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HILBERT GRASSMANNIANS AS CLASSIFYING SPACES

GIUSEPPE DE NITTIS, KIYONORI GOMI, AND SANTIAGO G. RENDEL

ABSTRACT. In this short work we prove that the Hilbert Grassmannians endowed with
the weak topology are models for the classifying spaces of the unitary groups. As applica-
tion of this result one can use Hilbert Grassmannians for the presentation of the K-theory
of topological spaces by computing equivalences classes of homotopy equivalent maps.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classifying space BG of a topological group G can be obtained as the quotient of
a weakly contractible space EG by a proper free action of G. Let us recall that the weak
contractibility of EG means that all its homotopy groups are trivial, i. e. 1 (EG) = 0 for
every k € NU{0}. In particular 719 (EG) = 0 means that EG is path-connected. The exis-
tence of the universal G-bundle G — EG — BG is guaranteed by the Milnor construction
[Miln]. The classifying space BG is unique up to weak homotopy equivalence, meaning
that two classifying spaces for the same group G are related by a continuous map which
induces isomorphisms of all the homotopy groups. Additionally, if one insists that BG
must have a CW-complex structure (always possible up to a CW-approximation), then the
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classifying space is unique up to homotopy equivalence as a consequence of the White-
head theorem. Let [X, BG] be the set of homotopy classes of continuous maps between
the topological spaces X and BG. The defining property of BG is that the set [X, BG] pro-
vides the classification of principal G-bundles over X up to isomorphism. In the relevant
case that X is (homotopy equivalent to) a CW-complex, [X, BG] doesn’t change under
weak homotopy equivalence of the classifying space BG [MMS, Theorem 2]. For more
details about the theory of the universal G-bundle and classifying spaces we refer to [RS,
Sections 3.4 & 3.5].

The classifying spaces of the unitary groups U(n), with n € N have a special role in
the applications. In fact one has bijections of sets

[X,BU(n)] ~ Vec(X) ~ Hilby,(X) (1.1)

showing that BU(n) provides the homotopy description of the set Vecg (X) of isomor-
phism classes of rank-n complex vector bundles over X, or equivalently of Hilby, (X), the
set of isomorphism classes of Hilbert bundles over X with typical fiber the n-dimensional
Hilbert space b, [Dup, Scho]. The classification space BU(oco) of the infinite unitary
group U(oo) (the inductive limit of growing finite unitary groups, see Appendix B) pro-
vides the homotopy description of the set Vecc(X) of stable equivalence classes of com-
plex vector bundles over X, or equivalently of the reduced topological K-theory of X
[Huse, Section 9.4]. In fact one has the bijection of sets

[X,BU(c0)] ~ Vece(X) ~ K°(X). (1.2)

Although the existence of the spaces BU(n) and BU(oco) is guaranteed by abstract
arguments, in applications one is interested in concrete and manageable models repre-
senting these spaces. Requiring a CW- complex structure for BU(n) and BU(c0) (always
possible up to a CW-approximation), then, one has the identifications BU(n) ~ Gry, o
and BU(oo0) =~ Gr, where and Gry, o, and Gr, are inductive limits of the classical Grass-
mannians Gr,, (C¢) (see Appendix A for more details). By identification ~ we mean a
homotopy equivalence and we will denote with the symbol ~ a weak homotopy equiva-
lence.

In the study of topological phenomena emerging in quantum theories one is lead to con-
struct models of the classifying spaces builded inside the framework of a separable infinite
dimensional Hilbert space. Henceforth, we will denote with ) a separable complex Hilbert
space of dimension dim(h) = N, and with Z(h) its von Neumann algebra of bounded
operators. One interesting example of classifying space defined inside the Hilbert space
theory is provided by the Atiyah-Jédnich Theorem [Atiy, Theorem A1] which states that
the set .7 (h) C A(h) of (bounded) Fredholm operators on h, endowed with the uniform
topology of the operator norm, is a classifying space for the K-theory. More precisely one
gets that [X,.% (h)] ~ K°(X) where X is any compact space. This shows in particular that
Z(h) ~ BU(00) x Z (where Z is regarded as a discrete topological space) [Huse, Section
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9.4, Remark 4.6]. Another example of classifying space for K-theory builded inside the
Hilbert space framework is discussed [Kuip, Section 5].

Our interest consist in the use of Hilbert Grassmannians for the construction of models
of classifying spaces. Let us introduce the group of the unitary operators by % (h) C
%(h), and the complete lattice of (orthogonal) projections Z2(h) C Z£(bh), i.e.of the
elements P € 2(h) such that P* = P = P2, Let Try, be the canonical trace on h. A
projection P € Z(h) has finite rank n € N when Try(P) = n. The Banach space
of trace-class operators will be denoted with .#’'(h). Following [Shu, AM], one can
introduce the Hilbert Grassmannian of rank n € N as the set

Inb) == (P e 2(h) [Try(P) =n}, (1.3)

i. e. as the space of orthogonal projections of h with rank n. It will be useful to denote
with %, (h) := {0} the singleton consisting of the null-projection. Any element P € 4, (b)
can be uniquely identified with a closed subspace vp := Ran(P) C h of dimension n and
this identification is bijective. As a consequence one can interpret ¢, (h) as the set of the
n-dimensional closed subspaces of . We also need the set

Z.0) = [J %) = 2)nL(h) (14)
n=0

consisting of all trace-class projections. The spaces ¢, (h) and %, (h) can be endowed with
all the relevant topologies that one can define on Z(h). One natural choice is to use the
uniform topology of the operator norm and in this case we will denote the related spaces
with "¢, (h) and "%, (h). This is the situation studied in [AM]. A different, less restrictive
option is to endow the Hilbert Grassmannians with the weak fopology of operators. The
resulting spaces will be denoted with V%, () and W%, (h) is this work. The weak topology
of the Hilbert Grassmannians has been extensively studied in [Shu]. A relevant fact that is
worth mentioning right away is that on these spaces the strong operator topology agrees
with the weak operator topology [Shu, Proposition 3.1]. More information about the
topology of Hilbert Grassmannians will be provided in Section 2.

In the following let us use the notation Ny := N U {0}. The main achievement of this
work is contained in the following result.

Theorem 1.1 (Hilbertian classifying spaces). The following homotopy equivalences hold
true:

BU() = "¢n(h) = "¥4n(h), VnelN. (1.5)

The main strategy of the proof is to show weak homotopy equivalences ~ between
the spaces and then deduce the homotopy equivalences ~ by observing that the various
Grassmannians in the game are metric spaces [Pala2, Theorem 15]. Of course, by insisting
on the CW-complex structure of the classifying spaces we will freely use the classical
spaces Gry, , and Gr, as models for BU(n) and BU(o0), respectively. A justification of
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the equivalence BU(n) ~ "%, (h) is contained in [AM, Section 2.3] and will be discussed
at the end of Section 2. The remaining equivalences are new, at least to the best of our
knowledge. The equivalence BU(n) ~ V<, (h) is proved in Section 3.

The search for a model of the classifying space BU(oo) classifying space infinite uni-
tary group in terms of Hilbert Grassmannians is less immediate. The first immediate can-
didates would seem to be the spaces "%, (h) and V¥, (h). However, none of these spaces
can be homotopy equivalent to BU(oco). In the first case the uniform topology turns out
to be “too strong” (Lemma 4.1) and in the second case the weak topology turns out to be
“too weak” (Corollary 4.3).

A relevant consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the possibility of using Hilbert Grassmanni-
ans with the weak topology as classify spaces.

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff space with the homotopy type of a
CW-complex. Then
(X, "4n(b)] >~ Vecg(X),

for everym € Np.

The proof of this result is obtained by combining the homotopy equivalences in Theo-
rem 1.1 with equations (1.1) and (1.2) and the support of [MMS, Theorem 2].

Remark 1.3 (Chern classes). By combining the case n = 1 with (A.3) one gets
X,"(0)] = H(X,Z).

where the map c; is the first Chern class. <

Remark 1.4 (Reduced K-theory). Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff space with the ho-
motopy type of a finite CW-complex of dimension d < 3. Then, has that

X, Y%, ()] =~ KO(X)

where K° (X) denotes the reduced topological complex K-group of X. This fact relies on
the stable range theorem [Huse, Theorem 1.2, Chapter 9] which implies that the classi-
fication of vector bundles of any rank reduces to the classification of line bundles if the
dimension of X is bounded by 3. This means that Vecg (X) ~ Vecfc(X) for every rank n,
and under the canonical inclusion Vecg (X) — Vecfc1+1 (X) given by the sum of a trivial
line bundle one gets Vecg (X) ~ VeCJC(X) where Vecg.(X) is the set of equivalence classes
of complex vector bundles under stable isomorphisms. However, the latter is classified

exactly by the reduced K-theory of X, i.e. Vecg(X) ~ KO (X). <

The physical relevance of the use of the Hilbert Grassmannians with the weak topology
as classifying spaces relies in the following construction. Let &7 C Z(h) a unital C*-
algebra and P : X — %,(h) a continuous function such that 1 < Try(P(x)) < M for
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every x € X and some M € N and such that the map x — Try(P(x)) is continuous.
Consider the family of states of .7 parametrized by x € X and defined by

_ Ty (P(X)A)

wy(A) = Try (P00) Acd.

Proposition 1.5. The map x — w, is continuous with respect to the x-weak topology of
states.

This result suggests that the weak topology on the Hilbert Grassmannian is sufficient
to guarantee continuity of the associated states with respect to the point-wise evaluation
on observables. The proof is postponed to Section 5.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we present basic results and the general structure
of Hilbert Grassmannians. Then, Section 3 deals with the topology of weak Grassman-
nians of fixed dimension and the ingredients for the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 4
we deal with the space of all trace-class projections, and prove no-go results showing
that neither the norm nor weak topology endow it with the homotopy type of BU(o0).
In Section 2 we prove Proposition 1.5. Appendix A provides a succinct exposition on
the classical Grassmannians. In Appendix B we present the infinite unitary groups and
their homotopy groups. Appendix C shows the homotopy equivalence between the clas-
sical Grassmannians and the uniform Hilbert Grassmannians. Finally, in Appendix D we
construct the tools needed for the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Acknowledgements. GD’s research is supported by the grant Fondecyt Regular - 1230032.
KG’s research is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers 20K03606.
2. GENERALITIES ON HILBERT GRASSMANNIANS

This section contains results from [Shu, AM]. Let b be a separable and infinite dimen-
sional Hilbert space, i.e.dim(h) = N,. For every n € N the space ¥4, (h) is defined by
(1.3) with the convention ¥, (h) = {0}. The reciprocal Grassmannian is

Go(h) = {PY:=(1-P)|Pe%(h)} 2.1
with the convention 45 () = b. Finally, the (purely) infinite Grassmannian is
Grooo(h) = {P € 2(h) | P,P+ & .27(p)} . (2.2)

meaning that both P and P project on infinite-dimensional subspaces. With the definition
of 4,(h) given by (1.4), and its dual

7-0) = |J % (),
k=0

one obtains the following partition of the set of projections of b:

2(h) = 9.(h) U 4"(h) U Do ulb).
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It is worth commenting, as recalled in [Shu, eq. (1.1)], that there is a bijection of sets
Gu(b) = U (b)/ [ (v0) x % (v7)] (2.3)

where the n-dimensional subspace vy C b is the range of any reference projection Py €
%, (h) and vy is its orthogonal complement. The set 7% (h) C () denotes the group of
unitary operators on h (see Appendix B for more details), and % (vo) and % (vy) are the
restriction to vy and vy, respectively. A similar bijection holds true for %, . (h).

All the spaces above are subspaces of Z(h) and in turn can be topologized with any
of the topologies defined on A(h). There are at least three relevant topologies: the norm
(or uniform) topology, the strong topology and the weak topology. However, the weak
and the strong topology agree on any of the Grassmannians above and on the full space
Z(bh) [Shu, Proposition 3.1] (as well as on % (h) as reported in Appendix B). Let us also
observe that the mapping P +— 1 — P induces an homeomorphism between %, (h) and
%-L(h) in any of the aforementioned topologies and for every n € N. For this reason
we will consider only the Grassmannians %, (h) and ¥, »(h). We will use the symbols
u¢. (h) and ¥4, (h) for the Grassmannian endowed with the norm topology and the weak
(or strong) topology, respectively. Likewise for the purely infinite Grassmannian.

With respect to the norm topology one has that "%, (h), "9+ (h) with n € N and
Y9 (h) are closed connected components of “Z(h) [Shu, Lemma 1.1 & Corollary
1.3]. Moreover [Shu, Corollary 1.4] implies that

"G (h) = %)/ [“U (o) x “U (vy)] (2.4)

as topological spaces, and the same for "9, . (h). The homotopy of these spaces is
computed in [AM, Section 2.3] as a direct consequence of equation (2.4) and the Kuiper’s
theorem that shows the contractibility of "%/ (h) when § is infinite dimensional. One has
that "9, « (b) is a weakly contractible space, and in turn contractible in view of [Pala2,
Theorem 15]. Moreover the Grassmannians "%, (h) have the same homotopy type of the
classifying space of U(n), namely BU(n) ~ "%, (h). To see this choose an orthonormal
basis {e;}jen C b and identify C? with span(ey,...,eq) C h. This provides inclusions
Ja : Grp(C4) — “¢_(h) which commutes with the inclusions Gry, (C¢) C Gr,, (C4*),
and therefore extends to the inductive limit

) 1 Grneo — "9n(h). (2.5)

The map j in (2.5) results to be continuous by construction and provides a weak homotopy
equivalence. Although this result is claimed in the literature (se [AM, p. 28] for instance),
we were unable to find an explicit reference to this result. For that we will add an explicit
proof in Appendix C for the benefit of the reader.

With respect to the weak topology one has that Y% (h), 4.5 (h) with k € N and
WY o c(h) are metrizable and separable, and the same holds true also for V. Z2(h) [Shu,
Corollaries 2.5 & 2.7]. However these spaces are not closed in #(h) with respect to the
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weak topology. A description of the closures is provided in [Shu, Propositions 3.3, 3.4 &
3.5].

3. THE FIXED RANK CASE

Let us start by proving that the bijection of sets (2.3) provides a homeomorphism also
with respect the weak topology.

Proposition 3.1. For every n € N one has that
VG (h) = YU )/ [MU (00) x VU (v5)] (3.1

Proof. Let Py € Z(h) be the projection with range vy. To prove the homeomorphism
above we will initially prove that the map

VU (h) — "%(h)

induced by 7t : U — UPyU* is a locally trivial fiber bundle with typical fiber given by
W9 (vo) x W% (vg ). For that one can adapt the argument in [Shu, Proposition 1.2]. The
step 1° is the check of the continuity of 7t. First of all since both W% (h) and V¥4, (h) are
metrizable spaces the continuity of the map 7t can be controlled on sequences. Then the
continuity of 7t follows by the inequality

(f, (UPoU" — Po)g) < (PoU™f, (U* —1)g) + (f, (U—1)Pog)

valid for every f, g € h which shows that when U — 1 in the weak topology then also
(W) = UPyU* — Py = m(1) weakly. The most general case follows by the same
argument by observing that

for every pair of unitaries U and V. What it remains to prove is the existence of local
trivializations. By repeating almost verbatim the step 2° of [Shu, Proposition 1.2] this
is equivalent to the existence of local sections. In fact the only difference in the original
argument is that continuity of the local trivialization defined by the local section follows
from the fact that W%/ (h) is a topological group also in the weak topology [EU, Theorem
1.2]. To conclude the proof according to the step 3° of [Shu, Proposition 1.2], one has to
show that for any Q € V% (h) we have a neighbourhood O of QQ and a continuous map
s: O — m1(O) such that o s = Id (a local section). First let Q = P, and fix an
orthonormal basis of vy given by {by, ..., by }. With this, one can define a neighbourhood
of Py given by

Oo 1= {P€"“%(b) | (b, (P—Po)bj)l < &x, L,j=T1,...,k}
= {P € wgk(h) ’ ||(P_P0)b1|| < €k, ] = ]>°-°)k} .
The second equality follows by observing that
(bi, (P —Po)bj) = (by,(P—1)b;) = (b, (P—1)°b;) = (b, (P—Po)°by)



8 G. DE NITTIS, K. GOMI, AND S. G. RENDEL

implies |(bj, (P—Po)b;)| = ||[(P—Po)bj|| forevery j = 1,..., k. This fact along with the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |(bs, (P — Po i) < (P — Po b jll forevery i,j =1,...,k
provides the equivalence of the two descriptions of . The number ¢, > 0, w111 be
assumed initially sufficiently small (depending on k) and we will fix a sufficient explicit
bound during the proof. In order to define a local section on O let us introduce the
operator Ap := PPy + PLP5, where PL := 1 — P and Py := 1 — Py. Given its polar
decomposition Ap = Up|Ap|, we will define our section on Q¢ as the map so : P — Up.
The crucial point is to prove that Up is indeed a unitary operator, continuous on P, and
such that UpPoU} = P. As in the step 3° of [Shu, Proposition 1.2] this follows by
proving that Ap is invertible and defines linear topological isomorphisms vy — v and
vy — b1 where v := Ran(P). The continuity follows by observing that Ap,

A3Ap = PoPPy + Py PPy,
and in turn [Ap| = /A}Ap, depend continuously on P in the weak topology. The

remaining properties follow as in step 3° of [Shu, Proposition 1.2]. Note that P € O,
implies ||PLb;|| < ey foreveryj =1,...,k. Let f € vy \ {0}. Then

k
< IR D IPo501% < ke fIf)2,
j=1

IPf? = ;P

or equivalently ||P-Py|| < v'key. Let us fix vke, < 1. Observing that
IF1* = [[Pf+ P2 = [[PF|* + [[PHF]1* < elIf]|* + |[PF]*

one gets that ||Pf||? > c2||f||? for every f € vy \ {0} with ¢ := 1 —keZ > 0. This means
that PPy is an injective map from v to v, and in view of the fact that the two spaces have
same dimension k, it follows that Ap o := PPol,, : o — v is alinear isomorphism (hence
invertible) between v, and v, and by definition Ap|,, = Ap . Note that ||AP oll < ck in
view of the inequality above. From

<9>AP>0f>D = <9>PP0f>f) = <P0P9>f>h = <POP9>f>uo (3.2)

valid for every f € vy and g € v one infers that A;,o := PoP|, : © — vy. The invert-
ibility of Ap o 1mp11es the invertibility of Ap ;, and by standard equalities one gets that
1(A5,0) "1l = (Apb)*[l = [Apbll < ;- This implies that

IPsPgll* = [IPgll* = [[PoPgll* = llgll* — IA5 09lI®

< || ||2_ ”9”2
h 1AR0) 112

forevery g € v. Let Cp := P Plo:o — Uo and from the same argument in (3.2) observe
that C3, = PPy |, +. From ||Cp||2 = ||C3||* < (1 — c2) one infers

< (T—=cp)lgl?

IPAPahll* = [Pohll* — [PPgRIZ > [In]|*— (1 —cR)In]* = cgl[n]* (3.3)
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for every h € vy. Hence Ap | := PPy, : by — v' is an injective operator. Since
AP|DOL = Ap, | to conclude the proof the only missing point is the surjectivity, and in turn
the invertibility, of Ap ;. For that it suffices to show that the positive operator Dp :=
Ap 1Ap | vt — v is invertible and therefore surjective. One has that

Dp = P'PyPH,. = (PT =P PoPH)|ye = 1,0 —PTPoPH|,0

and since ||PTPoP+], || < [|[P1Po|| < ke, it follows that Dy is invertible, hence surjec-
tive. We proved that Ap = Ap o + Ap, | provides the required topological isomorphisms
on the open set P € Op. To obtain the same result on the neighbourhood Oq of a generic
element Q € Y%, (h) one can translate P, the neighborhood Oy and the section sy using
any unitary operator V such that Q = VP, V*. To conclude the proof of the homeomor-
phism (3.1) one can repeat verbatim the argument of [Shu, Corollary 1.4]. U

The computation of the homotopy groups of W%, (h) can be performed with the same
argument used in [AM, Section 2.3]. This consists in applying the long exact sequence in
homotopy associated to the (Serre) fibration

(YU (00) x "% (v5)] — YU (H) == “%u(h)

obtained as result of Proposition 3.1. By using the fact that Y%/ () and W% (v3) are
both contractible in view of the infinite dimensionality of h and vy respectively, and that
Y (vo9) ~ U(n) since vy ~ C™, one obtains

Corollary 3.2. Let 1 € N. The homotopy groups of W4, (h) are given by

0 if k=0
m (% (h)) = m(BU)) = {HH O i ks 1.

In particular W% (h) is path-connected.

Consider the bijective identification
v "0 (h) = Y9a(h). (3.4)

This map is evidently continuous.

Proposition 3.3. The map (3.4) provides a weak homotopy equivalence "9, () ~ V4, (h)
for everym € No.

Proof. We already know that 71 ("%, (b)) ~ (Y%, (h)) for every k € Ny. Then, one
only needs to prove that the isomorphism is induced by 1,. For that let us simplify the
notation. Let us define F, := ["% (vo) x "% (03)], Uy = "% () and G,, = "%, (h)
and F,,, U,, and G,, the same spaces but with the weak topology. From [Shu, Proposition
1.2] and Proposition 3.1 we know that there are (Serre) fibrations (indeed locally trivial
fiber bundles)

Fo 2= U, = Gy, Fo = Uy, — Gy,
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where j’, j are the inclusions of the fibers and 7/, 7 are the bundle projections. On top of
that we have a commutative diagram

w— Uy
v .
Gy —— Gu

where the maps v and t are the bijective identifications which correspond only to the
change of topology of the spaces. These continuous maps induce homomorphisms in the
associated long-exact sequences in homotopy

s (W)~ m(Ga) —— T (Fu) —2 e (Uy) —— -
A
e ﬂk(uw) L) ﬂk(Gw) E— 7Tk—l“:w) L) 7Tk—l(Llw) _—

where the vertical arrow f, is the homomorphism induced by the continuous map f :
F. — F,, obtained as the restriction of the map v : U, — U,, on the fiber. Again f
is the bijective identification which corresponds only to the change of topology of the
corresponding spaces. Since both U,, and U,, are contractible spaces one gets

0 " m(Gu) —— Mo (Fu) —2 0

T
j*

0 —= m(Gy) — m_1(F) == 0
which provides that t, : (G ) — 7 (G,y) is an isomorphisms. O
By transitivity of the weak homotopy equivalence one gets:
Corollary 3.4. There is a weak homotopy equivalence BU(n) ~ ¥4, (h) for everyn €
No.

4. THE INDEFINITE RANK CASE

Let us introduce the spaces
N
‘Do n(b) == | u(h) = P e 2(h) | Try(P) < N} (4.1)
n=0

where # = {u, w} denotes the possible topology. One has evident inclusions *%, «n(h) C
', <n+1(h) and in turn

‘“Gu(n) = | "% <n(b) (4.2)
N=0

has the structure of an inductive limit.
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Let us observe that each "%, (h) is closed in Z(h) [Shu, Lemma 1.1]. In fact "%, (h)
is a complete metric space with respect to the operator norm. This means that
") = | | "%(b) (4.3)
n=0
is indeed the disjoint union of closed spaces each of which has the homotopy type of a
distinct classifying space BU(n) ~ "%, (h) (see Appendix C). This observation paves the
way for a first no-go result.

Lemma 4.1. The spaces "9, (h) and BU(o0) have different homotopy type.

Proof. Since "%, (h) is an infinite disjoint union then 715("%,(h)) = N. On the other
hand 71y (BU(00)) = O since this space is path connected. Additionally, after fixing the
base point * in one of the component of "%, (h), say for instance * € "%, ,(h), then
T ("9 (h)) = . (BU(n)) (with respect to the given base point). However, the series of
homotopy groups of the spaces BU(n) is different from the series of homotopy groups of

BU(o0). UJ

Let us explore now the case of the weak topology. The first relevant observation is
[Shu, Proposition 3.4 (ii)] which shows that

Wgn(h) — Wgo,gn(b)

for every n € N, where the closure is meant with respect to the weak-topology inside the
projections. In particular this fact implies that the spaces VY%, () are not disconnected as
in the case of the uniform topology, and for that we are not in the situation of Lemma 4.1.
From the equality above one also gets

Wy <n(b) = Y, <n(b)

for every N € N, showing that these space are indeed closed in the weak topology inside
the projections. The homotopy properties of these space are described in the following
result.

Proposition 4.2. The space “9,(h) is contractible. The spaces ¥4, <n(b) are con-
tractible for any N € Nj.

Proof. Since b is separable there is a (not unique) unitary map U : h — L%([0, 1]). Since
a unitary map preserves the property of being a projection and the trace one gets that
4,(h) = U4 U and % <n(h) = UZ, U, where the sets %, and ¥, <N have been
introduced in Appendix D. The unitary equivalence also preserves the weak topology,
implying that Y%, (h) and "%, <n(h) have the same topological properties of V¥, and
VY, <~ respectively. The rest of the proof follows from Proposition D.5 and Remark
D.6. O

The result above implies our second no-go result.

Corollary 4.3. The spaces V9, (h) and BU(o00) have different homotopy type.
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5. CONTINUOUS PATH OF STATES
This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1.5.

Observe since Try (P(x)) € N the continuity of x — Try(P(x)) implies that Try, (P(x))
must have constant values on the connected components of X. Then, without loss of
generality, we can assume that X is connected and Tr (P(x)) = M for every x € X. On
the contrary one can repeat the argument on each connected component of X.

Let xo € X be a given point and U € o a unitary element. Then

@x (W) — @y (W] = 3Ty (PLOU) — Try(Plxol))
< IPOIU — Plxo) U
= 1Qu— Qul

where || - ||; denotes the norm of the Schatten ideal . () of trace class operators and
Qx = P(x)U for every x € X. One has that Q, — Q, in the weak topology. Moreover
Qx| = U*P(x)U and |Q%| = P(x) for every x € X showing that also |Qx| — [Qx,|
and [Q}] — [Qj,| in the weak topology. Finally ||Q.|ly = Try(U*P(x)U) = M for
every x € X. Since all the condition of [Simo, Theorem 2.20] are verified one gets that
1Qx — Qx,ll1 — 0asx — xo, and in turn w, (U) — w,, (U) for every unitary U. To
complete the proof it is enough to recall that each A € .7 is the sum of at most four
unitaries A = Z;; a;U; with a; € C bounded by |a;| < ||A]|/2 [BR1, Lemma 2.2.14],
and to use the linearity of w,.

APPENDIX A. CLASSICAL GRASSMANNIANS

The classifying spaces BU(n) can be modeled out of the classical Grassmannian as
described in [Hat2, Section 1.2] and [MS, Chapters 5 & 6]. For non negative integers
n < d, let

Grn(CY) ~ U(d)/[U(n) x U(d —n)] (A1)
be the set of all the possible subspaces of dimension n inside C¢ or, equivalently, the
set of all possible n-hyperplanes of C™ containing the origin. For k = 1 one has that
Gr;(C%) = P(CY) coincides with the projective space of C™. Any Gr,,(C%) can be
endowed with the quotient topology making it into a Hausdorff and path-connected man-
ifold with the structure of a finitt CW-complex. The inclusions C¢ c C4*! C ...
obtained identifying the vector v € C¢ with the vector (v,0) € C%*! yield inclusions
Grn(C%) C Grn(C4*1) C ... and one can consider the union

Grne = [J Gra(CY). (A.2)

d=n
The space Gry, o, consists of all the possible n-hyperplane of C* containing the origin.
Given the injections 14 : Gr,, (C?4) — Gry o one can endow Gry, o, with the inductive
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limit topology, that is the final topology given by the set of the functions 14. The space
Gry o inherits a CW-complex structure and it results to be a Hausdorff, paracompact and
path-connected space. A relevant case is n = 1 for which Gr; o, = P(C*) ~ K(Z,2),
where P(C®) is the projective space of C* and K(Z, 2) is the Eilenberg-MacLane space.
In this case one obtains that

X, Gri o) =~ [X,K(Z,2)] & H?(X,Z) (A.3)

where the map c; which provides the bijection (indeed a group homomorphism) is known
as first Chern class.

For the infinite Grassmannian the inclusions Grn (C%) C Gry,1(C4*") C ..., which
consist of adding the subspace generated by the last vector eq 1 := (0,...,0,1) € C4+7,
induce injections ), : Gry o <+ GIny1,00. One can define the space of all possible
hyperplanes of C* containing the origin as

Groo == | Grne (A.4)
n=0

endowed with the inductive limit topology induced by the maps ji. It turns out that Gr,
is again a Hausdorff, paracompact and path-connected space.

APPENDIX B. INFINITE UNITARY GROUP

Let b be a separable Hilbert space with dim(h) = Ny and % (h) C £(h) the group
of unitary operators. One can induce on % (h) any of the topologies supported on Z(h).
There are at least three (indeed more) relevant topologies: the norm (or uniform) topology,
the strong topology and the weak topology. As shown in [EU] there are only two relevant
cases: (1) Let "% (h) be % (h) endowed with the uniform topology. Then "% (h) is a
Banach-Lie group. (2) All the other topologies on % (h) coincide and let us use the sym-
bol Y% (h) to denote 7% (h) endowed with the weak topology just to fix one. Then W% (h)
is a Polish group. In particular it is a completely metrizable space. It is known that both
" (h) and W% (b) are contractible [Kuip, Scho]. Therefore the bijective identification

v YU () = YU (b) (B.1)

provides a weak homotopy equivalence "% () ~ W% (h) which is indeed a homotopy
equivalence in view of the fact that both spaces are metrizable [Pala2, Theorem 15]. Con-
sidering the inclusions U(n) € U(n + 1) and the inductive limit

Uloo) = |J UMm) (B.2)
n=1

one knows that 71, (U(00)) = 0 if k is O or even, and 71 (U(oc0)) = Z if k is odd (Bott pe-
riodicity). Therefore, U(co) cannot be weakly homotopy equivalent to "% (h) or W% ().
In fact U(oco) has the same homotopy type of the subgroup "%, (h) C "% (h) made of
unitary operators U such that U — 1 € JZ (h) is compact [Palal].



14 G. DE NITTIS, K. GOMI, AND S. G. RENDEL

APPENDIX C. THE UNIFORM GRASSMANNIAN AS CLASSIFYING SPACE

In this section we will give an explicit proof of the fact that the map (2.5) provides a
weak homotopy equivalence Gry, o ~ "%, (h).

Taking a complete orthonormal basis {€1}nex of b, we have the identifications C4 ~
ha := span(es,...,eq) C b for every d € N. This identification induces a homeo-
morphism Gr,, (C%) ~ %, (hq4). For an orthogonal projection P € Gr,,(C¢) (under the
aforementioned identification), one gets P ® 0,1 € 4.(h), where 0y, is the null-map on
the orthogonal complement h3 of b4 in h. Then we get a continuous injection

Ja - Grn(cd) — ugn(b)

given by P — P & U This injection is compatible with the linear embedding C¢ C
C9+71, so that the )4’s together define a continuous map

) 2 Grn(C%) — "4 (b) .

To prove that ) is a weak homotopy equivalence we will make use of the homotopy exact
sequence. Let us consider the classical homeomorphism (A.1) which represents Gr,, (C4)
as a homogeneous space, and the equivalent homeomorphism (2.4) for "%, (h) with the
choice of vy = h,. We have a continuous monomorphism U(d) ~ "% (hq) — "% (b)
given by U — U & 1y., where 1,1 is the identity on the orthogonal complement b3 of
hq in bh. The induced map on the quotient spaces turn out to be j4. Thus, we get a map of
principal bundles

U(d)/U(d —n) — "% (h)/*% (b

! J

Gra(CY) ————— “%n(h)

whose structure groups are U(n) ~ "% (b, ). Taking the direct limit, one also gets a map
of principal bundles (with the same structure group)

Sn,oo % u%(b)/u%(hﬂ{)

! !

Grn,oo - 4. (h)
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where S;, » = lim_,4 U(d)/U(d — n). It follows a homomorphism of homotopy exact
sequences:

The injection ) induces a homeomorphic homomorphism ) : U(n) — "% (h,,). Hence
one gets isomorphisms 7t (U(C™)) ~ 7y (% (vo)) for all k induced by the maps j.. Now,
to complete the proof it is enough to show that

Je ¢ T(Snpe) — ("% (0)/"% (b))

is an isomorphism for all k. This simply follows from the vanishing of these homotopy
groups. In fact U(d)/U(d — n) is noting but the Stiefel manifold. It is known [Huse,
Theorem 5.1] that 71 (U(d)/U(d — n)) = 0 for k < 2n. By applying [Huse, Proposi-
tion 4.3] one obtains 7 (S ) = O for all k. According to [Shu, Proposition 1.2], the
projection "% (h) — “% ()/["% (bn) x "% (h::)] admits a local section. Using this
local section, one can get a local section of the projection "% (h) — “% (h)/ "% (hL).
Thus, the latter is a principal "% (h)-bundle. Since the homotopy groups of "% (h)
and "% (h;;) are trivial by Kuiper’s theorem [Kuip], so are the homotopy groups of
uY (h)/"% (h;:) by the homotopy exact sequence. In conclusion, one obtains isomor-
phisms ), : T (Grn 00) = T ("9n (b)) for every k. This implies that j is a weak homo-
topy equivalence.

APPENDIX D. WEAK CONTRACTION OF PROJECTIONS

This section contains some technical results inspired by [AS, Appendix 2].

Let L%([0, 1]) be the separable Hilbert space of the L*-functions on the unit interval.
For each t € [0, 1], consider the orthogonal decomposition

L2([0,1]) = L2([0,t)) & L?([t, 1]) .
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Let R¢ : L%([0,1]) — L2([0, 1]) be the orthogonal projection onto L%([0, t]). More pre-
cisely, if f € L2([0, 1]) then (R¢f)(x) := X[0.1 (x)f(x) where X1 denotes the characteristic
function of the set I C [0, 1]. Let us introduce the projection 71, and the inclusion t; given

by
m ¢ L2([0,1]) — L2([0,1]), t @ L2([0,t]) — L*([0,1]), (D.1)
As operations on an element of L2([0, 1]) the projection 71, consists in the restriction of
the domain, and t, is the exntension of the domain by zero. One has the decomposition
Ri = um. Finally, for 0 < t < 1, let o : L2([0,t]) — L2([0,1]) be the isometric
isomorphism defined by
(0:F)(x) = Vtf(tx) . (D.2)
Let % := 2(1L([0,1])) be the set of bounded operators on L ([0, 1]). For every 0 < t <
1 consider the map ¢ : B — A defined by
d(A) = yoy Aoy, AcA. (D.3)
From the definition above, one immediately infers that ¢;(A) = A for every A € A.

Lemma D.1. Forevery 0 < t < 1 the map & is linear. Moreover,

b (AT) = d(A)", ¢ (AB) = ¢(A)d(B)

for every A, B € A.

Proof. The linearity is evident. Let Dy := o7ty € Z. By observing that ; and 7t; are ad-
joint to each other, and 0} = o ! since it is an isometry, one gets that Di=1u o '. This
means that ¢+(A) = D;AD; and therefore the adjoint property follows immediately.
For the product property let us observe that 7t is the identity on L?([0, t]). Therefore
DD? = 1 is the identity on L?([0, 1]) and D¥D, = Ry is the subspace projection intro-
duced above. The first one of these relations is enough to show the product formula. [J

Let 9, be the set of trace-class orthogonal projections of L2([0, 1]).
Corollary D.2. For every 0 <t < 1, it holds that ¢ : Gy — Y.

Proof. Let P be an ortogonal projection. Then, in view of Lemma D.I it follows that

de(P)* = d(P*) = $¢(P) and $(P)? = ¢d¢(P?) = ¢¢(P). Therefore ¢¢(P) is a
projection. Moreover

Tr(¢«(P)) = Tr(D;PDy) < Tr(P)
since Dy is a partial isometry, and in turn ||D¢|| < 1. O

Let %, <~ be the set of orthogonal projections of L?([0, 1]) of rank at most N. Since
¢ doesn’t increase the trace one obtains the more precise result:

Corollary D.3. For every 0 < t < 1 and every N € Ny, it holds that ¢y : Yo <N —
Go, <N-
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We are now interested in the behavior of ¢y when t — 0.

Lemma D.4. For every A € % one has that (A) — 0 when t — 0 with respect to the
weak topology.

Proof. Let f € L%([0, 1]) be a normalized function. Form the inequality

1
t 2
IDA* = (f,Ref) < [IRef]| = </ dx !f(X)IZ)
0

one deduces that ||[Df|| — 0 when t — 0. For instance, this fact can be checked firstly
on the dense set f € C([0, 1]) € L?([0, 1]) of continuous functions. Therefore from

(f, de(A)g)l < [[A[ [Df[[|Dgl]
one gets that (f, ¢(A)g) — O for every f, g € L*([0, 1]) when t — 0. O

Let us denote with V¥, <N the space of trace-class orthogonal projections endowed
with the weak topology. We are in position to prove the main result of this section.

Proposition D.5. Let © : [0, 1] x VY, — “¥, be the map defined by ®(t,P) := ¢1_(P).
Then © is a continuous map such that ®(0,P) = P and ®(1,P) = 0 for every P € V%,
Proof. Forevery t,t’ € [0,1] and P, P’ € V¥, one has that

O(t',P') —D(t,P) = ¢1_v(P ' —P)+ O(t',P) — D(t,P).
Therefore, in order to prove that

lim |(f, (®(t,P') — @(t,P))g)| = 0

(t',P)—(t,P)

for every f, g € L2([0, 1]), it is sufficient to prove that

lim |[(f,¢1_v(P'—P)g)| = 0, vVt el0,1] (D.4)
P'—P
and
lim [{f, (@(t',P) = ®(t,P))g)| = 0,  VPe™ Y, (D.5)
[—
separately. The (D.4) simply follows by observing that
(f,0s(P'—P)g) = (Df, (P'—P)Dsg), Vsel0,1].

Therefore P’ — P in the weak topology immediately implies the validity of (D.4). For
the (D.5) let us observe that

O(t',P) —®(t,P) = D;_P(D1_v' —D1-4) + (D1—t' —D1_¢)*PD7_¢ .

Let us assume for the moment the continuity of the map s — D with respect to the strong
topology. If this were the case one would have

lim |(f, D}_(P(D1_v —D1_)g)| < [fl| lim |(D1_v — Dy_4)gl| = 0
t/'—t t/'—t
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and
lim |(f, (D1_ — D1_¢)*PD1_¢g)| < |lg[| im [|(D1_¢ —Dy_)f|| = 0
t’'—t t/'—t
proving the (D.5). To conclude the argument let us observe that for f € L%([0, 1]) and
0 < s < 1 one has that
(Dsf)(x) = Vs fls(sx)
where f|s := 7,f denotes the restriction of f on [0, s]. Therefore
1 2
I(Dy — D = / d [V37 flo(5%) = V3 Fls(sx)| < ar(s',s) + be(s'y )
0
where
2 1 2
arls'ys) = 2|V5 = V[ [ dx [rlutsF < 2]vE- v e
0
and !
be(s’ys) = Zs/ dx ‘ﬂsl(s’x)—fls(sx)‘z
0

From the inequality which dominates a¢(s’, s) it follows that a¢(s’,s) — 0O whens’ — s
for every f € L?([0,1]). For the term bg(s’,s) let as assume for the moment that
f € C([0,1]) is a continuous function. Then the integrand g/ s (x) := [fls/(s'x)—f|s (sx)|?
is dominated by 4/|/f||2, and gs s(x) — O pointwise when s’ — s in view of the con-
tinuity. As a consequence the application of the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem assures that b¢(s’,;s) — 0 when s’ — s. To sum up we have deduced that
|(Dss —Ds)f|| = 0 when s’ — s for every f € C([0, 1]). Since continuous functions are
dense in L2 functions one can conclude that the map s ++ Dy is indeed strongly continu-
ous. The last part of the claim follows from ® (0, P) = ¢ (P) = P and Lemma D which
provides @ (1,P) = lim;_,o d((P) = 0. O

Remark D.6 (Deformation retraction). In the jargon of topology the map @ introduced in
Proposition D.5 is a deformation retraction of the space ¥, to the singleton {0} [Hat1,
Chapter 0]. Since the map @ doesn’t increase the trace of projections (as for Corollary
D.3), it follows also that @ retracts each subspace “¥, < to {0}. Therefore Proposition
D.5 implies that the spaces %, and ¥, <N are homotopy equivalent to the singleton {0}

or in other words they are contractible. |
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