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Minimal homeomorphisms and topological K -theory
Robin J. Deeley, lan F. Putnam, and Karen R. Strung

Abstract. The Lefschetz fixed point theorem provides a powerful obstruction to the existence of
minimal homeomorphisms on well-behaved spaces such as finite CW-complexes. We show that
these obstructions do not hold for more general spaces. Minimal homeomorphisms are constructed
on compact connected metric spaces with any prescribed finitely generated K-theory or cohomol-
ogy. In particular, although a non-zero Euler characteristic obstructs the existence of a minimal
homeomorphism on a finite CW-complex, this is not the case on a compact metric space. We also
allow for some control of the map on K-theory and cohomology induced from these minimal
homeomorphisms. This allows for the construction of many minimal homeomorphisms that are
not homotopic to the identity. Applications to C *-algebras will be discussed in another paper.

1. Introduction

Let X be an infinite compact metric space. A homeomorphism ¢: X — X is called min-
imal if it has the following property: if F € X is a closed non-empty set such that
¢(F) = F, then F = X. A fundamental question in the theory of dynamical systems
is the following:

Question 1.1. Given X, does there exist a minimal homeomorphism ¢: X — X?

Examples where the answer is positive include the Cantor set, the circle, the torus, the
Klein bottle, any odd-dimensional sphere, among others. After proving the existence of
a minimal homeomorphism on a particular space, one would like to classify all minimal
homeomorphisms on that space up to various natural equivalences.

However, proving existence is typically non-trivial, and there are in fact many obstruc-
tions to the existence of a minimal homeomorphism on well-behaved spaces. For example,
a compact manifold with non-empty boundary cannot admit a minimal homeomorphism.
More subtly, if we are given a finite CW-complex with non-zero Euler characteristic, then
by a result of Fuller [10, Theorem 2], any homeomorphism on it has a periodic point.
Since we are considering infinite metric spaces, a homeomorphism with periodic points
can never be minimal.

Based on Fuller’s result, it is natural to ask whether the Euler characteristic is still an
obstruction to the existence of a minimal homeomorphism when considering a general
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compact metric space, rather than a finite CW-complex. This is not the case. In fact, it
follows from our results here that given an integer n there exists an infinite compact metric
space with Euler characteristic n that admits a minimal homeomorphism.

In fact, what we prove is more general, and one of our main motivations is given
by the prominent role minimal homeomorphisms play in the theory of C*-algebras via
the crossed product construction. In particular, K-theory is an important invariant for
both spaces and C*-algebras. For a compact metric space X, its topological K-theory
is a Z/2Z-graded abelian group denoted by K*(X). Topological K-theory is a functor,
so any continuous map ¢: X — Y induces a group homomorphism K*(Y) — K*(X),
which we denote by ¢*. Furthermore, the K°-group of a compact space has the form
K%X) =~ Z & K°(X), where K°(X) is reduced K-theory, and if X is connected, then
the group homomorphism ¢* acts as the identity on the copy of Z.

If (X, ¢) is a minimal dynamical system, then, from the C*-algebra perspective,
computing K*(X) and ¢*: K*(X) — K*(X) are fundamental problems, as they are nec-
essary inputs for calculating the K-theory of the associated crossed product C *-algebra,
C(X) %, Z. With our assumptions on X, such a C*-algebra is simple, separable, unital
and nuclear, and an important open problem is determining the K -theoretic range of such
crossed products. For more about the C *-algebraic applications, see [7].

As many spaces do not admit minimal homeomorphisms, we instead tackle the ques-
tion from the perspective of K-theory and cohomology. That is, rather than trying to
determine whether a given space admits a homeomorphism, we fix K-theory (or coho-
mology) and then seek spaces admitting minimal homeomorphisms which realize the
prescribed K-theory (or cohomology). Our results begin with the precise formulation of
this question:

Question 1.2. Given countable abelian groups G and Gy, does there exist an infinite
connected compact metric space X such that

(1) X admits a minimal homeomorphism,
(2) K°%X)=Z ® Gpand K'(X) = G,?

Our main existence result is that there is such a space when the groups are finitely
generated, see Theorem 3.2 for further details. The proof of this result uses an important
result of Glasner and Weiss [11, Theorem 1] (see Theorem 3.1 for the special case of this
result that we use), our previous work in [6], and some Hilbert cube manifold theory. Our
solution to this special case of Question 1.2 also leads to a positive answer to the analogous
question for the existence of minimal homeomorphisms on spaces with prescribed finitely
generated Cech cohomology.

With the existence of a minimal homeomorphism proved for spaces with prescribed
finitely generated K-theory, we move to understanding the collection of minimal home-
omorphisms on these spaces. To do so, we study the collection of minimal homeomor-
phisms on a particular space via the maps on K -theory and Cech cohomology they induce.
It is important to note that our results in this direction apply not only to the spaces we con-
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struct but also to more well-behaved spaces such as manifolds. The starting point is the
following result of Fathi—-Herman [9, Théoreme 1]:

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that M is a smooth closed connected manifold that admits a free
smooth S'-action. Then M admits a minimal homeomorphism that is homotopic to the
identity.

This theorem gives a powerful way to obtain existence results. However, any minimal
homeomorphism obtained via this theorem induces the identity map on K-theory and
cohomology because it is homotopic to the identity. We extend this result to allow for
more general induced maps. A special case (see Remark 5.5) is the following:

Theorem 1.4 (Special case of Theorem 5.4). Suppose M is a smooth closed connected
manifold that admits a free smooth S'-action, Y is a closed connected manifold and
B:Y — Y is a finite-order homeomorphism. Then there exists a minimal homeomorphism
on M x Y that is homotopic to idps XB.

In particular, if 8 in the statement of this theorem acts non-trivially on K-theory or
Cech cohomology, then the minimal homeomorphism also acts non-trivially and hence
is not homotopic to identity. In addition, if both ¥ and B are smooth, then the resulting
minimal homeomorphism can also be taken to be a diffeomorphism, see Theorem 4.1 and
Example 4.2. The assumption that Y is a closed connected manifold can be weakened, see
Theorem 5.4. This is important as the spaces we construct to answer Question 1.2 are not
manifolds (and, by Fuller’s result, cannot be manifolds or even CW-complexes).

By including the action on the given abelian groups in Question 1.2, we have the
following:

Question 1.5. Given countable abelian groups G and G and group automorphisms
0y- GO —> G() and (N G1 —> Gl,

does there exist an infinite compact metric space X such that
(1) X admits a minimal homeomorphism o,
(2) K°%(X)=7Z @ Goand K'(X) = Gy,
(3) a* =id@op on K°(X) and o* = 07 on K1(X)?

The spaces constructed in our answer to Question 1.2 already allow for a positive
answer to Question 1.5 when the groups are finitely generated and both o and o; are the
identity. However, we are also able to construct systems where the maps oy and o7 are not
necessarily the identity, allowing even further progress on this question. A special case of
our results gives the following (see Section 5.3 for details):

Theorem 1.6 (cf. Theorem 5.11). Suppose that Y is a connected finite CW-complex and
B:Y — Y is a finite-order homeomorphism. Then there exist a connected compact metric
space X and a minimal homeomorphism a: X — X such that
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(1) K*(X) = K*(Y) and o™ = B* on K-theory,
(2) H*(X) = H*(Y) and a* = B* on Cech cohomology.
In particular, this allows us to determine the K-theoretical range of the crossed prod-

uct C *-algebras associated to minimal dynamical systems (X, ¢), when X has finitely
generated K-theory, see [7].

2. Background

2.1. Group actions and minimal homeomorphisms

There will be a number of group actions considered in the present paper. Our main results
center on Z-actions. A Z-action on a compact metric space X is obtained by iterates of
a homeomorphism ¢: X — X. If the given homeomorphism has finite order, then it is
often more natural to consider the associated Z/nZ-action where n is the order of the
homeomorphism. We will also need to consider smooth actions of the circle on smooth
closed manifolds. The reader should note that all actions of S! on smooth manifolds in
the present paper are smooth actions.

Definition 2.1. If M is a closed manifold, then a (smooth) S!-action on M is free if the
following condition holds: if there exists 6 € S1 such that 6 - m = m for some m € M,
then § = idg1. A (smooth) S!-action is locally free if for each m € M, the set

{(eS'|0-m=m)
is finite.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a compact metric space and I" a topological group. An action
I' > Homeo(X): g — (x — g - x) is called minimal if for every non-empty closed subset
F C XsuchthatI'- F = F, we have FF = X. A single homeomorphism ¢: X — X is
minimal if the associated Z action is minimal.

Note that ¢: X — X is a minimal homeomorphism if and only if for any non-empty
closed subset F C X with ¢(F) = F, we have F = X. The next proposition is a standard
result in the theory of minimal homeomorphisms.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that X is compact and ¢: X — X is homeomorphism. Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) @ is minimal;

() foreachx € X, {...,¢ 1 (x),x,0(x),9?(x),...} is dense in X;

() foreach x € X, {x, p(x), p2(x), ...} is dense in X ;

4) if U C X is a non-empty open set, then there exists k € N such that

UUpU)U---UgkUU) = X.
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In our main results (see Theorems 4.1 and 5.4), there is an additional finite-order
homeomorphism, 8. We hope that the next result, which is likely known to experts, moti-
vates our assumption that f is finite order.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose X is compact metric space, ¢: X — X is a homeomorphism
such that for eachn € N, ¢" is minimal and : X — X is a finite-order homeomorphism.
If Bogp = @ op, then ¢ o B is minimal.

Before giving the proof of this proposition, note that this result is trivially false without
1

the finite-order assumption by simply taking 8 = ¢ ™.
Proof. Let K denote the period of 8 and let U be a non-empty open subset of X. Then
the fact that ¢X is minimal and the previous proposition imply that there exists L such
that

X =UURWU)U?XWU)U-- ULk ().

Since X =idand ¢ o B = ¢ o B, we have
(o p) K =¢o(pF) = ¢k

forany i € N.
Using this, we have

L-K
X=UupXW)ue*U)u--up W) < | Jwop ).
j=0

and it follows from the previous proposition that ¢ o 8 is minimal. ]

2.2. Minimal dynamical systems on point-like spaces

In [6], the authors constructed minimal homeomorphisms on infinite “point-like” spaces,
that is, infinite compact connected metric spaces that have both the same Cech coho-
mology and topological K-theory as a point. Moreover, they have finite covering dimen-
sion [6, Corollary 1.12]. As these systems will play a main role in the sequel, we review
some of their properties.

A generalized cohomology theory is called continuous if an inverse limit of spaces
induces an inductive limit of groups at the level of the cohomology theory. The interested
reader can find more on this notion in [3, Section 21.3] (note that in [3] these notions are
formulated in C *-algebraic terms). Two examples of continuous generalized cohomology
theories are Cech cohomology and K-theory. K-theory is the most relevant generalized
cohomology in this paper, but our results also apply to Cech cohomology.

The existence of minimal diffeomorphisms of odd-dimensional spheres of dimension
at least three was proved by Fathi and Herman in the uniquely ergodic case [9] and later
generalized by Windsor [16] to minimal diffeomorphisms with a prescribed number of
ergodic measures. In [6], the authors showed that such a minimal diffeomorphism can
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be used to construct minimal dynamical systems on point-like spaces Z. Given a minimal
diffeomorphism ¢: S¢ — S¢, d > 3 odd, the associated space Z is constructed by remov-
ing a subset L, that is a ¢-invariant immersion of R in S¢ and completing S¢ \ Lo, with
respect to a metric obtained from the inverse limit structure. A homeomorphism ¢: Z — Z
is then given by extending the map ¢: S¢ \ Lo, — S¢ \ Loo to Z.

There is a factor map ¢: Z — S¢ which is one-to-one on S¢ \ Lo, and every -
invariant Borel probability measure j satisfies 1(S? \ Loo) = 1. Further details for the
factor map can be found in [6, Corollary 1.16 and Lemma 1.14], and the reader is directed
to the rest of the paper for the general construction of these minimal dynamical systems.
We summarize the main aspects in the theorem below.

Theorem 2.5. Let S¢ be a sphere with odd dimension d > 3, and let ¢: S — 89 pe
a minimal diffeomorphism. Then there exist an infinite compact metric space Z with cov-
ering dimension d or d — 1 and a minimal homeomorphism {: Z — Z satisfying the
following:
(1) Z is compact, connected, and homeomorphic to an inverse limit of compact con-
tractible metric spaces (Zy, dy)neN-.

(2) For any continuous generalized cohomology theory, there is an isomorphism of
groups H*(Z) = H*({pt}). In particular, this holds for Cech cohomology and
K-theory.

(3) There is an almost one-to-one factor map q: Z — S which induces a bijection
between {-invariant Borel probability measures on Z and ¢-invariant Borel prob-
ability measures on S¢.

3. Existence results

In [11], Glasner and Weiss show how one can obtain skew products systems which are
minimal. We will review relevant notation below. In this section, we are interested in
skew product systems arising from minimal homeomorphisms on point-like spaces. In the
context of the discussion in the introduction, these are existence results. In later sections,
we will discuss variants where our goal is to put requirements on the induced maps on
K-theory.

First, let us recall some notation from [11]. For a compact metric space X with met-
ric dy, let Homeo(X) denote the space of homeomorphisms of X equipped with the
metric d given by

d(g. h) = sup dx (g(x). h(x)) + sup dx (g7 (x), 7 (x)).

Let (Z, ) be a minimal dynamical system given by Theorem 2.5. For a compact metric
space YV, let X := Z x Y. Define a subset of Homeo(X) by

O(¢ xidy) = {G ' o (¢ xidy) o G | G € Homeo(X)}.
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Still following [11], we are also interested in subsets of O (¢ x idy ). Let Homeog (X)) be
the subgroup of Homeo(X) consisting of homeomorphisms that fix all subspaces of the
form {z} x Y (with z € Z). Notice that if G € Homeo,(X), then it is determined by
a continuous map Z 3 z + g, € Homeo(Y) via G(z,y) = (z, g-(»)). Let

S xidy) ={G 1o (¢ xidy) oG | G € Homeog(X)}.

Theorem 3.1. Let (Z, ) be a minimal point-like system as in Theorem 2.5. Suppose
that Y is a compact metric space with a path connected subgroup I' C Homeo(Y) such
that (Y, T") is minimal. Then there exists a residual subset of O (¢ x idy) C Homeo(Z x Y)
consisting entirely of minimal homeomorphisms. Likewise, there is a residual subset of
S (¢ x idy) consisting entirely of minimal homeomorphisms.

Proof. The proof is a direct application of [11, Theorem 1]. ]

A list of spaces Y that have a path connected subgroup I' C Homeo(Y') such that
(Y, T') is minimal can be found in [8, p. 7]. Although many spaces satisfy this condition, it
does not hold for an arbitrary finite CW-complex. However, if W is a finite connected CW-
complex, the product of W and the Hilbert cube Q is a connected compact Hilbert cube
manifold (see, for example, [15, p. 498]), and hence such a subgroup of Homeo(W x Q)
exists. In particular, we can apply Theorem 3.1 to Y = W x Q. Since both the Hilbert
cube Q and Z have the same K-theory and cohomology as a point, we arrive at the
following:

Theorem 3.2. Let W be a finite connected CW-complex, and let Q denote the Hilbert
cube. Then Z x W x Q admits a minimal homeomorphism and there are isomorphisms

H*(ZxWxQ)x~ H*(W), K*'(ZxWxQ)=x=K*(W)
of Cech cohomology and K -theory.

Proof. The existence of the minimal homeomorphism follows using Theorem 3.1. The
second statement follows from the Kiinneth formula, the fact that Q is contractible, and
Theorem 2.5 (2). [

Remark 3.3. In the case that the system (Z, ¢) is uniquely ergodic, [11, Theorem 2] tells
us that we can obtain a uniquely ergodic skew product system.

Remark 3.4. If M is a closed connected manifold of finite dimension, then we can apply
Theorem 3.1 directly to X = Z x M. In this case, X is finite-dimensional. In the general
case, when we consider finite CW-complexes, we must include the infinite-dimensional
Hilbert cube, and hence the space X is also infinite-dimensional.

Proposition 3.5. Let W be a finite CW-complex, Q the Hilbert cube, and (Z, ) a min-
imal point-like system. Then any minimal homeomorphism o € O (¢ x idwx ) given by
Theorem 3.1 induces the identity map on K -theory and cohomology. The same is true for
any minimal homeomorphism o € §({ x idwxo).
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Proof. We give a detailed proof only for the map on K-theory, but the proof for the map
on cohomology is similar. Since « is in the closure of

O xidwxg) = {Glo(tx idwxg) oG | G € Homeo(X)},

we need only to show that elements of O({ x idwxg) act as the identity map on K-
theory. This follows since {*: K*(Z) — K*(Z) is the identity map, as shown in the proof
of [6, Proposition 2.8]. Thus (G™! o ({ X idwxg) © G)* = G* oidg+wxg) o(G*) ™1 =
idK*(Wx 0)- ]
A similar but slightly different construction is also possible, which will allow us to
say more about invariant measures of the minimal dynamical system. Let (S d 0),d >3
odd, be a minimal diffeomorphism and (Z, ¢) the corresponding point-like system given
by Theorem 2.5. For a finite CW-complex W and the Hilbert cube Q, we apply [11,
Theorem 1] to the product space S¢ x W x Q to obtain a minimal homeomorphism

7:SIxWx0—=>SIxWx0, (s.w,0)— (p(s), hs(w,v)),

where s € S, w e W,v e Q and h: S¢ — Homeo(W x Q). Letq: Z — S be the factor
map of Theorem 2.5 (3). Then we define a homeomorphism

E: ZxWxQ—=>ZxWxQ, (z,w,v) ({(2),hgc)(w,v)).
Proposition 3.6. There is a factor map
G (ZxWxQ,0) = (STxWx0,p)
defined by § = q x idwxg.
Proof. Since q is a factor map, it is clear that § = ¢ x idwx g is surjective. Also,
7oLz w.v) = 7E@). hae(w.v) = GE@)). hg@ W, v)
= (9(4(2)): hgz)(w, v)) = §(g(2), hgz) (W, v)),

S0 ¢ intertwines the actions. Thus g is a factor map. L]
Proposition 3.7. The homeomorphism

E: ZxWxQ—=>ZxWx0, (z,w,v)r ((2),hec(w,v))
is minimal.

Proof. Let Lo, C S? denote the g-invariant immersion of R which is removed in the
construction of Z. Suppose F is a closed non-empty E—invariant subset of Z x W x Q.
Then §(F) is a closed non-empty @-invariant subset of S¢ x W x Q, and since @ is
minimal, we have that F(F) = S¢ x W x Q. By [6, Lemma 1.14], g is injective when
restricted to the (S \ Loo) C Z, from which it immediately follows that g is injective on
(S9\ Loo) x W x Q. Hence (S% \ Loo) X W x Q C F.However, (S¢ \ Loo) X W x Q is
densein Z x W x Q. Thus F is both closed and dense, so we conclude FF = Z x W x Q.
It follows that Eis minimal. ]
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Proposition 3.8. The factor map q:(Z x W x Q, E) — (89 x W x Q,) induces a bijec-
tion between the E—invarl’ant Borel probability measures on Z X W x Q and the @-invari-
ant Borel probability measures on S¢ x W x Q.

Proof. Let | be a E—invariant measure. Then §*(i) = p o ! is @-invariant. The set
Loo X Q x W is aBorel subset of S x W x Q, and since L is g-invariant, Loo x O x W
is invariant under ¢. As in the proof of [6, Theorem 1.18], it follows that §*(i)(Lso X
QO x W) =0, and hence that 11((S? \ Loo)x W x Q) = 1. Since the factor map g: Z — S¢
is one-to-one on S? \ Lo, we have that 7 is bijective on (S? \ Loo) X W x Q, and the
result follows. u

Proposition 3.9. The minimal homeomorphism
E: ZxWxQ—=>ZxWx0, (z,w,v) ({(2),hec)(w,v))
induces the identity map on K-theory and cohomology.

Proof. Using [3, Proposition 10.5.1] and the fact that * is the identity on K*(Z), the
statement will follow by showing that E is homotopic to a conjugate of the homeomor-
phism ¢ x idw xidg. The space § 4 % W x Q is a compact Hilbert cube manifold, and
hence its homeomorphism group is locally contractible by the main result of [5]. Using
this fact together with the skew product construction, there exists a homotopy

H: S x[0,1] - Homeo(W x Q),

where H(z,0) = h, and H(z,1) = g;(lz) o g, for some g: S¢ — Homeo(W x Q). Pre-
composing with the factor map g leads to

H: Z x[0,1] = Homeo(W x Q),
where H (z,0) = hy(z) and H (z,1) = g;(lq(z)) © g4(z)- Summarizing, we have obtained
a homotopy from Eto the homeomorphism
(z,w) = (8(2), gz © 8amr (W) = (G710 (¢ xidw xidg) 0 G)(z, w),

where the homeomorphism G is determined by g via G(z, w) = (z, g4(z)(w)). |

4. The manifold case

4.1. Statement of the result in the manifold case

Given a smooth closed manifold M, we denote by Diff>* (M) the collection of smooth
self-diffeomorphisms on M. Since M is compact, Diff*(M) is a Fréchet Lie group,
see [12, Chapter 2] for more details. In particular, Diff* (M) is a complete metric space
and the Baire category theorem holds. For an explicit definition of the metric dpjo(ar),
see [12, Section 2.4].
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Theorem 4.1. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold, Ry is a free smooth action

of S on M and B: M — M is a finite-order C ®-diffeomorphism satisfying the following:

(A) for each 6 € S', B o Ry = Ry o B (this implies that Ry gives a well-defined
S-action on the quotient space M/ B);

(B) the S'-action on the quotient space M /B induced by Ry is free.

Then there exists a: M — M, a minimal C *°-diffeomorphism,
a= lim Hyo(Ry,0p)o Hn_l,
n—>oQ

where
(1) foreachn € N, H,: M — M is a C*®-diffeomorphism and 6, € S';
(2) the convergence in the limit occurs within Diff>(M).

Moreover, a is homotopic to 8, and we can take o to be uniquely ergodic.

Before giving the proof, we discuss conditions (A) and (B), a class of examples satis-
fying the conditions in the theorem, and a number of more specific examples.

It is worth noting that conditions (A) and (B) together imply that Ry is a free action
on M. However, we have included the assumption that Ry is a free action on M in the
statement of the theorem to emphasize the connection with [9, Théoréeme 1] (see the intro-
duction for more on this connection). Assuming condition (A), one way for condition (B)
to hold is for the action of S! x Z/ord(B)Z induced by Rg and S to be free. However,
condition (B) can be satisfied when this action is not free. In particular, the Z/ord(B)Z-
action generated by  need not be free. The reader might find it useful to consider the
special case when M = S! x N with the action of S given by rotation on the S!-factor
and by acting trivially on the N -factor, which is a special case of the next example. For
an example that does not satisfy condition (B), one can take M = S! with the S!-action
given by rotation and 8 given by rotation by .

Example 4.2. Let N be a smooth closed manifold admitting a free S'-action R N6, and
let N> be a smooth closed manifold with a finite-order C *°-diffeomorphism By,. Then
Ry := Ry, o xidp, defines an S L_action on N; x N, which, together with the finite-order
C*°-diffeomorphism, f := idy, Xfx,, satisfies conditions (A) and (B) of Theorem 4.1.
Many examples can be constructed from this setup.

Example 4.3. Suppose that p and ¢, 1 < p < ¢, are odd integers and consider M =
S? x §9. The K-theory of M is given by

K°(M) = (H°(S?)® H°(S1) ® (HP(SP)Q HI(S)) = Z & Z

and
K'(M) = (H°(S?) ® HY(S?) @ (H?(S?) @ H*(S?) = Z & Z.

The Z-grading on cohomology implies that induced map on K°(M) @ K'(M) of a ho-
meomorphism on M is one of the following:



Minimal homeomorphisms and topological K-theory 511

(1) the identity,

(2) id @ — id in degree zero and id & — id in degree one,
(3) id @ — id in degree zero and —id @ id in degree one,
(4) id @ id in degree zero and —id @ — id in degree one.

The last of these possible maps on K-theory cannot occur for a minimal homeomorphism,
because a homeomorphism inducing this map has a fixed point by the Lefschetz fixed
point theorem.

We show that the other three possible induced maps can occur in the minimal case.
Since M admits a free S!-action, the result of Fathi—-Herman discussed in the intro-
duction implies that there exists a minimal diffeomorphism that acts as the identity on
K-theory. Next, since S? admits a free S 1_action and there is an order two orientation-
reversing diffeomorphism 8: S¢ — S9, the previous theorem implies that there is a min-
imal homeomorphism that acts on K-theory as id @ — id in degree zero and —id & id
in degree one. By reversing the roles of S? and S?, we can also get a minimal diffeo-
morphism that acts on K-theory as id @ — id in degree zero and id @ — id in degree
one.

Example 4.4. Let g be an odd positive integer and consider S x R"/Z". Take B an n
by n matrix with integer entries that satisfies

det(B) = +1 and B% = [ forsome L > 1.

Note that if a matrix satisfies these conditions, then its characteristic polynomial will be
a factor of zV — 1 for some N € N. Many examples can be constructed using this fact.
For example,

—1

—1

0
B=]1
0 —1

—_— o O

Returning to the general case, given B we define a map on R” /Z" by [v] — [Bv], where
v € R” and [v] denotes the associated element in R” /Z”. The condition det(B) = +1
implies that this map is a diffeomorphism, and the condition BL = I implies that it is
finite order. Since S! acts freely on S7, we have the setup of Example 4.2 where N = S,
N, = R"/Z" and By, is the finite-order diffeomorphism obtained from B.

If ¢ = 1, so that we are considering the (n + 1)-torus, then there is a minimal diffeo-
morphism that has an action on H!(S! x R"/Z") = Z"*! given by id ®B.

If ¢ > 3, then there is a minimal diffeomorphism on §¢ x R” /Z" whose induced map
on H'(§9 xR"/7") = H°(S?) @ H'(R"/Z") = Z" is given by B.

Note that if B # [, then minimal diffeomorphisms obtained via this construction
cannot be homotopic to the identity since the map they induced on K-theory is not the
identity.
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4.2. Proof in the manifold case

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 4.1. We begin with a number of lemmas. The
first is [9, Corollaire 4.11], and the second is based on [9, Corollaire 4.12]. Recall that the
definition of a smooth locally free action was given in Definition 2.1.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold admitting a smooth locally
free action of S'. Then, for any non-empty open set U € M, there exists a C*®°-diffeo-
morphism H such that

(1) H=Y(U) meets every orbit of the S'-action;
(2) H is homotopic to the identity on M.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold, Ry is a smooth free action of

Ston M, and B: M — M is a finite-order C *®-diffeomorphism satisfying the following:

(A) for each 6 € S', B o Ry = Ry o B (this implies that Ry gives a well-defined
S-action on the quotient space M/B);

(B) the S'-action on the quotient space M/ B induced by Ry is free.

Let g be a rational number for which the order of B divides q and gcd(p, q) = 1. Then
given a non-empty open set U € M, there exists a C *°-diffeomorphism H such that

(1) HoRgoﬂoH_l :Rgoﬂ;

(2) if m € M, then there exists 0 € S' andl = 0,...,ord(B) — 1 such that
Ry (B'(m)) € H™'(U):

(3) H is homotopic to the identity on M.

Proof. Fix a non-empty open set U C M. Let G be the group generated by Rp o S.
Since Rr o B = B o R and the order of § divides ¢, G is finite. Moreover, the condition
ged(p, q(s =1 togetherqwith (B) implies that G is the cyclic group of order q.

We let G acton M (via (Rr o B)¥) and prove that this action is free. Suppose that for
k=0,....9-1,(Rs o B)k(m) = m. Then

m=(R» o B)k(m) = R%p(ﬁk(m)),

and assumption (B) implies that I% is an integer and k is zero or divides the order of .
Since k =0,...,q — 1 and ged(p, q) = 1, the first of these conditions implies that k = 0.
Hence the action of G on M is free and M/ G is a smooth closed manifold. Furthermore,
the quotient map 7w: M — M/ G is a covering map.

Let S! act on M/G via 0 - [m] := [Rg(m)]. We note that since for each § € S,
B o Rg = Ry o B, this action is well defined. Furthermore, since ST acts freely on M
and G is finite, the action of S! on M/ G is locally free.

Applying Lemma 4.5 to M/ G and the open set 7(U) gives H: M/G — M/G a C -
diffeomorphism such that
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(4) H™'(w(U)) meets every S'-orbit, and

(5) H is homotopic to the identity on M.
Using (5), we are able to prove that H has a lift to a C*°-diffeomorphism H: M — M.
The details are as follows. Consider the map H o w: M — M/ G. Since H is homotopic to
the identity, the map induced by H o 7 at the level of fundamental groups is given by 7.,
and hence H has a unique continuous lift, H: M — M . It follows that H is smooth since
being smooth is a local property and both 77 and H are smooth. Finally, the same argument
can be applied to H ! o 7 to obtain a unique lift of H~': M/G — M/G. The uniqueness
of lifts then implies that H is a diffeomorphism (its inverse is the unique lift of H~1).

The proof will now be completed by showing that H satisfies the (1), (2) and (3) in
the statement of the theorem.

For (1), by the definition of the lift, we have that H commutes with the action of G.
In particular,

Ho(Rgo,B)oH_l:(Rgoﬂ)oHoH_lz(Rgoﬂ),

as required.

For (2), let m € M. Since H!(x(U)) meets every S'-orbit in M/G, there exists
0 € S! such that [Rg(m)] € m(U). Using the definition of covering map in the case of
w: M — M/G, there exists g € G such that g(Rg(m)) € U. By the definition of G, there
existsk =0,...,4 — 1 suchthat g = (R§ o B)*. Hence

Ry i (B*(m) = (Rz 0 ) (Rg(m)) € U,

as required.
For (3), we note that since H is homotopic to the identity, so is its lift H. [

We will now prove Theorem 4.1, which we restate for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem (Theorem 4.1). Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold, Rg is a smooth
free action of S' on M, and B: M — M is a finite-order C ®-diffeomorphism satisfying
the following:

(A) for each 6 € S', Bo Ry = Ry o B (this implies that Ry gives a well-defined
S-action on the quotient space M/B);

(B) the S'-action on the quotient space M/ induced by Ry is free.

Then there exists a: M — M a minimal C*°-diffeomorphism
o = lim Hno(Rgno,B)oHn_l,
n—>o0
where
(1) foreachn € N, H,: M — M is a C*®-diffeomorphism and 6, € S';

(2) the convergence in the limit occurs within Diff* (M).

Moreover, a is homotopic to 8, and we can take o to be uniquely ergodic.
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Proof. The proof follows the structure of the proof of [9, Théoreme 1], which begins on
p- 50 of that paper. The general idea is due to Anosov and Katok [1].
Consider

O®(S',B):={go(R,oB)og ' |t €S geDiff* (M)}

as a subset of Diff*®(M). Since Diff*® (M) is a complete metric space, the Baire category
theorem holds for O (S, B).
Given a non-empty open set U, define

Ey :={feO0=SL,B)|UU fU)U---U fEU) = M for some L € N}.

For each non-empty open set U, the set Ey is open in O (S1, B).

We will show that for each non-empty open set U, the set Ey is dense. By construc-
tion, O (S1, B) is dense in @ (S1, B), so we need only to show that, for each non-empty
openset U, go (R;0B)og ! € Ey foreacht € S' and g € Diff(M). However,

go(R;oB)og ' € Ey ifandonlyif R;opB € E,iq.

Since g~ (U) is a non-empty open set, this reduces the proof to showing that for each non-

empty open set U andt € S', R; o B € Ey. Letting D denote a dense subset of S!, we

can reduce further to proving that for each non-empty openset U and¢ € D, R, o € Ey .
We now specify the dense subset of S! that we will consider. Let

D := {E e S! ’ the order of B divides ¢ and ged(p, q) = 1}.
q

The fact that D is dense follows from a standard argument using the fact that D contains
elements that are arbitrarily small.

We now fix a non-empty open set U, 5 € D and a sequence of irrational numbers 6,
that converge to g. Applying Lemma 4.6, we obtain a C *°-diffeomorphism H such that

4) HoRpoBoH™ ' =Ryrop;
q q
(5) ifm € M, then there exist @ € S'and/ = 0,...,ord(8) — 1 such that
Ro(B'(m)) € H'(U);

(6) H is homotopic to the identity on M.

The fact that 6, — g as n — oo implies that
HoRgoBfoH ' - HoRpoBfoH ' =Rpo}p.
q q

Therefore, we need only to show that H o (Rg o 8) o H™! € Ey for each irrational § € S'.
The definition of Ey and the compactness of M reduce the proof to showing that

JH o Rgopo H)'(U) = M,
i=0
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which is equivalent to showing that

URe o gy (™)) = M.
i=0
Letm € M and set
V :={Rp(B'(m)) |0 € S',l € N}.

Notice that V is (Ry o B)-invariant and diffeomorphic to the disjoint union of k-circles
where k € N satisfies

(7) BFTm) = m;
®) Bl(m) £ mforl <[ <k.

We identify V = S 1% {0, ..., k}. Then, under this identification, we have that for any 0,
Rg o B acts via

(z,i) € ST x{0,...,k} = (Rotg(z),i + 1 mod k + 1),

where Rotg denotes rotation by 6. In particular, for € irrational, (Rg o B)|y is minimal.
By (5), there exist & € S' and [ = 0,...,ord(8) — 1 such that

Rg(B'(m)) € H1(U).

Thus G = H~1(U) N V is a non-empty set and, moreover, is open in the subspace topol-
ogy of V because H~!(U) is open in M. Since (Ry o 8)|y is minimal, there exists L € N
such that

L
U@®oo ) (G)=V.

i=0

Since m € V, it follows that

L L fele)
me | J(RooB)(G) S| J(Rgo ) (HT'(U)) S | J(Rg o B) (H'(U)).

i=0 i=0 i=0

The choice of m was arbitrary, so for each 6 irrational, H o (Rg o ) o H “l e Ey and
hence, as observed above, we have that Ey is dense in O (S1, B).

To complete the proof, let {U; };eNn be a countable basis for the topology on M. Then
by the Baire category theorem, ()7, Ey, is dense in ©O°°(S1, B) and it follows from
Proposition 2.3 that each element in (72, Ey, is minimal.

The proof that we can take « to be homotopic to the 8 is similar to the proof of
Theorem 5.7, so we omit the details.

Finally, the argument that we can take o to be uniquely ergodic is the same as in the
proof given in [11, Section 3]. ]
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5. Generalization to homogeneous metric spaces

To obtain progress on Question 1.5 from the introduction, a variant of the main result in
the previous section is required. This variant will also be a key result for the C *-algebraic
applications in [7]. In particular, we must move outside of the smooth category. Our result
is related to a theorem by Glasner and Weiss [11, Theorem 1]. More precisely, we extend
the special case of their result (Theorem 3.1 above) so as to allow for more general induced
maps on K-theory. It is worth noting that the proof techniques we use are still closely
related to the work of Fathi and Herman [9] and therefore build on the work of Anosov
and Katok [1].

5.1. The relevant complete metric space

Let M be a smooth closed manifold and let ¥ be a compact metric space. We fix a Rie-
mannian metric on M and take the /;-product metric on M x Y. Define + to be the
collection of homeomorphisms ¥ € Homeo(M X Y') of the form

Y(m,y) = (a(m). gm(y)),

where
(1) «a € Diff*°(M), and
(2) m — gy, is a continuous map from M to Homeo(Y).

Define a metric on 4 via

da (1/f7 &) = dDift""(M) (0[, &) + dHomeo(MxY) (W» l;)

The proof of the next theorem uses the following straightforward observations:
(1) the metric d(g, &) := Sup,,c s AHomeo(¥) (gm» &m) is complete, and
@) d(g.8) < da(¥. V).

Theorem 5.1. (A, dy) is a complete metric space.

Proof. Checking that d 4 is a metric is standard and the details are therefore omitted.
To show that it A is complete with respect to dg, let {{}72 | be a Cauchy sequence

in 4. By the definition of A, Vg (m, y) = (o (m), g,(,f)(y)) for some ay, € Diff** (M) and
continuous maps gf,’f )M — Homeo(Y). The definition of d 4 implies that {a }22  is a
Cauchy sequence in Diff*(M). Since Diff>° (M) is complete, there exists « € Diff* (M)
such that o = limg_, oo 0.

Similarly, (Homeo(M x Y'), dyomeo(M xY)) is complete, so the definition of d 4 implies
there exists ¥ € Homeo(M x Y') such that ¢ = limy_, o ¥« With respect to dgomeo(M x¥)-

Now, the fact that {y}7> ; is Cauchy with respect to dpomeo(axy) and, as observed

k l . .
above, d(g®, gD) := sup,ue pr homeo(r) (€5 25%)) < d (Vk, Y1) implies that {g®)}22 |
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is Cauchy. By the completeness of d, there exists g: M — Homeo(Y) such that g =
limy s oo g(k).

Finally, we must show that ¥ € # and yx — ¥ with respect to d 4. It is straightforward
to show that ¥ (m, y) = («(m), gm(y)), so ¥ € 4. That Y — ¥ now follows from the
definition d 4. [ ]

5.2. Generalization to the (possibly) non-manifold case

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold admitting a locally smooth free
action of S'. Then, given a non-empty open set U € M and N € N, there exist a collection
of open sets {U; }1N=0 and a C*®°-diffeomorphism H such that

(1) foreachi = O,...,N,Eg U,

() foreachi # j, Ui NU; = 0;

(3) foreachi =0,...,N, H=Y(U;) meets each orbit of the S*-action;

(4) H is homotopic to the identity on M.

Proof. Before starting the proof, notice that the N = 0 case is exactly [9, Corollaire 4.11],
which was stated above as Lemma 4.5. As such, we follow the proof of [9, Corollaire 4.11]
closely (see also [9, Proposition 4.8]).

Let d denote the dimension of M. The locally free S'-action gives M the struc-
ture of a foliation with codimension d — 1. As in the proof of [9, Corollaire 4.11], there
exist k > 1, closed (d — 1)-dimensional disks {D; };‘zl, & > 0, and C *°-diffeomorphism
H: M — M such that

(I) the disks are pairwise disjoint and transverse to the foliation;
(IT) the union of the interiors of the disks meet each S !-orbit;
(Im) H(Uf:1 D; x[0,e]) €U where foreach j, D; x [0, €] is identified with a closed
disk of dimension d inside M ;
(IV) H is homotopic to the identity on M .
Next foreachi =0,1,..., N, let

k . .
Ui == H( | int(D;) x (%\f (2’+N1)8))
j=1

Using (I)-(IV), one sees that {U; lNz o and H have the required properties, namely (1)—(4)

in the statement of the lemma. [
Next, we generalize [9, Corollaire 4.12].

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold admitting a smooth locally free
action of S'. Then, given a rational number g, a non-empty open set U € M and N € N,

there exist a collection of open sets {U; }1N=0 and a C*®°-diffeomorphism H such that
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(1) foreachi =0,...,N,U; CU;

(2) foreachi # j,ﬁiﬂﬁj: @;

) foreachi =0,...,N, H_I(U,-) meets each of orbit of the SL-action;
4) HoRpo H™' = Rs.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of [9, Corollaire 4.12] upon replacing the use
of [9, Corollaire 4.11] with Lemma 5.2. We omit the details. [

Suppose in addition to the above notation, B is a finite-order homeomorphism of Y.
Let $(S', B) be the collection of homeomorphisms M x Y — M x Y of the form

v =ho(R;xB)oh™!

forsome i € A andt € S1.
One can check that $(S!, ) C . Since + is a complete metric space, the Baire

category theorem holds in the closure $(S1, 8) C A.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold, Ry is a smooth free action
of St on M, Y is a compact metric space, T is a path connected subgroup of Homeo(Y)
such that (Y, T) is minimal, and B:Y — Y is a finite-order homeomorphism. Then there
is a dense Gg-set of uniquely ergodic minimal homeomorphisms in $(S1, B).

Remark 5.5. It is worth noting that ¥ in the previous theorem can be taken to be any
closed connected manifold or any compact connected Hilbert manifold, see [11, p. 323].
The relevant T" is the path component of the identity in Homeo(Y).

Proof. Given W a non-empty open setin M x Y, we define Ew to be the collection
{feSESLB)|IWUfW)U---U fL(W) =M x Y for some L € N}.
Note that for each W, Ey is open. We will show it is dense in § (S, 8). Define

D = {g es! ‘ the order of B divides g and ged(p, q) = 1}.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we need only to prove that for each non-empty open
set W and g € D, we have that R§ x B € Ew . Furthermore, since we are working with
the product topology, we need only to prove that Rr X 8 € Eyxy for each non-empty
open set U in M and each non-empty open set V' in Y.

As such, we fix W = U x V, where U is a non-empty open set in M and V is a non-
empty open set in Y. By assumption, (¥, I') is minimal, and hence there exist iy, ..., hy
in I" such that

VUh(V)U---Uhy(V) =Y.
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Using the fact that the action of S! is free, and by possibly replacing U by a smaller
non-empty open subset, we can assume that the sets

U. Ry @), ... RS'(U)
q

are pairwise disjoint.

Apply Lemma 5.3 to U to obtain open subsets {U; }fvz o and a C *°-diffeomorphism H
satisfying (1)—(4) of Lemma 5.3. Our goal is to define a continuous map g: M — T.
We start with elements in M that are in U; for somei = 0,..., N. Let

gm = h;i whenever m € Uj;,

where ho := idy. We then extend g continuously to a map U — T satisfying g, = idy
for any m on the boundary of U. This can be done because each /; is homotopic to the
identity.
Next, we extend g to
me Rg(U)U---UR‘;‘l(U).
q

Notice that if m is in this set, then there exist unique 7 € U and unique k, 1 <k <g —1,
satisfying
RX (1) = m.
q

Define
gm = pFogmopr.

Finally, we extend g to the entire M by defining it to be the identity for any point not
in UUR» (U)U---UR% ™ (U). One can check that g: M — T is well defined and con-
tinuous. !

Let G € Homeo(M x Y) be defined by G(m, y) := (m, gm(y)). Fort € S, consider

G 'o(H xidy)o (R; x B)o (H™ ! xidy) o G.
Observe that
G 'o(H xidy)o(R; x B)o(H ' xidy)oG € 8(S', p).
Our next goal is to show that
G_lo(Hxidy)o(Rg xB)o(H ! xidy)oG = Ry xp.
Lemma 5.3 implies that
G_lo(Hxidy)o(Rg x B)o(H ! xidy)oG =G_1o(R§ x B)oG.

Let (m,y) € M x Y. We consider two cases.
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Case 1. Suppose that m € UORg(U)U---UR‘%_l(U). Then
G lo (R§ x B)oG(m,y)
= (Rg(m}gilg(m)(ﬂ(gm(y))))
= (R (m). (BT ogmop™ ) o pophogmop™)(y)
= (Rz (m), (B! o gz' o p7*7 o popXo gm0 7 (1)
= (Rp(m), B(y)).
Case 2. Suppose that m ¢ UL'JRg Hu--- L'JR‘%_1 (U). Then we must also have that
Ry (m) ¢ UuRg(U)u..-uR‘%‘l(U).
Thus, by the definition of g: M — I', we have that g,, = idy and gg 2 (m) = idy, and we
have shown that
G~ o (H xidy) o (Rp x B)o(H ! xidy)oG = Ry x B.
Take a sequence of irrational numbers {6, };2, that converge to g. Then
G 'o(H xidy)o (Rg, x B)o(H ' xidy) o G
converges to
G™' o (H xidy) o (Ry x B)o (H™" xidy) oG = Rp x f.

Hence to prove that Rp» x § € Eyxy, we need only to show that for each 6 irrational,
q

G~ 1o (H xidy) o (Rg, x B) o (H™ ! xidy) o G € Eyxy. By compactness of M x Y,

this further reduces to showing that

[ J(Ro x B (H™" xidy) o G)(U x V)) = M x Y.
i=0

Let (m,y) € M x Y. There exist 0 < jo < N and y € V such that hj,(¥) = y. Since
H~1(U},) meets each S'-orbit, there exist 71 € U, and 7o € S! such that R, (m) =
H~1 (/). Then

(H™' xidy) 0 G)(,§) = (H ™" xidy) (. gz (7)) = (H ™" (7). hjy (7)) = (Ryy (m). y)
Hence, we have shown that
((H™! xidy) o G)(U x V) N {(R¢(m), y) | 1 € S}

is a non-empty open set in {(R,(m).,y) | t € S'}.
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The set {(R;(m),y) | t € S'} is (R; x idy)-invariant, and for fixed ¢, the restriction
of R; x idy to this set is given by rotation of ¢. If 6 is irrational, then ord(f) - 6 is also
irrational and hence there exists L € N such that

L
U Raragpro x idy) (HH(U) x G(V) N {(Re(m), y) | 1 € S*})

i=0

= {(Ri(m),y) | 1 € ST}

In particular, (m, y) € U,-L:()(Rord(ﬁ)~0 x idy) (H~Y(U) x G(V)). So

L
(m,y) € | J(Rg xidy)™ P (H™'(U) x G(V))

i=0
ord(B)-L '

c |J ®expHU)xG(IV)

i=0

< | J®o x B (HT'(U) x G(V)).

i=0

Since (m, y) was arbitrary, it follows that

oo

JRs x BY(HT'(U) x G(V)) = M x Y,

i=0
whence G~ o (H xidy) o (Rg x B) o (H™! xidy) o G € Eyxy for each 6 irrational.
Hence we have that R» x B € Eyxy and Eyxy is dense in $(S1, B). The statement of
the theorem now follows from the Baire category theorem and the fact that topology on
M x 'Y has a countable basis. Also note that the uniquely ergodic part of the theorem
follows in the same way as in the proof given in [11, Section 3]. ]

Theorem 5.6. Let o € Diff>™ (M) and let m + hy, be a continuous map from M to
Homeo(Y). Let ¢ € §(S1, ) C A be defined by v (m, y) = (a(m), hm(y)), (m, y) €

M x Y. Then if  is minimal, « is also minimal.

Proof. Let U be a non-empty open subset of M. Then since ¥ is minimal, there exists
L € N such that

L
v W xy)=MxY.
i=0

This implies that
L
o) =m.
i=0

Since U is an arbitrary non-empty open set, it follows that « is minimal. ]
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Recall that a topological space is locally contractible if each point in the space has
a local basis of contractible sets.

Theorem 5.7. Suppose that M is a smooth closed manifold, Ry is a smooth free action
of S' on M, Y is a compact metric space, T is a path connected subgroup of Homeo(Y)
such that (Y, T') is minimal, and B:Y — Y is a finite-order homeomorphism. If the home-
omorphism group of M X Y is locally contractible, then there exists W € $(S1, B) such
that W is homotopic to idys X8, minimal, and uniquely ergodic.

Proof. Since Homeo(M x Y) is locally contractible, there exists an open neighborhood
of idps xB, U, such that all homeomorphisms in U are homotopic to the idys xB.
By Theorem 5.4, the set

{1// € $(S1, B) | ¥ is minimal and uniquely ergodic}

is dense in $(S!, 8). By definition, idys xB8 € §(S1, B), so there exists a sequence of
uniquely ergodic minimal homeomorphisms converging to idys X8 with respect to the
metric d 4. In particular, this sequence converges to idas x 8 with respect to dyomeo(M x¥)-
Hence there exists a uniquely ergodic minimal homeomorphism in U. This completes the
proof as all elements in U are homotopic to idys xB. ]

5.3. Constructions from minimal homeomorphisms on point-like spaces

Let d > 3 be an odd integer, Q be the Hilbert cube, and W be a connected finite CW-com-
plex with finite-order homeomorphism By : W — W. Then, as observed in Remark 5.5,
we can apply Theorem 5.4 with M = S, Y = W x 0, and 8 = Bw X idg to obtain
a minimal homeomorphism

,g: ST x W x 0 — ST x W x 0, (s,w) > (p(s), hs(w)),

where s € S4, w € W x Q, ¢ € Diff*(5%), and h: S — Homeo(W x Q) continuous.
Moreover, h is of the form

hs = 8ot © B o g,

where g: §¢ — Homeo(W x Q) is a continuous map. By Theorem 5.6, the diffeomor-
phism ¢: §¢ — S is minimal and therefore, using Theorem 2.5, there exists a corre-
sponding minimal point-like system (Z, ¢).
Let ¢: Z — S< be the factor map of Theorem 2.5 (3). Then we define a homeomor-
phism B
0 ZXWXOQ—=ZxWxQ, (z,w)r (£(2), hyz)(w)).

The next two propositions are analogous to Propositions 3.6 and 3.7, now applied to &
as above. The proofs carry through verbatim, so are omitted.
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Proposition 5.8. There is a factor map
G (ZxWx0,0)— (SYxWx0,p)
defined by § = q x idwxg.
Proposition 5.9. The homeomorphism
CZXWXQ—=>ZxWxQ, (z,w) > (£(2), hyz)(w))
is minimal.
Proposition 5.10. The map on K-theory induced by the minimal homeomorphism Esat—

isfies the following:

K*(ZxWxQ)LK*@xWxQ)

K*w)—2 Kk w),

where pw:Z x W x Q — W is the projection map and B is the original finite-order
homeomorphism on W . Since the vertical map is an isomorphism, we have that ({)* = B*.
The same result holds for the induced maps on cohomology.

Proof. By Theorem 5.7, the minimal homeomorphism E SIXWxQ—>STxWxQ
is homotopic to idga X x idg. Using this fact, the induced maps on K-theory fit into the
following commutative diagram:

K*(ZxWxQ)LK*@xWxQ)

R

K*(ST x W x 0) 2= K*(S4 x W x 0)

¢ |~

K*(W) r K*(W),

where ¢ is the factormap Z x W x Q — S¢ x W x Q and p: S¢ x W x Q — W is the
projection map. The result follows by noting that py: Z x W x Q@ — W isequal to p o q.
The proof that the same result holds in cohomology is similar and is therefore omitted. =

We summarize the results of this section in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.11. Suppose that W is a connected finite CW-complex and B: W — W is
a finite-order homeomorphism. Then there exist a connected compact metric space X and
minimal homeomorphism a: X — X such that
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(1) K*(X) = K*(W) and o* = B* on K-theory,
(2) H*(X) = H*(W) and o* = B* on Cech cohomology.

Proof. The relevant space is X = Z x W x Q and the relevant homeomorphism is o = ¢.
(The definition of E can be found just before the statement of Proposition 5.8.) That this
homeomorphism is minimal follows from Proposition 5.9, and that it has the required
induced map on K-theory and Cech cohomology follows from Proposition 5.10. ]

Remark 5.12. In the previous proof, note that if the connected finite CW-complex W is
a closed connected manifold, then we do not need to take the Cartesian product with the
Hilbert cube. In this case, one can use the space Z x W.

6. Induced automorphism on K -theory and cohomology

6.1. Examples starting from a manifold

In what follows, (Z, ¢) is the dynamical system from Theorem 2.5, and we will apply the
construction in the previous section to a number of specific examples.

Example 6.1. Let S” be the n-sphere and consider the space Z x S". There are two
possible induced maps on the K -theory of the n-sphere, and both can be realized by finite-
order homeomorphisms. It follows from Theorem 5.11 and Remark 5.12 that both these
induced maps can be realized by minimal homeomorphisms on Z x S".

Example 6.2. Consider Z x R"”/Z" and B an n by n matrix with integer entries that
satisfies the following conditions:

det(B) = £1 and BT =1 forsome L > 1.

We define a map on R” /Z" via [v] — [Bv], where v € R” and [v] denotes the associated
element in R” /Z". The condition det(B) = £ 1 implies that this map is a homeomorphism
(in fact a diffeomorphism), and the condition BL = I implies that it is finite order.

Theorem 5.11 and Remark 5.12 imply that there is a minimal homeomorphism on
Z x R" /7" with induced map on H'(Z x R"/Z") = Z" given by B.

Example 6.3. This example is based on a question of Nielsen [13]. Suppose that W is
a finite CW-complex and ¢: W — W is a homeomorphism such that for some K > 1, 9 is
homotopic to the identity. Then one can ask if there exists a homeomorphism 8: W — W
such that 8 has finite order and is homotopic to ¢. In general, this is not possible, see [4,
Introduction]. However, for orientable surfaces, Nielsen proved that this is always the
case [13].

In our context, Nielsen’s theorem and our results imply the following: Suppose N is
a closed manifold admitting a free S L_action, M ¢ 1s an orientable surface of genus g, and
¢: My — M, is a homeomorphism such that for some K > 1, qu is homotopic to the
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identity. Then N x M, admits a minimal homeomorphism that is homotopic to idy x¢.
To see that this is the case, Nielsen’s theorem implies that there is a homeomorphism
B: My — M, that has finite order and is homotopic to ¢. We can then apply Theorem 5.4
to N x M, with the finite-order homeomorphism f to obtain a minimal homeomorphism
that is homotopic to idy xf. This completes the proof since idy x8 is homotopic to
idy X@.

Likewise, using Theorem 5.11 and Remark 5.12, Z x M, admits a minimal homeo-
morphism that has action on K-theory given by ¢*, where (Z, ¢) is the dynamical system
from Theorem 2.5.

6.2. Examples starting from finite CW-complexes

The following question is a natural question about finite CW-complexes, but Theorem 5.4
and Proposition 5.10 give it added importance in our context (see Theorem 6.5 below).

Question 6.4 (A realization question in K-theory). Given a finitely generated abelian
group G and a finite-order automorphism o: G — G, does there exist a pointed connected
finite CW-complex W such that K O(W) = G and K1 (W) = {0} and based point preserv-
ing finite-order homeomorphism By : W — W such that B, = o?

It would be natural to ask that the orders of By and ¢ are equal, but since our results
do not require this, we do not ask this here. The realization question is related to a clas-
sical question of Steenrod, see [14, Introduction]. Steenrod’s question was about singular
homology (rather than K-theory), and Swan provided the first counterexamples in [14].

In this section, we discuss some examples where the realization question in K-theory
has a positive answer. These particular cases are strong enough to give the C *-algebraic
applications considered in [7]. Moreover, we hope they illustrate some of the issues and
proof techniques arising in the study of such problems. The interested reader can see
more details on these techniques in the case of Steenrod’s question, for example, in [2,
Section 2].

Theorem 6.5. Suppose G is a finitely generated abelian group and o is a finite-order
automorphism for which the answer to the “realization question in K-theory” is “yes”.
Then there exist a metric space X and minimal homeomorphism E such that K %(X) =G,
KY(X) = {0}, and /§* = 0. Moreover, we can take the minimal homeomorphism to be
uniquely ergodic.

Proof. Since the realization question has a positive answer, we can take a pointed con-
nected finite CW-complex W and a based point preserving finite-order homeomorphism
Bw:W — W such that B}, = 0. Then we can apply the results from Section 5.3 (see, in
particular, Proposition 5.10) to X = Z x W x Q with the finite-order homeomorphism
B = Bw xidg to get the required minimal homeomorphism E which can be taken to be
uniquely ergodic by Theorem 5.4. |
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Theorem 6.6. Suppose that G, ..., Gy are finitely generated abelian groups with finite-
order automorphisms 0;: G; — G;, i = 1,..., k. If the realization question in K-theory
has a positive answer for each (G;, 0;), then the realization question in K -theory for

(G1®-®Gk.01 & D ox)
also has a positive answer.

Proof. Induction reduces the proof to the k = 2 case. Let (Wy, 1) and (W5, 85) denote
solutions to the realization problem in K-theory for (G, 01) and (G, 02), respectively.
Since we are working with pointed spaces and based point preserving maps, we can form
(W1 v Wa, B1 V B2). One can check that 1 Vv B, has finite order. The wedge axiom in
reduced K-theory implies the result holds. ]

Example 6.7. In this example, we consider a special case of Lemma 6.8 below. It should
aid the reader when considering the more general situation of Lemma 6.8. Let

0 0 -1
0 -1
I -1

B=]1
0
Note that B* = I (and B" # I for 1 <n < 3), so B gives a Z/4Z-group action on Z3.
Our goal is the construction of a connected finite CW-complex W and a based point
preserving homeomorphism f: W — W such that K°(W) = Z3, and the action of B on
reduced K-theory is given by B. To this end, consider the circle S! with the trivial Z /47
action and the wedge of four copies of S!, denoted by S v S v St v S, with the Z /47
action generated by permuting the copies of S! cyclically. We use the wedge point as the
based point and denote an element in S' v ST v S v S by (x,i), where x € S! and
i = 1,2, 3, 4 indicates the circle x is an element in. At the level of the K !-groups we have

K'(sh =z,
with the trivial Z /4Z-action, and
K'(stvstvstvsh=z?,

with the Z/4Z-action generated by

S O = O
S = O O
- O O O
S O O =

There is an equivariant map f:S' v S'v §'v S — S defined by (x,i) — x. Moreover,
the induced map on the K;-groups

[ K'(SY=7Z - K\(S'vStvstvsh)=z*
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is given by

[n] —

S S S S

Let W = Cy be the reduced mapping cone of f (where we note that Cy is a connected
finite CW-complex and is pointed because we have taken the reduced mapping cone).
Using the fact that K°(S' v S v §1v §1) = K°(S') 2 {0} and long exact sequence in
reduced K-theory, we have the following:

0— K'(Cf) > Z — Z* - K°(Cy) — 0.

It follows that K°(Cy) = coker f* 2 Z3 and K'(Cy) = ker f* = {0} as abelian groups.
However, there is more structure involved. Since the mapping cone construction is func-
torial and f is equivariant with respect to the Z/4Z-actions, there exists B: Cy — Cy
a based point preserving homeomorphism of order four making the previous exact se-
quence of abelian groups into an exact sequence of abelian groups with actions of Z /4Z.

Now let us show that 8*: I?O(Cf) — EO(Cf) is given by B. To do so, let ey, e; and e3
be the images of

and

1 0
0 1
o’ 0

—_ o O

0 0 0

in coker( f*), respectively. This gives an explicit realization of the isomorphism
Eo(Cf) =~ coker(f*) = Z3.

Moreover, equivariance implies that 8*(e;) = e, since

0 0 0 1717 0]
1 00 Of|O0] |1
01 0 o0|]0] ol
|0 0 1 0] O] | 0]
and likewise implies that 8*(e2) = e3. Finally, 8*(e3) = —e; — ex — e3 since
0 0 0 1707 0]
1 00 0|0 |0
01 0 0|1 |of’
|0 0 1 0] LO] | 1]
and
0 [—1
ol |-1
0| |-1
1 | 0
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as elements in coker( /™). Thus 8* is given by

0 0 -1
B=|1 0 —-1],
0o 1 -1

as we have computed its action with respect to ej, ¢, and e3. This completes the K -theory
part of the example.

We now consider cohomology. Suppose that n¢ is an even positive integer. Consider
the (19 — 1)-dimensional sphere S0~ ! with the trivial Z /47 action and the wedge of four
copies of 707! denoted by S™0~1 v §mo~1 v §mo~1 v §mn0=1 with the Z /47 action
generated by permuting the copies of S"0~! cyclically. We use the wedge point as the
based point and denote an element in $70~1 v S70~1\ o=\, gno=l by (x i), where
x € S™~landi = 1,2, 3, 4 indicates the circle x is an element in. The reduced cohomol-
ogy of these spaces vanishes except for the follows:

ﬁno—l(Sno—l) ~ Hn()—l(Sn()—l) ~ Kl(Sn()—l) ~ Z,
with the trivial Z /4Z.-action, and

Hno—l(Sno—l WV Sno—l V. Sn()—l WV S}’Lo—l) ~ Hno—l(Sn()—l v S}’Lo—l V. Sn[)—l WV Sﬂo—l)

~ Kl(Sn()—l Vv Sn()—l V. Sno—l Vi Sn()—l)

~ 7*
with the Z /4Z-action generated by
0 0 0 1
1 0 00
A= 01 00
0 010

Let W = Cy be the reduced mapping cone of f (where we note that Cr is a connected
finite CW-complex and is pointed because we have taken the reduced mapping cone). The
non-trivial part of the long exact sequence in reduced cohomology has the same form as
the one for reduced K-theory:

0— H"™ Y (Cy) > Z — Z* — H"™(Cy) — 0,

where the map Z — Z* is given by

[n] —~

S IS I 3

It follows that K %(Cy) = H™(Cy) = Z3. The relevant finite-order homeomorphism is
the same one discussed above in the case of K-theory. We omit the details.
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Lemma 6.8. Consider the d by d matrix

[0 0 0 0 —1]
1 00 0 —1
01 0 0 —1
B=109 0 1 0 —1
00 0 - 1 —1

as an automorphism of Z¢ and let ng be an even positive integer. Then there exist a con-
nected finite CW-complex W and finite-order homeomorphism B such that

H™ (W) =~ K°(W) =~ 7¢,

all other non-zero degree cohomology and K-theory groups trivial, and such that B* is
given by B on both reduced cohomology and reduced K -theory.

The proof of the previous lemma is the same as the construction in the previous exam-
ple, but with general d € N \ {0} not necessarily equal to 3. The details are therefore
omitted. However, it is worth mentioning that the space W is the reduced mapping cone
associated to the map

frSnoTly gnomly oy gno—l _ gno—l
defined by (x,i) > x.

Theorem 6.9. Consider the d by d matrix

[0 0 0 0 —1|
1 0 0 0 —1
01 0 0 —1
B=109 0 1 0 —1
00 0 - 1 —1

as an automorphism of Z¢ and let ng be an even positive integer. Then there exist a con-
nected metric space X and minimal homeomorphism B such that

H™(X)~ K°(X) ~7¢

with the other reduced cohomology and reduced K-theory groups trivial such that E * s
given by B on both reduced cohomology and reduced K -theory.

Proof. Lemma 6.8 implies that the answer to the realization question in K-theory is “yes”
in this special case. The statement about K-theory then follows from Theorem 6.5, and
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the statement about cohomology can be obtained from the fact that the K-theory and
cohomology of the CW-complex constructed in this situation are isomorphic; the details
are omitted. ]

An important consequence of the previous theorem is that we have many minimal
homeomorphisms that are not homotopic to the identity. In addition, the minimal homeo-
morphisms constructed in the previous theorem play an important role in the C *-algebraic
applications considered in [7]. In particular, the following result will be used in [7]. The
condition that H (X)) is trivial has been included so that the crossed products in [7] have
no non-trivial projections, see [7, Corollary 4.6].

Theorem 6.10. Suppose that Gy and G are finitely generated abelian groups and the
realization problem in K -theory for 6y: Go — G and 01: G1 — G each have a positive
answer. Then there exist a uniquely ergodic minimal homeomorphism on a compact metric
space X such that H'(X) is trivial, K°(X) = Z & Go, K'(X) = G, and the induced
maps on K -theory are idz, ®o¢ and 0.

Proof. Let W, be the finite CW-complex and So: Wy — W be the finite-order homeo-
morphism that solve the realization problem in K-theory for oy, and likewise let W) be
the finite CW-complex and 81: W; — W the finite-order homeomorphism that solve the
realization problem in K-theory for o;.

Take W = Wy v W, where W is the reduced suspension of Wy, and let By =
Bo v ZB1. We note that By is well defined because the spaces and maps considered are
pointed and the wedge product is taken at this point. Since B¢ and 1 have finite order,
Bw also has finite order.

The space W satisfies

K'W)~Z®Gy and K'(W) =Gy,
and the induced map on K-theory from By is
,3;1/ =idgz ®09: Z b Gy — Z ® Go and ,3* =o01: G — G;.

Finally, consider 2W and 2By (that is, take the reduced suspension twice). Bott peri-
odicity implies that 2W and 2?8 have the same K-theory properties as W and By .
Moreover, for k > 1,

H*(22W) ~ HF2(w).

Hence H'(22W) = H~Y(W) is trivial. We can apply the results in Section 5.3 (see, in
particular, Proposition 5.10) to X = Z x X2W x Q with the finite-order homeomorphism
B =idz xZ2Bw x idg to get the required minimal homeomorphism. By Theorem 5.4,
we can take the homeomorphism to be uniquely ergodic. Finally, we note that H!(X) =
H'(Z2W) is trivial, as required. n



Minimal homeomorphisms and topological K-theory 531

Acknowledgments. The authors thank the referee for a careful reading of the paper and
many useful comments. In particular, we thank them for finding an error in the original
formulation of Theorem 5.7.

Funding. Robin J. Deeley is currently funded by NSF Grant DMS 2000057 and was pre-
viously funded by Simons Foundation Collaboration Grant for Mathematicians number
638449. Karen R. Strung is currently funded by GACR project 20-17488Y and RVO:
67985840 and part of this work was carried out while funded by Sonata 9 NCN grant
2015/17/D/ST1/02529 and a Radboud Excellence Initiative Postdoctoral Fellowship.
Ian F. Putnam is supported in part by an NSERC Discovery Grant.

References

[1] D. V. Anosov and A. B. Katok, New examples in smooth ergodic theory. Ergodic diffeomor-
phisms. Trudy Moskov. Mat. Obs¢. 23 (1970), 3-36 Zbl 0218.58008 MR 0370662
[2] J. E. Arnold, Jr., A solution of a problem of Steenrod for cyclic groups of prime order. Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 62 (1976), no. 1, 177-182 MR 431150
[3] B. Blackadar, K-theory for operator algebras. 2nd edn., Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ. 5, Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998 Zbl 0913.46054 MR 1656031
[4] J. Block and S. Weinberger, On the generalized Nielsen realization problem. Comment. Math.
Helv. 83 (2008), no. 1, 21-33 Zbl 1152.57023 MR 2365406
[5] T. A. Chapman, Homeomorphisms of Hilbert cube manifolds. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 182
(1973), 227-239 Zbl 0288.57002 MR 372863
[6] R.J.Deeley, I. F. Putnam, and K. R. Strung, Constructing minimal homeomorphisms on point-
like spaces and a dynamical presentation of the Jiang—Su algebra. J. Reine Angew. Math. 742
(2018), 241-261 Zbl 1416.46057 MR 3849627
[7]1 R.J. Deeley, L. F. Putnam, and K. R. Strung, Classifiable C *-algebras from minimal Z-actions
and their orbit-breaking subalgebras. Math. Ann. (2022), DOI 10.1007/s00208-022-02526-1
[8] M. Dirbdk and P. Mali¢ky, On the construction of non-invertible minimal skew products.
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 375 (2011), no. 2, 436-442 Zbl 1211.37017 MR 2735534
[9] A.Fathi and M. R. Herman, Existence de difféomorphismes minimaux. Astérisque 49 (1977),
37-59 Zbl 0374.58010 MR 0482843
[10] F. B. Fuller, The existence of periodic points. Ann. of Math. (2) 57 (1953), no. 2, 229-230
Zbl 0050.17203 MR 52764
[11] S. Glasner and B. Weiss, On the construction of minimal skew products. Israel J. Math. 34
(1979), no. 4, 321-336 Zbl 0434.54032 MR 570889
[12] M. W. Hirsch, Differential topology. Grad. Texts in Math. 33, Springer, New York, 1976
Zbl 0356.57001 MR 1336822
[13] J. Nielsen, Abbildungsklassen endlicher Ordnung. Acta Math. 75 (1943), 23-115
Zbl1 0027.26601 MR 13306
[14] R. G. Swan, Invariant rational functions and a problem of Steenrod. Invent. Math. 7 (1969),
no. 2, 148-158 Zbl 0186.07601 MR 244215
[15] J.E. West, Hilbert cube manifolds — meeting ground of geometric topology and absolute neigh-
borhood retracts. In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians (Helsinki,
1978), pp. 497-503, Acad. Sci. Fennica, Helsinki, 1980 Zbl 0434.57001 MR 562647


https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0218.58008
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0370662
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=431150
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0913.46054
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1656031
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1152.57023
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2365406
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0288.57002
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=372863
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1416.46057
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3849627
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-022-02526-1
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1211.37017
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2735534
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0374.58010
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0482843
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0050.17203
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=52764
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0434.54032
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=570889
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0356.57001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1336822
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0027.26601
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=13306
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0186.07601
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=244215
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0434.57001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=562647

R. J. Deeley, 1. F. Putnam, and K. R. Strung 532

[16] A.Windsor, Minimal but not uniquely ergodic diffeomorphisms. In Smooth ergodic theory and
its applications (Seattle, WA, 1999), pp. 809-824, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 69, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001 Zbl 1205.37041 MR 1858557

Received 23 March 2021.

Robin J. Deeley
Department of Mathematics, University of Colorado Boulder, Campus Box 395,
2300 Colorado Avenue, Boulder, CO 80309-0395, USA; robin.deeley @gmail.com

Ian F. Putnam
Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Victoria, David Turpin Building A425,
Victoria, BC V8W 3R4, Canada; ifputnam@uvic.ca

Karen R. Strung
Institute of Mathematics, Czech Academy of Sciences, Zitnd 25, 115 67 Prague, Czech Republic;
strung @math.cas.cz


https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1205.37041
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1858557
mailto:robin.deeley@gmail.com
mailto:ifputnam@uvic.ca
mailto:strung@math.cas.cz

	1. Introduction
	2. Background
	2.1. Group actions and minimal homeomorphisms
	2.2. Minimal dynamical systems on point-like spaces

	3. Existence results
	4. The manifold case
	4.1. Statement of the result in the manifold case
	4.2. Proof in the manifold case

	5. Generalization to homogeneous metric spaces
	5.1. The relevant complete metric space
	5.2. Generalization to the (possibly) non-manifold case
	5.3. Constructions from minimal homeomorphisms on point-like spaces

	6. Induced automorphism on K-theory and cohomology
	6.1. Examples starting from a manifold
	6.2. Examples starting from finite CW-complexes

	References

