arXiv:2103.13277v1 [math-ph] 24 Mar 2021

THE BULK–DISLOCATION CORRESPONDENCE FOR WEAK TOPOLOGICAL INSULATORS ON SCREW–DISLOCATED LATTICES

YOSUKE KUBOTA

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Shinshu University 3-1-1 Asahi, Matsumoto, Nagano, 390-8621, Japan and RIKEN iTHEMS 2-1 Hirosawa, Wako, Saitama, 351-0198, Japan

Abstract. A weak topological insulator in dimension 3 is known to have a topologically protected gapless mode along the screw dislocation. In this paper we formulate and prove this fact with the language of C*-algebra K-theory. The proof is based on the coarse index theory of the helical surface.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. A mathematical formulation 3 3. Proof of the main theorem 7 4. Miscellaneous remarks 11 Appendix A. Proof of the lifting lemma 14 References 16

1. Introduction

The bulk-boundary correspondence is one of the fundamental issues in the theory of topological insulators. This principle states that a topological nature of a quantum system at the bulk ensures the existence of topologically protected boundary states of the same system to which a boundary is inserted. There are several theoretical frameworks demonstrating the bulk-boundary correspondence physically or mathematically. This paper deals with the one based on functional analysis and operator algebra, in which the bulk-boundary correspondence is understood as the boundary map of C*-algebra K-theory. For the researches in this direction, we refer the readers to e.g. [BvS94, KRS02, PS16, BKR17, Kub17].

The aim of this paper is to prove the bulk-dislocation correspondence in this functional analytic setup. In short, this principle states that the topology of a 3-dimensional Hamiltonian ensures the existence of topologically protected states localized at a screw dislocation. More specifically, a weak topological

E-mail address: ykubota@shinshu-u.ac.jp. Date: March 28, 2021. 1

insulator in the xy-direction has a localized state along a screw dislocation at the z-axis. This phenomenon is already discovered in the literature of physics such as Ran–Zhang–Vishwanath [RZV09], Teo–Kane [TK10] and Imura–Takane– Tanaka [ITT11]. There is also a mathematical approach to this problem by Hannabuss–Mathai–Thiang [HMT16, Section 6], in which the K-theory of the C*- algebra of Heisenberg groups are studied through the noncommutative T-duality. This approach shares a mathematical basis with ours but we deal with a different C*-algebra.

In a functional analytic formulation we are working in, a quantum system is characterized by its Hamiltonian operator. Under the 1-particle and tight-binding approximations, it is a bounded operator acting on the Hilbert space of lattices ℓ^2(Z^d; C^N ), where d is the space dimension and N is the internal degree of freedom. We assume that H is insulated, i.e., has a spectral gap at the Fermi energy (which is often assumed to be 0). If we additionally assume that H is of short-range and translation invariant, it is a self-adjoint invertible element in the C*-algebra C^∗_r (Z^d) ⊗ M_N , where C^∗_r (Z^d) is the group C*-algebra of the abelian group Z^d. Such an operator is topologically classified by the K_0-group of C^∗_r (Z^d). The corresponding boundary Hamiltonian lies in the C*-algebra T ⊗ C^∗_r (Z^{d−1}), where T denotes the Toeplitz algebra. The bulk-boundary correspondence is understood as the boundary map of the following Toeplitz exact sequence

0 → K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z^{d−1}) → T ⊗ C^∗_r (Z^{d−1}) → C^∗_r (Z^d) → 0.

Indeed, the image of [H] ∈ K_0(C^∗_r (Z^d)) describes topologically protected boundary states of the corresponding boundary Hamiltonian.

Our formulation of the bulk-dislocation correspondence is given in a similar fashion. We define a C*-algebra exact sequence of the form

0 → K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) → A_z → C^∗_r (Z^3) → 0,

where A_z is the C*-algebra of observables on the dislocated lattice (a precise definition is given in (2.5)). Then the boundary map of C*-algebra K-theory sends a gapped phase without dislocation [H] ∈ K_0(C^∗_r (Z^3)) to the K_{−1}-element describing the topologically protected dislocation state. The main theorem of this paper, Theorem 2.8, determines this homomorphism. Indeed, it turns out to send the 2-dimensional Bott generator β_{xy} in the xy-direction to the generator of K_1(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) and other Bott generators to zero.

The proof of our main theorem is based on the coarse geometry of the helical surface. As is discussed in Subsection 3.1, the bulk–dislocation correspondence is thought of as a bulk-boundary correspondence for Hamiltonians on the helical surface. This identification is given in a ‘large-scale’ way, which matches with the philosophy of coarse geometry. In particular, the key technical lemmas for the proof, Lemma 3.2, relies on a relatively new technique to lift a finite propagation operator on the covering space, which is originally given in [GWY08]. A remarkable point is that the proof is parallel to the author’s study on the codimension 2 transfer map in higher index theory [KS20, Kub21], which is motivated from differential topology of manifolds. Indeed, the simplest case of this codimension 2 transfer map, a map from the C*-algebra K-theory of the group C*-algebra of Z^2 to that of the trivial group, is the same thing as the proof of the bulk-dislocation correspondence given in this paper. A detail is discussed in Subsection 4.5.

This paper is organized as following. In Section 2, we give an operator-algebraic setup of the bulk-dislocation correspondence and state the main theorem. In Section 3, we give a heuristic discussion introducing the strategy of the proof, summarize the foundation of coarse index theory, and give a proof of the main theorem. In Section 4, we list remarks on our main theorem, including several generalizations. In Appendix A, we give a proof of the key lemma of this paper, originally given in [Kub21], specified to our setting.

Acknowledgement. This work was supported by RIKEN iTHEMS and JSPS KAK- ENHI Grant Numbers 19K14544, JPMJCR19T2, 17H06461.

2. A mathematical formulation

We start with formulating the problem with the language of functional analysis and C*-algebra. We define the C*-algebra of quantum mechanical observables on the lattice possessing the screw dislocation along the Burgers vector z := (0, 0, 1) ∈ Z^3. The general case, i.e., the case that the Burgers vector is an arbitrary lattice vector, is discussed later in Subsection 4.1.

Let X := R^2 , let X_0 := X \ {(0, 0)} and let ~X_0 be the universal covering of X_0. This is a Z-Galois covering, and hence is equipped with a free and proper Z-action. We choose (1, 0) as the basepoint and represent a point in ~X_0 by the homotopy class [γ] of smooth paths γ(t) = (x(t), y(t)): [0, 1] → X_0 starting from (1, 0). We embed ~X_0 into R^3 in a Z-equivariant way, where the Z-action on R^3 is the shift by 1 in the z-direction, as

ι_z : ~X → R^3 , ι([γ]) = ( x(1), y(1), ∫ γ γ^∗dθ ) , where dθ = (xdy − ydx)/(x^2 + y^2) is a 1-form on X_0. The image ι_z( ~X_0), denoted by ~X_{z,0} hereafter, is the helical surface embedded in R^3 . We define the dislocated lattice X_{z,0} as a lattice of ~X_{z,0}, that is,

X_{z,0} := ~X_0 ∩ (Z × Z × R) = {( x, y, z + arctan(y/x) 2π ) | (x, y, z) ∈ (Z^2 \ {0, 0}) × Z } . Set X_z := X_{z,0} ∪ ({0} × {0} × Z). This set is thought of as the configuration of atoms of a screw-dislocated 3-dimensional material. The (1-particle tight-binding) Hamiltonian operator is a bounded operator in B (ℓ^2 (X_z ; C^N )).

For v ∈ Z^2 × R, let [v] stand for the vector in X_z which is nearest to v (if there are two such vectors, then [v] stands for the one whose z-coordinate is larger). Note that v and [v] shares the (x, y)-coordinate. We use this notation to define three unitary operators ~S_x, ~S_y, ~S_z on ℓ^2(X_z) as ~S_xδ_v := δ_{[v+x]}, ~S_yδ_v := δ_{[v+y]}, ~S_zδ_v := δ_{v+z}, (2.1)

where x := (1, 0, 0) and y := (0, 1, 0). They are regarded as the dislocated lattice translation in the x, y, z-directions respectively. For a convenience of calculations, we identify these operators with an operator on the non-dislocated lattice Z^3 through the unitary Φ_z : ℓ^2(Z^3) → ℓ^2(X_z ) determined by Φ_z(δ_v) := δ_{[v]}.

Lemma 2.2. Let ~S_x, ~S_y, ~S_z and Φ_z be as above. We write S_x, S_y, S_z for the lattice translation on ℓ^2(Z^3) in the x, y, z-directions. Then the following hold.

(1) We have Φ^∗_z ~S_xΦ_z = S_x, Φ^∗_z ~S_yΦ_z = S_y(1 − P + P S^∗_z ), Φ^∗_z ~S_zΦ_z = S_z, where P ∈ B (ℓ^2 (Z^3)) denotes the projection onto ℓ^2(Z_{<0} × {0} × Z)).

(2) We have [ ~S_x, ~S_z] = 0, [ ~S_y, ~S_z] = 0 and [ ~S_x, ~S_y] = Φ_z(S_xS_yp ⊗ 1)(1 − S^∗_z )Φ^∗_z, where p ∈ K (ℓ^2 (Z^2)) denotes the (rank one) projection onto ℓ^2({(−1, 0)}).

Proof. The claim (1) is obvious from the definition, and (2) follows from (1). □ Definition 2.3. We write A_z for the C*-subalgebra of B (ℓ^2 (X_z)) generated by ~S_x, ~S_y, ~S_z and the C*-subalgebra Φ_z(K (ℓ2 (Z2)) ⊗ C∗_r (Z))Φ∗_z.

There is an abstract characterization of the C*-algebra A_z. To this aim we introduce two standard terminologies in coarse geometry [Roe03], both of which will be used in Section 3 again.

(1) The support of an operator T ∈ B (ℓ^2 (X_z)) is defined as the support of the kernel function of T . In other words,

supp(T ) := {(v, w) ∈ X^2_z | p_vT p_w ≠ 0}, where p_v denotes the rank one projection onto ℓ^2({v}).

(2) An operator T ∈ B (ℓ^2 (X_z)) is of finite propagation if there is R > 0 such that supp(T ) is included to the R-neighborhood of the diagonal, in other words, p_vT p_w = 0 for any v, w ∈ X_z such that d(v, w) > R (the infimum of such R > 0 is called the propagation of T ).

We call an operator T ∈ B (ℓ^2 (X_z)) xy-translation invariant away from the z-axis if there is R > 0 such that the commutators [T, ~S_x], [T, ~S_y] are both supported in U_R × U_R, where U_R denotes the R-neighborhood of the z-axis in X_z. Lemma 2.4. The closure of the set of operators satisfying the conditions (1) of finite propagation, (2) xy-translation invariant away from the z-axis, and (3) translation invariant in the z-direction, i.e., [T, ~S_z] = 0, coincides with A_z.

Proof. A finite propagation operator T is decomposed into a finite sum T = ∑ l,m,n f_{l,m,n}(v) ~S^l_x ~S^m_y ~S^n_z , where each f_{l,m,n}(v) is a bounded function on X_z. Under this expression of T , the condition (3) is equivalent to f_{l,m,n} (v) = f_{l,m,n}(v+z) for all v ∈ X_z. Similarly, the condition (2) corresponds to f_{l,m,n}(v) = f_{l,m,n}([v + x]) = f_{l,m,n}([v + y]) for any v ∈ X_z \ U_R. This shows that there is f^∞_{l,m,n} ∈ C such that each f_{l,m,n}(v) − f^∞_{l,m,n} is supported in U_R, and hence T − ∑ l,m,n f ∞ l,m,n ~S l x ~Sm_y ~Sn_z is in the subalgebra Φ_z(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z))Φ^∗_z. This finishes the proof. □

It is easily verified from Lemma 2.2 (1) that the C*-subalgebra Φ_z(K (ℓ^2 (Z^2)) ⊗ C^∗_r (Z))Φ^∗_z is an ideal of A_z. For simplicity of notations, we write this ideal shortly as K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z). There is a ∗-homomorphism ϕ: A_z → C^∗_r (Z^3) determined by ϕ( ~S_x) = S_x, ϕ( ~S_y) = S_y and ϕ( ~S_z) = S_z, whose kernel is K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z). That is, there is an extension of C*-algebras

0 → K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) → A_z → C^∗_r (Z^3) → 0.

(2.5)

This induces the boundary map

∂ : K_0(C^∗_r (Z^3)) → K_1(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) ∼= K_1(C^∗_r (Z))

in C*-algebra K-theory.

The K-theory of the group C*-algebra C^∗_r (Z^3) is isomorphic to the topological K-theory of the 3-dimensional torus, and hence

K_n(C^∗_r (Z^3)) ∼= K_n ⊕(K_{n−1})^{⊕3} ⊕ (K_{n−2})^{⊕3} ⊕ K_{n−3},

(2.6)

where K_∗ := K_∗(C ) (which is isomorphic to the topological K-group K^{−∗}(pt)). Since K_0 ∼= Z and K_1 ∼= 0, and hence K_∗(C^∗_r Z^3) is generated by 8 elements β_∅, β_x, β_y , β_z, β_{xy}, β_{yz} , β_{zx}, β_{xyz} . That is, K_0(C^∗_r Z^3) ∼= Zβ_∅ ⊕ Zβ_{xy} ⊕ Zβ_{yz} ⊕ Zβ_{zx}, K_1(C^∗_r Z^3) ∼= Zβ_x ⊕ Zβ_y ⊕ Zβ_z ⊕ Zβ_{xyz}. Remark 2.7. In the theory of topological insulators, the Real K-theory plays an important role as well as the complex K-theory. The Real version of C*-algebra Ktheory is defined for C*-algebras equipped with a Real structure, i.e., an antilinear ∗-automorphic involution¯· : A → A. We impose the Real structure onto A_z induced from the complex conjugation on ℓ^2 (X_z). Note that this complex conjugation satisfy

~S_x = ~S_x, ~S_y = ~S_y, ~S_z = ~S_z.

Hence the quotient ∗-homomorphism A_z → C^∗_r (Z^3) preserves the Real structure if we impose the Real structure on C^∗_r (Z^3) determined by S_x = S_x, S_y = S_y, S_z = S_z. Through the Gelfand–Naimark duality, this Real C*-algebra is isomorphic to the continuous function algebra C(T^3) onto the 3-dimensional Brillouin torus, with the Real structure f̄(k) = f(−k) for any k ∈ T^3.

For a Real C*-algebra A, the Real K-theory KR_0(A) is defined as the group completion of the monoid of homotopy classes of conjugation-invariant projections in ⋃ n M_n (A). When A = C^∗_r Z^3 ∼= C(T^3) as above, the Real K-group KR_∗(C^∗_r (Z^3)) is isomorphic to the KR-group KR^{−∗}(T^3, τ), where τ(k) = −k. Hence it is isomorphic to the direct sum of 8 groups

KR_n(C^∗_r Z^3) ∼= KR_n ⊕(KR_{n−1})^{⊕3} ⊕ (KR_{n−2})^{⊕3} ⊕ KR_{n−3}

in the same way as (2.6). Each direct summand is generated by a single element β^n_∅ , β^{n−1}_x , β^{n−1}_y , β^{n−1}_z , β^{n−2}_{xy} , β^{n−2}_{yz} , β^{n−2}_{zx} and β^{n−3}_{xyz} respectively. Here the element β^l_• ∈ KR_l is a free generator if l ≡ 0, 4 mod 8, a 2-torsion element if l ≡ 1, 2 mod 8, and otherwise 0.

The goal of this paper is to determine the image of these generators by the boundary map ∂ associated to the exact sequence (2.5).

Theorem 2.8. The boundary map ∂ : K_∗(C^∗_r (Z^3)) → K_{∗−1}(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) associated to the extension (2.5) sends the Bott element β_{xy} in the xy-direction to the generator β of K_1(C^∗_r (Z)) and the other Bott generators to zero.

The essential part of this theorem is to determine ∂(β_{xy}). Before that, we prove the remainder.

Lemma 2.9. The boundary map ∂ sends β_∅, β_x, β_y, β_z, β_{yz} and β_{xz} to zero. Proof. Let i_{yz} : C^∗_r (Z^2) → C^∗_r (Z^3) denote the inclusion to the yz-component. As is seen in Lemma 2.2 (2), the unitaries ~S_y and ~S_z commute. Hence the map ĩ_{yz}(S_y) = ~S_y and ĩ_{yz} (S_z) = ~S_z gives rise to a ∗-homomorphism ĩ_{yz} : C^∗_r (Z^2) → A_z such that the diagram C^∗_r (Z^2) i_{yz} fflffl ĩ_{yz} —— 0 // K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) // A_z^ϕ // C^∗_r (Z^3) // 0 commutes. Therefore we get ∂(β_{yz} ) = ∂(i_{yz} (β)) = (∂ ∘ ϕ_∗)(ĩ_{yz} (β)) = 0, where ∂ ∘ ϕ_∗ = 0 comes from the C*-algebra K-theory long exact sequence. This discussion also shows that ∂β_∅ = 0, ∂β_y = 0 and ∂β_z = 0, because β_∅, β_y , β_z are all in the image of (ĩ_{yz} )_∗.

The claims ∂(β_{xz}) = 0 and ∂(β_x) = 0 are also proved in the same way. □ The claim ∂β_{xyz} = 0 is reduced to ∂β_{xy} = β in the following way. Let ι_{xy} : C^∗_r (Z^2) → C^∗_r (Z^3) denote the inclusion to the xy-component. Let B_z denote the pull-back of C^∗_r (Z^2) ⊂ C^∗_r (Z^3). Then there is an exact sequence 0 → K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) → B_z^ϕ−→ C^∗_r (Z^2) → 0.

(2.10) Lemma 2.11. Suppose that ∂β_{xy} = β ∈ K_{−1}(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) is verified. Then ∂β_{xyz} = 0 holds.

Proof. The map T ⊗ u^k → T ~S^k_z induces a ∗-homomorphism C^∗_r (Z) ⊗ B_z → A_z. This extends to a commutative diagram 0 // C^∗_r (Z) ⊗ (K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) // m fflffl C^∗_r (Z) ⊗ B_z // fflffl C^∗_r (Z) ⊗ C^∗_r (Z^2) // fflffl 0

0 // K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) // A_z // C^∗_r (Z^3) // 0, where the right vertical map is an isomorphism and the left vertical map m is identified, through the Gelfand-Naimark duality C^∗_r (Z) ∼= C(T), with the pullback with respect to the diagonal embedding T → T × T.

By the Künneth theorem [RS86], there is an isomorphism of the K-group of K_∗(A⊗C^∗_r (Z)) ∼= K_∗(A)⊗K_∗(C^∗_r (Z)) which is functorial and is compatible with the K-theory long exact sequence. Hence we get ∂(β ⊗ β_{xy}) = β ⊗ ∂β_{xy} = β ⊗ β.

This completes the proof as ∂(β_{xyz} ) = m_∗ ∘ ∂(β_{xy} ⊗ β) = m_∗(β ⊗ β) = 0. □ 3. Proof of the main theorem

In this section we give a proof of the essential part of our main theorem. Here we focus on complex K-theory, and show that the boundary map ∂ of the K-theory long exact sequence of (2.5) sends the Bott generator β_{xy} of the xy-component of K_0(C^∗_r (Z^3)) to the generator β of K_{−1}(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)). We remark that the proof given in this section also works for the corresponding result in Real K-theory. This point is discussed in Subsection 4.3.

3.1. Discussion. Before going to the formal proof, we shortly illustrate how the weak topology of a bulk Hamiltonian in the xy-direction induces a dislocationlocalized state along the z-axis. Let H be a Hamiltonian on the 2-dimensional standard lattice, which is of the form

H := ∑ (n,m)∈Z^2 A_{nm}S^n_x S^m_y ∈ M_N ⊗ C^∗_r (Z^2).

Here, each A_{nm} is an N × N matrix satisfying A^∗_{nm} = A_{mn}. It is usually assumed to be of short-range, i.e., the coefficient decays exponentially as ‖A_{nm}‖ ≤ C_1e^{−C2√n2+m2} for some C_1, C_2 > 0. For simplicity of the discussion, we impose a stronger assumption; the right hand side is a finite sum. This corresponds to the finite propagation condition given in page 4. Moreover, we assume that H has a spectral gap at the Fermi level μ = 0. This H, regarded as a 3-dimensional quantum observable with the same presentation through the inclusion of C*-algebras C^∗_r (Z^2) ⊂ C^∗_r (Z^3), gives a model of an xy-weak topological insulator of type A. As an actual operator acting on the Hilbert space ℓ^2(Z^3; C^N ), this H is the superposition of infinitely many layers of 2-dimensional Hamiltonians in the z-direction.

The corresponding Hamiltonian on the screw-dislocated lattice X_z is

H_z := ∑ A_{nm} ~S^n_x ~S^m_y . This is a lift of H ∈ C^∗(Z^2) ⊗ M_N to A_z ⊗ M_N with respect to the quotient ϕ in (2.10). Therefore, by definition of the boundary map in K-theory, the image of the boundary map ∂[H] ∈ K_∗(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) is represented by a unitary U_z := − exp[−πiχ(H_z)] ∈ (K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z))^+, where χ: R → [−1, 1] is a continuous function such that χ|_{(−∞,−ε]} ≡ −1 and χ|_{[ε,∞)} ≡ 1. This unitary extracts the spectrum of the dislocated Hamiltonian H_z inside the bulk spectral gap.

We consider replacing this H_z with another lift of H in A_z. Let ~X_{z,R} and X_{z,R} denote the complement of the R-neighborhood of the z-axis in ~X_{z,0} and X_z respectively. Let Π_R denote the projection onto ℓ^2(X_{z,R}; C^N ) ⊂ ℓ^2(X_z; C^N ). The operator H_{z,R} := Π_RH_zΠ_R + (1 − Π_R) ∈ A_z is also a lift of H since H_{z,R} −H_z ∈ K ⊗C^∗_r (Z). If R > 0 is sufficiently larger than the range of the Hamiltonian H, then the above H_{z,R} is regarded as an operator on a lattice X_{z,R} of the helical surface ~X_{z,R}. The helical surface ~X_{z,R} is a noncompact 2- dimensional manifold with boundary. The boundary ∂ ~X_{z,R} is a helix, and hence is

Figure 1. Edge current along the boundary of the helical surface

Z-equivariantly and quasi-isometrically homeomorphic to the real line R (on which Z acts as the shift by 1). Then the bulk-boundary correspondence for ~X_{z,R} will show that a non-trivial topology of H implies an edge current along the boundary helix.

In order to shape the discussion into a rigorous proof, there are two difficulties. One is that the helical surface no longer have the translation symmetry in the xydirection. Another is that the radius R > 0 of the boundary helix is chosen after the range of H is fixed, and hence there is no simultaneous construction which works for all finite range Hamiltonians. Both of these two problems are resolved by working in the framework of coarse index theory.

3.2. Coarse index theory. Here we enumerate a minimal list of the foundation of coarse geometry and coarse index theory used in the paper. For a more detail, we refer the reader to [Roe96, Roe03, HR00, WY20].

Let W be a locally compact metric space equipped with a free proper action of a discrete group Γ (the translation action of Z^2 in the xy-direction on X = R^2 and the translation action of Z in the z-direction on ~X_{z,R} are the examples of our interest). Let π : C_0(W ) → B (H) be a Γ-equivariant ∗-homomorphism which is ample, i.e., no non-zero function f ∈ C_0(W ) acts as a compact operator. When W is a Riemannian manifold, we choose as (π, H) the multiplication representation of C_0(W ) onto the L^2-space L^2(W ) with respect to the Γ-invariant volume form on W . When W is a discrete metric space, we choose as H the infinite direct sum ℓ^2(W )^{⊕∞} on which C_0(W ) acts by multiplication. We define the notion of support and propagation for an operator T ∈ B (L^2 (W )) in the same way as page 4 (for the precise definition, see e.g., [HR00, Definition 6.3.3]).

The invariant Roe algebra C^∗(W )^Γ is the closure of the ∗-algebra C [W ]^Γ of Γinvariant operators on H which are of finite propagation and locally compact, i.e., T f, fT ∈ K (H) for any f ∈ C_c(W ). When Γ is trivial, this C*-algebra is called the Roe algebra and written as C^∗(W ). Moreover, for a Γ-invariant subspace V ⊂ W , the ideal C^∗(V ⊂ W ) is defined as the closure of Γ-invariant, finite propagation, locally compact operators whose support is included to an R-neighborhood of V × V for some R > 0.

Let D^∗(W )^Γ denote the closure of the ∗-algebra D^∗_{alg}(W )^Γ of Γ-invariant bounded operators on L^2(W ) which are of finite propagation and quasi-local, i.e., the commutator [T, f] is a compact operator for any f ∈ C_c(W ). We also define the ideal D^∗(V ⊂ W )^Γ of D^∗(W )^Γ as the closure of the set of finite propagation quasi-local operators T such that T f, fT ∈ K (H) for any f ∈ C_0(W ) such that f|_V ≡ 0.

The inclusions C^∗(W )^Γ ⊂ D^∗(W )^Γ and C^∗(V ⊂ W ) ⊂ D^∗(V ⊂ W ) are ideals. We write Q^∗(W )^Γ and Q^∗(V ⊂ W )^Γ for the quotient D^∗(W )^Γ/C^∗(W )^Γ and D^∗(V ⊂ W )^Γ/C^∗(V ⊂ W )^Γ respectively.

Remark 3.1. Here we list some basic facts on the K-theory of these coarse C*- algebras which will be used in the proof of our main theorem.

(1) Let Γ acts on W cocompactly. By choosing a Borel subset U ⊂ W such that W = ⨆ g∈Γ g · U, the Hilbert space L^2(W ) is identified with ℓ^2(Γ) ⊗ L^2(U). This induces a ∗-isomorphism of C*-algebras C^∗(W )^Γ ∼= C^∗_r (Γ) ⊗ K (L^2 (U)) ([Roe96, Lemma 5.14]).

(2) For any Γ-invariant subspace V ⊂ W , the Roe algebras C^∗(V ⊂ W )^Γ and C^∗(V )^Γ have the same K-theory. Also, Q^∗(V ⊂ W )^Γ and Q^∗(V )^Γ have the same K-theory ([Sie12, Proposition 4.3.34]).

(3) When W is an even dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with a spin structure, the Dirac operator D determines a K-theory class [W ] ∈ K_1(Q^∗(W )^Γ) called the Dirac fundamental class. In the same way, if W is a free proper Γ-manifold with Γ-invariant boundary, the relative fundamental class [W, ∂W ] ∈ K_1(Q^∗(W )^Γ/Q^∗(∂W ⊂ W )^Γ) is defined.

(4) The boundary map

∂ : K_∗(Q^∗(W )^Γ/Q^∗(∂W ⊂ W )^Γ) → K_{∗−1}(Q^∗(∂W ⊂ W )^Γ)

sends [W, ∂W ] to the fundamental class [∂W ] of the boundary (this fact is known as the ‘boundary of Dirac is Dirac’ principle, see e.g., [HR00, Proposition 11.2.15]).

(5) The boundary map

∂ : K_1(Q^∗(W )^Γ) → K_0(C^∗(W )^Γ)

is called the equivariant coarse index map and denoted by Ind. When W = R^n and Γ = Z^n acting on W by the translation, then the equivariant coarse index is the same as the family index ([BCH94, Example 3.11]), and in particular sends the fundamental class [R^n ] ∈ K_1(Q^∗(R^n )^{Zn}) to the Bott generator of the top degree in K_0(C^∗(R^n )^{Zn}) ∼= K_0(C^∗_r (Z^n)) ∼= K^0(T^n).

3.3. Equivariant coarse geometry of helical surfaces. Here we apply the facts listed in the previous subsection to the Z-equivariant coarse geometry of the helical surface. The following lemma, which lift a finite propagation operator on X = R^2 to the covering space ~X_{z,R}, is a key ingredient of the proof of Theorem 2.8.

Lemma 3.2. There is a ∗-homomorphism

s: C^∗(X) → C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z,

which extends to

s: D^∗(X) → D^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/D^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z.

They induce a corresponding ∗-homomorphism between Q^∗ coarse C*-algebras. Moreover, the image s_∗[X] of the fundamental class of X is [ ~X_{z,1}, ∂ ~X_{z,1}].

A proof of this lemma is given in a more general geometric setting in [Kub21]. In Appendix A, we give a full proof which is specific to our setting. Here we only sketch the construction of s.

3.3. Let K be a bounded operator on L^2(X) with propagation less than R > 0. Moreover, we assume that K is represented by convolution with a kernel function k : X × X → C as Kξ(x) = ∫ X k(x, y)ξ(y)dy. The set of such operators is dense in C^∗(X). We define the function ~k_R : ~X_{z,R} × ~X_{z,R} → C as ~k_R(x̃, ỹ) = { k(π(x̃), π(ỹ)) if d(x̃, ỹ) < R, 0 otherwise,

(3.4)

where d denotes the metric on ~X_{z,R} induced from its Riemannian metric, and set ~K_Rξ(x̃) := ∫ ỹ∈ ~X_{z,R} ~k_R(x̃, ỹ)ξ(ỹ)dỹ. (3.5)

This ~K_R determines a bounded operator (this is a non-trivial part of the proof), which is locally compact and has propagation less than R. For 0 < R < S, the difference ~K_S − ~K_R is supported in the (S +R)-neighborhood of ∂ ~X_{z,1}, and hence lies in the ideal C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}). Therefore, s(K) := ~K_R gives rise to a welldefined linear map from a dense subalgebra of C^∗(X) to C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})Z. Note that it remains to prove that this s extends to C∗( ~X_{z,1})Z, in other words, s is a bounded linear map.

Next we relate this s with the extension (2.10). Let ψ_0 be an L^2-function on L^2(X) supported in the ε-neighborhood of 0. For v ∈ Z^2, let ψ_v(x) := ψ_0(x − v). Then the Hilbert subspace ⨁ C · ψ_v ⊂ L^2(X) is identified, as unitary representations of Z^2, with ℓ^2(Z^2). We write the unitary identifying these Hilbert spaces as V . Moreover, for each ṽ ∈ X_z, let ψ_ṽ denote the restriction of the pull-back π^∗ψ_v to the ε-neighborhood of ṽ. Then the Hilbert subspace ⨁ C · ψ_ṽ ⊂ L^2( ~X_{z,1}) is identified with ℓ^2(X_z) by a unitary, denoted by ~V . Now, by definition of s given in Lemma 3.2, we have

s(V S_xV^∗) = s ( ∑ v |ψ_{v+x}⟩⟨ψ_v| ) = ∑ ṽ |ψ_{[ṽ+x]}⟩⟨ψ_ṽ| = ~V ~S_x ~V^∗

modulo C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}). Similarly, we have s(V S_yV^∗) = ~V ~S_y ~V^∗ modulo C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}). They mean that Ad( ~V ) sends B_z to C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z and the diagram

0 // K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) //

Ad( ~V ) fflffl B_z //

Ad( ~V ) fflffl C^∗_r (Z^2) // s∘F ∘Ad(V ) fflffl 0

0 // C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z // C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z //^{C∗( ~Xz,1)Z}_{C∗(∂ ~Xz,1⊂ ~Xz,1)Z} // 0

commutes, where F : C^∗(X)^{Z2} → C^∗(X) denotes the inclusion. This induces the commutative diagram of K-theory

K_0(C^∗_r (Z^2))^∂ //

Ad(V ) fflffl K_{−1}(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z))

Ad( ~V ) fflffl K_0(C^∗(X)^{Z2})^{∂∘s∗∘F∗} // K_{−1}(C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z).

(3.6)

Moreover, by Remark 3.1 (1), the vertical maps in (3.6) are isomorphisms.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. By Lemma 3.2, we have the commutative diagram

K_1(Q^∗(X)^{Z2})^{F∗} // Ind fflffl

K_1(Q^∗(X))^{s∗} // Ind fflffl

K_1 (_{Q∗( ~Xz,1)Z} Q^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1}⊂ ~X)^Z_{z,1} )_∂ // Ind fflffl

K_0(Q^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1})^Z) Ind fflffl K_0(C^∗(X)^{Z2})^{F∗} // K_0(C^∗(X))^{s∗} // K_0 (_{C∗( ~Xz,1)Z} C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1}⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z )_∂ // K_{−1}(C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1})^Z).

By (3.6), it suffices to show the composition ∂ ∘ s_∗ ∘ F_∗ in the second row maps the Bott generator β_{xy} ∈ K_0(C^∗(X)^{Z2}) to β ∈ K_{−1}(C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1})^Z). This is checked as

(∂ ∘ s_∗ ∘ F_∗)(β_{xy} ) = (∂ ∘ s_∗ ⊗ F_∗ ∘ Ind)([X]) = (Ind ∘∂ ∘ s_∗ ⊗ F_∗)([X])

= (Ind ∘∂)[ ~X_{z,1}, ∂ ~X_{z,1}]

= Ind[∂ ~X_{z,1}] = β.

Here the first and the last equalities are due to Remark 3.1 (5), the third equality follows from Lemma 3.2 and the forth equality is the ‘boundary of Dirac is Dirac’ principle exposed in Remark 3.1 (4). □

4. Miscellaneous remarks

We finish the paper by a list of remarks.

4.1. General Burgers vector. Theorem 2.8 is generalized to a dislocated lattice with a general Burgers vector. Let us consider the Burgers vector b := (b_x, b_y, b_z) ∈ Z^3. We assume that b extends to a Z-basis {a, c, b} of Z^3, i.e., there is no b^′ ∈ Z^3 and k ∈ Z \ {1, 0, −1} such that kb^′ = b. Let T_b := (a c b) ∈ GL_3(Z), i.e., T_bx = a, T_by = c and T_bz = b. Then the dislocated lattice is defined as the discrete subset T_b · X_z ⊂ R^3 . We define the unitary Ψ_b : ℓ^2(X_z) → ℓ^2(X_b) as Ψ_b(δ_v) = δ_{Tbv}. We define the C*-algebra A_b as Ad(Ψ_b)(A_z), which is generated by three unitaries ~S_a := Ψ_b ~S_xΨ^∗_b, ~S_c := Ψ_b ~S_yΨ^∗_b, ~S_b := Ψ_b ~S_zΨ^∗_b and Ad(Ψ_b)(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)).

Then we have a commutative diagram of exact sequences

0 // K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) //

Ad(Ψ_b) fflffl A_z //

Ad(Ψ_b) fflffl

// C^∗_r (Z^3)

T_b fflffl

// 0

0 // K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) // A_b //// C^r(Z^3) // 0

which shows that the boundary map in K-theory with respect to the second raw is identified with the one given in Theorem 2.8 through T_b.

4.2. Translation invariance in the xy-direction. In Sections 2 and 3, we assume that the Hamiltonian H is translation invariant away from the line defect. Indeed, the proof of Theorem 2.8 shows that this assumption is not needed. Let us only assume that the Hamiltonian H ∈ B (ℓ^2 (Z^3)) is translation invariant in the z-direction. Let C^∗_u(|Z^3|)^Z denote the closure of the set of finite propagation operators on ℓ^2(Z^3) which is translation invariant in the z-direction (this C*-algebra is called the invariant uniform Roe algebra). Here |Z^3| stands for the lattice Z^3 regarded as a metric space. This is a subalgebra of the Roe algebra C^∗(|Z^3|). In [Kub17],

Type A AIII AI AIII AI BDI D DIII AII CII C CI K-group Z 0 Z 0 0 0 Z Z_2 Z_2 0 Z 0 Table 1. Strong invariants in dimension 2

the (possibly not translation invariant) topological phases is classified by the Ktheory of the Roe algebra. (More precisely, in [Kub17] two kinds of classifications are considered; K-theory of the uniform Roe algebra and that of the Roe algebra. The latter classification is more rough.) The invariant Roe algebra C^∗(|Z^3|)^Z is isomorphic to C^∗(|Z^2|) ⊗ C^∗_r (Z), where the right tensor component is generated by the unitary S_z. By the Künneth theorem, its K-theory is isomorphic to

K(C^∗(|Z^3|)^Z) ∼= K_{∗−2} ⊕ K_{∗−3} = Zβ_{xy} ⊕ Zβ_{xyz},

where β_{xy} and β_{xyz} are the image of the corresponding element with respect to the inclusion C^∗_r (Z^3) ⊂ C^∗(|Z^3|)^Z. Now the ∗-homomorphism s defined in Lemma 3.2 extends to

s̃: C^∗(|Z^3|)^Z ∼= C^∗(|Z^2|) ⊗ C^∗_r (Z) → C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z

as s̃(T ⊗ S^k_z ) := s(T ) ⊗ ~S^k_z . The induced map in K-theory

K_∗(C^∗(|Z^3|)^Z)^{s∗}−→ K_∗ ( C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z )_∂ −→ K_∗(C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z)

sends β_{xy} to β and β_{xyz} to zero.

4.3. Bulk-dislocation correspondence of topological insulators. Our proof of Theorem 2.8 is given without any use of particularity of the complex K-theory (indeed it relies only on the formal diagram chasing argument and fundamental facts of coarse index theory listed in Remark 3.1). Therefore the same proof also work for Real K-theory of C*-algebras. Namely, it is shown that the boundary map ∂ of the exact sequence (2.5) sends β^{n−2}_{xy} ∈ KR_n(C^∗_r (Z^3)) (cf. Remark 2.7) to β ∈ KR_{n−1}(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)), and other generators to zero.

This enables us to generalize the bulk-dislocation correspondence for topological insulators with one of the Altland–Zirnbauer 10-fold way symmetry [AZ97]. This is a class of symmetries generated by some of time-reversal symmetry T (antilinear unitary commuting with H), the particle-hole symmetry C (antilinear unitary anticommuting with H) and sublattice symmetry S (linear unitary anticommuting with H) with the relations T^2 = ±1, C^2 = ±1, S^2 = 1, S = CT . The set of self-adjoint invertible operators with the symmetry is classified by one of 2 complex and 8 Real K-groups of C^∗_r (Z^d) (for this, we use Van Daele’s description of Real Z_2-graded C*-algebra K-theory [Kel17] or, equivalently, a twisted equivariant K-theory [Kub16]).

We list in Table 1 the topological classification of 3-dimensional weak insulators in the xy-direction, which is the same as the classification of 2-dimensional strong topological insulators. There exists non-trivial bulk-dislocation correspondence for type A, AI, D, DIII, AII, C topological insulators. In the literature of physics, this is already discovered by Teo–Kane [TK10].

4.4. Quantum Hall effect along the dislocation. Here we discuss a consequence of Theorem 2.8 in the case of type A topological insulator. Let H be a 3-dimensional type A topological insulator. Parallel to the case of bulk-edge correspondence of integer quantum Hall effect, the topology of the bulk Hamiltonian H induces the Hall conductivity along the line defect. Following [KRS02, Equation (24)], the Hall conductance along the dislocation would be calculated as

σ_{screw} = e^2 h · ( − lim_{Δ→{μ}} 1 |Δ| ∫ T Tr( ~P_Δ(k)(∂_{kz} ~H)(k))dk ) , where Tr is the (unbounded) trace on the compact operator algebra K , ~P_Δ is the spectral projection of ~H_z with respect to the interval Δ, and the integral is taken through the identification C^∗_r (Z) ∼= C(T). Note that, since the operators ~P_Δ and ~H are Z-invariant in the z-direction, the Fourier transform in the z-direction identifies them with the corresponding operator-valued functions on T. As is shown in [KRS02, Theorem 1], this value coincides with ∂[ ~H_z] through the identification K_1(K ⊗ C^∗_r (Z)) ∼= Z given by a cyclic 1-cocycle on C^∗_r (Z).

Theorem 2.8 shows that σ_{screw} coincides with the weak Chern number in the xy-direction of the bulk Hamiltonian H, which is calculated as by the Chern-Weil theory as

σ^{xy}_{bulk} = e^2 h · (2πi) · ∫ T^2×{0} tr(P [∂_{kx} P, ∂_{ky} P ])dk_xdk_y, where tr denotes the trace on M_N and P denotes the spectral projection of H (regarded as a matrix-valued function on T^3 through the isomorphism C^∗_r (Z^3) ∼= C(T^3)) corresponding to the negative eigenvalues. The right hand side is analogous to the TKNN formula in dimension 2.

4.5. Relation to the codimension 2 transfer map. The proof of Theorem 2.8 given in this paper is originated from the C*-algebraic codimension 2 transfer map in higher index theory introduced in [KS20, Kub21]. Let M be a manifold and let N be its codimension 2 submanifold such that π_1(N) → π_1(M) is injective, π_2(N) → π_2(M) is surjective, and the normal bundle of N is trivial. Set Γ := π_1(M) and π := π_1(N). In [KS20, Theorem 1.1], a group homomorphism

τ_σ : K_∗(C^∗Γ) → K_{∗−2}(C^∗π)

is constructed (the notation τ_σ is introduced in [Kub21]). This homomorphism τ_σ satisfies τ_σ(α_Γ(M)) = α_π(N). Here, for a closed spin manifold M, α_Γ(M) denotes the higher index of the Dirac operator on the universal covering ~M . In [KS20], a C*-algebra extension

0 → K_C ∗_{(π×Z)} → A → C^∗Γ → 0

is constructed, and τ_σ is defined to be the boundary map in K-theory.

In the simplest case, when M = T^2 and N = pt, this extension is the same thing as (2.10). The fact τ_σ(α_Γ(M)) = α_π(N) corresponds to Theorem 2.8. The proof in this paper, particularly the construction of a lifting map s in Lemma 3.2, is a special case of the one constructed in Lemma 3.14, Proposition 4.3, and 4.7 of [Kub21].

Appendix A. Proof of the lifting lemma

Lemma 3.2 is an essential ingredient of the proof of Theorem 2.8. Its proof is given in [Kub21] in a more general setting concerned with codimension 2 inclusions of manifolds (cf. Subsection 4.5). In this appendix, we restate the proof given in [Kub21] in a way that is specific to the setting we need, i.e., the coarse index theory of the helical surface.

For a bounded operator K with propagation less than R > 0, we define its lift ~K_R as (3.5). If K is a locally Hilbert-Schmidt operator (i.e., Kf and fK are Hilbert– Schmidt for any f ∈ C_c(X)), then the kernel function k exists and is a Borel function on X × X. Even if K is not locally Hilbert-Schmidt, the kernel function k makes sense as a distribution on X × X supported near the diagonal. Its lift (3.4) is also defined, and hence ~K_R is well-defined as a linear map D(X) → D^′(X), where D(X) denotes the Fréchet space of compactly supported test functions. Note that the image of ~K_R is included to L^2(X).

A.1. We show that ~K_R is a bounded operator with respect to the L^2-norms on the domain and the range. For v ∈ Z^2, let P_v denote the projection onto the L^2-space of (v + [0, 1) × [0, 1)). Similarly, for ṽ ∈ X_z, let P_ṽ denote the projection onto the L^2-space of the connected component of π^∗(π(ṽ) + [0, 1) × [0, 1)) containing ṽ. Now ~K_R is decomposed into a sum ~K_R = ∑ r∈Z^2 ( ∑ ṽ∈X_z

P_{[ṽ+r]} ~K_RP_ṽ ) , which is finite with respect to r, and the norm of each summand is bounded as ‖ ‖ ∑ ṽ∈X_z

P_{[ṽ+r]} ~K_RP_ṽ ‖ ‖ ≤ sup ṽ∈X_z

‖P_{[ṽ+r]} ~K_RP_ṽ‖ = sup_{ṽ∈Xz} ‖P_{π(ṽ)+r}KP_{π(ṽ)}‖ ≤ ‖K‖.

A.2. We observe that, if K is locally compact (resp. pseudo-local), then ~K_R is also locally compact (resp. pseudo-local). We firstly notice that local compactness and pseudo-locality of an operator is a local condition, i.e., it is enough to check that any f ∈ C_c(X) supported in an ε-ball satisfies f ~K_R, ~K_Rf ∈ K (resp. [ ~K_R, f] ∈ K ). To see this, notice that ~K_Rf and f ~K_R are supported in an (ε + R)-ball in ~X_{z,1}, which is identified with an (ε + R)-ball in X through the covering map. This identification gives rise to a partial isometry of L^2-spaces, which identifies ~K_Rf and f ~K_R with Kf and fK respectively.

A.3. We show that the map K → ~K_R is multiplicative modulo the ideal C^∗ (∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})Z. For locally Hilbert–Schmidt operator K, L ∈ B (L2 (X)) with Prop(K) <

R and Prop(L) < S, the composition ~K_R ~L_S is given by convolution with t(x̃, z̃) = ∫ ỹ∈ ~X_{z,R} ~k_R(x̃, ỹ)~l_S (ỹ, z̃)dỹ. If x̃, z̃ and the boundary ∂ ~X_{z,1} are separated by a distance S + R, then t(x̃, z̃) = {∫ y∈X k(π(x̃), y)l(y, π(z̃))dy if d(x̃, z̃) < R + S, 0 otherwise.

This shows that ~K_R ~L_S and ~KL_{R+S} coincides modulo C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z.

Now we get a ∗-homomorphism

s: C_{HS} [X] → C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z, where C_{HS} [X] denotes the set of locally Hilbert–Schmidt operators with finite propagation. This extends to a ∗-homomorphism from C^∗(X) since the operator norm on C_{HS} [X] is the largest norm satisfying the C*-condition (this is a consequence of the amenability of the group Z^2).

A.4. We extend s to a ∗-homomorphism between pseudo-local coarse C*-algebras. This part is completely the same as [Kub21, Proposition 4.3]. We repeat the proof just for self-consistency of this appendix. As is shown in [Roe96, Lemma 5.8], any operator T ∈ D^∗(X) is decomposed as T = T_0 + T_1, where Prop(T ) < 1/2 and T^1 ∈ C^∗(X). Let Π denote the projection onto L^2( ~X_{z,1}) ⊂ L^2( ~X_{z,1/2}). Set

s(T ) := Π(~T_0)_{1/2}Π + s(T_1) ∈ D^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/D^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}). This is well-defined independent of the choice of the decomposition T = T_0 + T_1. Indeed, if we have another decomposition T = T^′_0 + T^′_1, then

(Π(~T_0)_{1/2}Π+s(T_1))−(Π(~T^′_0)_{1/2}Π+s(T^′_1)) = Π((~T_0)_{1/2}−(~T^′_0)_{1/2}Π+s(T_1−T^′_1).

Since T_0 − T^′_0 = −(T_1 − T^′_1) is contained in C^∗( ~X_{z,1}) and has propagation less than 1/2, the right hand side lies in the ideal C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}).

We also show that this s is multiplicative. For T, S ∈ D^∗(X), we choose decompositions T = T_0 + T_1 and S = S_0 + S_1 as Prop(T_0) and Prop(S_0) are less than 1/4. Then we have

s(T )s(S) − s(T S) =(Π(~T_0)_{1/2}Π(~S_0)_{1/2}Π − Π(~T_0)_{1/2}(~S_0)_{1/2}Π)

+ (Π(~T_0)_{1/2}Πs(S_1) − s(T_0S_1))

+ (s(T_1)Π(~S_0)_{1/2}Π − s(T_1S_0)) + (s(T_1)s(S_1) − s(T_1S_1)).

By A.3, the second, third and forth components are locally compact and supported in a neighborhood of ∂ ~X_{z,1}, i.e., are contained in C^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z. Moreover, the first term is contained in D^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}). Indeed, for any f ∈ C_c( ~X_{z,1}) vanishing at the boundary, the composition

(Π(~T_0)_{1/2}Π(~S_0)_{1/2}Π − Π(~T_0)_{1/2}(~S_0)_{1/2}Π)f = Π ~T^0_{1/2}(1 − Π) ~S^0_{1/2}f

= Π ~T^0_{1/2}(1 − Π)[ ~S^0_{1/2}, f]

is in K (L^2 ( ~X_{z,1})) (here we use fΠ = f). This shows the multiplicativity of s.

A.5. Finally we show that s sends the fundamental class [X] to [ ~X_{z,1}, ∂ ~X_{z,1}]. We start with a definition of these fundamental classes. Let Z be a complete 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold obtained by attaching to X_{z,1} an infinite cylinder of the boundary. We choose 0-th order pseudo-differential operators F ∈ B (L^2 (X, C^2 )) and F_Z ∈ B (L^2 (Z, C^2 )) whose principal symbols are the same as that of Dirac operators on X and Z respectively (note that the spinor bundle of X = R^2 is C^2 ). We may choose them as Prop(F ) < 1/2 and Prop(F_Z ) < 1/2 ([LM89, Corollary III.3.7]). Then both F ∈ Q^∗(X) and

Π ~F Π ∈ Q^∗( ~X_{z,1})/Q^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1}) are unitaries. The K_1-classes determined by them are denoted by [X] and [ ~X_{z,1}, ∂ ~X_{z,1}] respectively.

Now, the lift ~F_{1/2} restricted to ~X_{z,1/2} is a 0-th order pseudo-differential operator whose principal symbol is σ( ~F_{1/2}) = σ(F_Z )|_{Xz,1} . Hence, for any f ∈ C_c( ~X_{z,1}) vanishing at the boundary, we have

(Π ~F_{1/2}Π − ΠF_Z Π)f = [ ~F_{1/2} − F_Z , f] + f( ~F_{1/2} − F_Z ) ∈ K (L^2 ( ~X_{z,1})).

This shows that Π ~F_{1/2}Π = ΠF_Z Π modulo D^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z + C^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z, in other words, their images coincide in Q^∗( ~X_{z,1})^Z/Q^∗(∂ ~X_{z,1} ⊂ ~X_{z,1})^Z. This shows s_∗[X] = [ ~X_{z,1}, ∂ ~X_{z,1}].

References

[AZ97] Alexander Altland and Martin R. Zirnbauer, Nonstandard symmetry classes in mesoscopic normal-superconducting hybrid structures, Physical Review B 55 (January 1997), no. 2, 1142–1161.

[BCH94] Paul Baum, Alain Connes, and Nigel Higson, Classifying space for proper actions and Ktheory of group C^∗-algebras, C^∗-algebras: 1943–1993 (San Antonio, TX, 1993), 1994, pp. 240–291, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI.

[BKR17] Chris Bourne, Johannes Kellendonk, and Adam Rennie, The K-theoretic bulk-edge correspondence for topological insulators, Annales Henri Poincaré 18 (2017), no. 5, 1833– 1866.

[BvS94] J. Bellissard, A. van Elst, and H. Schulz-Baldes, The noncommutative geometry of the quantum Hall effect, Journal of Mathematical Physics 35 (1994), no. 10, 5373–5451.

[GWY08] Guihua Gong, Qin Wang, and Guoliang Yu, Geometrization of the strong Novikov conjecture for residually finite groups, Journal Fur Die Reine Und Angewandte Mathematik 621 (2008), 159–189.

[HMT16] Keith C. Hannabuss, Varghese Mathai, and Guo Chuan Thiang, T-duality simplifies bulkboundary correspondence: The parametrised case, Advances in Theoretical and Mathematical Physics 20 (2016), no. 5, 1193–1226.

[HR00] Nigel Higson and John Roe. Analytic K-homology, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, Oxford University Press, Oxford, ISBN 0-19-851176-0, (2000).

[ITT11] Ken-Ichiro Imura, Yositake Takane, and Akihiro Tanaka, Weak topological insulator with protected gapless helical states, Physical Review B 84 (July 2011), no. 3, 035443.

[Kel17] Johannes Kellendonk, On the C*-algebraic approach to topological phases for insulators, Annales Henri Poincaré 18 (2017), no. 7, 2251–2300.

[KRS02] J. Kellendonk, T. Richter, and H. Schulz-Baldes, Edge current channels and Chern numbers in the integer quantum Hall effect, Reviews in Mathematical Physics 14 (2002), no. 1, 87–119.

[KS20] Yosuke Kubota and Thomas Schick, The Gromov-Lawson codimension 2 obstruction to positive scalar curvature and the C*-index, to appear in Geometry and Topology (2020).

[Kub16] Yosuke Kubota, Notes on twisted equivariant K-theory for C*-algebras, International Journal of Mathematics 27 (2016), no. 6, 1650058, 28.

[Kub17] , Controlled topological phases and bulk-edge correspondence, Communications in Mathematical Physics 349 (2017), no. 2, 493–525.

[Kub21] , Codimension 2 transfer of higher index invariants, preprint (2021).

arXiv:2103.04741 [math.KT].

[LM89] H. Blaine Lawson Jr. and Marie-Louise Michelsohn. Spin geometry, Princeton Mathematical Series, vol. 38, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, ISBN 0-691-08542-0, (1989).

[PS16] Emil Prodan and Hermann Schulz-Baldes. Bulk and boundary invariants for complex topological insulators, Mathematical Physics Studies, Springer, [Cham], ISBN 978-3- 319-29350-9 978-3-319-29351-6, (2016).

[Roe03] John Roe. Lectures on coarse geometry, University Lecture Series, vol. 31, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, ISBN 0-8218-3332-4, (2003).

[Roe96] . Index theory, coarse geometry, and topology of manifolds, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, vol. 90, Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC; by the American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, ISBN 0-8218-0413-8, (1996).

[RS86] Jonathan Rosenberg and Claude Schochet, The Künneth theorem and the universal coefficient theorem for equivariant K-theory and KK-theory, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society 62 (1986), no. 348, vi+95.

[RZV09] Ying Ran, Yi Zhang, and Ashvin Vishwanath, One-dimensional topologically protected modes in topological insulators with lattice dislocations, Nature Physics 5 (2009), no. 4, 298–303.

[Sie12] Paul Siegel. Homological calculations with the analytic structure group, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, ISBN 978-1-303-05298-9, (2012).

[TK10] Jeffrey C. Y. Teo and C. L. Kane, Topological defects and gapless modes in insulators and superconductors, Physical Review B 82 (September 2010), no. 11, 115120.

[WY20] Rufus Willett and Guoliang Yu. Higher index theory, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2020).