D2×γ to C

in the same way, the edge indices are indices obtained from the intersection between
its graph and X × B2 × γ × {0}. Gluing these multivalued functions, we regard it
as a multivalued function from X × S1 ×Dγ ∪X×S1×γ X ×D2 × γ ≈ X × S3 to C.
Then, the index obtained from the intersection between its graph and X×S3×{0} is
expected to be 0 since X×S3 is a closed manifold. This is an idea of the proof of the
bulk-edge correspondence. We will describe a low-dimensional version of this idea
in Section 7. Furthermore, although multivalued functions do not appear explicitly,
the proof of the bulk-edge correspondence based on this idea is given in Section 8
and 9.
Our proof of Bott periodicity can be extended to the case of KR-theory [Ati66]

and the bulk-edge correspondence can also be extended to the case of Real spaces.
This paper is divided into two parts: a part giving an alternative proof of Bott

periodicity (Part 1) and a part giving an alternative proof of the bulk-edge corre-
spondence (Part 2). Part 1 does not depend on Part 2. The only place where Part 2
depends on Part 1 is in citing Section 6.

Acknowledgment. I am deeply grateful to my supervisor Mikio Furuta for his
enormous support and helpful advice. He checked the draft and gave me useful
comments. I would also like to thank Tasuki Kinjo and Yugo Takanashi. They gave
me a lot of helpful comments in algebraic geometry. I would also like to thank Nobuo
Iida and Jin Miyazawa for checking the draft and continuous encourage. This work
was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 23KJ0402 and Forefront Physics
and Mathematics Program to Drive Transformation.

Part 1. An alternative proof of the Bott periodicity theorem

2. The statement and strategy of the proof

In this section, we will describe the statement of the Bott periodicity theorem and
the strategy of the proof in Section 3, 4 and 5. At first, we will review the definition
of K-group.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and A a closed subspace
of X . Let K(X,A) denote the abelian monoid of isomorphism classes of triples
(E, F, α) which consists of vector bundles E, F over X and a bundle isomorphism
α : E|A → F |A. Then the relative K-group K(X,A) of (X,A) is defined by

K(X,A) := K(X,A)/∼.

Here ∼ stands for an equivalent relation on K(X,A) generated by following relations:

(1) (E, F, α) ∼ (E, F, α′) when α and α′ are homotopic, preserving that they are
isomorphic on A and
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(2) (E, F, α) ∼ (E ⊕G,F ⊕G,α⊕ id) for any vector bundles G over X .

We write [E, F, α] for the element ofK(X,A) which corresponds to a triple (E, F, α).
Also, the K-group of X is defined by K(X) := K(X, ∅). For a vector bundle E over
X , we write [E] := [E, 0, ∅] ∈ K(X).

Then, the statement of the Bott periodicity theorem is as follows. We write
D2 := {z ∈ C | |z| ≤ 1}, B2 := D2 \ ∂D2, S1 := ∂D2.

Theorem 2.2 ([AB64], [Ati68]). Let X be a compact Hausdorff space. Then, the

Bott map

βX : K(X) → K(X × (D2, S1));

[E] 7→ [E]⊠ [C,C, z−1] = [proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE, z

−1]

is an isomorphism. Here z is a coordinate of S1, [C,C, z−1] is an element of

K(D2, S1), ⊠ stands for the external tensor product.

Any element of K(X × (D2, S1)) can be written by [proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE,H ] using a

vector bundle E over X and a continuous family of Laurent polynomial {Hx(z) =∑l
j=−k aj(x)z

j}x∈X (∀x ∈ X , aj(x) ∈ EndC(Ex)) (see Section 5). In this section, for

simplicity, we will construct a vector bundle BunX(V,H) over X which eventually
satisfies β−1

X ([V , V ,H ]) = −[BunX(V,H)] in the case that the vector bundle E is
trivial and k = 0, namely the Laurent polynomial is a polynomial by using the
results in the following sections.

Construction 2.3. Once again, the setup is described as follows. Let V be a finite-
dimensional vector space and l ≥ 0. Suppose for each 0 ≤ j ≤ l, a continuous
map aj : X → EndC(V ) is given. Then, we obtain a continuous family of EndC(V )-
coefficient polynomial {

Hx(z) :=
l∑

j=0

aj(x)z
j

}

x∈X

.

For x ∈ X , z ∈ S1, we assume that Hx(z) ∈ GLC(V ). Also, we assume that the
number of roots with multiplicity in B2 of det(Hx) is constant r, independent of
x ∈ X .
The family of polynomials {Hx(z)}x∈X defines a continuous map H : X → PolylV

using the notation in Definition 4.1. By assumption, the image of H is included in
Polyl,r

V,S1. The map configB2 : Poly
l,r

V,S1 → ConfrV,B2 is continuous by Theorem 4.9

and there exists a vector bundle Er
V,B2 → ConfrV,B2 over ConfrV,B2 by Proposi-

tion 3.2. Based on the above preparation, we obtain a vector bundle BunX(V,H) :=
config(H)∗Er

V,B2 → X . Here, we define config(H) := configB2 ◦H : X → ConfrV,B2 .

BunX(V,H) Er
V,B2

X Polyl,r
V,S1 ConfrV,B2

y

H config
B2

Structure of Part 1. In Section 3, we will construct the configuration spaces
ConfrV,B2 and the global section bundles Er

V,B2 → ConfrV,B2 and compare with Quot

schemes. In Section 4, we will define the configuration maps configB2 : Poly
l,r

V,S1 →
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ConfrV,B2 and prove its continuity. This configuration map, which sends matrix-
coefficient polynomials to configurations on B2 is a key map in our proof of the Bott
periodicity theorem. In Section 5, based on the above, we will define a homomor-
phism αX : K(X × (D2, S1)) → K(X) by using BunX(V,H) in this section, confirm
well-definedness and show that it is a inverse map of the Bott map βX . In Section 6,
we will compare our proof with Atiyah–Bott’s proof and Atiyah’s proof.

3. Construction of configuration spaces

In this section, we will construct the configuration space ConfrV,U and the global
section bundle Er

V,U → ConfrV,U and compare with Quot scheme.

3.1. Construction of configuration spaces and global section bundles.

Definition 3.1. Let V be a finite-dimensional complex vector space, U an open
set in complex plane C and r a non-negative integer. A pair (A, ι) is called V -
configuration of rank r over U if a matrix A ∈ Mr(C) and a linear map ι : V → Cr

satisfy the following conditions:

• The set of eigen values σ(A) of A is included in U and

•
r−1∑

i=0

Aiι : V ⊕r → Cr is surjective.

We write C̃onf
r

V,U for the set of V -configurations of rank r over U . The space C̃onf
r

V,U

has a topology as a subspace of Mr(C)× HomC(V,C
r). A left action of GLr(C) on

C̃onf
r

V,U is defined by conjugation to Mr(C) and post-composition to HomC(V,C
r).

Proposition 3.2. The left action GLr(C) y C̃onf
r

V,U is free and proper. In paticu-

lar, quotient map C̃onf
r

V,U → GLr(C)\C̃onf
r

V,U is a principal GLr(C) bundle, and the

quotient spaceConfrV,U := GLr(C)\C̃onf
r

V,U is a r ·dimC V -dimensional complex man-

ifold. Furthermore, we get a vector bundle Er
V,U := C̃onf

r

V,U ×GLr(C)C
r → ConfrV,U of

rank r as an associated bundle.

We call ConfrV,U V - configuration space of rank r over U , Er
V,U → ConfrV,U the

global section bundle over ConfrV,U . We write [A, ι] ∈ ConfrV,U for the equivalence

class of (A, ι) ∈ C̃onf
r

V,U .

Proof. Let Surj(V ⊕r,Cr) denote the C-linear space of surjective C-linear maps from
V ⊕r to Cr. The left action GLr(C) y Surj(V ⊕r,Cr) is free and proper, and the

quotient space is the grassmannian. Let ϕ : C̃onf
r

V,U → Surj(V ⊕r,Cr) be defined

by ϕ(A, ι) :=
∑r−1

i=0 A
rι, then ϕ is a GLr(C)-equivariant map. Thus, the action

GLr(C) y C̃onf
r

V,U is also free and proper. �

Bundle homomorphisms

Ar
V,U : E

r
V,U → Er

V,U , ιrV,U : V → Er
V,U

over ConfrV,U is defined as follows: First, let Ar
V,U : E

r
V,U = C̃onf

r

V,U ×GLr(C) C
r →

Er
V,U = C̃onf

r

V,U ×GLr(C) C
r be defined by

Ar
U,V ([A, ι, v]) := [A, ι, Av]
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for (A, ι, v) ∈ C̃onf
r

V,U×Cr. This map is well-defined. Next, let ιrU,V : V = ConfrV,U×

V → Er
V,U = C̃onf

r

V,U ×GLr(C) C
r be defined by

ιrU,V ([A, ι], w) := [A, ι, ιw]

for ([A, ι], w) ∈ ConfrV,U × V . This map is also well-defined.

Lemma 3.3. For a topological space X, there is a one-to-one correspondence as

sets:

{continuous maps X → ConfrV,U}

∼=




(E,A : E → E, ι : V → E)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

E is a vector bundle of rank r over X,

σ(Ax) ⊂ U for all x ∈ X and

r−1∑

i=0

Aiι : V ⊕r
։ E is a surjection.





/
∼=.

Proof. Let us denote by S the left-hand side set and T the right-hand side set.
First, a map F : S → T is defined as follows: Take f : X → ConfrV,U ∈ S. Taking
the pullback along f : X → ConfrV,U of the vector bundle Er

V,U → ConfrV,U and
bundle homomorphisms Ar

V,U : E
r
V,U → Er

V,U and ιrV,U : V → Er
V,U , we obtain a vector

bundle f ∗Er
V,U → X and bundle homomorphisms f ∗Ar

V,U : f
∗Er

V,U → f ∗Er
V,U and

f ∗ιrV,U : V → f ∗Er
V,U . Then, we define

F (f) := [f ∗Er
V,U , f

∗Ar
V,U , f

∗ιrV,U ] ∈ T .

Next, a map G : T → S is defined as follows: Take [E,A : E → E, ι : V → E] ∈ T .
Let {Oα}α be a trivialization covering of the vector bundle E → X . Then, for
any α, we get a continuous map fα : Oα → ConfrV,U from A|Oα

: E|Oα
→ E|Oα

,
ι|Oα

: V → E|Oα
by using trivialization. By construction, {fα}α are glued together

and a continuous map fE : X → ConfrV,U is defined. Then, we define G([E,A, ι]) =
fE ∈ S.
By construction, F : S → T and G : T → S give the inverse each other. �

Next, we will define configuration spaces over CP 1 = C ⊔ {∞} and its open sets.
Roughly speaking, by identifying V -configuration spaces of rank r over CP 1 \ {p}
with ConfrV,C by Möbius transformations and gluing them all over p ∈ CP 1, we

get the V -configuration space of rank r over CP 1. Specifically, it is constructed as
follows: Let Φp be defined by

Φp(z) :=
1

z − p

for p ∈ C. Let U be an open set of C. For each p ∈ CP 1, prepare a copy of
ConfrV,U and write pConfrV,U := ConfrV,U . In the case of p ∈ C, The element of
pConfrV,U corresponding to [A, ι] ∈ ConfrV,U is formally written as [Φ−1

p (A), ι]. Let ∼
be an equivalence relation over ∞ConfrV,C⊔

∐
p∈C

pConfrV,C generated by the following
relations.

(1) Let p ∈ C. Let [A, ι] ∈ ∞ConfrV,C and suppose that p is not an eigenvalue of
A. Then,

∞ConfrV,C ∋ [A, ι] ∼ [Φ−1
p (Φp(A)), ι]p ∈

pConfrV,C.

where Φp(A) is defined by functional calculus. We can show that [Φp(A), ι] ∈
ConfrV,C by applying the following Lemma 3.4 to the case that Φ = Φp.
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(2) Let p, q ∈ C, p 6= q. Let [A, ι] ∈ pConfrV,C and suppose that (q − p)−1 is not
an eigenvalue of A. Then,

pConfrV,C ∋ [Φ−1
p (A), ι]p ∼ [Φ−1

q (ΦqΦ
−1
p (A)), ι]q ∈

qConfrV,C

We can show that [ΦqΦ
−1
p (A), ι] ∈ ConfrV,C by applying the following Lemma 3.4

to the case that Φ = ΦqΦ
−1
p .

Lemma 3.4. Let Φ(z) = (az + b)(cz + d)−1 be a Möbius transformation and c 6= 0.
Let [A, ι] ∈ ConfrV,C, suppose that −c

−1d is not an eigenvalue of A. Then, [Φ(A), ι] ∈
ConfrV,C holds.

Proof. Since cA+d is invertible, Φ(A) = (aA+ b)(cA+d)−1 is well-defined. We will
show that

r−1∑

i=0

Φ(A)iι : V ⊕r → Cr

is surjective. By assumption,
r−1∑

i=0

Aiι : V ⊕r → Cr

is a surjection. That is to say

q1 : C[z]⊗ V → Cr;
k∑

i=0

zi ⊗ vi 7→
k∑

i=0

Aiι(vi)

is a surjection. Define

q2 : C[z]⊗ V → Cr;

k∑

i=0

zi ⊗ vi 7→
k∑

i=0

Φ(A)iι(vi).

Using the characteristic polynomial of −cΦ(A) + a and the fact that −cΦ(A) + a =
(ad−bc)(cA+d)−1 is invertible, we can see that there exists a polynomial g(z) ∈ C[z]
such that (−cΦ(A) + a)−1 = g(Φ(A)). Define

ψ : C[z]⊗ V → C[z]⊗ V ;

k∑

i=0

zi ⊗ vi 7→
k∑

i=0

((dz − b)g(z))i ⊗ vi.

Then, q1 = q2 ◦ ψ. In fact,

q2 ◦ ψ

(
k∑

i=0

zi ⊗ vi

)
= q2

(
k∑

i=0

((dz − b)g(z))i ⊗ vi

)

=
k∑

i=0

((dΦ(A)− b)g(Φ(A)))iι(vi)

=

k∑

i=0

((dΦ(A)− b)(−cΦ(A) + a)−1)iι(vi)

=

k∑

i=0

Aiι(vi) = q1

(
k∑

i=0

zi ⊗ vi

)
.

Thus, q1 is surjective, so is q2. Since degree of the characteristic polynomial Φ(A),
the surjectivity to be shown holds. �
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Definition 3.5. Let V -configuration space ConfrV,CP 1 of rank r over CP 1 be defined
by

ConfrV,CP 1 :=

(
∞ConfrV,C ⊔

∐

p∈C

pConfrV,C

)/
∼.

The topology is the quotient topology of the direct sum topology. Let U be an open
set of CP 1. Let V -configuration space ConfrV,U ⊂ ConfrV,CP 1 of rank r over U be
defined by

ConfrV,U := ∞ConfrV,U\{∞} ∪
⋃

p∈C

pConfrV,Φp(U)\{∞} ⊂ ConfrV,CP 1.

Here, we regard ∞ConfrV,U\{∞} ⊂ ∞ConfrV,C and pConfrV,Φp(U)\{∞} ⊂ pConfrV,C for
p ∈ C.

3.2. Restriction of configuration spaces. The contents in this section will be
used only in the proof of Theorem 4.9. The aim of this section is defining Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ

and the restriction maps of configuration spaces

resDγ
: Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ → ConfrV,Dγ
.

Let d, l ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ r ≤ dl. Let γ be a simple closed curve in C. Let Dγ be the
bounded one of the two connected components of C \ γ.

Definition 3.6. Let

Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ ⊂ ConfdlV,C\γ

denote the subspace of ConfdlV,C\γ which consists of [A, ι] ∈ ConfdlV,C\γ such that the
number of roots with multiplicity in Dγ of the characteristic polynomial of A is r.

The subspaces of ∞ConfdlV,C\γ and
pConfdlV,C\γ corresponding to Conf

r,dl−r

V,C\γ ⊂ ConfdlV,C\γ

are denoted by ∞Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ ,
pConfr,dl−r

V,C\γ , respectively. Note that

ConfdlV,CP 1\γ = ∞ConfdlV,C\γ ∪
⋃

p∈C\Dγ

pConfdlV,C\Φp(γ).

The subspace Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ ⊂ ConfdlV,CP 1\γ is defined by

Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ
:= ∞Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ ∪
⋃

p∈C\Dγ

pConfr,dl−r

V,C\Φp(γ)
.

We define a map resDγ
: Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ → ConfrV,Dγ
as follows: Take [A, ι] ∈ Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ .

Let W ⊂ Cdl denote the direct sum of generalized eigenspaces corresponding to
eigenvalues of A included in Dγ . Also, let W ′ ⊂ Cdl denote the direct sum of
generalized eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues of A that are not included in
Dγ. We can see that dimCW = r, dimCW

′ = dl − r. Let AW : W → W be
the restriction of A : Cdl → Cdl on W . Let projW : Cdl → W be the projection
with respect to the direct sum decomposition Cdl = W ⊕ W ′. Then, we define
resDγ

([A, ι]) := [AW , projW ◦ ι : V →W ] ∈ ConfrV,Dγ
.

Lemma 3.7. The map resDγ
: Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ → ConfrV,Dγ
is continuous.
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Proof. We defined a vector bundle Edl
V,C\γ over Conf

dl
V,C\γ and bundle homomorphisms

Adl := Adl
V,C\γ : E

dl
V,C\γ → Edl

V,C\γ, ιdl := ιdlV,C\γ : V → Edl
V,C\γ

in Section 3.1. Let Er,dl−r

V,C\γ denote the restriction of the vector bundle Edl
V,C\γ →

ConfdlV,C\γ on Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ . Also, let Ar,dl−r : Er,dl−r

V,C\γ → Er,dl−r

V,C\γ and ιr,dl−r : V → Er,dl−r

V,C\γ

denote the restriction of Adl and ιdl, respectively. For simplicity of notation, we
write X := Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ and E := Er,dl−r

V,C\γ . By construction, for each x ∈ X , Ar,dl−r
x

does not have eigenvalues on γ and the sum of dimensions of generalized eigenspaces
corresponding to eigenvalues included inside γ is r. Let E1 denote the subbundle
of E which consists of generalized eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues inside
γ. Also, let E2 denote the subbundle of E which consists of generalized eigenspaces
corresponding to eigenvalues outside γ. Note that E1 ⊕ E2 = E. By the direct
sum decomposition End(E) = End(E1) ⊕ Hom(E1, E2) ⊕ Hom(E2, E1) ⊕ End(E2),
End(E1) is regarded as a subbundle of End(E). Ar,dl−r is a continuous section of
End(E). By definition, the matrix representation of Ar,dl−r with respect to the direct
sum decomposition E = E1 ⊕ E2 can be written as

Ar,dl−r =

(
Ar,dl−r

1 0

0 Ar,dl−r
2

)
.

Here, Ar,dl−r
1 and Ar,dl−r

2 are (not necessarily continuous) sections of End(E1) and
End(E2), respectively. For any x ∈ X , we can write

(
Ar,dl−r

1,x 0
0 0

)
=

1

2πi

∫

γ

z · (z · id−Ar,dl−r
x )−1dz,

they are continuous for x. Thus, Ar,dl−r
1 is a continuous section of End(E1). Also,

ιr,dl−r is a continuous section of Hom(V ,E) and the vector representation of it with
respect to E = E1 ⊕E2 can be written as

ιr,dl−r =

(
ιr,dl−r
1

ιr,dl−r
2

)
.

Here, ιr,dl−r
1 and ιr,dl−r

2 are (not necessarily continuous) section of Hom(V ,E1) and
Hom(V ,E2), respectively. The composition

(
ιr,dl−r
1

0

)

of ιr,dl−r and the first projection is continuous for x ∈ X , so ιr,dl−r
1 is a continuous

section of Hom(V ,E1). From the above, we get a vector bundle E1 of rank r over X

and bundle homomorphisms Ar,dl−r
1 : E1 → E1 and ιr,dl−r

1 : V → E1. By Lemma 3.3,
these define a continuous map X → ConfrV,Dγ

and it coincides with resDγ
: X →

ConfrV,Dγ
by definition. �

Remark 3.8. Lemma 3.7 can also be proved in the following way: Define a map
resC\Dγ

: Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ → Confdl−r

V,C\Dγ
in the same way as resDγ

: Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ → ConfrV,Dγ
.

It is easy to see that the map

(resDγ
, resC\Dγ

) : Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ → ConfrV,Dγ
× Confdl−r

V,C\Dγ
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has a continuous inverse map. By Proposition 3.2, this inverse map is a continuous
bijection between same dl ·dimC V -dimensional complex manifolds, so by invariance
of domain, (resDγ

, resC\Dγ
) is also continuous. Therefore, resDγ

is continuous.

Definition 3.9. A continuous map res∞ is defined by

res∞ := resDγ
: ∞Confr,dl−r

V,C\γ → ∞ConfrV,Dγ
.

Also, for each p ∈ C \Dγ, resp is defined as a composition

resp :
pConfr,dl−r

V,C\Φp(γ)

resDΦp(γ)

−−−−−→ pConfrV,DΦp(γ)

Φ−1
p

−−→ ConfrV,Dγ
.

The family of continuous maps {resp}p∈CP 1\Dγ
is glued together and a continuous

map resDγ
: Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ → ConfrV,Dγ
is defined.

3.3. Comparison with Quot schemes. In this section, we will compare ConfrV,C
with Quot schemes in algebraic geometry. Quot shcemes are the representations
of some presheaves over the category of schemes. We follow the definition of Quot
schemes to [Nit05].

Definition 3.10. Let SchC be the category of locally noetherian schemes over
SpecC Let r ∈ Z≥0 and E be a coherent sheaf on A1

C. A contravariant functor
Quotr

E,A1
C

: SchopC → Set is defined as follows: For T → SpecC, a pair (F , q) is called

a family of quotients of E parametrized by T if it satisfies that

(1) F is a coherent sheaf over A1
T such that its schematic support is proper over

T and it is flat over T ,
(2) q : ET → F is surjective OA1

T
-linear homomorphism where ET is pullback of

E along the projection A1
T → A1

C and
(3) for each t ∈ T , the Hirbert polynomial of Ft = F|(A1

T
)t
is constant r.

We define Quotr
E,A1

C

(T ) as the set of isomorphism classes of families of quotients of

E parametrized by T .

Fact 3.11 ([AK80]). The functor Quotr
E,A1

C

is representable.

We write QuotrE,Ar
C

for the representation of the functor Quotr
E,A1

C

. In the case

of E = Od
A1
C

, by doing the same construction as in ConfrCd,C algebraically, we can

describe the representation more concretely as follows. For the following parts of
this section, see [Ric17] for detail.
Let (r2 + rd)-dimensional affine space A be defined by

A :=Mr(C)× HomC(C
d,Cr).

A left action on A of GLr(C) is defined by g · (A, ι) := (gAg−1, gι) for g ∈ GLr(C)
and (A, ι) ∈ A. Let U r

d denote the open subscheme of A which consists of points
(A, ι) ∈ A such that

∑∞
i=0A

iι : (Cd)⊕∞ → Cr is surjective. The set of GIT stable
points in A with respect to the character det : GLr(C) → C× coincides with U r

d .
Then, let GLr(C)\U

r
d be the GIT quotient.

Proposition 3.12. Let V be a finite-dimensional complex vector space. Then, the

analytification of QuotrO
A1
C

⊗V,A1
C

is homeomorphic to ConfrV,C.
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Proof. By [Ric17, Lemma 2.1], the quotient map U r
d → GLr(C)\U

r
d is principal

GLr(C) bundle with respect to étale topology. Thus, its analytification is also
principal GLr(C) bundle, so the analytification of GLr(C)\U

r
d is homeomorphic to

ConfrCd,C. On the other hand, the GIT quotient GLr(C)\U
r
d is the representation

of Quotr
Od

A1
C

,A1
C

by [Ric17, Proposition 2.3]. From the above, it follows that the

analytification of QuotrOd

A1
C

,A1
C

is homeomorphic to ConfrCd,C. �

4. Construction and continuity of configuration maps

4.1. Definition of configuration maps. Let V be a d-dimensional complex vector
space and l and r non-negetive integers. Also, let γ be a simple closed curve in C

and Dγ the bounded one of the two connected components of C \ γ.

Definition 4.1. Let PolylV denote the set of EndC(V )-coefficient polynomials of
degree l. We can naturally define the topology of PolylV from EndC(V )

×(l+1). We

write Polyl,inv
V for the subspace of PolylV consisting of polynomials whose coefficient

of degree l is invertible. Also, let us denote by Polyl,rV,γ the subspace of PolylV
consisting of f(z) ∈ PolylV which satisfy that

(1) for any λ ∈ γ, f(λ) ∈ GLC(V ) and
(2) the number of roots with multiplicity of det f(z) included in Dγ is r.

To define the configuration map configC : Poly
l,inv
V → ConfdlV,C, we will prepare

some lemmas. Take f(z) ∈ Polyl,invV . Let OC be the sheaf of holomorphic function on
C and MC the sheaf of meromorphic function on C. Let OC(–;V ) be the sheaf of V
valued holomorphic function on C and MC(–;V ) the sheaf of V valued meromorphic
function on C. Then, OC(–;V ) ∼= OC ⊗ V and MC(–;V ) ∼= MC ⊗ V . We define

f̃ : OC(–;V ) → OC(–;V ) by f̃(U)(s)(z) := f(z)s(z) for an open set U of C and a

section s ∈ OC(U ;V ). We can also define the extention f̃m : MC(–;V ) → MC(–;V )

of f̃ .

Lemma 4.2. The homomorphism f̃m is MC-isomorphism. In paticular, f̃ is injec-

tive.

Proof. Let λ ∈ C. The stalk of f̃m is regarded as f̃m
λ : Md

C,λ → Md
C,λ. Since

f(z) ∈ Polyl,invV , we can see that the coefficient of maximum degree of det f(z) is

not 0, in paticular, det f̃m
λ 6= 0. Then, it follows that f̃m

λ is MC,λ-isomorphism from

the fact that MC,λ is a field. Therefore, f̃m is MC-isomorphism. �

By Lemma 4.2, we get the following short exact sequence:

0 OC(–;V ) OC(–;V ) Coker f̃ 0
f̃

Lemma 4.3. The support of Coker f̃ is a finite set and dimC Coker f̃λ <∞ for any

λ ∈ C. Furthermore, dimCH
0(Coker f̃) = dl.

Proof. Since det f(z) has a finite number of roots, there are finitely many λ’s in C

for which f̃λ is not invertible. Thus, there are finitely many λ’s in C for which stalk

Coker f̃λ is not 0. Let Z be the zero set of det f(z). Fix an isomorphism V ∼= Cd.

For λ ∈ Z, we can consider f̃λ ∈Md(OC,λ). Since OC,λ is a PID and f̃λ is injective,
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by invariant factor theory, there are Pλ, Qλ ∈ GLd (OC,λ) and non-negative integers
eλ,1 ≤ · · · ≤ eλ,d which satisfy

Qλf̃λPλ =



(z − λ)eλ,1

. . .
(z − λ)eλ,d


 .

Because det f̃ and det f̃λ are equal up to unit multiplication of OC,λ, the dimension

dimC Coker f̃λ = eλ,1+ · · ·+ eλ,d is equal to the multiplicity of the root λ of det f(z).
In paticular, it is finite. Therefore, it follows that

dimCH
0(Coker f̃) =

∑

λ∈Z

dimC Coker f̃λ = deg (det f(z)) = dl.

�

Lemma 4.4. The morphism π : OC(C;V ) → H0(Coker f̃) that the canonical pro-

jection OC(–;V ) → Coker f̃ induces into H0 is surjective.

Proof. We use the notations used in the proof of Lemma 4.3. The strategy is to

take pullback of OC(C;V ) along f̃m(C) and consider it in MC(C;V ). For λ ∈ Z,
let MC,λ-homomorphism ψλ : MC,λ ⊗ V → Md

C,λ be defined as the composition

ψλ : MC,λ ⊗ V →
∼=

Md
C,λ

P−1
λ→
∼=

Md
C,λ.

The first isomorphism is induced by V ∼= Cd. Let MC(C;V )
f̃ ⊂ MC(C;V ) denote

the subspace of s’s in MC(C;V ) which satisfy the following conditions:

• s is holomorphic on C \ Z.
• For each λ ∈ Z and 1 ≤ j ≤ d, ψλ(sλ)j has a pole of order at most eλ,j .

Then, it is easy to see that MC(C;V )
f̃ = f̃m(C)−1(OC(C;V )). Therefore, the

surjectivity to be shown is reduced to a Mittag-Leffler type extention problem. For
each λ ∈ Z, take tλ as a meromorphic function defined in a neighborhood of λ and
suppose that it is holomorphic except for λ and ψλ(tλ)j has a pole of order at most
eλ,j for 1 ≤ j ≤ d. We can replace tλ with one which has same germ and satisfies
that each ψλ(tλ)j is a polynomial of (z − λ)−1. Since Z is a finite set, the sum

s :=
∑

λ∈Z tλ is in MC(C;V )
f̃ and s and tλ have same germ at λ for each λ. �

By Lemma 4.4, the following sequence is exact and by Lemma 4.3, we have

H0(Coker f̃) ∼= Cdl. Fix an isomorphismϕ : H0(Coker f̃) → Cdl.

0 OC(C;V ) OC(C;V ) H0(Coker f̃) 0
f̃(C) π

The homomorphism f̃ commutes with the multiplication operator z on OC(C;V ),
so z : OC(C;V ) → OC(C;V ) induces a homomorphism

z : H0(Coker f̃) → H0(Coker f̃).

Define A(f) := ϕ ◦ z ◦ ϕ−1 ∈ Mr(C). Also, define ι(f) := ϕ ◦ π ◦ const. : V → Cdl

where const. : V → OC(C;V ) is the map sends to constant functions.

Definition 4.5. Let the configuration map configC : Poly
l,inv
V → ConfdlV,C be defined

by configC(f(z)) := [A(f), ι(f)].
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We prepare the following lemmas to show well-definedness of this map.

Lemma 4.6. Let g(z) be a non-zero C-coefficient polynomial. Then, the homomor-

phism C[z] → OC(C)/(g(z)) defined by the inclusion is surjective.

Proof. Factorize as g(z) = a0
∏k

i=1(z − λi)
mi . Suppose {λi}i are mutually distinct.

By Riemann’s removable singularity theorem, (z− λi) is a maximal ideal of OC(C).
Thus, by Chinese remainder theorem, we have

OC(C)/(g(z)) ∼= OC(C)/
k∏

i=1

((z − λi))
mi ∼=

k∏

i=1

OC(C)/((z − λi))
mi .

Also, we have

C[z]/(g(z)) ∼= C[z]/

k∏

i=1

((z − λi))
mi ∼=

k∏

i=1

C[z]/((z − λi))
mi .

Since for each i, it follows that

OC(C)/((z − λi))
mi ∼=

mi−1⊕

j=0

C · (z − λi)
j ∼= C[z]/((z − λi))

mi,

the homomorphism C[z]/(g(z)) → OC(C)/(g(z)) induced by inclusion is isomor-
phism. Therefore, C[z] → C[z]/(g(z)) → OC(C)/(g(z)) is surjective. �

Lemma 4.7. For f(z) ∈ Polyl,invV , [A(f), ι(f)] ∈ ConfdlV,C.

Proof. We need to show the surjectivity of
∑dl−1

i=0 A(f)iι(f) : V ⊕dl → Cdl. To show
this, it is sufficient to show that the composition

(4.1)

{
dl−1∑

i=0

aiz
i

∣∣∣∣∣ ai ∈ V

}
→ OC(C;V ) → H0(Coker f̃)

is surjective. Let g(z) be the characteristic polynomial of z. Since deg (g(z)) = dl,
the surjectivity of (4.1) follows if the composition

(4.2) C[z]⊗ V → OC(C;V ) → H0(Coker f̃)

is surjective. This follows from Lemma 4.6 and the fact that H0(Coker f̃) is an
OC(C)/(g(z))-module. �

It is easy to see that [A(f), ι(f)] ∈ ConfdlV,C does not depend on the choice of

isomorphism ϕ : H0(Coker f̃) → Cdl.

Also, we define the configuration map configDγ
: Polyl,rV,γ → ConfrV,Dγ

in the same

way as configC. Here, ODγ
(–;V ) := OC(–;V )|Dγ

is used instead of OC(–;V ).

4.2. Continuity of configuration maps. The aim in this section is to prove the
following two proposition.

Theorem 4.8. The configuration map configC : Poly
l,inv
V → ConfdlV,C is continuous.

Theorem 4.9. Let γ is a simple closed curve in C. Then, the configuration map

configDγ
: Polyl,rV,γ → ConfrV,Dγ

is continuous.

These theorem will be proved in a way of algebraic geometry. First, let us prepare
the scheme corresponding to Polyl,inv

V .



BOTT PERIODICITY VIA QUOT SCHEMES AND BULK-EDGE CORRESPONDENCE 15

Definition 4.10. Let a commutative ring P l
d be defined by

P l
d := C[{X

(k)
ij }1≤i,j≤d,0≤k≤l, T ]/(T · det(X

(l)
ij )− 1).

The analytification of SpecP l
d is homeomorphic to Polyl,inv

Cd . To prove Theorem 4.8,

we will construct the element of Quotr
Od

A1
C

,A1
C

(SpecP l
d) which corresponds to configC.

Then, it will give a morphism of schemes SpecP l
d → QuotrOd

A1
C

,A1
C

and we will get a

continuous map configC : Poly
l,inv

Cd → ConfrCd,C by taking analytification.

Let Md(P
l
d)-coefficient polynomial F (z) of order l whose coefficient of order l is

invertible be defined by

F (z) := (X
(l)
ij )z

l + (X
(l−1)
ij )zl−1 + · · ·+ (X

(0)
ij ).

The polynomial F (z) defines a sheaf homomorphism F̃ : Od
A1

Pl
d

→ Od
A1

Pl
d

. Since F̃ is

injective, taking cokernel, we get a short exact sequence

0 Od
A1

Pl
d

Od
A1

Pl
d

Coker F̃ 0F̃ q
.

Proposition 4.11. We have [Coker F̃ , q] ∈ Quotdl
Od

A1
C

,A1
C

(SpecP l
d).

Proof. First, we show that the schematic support of Coker F̃ is proper over SpecP l
d.

The support of Coker F̃ is contained in Spec(P l
d[z]/(detF (z))). Since P

l
d[z]/(det(F (z)))

is a finitely generated P l
d-module, the support of Coker F̃ is proper over SpecP l

d.

Next, we show that Coker F̃ is flat over SpecP l
d. Let p : AP l

d
→ SpecP l

d. The

coherent sheaf p∗(Coker F̃ ) is locally free because SpecP l
d is noetherian and reduced

and the rank of each stalk is a constant dl, independent of points in SpecP l
d[Har77,

Exercise II.5.8]. In paticular, Coker F̃ is flat over SpecP l
d.

Finally, we show that the Hilbert polynomial of (Coker F̃ )f is constant dl for
f ∈ SpecP l

d. This follows from the fact that the degree of F (z) is dl. �

Proof of Theorem 4.8. By Proposition 4.11, we can define a morphism of schemes

SpecP l
d → QuotdlOd

A1
C

,A1
C

.

By taking analytification, we get a continuous map

Polyl,inv
Cd → ConfdlCd,C

and by construction, this coincides with the map configC : Poly
l,inv

Cd → ConfdlCd,C. �

Next, we will define a continuous map configCP 1 : (PolylV ) \ {0} → ConfdlV,CP 1. For

p ∈ C, Let a subspace PolylV,CP 1\{p} ⊂ PolylV be defined by

PolylV,CP 1\{p} := {f(z) ∈ PolylV | f(p) is invertible. }.

Also, Let us define
PolylV,CP 1\{∞} := Polyl,inv

V .

Then,

(Polyl
V ) \ {0} = Polyl

V,CP 1\{∞} ∪
⋃

p∈C

PolylV,CP 1\{p}.
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For p ∈ CP 1, we define configCP 1\{p} : Poly
l
V,CP 1\{p} →

pConfdlV,C as follows:

• If p = ∞, define

configCP 1\{∞} := configC : Poly
l
V,CP 1\{∞} = Polyl,invV → ∞ConfdlV,C.

• If p ∈ C, for f(z) ∈ Polyl
V,CP 1\{p} we define

configCP 1\{p}(f(z)) := configC
(
(−z)lf

(
Φ−1

p (z)
))

∈ ConfdlV,C = pConfdlV,C.

We can check well-definedness of configCP 1\{p} for p ∈ C as follows: For f(z) =∑l

j=0 ajz
j ,

(−z)lf
(
Φ−1

p (z)
)
= (−z)lf

(
1

z
+ p

)
= (−1)l

l∑

j=0

ajz
l−j(pz + 1)j,

so (−z)lf
(
Φ−1

p (z)
)
∈ PolylV and the coefficient of degree l is (−1)lf(p), in paticular,

invertible. By the following Lemma 4.12, {configCP 1\{p}}p∈CP 1 are glued together

and define a continuous map configCP 1 : (PolylV )\{0} → ConfdlV,CP 1. To glue configC
and configCP 1\{p} (p ∈ C), we apply Lemma 4.12 for Φ = Φp and to glue configCP 1\{p}

and configCP 1\{q} (p, q ∈ C, p 6= q), we apply it for Φ = ΦqΦ
−1
p .

Lemma 4.12. Let Φ(z) = (az+ b)(cz+d)−1 be a Möbius transformation and c 6= 0.
Then, the following diagram is commutative:

{
f(z) ∈ Polyl,inv

V

∣∣∣∣ f
(
−
d

c

)
is invertible.

}
Confdl

V,C\{− d
c
}

{
f(z) ∈ Polyl,inv

V

∣∣∣ f
(a
c

)
is invertible.

}
ConfdlV,C\{a

c
}

configC

Θ Ξ

configC

Here, we define Θ(f(z)) := (−cz + a)lf(Φ−1(z)) and Ξ([A, ι]) := ([Φ(A), ι]).

Proof. Take f(z) =
∑l

j=0 ajz
j ∈ Polyl,invV and suppose that f(−c−1d) is invertible.

Let configC(f(z)) = [A, ι]. Then, we will show that configC(Θ(f(z))) = Ξ([A, ι]).
By assumption, the following sequence is exact:

0 C[z]⊗ V C[z]⊗ V Cdl 0
f(z) q1

Here, we define q1(
∑k

i=0 z
i ⊗ vi) :=

∑k
i=0A

iι(vi). It is enough to show that the
following sequence is exact:

0 C[z]⊗ V C[z]⊗ V Cdl 0
(−cz+a)lf(Φ−1(z)) q2
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Here, we define q2(
∑k

i=0 z
i ⊗ vi) :=

∑k
i=0Φ(A)

iι(vi). The surjectivity of q2 follows
from Lemma 3.4. For v ∈ V ,

q2((−cz + a)lf(Φ−1(z))v) = q2

(
(−cz + a)l

l∑

j=0

ajvΦ
−1(z)j

)

= (−cΦ(A) + a)l
l∑

j=0

Ajι(ajv)

= (−cΦ(A) + a)lq1(f(z)v)

= 0.

Thus, q2 : (C[z]⊗ V )/Im((−cz + a)lf(Φ−1(z))) → Cdl is well-defined and surjective,
and since the dimension of domain and codomain are equal, it is isomorphism. It
means the exactness to be shown. �

Proof of Theorem 4.9. By restriction of configCP 1 : (PolylV ) \ {0} → ConfdlV,CP 1, a
continuous map

configCP 1\γ : Poly
l,r
V,γ → Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ

is defined. By composition with a continuous map resDγ
: Confr,dl−r

V,CP 1\γ → ConfrV,Dγ

defined in Section 3.2, a continuous map

resDγ
◦ configCP 1\γ : Poly

l,r
V,γ → ConfrV,Dγ

is defined. By construction, this corresponds to the map of proposition

configDγ
: Polyl,r

V,γ → ConfrV,Dγ
.

�

5. Proof of the Bott periodicity theorem

Construction 5.1. LetX be a compact Hausdorff space, E a complex vector bundle
over X . Let l ∈ Z≥0 and continuous sections aj ∈ Γ(X,End(E)) for 0 ≤ j ≤ l are
given. Then, we get a family of polynomials

H =

{
Hx(z) =

l∑

j=0

aj(x)z
j

}

x∈X

.

For each x ∈ X , z ∈ S1, we suppose that Hx(z) ∈ EndC(Ex) is invertible. After
this, we will construct a complex vector bundle BunX(E,H) over X as follows: Let
{Uλ}λ be a trivialization covering of E and E|Uλ

∼= Uλ × V a trivialization for each
λ. Here, V is a finite-dimensional complex vector space. We define

Hλ :=

{
(Hλ)x(z) := Hx(z) =

l∑

j=0

aj(x)z
j

}

x∈Uλ

.

We can assume that the number of roots with multiplicity in B2 of det(Hλ)x is
constant rλ, independent of x ∈ Uλ. Applying Construction 2.3 to Hλ, we get a
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vector bundle BunX(V,Hλ) over Uλ. Let {gµλ : Uλ∩Uµ → GLC(V )}λ,µ be transition
maps of E. For each gµλ, if Uλ ∩ Uµ 6= ∅, commutative diagram

(Uλ ∩ Uµ)× Erλ
V,B2 Erλ

V,B2

Uλ ∩ Uµ (Uλ ∩ Uµ)× Confrλ
V,B2 Confrλ

V,B2

g′µλ

config(Hλ)

config(Hµ)

g′
µλ

is induced. Taking two pullback in the same way of Construction 2.3, we get an
isomorphism BunX(V,Hλ)|Uλ∩Uµ

∼= BunX(V,Hµ)|Uλ∩Uµ
. Gluing {BunX(V,Hλ)}λ by

these isomorphisms for gµλ, we get a vector bundle BunX(E,H) over X .

Lemma 5.2. (1) For f : Y → X, BunY (f
∗E, f ∗H) ∼= f ∗BunX(E,H).

(2) BunX(E1 ⊕E2, H1 ⊕H2) ∼= BunX(E1, H1)⊕ BunX(E2, H2).
(3) BunX(E, id) = 0.
(4) BunX(E, zH) ∼= E ⊕ BunX(E,H).
(5) For a complex vector bundle G over X,

BunX(G⊗ E, id⊗H) ∼= G⊗ BunX(E,H).

Proof. It enough to show (1) in the case of trivial bundle E = V . This follows from
the following pullback diagram:

BunY (V , f
∗H) BunX(V ,H) Er

V,B2

Y X ConfrV,B2

y y

f

config(Hf)

config(H)

It easy to show (2), (3) and (4) by construction. It enough to show (5) in the case
of trivial bundle G = Cn. It reduces to

BunX(E
⊕n, H⊕n) ∼= BunX(E,H)⊕n,

and this follows from (2). �

Proof of Theorem 2.2. From now on, we will define a homomorphism αX : K(X ×
(D2, S1)) → K(X). Take [E, F ,H] ∈ K(X × (D2, S1)). Let E := E

∣∣
X×{1}

,

then E ∼= proj∗XE. Also F ∼= proj∗XE since H
∣∣
X×{1}

: E = E
∣∣
X×{1}

∼= F
∣∣
X×{1}

.

Thus, we can write [E, F ,H ] = [proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE,H ] by using a bundle morphism

H : proj∗XE|X×S1
∼= proj∗XE|X×S1 . Furthermore, since X is compact, replacing by

Cezaro means Hn of Fourier series of H ([AB64]), we may assume that H has a form
of a continuous family of Laurent polynomial

H =

{
Hx(z) =

l∑

j=−k

aj(x)z
j

}

x∈X
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where k, l ∈ Z≥0 and aj(x) ∈ EndC(Ex) for any x ∈ X . Multiplying H by zk, we
have a family of polynomials

zkH =

{
(zkH)x(z) =

k+l∑

j=0

aj−k(x)z
j

}

x∈X

.

Applying Construction 5.1, we get a vector bundle BunX(E, z
kH) over X . Then, de-

fine αX([E, F ,H]) = αX([proj
∗
XE, proj

∗
XE,H ]) := [E⊕k]− [BunX(E, z

kH)] ∈ K(X).
We will confirm the well-definedness of αX : K(X × (D2, S1)) → K(X). First, in

the case that we regard H as H = {Hx(z) =
∑l+1

j=−k aj(x)z
j}x∈X where al+1 = 0, its

compatibility follows from the following commutativity:

Polyk+l,r

V,S1

Polyk+l+1,r
V,S1 ConfrV,B2

config
B2

config
B2

In the case that we regard H as H = {Hx(z) =
∑l

j=−k−1 aj(x)z
j}x∈X where ak+1 =

0, it is compatible because [E⊕k+1]−[BunX(E, z
k+1H)] = [E⊕k+1]−[BunX(E, z

kH)⊕
E] = [E⊕k]− [BunX(E, z

kH)] ∈ K(X) by Lemma 5.2 (4). Next, it is independent of
the choice of Cezaro means Hn of Fourier series of H if n is sufficiently large because
we can connect Hn and Hn+1 linearly and construct a bundle in the same way as
Construction 5.1 for a family of Laurent polynomials parametrized by X × [0, 1].
From the above, the element of K(X) is defined, independent of the choice of Hn as
a replacement of H . Finally, we confirm the compatibility regarding homotopy and
stabilization. About homotopy, considering that H is parametrized by X × [0, 1]
and constructing a bundle in the same way as the above, we can see that the same
elements of K(X) are defined. About stabilization, it is compatible by Lemma 5.2
(2) and (3). Base on the above, αX : K(X × (D2, S1)) → K(X) is well-defined.
To show that αX : K(X × (D2, S1)) → K(X) is the inverse map of βX : K(X) →

K(X × (D2, S1)), it is enough to confirm the following three conditions ([Ati68]).

(A1): αX is functorial in X .
(A2): αX is a K(X)-module homomorphism.
(A3): αX([C,C, z

−1]) = [C].

First, we show (A1). Let X and Y be compact Hausdorff spaces, f : Y → X a
continuous map. It is enough to show that the following diagram is commutative
and it follows from Lemma 5.2 (1).

K(X × (D2, S1)) K(X)

K(Y × (D2, S1)) K(Y )

Next, (A2) follows from Lemma 5.2 (2) and (5).
Finally, we show (A3). Define H : X × S1 → GL1(C) = C× by Hx(z) := z−1

(x ∈ X , z ∈ S1). Then, zH = 1 ∈ Poly0,0
C,S1 and BunX(C, zH) = 0 by Lemma 5.2

(3). Therefore, αX([C,C, z
−1]) = [C]− [0] = [C]. �
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6. Comparison with other proofs of the Bott periodicity theorem

In this section, we will compare our proof with Atiyah–Bott’s proof ([AB64]) and
Atiyah’s proof ([Ati68]). Before this, we make one additional point regarding Con-
struction 2.3. Suppose a compact Hausdorff space X , a finite-dimensional vector
space V and a continuous map H : X → Polyl,r

V,S1 are given in the same as Construc-

tion 2.3. The composition map config(H) = configB2◦H : X → Polyl,r
V,S1 → ConfrV,B2

defines bundle morphisms

A(H) : BunX(V,H) → BunX(V,H), ι(H) : V → BunX(V,H)

by Lemma 3.3. Furthermore, a surjective morphism

π(H) :=
r−1∑

i=0

A(H)iι(H) : V ⊕r → BunX(V,H)

is defined.

6.1. Comparison with Atiyah–Bott’s proof. In the proof by Atiyah–Bott, clutch-
ing functions of vector bundles over S2 are approximated by Laurent polynomials
using Fourier series expansion, replaced by polynomials, replaced by linear polyno-
mials, and finally they get vector bundles in the way of taking Bloch bundles. On
the other hand, we give a way of directly getting vector bundles from polynomials.
Furthermore, restricting our construction to the case of linear polynomials, by the
following discussion, we can show that both constructions are isomorphic by the
following discussion.
First, we discuss the case limited to fibers. Let V be a d-dimensional complex

vector space. Suppose that A ∈ EndC(V ) does not have eigenvalues in S1. Let a
projection p on V be defined by

p :=
1

2πi

∫

S1

(z · id− A)−1dz.

On the other hand, let f(z) := z − A ∈ Poly1,inv
V . We define f̃ : OB2(–;V ) →

OB2(–;V ) in the same way of Section 4.1.

Lemma 6.1. The composition p(V ) →֒ V →֒ OB2(B2;V ) → H0(Coker f̃) is an

isomorphism.

Proof. Taking the Jordan normal form of A and corresponding direct sum decom-
position of V by Jordan blocks, we can assume that A consists of one Jordan block




λ 1
λ 1

. . .
. . .
. . . 1

λ



.

Note that |λ| 6= 1. Then, it is enough to show the following two claims:

(1) If |λ| < 1,

V → Coker
(
f̃(B2) = (z − A) : OB2(B2;V ) → OB2(B2;V )

)

is isomorphic and
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(2) if |λ| > 1,

Coker
(
f̃(B2) = (z − A) : OB2(B2;V ) → OB2(B2;V )

)
= 0.

Since f̃(B2) = (z−A) is invertible, (2) holds. It is easy to see the injectivity of (1).
Result of elementary matrix operation as OB2,λ-coefficient matrix, we have

z −A =




z − λ −1
z − λ −1

. . .
. . .
. . . −1

z − λ




∼




1
1

. . .
. . .

(z − λ)d




so dimC Coker
(
f̃(B2) = (z − A) : OB2(B2;V ) → OB2(B2;V )

)
= d. Thus, (1) is

isomorphic. �

Next, we consider the case parametrized by a space X . Suppose a continuous
map A : X → EndC(V ) is given. For each x ∈ X , we assume that A(x) does not
have eigenvalues in S1 and the number of eigenvalues with multiplicity in B2 is r.
We define a family of projection on V p : V → V as

px :=
1

2πi

∫

S1

(z · id− A(x))−1dz.

On the other hand, let f : X → Poly1,invV be defined by fx(z) = z −A(x) for x ∈ X .
The following proposition follows from Lemma 6.1.

Proposition 6.2. The composition of bundle morphisms over X

p(V ) →֒ V →֒ V ⊕r π(f)
−−→ BunX(V, f)

is isomorphic. Here, the second map is inclusion into the first component.

6.2. Comparison with Atiyah’s proof. In the proof by Atiyah, they take the
Toeplitz operators of clutching functions and get a element of K-group as their
family indices. In our construction, we define the indices using cokernels of sheaf
homomorphisms, limiting the case that clutching functions are given as polynomials.
This clarifies that there is a preliminary step in the construction of obtaining vector
bundles, namely, obtaining families of configurations labeled by vector spaces.
First, we discuss the case limited to fibers. Let V be a finite-dimensional vec-

tor space. Let f(z) =
∑l

j=0 ajz
j ∈ Polyl,r

V,S1 using the notation in Section 4.1.

Define f̃ : OB2(–;V ) → OB2(–;V ) in the same way of Section 4.1. Also, define

f : l2(Z≥0;V ) → l2(Z≥0;V ) as f :=
∑l

j=0 ajS
j. Here, S : l2(Z≥0;V ) → l2(Z≥0;V ) is

a shift operator satisfying S((vi)i) = (vi−1)i.

Definition 6.3 (Hardy space). For ϕ(z) ∈ OB2(B2;V ) and 0 ≤ r < 1, let ϕr : S
1 →

V be defined by ϕr(z) := ϕ(rz) (z ∈ S1). Define norm of ϕ as ‖ϕ‖h := lim suprր1‖ϕr‖L2.
Then, we define a subspace of OB2(B2;V ) by

OB2(B2;V )L2 := {ϕ ∈ OB2(B2;V ) | ‖ϕ‖h <∞}.

If a linear map ι : l2(Z≥0;V ) → OB2(B2;V )L2 is defined by ι((vi)i) =
∑

i≥0 viz
i,

this map is well-defined and C-isomorphic and satisfies that for any v ∈ l2(Z≥0;V ),
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‖v‖l2 = ‖ι(v)‖h. In paticular, the space OB2(B2;V )L2 becomes a Hilbert space by
inner product (ϕ, ψ) = limrր1(ϕr, ψr). This space is so-called Hardy space.

Let

f̃(B2)L2 : OB2(B2;V )L2 → OB2(B2;V )L2

be the restriction of f̃(B2) : OB2(B2;V ) → OB2(B2;V ) to OL2

B2(B2;V ). Then, we
obtain the following morphisms between short exact sequences:

0 l2(Z≥0;V ) l2(Z≥0;V ) Coker f 0

0 OB2(B2;V )L2 OB2(B2;V )L2 Coker f̃(B2)L2 0

0 OB2(B2;V ) OB2(B2;V ) Coker f̃(B2) 0

f

ι∼= ι∼= ∼=

f̃(B2)
L2

f̃(B2)

Lemma 6.4. The composition

Coker f ∼= Coker f̃(B2)L2 → Coker f̃(B2) ∼= H0(Coker f̃)

is an isomorphism.

Proof. We use the notation in the proof of Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4. However,
Z denotes the set of roots of det f(z) that are in B2. Same as Lemma 4.4, the

strategy is to take pullback of OB2(B2;V ) and OB2(B2;V )L2 along f̃m(B2) and

consider them in MB2(B2;V ). Let MB2(B2;V )f̃ ⊂ MB2(B2;V ) be defined in the
same manner as Lemma 4.4, and

MB2(B2;V )f̃
L2 := {ϕ ∈ MB2(B2;V )f̃ | ‖ϕ‖h <∞}.

(The poles of ϕ ∈ MB2(B2;V )f̃ is finite so ‖ϕ‖h is defined in the same way as

ϕ ∈ OB2(B2;V ). ) Then, we have MB2(B2;V )f̃
L2 = f̃m(B2)−1(OB2(B2;V )L2). The

injectivity and surjectivity to be shown can be rephrased as the following claims,
respectively:

OB2(B2;V )L2 = OB2(B2;V ) ∩MB2(B2;V )f̃
L2 ,

MB2(B2;V )f̃ = OB2(B2;V ) +MB2(B2;V )f̃
L2.

The first claim clearly holds, and the second claim follows because it is holomorphic
if principal part is subtracted. �

Next, we consider the case parametrized by a space X . Suppose a continuous
map f : X → Polyl,r

V,S1 is given. Define a homomorphism of Hilbert bundle over X

f : l2(Z≥0;V ) → l2(Z≥0;V ) as in the case of fibers.

Proposition 6.5. The cokernel bundle Coker f and BunX(V, f) are naturally iso-

morphic as vector bundles over X.

Proof. By Lemma 6.4, for any x ∈ X , (Coker f)x ∼= BunX(V, f)x. Since

π(f) : V ⊕r → BunX(V, f)
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is surjective, the composition

V ⊕r →֒ l2(Z≥0;V ) → Coker f

is also surjective. Here, the first inclusion is defined by

V ⊕r → l2(Z≥0;V ) ; (vi)i=0,...,r−1 7→ (v0, . . . , vr−1, 0, 0, . . . ).

Two maps π(f) : V ⊕r → BunX(V, f) and V
⊕r → Coker f have same kernels so we

have naturally BunX(V, f) ∼= Coker f . �

Part 2. An alternative proof of the bulk-edge correspondence

7. A toy model for the proof of the bulk-edge correspondence

In this section, we describe the low-dimensional version of the bulk-edge corre-
spondence in Section 8 and 9.
Let V be a finite-dimensional complex inner product space. Let D1 := [−1, 1] and

S0 := ∂D1. Let Herm(V ) ⊂ End(V ) be the set of Hermite matrices on V . Also,
let Herm0(V ) ⊂ Herm(V ) be the set of Hermite matrices that do not have 0 as
eigenvalue. Let A : (D1, S0) → (Herm(V ),Herm0(V )) be a continuous path. Then,
spectral flow sf(A) ∈ Z of A is defined. For example, see [Phi96]. Roughly speaking,
spectral flow sf(A) is a signed count of the number of times the left-to-right flow of
eigenvalues intersects 0.

Example 7.1. Let A : (D1, S0) → (Herm(C3),Herm0(C
3)) be defined by

At :=




1
2
t + 1

4
−1

2
t

1
4
t2 + 1

2
t− 1

4




for −1 ≤ t ≤ 1. Then, spectral flow sf(A) of A is 1.

0

1

-1

1-1

Figure 1. The graph of eigenvalues of {At}t in Example 7.1.

Since the operators we are dealing with are finite-dimensional, we immediately
know the following.

Lemma 7.2. Let A : (D1, S0) → (Herm(V ),Herm0(V )) be a continuous path. Then,

we have

sf(A) = rankC(χ[0,∞)(A1))− rankC(χ[0,∞)(A−1)).

Here, χ[0,∞) is the characteristic function on [0,∞).

In the following, we describe a low-dimensional version of the proof of the bulk-
edge correspondence. Let H : S0 ×S0 → Herm0(V ) be a continuous map. The map
H corresponds to the continuous family of invertible matrices

{Ĥx(z)− λ ∈ GLC(Ex)}x∈X,z∈S1,λ∈γ
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in the proof of Theorem 9.1. Let H1 : S
0 × D1 → Herm(V ) and H2 : D

1 × S0 →
Herm(V ) are extentions of H , respectively.

Definition 7.3. Let the first index ind1(H) be spectral flow of H1:

ind1(H) := sf(H1) = sf(H1|{1}×D1)− sf(H1|{−1}×D1)

Also, let the second index ind2(H) be spectral flow of H2:

ind2(H) := sf(H2) = sf(H2|D1×{1})− sf(H2|D1×{−1})

The first index ind1(H) corresponds to the bulk index indb(E,H) in Section 8,
and the second index ind2(H) corresponds to the edge index inde(E,H).

1

1

-1

-1

R

Figure 2. An example of spectrum of H .

Figure 3. An example of spectrum of H1 with ind1(H) = −1 and
an example of spectrum of H2 with ind2(H) = −1.

Then, corresponding to the bulk-edge correspondence (Theorem 9.1), the follow-
ing holds.

Proposition 7.4. ind1(H) = ind2(H).

Proof. Gluing H1 : S
0 ×D1 → Herm(V ) and H2 : D

1 × S0 → Herm(V ), we obtain

H : S1 ≈ ∂(D1 ×D1) → Herm(V ).

Therefore,

ind1(H)− ind2(H) = sf(H1)− sf(H2) = sf(H) = 0.

�
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Figure 4. An example of spectrum of H .

8. Setup of the bulk-edge correspondence and definition of the

indices

Let X be a oriented smooth n-dimensional closed manifold, E a complex vector
bundle of rank d over X . Suppose bounded linear operator

Hx : l
2(Z;Ex) → l2(Z;Ex)

is given for each x ∈ X . Write H := {Hx}x∈X . We assume that Hx can be written

as Hx =
∑l

j=−k aj(x)S
j using k, l ∈ Z≥0, independent x ∈ X . Here, S : l2(Z;Ex) →

l2(Z;Ex) is a shift operator satisfying S((vi)i) = (vi−1)i. Also, for each −k ≤ j ≤ l,
aj is a continuous section aj : X → End(E) of complex vector bundle End(E) → X .
Furthermore, we suppose that a simple closed curve γ in C which satisfies that
σ(Hx) ∩ γ = ∅ where σ(Hx) is the spectrum of Hx for each x ∈ X is given.

8.1. Definition of bulk index. We consider Ĥx : L
2(S1;Ex) → L2(S1;Ex) corre-

sponding Hx by Fourier transformation. Let z be a coordinate of S1, then we can

write Ĥx =
∑l

j=−k aj(x)z
j . We define a subbundle Ebulk of a complex vector bundle

proj∗XE → X × S1 as follows: Considering a projection

1

2πi

∫

γ

(λ · id− Ĥx(z))
−1dλ

on (proj∗XE)x,z = Ex for each x ∈ X and z ∈ S1, let Ebulk be the subbundle
of proj∗XE defined as their images. The fiber of Ebulk at (x, z) ∈ X × S1 coincides

with the direct sum of generalized eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues of Ĥx(z)
inside γ.

Definition 8.1. We define the bulk index indb(E,H) of {Hx}x∈X as

indb(E,H) := −

∫

X×S1

ch([Ebulk]).

8.2. Definition of edge index. Let P≥0 : l
2(Z;Ex) → l2(Z≥0;Ex) be the projec-

tion. The adjoint operator P ∗
≥0 : l

2(Z≥0;Ex) → l2(Z;Ex) of P≥0 is given by

P ∗
≥0((vi)i) := (wi)i, where wi =

{
0 if i < 0

vi if i ≥ 0
.

For each x ∈ X , λ ∈ γ, we define

(Hx − λ)# := P≥0(Hx − λ)P ∗
≥0 : l

2(Z≥0;Ex) → l2(Z≥0;Ex).
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Lemma 8.2. A family {(Hx−λ)
#}x,λ is a continuous family of Fredholm operators.

Proof. For x ∈ X and λ ∈ γ, Hx − λ is invertible, in paticular, it is Fredholm. The
difference

(Hx − λ)− (P≥0(Hx − λ)P ∗
≥0 ⊕ P<0(Hx − λ)P ∗

<0)

is finite rank operator, in paticular,

P≥0(Hx − λ)P ∗
≥0 ⊕ P<0(Hx − λ)P ∗

<0

is Fredholm, and (Hx−λ)
# = P≥0(Hx−λ)P

∗
≥0 is also Fredholm because it is a direct

summand. �

Definition 8.3. Let indH# := ind({(Hx − λ)#}x∈X,λ∈γ) ∈ K(X × γ). We define
the edge index inde(E,H) of {Hx}x∈X as

inde(E,H) := −

∫

X×γ

ch(indH#).

9. Proof of the bulk-edge correspondence

Theorem 9.1. Under the setup in Section 8,

indb(E,H) = inde(E,H).

Proof. Let Dγ be union of the bounded one of two connected components of C \ γ
and γ. Let

β1 : K(X × S1) → K(X × S1 × (Dγ , γ)) and

β2 : K(X × γ) → K(X × (D2, S1)× γ)

be the Bott map (Section 2), respectively. Replacing (Dγ, γ) with (D2, S1) by a

biholomorphic map, β1 is defined. For each x ∈ X , z ∈ S1 and λ ∈ γ, Ĥx(z)− λ ∈
GLC(Ex). Thus,

[proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE, {Ĥx(z)− λ}x,z,λ] ∈ K(X × S1 × (Dγ , γ)) and

[proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE, {Ĥx(z)− λ}x,z,λ] ∈ K(X × (D2, S1)× γ).

Let u and v denote them, respectively. By Section 6.1, 6.2, we have

β−1
1 (u) = −[Ebulk] ∈ K(X × S1) and

β−1
2 (v) = indH# ∈ K(X × γ)

Thus, we have

indb(E,H)− inde(E,H) = −

∫

X×S1

ch([Ebulk]) +

∫

X×γ

ch(indH#)

=

∫

X

(∫

S1

ch(β−1
1 (u)) +

∫

γ

ch(β−1
2 (v))

)

=

∫

X

(∫

S1

∫

Dγ

ch(u) +

∫

γ

∫

D2

ch(v)

)
.

Let T := S1 ×Dγ ∪S1×γ D
2 × γ = ∂(D2 ×Dγ), we have

K(X × S1 × (Dγ , γ))⊕K(X × (D2, S1)× γ) ∼= K(X × (T, S1 × γ)).
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The element corresponding to (u, v) ∈ K(X × S1 × (Dγ, γ))⊕K(X × (D2, S1)× γ)

is [proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE, {Ĥx(z)− λ}x,z,λ] ∈ K(X × (T, S1 × γ)). Therefore,
∫

X

(∫

S1

∫

Dγ

ch(u) +

∫

γ

∫

D2

ch(v)

)

=

∫

X

∫

T

ch([proj∗XE, proj
∗
XE, {Ĥx(z)− λ}x,z,λ])

=

∫

X

∫

T

ch([proj∗XE]− [proj∗XE]) = 0,

and indb(E,H) = inde(E,H) holds. We use the following commutative diagram at
the second equality:

K(X × (T, S1 × γ)) H2∗(X × (T, S1 × γ);R)

K(X × T ) H2∗(X × T ;R)

ch

ch

�
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