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Simple nuclear C*-algebras
not equivariantly isomorphic to their opposites
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Abstract. We exhibit examples of simple separable nuclear C*-algebras, along with actions of
the circle group and outer actions of the integers, which are not equivariantly isomorphic to their
opposite algebras. In fact, the fixed point subalgebras are not isomorphic to their opposites. The
C*-algebras we exhibit are well behaved from the perspective of structure and classification of
nuclear C*-algebras: they are unital C*-algebras in the UCT class, with finite nuclear dimension.
One is an AH-algebra with unique tracial state and absorbs the CAR algebra tensorially. The
other is a Kirchberg algebra.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 46135, 46L.55.

Keywords. C*-algebras, C*-dynamical systems, anti-automorphism.

1. Introduction

Let A be a C*-algebra. We denote by A° the opposite algebra: the same Banach
space with the same involution, but with reversed multiplication. The question of
constructing operator algebras not isomorphic to their opposites goes back to [3],
which constructs factors not isomorphic to their opposites. Separable simple
C*-algebras not isomorphic to their opposites were constructed in [22, 23], but
those examples are not nuclear. The proofs that they are not isomorphic to their
opposites depend on embedding them as weak operator dense subalgebras of von
Neumann algebras not isomorphic to their opposites, so that the method can’t be
used to produce nuclear examples. In the nuclear setting, there are nonsimple
C#*-algebras not isomorphic to their opposites ([21]; see also [26] for a related
discussion). These examples are in fact continuous trace C*-algebras, and the
proofs depend on the Dixmier—Douady invariant. It is also consistent with ZFC that
there are nonseparable simple AF algebras and nonseparable purely infinite simple
C*-algebras not isomorphic to their opposites ([8]). The proofs depend strongly
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on nonseparability, because all separable C*-algebras of the types considered in that
paper are already known to be isomorphic to their opposites. The question of whether
there are separable simple nuclear C*-algebras not isomorphic to their opposites is
an important and difficult open question, particularly due to its connection with the
Elliott classification program. The Elliott invariant, as well as the Cuntz semigroup,
cannot distinguish a C*-algebra from its opposite. Thus, existence of a simple
separable nuclear C*-algebra not isomorphic to its opposite would reveal an entirely
new phenomenon.

In this paper, we address the equivariant situation. We exhibit examples of simple
separable unital nuclear C*-algebras A along with outer actions of Z and with actions
of the circle group T which are not equivariantly isomorphic to their opposites. The
C*-algebras A are well behaved from the perspective of structure and classification
of C*-algebras. In one set of examples, A is AH with no dimension growth, has a
unique tracial state, and tensorially absorbs the CAR algebra. In the other, 4 is a
Kirchberg algebra satisfying the Universal Coefficient Theorem.

In fact, in our examples the fixed point algebras are not isomorphic to their
opposite algebras. In particular, we give outer actions of Z on a simple separable
unital nuclear C*-algebra with tracial rank zero and on a unital Kirchberg algebra,
both satisfying the Universal Coefficient Theorem, such that the fixed point algebras
are not isomorphic to their opposites.

These examples illustrate some of the difficulties one would encounter if one
wished to extend the current classification results to the equivariant setting, for
actions of both Z and T.

We outline our construction. We find a suitable compact manifold L (which
is S x M in the proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, with n > 5 and odd, and
with M as used in Example 2.5 of [21]) and a torsion class no € H?3(L; Z) for which
we can prove that there is no homeomorphism of L which sends 79 to —no. Then
there is a locally trivial continuous field £ over L whose fiber is a finite dimensional
matrix algebra and whose Dixmier—-Douady invariant is 7. The condition on ¢
ensures that the section algebra I'(E) is not stably isomorphic to its opposite. (See
Chapters 4 and 5 of [25] for the general theory of the Dixmier—Douady invariant.
Some of itis summarized at the beginning of Section 1 of [21].) Next, use an existence
result of Fathi and Herman (and the presence of the factor S” in the construction
of L) to find a uniquely ergodic minimal diffeomorphism % of L which is homotopic
to the identity. Then A*(FE) =~ E, allowing one to construct an automorphism o«
of I'(E) which induces # on Prim(I'(E)). The basic version of our example is
Ao = TI'(E) %y Z, with the action of T being the dual action. The fixed point
algebra of this dynamical system is isomorphic to I'(£) and the fixed point algebra
of the opposite system is isomorphic to I'(£)P, so the system is not isomorphic to
its opposite. The algebra Ay is simple and separable, has finite nuclear dimension,
and satisfies the Universal Coefficient Theorem.

Stronger conditions on the algebra in the system are obtained by tensoring the
system with the trivial action on M50 or on Q. This change tensors the fibers of E
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with Mseo or Q. To prove that the new section algebras are not isomorphic to their
opposites, we need a substitute for the Dixmier—-Douady invariant which applies to
continuous fields whose fibers are stably isomorphic to Mo or (O,. Fortunately, a
suitable theory is already available in [4].

In the rest of the introduction, we recall a few general facts about opposite algebras.
Section 2 contains some preparatory lemmas, and Section 3 contains the construction
of our examples. In Section 4 we collect several remarks on our construction, outline
a shorter construction which gives examples with some of the properties of our main
examples, and state some open questions.

If A is a C*-algebra, we denote by A" its conjugate algebra. As a real C*-algebra
it is the same as A, but it has the reverse complex structure. That is, if we denote
its scalar multiplication by (A,a) + A e4 a, then A o4 @ = Aa for any a € A and
any A € C. We recall the following easy fact.

Lemma 1.1. Let A be a C*-algebra. Then the map a + a* is an isomorphism
A% — A*

In this paper, we often find it more convenient to use A*.

Let G be a locally compact Hausdorff group, and let «: G — Aut(A) be a point-
norm continuous action. For g € G, the same map «,, viewed as a map from A* to
itself, is also an automorphism. To see that, we note that it is clearly a real C*-algebra
automorphism, and for each A € C and a € A, we have

ag(Aega) =a, (Xa) = Xag (a) = Aoyag(a).

Thus, the same map gives us an action a” of G on A*, which we call the conjugate
action. The definition of the crossed product shows that (A 3, G)* = A* x,+ G: they
are identical as real C*-algebras, and the complex structure on A X, G comes from
the complex structure on A. The same map also gives an action o of G on AP,
which we call the opposite action. The map from Lemma 1.1 intertwines a°? with o*
and hence (G, A®, a®P) = (G, A* a¥). The identification of the crossed product,
however, is less direct.

If (G, A, @) and (G, B, f) are G-C*-algebras and are G-equivariantly isomorphic,
then A Xy G = B xg G. Thus, an equivariant version of the problem of whether
C*-algebras are isomorphic to their opposites is whether (G, A, @) is isomorphic
to (G, A*, o).

We denote the algebra of compact operators on a separable infinite dimensional
Hilbert space by K.

2. Preparatory lemmas

Our construction requires two lemmas from cohomology, some properties of a
particular finite group, a result on quasidiagonality of crossed products of integer
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actions on section algebras of continuous fields, a result on invariant traces on
section algebras, and a lemma concerning tracial states on crossed products by an
automorphism with finite Rokhlin dimension.

The following lemma generalizes Lemma 3.6 of [21], which is part of an
example of a topological space with specific properties originally suggested by Greg
Kuperberg.

Lemma 2.1. Let n € Z~q, let M be a connected compact orientable manifold
of dimension 4n and with no boundary, and let h: M — M be a continuous
Sunction such that hy: H«(M ;7)) — H«(M;Z) is an isomorphism. Suppose that
the signature of M is nonzero. Then h is orientation preserving.

Proof. We recall the definition of the signature, starting with the bilinear form
w:H*"(M;Z) x H**(M;7Z) — 7 defined as follows. Let e € Ho(M:;Z) be
the standard generator. Thus there is an isomorphism v: Hy(M; Z) — Z such that
v(keg) = k forallk € Z. Furtherletc € Ha, (M ; Z) be the generator corresponding
to the orientation of M (the fundamental class). Also recall the cup product

(@.p)>a—p
from HX(M;Z) x H'(M;Z) to H**!(M; Z), and the cap product
(@.p)roa~p
from H*(M;Z) x H;(M;Z) to H;_;(M;Z). Then w is given by
oe.f) = v(jox — ] ~ )

for o, B € H?"(M; Z). The signature of the form gotten by tensoring with R is, by
definition, the signature of M.

The Universal Coeflicient Theorem (see [12, Theorem 3.2 and p. 198]) and the
Five Lemma imply that

h*H*(M.Z)— H*(M;Z)
is an isomorphism. In particular,
h*: H*(M:;7Z) — H*"(M:Z)
is an isomorphism. Therefore the bilinear form p on H?"(M; Z), given by
ple. B) = w(h*(@), h*(B)) = v([h*(@) — h*(B)] ~ ¢)

for a, B € H?"(M:Z), is equivalent to . In particular, p has the same signature
as w.
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Now define a bilinear form wo on H?" (M ; Z) by
wo(at, B) = v([h* (@) — h*(B)] ~ (hx) "' (c))

fora,fp € H 2n(M ;7). The formula for wq differs from the formula for p only in
that ¢ has been replaced by ()~ '(c). The maps v o hy and v agree on Ho(M ;7).
(This is true for any continuous map h: M — M.) Naturality of the cup and cap
products therefore implies that @ = wy. If (h«)~'(c) = —c, then wy = —p, S0 wy
and p have opposite signatures. Since wy = w and p have the same signature by the
previous paragraph, we find that the signature of w is zero. This contradiction shows
that (h)~!(c) # —c.

Since hy is an isomorphism and Hy, (M ;7Z) = Z, it follows that h.(c) = *c.
The previous paragraph rules out 2. (c) = —c, so h«(c) = c. O

Lemma 2.2. Let m € Z~q and let M be a connected compact orientable manifold
of dimension m. Let n € Z~q satisfy n > m, and let h: S" x M — S" x M be
a continuous function. Let yg € S", leti: M — S" x M be i(x) = (yo, x) for
x € M, and let p: S™ x M — M be the projection on the second factor. Then:

) If
he: Ho(S" x M; Z) — H(S" x M; Z)

is an isomorphism then
(pohoi)e: Hi(M;Z) — H«(M;7Z)

is an isomorphism.

i
he:m (S x M) — 71(S" x M)

is an isomorphism then
(pohoi)ym(M) — (M)

is an isomorphism. (We omit the choice of basepoints in 11, since the spaces in
question are path connected.)

Proof. We prove (1). Letk € Zxg; we show that
(pohoi)s Hy(M;Z) — Hy(M;Z)

is an isomorphism. For k > m, Hy(M;Z) = 0, so this is immediate. Accordingly,
we may assume that 0 < k < m.

Let eo be the usual generator of Ho(S";7Z) =~ Z and let e, be a generator of
H,(S™,Z) = Z. Since H«(S"; Z) is free, the Kiinneth formula [12, Theorem 3B.6]
implies that the standard pairing (1, ) — n X w yields a graded isomorphism

0 Ho(S",2) @ H (M ;Z) — Hy(S" x M; Z).
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Since H;(M;Z) = 0 for [ > n, it follows that 4 +— w(ep ® w) defines an iso-
morphism
,31 Hk(M;Z) — Hk(Sn x M; Z)

(and, similarly, u > e, x i defines an isomorphism Hy (M ; Z) — H, 11 (S" x M ; Z)).
Moreover, B = i.

Let po: S™ — {yo} be the unique map from S” to {yo}. Since (po)«(eo) is
a generator of Ho({yo};Z) = Z, naturality in the Kiinneth formula implies that
px(eg x u) = pfor u € Hy(M;Z). (By contrast, p«(e, x ) = 0.) Thus

px: Hi(S" x M Z) — Hi(M: Z)

is an isomorphism. (In fact, p. = 871
We factor (pohoi)s: He(M;Z) — Hy(M;Z) as

i % R *
H,(M;7Z) AN H (S"xM; Z) — H,(S" x M; Z) LA H,(M; 7).

We have just shown that the first and last maps are isomorphisms, and the middle
map is an isomorphism by hypothesis. So (p o & o i) is an isomorphism.

Part (2) follows immediately as soon as we know that p, and i are isomorphisms.
This fact follows from [12, Proposition 1.12]. O

We will start our constructions with the manifold M used in [21, Example 3.5],
with
(M) = (a,b|a®>=>b" =1, aba™! = b?).

There is a gap in the proof for [21, Example 3.5]; we need to know that there is
no automorphism of 771 (M) which sends the image of a in the abelianization to the
image of a®>. We prove that here; for convenience of the reader and to establish
notation in the proof, we prove all the properties of this group from scratch.

Lemma 2.3. Let G be the group with presentation in terms of generators and relations
given by

G={(abl|la®=b"=1, aba™! = b?).
Then G is a finite group with 21 elements, its abelianization is isomorphic to 7. /37

and is generated by the image of a, and every automorphism of G induces the identity
automorphism on its abelianization.

Proof. Rewrite the last relation as ab = b2a. It follows that for all r, s € Z>¢ there
ist € Zxg such thata”b* = b'a”. Since a and b have finite order, we therefore have

G ={b'a" :r,t € Lo}. 2.1)

Since a3 = b7 = 1, it follows that G has at most 21 elements.
Write Z /37 = {0,1,2} and Z/7Z = {0,1,...,6}. One checks that there is
an automorphism y of Z/7Z such that y(1) = 2, and that y*> = idz/7z. Thus,
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there is a semidirect product group S = Z/7Z x, Z/3Z. Moreover, the elements
(0,1) and (1,0) satisfy the relations defining G. Therefore there is a surjective
homomorphism ¥: G — S such that ¥ (a) = (1,0) and ¥ (b) = (0,1). So G has
exactly 21 elements and the subgroup () C G is normal and has order 7.

Let H be the abelianization of G and let 7: G — H be the associated map.
The relations for G show that there is a surjective homomorphism «k: G — Z/37Z
such that k(@) = 1 and «(b) = 0. Therefore Z/3Z is a quotient of H. Since
card(G)/card(H) is prime and G is not abelian, we get H =~ Z /37, generated
by 7 (a). Moreover, 7 (b) is the identity element of H.

Now let ¢: G — G be an automorphism, and let ¢: H — H be the induced
automorphism of H. To show that § = idg, we must rule out @(m(a)) = n(a?).
So assume @(mw(a)) = m(a?). Use (2.1), a®> = b7 = 1, and n(b) = 1 to find
r € {0,1,...,6} such that p(a) = b"a?. Since (b) is a normal Sylow 7-subgroup,
all elements of G of order 7 are contained in (b), so there is s € {1,2,...,6} such
that ¢(b) = b*. Apply ¢ to the relation aba™! = b? to get

b a*ba2b" = b?. (2.2)
The relation aba™! = b? also implies that ab’a™' = b?*, so a’b’a™2 = b*.

Substituting in (2.2) gives b* = b25. Thus (b*)? = 1. Since (b) is cyclic of odd
order, we get b* = 1, so ¢(b) = 1, a contradiction. O

The proof of the following lemma is motivated by ideas from the proof of
Theorem 9 in [24].

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a separable continuous trace C*-algebra, and let € Aut(A).
Set X = Prim(A), let h: X — X be homeomorphism induced by a (so thatif P C A
is a primitive ideal, then h(P) = a(P)), and assume that X is an infinite compact
metrizable space and that h is minimal. Then A Xq 7 is simple and quasidiagonal.

Proof. Simplicity of A x4 Z follows from the corollary to Theorem 1 in [1].
We claim that there is a nonzero homomorphism

@ A Ay 7 — Cb(Z>0, K)/C()(Z>0, K)

Since A x4 Z is simple, it will then follow that ¢ is injective. Since A is nuclear, so
is A Xy Z. Therefore we can lift ¢ to a completely positive contraction

T:AXqZ — Co(Zsg, K).
We thus get a sequence (7, )nez- , of completely positive contractions
Tn:AXyZ — K
such that

lim |[7,(ab) = To(@)Tn ()| =0 and  lim [T, (a)| = [l (23)
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forall a,b € A xy Z. We can pick a sequence (pn)nez-, in K consisting of finite
rank projections such that, if for all n € Z-o we replace T, by a — p,T,(x)pn,
the resulting sequence of maps still satisfies (2.3). Thus, we may assume that there
is a sequence (/(n))nez-, in Z>o such that for all n € Z~¢, we actually have a
completely positive contraction

Tni A Ao 7 — Ml(n);

moreover, the sequence (75),ez-, satisfies (2.3). Thus A x, Z is quasidiagonal.

It remains to prove the claim. It suffices to prove the claim for A ® K and ¢ ® idg
in place of A and «. By Proposition 5.59 in [25], we may therefore assume that A is
the section algebra of a locally trivial continuous field E over X with fiber K.

Fix apoint xg € X. Choose a closed neighborhood S of x such that E | is trivial,
and letk: A — C(S, K) be the composition of the quotient map A — I'(E|s) and a
trivialization I'(E|s) — C(S, K). For x € §,letev,: C(S, K) — K be evaluation
at x. For n € 7Z define

On =evy,okoa" A — K,

a surjective homomorphism with kernel 27" (xg) € X = Prim(A).
Since & is minimal, there is a sequence (k(1))nez-, in Z>o such that

lim k(n) = oo and lim A% (xy) = xo.
n—>oo n—>oo

Without loss of generality 7% (xy) € S for all n € Z-y. For n € Zo,

the homomorphisms o) and evj—km)(y,) © K are surjective homomorphisms

from A to K with the same kernel (namely 25" (xo) € X = Prim(A)), so

they are unitarily equivalent irreducible representations. That is, there is a unitary
v, € M(K) = L(I?) such that

vnak(,,)(a)v;1 = (th—k(n)(xO) o K) (a)

for all @ € A. Choose ¢, € M(K)g, with ||c,|| < 7 such that v, = exp(ic,), and
set w, = exp(ik(n)~'c,). Then

V4
lwp, —1|| < — and w’n‘(") = v,.

=k
Define p,: A — M) (K) by

pn(a) = diag(oo(a), W, 01 (a)w;l, w,%az(a)w,jz, ...
—(k(n)—l))

o W oy 1 (@)wy
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for a € A. Further define the permutation unitary u, € M (M) (K)) by

01 0 -« --- 0
0 0 1

U, =
I 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0

We want to show that for all ¢ € A we have

1im_lon(@(@)) — unpu(@y]| = 0.
To do this, let a € A. Then
pn(a(a))
= diag(crl (a), w,,oz(a)w,fl, w,fcg(a)w,:z, R ws(”)_lok(n)(a)wn_(k(”)_l))
= undiag(w,lf(”)_lak(n)(a)w;(k(”)_l), o1(a), wnaz(a)w;l, .
s w26 01 (@) w, KOy
Therefore

llon (@t(@)) — unpn(@)uy|
= llon(a) — uppn(e(a))un|
= max (Hoo(a) - wff(”)_lak(n)(a)wn_(k(”)_l) ||

’

|wno1(@)w, ! —o1(a)]

.

Every term except the first on the right hand side of this estimate is dominated by

wao2(a)wy, > — waoz(a)w;, !

.

Wi og -1 (@wy, FOTY — k26 ) (@)w, €72 ”)

27 ||a]|

2w, — 1 < .
Jon =1l = =05

The first term is estimated as follows:
|oo(a) = wi ™ op iy (@)w, ¥V
< lloo(@) = vaOkm)(@)v, |
+ [wi P oren (@wy = wi O oy (@ wy €OV
< [ (evxy 0 #)(@) = (eVp—km (xg) © €)(@)]| + 2[|wn — 1]ll|a]
27 |||
k(n)

< || (evx, 0 k) (a) — (CVh—k(n)(xO) o K)(a)|| +
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Now let ¢ > 0. Since «(a) € C(S, K) is continuous and lim, o0 2% (x0) = xo,
there is N; € Z~¢ such that for all n > N; we have

[(evxo 0 k) (@) — (eVp—km () © k) (@)]| < %

Since limy, o0 k(1) = 00, there is N, € Z~¢ such that for all » > N, we have

2r|a| e

< .
k() 2

For n > max(Ny, N»), we then have ||p,(c(a)) — u,pn(a)u,| < &, as desired.
For n € Z-¢ choose an isomorphism ¥,: Mi,)(K) — K, and use the same
symbol for the induced isomorphism My ) (M(K)) — M(K). Let

be the image there of

(V1 (1), ¥2(u2), ...) € Co(Zso, M(K)),
and fora € Alet Yy (a) € Co(Z=o, K)/Co(Z=p, K) be the image there of

(W10 p1)(@), (Y20 p2)(@), ...) € Co(Z>o, K).
Thenuy (a)u* = Y (a(a))foralla € A, sou and ¥ together define ahomomorphism
Q: A Ao 7 — Cb(Z>0, K)/C()(Z>0, K)

This homomorphism is nonzero because if we choose ¢ € K ~{0} then thereisa € A
such that «x (a) is the constant function with value ¢, and || (a)|| is easily checked to
be ||c||. This completes the proof of the claim, and thus of the lemma. O

To show that the crossed product is quasidiagonal, it isn’t actually necessary that /
be minimal. It suffices to assume that every point of X is chain recurrent. The basic
idea is the same, but the notation gets messier.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a group, and let X be a compact metrizable G-space. Let A be
a unital C*-algebra with a unique tracial state 0. Let E be a locally trivial continuous
field over X with fiber A, and let : G — T'(E) be a continuous action of G on the
section algebra I (E) such that g (Ker(evy)) = Ker(evgy) forallg € G andx € X.
Then there is a faithful G-equivariant conditional expectation P:T'(E) — C(X)
such that for every s € I'(E), x € X, and isomorphism \: E, — A, we have

P(s)(x) = o (¥ (s(x))). 2.4)

Moreover, the formula t,(s) = [y P(s) du defines an affine homeomorphism from
the G-invariant Borel probability measures | on X to the G-invariant tracial states
on T'(E).
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Proof. For each x € X choose some isomorphism ¢y: Ex — A. Now for s € ['(E)
define a function P(s): X — C by P(s)(x) = o(¢x(s(x))) forx € X.

We claim that (2.4) holds for any choice of isomorphism : E, — A. To prove
the claim, simply observe that £, has a unique tracial state, so that 0 o ¥y = 0 o .

Lets € I'(E). We claim that P(s) is continuous. Let xo € X; it is enough to find
anopenset U C X with xg € U such that P(s)|y is continuous. Choose U such that
there is a trivialization of E |y, that is, isomorphisms ¥,: E, — A for x € U such
that the map (a, x) — ¥ !(a) is a homeomorphism from 4 x U to E|y. Then the
map x — ¥y (s(x)) from U to A is continuous, so x > o (¥« (s(x))) is continuous.
The previous claim implies that o (¢x(s(x))) = o (¥x(s(x))) for all x € U, so the
claim follows.

We now know that P: T'(E) — C(X) is well defined. This map is clearly linear,
positive, bounded (by 1), and equivariant. The conditional expectation property is
immediate from the fact that o is tracial. We prove that P is faithful. Suppose
s € I'(E) and P(s*s) = 0. Let x € X. Since o is faithful and o (g (s*)@x(s)) =
P(s*s)(x) = 0, we have ¢y (s) = 0. Since this is true for all x € X, we have s = 0,
as desired.

It remains to prove the last sentence. For any C*-algebra B, we denote by T(B)
the tracial state space of B. We further identify the space of Borel probability
measures on X with T(C (X)) in the standard way, sending a measure u to the tracial
state / +> [y f du. Then the formula for 7,, in the statement of the lemma becomes
7, = po P. We regard this as a map from T(C(X)) to T(I'(E)). This map is
obviously affine and weak™* to weak* continuous. It is equivariant for the obvious
actions of G on these spaces. Since T(C (X)) and T(I'(E)) are compact, it therefore
suffices to prove that u — p o P is bijective (ignoring the G -invariance restriction).

The fact that A is unital gives a unital homomorphism ¢: C(X) — I'(E). Clearly
P o1 = idc(x). Therefore 7, ot = p for all u € T(C(X)). So u + po P is
injective.

We claim that every extreme point of T(I'(E)) is of the form o o ¢, for some
x € X. This claim implies that all extreme points of T(I'(E)) are in the range of
u — o P. So the Krein—-Milman Theorem implies that this map is surjective,
finishing the proof.

Solett € T(I'(E)). Set

J ={beT(E):t(b*b) =0},

which is a closed ideal in I'(E). Using local triviality of £ and simplicity of A, it is
not hard to show that there is a compact set L C X such that

J = {b e'(E):¢px(b) =0forall x € L}.

If L = @ then J = I'(E), which is clearly impossible. If there is x € X such that
L = {x}, then J = Ker(¢y). It follows that 7 factors through I'(E)/Ker(p,) = A.
By uniqueness of the tracial state on A, we must have T = o o @y .
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Finally, assume that there exist distinct x,y € L. Choose disjoint open sets
U,V C X suchthat x € U and y € V. Choose f, g € C(X) such that

0<g=<f=<1 fg=g gkx)=1 and supp(f)CU.

Let : C(X) — I'(E) be as above. Then ((g'/2) & J because (¢ o ()(g) = 1 and

1((1— f)Y2) & J because (pyor)(1—f)=1.Sot((g)) > Oand t(¢(1— f)) > 0.
Also 7(t(f)) > 0 because g < f. Therefore there are tracial states 71, 7, on I'(E)

h th
e WD) 2 T D)
() =)

for all b € T'(E). We have 71(g) # 0 since fg = g and 7(t(g)) # 0, but
72(1(g)) = Osince (1 — f)g = 0. Therefore 11 # 5. Since

(N +d-fu=1

71(b) =

and the coefficients are strictly positive, we have shown that 7 is not an extreme point
in T(I'(E)). O

Corollary 2.6. In the situation of Lemma 2.5, if G is amenable, the action of G on X
is mimimal, and A is simple, then there exists a faithful G-invariant tracial state
on T'(E).

Proof. Since G is amenable and X is compact, there is a G-invariant Borel probability
measure i on X. Since the action is minimal, & must have full support, so that, if
f € C(X)4 and [y fdu =0, then f = 0. Now let P:T'(E) — C(X) be as in
Lemma 2.5, and let 7, be the G-invariant tracial state on I" (£') obtained from ., given
by 7,(s) = [y P(s)du for s € T'(E). We show that 7, is faithful. Lets € I'(E),
and suppose that 7, (s*s) = 0. Then P(s*s) = 0 since p has full support. Sos = 0
since P is faithful. O

The next lemma shows that for crossed products by automorphisms with finite
Rokhlin dimension, any tracial state on the crossed product arises from an invariant
tracial state on the original algebra. We refer to [13] for a discussion of finite Rokhlin
dimension in the nonunital setting. (See Definition 1.21 of [13].)

Lemma 2.7. Let A be a separable C*-algebra, and let o € Aut(A) be an
automorphism with finite Rokhlin dimension. Let P: A Xy 7. — A be the canonical
conditional expectation. Then for any tracial state T on A X, Z there is an a-invariant
tracial state p on A such thatt = po P.

Proof. Let d € Zs( be the Rokhlin dimension of «. Apply the proof of [14,
Proposition 2.8] and [14, Remark 2.9] to Definition 1.21 of [13], to get the following
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single tower version of Rokhlin dimension, in which d is replaced by 2d + 1. For
any finite set ' C A4, any p > 0, and any ¢ > 0, there are positive contractions

1 1 1
fO()’fl()’ ---»f(—)l €A

for/ =0,1,...,2d + 1, such that:

M £ 1P <eforl =0.1,....2d + 1, j.k =0,1,....p— L with j #k,
andallb € F.

2) H( 1213—1 Z;:(l) fj(l))b—bH <egforallb € F.
@) |[f.b]] <efori=0.1.....2d +1,j =0.1.....p—1,andall b € F.

@ (@) = rR)p| < eforl =01.....2d +1,j =0.1.....p -2,
andallb € F.

o) H(O‘(fp(l—)l)_ o(l))b” <egfor/ =0,1,...,2d + landallb € F.

By projectivity of cones (as in the argument of Remark 1.18 of [13]), we can
replace (1) by the stronger condition:

© fPfP =0forl =0.1,....2d + land j.k =0.1,.... p— 1 with j # k.

Let u be the canonical unitary in M (A x4 7). Since A contains an approximate
identity for A X Z, the restriction 7|4 has norm 1. Therefore 7|4 is an a-invariant
tracial state. Thus, it suffices to show that t(au”) = 0 for all @ € A and for all
n € Z~{0}. We may assume that ||a| < 1. Since au™ = (u"a™)* = [a" (a®)u"]*,
it suffices to treat the case n > 0. Fix ¢ > 0; we prove that |t (au™)| < ¢.

Define
&

B ECE R

Then g9 > 0. An argument using polynomial approximations to the function
A+ A2 0n [0, c0) provides § > 0 such that § < g9 and whenever C is a C*-algebra
and b, ¢, x € C satisfy

€0

ol <1, el <1, |xI<1, b=0, ¢>0, and |bx— xc| <5,

then [|b'/2x — xc1/2| < go. Set 8o = 8/(n + 1).
Apply the single tower property above with (6) in place of (1), with p =n + 1,
with
F ={a,a*, o Ya*), a7 2(a*), ..., a_(”_l)(a*)},

and with &y in place of &, getting positive contractions fo(l), 1(1)7 ey ,,(l) € A as

above. In particular, whenever j # k we have fj(l)fk(l) =0, s0 (fj(l))l/z(fk(l))l/2 =0.



1240 M. Dadarlat, I. Hirshberg and N. C. Phillips

In the following estimates, we interpret all subscripts in expressions f; D
elements of {0, 1, ..., n} by reduction modulon + 1. For/ =0,1,..., 2d + 1, for
k=0,1,..., p—1,and for b € A, we have

@ (£8,) = 7)< Zna" H(CIT A R Ll O)] }

Putting b = a*, and using (4), (5), and the definition of F, it follows that

|@ (fL,) = £P)a*| < ndo.

Using u"bu™" = «"(b) for b € A and taking adjoints, we get

la(fe” =u" A2, < ndo.
Therefore, also using (3),
|0 —au 12,
|| £a=af O+ (£ = £Eu™) [
< 8g +ndy =34.

Using the choice of § and H fk(l) || < 1 at the second step, we now get

AP = () P (£0)
<O D) P = (8] < o

Using the trace property at the second step and, at the third step, the fact that k and
k — n are not equal modulo n + 1, we now get

O 0] < [ () e (0" + e
= [2((AL) (A" Zau")| + 0 = eo.
Using (2) and 8¢ < &g, we therefore get

2d+1 n

( 303 fj(l)au”)

=0 j=0

|z (au™)| < +68 < 2d+ D(n+ ey + 69 =e.

This completes the proof. O
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3. Constructing the examples

In this section, we construct our examples.

Theorem 3.1. There exist a simple unital separable AH-algebra A with a unique
tracial state and satisfying A = A ® Mjoo, and a continuous action y: T — Aut(A),
with the following properties:

(1) The fixed point subalgebra AY is not isomorphic to its opposite.
(2) The crossed product A x,, T is not isomorphic to its opposite.
(3) The C*-algebra A is not T -equivariantly isomorphic to its opposite.

Theorem 3.2. There exist a unital Kirchberg algebra B satisfying the Universal
Coefficient Theorem, and a continuous action y:T — Aut(B), with the following
properties:

(1) The fixed point subalgebra BY is not isomorphic to its opposite.
(2) The crossed product B x,, T is not isomorphic to its opposite.
(3) The C*-algebra B is not T -equivariantly isomorphic to its opposite.

The proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 are the same until nearly the end, so
we prove them together.

Proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2. We start with the compact connected four
dimensional manifold M used in [21, Example 3.5], whose fundamental group can
be identified with the group G of Lemma 2.3 and whose signature is nonzero. It
follows from [12, Theorem 2A.1] that H{(M ; Z) =~ 7 /37Z, generated by the image
of a under the map 71 (M) — H;(M;Z), so Poincaré duality ([12, Theorem 3.30])
gives H3(M;Z) = 7./37.

Let n € H3(M:Z) be a generator. We claim that if 2: M — M is a continuous
map such that the induced maps hy: H«(M;Z) — H«(M;Z) and hy: 1y (M) —
71(M) are isomorphisms, then 2*(n) = 7.

To prove the claim, note first that the Universal Coefficient Theorem (as in the
proof of Lemma 2.1) and the Five Lemma imply that h*: H*(M;Z) — H*(M;Z)
is an isomorphism as well. By Lemma 2.1, / is orientation preserving. Since
hy:mi (M) — w1 (M) is an automorphism, and since, by Lemma 2.3, there is
no automorphism of 71 (M) which sends a to a™!, it follows by naturality of the
Hurewicz map that hy: Hy(M;Z) — H1(M;Z) is the identity. Since A fixes the
orientation class, it follows by naturality in Poincaré duality that 4* is also the identity
on H3(M:7), as required.

To proceed, we would have liked to have a minimal homeomorphism of M. In
Remark 4.1 below, we explain why no such homeomorphism exists. We remedy this
situation by giving ourselves more space, as follows.
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Choose an odd integer n > 5. Let no € H3(S"™ x M; Z) be the product of the
standard generator of H°(S";Z) and 5. Let h: S x M — S™ x M be a continuous
function such that the induced maps

ho: Ho(S" x M; Z) — H(S" x M; 7)
and
he:m1(S" X M) — 71(S" x M)

are isomorphisms. Applying Lemma 2.2 and following the notation there, the induced
maps

(pohoi)s: H\(M;Z) - Hy(M;Z) and (pohoi)s:m(M)— m1(M)

are isomorphisms. By the claim above, (p o h o i)*(n) = n. It follows from the
definitions of the maps and of 7 that 2*(n¢) = no.

By [11, Corollary 1.7], there exist N € Z¢ and a locally trivial continuous
field E over S” x M with fiber My whose section algebra I'(£) has Dixmier—
Douady invariant n9. We identify Prim(I"(E)) with S x M in the obvious way.
Recall that, by [25, Theorem 6.3], I' (£)°P has Dixmier—Douady invariant —ng. Thus,
an isomorphism from I'(E) ® K to I'(E)°? ® K would induce a homeomorphism
from Prim(I"(E)) to itself whose induced action on H3(S” x M) sends 7 to —1.
Since no such homeomorphism exists, it follows that I'(E) is not stably isomorphic
to its opposite algebra.

Since S” admits a free action of T, so does S” x M. By [9, Theorem 1 and
Theorem 4], there exists a uniquely ergodic minimal diffeomorphism A: S x M —
S™ x M which is homotopic to the identity. Thus A*(E) =~ E. Therefore there
exists an automorphism «:['(E) — I['(E) which induces & on Prim(I"(E)). Set
Ao = I'(E) %y Z. Then Ay is a separable unital nuclear C*-algebra satisfying
the Universal Coeflicient Theorem. The algebra Ay is simple and quasidiagonal by
Lemma 2.4.

We claim that A¢ has finite nuclear dimension and a unique tracial state. To prove
the claim, use [17, Corollary 3.10] to see that the decomposition rank of I'(E) is
dim(S” x M), hence finite. Therefore I'(£) has finite nuclear dimension. Since
the center of I'(E) is isomorphic to C(S" x M), it follows that @|zr(g)) is an
automorphism of C(S” x M) arising from a minimal homeomorphism. Therefore,
by [14, Theorem 6.1] or [28, Corollary 2.6], @| z(r(£)) has finite Rokhlin dimension.
It follows immediately from the definition of finite Rokhlin dimension that if ¢ is an
automorphism of a C*-algebra C and the restriction of « to the center of C has finite
Rokhlin dimension, then « has finite Rokhlin dimension as well (with commuting
towers). Therefore Ay has finite nuclear dimension by [14, Theorem 4.1]. Since &
is uniquely ergodic, I'(E) admits a unique invariant tracial state by Lemma 2.5. By
Lemma 2.7, Ao has a unique tracial state.
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The fixed point subalgebra of the dual action y of T on A is isomorphic to I'(E).
Therefore it is not isomorphic to its opposite algebra. By Takai duality, the crossed
product of Ag by the dual action is stably isomorphic to I'(E), and therefore also
not isomorphic to its opposite. In general, if two C*-algebras with a G-action are
equivariantly isomorphic, it follows immediately that their fixed point subalgebras
are isomorphic. Thus, (T, Ay, y) is not equivariantly isomorphic to its opposite
(T, Ay, y°P).

The remainder of the proof consists of showing that the same properties remain
after we tensor everything with O, (for Theorem 3.2) or with M5co (for Theorem 3.1).

We use the following property of locally trivial fields whose fibers are isomorphic
to a fixed C*-algebra D. We claim that two such fields £ and F' are isomorphic
as continuous fields over X if and only if their section C*-algebras I'(E) and I'(F)
are isomorphic via a C(X)-linear isomorphism. The proof of this claim is an
elementary exercise in bundle theory. The case when D is isomorphic to the
compact operators is contained in the proof of Proposition 5.59 of [25]. The same
arguments apply for an arbitrary C*-algebra D. Indeed, suppose that (Uj)ier
is a finite cover of X by closed sets such that £ and F are obtained by
gluing trivial fields U; x D over nonempty intersections U; N U; using cocycles
yfj, yii-: Ui NU; — Aut(D). Then any isomorphism y:I'(E) — I'(F) induces
C(Uj)-linear isomorphisms n;: C(U;, D) — C(U;, D) which we may identify
with continuous maps 7n;: U; — Aut(D). Being induced by a global map y, the
family (7;); ey must satisfy the compatibility conditions 7; (x)yilf]- (x) = y{ i (0)n;(x)
foralli, j € I andx € U;NU;. It follows that the family of maps U; x D — U; x D,
given by (x,d) — (x,n;(x)d) for x € U; and d € D, defines an isomorphism of
continuous fields from E to F. This completes the proof of the claim.

For any continuous field F over X and any nuclear C*-algebra D, denote by F'® D
the continuous field whose fiber over x € X is F,, ® D. (This is in fact a continuous
field by [16, Theorem 4.5].) Suppose that F; and F; are two continuous fields over X
with fibers My, and that I'(F; ® O ® K) = I'(F2 ® O ® K). Since the fibers
of these fields are simple, it follows that there is a homeomorphism g: X — X such
that g*(F2 ® O ® K) = F1 ® O ® K. Apply [4, Corollary 4.9], noting that C
is included among the strongly selfabsorbing C*-algebras there. (See the beginning
of [4, Section 2.1].) We conclude that g*(F,) ® K =~ F; ® K,so I'(F,) ® K =~
I'(F1) ® K. Taking F; = E and F, = E* (the fiberwise conjugate field, with fibers
(E")x = (Ex)"), the fact that I'(E) is not stably isomorphic to its opposite algebra
now gives the second step of the following calculation, while (Qoo ® K)* 2= Qo ® K
gives the third step:

T(E) ® O ® K = T'(E ® Oco ® K)
#T'(E*® O ® K) 3.1)
= T(E* ® (O ® K)) = (T(E) ® Ooo ® K)".
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Set B = Ay ® O and let y: T — Aut(B) be the tensor product of the dual
action on Aq and the trivial action on O,. Then

BxyT=T(E)®Ou®K, B*xuT = (T(E)®0s®K)",
B” 2 T(E) ® O, and (B") = (I(E)® 0)".

So parts (1) and (2) of Theorem 3.2 follow from (3.1) and Lemma 1.1. Part (3) is
now immediate. Since B is a unital Kirchberg algebra which satisfies the Universal
Coefficient Theorem, we have proved Theorem 3.2.

Next we are going to show that if we tensor E fiberwise with the CAR
algebra M5, the section algebra will still fail to be stably isomorphic to its opposite
algebra. Set D = M>~ and let EB (X) be the (reduced) cohomology theory which
arises as in [4, Corollary 3.9] from the infinite loop structure of the classifying space
of Auty (D ® K), the component of the identity of the automorphism group of D ® K.
Thus, by general theory of fiber bundles, locally trivial bundles with fiber D ® K and
structure group Autyg(D ® K) over a finite connected CW complex X are classified
by the set [X, BAutyo(D ® K)] of homotopy classes and hence by the group Ell) (X).

The unital map C — D induces a morphism Autg(K) — Autg(D ® K) and a
natural transformation of cohomology theories T: E c(X) — E 5H(X). Let

t:H*(X;Z) — H>(X; Z[1/2])
be the coeflicient map induced by
Z => ma(Aute(K)) — mo(Autg(D & K)) —> Ko(D) —> Z[1/2)].

Using naturality of the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence (see after Corollary 4.3
of [4] for the description of the E,-pages of the spectral sequences for E¢ (X)
and E7,(X)) one obtains a commutative diagram

EL(xX) —L— EL(X)

i) s

H3(X;2) ——~ H3(X; Z[1/2])

in which the vertical maps are the edge homomorphisms. All the rows of the E,-page
of the spectral sequence for E ¢ (X) are null with the exception of the (—2)-row whose
entries are H? (X ;Z) for p > 0. Thus the first vertical map is an isomorphism and
it can be identified with the Dixmier-Douady map since EL(X) =~ H3(X;Z). In
particular, T is injective whenever ¢ is injective.

In the case of X = S” x M with M and n as above, H3(X;Z) = Z7/37.
Since X is a compact manifold, its integral cohomology is finitely generated. It
therefore follows from the cohomology Universal Coefficient Theorem given for
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chain complexes in Theorem 10 in Section 5 of Chapter 5 of [27] that ¢ is bijective.
Hence the map 7: EL(X) — EL(X) is injective.

Now suppose that F; and F, are two continuous fields over X with fibers My,
andthat '(F; ® D ® K) = I'(F> ® D ® K). As in the argument above for the case
D = O, there is a homeomorphism /: X — X such that

hW(F,@ DRK)~F,®D QK.
Since E((X) — EL(X) is injective, it follows that
h*(F, ® K) ~ F; ® K.
Taking F; = E and F, = E* as before, we deduce as before that
IE)®D® K % (I'E)® D ® K)".

Now define A = A9 ® D and let y: T — Aut(A) be the tensor product of the dual
action on Ag and the trivial action on D. Proceed as before to deduce parts (1), (2),
and (3) of Theorem 3.1.

Since A = A ® M3, and since A is quasidiagonal by Lemma 2.4, it follows
from [20, Theorem 6.1] that A is tracially AF and from [20, Corollary 6.2]
that A isomorphic to an AH-algebra with real rank zero and no dimension growth.
(Corollary 6.2 of [20] provides conditions which allow the use of classification results
from [18] and [30].) This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1. ]

Corollary 3.3. There exist a simple unital separable AH-algebra A with a unique
tracial state and satisfying A = A @ Mpoo, and an automorphism o € Aut(A) such
that " is outer for all n # 0, with the following properties:

(1) The fixed point subalgebra A% is not isomorphic to its opposite.
(2) The C*-algebra A is not Z-equivariantly isomorphic to its opposite.

Corollary 3.4. There exist a unital Kirchberg algebra B satisfying the Universal
Coefficient Theorem and an automorphism o € Aut(B) such that " is outer for all
n # 0, with the following properties:

(1) The fixed point subalgebra B* is not isomorphic to its opposite.

(2) The C*-algebra B is not Z-equivariantly isomorphic to its opposite.

Proofs of Corollary 3.3 and Corollary 3.4. The proofs of both corollaries are the
same. Let y: T — Aut(A4) or y: T — Aut(B) be the circle action from Theorem 3.1
or Theorem 3.2 as appropriate. Let { € T be an irrational angle, so that Z - { is dense
inT. Seta = y¢. Then AY = A% or BY = B®. If « is chosen suitably, then o” will
be outer for all # # 0. Such choices exist by Lemma 3.5 below. 0
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In these corollaries, we do not claim that the crossed products are not isomorphic.
In particular, for the actions used in the proof of Corollary 3.4, we will show that the
crossed products actually are at least sometimes isomorphic; probably this is true in
general. We need a lemma and a corollary, which we state in greater generality than
we need.

Lemma 3.5. Let A be a separable unital C*-algebra. Let @ € Aut(A). Suppose A
has a faithful invariant tracial state t. Let y: T — Aut(A Xq 7)) be the dual action on
the crossed product. Then for all but countably many A € T, the automorphism vy,
is outer.

Proof. Let m1: A — L(H) be the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal representation associated
with 7, and let £ € H be the associated cyclic vector. Using the a-invariance of t,
we find that

(m(@(@))g. m(a(0))E) = (n(@)§, 7 (D)E)

foralla, b € A, from which it follows that there is a unique isometry s € L(H) such
that sm(a)§ = m(a(a))€ for alla € A. Applying the same argument with ! in
place of «, we find that s is unitary.

Let A € T. We claim that if y, is inner, then A is an eigenvalue of s. Since H is
separable, s has at most countably many eigenvalues, and the lemma will follow.

To prove the claim, suppose there is v € A %, Z such that y; (b) = vbv* for
all b € Axg Z. Let Q: A x4y Z — A be the standard conditional expectation.
Letu € A Xy Z be the canonical unitary of the crossed product, so that uau™ = «a(a)
foralla € A. Then

urvu = u* (vuv®)v = u*(Au)v = Av. (3.2)

Forn € Zleta, = Q(vu™") € A be the nth coeflicient of v in the crossed product,
so that (see [6, Theorem 8.2.2]) v is given by the limit of the Cesaro means:

n
k
v = lim (1 — u)a,,u”.
n—o00 n
k=—n
Applying (3.2) and u*a,u = o~ (ay,), we get
- k|
A =u*vu = lim (1 - —)oz_l(an)u”.

n

k=—n

It follows that for all n € Z we have
Aa, = Q(Avu™) = oz_l(an).

Choose n € Z such that a, # 0. We have ((a,)§, n(a,)é) = t(a,a,), which is
nonzero because 7 is faithful. Therefore 7 (a,)é € H is nonzero and satisfies

s*r(an)k = n(@™ (an))€ = An(an)k. O
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Corollary 3.6. Under the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5, for all but countablymany A € T,
the automorphism y;, has the property that y; is outer for all n € Z ~ {0}.

Proof. This is immediate from Lemma 3.5. O

Corollary 3.6 applies to our setting as follows. Let X be a compact metric space,
let n € Z~y, let E be a locally trivial bundle over X with fiber M, let h: X — X
be a minimal homeomorphism, and let @ € Aut(I"(E)) be an automorphism which
induces the map /& on Prim(A). Set A = I'(E) and B = A x4 Z. Corollary 2.6
provides a faithful o-invariant tracial state 7 on A. It follows from Lemma 3.5 that
for all but countably many choices of { € T in the proof of Corollary 3.4, the
automorphism y; used there is outer.

We use [29, Theorem 1] to see that the tensor product of any automorphism
with an outer automorphism is outer. If B is a unital Kirchberg algebra satisfying
the Universal Coefficient Theorem, and «” is outer for all n € Z ~ {0}, then the
crossed product B xq Z is also a Kirchberg algebra. (Pure infiniteness follows from
[15, Corollary 4.4].) By the Five Lemma, B x4 Z and B°? x4 Z have the same
K-theory, so they are isomorphic.

It seems very likely that suitable generalizations of Theorem 12 in Section V of [7]
and Theorem 11 in Section VI of [7] will show that, in the proof of Corollary 3.4,
the automorphism y; is outer for all { ¢ exp(27iQ). The results of [7] are stated for
automorphisms of C(X) for connected compact spaces X, and one would need to
generalize them to automorphisms of section algebras of locally trivial M,-bundles
over such spaces.

4. Remarks and questions

We collect here several remarks: we show that the manifold M used in the proofs
above does not itself admit any minimal homeomorphisms, and we describe a shorter
construction of examples, with the disadvantages that it does not give unital algebras
and that we don’t have proofs of some of the extra properties of the examples. We
finish with several open questions.

Remark 4.1. We explain here why the manifold M we started with in the proofs
of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 does not admit minimal homeomorphisms. The
Euler characteristic of M is at least 2, because Hy(M ; Z) and Hs(M ; Z) are torsion
groups, so this fact follows from Theorem 3 of [10]. We provide here a different
argument, which might be of independent interest.

We first make the following purely algebraic claim: if a € M,(R), then there
exists k € {1,2,...,n + 1} such that Tr(a¥) > 0. We are indebted to Ilya Tyomkin
for providing us with the argument. Assume for contradiction that Tr(a*) < 0 for
k =1,2,...,n 4+ 1. Define polynomials e, (t1,?2,....t;) and py(t1,t2,...,t,)
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of n variables t1,1,,...,t, as follows. Form = 0,1,...,n, take ¢,, be the mth
elementary symmetric function ([19, p. 19]; the formulas in [19] are actually written
in terms of formal infinite linear combinations of monomials in infinitely many
variables, and we use the result of setting t,41 = fH42 = -+ = 0). Form =
1,2,...,n,set

n
Pmltita. . ) = Y 4"
k=1

([19, p. 23]). Newton’s formula (equation (2.11”) on page 23 of [19]) states that

m
mem(ti,ta, ... ty) = Z(—l)r_lpr(tl,tz, ceistn)em—r(ti ta, .. 1y)  (4.1)

r=1
form=1,2,...,n.
Now let A1,A5,...,A, be the eigenvalues of a, counting multiplicity. Then
Tr(a*) = pr(A1. Az, ..., ) and the characteristic polynomial of a is

n
g(x) = Y (=DFer(Ar Az An)x" 7,
k=0

Our assumption implies that pg(A1,42,...,4,) < 0 form = 1,2,...,n. An
induction argument using (4.1) shows that (—1)¥ex(A1,A2,...,4,) > 0 for
k =0,1,...,n. Therefore

Tr(aq(a)) = Y _(=DFer(A1. 2a..... An)Te(@" 1) < 0.
k=0

But the Cayley—-Hamilton theorem implies that g(a) = 0, so Tr(ag(a)) = 0, a
contradiction. This proves the claim.

Now let h: M — M be a homeomorphism. We claim that /# has a periodic
point, and therefore cannot be minimal. The groups H;(M; Q) and H5(M; Q) are
trivial. Since M has nonzero signature, Lemma 2.1 implies that /4 is orientation
preserving. So A acts as the identity on Ho(M; Q) and H4(M ; Q). Now Hy(M; Q)
is a finite dimensional vector space over Q. Therefore, by the claim above, there
exists some k > 0 such that the map

he: Hy(M;Q) — H,(M; Q)
satisfies Tr((%14)¥) > 0. It now follows from the Lefschetz fixed point theorem that 7%

has a fixed point, as claimed.

Remark 4.2. We describe a different method to construct an example as in
Theorem 3.1. The argument is shorter and does not rely on the existence theorem
of [9] to produce a minimal homeomorphism, but has the disadvantage that the
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resulting algebra is not unital. In particular, we do not get the detailed properties
given in Theorem 3.1, because the results needed to get them are not known in the
nonunital case.

Fix n € Z-o withn > 15. Set X = T". Choose a uniquely ergodic minimal
homeomorphism 4#: X — X which is homotopic to idy. (For example, choose
01,63,...,0, € R such that 1,64, 6,, ..., 0, are linearly independent over QQ, and
define

h(C1, 8o . 0p) = (e2”i91§1, e27ri92§-2’ ezmengn)

for é'l,é'z,.. . ’gn eT)

Let D = Mg be the universal UHF algebra. As in the proof of Theorem 3.1,
let £ 1 (=) be the (reduced) cohomology theory which arises as in [4, Corollary 3.9]
from the infinite loop structure of the classifying space of Auty(D ® K). By
statement (ii) at the beginning of the proof of [4, Corollary 4.5],

Ep(X) =@ H* M (X:Q).
k>1

Let F be a locally trivial continuous field of C*-algebras over X with fibers
isomorphic to Mg ® K and structure group Auto(Mg ® K). Asin [4,  Corollary 3.9],
F is determined up to isomorphism of bundles by its class in [F] € E},(X):

[F] = (81(F),82(F),83(F),...) e H*(X;: Q)@ H*(X: Q) @ H'(X;:Q) & --- .

By [5, Theorem 3.4], the opposite bundle F satisfies 8;(F°) = (—1)K8x(F)
for k € Z~¢. Therefore the class of F°P is given by

[FP) = (= 81(F), 8,(F), =83(F), ...).

Let& € H'(T;Q) be the standard generator. Fork = 1,2,...,nletpg: X — T
be the projection on the kth coordinate, and define & = p;(§) € H I(X:Q). It
is known that H*(X; Q) = A*(Q") as graded rings, with £, £, ..., &, forming a
basis of H!(X; Q). Define

meH X;Q), neH(X;Q), and 7n3€ H'(X;Q)
to be the cup products

771251\-/52\-/%'3, 772:54\'/55\'/""/58,
and

N3 =& — &0 — -+ — £15.

Then 13 — ns — 17 # 0. Using the correspondence above, choose a locally trivial
continuous field £ over X with fiber Mg ® K such that

S1(E) =m1, O02(E)=n2, b3(E)=mn3, &(E)=mn1~— 102~ 13,
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and 6 (E) = 0 for all other values of k. Then

81(E®®) = —n1,  82(E®) =n2, 83(EP) = —n3,
57(E0p) = —N1 = N2 —13,

and 6 (E°P) = 0 for all other values of k.

Suppose I'(E°P) = I'(E). Then, by reasoning analogous to that in the proofs of
Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, there must be a homeomorphism g: X — X such
that

8" (5K (E™)) = &k (E)

for all k € Z~¢. But g* is a morphism of graded rings
gHHY(X:Q) > H*(X: Q).

Thus, if
g (=m)=mn. g'(m)=m. and g*(-n3) =13,
then
g (=m — M2 —1M3) =N — M2 — N3 F M = N2 — N3
SoT'(E?) £ T'(E).
Presumably I'(E) has no tracial states. If we want to use I'(E) in place of Ay in
the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need nonunital analogs of the theorems cited in that

proof, many of which are not known.
One may also use the space X = S3 x §° x S7, taking

meH X;Q), neH>(X;Q), and n3e H(X;Q)

to be the classes coming from generators of H>(S3; Q), H>(S°;Q),and H'(S7;Q),
except that for the existence of minimal homeomorphisms one appeals to [9] as in
the proof of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2.

One might hope to distinguish an action of T from its opposite (replacing the
algebra with its opposite but keeping the same formula for the action) using the
Bentmann—Meyer invariant ([2]). This appeared as a question in an earlier draft of
this paper. However, Rasmus Bentmann has informed us that he has proved that this
invariant never distinguishes an action and its opposite.

We explain how his result implies that our two actions are K K T -equivalent to their
opposites. First, we apply Proposition 3.1 of [2], according to which, in particular, if
a crossed product B x,, T is in the ordinary bootstrap class then the system (T, B, y)
is in the bootstrap class for actions of T. In our case, y is the tensor product of
a dual action with a trivial action. In the notation of the proofs of Theorem 3.1
and Theorem 3.2, it follows that B x, T is stably isomorphic to I'(E) ® O or
to I'(E) ® My, both of which are clearly in the ordinary bootstrap class. An
analogous statement is true for the opposite actions. Accordingly, the discussion
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after Proposition 3.1 of [2] applies, and in particular Theorem 2.7 of [2] applies in
our situation. Thus, since the invariants of our circle actions and their opposites
agree, it follows that they are KK T -equivalent to their opposites.

Similar reasoning is likely to apply to any examples constructed by related
methods. However, the following question remains open.

Question 4.3. Is there any circle action on an algebra as in Theorem 3.1 or
Theorem 3.2 which is not KK T -equivalent to its opposite action?

We conclude with two other questions, which we have not seriously investigated.

Question 4.4. What happens when we restrict the actions of Theorem 3.1 and
Theorem 3.2 to finite subgroups of T ? What happens if we consider these actions as
actions of T but with the discrete topology?

Question 4.5. In Theorem 3.1, is it possible to take A to be a UHF algebra?
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