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KK-theory of circle actions with the
Rokhlin property

Eusebio Gardella

Abstract. We investigate the structure of circle actions with the Rokhlin property, particularly in
relation to equivariant KK-theory. Our main results are T-equivariant versions of celebrated results
of Kirchberg: any Rokhlin action on a separable, nuclear C*-algebra is KK -equivalent to a Rokhlin
action on a Kirchberg algebra; and two circle actions with the Rokhlin property on a Kirchberg
algebra are conjugate if and only if they are KK" -equivalent.

In the presence of the Universal Coefficient Theorem (UCT), KKT-equivalence for Rokhlin
actions reduces to isomorphism of a K-theoretical invariant, namely of a canonical pure extension
naturally associated with any Rokhlin action, and we provide a complete description of the
extensions that arise from actions on nuclear C*-algebras. In contrast with the non-equivariant
setting, we exhibit an example showing that an isomorphism between the K*-theories of Rokhlin
actions on Kirchberg algebras does not necessarily lift to a KK -equivalence; this is the first example
of its kind, even in the absence of the Rokhlin property.

1 Introduction

Crossed products have provided some of the most relevant examples in the theory of
C* -algebras, and the study of their structure and classification is a very active field of
research. Moreover, the classification of group actions has a long history within the
theory of operator algebras. For example, Connes’ classification of automorphisms
of the hyperfinite II;-factor R was instrumental in his award-winning classification of
amenable factors [4]. Connes’ success motivated significant efforts towards classifying
amenable group actions on hyperfinite factors, which culminated almost two decades
later.

By comparison to the von Neumann algebra setting, the classification of C*-
dynamical systems is a far less developed field of research. A major difficulty is the
complicated behavior that finite order automorphisms exhibit at the level of K-theory.
Even in the absence of torsion in the acting group, the induced action on the trace
space may be wild. These difficulties resulted in a somewhat scattered collection of
results, and a lack of a systematic approach. A notable exception is the fruitful analysis
of the Rokhlin property in C*-algebras, as is seen in the works of Kishimoto [22, 23],
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Matui [26], Nakamura [30], Izumi [16, 17], Sato [39], Nawata [31], and Gardella [8]
and Gardella and Santiago [13, 14], to mention a few.

The advances in Elliott’s classification program (which is by now essentially com-
plete; see [5, 43]) suggest that group actions on purely infinite C*-algebras may be
more accessible, and there already exist very encouraging results in this direction.
In [42], Szabo proved versions of Kirchberg’s absorption results O, ® A = O, and
O ® A= A (with suitable A) for outer actions of amenable groups, using actions
on O, and O, which have an appropriate version of the Rokhlin property. (An
equivariant version of the absorption result O, ® A = O, was proved for exact groups
by Suzuki [41].) More recently, Meyer [27] began exploring the classification of actions
of torsion-free amenable groups using KK°-theory, particularly in what refers to
lifting an isomorphism between K-theoretical data to a KK -equivalence. A recurrent
issue in this setting is that satisfactory results can only be expected if either the action
has some variation of the Rokhlin property, or the group is torsion-free.

In this work, we use equivariant KK-theory to study circle actions with the
Rokhlin property, and obtain T-equivariant versions of celebrated results of Kirchberg
concerning simple, purely infinite, separable, nuclear C*-algebras (also known as
Kirchberg algebras); see Theorems C and F. By comparison to the continuous Rokhlin
property (studied in [1] and [11]), Rokhlin actions are a much richer class with less
rigid behavior. Accordingly, more involved arguments are needed in this setting.

The main reason to focus on circle actions is that the combination of one-
dimensionality with the fact that T is a Lie group produces phenomena that cannot
be expected beyond this setting. An example of this, which is crucial to our work and
already fails for T?, is the existence of a predual automorphism:

Theorem A (See Theorem 2.3) Let A be a unital C*-algebra, and let a: T — Aut(A)
be an action with the Rokhlin property. Then there exists & € Aut(A®) such that « is
conjugate to the dual action d&.

We completely characterize the automorphisms that arise as preduals of circle
actions with the Rokhlin property (see Proposition 2.8). Using this, we show that every
circle action with the Rokhlin property has a naturally associated PExt-class.

Theorem B (See Theorem 3.3) Let A be a unital C*-algebra, and let a: T — Aut(A)
be a Rokhlin action. Then the natural map Ko(A*) — Ko(A) is an injective order-
embedding, and there is a canonical pure extension Ext, () given by

0 —— K, (AY) ——=K,.(A) —= K. (S4%*) ——=0.

The fact that the above extension is pure is far from obvious, and it ultimately
depends on the existence of a sequence of ucp maps A - A* which are asymptotically
multiplicative and asymptotically the identity on A*.

Our most interesting results are related to equivariant KK -theory in the setting of
Kirchberg algebras. When A is a Kirchberg algebra, we show that so is A% and that &
is aperiodic (Proposition 4.2), which gives us access to Nakamura’s work [30]. We use
this to obtain a T-equivariant version of the Kirchberg-Phillips classification theorem
for actions with the Rokhlin property:
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Theorem C (See Theorem 4.6) Let a: T — Aut(A) and : T — Aut(B) be actions on
unital Kirchberg algebras with the Rokhlin property. Then a and [ are conjugate if and
only if they are unitally KK*-equivalent. In the presence of the UCT, this is in turn
equivalent to the existence of a graded isomorphism Ext, («) = Ext. (), which preserves
unit classes and is compatible with suspension shifts (see Definition 4.5).

We also obtain a range result in the context of above theorem, showing that the
only K-theoretic obstructions are the ones obtained in Theorem B.

Theorem D (See Theorem 4.8) Let Ky and K; be abelian groups, let k¢ € Ko, and let
&o € Ext(Kp, Ky) and & € Ext(Ky, Ky ) be extensions. The following are equivalent:

(a) Thereis a Rokhlin action a:'T — Aut(A) on a unital UCT Kirchberg algebra A with
(EXt*(OC), [lAa]) I~ (80, 81, k())
(b) &g and &, are pure.

Unlike in Kirchberg-Phillips’ classification, in the presence of the UCT it does not
suffice to assume that both actions have isomorphic K -theory (this is a big difference
with the case of the continuous Rokhlin property [1, 11]). It also does not suffice for the
actions to have isomorphic Meyer’s L-invariant LT (A, &) = KL (A, &) ® K, (A) [27]:

Example E (See Example 4.7) There exist a UCT Kirchberg algebra A and Rokhlin
actions a, B: T — Aut(A) such that KT (A, &) = KT (A, ) as R(T)-modules, although
a and f are not KK" -equivalent. One can even construct the actions so that A* =~ AP
and A % T = A »g T, all satisfying the UCT.

The above example shows an interesting phenomenon, which we put into perspec-
tive. In Example 10.6 in [38], Rosenberg and Schochet construct two circle actions on
commutative C*-algebras with isomorphic K" -theory, which are not KK " -equivalent.
In their example, the underlying algebras are not even KK-equivalent, so the actions
cannot be KK -equivalent. As communicated to us by Claude Schochet, Example E is
the first construction of two circle actions on the same C* -algebra, satisfying the UCT,
with isomorphic fixed point algebras and crossed products, which all satisfy the UCT,
and isomorphic K*-theory, that are not KK ' -equivalent.

With a classification of Rokhlin actions on Kirchberg algebras in terms of KK -
theory at our disposal, it is natural to ask which Rokhlin actions are KK -equivalent to
a Rokhlin action on a Kirchberg algebra. As it turns out, Rokhlin actions on Kirchberg
algebras represent all separable, nuclear KK -classes of Rokhlin actions:

Theorem F (See Theorem 4.15) Let A be a separable, nuclear, unital C*-algebra, and
let a: T — Aut(A) have the Rokhlin property. Then there exist a unique unital Kirchberg
algebra D and a unique circle action 6: T — Aut(D) with the Rokhlin property such that
(A, &) ~ggr (D, 8) unitally.

The theorem above cannot be extended to actions & that do not necessarily have the
Rokhlin property, since there are obstructions to being KK -equivalent to a Rokhlin
action (for example, as in Theorem B). Theorem F should be compared to Theorem
2.1 of [27], where Meyer shows that every circle action on a separable, nuclear C*-
algebra is KK -equivalent to an outer action on a Kirchberg algebra. It is not clear
from Meyer’s construction that the resulting action on the Kirchberg algebra has the
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Rokhlin property if the original one does. We therefore could not adapt his argument
to our context, and instead use older ideas of Kirchberg, applied at the level of the
predual a.

The results here presented are an expanded version of Chapter IX of my Ph.D.
thesis [9]. Since the first preprint version of this work appeared on the arxiv, Arano
and Kubota generalized the first part of Theorem C to compact groups other than
T (see Proposition 4.8 in [1]). The methods are quite different, since we take full
advantage of the existence of a predual automorphism. Moreover, for circle actions
(as opposed to general compact group actions), KK -equivalence can be detected via
a K-theoretical invariant in the presence of the UCT, and the range of this invariant
can be completely described. This makes the classification of circle actions with the
Rokhlin property comparatively more accessible than that of general compact groups.
Even more recently, Gabe and Szabo obtained in [7] an equivariant version of the
Kirchberg-Phillips classification for amenable actions that are “isometrically shift-
absorbing” These developments subsume' the part of Theorem C which does not
assume the UCT, using significantly heavier machinery, but do not have overlap with
the other results here stated. In this sense, our proof Theorem C should be regarded
as a shorter and simpler proof of [7, Theorem F] in the case of Rokhlin actions of the
circle.

2 Duality for circle actions with the Rokhlin property

In this section, we study the Rokhlin property for circle actions in connection to
duality. There are two main results in this section. First, it is shown that every circle
action with the Rokhlin property is a dual action, that is, there is an automorphism
of the fixed point algebra whose dual action is conjugate to the given one (see
Theorem 2.3). Such an automorphism is essentially unique, and is called the predual
automorphism. Second, we characterize those automorphisms that are predual to a
circle action with the Rokhlin property (see Proposition 2.8).

We begin by recalling the definition of the Rokhlin property for a circle action
(Definition 3.2 in [15]) in a way that is useful for our purposes.

Definition 2.1 Let A be a unital C*-algebra and let a: T — Aut(A) be an action. We
say that « has the Rokhlin property if for every € > 0 and every compact subset F C A,
there exists a unitary u € U(A) such that:

(@) |az(u) —zu| <eforallzeT.
(b) |ua—aul <eforallacF.

Next, we show that we can replace the unitary u in the above definition by a nearby
unitary which satisfies condition (a) exactly. In the terminology of [36], the following
shows that the action of T on C(T) is equivariantly semiprojective.

Proposition 2.2 For every € > 0, there exists § > 0 with the following property: when-
ever a: T — Aut(A) is an action on a unital C*-algebra A and u € U(A) is a unitary

UThis is because Rokhlin actions of compact groups are automatically isometrically shift-absorbing.
This follows, for example, using an argument similar to the first part of the proof of [7, Corollary 6.15].
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satisfying |\a,(u) — zu| < 8 for all z €T, then there exists a unitary v € U(A) with
|u-v|<eanda,(v) =zv forallz € T.

Proof Given ¢ > 0, choose 8 < % small enough so that
28
V1-28

Let a: T — Aut(A) and u € U(A) be as in the statement. Set x = [ Za,(u) dz € A.
Then |x| <1and ||x — u|| < 8. One checks that |x*x — 1| < 28 < 1, so x*x is invertible.
Moreover,

(2.1) +d0<e.

1 1
< .
[1-x*x| ~1-28

(2.2) [(Ge*x) 7| < —

Setu = x(x*x)"2. Then u is a unitary in A. Using that |x| < 1at the first step, and
that0 <1- (x*x)% <1-x*x at the second step, we get

-l < (e -1 < Gy - (et

(2.2) 1 26
<

1-x*x| < )
\/1—26H | V1-28

Thus

20 +0 (2%1) P
V1-26 '

lu=v] <lu—-x]+]x-v]<

For z € T, we have
a.(x) = /Twoczw(u)da) = [Tzﬁocw(u)dw = zx.

It follows that a,(x*x) = x*x and hence «a,(u) = (xz(x(x*x)‘%) =zu, forall ze T,
so u satisfies the condition in the statement. [ ]

It follows from Proposition 2.2 that condition (1) in Definition 2.1 can be replaced
with a;(u) = zu forall z € T.

Theorem 2.3 Let A be a unital C*-algebra and let a:'T — Aut(A) be an action with
the Rokhlin property.

—_

(1) There exists an automorphism 0 € Aut(A*) such that (A% xg Z, ) is conjugate to
(A, a).

(2) If 6’ € Aut(A%) is another automorphism for which (A% xg, Z, 8) is conjugate to
(A, a), then there is a unitary w € A* such that 0 = Ad(w) o 6.

Proof (1). Using Proposition 2.2, let u € U(A) be a unitary satisfying o, (1) = zu for
allz € T. For a € A%, we have a,(uau™) = uau” for all z € T, and thus conjugation by
u determines an automorphism 6 of A%. Let v € A* %y Z denote the canonical unitary
implementing 6. Since the pair (id 4+, #) is a covariant representation of (A%, 8) on A,
there is a unique homomorphism ¢: A% xy Z — A satisfying ¢(a) = a for all a € A*
and ¢(v) = u.
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We claim that ¢ is an equivariant isomorphism. Equivariance of ¢ is clear, since for
all z € T we have 0, (a) = aforalla € A* and 8, (v) = zv. Injectivity of ¢ follows from
the fact that id4« is injective (and that Z is amenable). Surjectivity can be deduced
using spectral subspaces, as follows. Given n € Z, we set

Ap={acAa,(a)=z"aforallzeT},

which is a closed subspace of A. It is well-known that Y, A, is dense in A; see, for
example, part (ix) of Theorem 8.1.4 in [34]. Note that Ay = A* and that u belongs to
A;. Moreover, using that u is a unitary, it is easy to see that A, = u” Aq forall n € Z. In
particular, A is generated as a C*-algebra by A, and u. Since Ag U {u} is contained in
the image of ¢, we conclude that ¢ is surjective.

(2). Let ' be as in the statement, and let ¢: (A% xg Z, 8) - (A, a) and ¢': (A* xg/
7,8") > (A, a) be equivariant isomorphisms. Let v be the canonical unitary in A% x4
Z that implements 0, and let v/ be the canonical unitary in A% x4, Z that implements
0'. Set w = ¢(v)¢'(v")*, which is a unitary in A. We claim that w is fixed by «. For
z € T, we use equivariance of ¢ and ¢’ to get

a:(w) = 9(B.(v))9'(0:(v))") = 29(v)29'(v') = w.

Finally, given a € A%, we have

(Ad(w) o 0)(a) = (p()¢'(v))")(¢'(v)ag' (v)*)(¢'(v)p(v)")
=¢(v)agp(v)" =6'(a). n

Definition 2.4 Let a: T — Aut(A) be an action with the Rokhlin property. In view
of Theorem 2.3, we denote by & € Aut(A%) the unique automorphism for which & is
conjugate to a. We call & the predual automorphism of a.

Corollary 2.5 Let A be a C*-algebra and let a:T — Aut(A) be an action with the
Rokhlin property. Then there is a natural isomorphism A x, T = A* @ K(L*(T)).

Proof This is an immediate from Theorem 2.3 and Takai duality. ]

Obtaining a characterization of those automorphisms that arise as preduals of
Rokhlin actions as in Definition 2.4 will be a critical tool in the rest of this work. Such
a characterization is obtained in Proposition 2.8, using the following notion:

Definition 2.6 Let B be a C*-algebra, and let 8 be an automorphism of B. Then f is
said to be approximately representable if for every finite subset F C B and every € > 0,
there exists a contraction v € B satisfying:

@) ||v*v-w*| <

(b) |v*vb-b| < eforallb e F;

(©) |B(v) —v| < &and

(d) |B(b) —vbv*| <eforallbeF.

Using functional calculus, it is clear that the contraction v in the above definition
can be chosen to be a unitary whenever B is unital. In particular, approximately
representable automorphisms of unital C*-algebras are approximately inner.
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Remark 2.7 We endow T with its Haar probability measure. For an action a: T —
Aut(A) on a unital C*-algebra A, we endow L'(T, A) with the usual L'-norm | - |,
and the operations of twisted convolution and involution

(5*11)(2):Aﬁ(w)“w(n(w”Z))dw and §7(2) = @:(8(2)")

forall £, 1 € L'(T, A) and all z € T. Then L*(T, A) is a dense *-subalgebra of A x, T,
and the canonical inclusion is contractive with respect to the L'-norm on L'(T, A)
and the C*-norm on A x, T. Recall that there is a canonical nondegenerate inclusion
C*(T) ¢ A %o T; in particular, any (contractive) approximate identity for C*(T) is
also a (contractive) approximate identity for A x, T. Recall that the dual automor-
phism @ € Aut(A x, T) is given by @(fa)(z) = zf(z)aforallz € T.

Next, we show that approximate representability is dual to the Rokhlin property.

Proposition 2.8  Let A be a unital C*-algebra, let a: T — Aut(A) be an action, and let
B € Aut(A) be an automorphism.

(1) The action « has the Rokhlin property if and only if @ € Aut(A x, T) is approxi-
mately representable.

(2) The automorphism [3 is approximately representable if and only zfﬁ T — Aut(A »g
7) has the Rokhlin property.

Proof (1). Assume that « has the Rokhlin property. Let F € A x, T be a finite subset,
and let £ > 0. For £ ¢ L'(T) and a € A, write £a for the for the function given by
(€a)(z) = &(z)a for all z € T. Since the linear span of the elements of this form is
dense in L'(T, A), and hence, also in A x, T, we may assume that there exist finite
subsets F4 € Aand Fr ¢ L'(T) such that every element of F has the form £a for a € F4
and & € Fr. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the sets F4 and Fy contain
only self-adjoint contractions.

Let f: T — C be a positive, continuous function whose support is a small enough
neighborhood of 1 € T so that the following conditions are satisfied:

(@) [(f+f)o-b| <eforallbe Fua(F);
(i) [fli=1=1fxfls
(iii) f(2) = f(z) forall z € T;
(iv) with f(z) = zf(z) for all z € T, we have
If=Fli<e and [f«f=-F*fli<e

(v) given e Franda € Fy,if z, 0, w € T satisfy f(w) f(zow) # 0, then
€ €
lau(a) ~al <5 and [§(0) - E(2)| < &

Using Proposition 2.2, find a unitary u € A satistying:

(vi) a¢(u) = (uforall { € T, and
(vil) |ua - aul <¢e/2forall a € Uyer 0 (Fa)-

We regard u as a unitary in the multiplier algebra of A %, T via the canonical unital
embedding A < M(A x, T),and setv = fu*. Then visa contractionin L'(T, A), and

https://doi.org/10.4153/50008414X25000112 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/S0008414X25000112

8 E. Gardella

hence also in A %, T. We proceed to check the conditions in Definition 2.6. Let z € T.
Then

(@) = [ v (@a(v(@2)) do= [ wf )uee(f@E") do
D [ of(@uf@)ou do=(f « ()

Thus, v* » v = f % f and hence condition (a) in Definition 2.6 follows from condition
(ii) above. In order to check (b), we compute as follows for z € T:

(v*v*)(2) = [Tv(w)(xw(v*(wz)) dw = [Tf(w)u*(xw(azf(wz)u) dw
() fT f0)u*Gzf (@2)wu dw = fT wf (0)@zf(@z) dw = (F + ) (2).
Thus v  v* = f = f. We deduce that
* * * * > o7 W)
Iy = <[v*sv—vavii=|f*f-fxfli <&
as desired. In order to check (c), let { € T. Then
a(v)(2) = 2f (2)u" = f(2)u",
soa(v) = fu*. Using this at the second step, we get

[@() vl < &) - vl = 1f - Tl < e

as desired. Finally, in order to check (d), it suffices to take & € Fy and a € Fy4, and show
the desired inequality for b = £a. Given z € T, we have

(v*b*v*)(z):Av(w)aw((b*v*)(ﬁz)) dw
:/;Tf(a))u*cxw([Tf(a)aag(v*(ﬁz))do)dw
:fTfTf(w)u*E(a)aw(a)awa(%zf(%z)u)dadw
(‘2)fT[Tf(w)u*E(a)aw(a)ﬁzf(%z)waudadw
=z[Tfo(a)u*ocw(a)uf(w)f(ﬁz) dodw
2 fT fT £(0)aw(a) f(w) f(G0z) doda.

By (iv), if in the above expression, we replace &(o)a,(a) by &£(z)a, we obtain an
element in A whose distance to (v * b * v*)(z) is at most /2. Hence,

(v % b5 v*)(2) % 2E(z)a fT fT F(0)f(70z2) dodw
- 2b(z) [(f = )(@2) da =2b(2)|f = T P @) (2).
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We conclude that
[vov* —a@(b)| < |lv* b *v* —a(b)|: <e,

as desired. This shows that @ is approximately representable.

Conversely, assume that @ is approximately representable. Denote the left regular
representation of G by A: T — U(L?(T)). By Takai duality, there is a canonical equiv-
ariant identification

(2.3) (Axy T xgZ, @) = (A® K(LX(T)), a ® Ad(A)).

Let p e X(L?(T)) be the projection onto the constant functions, and let e €
M(A x, T xg Z) be the projection corresponding to 14 ® p under the identification in
(2.3). Then e and p are T-invariant, and there is a canonical equivariant isomorphism

(2.4) (e(A N“TNQZ)e,ﬁ) ~ (A a).

Let u € M(A x, T x5 Z) be the canonical unitary implementing . Let F ¢ Abe a
finite subset, and let € > 0. Let § > 0 such that whenever x € A satisfies |x*x - 1| < 8
and |xx* —1|| < 8, then there is w € U(A) with |w — x| < /2. Set

F//:{e}u{a@p:aeF}gAxaTXQZ.

Let F' € A x, T be a finite subset and let # € N such that any element in F” is within
¢/2 of the span of {bu*:b € F’, —n < k < n}. Using approximate representability of @,
let v € A %, T be a contraction satisfying conditions (a), (b), (c), and (d) in Definition

2.6 for &g = min {ﬁzuﬂl, 6} and F’. Set y = v*u, which is a contraction in A x, T xg
Z. Then
(2.5) %.(y) = v (u) = 2v'u=zy

for all z € T. Moreover, given b € F' and k € Z with |k| < n, we have

b
ybu* = v ubu® = v a(b)u* (w)eo v a(b)v vuk!

(@) —~ (d)
me, VALV U R vivby vy

(b) Q)
Mgy bV uRT Wi, bufviu = bufy.

*ukJrl

It follows from the choice of F/, n and ¢, that
£
(2.6) lye—eyl <3

for every c € F”. Set x = eye, which we regard as an element in A. By (2.5), we have
a,(x) = zx for all z € T, since e is T-invariant. For a € F, we have

* * * (26) &
|xax™ ~al = |leye(a®pley’e - (a@p)| <|y(a®@p)y” - (a@p)| < .

since a ® p belongs to F"’. Moreover, |x*x — 1| = |ey*eye — e| < & < 8, and simi-
larly ||xx* — 1| < 8. By the choice of &, there exists a unitary w € A such that ||w -
x|| < €/2. Tt is then straightforward to check that |wa — aw| < ¢ for all a € F and
maxer | (w) — zw]|| < €/2. This shows that « has the Rokhlin property.
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(2). Assume that 8 is approximately representable. Let F be a finite subset of A g Z
and let £ > 0. Denote by u the canonical unitary in the crossed product. Since A and
u generate A xg Z, one can assume that F = F’ u {u}, where F’ is a finite subset of A.
Using approximate representability for f, find v € U(A) with:

o |B(b)—vbv*| <eforallbe B(F'),and
« IBv) —v] <e

Set w = v*u, which is a unitary in A xg Z. For b € F', we have
wb=v ub=v*B(b)u ~. bv*u = bw.
Moreover,
wu = viuu = uf " (v)u ~ uw.

It follows that |[wa — aw| < e forall a € F = F’ u {u}. On the other hand,
Bo(w) = B.(v*u) = v*(zu) = zw

for all z € T. Thus, w is the desired unitary, and ﬁhas the Rokhlin property.

Conversely, assume that Ehas the Rokhlin property. We continue to denote by u
the canonical unitary in A g Z that implements f. Let F € A be a finite subset and set
F'=Fu{u} € AxgZ. Use Proposition 2.2 to choose a unitary w € U(A xg Z) such
that:

e B.(w) =zwforallzeT;
o |[wb-bw|=0forallbeF

Set v = uw™ € A g Z. Then the first condition above implies that B-(v) = v for all

z € T, and hence the unitary v belongs to the fixed point algebra (A g Z)E, which
equals A by Proposition 7.8.9 in [34]. For a € F, we have

[vav® - B(a)| = |luw* awu™ —uau™|| = |[w aw - a| <e.

Moreover, ||3(v) —v| = |u(uw*)u* — uw*|| < ¢, since u € F'. It follows that v satisfies
the conditions of Definition 2.6, so 8 is approximately representable. ]

Using Proposition 2.8, we show that for actions with the Rokhlin property, every
ideal in the crossed product is induced by an invariant ideal of the algebra.

Proposition 2.9 Let A be a unital C*-algebra, and let oa: T — Aut(A) have the Rokhlin
property. Then every ideal in A* has the form I n A%, for some T-invariant ideal I in A,
and every ideal in A x, T has the form I x, T for some T-invariant ideal I in A. In
particular, if A is simple, then so are A* and A »x, T.

Proof Since A* ® K(¢*(Z)) = A x, T by Corollary 2.5, it is enough to show the
statement for A*. We identify A with A% x4 Z, where & is the predual of «; see
Definition 2.4. Let J be an ideal in A%. Since & is approximately inner by part (2) of
Proposition 2.8, it follows that &(J) = J. Hence I = ] x4 Z is canonically an ideal in A
satisfying I n A% = ], as desired. [ ]
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3 K-theoretic obstructions to the Rokhlin property

In this section, we study the K-theory of C*-algebras that admit circle actions with
the Rokhlin property. First, we show that the canonical inclusion A* — A induces an
injective order-embedding K, (1): K. (A%) — K, (A) (see Proposition 3.1). Moreover,
the quotient of K, (A) by K.(A%) can be canonically identified with K, (SA%), and
the induced extension

0 — > K, (A%) K. (A) K« (SA®) —=0

is pure (see Definition 3.2 and Theorem 3.3).

In the following proposition, we will use the fact that if a: T — Aut(A) has the
Rokhlin property, then so does its n-amplification « ® idy,: T - Aut(M,(A)) for
every n € N, and that M, (A)*®dmn = M, (A%).

Proposition 3.1 Let A be a unital C*-algebra, and let a: T — Aut(A) be an action
with the Rokhlin property, and let 1: A* — A denote the canonical inclusion. Then Ko (1)
and K, (1) are injective. Moreover, for x, y € Ko(A%), we have Ko(1)(x) < Ko(1)(y) in
Ko(A) if and only if x < y in Ko (A%).

Proof Consider the Pimsner-Voiculescu exact sequence associated with the predual
automorphism & € Aut(A%) of a (Definition 2.4):

KO(A“) 1-Ko (&) KO(Aa) Ko(1) K()(A)

| |

24 o
Ki(A) %0 K (A%) k@ Ki(A%).
Since & is approximately inner by part (2) of Proposition 2.8, we get K. (&) =1 and
thus K, (1) is injective.

We turn to the last part of the statement. Let x, y € Ko(A%), and assume that
Ko(1)(x) < Ko(1)(y). Setz = y — x, so that Ko (+)(z) > 0 in Ko(A). Find projections
P> q € Umeny M (A%) with z = [p] — [q] in Ko(A%), and let e € Uy Mm (A) satisfy
Ko(1)(2z) = [e] in Ko(A). Then [p] = [e] + [q] in Ko(A). By increasing the matrix
sizes, we may assume that there exist k, n € N such that:

+ pand g belong to M, (A%);

+ ebelongs to M, (A);

« eis orthogonal to g @ 1y;

o p @1 is Murray-von Neumann equivalent to (e + q) @ 1 in M, (A).

Note that z = [p @ 1x] — [q ® 1, ]. Without loss of generality, upon replacing p and ¢
with p @ 1 and g @ 1, respectively, and n with n + k, we may moreover assume that:

o eis orthogonal to g;
o p is Murray-von Neumann equivalent to e + q in M, (A).

Set a(™ = @ ® idyy,, which has the Rokhlin property. Let s € M,,(A) be a partial
isometry satisfying s*s = p and ss* = e + q. For € = 1/12, let § > 0 such that whenever
B is a C*-algebra and a € By, satisfies |a* — a| < 8, then there exists a projection
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r € Bwith ||r — a|| < . Set &g = min{e, §/5}, and let 6: M, (A) - M, (A*) be a unital
completely positive map as in the conclusion of Theorem 2.11 in [12] for &, F; =
{p.q.e,s,s*}and F, = {p,q}.Set t = o(s) and f = o(e). Then

7t we, 0(s7s) = a(p) mey P
so |[t*t — p| < 2¢p. In particular, (1-q)f ~a, f and hence ||qf| < 2¢. Similarly,

| fall < 2¢o.
Seta=(1-q)f(1—q). Thena = a* and |a — f| < 4&y. Moreover,

a’=(1-q)f(1-q)f(1-q) »e, A-q)f*(1-q) 26, 1-q)f(1-q) = a,

so |a* — a| < 4ey < 8. By the choice of & applied to B = (1 - q) M, (A%)(1- q), there
exists a projection r € M, (A*) with |r—a| < eand rq = 0.
Setx = (g+r)tpe M, (A%). Then

x*x=pt*(q+r)tp ~e pt(g+a)tp
Maeg PG+ f)p Moy P LD
R2eg P4 =ps
s0 |x*x — p|| < 8¢ + & < 1. Similarly, we have
xx* = (q+r)tpt (q+71) ~pe, (q+r)tt tt (g +7)
Sy (4 +1)(q+ )@+ ) +7) Masgse (q+1) =g+ 1,

0 |xx* = (g +7r)| £10& + & < 1. Since x = (q + r)xp, it follows from Lemma 2.5.3 in
[25] that there exists a partial isometry v € M, (A*) such thatv*v = pandvv* = g +r.
It follows that [ p] = [g] + [r] in Ko (A%), and thus z = [p] — [q] is positive in K (A%),
as desired. [ ]

Next, we recall the definition of a pure subgroup and a pure extension.

Definition 3.2 Let G be an abelian group, and let H be a subgroup. We say that H is
pureif nH = nG n H for all n € N. In other words, for every h € H and n € N, if there
exists g € G with ng = h, then there exists h’ € H with nh’ = h.

An extension 0 - H - G - Q — 0 is said to be pure if H is pure in G.

The notion of a pure subgroup generalizes that of a direct summand. For example,
the torsion subgroup of any abelian group is always a pure subgroup, although it is
not always a direct summand. If G is finitely generated, then any pure subgroup is
automatically a direct summand. On the other hand, there exist pure subgroups which
are finitely generated, yet not a direct summand (despite being direct summands in
every finitely generated subgroup that contains them).

In the following theorem, note that part (3) does not follow from part (2) since in
(3) we only make assumptions about one of the K-groups of A, and not both. Also,
if we assume that A satisfies the UCT, then part (1) admits an easier proof: by the
universal multicoefficient theorem, the 6-term Pimsner—Voiculescu exact sequence
decomposes into two pure extensions if and only if its boundary map vanishes once
tensored with O, for n = 2,3, ..., co. That said maps vanish follows from Proposition
3.1, since the dynamical system (A® O,, a ® ido, ) has the Rokhlin property for all
n=2,3,...,00. We thank the anonymous referee for providing us with this argument.
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Theorem 3.3 Let a:T — Aut(A) be an action on a unital C*-algebra A with the
Rokhlin property. Denote by 1: A* — A the canonical inclusion.

1. There is a canonical class Ext.(a) = (Exto(a),Ext;(a)), where Extj(a) e
Ext(K;(SA%), Kj(A%)) is the pure extension
ay KiQ) .
0 — K;j(A%*) —=K;(A) — K;(SA%) ——0.
2. If both Ko(A) and K;(A) are (possibly infinite) direct sums of cyclic groups, then
there are isomorphisms

Ko(A) 2 K (A) = Ko(A%) ® Ky (A%)

such that [14] € Ko(A) is sent to ([14«],0) € Ko(A%) ® K;(A%).
3. If at least one of Ko(A) or K1 (A) is finitely generated, then there are isomorphisms
asin (2).

Proof (1). Arguing as in the beginning of the proof of Proposition 3.1, we deduce that
the Pimsner—Voiculescu exact sequence associated with & splits into the short exact
sequence

0— K.(A%) > K.(A) > K,(SA*) > 0.

We claim that the extension is pure. By taking considering the tensor product of
A with any unital C*-algebra which is KK-equivalent to Co(R), endowed with the
trivial action of T, it follows that it suffices to prove that Ko(A*) is a pure subgroup
of Ko(A). Let x € Ko(A%), let ke N, and let y € Ko(A), and suppose that ky =
Ko(1)(x). Find projections py, qx € Umen Mm(A*) and py, gy € Upmen Mm(A) such
that x = [p,] - [q] and y = [p,] - [q,]. It follows that k{p, ] + [4.] = [px] + K[g,]
in Ko (A). Without loss of generality, we may assume that there is 7 € N such that:

* Px>qx to M, (A)% and p,, q, belong to M, (A);
* p, is orthogonal to g, and p, is orthogonal to g,;
o there exists s € M,x(A) with

gx + Py Px+ 4y

* Py and ss* =
Py 9y

Note that a("): T — Aut(M,,(A)) has the Rokhlin property. For ¢ =1/12, let
0 >0 such that whenever B is a C*-algebra and a € B is a self-adjoint element
satisfying |a® - a| < 8, then there exists a projection r € B with |[r — a|| < e. Set &9 =
min{e, §/10}, and let 0: M,x(A) = M,x(A%) be a unital completely positive map
as in the conclusion of Theorem 2.11 in [12] for &, Fi = {px, qx> Py, qy,s,s*} and
Fy ={px,qx}. Then [o(px) - px| < eand [0(qx) — g« <&

Set e, = 0(p,) and f, = 0(q,), which are self-adjoint contractions in M, (A%)
satisfying |l — ey || < 2e0 and | f; - f, | < 2&o. Set t = a(s). Then

't ~ae, diag(qx + ey, ey,...,e,) and tt" ~pe diag(px + fys fy -5 fy)-
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Seta=(1-px)f,(1-px)and b = (1-qy)e,(1-qx), which are self-adjoint ele-
ments in the corners of M, (A%) by 1 - p, and 1- g, respectively. Moreover, |a —
fyll <4eo and ||b - e, || < 4¢o. On the other hand,

a’ = (1—Px)fy(1_Px)fy(1_Px)
N2eo (1—Px)f;(1—Px)
Mg, (1= px) fy(1=px) = a,

so |a? - a| < 4ey < &. Similarly, we have |b? - b| < §. Using the definition of & with
B = (1~ px)M,k(A%)(1 - px), there exits a projection g, € M, (A*) satisfying | g, —
a| < eand p,q, = 0. Similarly, there exits a projection p, € M, (A%) satisfying | p, —
b| < eand pyq, = 0. Set

r=diag(px + 4y qy» - --» 4y )tdiag(qgx + Pys Py»-- > Py)>

which belongs to M, (A%). One checks that |[r*r — diag(qx + Py, py,---»Py)| <1,
and that |[r*r — diag(px + q,»qy>--.>4y)| < 1. By Lemma 2.5.3 in [25], there exists a
partial isometry w € M,x (A%*) such that

q:c"'fy _ Py"'qy

* Py and ww™ = 1

Py @
It follows that [p.]+k[q,]=k[p,]+[py] in Ko(A*). With z=[q,]-[q,]¢
Ko (A%), we have kz = x, as desired.

(2). The displayed isomorphisms follow from Proposition 5.4 in [40]. Since parts of
the proposition are left as an exercise, and since we need to show that the isomorphism
is compatible with the classes of the unit, we give a brief argument here for the exis-
tence of an isomorphism Ko (A) = Ko (A*) @ K;(A%) sending [14] to ([14«],0). (The
argument for K;j(A) is identical because the assumptions are symmetric.) Abbreviate
K;(A) to Kj, and K;(A%) to K7, for j = 0,1 It is a standard result in group theory,
usually attributed to Kulikov, that subgroups of direct sums of cyclic groups are again
direct sums of cyclic groups; see Theorem 18.1 in [6]. Since K; is a direct sum of cyclic
groups, we deduce that the same is true for K{.

By part (1) of this theorem, there is a canonical quotient map 7: Ky — K{¥ whose
kernel is K§. Choose a presentation K{* = @5 C;, where each C; is a cyclic group with
generator x;. In particular, {x,:s € S} generates K. Let s € S. If x, has infinite order
in K{¥, we let y; € Ky be any group element (necessarily of infinite order) satisfying
7(ys) = x5. If x; has order n < o0, let z; € K, be any lift of x;, and note that nz, belongs
to K¢, which is a pure subgroup of K. Hence, there exists k; € K§ with nk; = nz,, and
we set ys = z; — kg, which also lifts x;.

Let L be the subgroup of K, generated by {y;:s € S}, which is mapped isomor-
phically onto K{* via 7. In particular, K§ n L = {0} and K§ + L = K. (Equivalently, L
defines a splitting for the quotient map 77.) We deduce that the extension 0 - K§ —
Ko — K — 0 splits, and thus Ky = K§ @ K. The isomorphism can be clearly chosen
to send [14] € Ko to [14«] € K§.
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(3). Assume that K; (A) is finitely generated (and in particular a direct sum of cyclic
groups). Hence, Ko (A%) and K; (A*) are both finitely generated, being a quotient and
a subgroup of K;(A), respectively. The argument given in the proof of part (2) above
shows that there is an isomorphism Ko (A) 2 Ko(A%) @ K;(A%). Thus Ko(A) is also
finitely generated, and repeating the same argument again, exchanging the roles of K
and Kj, shows that K;(A) = Ko(A%) @ K1 (A%). ]

In reference to part (2) of Theorem 3.3, we mention that it is not in general true that
a pure subgroup of a direct sum of cyclic groups is automatically a direct summand.
For example, set G = @,y Z;», with canonical generators x,, € Zy» for n € N, and let
H be the subgroup generated by {x, — 2x,.1:# € N}. Then H is pure in G but not a
direct summand.

4 Circle actions on Kirchberg algebras

This section contains our main results concerning KK -theory for Rokhlin actions.
This includes Theorems C and F from the introduction. In the presence of the UCT,
any isomorphism between the pure extensions from Theorem 3.3 lifts to a KK"-
equivalence. We show by means of an example that an isomorphism of the K- and K* -
theories does not necessarily lift to a KK" -equivalence (see Example 4.7). Finally, we
also describe the extensions that arise as Ext, («) for a Rokhlin action « on a Kirchberg
algebra satisfying the UCT (see Theorem 4.8).

Definition 4.1 Let A be a simple unital C*-algebra. Then A is said to be:
(1) purely infinite, if for every a € A\{0} there are x, y € Awith xay =1,

(2) a Kirchberg algebra, if it is purely infinite, separable and nuclear.

Recall that an automorphism ¢ of a C*-algebra is said to be aperiodic if ¢” is not
inner forall n > 1.

Proposition 4.2 Let A be a unital C*-algebra, and let a: T — Aut(A) be an action with
the Rokhlin property.

(1) A is simple if and only if A* is simple and & is aperiodic.

(2) Aispurely infinite simple if and only if A% is purely infinite simple and & is aperiodic.
(3) Ais a Kirchberg algebra if and only if A* is a Kirchberg algebra and & is aperiodic.
(4) A satisfies the UCT if and only if A* satisfies the UCT.

Proof (1). If A is simple, then A% is simple by Corollary 2.5. We show that & is
aperiodic. Arguing by contradiction, suppose that there exist n >1 and a unitary
v € A% such that &" = Ad(v). Set

w=va(v)...a" 1 (v).

Then &" = Ad(w). Using that &”" (v) = v at the second step, that vx = &" (x)v for all
x € A% at the third, and that ¢ " (v) = v at he fifth, we get

a(w) =a(»)a(v)...a" ()& (v) = a()&*(v)...a" (v)v

=va " (a(V)&(v)...&"(v)) =va(a " (v)) & (& (v)...&" (& (v))

=va(v)...a" N (v) = w.
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It follows that w is &-invariant. With u denoting the canonical unitary in A* x4 Z that

v 2 .
implements &, we therefore have uwu™ = w. Set z = u™ w*. It is clear that z commutes
with u, and for a € A% we have

2 2\ % 2,2 24 %
zaz" =u" w*aw(u” ) =u"a" (a)(u” ) =a,

so zbelongs to the center of A* x5 Z = A. Since A is simple, its center is trivial and thus
thereis A € Cwithu™ = Aw.In particular, u" belongs to A%, which is a contradiction.
This shows that & is aperiodic.

Conversely, if & is aperiodic and A% is simple, it follows from Theorem 3.1 in [21]
that the crossed product A* x Z = A is simple.

(2). Assume that A is purely infinite simple. Then & is aperiodic by part (1). Let
a € A* be nonzero, and let & > 0 small enough so that * + 3¢ < 1. Without loss of
generality, we assume that |a| = 1. Find x, y € A such that xay = 1. By Lemma 4.1.7
in [37], we may assume that |x| <1+ e and |y| <1+e. Let 0: A - A* a completely
positive unital map as in the conclusion of Theorem 2.11 in [12] for ¢ >0, F, =
{x,y,xa,a} and F; = {a}. Then

0(x)aa(y) %reye 0(x)a(a)a(y) ~e a(xa)o(y) »e o(xay) =1

Hence |o(x)ao(y) -1 < € +3e < 1. It follows that g(x)ac(y) is invertible. With
z € A% denoting its inverse, we have d(x)ac(y)z =1, as desired.

Conversely, assume that & is aperiodic and A* is purely infinite simple. Then A =
A% x4 Z is purely infinite simple by Corollary 4.6 in [18].

(3). This follows from (1) and (2), since A is nuclear (respectively, separable) if and
only if so is A%.

(4). If A satisfies the UCT, then so does A* by Theorem 3.13 in [10]. The converse
follows from the fact that the UCT is preserved by Z-crossed products. ]

Remark 4.3 Let the notation be as in Proposition 4.2.

« Simplicity of A is really needed in (1) to conclude that & is aperiodic, even if A* is
simple. Consider for example the trivial automorphism of C, whose dual action is
the left translation action Lt: T — Aut(C(T)).

 Outerness of « is not enough in (2) to deduce pure infiniteness of A* from pure
infiniteness of A (unlike for finite groups). For example, the fixed point algebra of
O by its gauge action is AF (and not even simple).

We will need some terminology.

Definition 4.4 Let G be a second countable, locally compact group (in this work
either T, Z, or the trivial group), let A and B be separable, unital C*-algebras, and
let «: G — Aut(A) and f: G — Aut(B) be actions. We say that (A, «) and (B, f8) are
unitally KKC -equivalent, if there is an invertible class 7 € KK (A, B) with [14] x 1 =
[1]. In this situation, we say that 7 is a unital KK -equivalence.

A unital KKZ-equivalence between two Z-actions (A,0) and (B, §) naturally
induces an isomorphism between the Pimsner—Voiculescu 6-term exact sequences of
o and 6 which moreover preserves the classes of the units; this can be found in [29],
and a special case will be proved in Theorem 4.6. If the automorphisms are moreover
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approximately inner, then each of these 6-term exact sequences splits into two short
exact sequences. The resulting equivalence relation for sums of short exact sequences
(with distinguished classes) is the following:

Definition 4.5 For j = 0,1, let K¢, ng, K?, and G? be countable abelian groups, let
k& € K& and k € K, and let

(&) 0> K; > G > K{ ;-0 and (F) 0->K] > G/ > K ;>0
be short exact sequences. We say that (£, £y, k$) is isomorphic to (Fo, F1, kJ ) if there

exist group isomorphisms ¢ ;: KJ‘.g - Kj.’t and y;: Gf - G? with @ (k§) = k§ making
the following diagram commute:

& & &
(4.0) K G KE;
i%‘ \L@j lle
K7 G K.

This is different from having two isomorphisms (€, k) = (Fo, k5 ) and &; = T,
since, for example, we require the isomorphism K§ = Kj to be the same both in the
isomorphism €y = Fy and in &; = ;.

We are now ready to prove that Rokhlin actions of the circle on unital Kirchberg
algebras are conjugate if they are unitally KK -equivalent.

Theorem 4.6 Let A and B be unital Kirchberg algebras, and let a:T — Aut(A) and
B:T — Aut(B) be actions with the Rokhlin property. Then (A, a) and (B,f3) are
conjugate if and only if they are unitally KK -equivalent.

When A and B satisfy the UCT, these conditions are equivalent to the existence of an
isomorphism (Ext,(a), [1a«]) = (Ext.(B), [1s]) in the sense of Definition 4.5.

Proof Assume that @ and f8 are unitally KK”-equivalent, and fix a unital KK"-
equivalence £ € KKT((A, «), (B, ) ). Denote by & x T the KK”-equivalence between
(Ax, T, @) and (B »p T, B) that & induces. Combining Takai duality with Theo-
rem 2.3, it follows that & x T induces a KK”-equivalence 5 between (A%, &) and
(BP, B). Since & is unital, we can choose 7 to be unital as well.

Since A* and BF are Kirchberg algebras by part (3) of Proposition 4.2, it follows
from Theorem 4.2.1 in [35] that there exists an isomorphism ¢: A* - Bf such that
KK(¢) = #. Since 7 is equivariant, it follows that ¢ o & o ¢~* and /3 determine the
same class in KK(BF, BP). Since A and B are simple, it follows from part (1) of
Proposition 4.2 that & and f are aperiodic. Thus, by the equivalence between (1) and
(3) in Theorem 9 in [30], ¢ o & o ¢~* and /;, and thus & and ﬁ, are cocycle conjugate”.
It follows that their dual actions are conjugate, and hence (A, a) = (B, f8) as desired.

We turn to the last part of the statement. Fix a unital KK'-equivalence p €
KK"((A,«), (B, B)). Arguing as in the first part using Baaj-Skandalis duality, we

2Nakamura uses the terminology “outer conjugate” to mean what we call “cocycle conjugate.”

https://doi.org/10.4153/50008414X25000112 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/S0008414X25000112

18 E. Gardella

obtain a unital KK%-equivalence
ne KKZ((A%, &), (B, ).

Denote by (1) € KK(A%, BF) the KK-equivalence that # induces under the for-
getful functor KKZ — KK. Similarly, we let F(# x Z) e KK(A, A) denote the KK-
equivalence that # x Z induces, which can be canonically identified with F(p). Using
naturality of the functors involved, we deduce that the diagram

Ki(A%*) ——— Kj(A) ——— K_;(A%)

i'f(ﬂ)j l?(ﬁ)j i?(n)l—j

Kj(Bﬁ) ——Kj(B) ———— Kl—j(Bﬁ)

commutes. Since all vertical maps are isomorphisms and F(#)o([1a«]) = [15s], we
deduce that (Ext, (a), [1a«]) = (Ext.(B), [15s])-

We now prove the converse, so assume that A and B satisfy the UCT. By part (4)
of Proposition 4.2, A% and B? also satisfy the UCT. Since & and f8 are approximately
inner, an isomorphism (Ext, (), [14«]) = (Ext, (), [1zs]) is equivalent to & and 3
having isomorphic Pimsner-Voiculescu 6-term exact sequences (in a unit-preserving
way); see the comments before Definition 4.5. It thus follows from Theorem 2.12 in [28]
that (A%, &) is unitally KK”-equivalent to (B, 8). Again by Baaj-Skandalis duality,
it follows that (A, a) is unitally KK" -equivalent to (B, 8). This finishes the proof. m

In the context of Theorem 4.6, the assumption that the diagram (4.1) from Defi-
nition 4.5 commutes cannot be dropped, and it is not enough to have isomorphisms
K.(A%) 2 K.(BP) and K, (A) = K, (B). In the next example, we construct a Kirch-
berg algebra A satisfying the UCT, and two actions «, y: T — Aut(A) with the Rokhlin
property, such that A* ~ AY but « and y are not conjugate. In particular, the example
shows that an isomorphism of the K -theory cannot in general be lifted to a KK" -
equivalence.

In preparation for our construction, we introduce some notation. If Bis a unital C*-
algebra and ¢ € Aut(B) is an approximately inner automorphism, then the Pimsner-
Voiculescu exact sequence for ¢ reduces to the short exact sequences

K;j(1)

(4.2) 0 K;(B) Kj(B»,Z) — Ki_j(B) —=0,

for j = 0,1. We denote by #;(¢) € Ext(K;_;(B), K;(B)) the class of the above exten-
sion. Note that if ¢, y € Aut(B) are cocycle conjugate automorphisms, then 7;(¢) =

n;i(y).

Example 4.7 Let p be a prime number. Let &, ¢ ExtIZ(Z[%], Z) be a nontrivial class,
and fix a representing extension

0—>Z—>E0—>Z[%]—>O.
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Set

K-Qe@(ZeEy®Z|;|) and E=KeK.

s (zerel)
Then K and E are torsion free and abelian. Using that E is a nontrivial extension of
Z[%] by Z, fix a nontrivial extension

(4.3) 0-K—-E—-K-=0,

and write £ € Ext(K, K) for the induced class. Since K is torsion free, it follows that
the extension in (4.3) is pure. Note that there is also an isomorphism E ~ K @ K. (In
other words, and this is a crucial ingredient in the construction, the group E can be
written in two nonequivalent ways as an extension of K by itself.)

Setko = (1g,0,0,...) € Kand ey = (ko, ko) € E. Since K is torsion-free, we may use
Elliott’s classification of simple AT-algebras with real rank zero (see the comments
before Proposition 3.2.7 in [37]), to find a simple, unital AT-algebra C satisfying
Ko(C) 2 K;(C) = K with [1¢] corresponding to kg € K. Use the case i = 1 of Theorem
3.11in [24] to find an approximately inner automorphism ¢ € Aut(C) with 79(¢) = 0
and 71(¢) = & € Ext(K, K). Then

Ko(c Xg Z) ~Ex K](C X Z)

The proof of Theorem 3.1in [24] is in fact constructive, and the argument used to prove
the case i = 1 shows that ¢ can be chosen to be approximately representable. Indeed, it
is shown in Section 3.11 of [24] that there is an increasing sequence (C,, ) ,en of unital
subalgebras of C with C = lim C,, and unitaries u,, € C,, satisfying ¢ = h_r)nAd(u,,).

Claim: ¢ is aperiodic. Arguing by contradiction, suppose that there exist # > 1 and
u € U(C) such that ¢" = Ad(u). Set v =u¢p(u)...¢" '(u) € C. Then q)"z = Ad(v)
and v is (p”z—invariant. Moreover, we have

p(v) = p(u)g*(u) ... 9" (1)9" (u) = p(u)p* (1) ... 9" (u)u
=up " (p(w)g* (). 0" () = ug(9™" (1)) g* (7" () ... 9" (97" (1))
=ugp(u)..." (u) =v,
and thus v is ¢-invariant. Denote by D the twisted crossed product of C by ¢ with
respect to the twist induced by v. By Theorem 2.4 in [32], the crossed product C », Z

is isomorphic to the induced algebra Indq(rnzz)l (D). By compactness of T, this induced
algebra is isomorphic to C(T, D). In particular,

(44) E;K()(C Xo Z);KI(C Xo Z);K()(D)@KI(D)

We proceed to compute the K-theory of D. Set X = K (¢*(Z)). By Theorem 3.4 in
[33], there is an automorphism ¢, of C ® K whose crossed product is isomorphic to
D (this is the so-called Packer-Raeburn stabilization trick). An explicit formula for ¢,
is given at the beginning of the proof on page 301 (see Equation (3.1)), which shows
that we can choose ¢, to be unitarily equivalent to ¢ ® idx (see also the top line on
page 302). It follows that D is isomorphic to (C ® X) x4gida, Z = (C %y Z) ® X, and
thus has the same K-groups as C x,, Z. That is, Ko(D) = K;(D) = E.
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Combining the above with (4.4), we deduce that E = E @ E. This is, however, not
the case: the largest divisible subgroup of E is Q?, while the largest divisible subgroup
of E ® E is Q*. This contradiction shows that ¢ is aperiodic, proving the claim.

Set B = C %, Zand 8 = ¢: T — Aut(B). Then f3 has the Rokhlin property by Propo-
sition 2.8, since ¢ is approximately representable. Moreover, B is unital, separable,
nuclear, satisfies the UCT, and is simple since ¢ is aperiodic. Set A =B ® O, and
o = f®ide,.. Then A is a unital Kirchberg algebra satistying the UCT, and « has the
Rokhlin property. Note that

A% = (Cxy Z)P ® 0o = C® Oc,

and thus A® is the unique unital Kirchberg algebra satistying the UCT with K-theory
given by Ko (A%) = Kj(A%) 2 K, with unit class ko.

We now wish to realize A in a different way as a crossed product by an approxi-
mately representable automorphism, in such a way such that the associated Pimsner—
Voiculescu exact sequence splits into two copies of the trivial extension of K by itself.

Let yo € Aut(O ) be an aperiodic, approximately representable automorphism of
Ow (see, for example, Proposition 3.3 in [11]). Set y = id4« ® Wo, which we identify
with an aperiodic, approximately representable automorphism of A*. Since K; (0o ) =
0, both classes 1o (o) and 11, () are trivial. It follows that the same is true for 770 () =
m(y) = 0 in Ext(K, K). The crossed product A* x,, Z is therefore a unital Kirchberg
algebra satisfying the UCT with both K-groups isomorphic to E, and unit class e.
It follows from the classification of Kirchberg algebras (specifically Theorem 4.2.4 in
[35]) that there is an isomorphism A = A% x, Z. Denote by y: T — Aut(A) the action
that ¥ induces on A via this identification. Then y has the Rokhlin property because
v is approximately representable. Moreover,

AV = (A%, Z)V = A%

It follows that KT (A, «) = K (A,y) as groups (in fact, « and y have isomorphic
crossed products and fixed point algebras). This group isomorphism is automatically
an isomorphism of R(T)-modules, since the action of R(T) = Z[x,x '] on KT is
determined by the dual automorphism, which for Rokhlin actions is approximately
inner (by Proposition 2.8) and hence trivial on K-theory.

We denote by 1*: A* — Aand 1”: A* — A the induced inclusions of A* into A as the
a- and y-fixed point algebras, respectively.

Claim: there is no KK"-equivalence (unital or otherwise) between (A,a) and
(A, ). This argument is in part similar to the one used in the proof of Theorem
4.6. Arguing by contradiction, let us assume that there is a KK -equivalence p €
KK"((A,a), (A,y)). Using the Baaj-Skandalis duality, we get a KK”-equivalence

px T e KK((Ax, T, @), (A, T,7)).

Since (A%, T, @) ~gxz (A% &) and (A %y T,9) ~xxz (A%, p) by Takai duality, we
identify p x T with a KK%-equivalence

ke KK”((A%, &), (A%, 7).
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Denote by F(x) € KK(A%, A*) the KK-equivalence that x induces under the for-
getful functor KKZ — KK. Similarly, we let F(x x Z) € KK(A, A) denote the KK-
equivalence that x x Z induces, which can be canonically identified with F(p). By
naturality of all the functors involved, there is a commutative diagram

a
Ly

(4.5) 0 —> K (A%) Ki(A) Ko(A%) —=0
\Ln* l(m«Z)* in*
0——s Kl(A“) 7 Kl(A) K()(Aa) E—— O,

*

where the vertical maps are all group isomorphisms. Note that the horizontal short
exact sequences are the Pimsner-Voiculescu sequences associated with & and y,
respectively, as in (4.2), and thus their Ext-classes are #;(&) and #;(y), respectively.
Moreover, & = ¢ ® idg_, and under the KK-equivalence C ~xx C ® O induced by
C ~kx O, the class #;(d&) corresponds to & Similarly, y is conjugate to idge ®
Yo € Aut(A% ® O ), which under the KK-equivalence A* ~xx A% ® O, induced by
C ~kx O, the class 11 (y) corresponds to #; (ida«) = 0.

Commutativity of (4.5) implies that £ = 0, which is a contradiction. We conclude
that a and y are not KK " -equivalent. In particular, « and y are not conjugate.

The above example shows an interesting phenomenon, worth putting into perspec-
tive. In Example 10.6 in [38], the authors construct two circle actions on commutative
C*-algebras with isomorphic K”-theory, which are not KK"-equivalent. In their
example, the underlying algebras are not even KK-equivalent, so the actions cannot
be KKT-equivalent. As informed to us by Schochet, there was until now no known
example of two circle actions on the same C*-algebra, with isomorphic fixed point
algebras and crossed products, all satisfying the UCT, and with isomorphic K" -theory,
that are not KK -equivalent. Our construction provides such an example.

Theorem 4.6 states that, for Rokhlin actions on UCT Kirchberg algebras, the class
Ext(a) defined in part (1) of Theorem 3.3 is a complete invariant up to conjugacy. It
is then natural to ask for a range result, namely, which Ext-classes arise from Rokhlin
actions on UCT Kirchberg algebras. In the next result, we show that the only possible
obstructions are the ones we obtained in Theorem 3.3, specifically that the extension
is pure.

Theorem 4.8 Let Ky and K, be abelian groups, let ko € Ko, and let £, € Ext(Ky, K1)
and &, € Ext(Ky, Ko) be extensions. The following are equivalent:

(a) Thereis a Rokhlin action a: T — Aut(A) on a unital UCT Kirchberg algebra A with
(Ext. (@), [La«]) = (€0, &1, ko) in the sense of Definition 4.5.
(b) &g and &, are pure.

Proof That (a) implies (b) follows from part (1) of Theorem 3.3. Assume that (b)
holds, and write ¢ and €&; explicitly as

(80) OH'KO&'GQAK]%O and (81) OHKll%lGlg'KO%O

https://doi.org/10.4153/50008414X25000112 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/S0008414X25000112

22 E. Gardella

For j=0,1, let (K](."))neN be an increasing sequence of finitely generated subgroups
of K; whose union equals K;. Without loss of generality, we assume that k belongs
to Ké”) for all n e N. Fix j=0,1. Since &; is pure, for every n € N there exists a
(necessarily finitely generated) subgroup K(fj) of G; such that 7; restricts to an
isomorphism I?l(f]) > Kl(_"J)

Let G](.") be the subgroup of G; generated by tj(KJ(.")) and Effj) We denote by 8;")
the restricted short exact sequence

(n) (n) (n) (n)
(8]. ) 0 K; G; Ky 0,

where the maps are the restrictions of the ones for €;. Fix n € N. Since &; is pure and

ng”) is finitely generated, it follows that 8;") is isomorphic to the trivial extension.
Thus there are isomorphisms

G" = k(M e k™ =G,
Under the above identifications, let
hEn):G](n) > K(()n) e91<1(n) o Kén+1) e9I<1(n+1) > G§n+1)

be the induced injective map.
Given n € N, let B,, be a UCT Kirchberg algebra satisfying

(Ko(Bo), Ki(B), [18]) = (K$, K, k).

Fix an aperiodic approximately representable automorphism @ of O..." Set B, =
B, ® O, and ¢, = idz ® @ € Aut(B,). Then ¢, is approximately representable and
aperiodic. Set A, = B, %, Zand let aM:T - Aut(A,) denote the dual action of ¢,,.
Then A, is a Kirchberg algebra satisfying the UCT by part (4) of Proposition 4.2, and
a(") has the Rokhlin property by Proposition 2.8. Since the K-theory of A,, is finitely
generated, it follows from part (3) of Theorem 3.3 that Ext, («(")) is isomorphic to the
trivial extension, and hence (Ext, (a(™), ko) = (8(()"), Ef”), ko).

Use Theorem 4.1.1 in [35] to find a unital homomorphism 5,1: B, = Bui inducing
the canonical inclusion

(Kén):Kl(n)>k0) o (Kén+l),K1(n+l),k0)

at thelevel of K-theory. Set 6, = 5,, ®ido,.: B, = Bni1,and note that 8, is equivariant
with respect to the automorphisms ¢, and ¢,+1. Let p,: (A, alm) 5 (A, alm)
be the unital equivariant homomorphism induced by 8, using duality.

Finally, we set (A, &) = lim(A,, p,, a(™). Then A is a Kirchberg algebra satisfying
the UCT, and « has the Rokhlin property by part (4) of Theorem 2.5 in [12]. Since
K;(pn) isidentified with h;”): G](.") - G](.”H) ,it follows that p,, induces an embedding

30ne can take @ to be oy for any t # 0 in Theorem 1.1 of [3]. Indeed, the comments immediately
after the statement show that all a; are approximately representable, and the fact that «;, for t # 0, is
aperiodic, is a well-known consequence of the fact that the flow « has the Rokhlin property.
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85") - EE"H). Since the direct limit of (8;"), p,,)neN isisomorphic to € j, we conclude
that (Ext.(a),[1a«]) = (€0, &1, ko), as desired. ]

The following consequence of Theorems 4.6 and 4.8 will be needed later.

Corollary 4.9 Up to conjugacy, there exists a unique circle action on O, with the
Rokhlin property.

We turn to Theorems F of the introduction, relating Rokhlin actions on arbitrary
C* -algebras with Rokhlin actions on Kirchberg algebras. We will need to consider a
specific automorphism of O,; its explicit description will be crucial in the proof of
Theorem 4.15.

Notation 4.10 For every n > 1, let u, € M, = B(£*({0,...,n—1})) be the unitary
given by u,(8;) = 8ju1 for j=0,...,n—1, where the subscripts are taken modulo
n. (In particular, u; =1€ C.) Let p,: M,, > Oy be a unital homomorphism. Fix an
isomorphism £: Q5o Oy = Oy, and let ¥ € Aut(O,) be the automorphism satisfying
Yor=roQ;o Ad(pn(u,)). One can check with elementary methods that ¥V is
aperiodic.

There exist by now a few equivariant O,-embedding results; see, for example,
Proposition 5.3 in [42] or Theorem 4.8 in [7]. We need a more precise version of this
embedding result in order to use it in the proof of Theorem 4.15, so we prove it next.

Proposition 4.11 Let B be a unital, separable, exact C*-algebra, and let ¢ € Aut(B) be
an approximately inner automorphism. Then there exist a unitary v € O, and a unital,
equivariant embedding (B, ¢) — (05, Ad(v) o ¥).

Moreover, the unitary v can be chosen so that there is a unital, equivariant embedding
(03,ido,) = (02, Ad(v) 0 ¥).

Proof Fixaunitalembedding 8: B — O,. Denote by 7: £%°(0;) — (02 ) the canon-
ical quotient map. Let (u,) ey be any sequence of unitaries in B satisfying ¢(b) =
lim Ad(u,)(b) forallb € B,and setz = 71((6(tn) ) nenv) € (O2)oo. Then the unitary z
n—oo

satisfies (b) = z6(b)z" forall b € B. By the universal property of the crossed product,
there exists a unital embedding ®: B x, Z — (02)co-

We will show that @ lifts to a unital completely positive map B x, Z — £°°(0,)
which agrees with 6 on the canonical copy of B. Denote by u € B x, Z the canonical
unitary implementing ¢ For n € N, let ¢,,: B x, Z - M, (B) and y,,: M,,(B) = B x,
Z be the unital completely positive maps given as follows:

n-1
> (/’7k(b)ek,k_j, ifo<j<n
=y

) X 1 iy
¢n(bu) = ]+Zn:_l (P_k(b)ek k—jp if —n<j<O0 and yn(b@ej) = Z(Pk(a)uk "
k=0 ’ B
0, otherwise,

One readily checks that v, (¢,(bv/)) = %jbvj if |j| < n, and 0 otherwise. In partic-
ular, ¥, o ¢, converges pointwise in norm to idg,z, and thus ® o y,, o ¢, converges
pointwise in norm to @. Since B x,, Z is separable, it follows from Theorem 6 in [2]
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that the set of maps B x, Z — (03 ) which have unital completely positive lifts into
£%°(0,) is closed in the point-norm topology. In particular, it suffices to show that for
every n € N, the map @ o y,, o ¢, has a unital completely positive lift which extends 6.

Using nuclearity of M, let p,,: M,, = £°°(O,) be any unital completely positive lift
of the composition

x—>xQlp Vn

M, M, (B) BxyZ —2> (02)e.

Let pp: M, (B) — £°°(0O,) be the linear map determined by

pa(b®ejx) = Pule;,;)20(b)pn (e i)

forallb e Band j,k =0,...,n — L. Then p, is unital. We claim that p,, is positive. Since
apositive element in M, (B) is the sum of n elements of the form Zﬁl:o bibi ® e for
some by, ..., b,_; € B, it suffices to show that p,, preserves positivity of such elements.
Given by, ..., b,_; € B, set

n-1 n-1
b= kz bibi®eji € My(B) and x =Y 0(b;)pu(ej;)"* € £7(0,).
j,k=0 j=0

Then p,(b) = x*x > 0, as desired. It follows that p, is positive, and one shows in a
similar way that it is completely positive.

Note that o p, = © o y,, and this p, o ¢, is a lift for ® o y,, o ¢, which agrees
with 6 on the canonical copy of B. Thus there exists a unital completely positive lift
for ® which extends 6.

Using Lemma 2.2 in [20], find a unital embedding o:B x, Z — O, satisfying
a(b) =6(b) for all b e B, and set w = o(u). Consider the following embeddings,
where the first one is the restriction of o to B:

(B, 9) = (03, Ad(w)) = (02 ® 05, Ad(w) ® ¥).

Note that Ad(w) is unitarily equivalent to ide,, and that ido, ® ¥ is conjugate to V.
It follows that Ad(w) ® ¥ is unitarily equivalent to idg, ® ¥ of O, = O, ® O,. Since
idp, ® V¥ is conjugate to ¥, and thus there is a unital, equivariant embedding (B, ¢) —
(02,Ad(v) o ¥) for some unitary v € O,.

Since (0,,idp,) embeds unitally into (O,,¥), it follows that is also embeds
unitally into (O, ® O, Ad(w) ® V). Thus the last part of the statement also follows
from the construction above. ]

As a byproduct of the proposition above, we can easily deduce a T-equivariant
version of Kirchberg’s O,-embedding theorem. It should be pointed out that there
are other ways of proving this which even apply to all compact groups (see Remark
4.13). We thus do not claim the corollary below to be really new, or as general as it
could possibly be.

Corollary 4.12  Let A be a unital, separable, exact C*-algebra, and let a: T — Aut(A)
be an action with the Rokhlin property. Denote by y: T — Aut(O,) the unique action
with the Rokhlin property (see Corollary 4.9). Then there exists a unital, equivariant
embedding (A, ) = (O2,7).
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Proof Note that A* is unital, separable and exact, and that the predual automor-
phism & € Aut(A*) is approximately inner by Proposition 2.8. Use Proposition 4.11 to
find a unitary v € O, and a unital embedding

(4.7 1 (A% &) = (0y,Ad(v) 0 ¥).

Set® = Ad(u) o V. Since V¥ is aperiodic, the same is true for @. It follows from parts
(3) and (4) of Proposition 4.2 that O, x¢ Z is a Kirchberg algebra satisfying the UCT,
and it has trivial K-theory by the Pimsner—Voiculescu exact sequence. Thus O, x¢ Zis
isomorphic to O,. Moreover, since ¥ is approximately representable by construction,
the same is true for ®. By Proposition 2.8, it follows that the dual action ® has the
Rokhlin property, and thus ® is conjugate to y by Corollary 4.9.

Applying crossed products to (4.7), and identifying (A% x4 Z, &) with (A, a) (see
Theorem 2.3), and identifying (O, xg Z, ®) with (O, y) as in the paragraph above,
we obtain a unital homomorphism 7: (4, &) — (O3, y). Finally, T'is injective because
so is 1 and Z is amenable. ]

Remark 4.13 'We point out that it is possible to give a simpler proof of Corollary 4.12
which avoids Proposition 4.11, by applying Lemma 4.7 in [I] to any embedding A —
O,. This argument even has the advantage of working for arbitrary compact groups.
We have taken a more indirect approach because Corollary 4.12 by itself is not enough
to prove Theorem 4.15, and in its proof we will need to use Proposition 4.11 instead.

Recall that a homomorphism 7: A — Bis said to be full if for every a € Awitha # 0,
the ideal in B generated by 7(a) isall of B. If ¢ € Aut(A) and v € Aut(B) satisfy y o 7 =
7 o ¢, then the T-equivarianthomomorphism 7: A », Z — B x, Z induced by  is full
if and only if so is .

The following easy observation will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.15.

Remark 4.14 If (A, 7y ) nen is an inductive system and 7, is full for every n e N,
then li_II)l(An, 7T, ) is simple.

We are ready to show that every Rokhlin action on a separable, nuclear C*-algebra
is KK"-equivalent to a Rokhlin action on a Kirchberg algebra. Our proof roughly
follows arguments of Kirchberg, specifically as in Chapter 11 of [19]. However, we need
to make the choices carefully and perform some computations in equivariant KK" -
theory using the continuous Rokhlin property from [11], in order to guarantee that the
resulting action on the Kirchberg algebra has the Rokhlin property. (We do not seem
to be able to guarantee this using the Cuntz-Pimsner construction from Theorem 2.1
in [27].)

Theorem 4.15 Let A be a separable, nuclear unital C*-algebra, and let a: T — Aut(A)
be an action with the Rokhlin property. Then there exist a unital Kirchberg algebra D and
a circle action 6: T — Aut(D) with the Rokhlin property, such that (A, a) ~ggr (D, 6)
unitally.

Proof Let v € O, be a unitary as in the conclusion of Corollary 4.12, and set ® =
Ad(v) o V. Fix unital embeddings

T: (Oz,idoz) ind (Oz,(D) and p: (A“,éc) ind (Oz,cD)
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We prove the theorem in two steps. First, assume that there is a unital equivariant
embedding 0: (O, @) - (A%, &). Let 51,5 € O, be the canonical generating isome-
tries, and note that 7(s;) and 7(s;) are ®-invariant. Set t; = o(7(s;)) for j=1,2.
Then t; is an isometry, &(t;) = t;, and it + t,t; = 1. Define a unital equivariant map
m (A% &) - (A% &) by

n(a) = ho(p(a))ty + trat;

for all a € A*. Then 7 is full. Indeed, if a € A*\{0}, then p(a) # 0 and thus pure
infiniteness of O, implies that there exist x, y € O, with xp(a)y = 1o,. Then

o(x)m(a)t0(y) = o (xp(a)y) =1,
and thus 77(a) generates A* as an ideal, as desired.

Claim 1 We have KK%(n) = KK%(id« ). By Theorem F in the introduction of [11]
(see also Corollary 3.10 there), the action y: T — Aut(O,) has the continuous Rokhlin
property, and thus it is unitally KK " -equivalent to (C(T) ® 0y, LE® idoz) by Theorem
C of [11]. By Baaj-Skandalis duality, and since the dual of y is KKZ-equivalent to ®, we
deduce that (O, @) is KKZ-equivalent to (02,1do, ). Thus

KK”((A%, &),(0,,@)) =0.

Since g op factors through (O, ®), it must be KK%-trivial. We conclude that
KKZ(m) = KK%(id ge). ]

We deduce from the claim above that 7 is a KK”%-equivalence, and that 7 is a
KK"-equivalence. Set (Cy, 0) = lim ((A"‘, &), n). Then C, is simple because 7 is full
(see Remark 4.14), and it is nuclear, unital and separable because so is A*. Denote by
IT: (A%, &) — (Cy, 6y) the canonical equivariant map into the limit.

Claim 2 Tl is a KK%-equivalence. (This is not immediate from Claim 1, since KK” is
not a continuous functor.) By the second paragraph on page 287 of [29], it suffices to
show that the class F(I1) € KK(A%, Cy) that I1 induces under the forgetful functor F,
is a KK-equivalence. This is contained in Kirchberg’s proof (specifically Sections 11.2 and
11.3 in [19]) there), so the claim follows.

Set (C,0) =(C® 0,0 ®ide_ ). Then C is a unital Kirchberg algebra, and
(C,0) ~kxz (A%, &) unitally, since (Ow,ido.. ) ~xxz (C,idc) unitally.

Claim 3 0 is aperiodic and approximately representable. It suffices to prove the
claim for 8. Since (Co,00) is the direct limit of (A%, &) and & is approximately
representable, it follows that so is 0. Note that there is an isomorphism Cy = li_r)n(A, 7).
Let : (A, &) — (A, «) be the map induced by n. Then T is full, because so is 7. It
therefore follows from Remark 4.14 that Cy is simple. By part (1) of Proposition 4.2, we
deduce that 0, is aperiodic.

Set D= CxgZ and & = 0. Since C is a Kirchberg algebra and 0 is aperiodic, it
follows from part (3) of Proposition 4.2 that D is a unital Kirchberg algebra. Moreover,
0 has the Rokhlin property by Proposition 2.8, since 8 is approximately representable
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by Claim 3. Finally, by Claim 2, the equivariant map T ®ide_ is a unital KKZ-
equivalent (A%, &) ~xxz (C, 0). By taking crossed products, we obtain a unital KK -
equivalence (A, a) ~gxr (D, 8). This proves the theorem in the case that there is a
unital equivariant embedding o: (O, ®) - (A%, &).

We turn to the general case. Let 0% be the unique unital UCT Kirchberg algebra
which is KK-equivalent to O, and whose class of the unit is zero.

Claim 4  There exists an automorphism y € Aut(Oo ) which leaves a copy of oY
invariant, and such that with ¢ € Aut(Ogg)) denoting its restriction, ¢ is aperiodic and
admits and a unital equivariant embedding 1: (O,, @) - ((922), ¢). Fix an injective
homomorphism v: 0y — O, and set p =1o_ — v(1), which is a projection in Q.
Adopt the notation of Notation 4.10, in particular, we will use the unital homomorphisms
Pn: M, — O, and the permutation unitaries u, € M,,. Forn e N, setw, = v(p,(u,)) +
p, which is aunitary in O o,. Consider the automorphism ¥ = Qo Ad(w,) of @521 O o,
and note that the restriction of ¥ to the invariant subalgebra ®:>,v(0,) can be
identified with ®;>, Ad(p,(un)). Fix an isomorphism %: Qe Oco = Oco, and let
u: 03 = O be the following composition:

i ®8

v

n=1

®%, 00— Oe.

0, % ®;,“;1 0,

Set w=u(v) and y =Ko Ad(w) oy oK' € Aut(Oy). Set e = u(1), which is a pro-
jection in O, satisfying y(e) = e and [e] =0 in Ko(Ou ) 2 Z. In particular, there is
an injective homomorphism j: 0% — O, whose image is e o e. Note that y leaves the
image of j invariant. Then u(v) is a unitary in eO oo e, and we let ¢ € Aut(Ogg)) be given
by o =jloyoj Let :O0; > 0 be the unital homomorphism given by 1 = j™' o .
One readily checks that ¢ and 1 satisfy the conditions in the claim.

Claim 5 Any automorphism ¢ € Aut(Ogg)) satisfying the conclusion of Claim 4 sat-
isfles (oﬁf,’), ¢) ~xxz (C,idc). Note that there are unital, equivariant homomorphisms
(OS,S), ¢) = (O, ¥) and (C,idc) = (Oco, ¥). Both of these are KK -equivalences, and
thus they are KK”-equivalences by the second paragraph on page 287 of [29].

Letgpe Aut(O(og)) be as in the conclusion of Claim 4. Then clearly there is a unital
equivariant embedding of (O, @) into (A* ® 0V & ¢). Using the first part of
this proof, let §op: T — Aut(Dy) be an action with the Rokhlin property on a unital
Kirchberg algebra Dy such that (Dy, 8y) is KK"-equivalent to the dual system of
(A*® 09 e ). Said dual system is KK"-equivalent to (A, &) by Claim 5, and
thus there is a KK -equivalence 17 € KK” ((A, &), (Do, 8p) ). Since 8 has the Rokhlin
property, by Corollary 2.5 there is a canonical isomorphism Ko (Dg x4, T) = Ko(D{?).
Combining this with the natural group isomorphism Kj (Dy, ) = Ko(Dg x5, T)
given by Julg’s theorem, it follows that there is a natural identification Kj (Dg, &y) =
Ko (Dg" ). Since Dg" is a Kirchberg algebra by part (3) of Proposition 4.2, any element
of its Ko-group can be realized by a projection in DJ°. It follows that there exists
a projection g € DJ° such that [14] x 7 = [q] in Kg (Do, ). Set D = gDoq and let
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0: T — Aut(D) denote the restriction of § to D. Then D is a unital Kirchberg algebra,
and § has the Rokhlin property by part (3) of Theorem 2.5 in [12]. Finally, it is clear
that # implements a unital KK -equivalence (A, &) ~ggr (D, §), as desired.
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