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Abstract

Gelfand duality between unital commutative C™*-algebras and Compact Haus-
dorff spacesis extended to all unital C*-algebras, where the dual objects are what
we call compact Hausdorff quantum spaces. We apply this result to obtaina char-
acterization of unitary groups of C*-algebras, and, for arbitrary bounded Hilbert
space operators, (i) A spectral theorem cum continuous functional calculus, and
(ii) A proof of the genera Invariant Subspace Theorem. Also described is a non-
abelian generalization of Pontryagin duality of abelian locally compact groups.

1 INTRODUCTION

(All algebras and operators considered are over C, the field of complex numbers, and
so are all functions. Also, unless otherwise stated, all algebras considered are unital.)

1.1 Description of thearticle

Connes attaches C*-algebras to various geometrical objects arising in wide range of
mathematical contexts[8], so that the geometry is studied with largely algebraic meth-
ods. Conversely, we assign a natural ‘quantum space’ to any given C*-algebra, and
use the former to study the latter. Of course, for commutative algebras, the Gelfand-
Naimark theorem does the job:

Theorem 1 (Gelfand-Naimark) A commutative unital C*-algebra A isnaturally iso-
morphic to C'(P(A4)), the algebra of complex-valued continuous functions on P(A),
the space of pure states of A.

Note that P(A) is a compact Hausdorff space, and the theorem sets up a functorial
equivalence between the category of unital commutative C*-algebras on one hand and
the category of compact Hausdorff spaces on the other hand.



Since the appearance of Theorem 1 [14], there have been several noncommutative
generalizations in various directions [1, 2, 3, 4, 24, 6, 11, 12, 20] with varying degree
of success. Two works closest in spirit and content to the present article are elabo-
rated in [3, 4, 24]. We will compare these with our approach after we explain our
approach. For now, we note that applications of above generalizations have not been
as extensive as those of the commutative Gelfand-Naimark theorem. Our generaliza-
tion completely codifies the algebra structure into a topological object, and seems to
be more natural. Ultimately, though, it isthe range of applications that seemsto justify
our generalization. The latter (Theorem 3) is implemented by identifying the natural
noncommutative topological analog of compact Hausdorff space, i.e., what we call a
compact Hausdorff quantum space (Definiton 7). Before we describe this object, we
emphasize the following:

Our notion of a quantum space is quite different than many hitherto considered.

While it is a truism that the noncommutativity of a C*-algebra A is encoded in the
non-Hausdorffness of its spectrum Sp(A), we are not taking the latter as the topol ogi-
cal representative of the algebra. Instead, our point of departure (Proposition 1) is the
following circumstance: A unital C*-algebra A is commutative if and only if all its
irreducible Gelfand-Naimark-Segal representations are pair-wise inequivalent. Thus,
the noncommutativity of an algebrais completely captured by the equivalencerelation
given by equivalence of irreducible GNS representations. Equivalently, this gives an
equivalence relation on P(A), the space of pure states, because a state is pure if and
only if the corresponding GNS representation is irreducible. We denote this equiva-
lence relation on P(A) by R(A). In Section 2 are identified the primary obstacles to
naive attempts at extending Gelfand-Naimark duality to noncommutative algebras.

Fortunately enough, these obstacles can be overcome by using the algebra A to
endow P(A) with anatural quantum space structure (Definiton 7), in which the equiv-
alencerelation R(A) isacrucia structural element.

Towards this end, we introduce a notion of quantum sets in Section 3. Again, our
guantum notion is much different, direct, and concrete compared to other proposed
notions of quantum sets, for example, as in [26]. Next is defined a natural noncom-
mutative product of functions on a quantum set. We refer to this product as g-product.
Next, in Section 4, we define the notion of quantum topology, or briefly g-topology, ona
quantum set. Likewise, a quantum set with a g-topology will be abreviated as g-space,
and functions continuous with respect to a g-topology will be called g-continuous.
Then we show that the g-product of g-continuous functions on a quantum space is
again a g-continuous function. Also demonstrated is the basic fact that given a com-
pact Hausdorff g-space X, the set A(X) of g-continuous functions on X, equipped
with the g-product, is aunital C*-algebra under the sup-norm.

We return to the C*-algbera A in Section 5, where the structure of A is used to
define a natural g-space structure on P(A) making it a compact Hausdorff g-space.
Instead of the spectrum Sp(A), we take the g-space P(A) asthe topologica ‘dua’ of
A. Then, Sp(A4) of A isthe quotient of P(A) under the equivalencerelation R(A). As
above, the noncommuitative product on space A(P(A)) of g-continuous functions on
P(A) makesit aunital C*-algebra under the usual Sup-norm of functions (Corollary
10).



Then our first major result, Theorem 3, asserts that the C*-algebra A is canonically
isomorphic to A(P(A)).

With this central theorem (Section 5) in place, the main theme of the present article
and its sequel sisto deduce results about C*-algebras by considering the corresponding
guantum spaces. The following are some such results:

(1) In Section 6 we give, as an immediate corollary to Theorem 3, a characteriza-
tion (Theorem 4) of unitary groups of unital C*-algebras.

(2) In Section 7 we give a continuous functional calculus of an arbitrary bounded
Hilbert space operator. Recall that the Gelfand duality for the unital commutative C*-
algebra generated by a normal Hilbert space operator a gives a continuous functional
calculusfor a and can be extended to a Borel functional calculus of a. Then, the latter
can be given by multiplication operators on afunction space, and aspecial caseof thisis
the Spectral Theorem [27]. When a is not assumed normal, the C*-algebra generated
by {1,a,a*} is noncommutative, and our noncommutative Gelfand-Naimark duality
leads to a noncommutative continuous functional calculus for a, which is realized by
noncommutative multiplication operators (Theorem 6).

(8) Section 8 ison the Invariant Subspace Theorem, which asserts the existence of
nontrivial invaraint subspacesfor an arbitrary bounded operator on aseveral-dimensional
complex Hilbert space (Theorem 7) . The theorem has been hitherto proved in the case
of normal operators, and for several increasingly general classes of operators (See[19]
for aresumé). The result also holds for compact operators [21], and holds trivially for
arbitrary operators on nonseparable Hilbert spaces. The case of an arbitrary opera-
tor on the infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space had remained open. Our proof
(Theorem 7) essentially covers the separable case—the finite dimensional as well as
infinite dimensional.

(4) In Section 9, we describe two more applications, the proofs of which will ap-
pear in sequelsto the present article: (i) Theorem 3 can be easily extended to non-unital
C*-algebras. Inthiscase, P(A) isalocally compact Hausdorff g-space. Using this ex-
tension, the Pontryagin Duality Theorem for abelian locally compact groups can be
extended to arbitrary locally compact groups (Theorem 8). Thetablein Section 9 gives
aquick overview of thisresult. (ii) An extension of Stone's representation of Boolean
algebras to orthomodular lattices. Strictly speaking, this is not an application of the
resultsin the present article. Rather, it is an application of the main ideas surrounding
Theorem 3 to an analogous problem in the field of orthomodular lattices.

Finally, several numbered remarks throughout the article point out how various re-
sults presented here reduceto standard resultsin commutative and/or finite-dimensional
Cases.

1.2 Comparision with other approaches

Now, afew words on the works [3, 4, 24] and a comparision with the present work.
(1) A theorem of Kadison [17] says that given a C*-algebra A, the space of real-
valued continuous affine functions on the state space S(A) isisometrically isomorphic
to the real space A,, of self adjoint elements of A. While this is sufficient to deter-
mine the complex Banach space structure of A, it does not uniquely determine the
multiplicative structure of A. Additonal structure, namely, a choice of a continuously



varying assignment of orientation to all 3-ball faces of the S(A) uniquely determines
the multiplicative structure of A [3].

(2) There is another elaboration of this approach due to Shultz [24], which defines
ontheset P(A) of pure statesauniformity, along with an assignment of an ‘ orientation’
of P(A), and a notion of “transition probability”. Then, it is shown that P(A) along
with this extra structure uniquely determines the C*-algebra structure of A [24].

Using approaches 1 and 2, the algebra A can be reconstructed as follows. First, as
mentioned above, the Banach space structure of A, as well as the order structure, is
captured using affine continuous functions on S(A4). Then, the affine structure gives a
functional calculus, using which, one can define a Jordan product on this Banach space.
Also, on the same space, there is a naturally defined Lie product compatible with the
Jordan product. Recall that a Jordan product has the properties of the anticommutator,
and a Lie product is essentially a commutator product. Thus, combining these two
products, one gets a product which turns out to be the product of A [3, 4].

As we have seen, our approach reconstructs the algebra A directly and explicitly,
as the noncommutative C*-algebra A(P(A)) of g-continuous functions on P(A), in
perfect analogy with the commutative Gelfand-Naimark. Aswe shall see, in our setup,
agreat deal of the intuition of topology carries over to the noncommutative case. This
provesto be avery useful heuristic guide as to what might be true in the noncommuta-
tive context; not only in the case of C*-agebras, where it leads to an optimal structure
theorem for arbitrary operators and a proof of the Invariant Subspace Theorem, but also
in other “noncommutative” contexts, such as orthomodular lattices, Pontryagin duality
etc.

Another interesting point emerges from the comparision of our approach to 2. The
structure in the latter is essential to C*-algerbaic formulation of quantum physics,
where states, representations, and transition probabilities play crucial conceptual roles.
In confirmity with this conceptual framework, the formulation 2 is probably the most
relevant one. However, there are some serious, and virtually insurmountable, concep-
tual and technical problems associated with such formulations of quantum theory. In
view of this, our approach may have some relevance, since it can be viewed as giving a
novel (quantum) topological interpretation of the C*-algebra formulation of quantum
theory. For example, in this new setup, we can view operators as complex valued func-
tions on a Hausdorff g-space, whence the noncommutativity of the quantum variables
appear as amanifestation of the nonlocal nature of the product of these functionsviathe
topological structure of the underlying g-space (See Remark 4). This viewpoint may
point to a necessary change in the essentially local formulations of quantum field the-
ory which are given in terms of a sort of ‘co-sheaf’ (anet) of C*-algebras[16]. Here,
algebras of operators, or more generally, algebras of operator-valued functions, can
be replaced by algebras of complex-valued functions which multiply nonlocally—and
hence noncommutatively. This seems natural, because, in the physical world, values
of these functions are more directly familiar objects, and it is such functions that we
would want to be able to multiply without losing the essential noncommutativity of the
situation. Furthermore, our viewpoint appearsto be prima facie evidence that problems
of quantum field theory arise because it attempts to fit essentially nonlocal objectsinto
alocal strait-jacket.



2 PRELIMINARY DISCUSSION

Let A beaunital C*-algebra. A state a on A is pure if and only if the corresponding
Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) representation =, is irreducible [18]. Let S(A) be
the set of states on A, and P(A) the set of pure states on A. Then S(A) is compact
Hausdorff in the weak*- topology. However, P(A) is not weak*-closed in general, and
hence is not weak*-compact in general. Now we say that ., 3 € S(A) are equivalent
if and only if the GNS representations corresponding to « and § are equivalent. We
denote this equivalence relation by RS(A), and the restriction of this equivalence
relation to P(A) will be denoted by R(A).
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The following proposition characterizes commutative C*-algebras and is our point of
departure.

Proposition 1 A unital C*-algebra A is commutative if and only if the equivalence
relation R(A) is discrete, i.e. all its equivalence classes are singleton sets. In this
case, R(A) = diag(P(A) x P(A)).

Proof: The proof is trivial. At any rate, we are not going to use this result in what

follows. Indeed, it is an immediate corollary to Theorem 3. |

2.2
Let C(P(A)) bethe agebraof continuous complex-valued functions on P(A). Let
A—- C(P(4):a—a
be given by
a(a) = afa).

We denote the image of this map by A. Note that the map A — A:iaw a is
continuous, linear, one-to-one, and preserves the units and the involutions. Also, A is
aclosed self-adjoint linear subspace of C'(P(A)) containing 1, and separates points of
P(A).

However, we emphasize that in general, themap A — A4 < C(P(A)) is not
an algebra homomorphism; the image A is not a subalgebra of C (P(A)) in general.
Indeed, it is awell-known fact [18] that

Proposition 2 The following are equivalent:
1. Aiscommutative.
2. The map a — a isa C*-algebra homomor phism.
3. Themapa — @isonto, i.e. A = C(P(A)).



4. AisaCx-subalgebraof C(P(A)). [ |

Thus, we have identified two obstructions to extending the Gelfand-Duality to
noncommutative algberas. in the general non-commutative case, P(A) is not weak*-
compact and Aisnotand gebra. Both these problems can be overcome by considering
anatural noncommutative version of topology on P(A) (See Definition 7 and Subsec-
tion 5.2). Then, P(A) isacompact Hausdorff in this ‘ g-topology’, and A= A(P(A))
where the right-hand side is the set of complex-valued functions on P(A) which are
continuous with respect to thistopology. Furthermore, thistopology givesriseto anat-
ural noncommutative product of functionsin A(P(A)) with respect to which A(P(A))
isaC*-agebraisomorphic to A.

In next two sections we introduce basic notions of noncommutative topological
spaces, leading to the Gelfand duality for arbitrary C*-algebras. We will call these
spaces quantum spaces.

3 QUANTUM SETS

Here we define a notion of quantum sets on which we will add more structure in the
next section.

3.1 Orthomodular Lattices

Definition 1 By an orthomodular lattice we shall mean a lattice L(A, V,0, 1) along
with a unary operation L: p — p*, called an orthocomplementation, such that the
following conditions are satisfied:

1. Ifp < ¢, theng* < pt.

2. (ph)*t =p.

3. ptvp=1land pt Ap=0.
4. Ifp< g, thenpV (ptAgq) =q.

Remark 1 We note that the last condition is a weakening of distributive property. An
orthomodular lattice satisfying the stronger distributive property is a Boolean algebra.
The following proposition shows that in a very precise sense, orthomodular lattices
constitute a noncommutative generalization of Boolean algebras.

Proposition 3 Let L be an orthomodular lattice, and Vp,q € L, define p A q :=
pA (pt V q). Then L isa Boolean algebraif and only if Vp,q € L, pAq=qAp.

Proof: See[5]. |

Besides Boolean agebras, the lattice of projections on a Hilbert space, and more
generaly, lattices of projections of von Neumann algebras, are very important exam-
ples of orthomodular lattice (OML). We can define a lattice structure on the set of
projections of a von Neumann algebra as follows: for projections p, ¢ we definep < ¢
if p = pg = gp. This partia order defines an orthomodular lattice structure on projec-
tions. In Section 5), another class of OML will be introduced.



3.2 Quantum sets and functions

Definition 2 Let X be a set and let P(X) be the powerset of X. A family L(X) of
subsets of a set X which is an orthomodular lattice with respect to the order given
by set inclusion is called an OML of subsets of X. For an OML L(X) of subsets of
X, theinclusion L(X) C P(X) preserves the order. Furthermore, for a family Uy of
members of L(X), A, Ux =1, Ux. Anorthomodular setisa pair (X, L(X)) where
X isaset and L(X) is a complete OML of subsets of X, such that X € L(X), and
# € L(X). By aquantum set (or g-set) we will mean an orthomodular set (X, L(X)),
such that for all U, V, Uy € L(X),

1. 0e L(X),and X € L(X).
2. Foralz e X, {z} € L(X).
.U Vifandonlyif U C V.

4. A\Ux =, Ua.
5 V,Ur={r e X {z} <V, {un},ur € Up}.
6. For all families{ux} C U, if {z} <V, {ur},thenz € U.

Remark 2 Clearly for any set X, (X, P(X)) is a quantum set. However, there are
three important differences between an arbitrary quantumset (X, L(X)) and the clas-
sical set (X, P(X)) :

1. Weemphasizethat L(X) isnot distributivein general. Indeed, L(X) isdistribu-
tiveif and only if L(X) isa Boolean algebra if and only if L(X) = P(X).

2. Notethat U UV C U Vv V, but the reverse inclusion may not hold in general.
Indeed, UVV = UUV ifandonlyif UAV = V AU, sothat vV and U coincide on
L(X) ifand only if the latter isa Boolean algebra. Inthat case, L(X) = P(X).

3. Also note that we are not requiring that the orthocomplementation of L(X) co-
incide with that of P(X). Indeed, since the wedge operation is simply the set
intersection, orthocomplementation of L(X') co-incideswith that of P(X) if and
only if v co-incideswith U if and only if L(X) = P(X).

In Section 5 we will meet alarge class of quantum sets (X, L(X)) where L(X) is
not Boolean. These examples come from noncommutative C*-algebras. the set P(A)
of pure states of a C*-algebra A constitutes a quantum set, and isaclassical set if and
only if A iscommutative.

Definition 3 Given aquantumset (X, L(X)) setsY € L(X) will be called quantum
subsets (or g-subsets) of X.

It is a standard fact [5] of OML theory that for Y € L(X) theset L(Y) := {U €
L(X) U < Y} is an orthomodular lattice with complementation U/ +— UL’ defined
by U+ :=Y AU~ It followsthat for ag-subset Y of X, (Y, L(Y')) isaquantum set.



Definition 4 A quantum map (or g-map) fromag-set (X, L(X))toag-set (Y, L(Y))
isausual map f : X — Y that pulls back quantum subsets of ¥ to quantum subsets
of X,i.e if U € L(Y), then f~1(U) € L(X).

When thereisno cause of confusion, we will drop the qualifier ‘g’ from the terms g-set,
g-subset, g-map, etc.

3.3 Noncommutative product of functions on quantum sets

The crucia link between quantum spaces and noncommutative C*-algebras arises as
follows. Given a quantum set (X, L(X)), thereis a semigroup (with some extra struc-
ture) S(X) C P(X), which determines and is determined by the OML L(X). Using
the product of S(X), we will later construct noncommutative algebras of complex-
valued functions. We describe these matters briefly. (See[13, 7] for details and proofs.)

Given an OML L, we write M (L) for the semigroup consisting of all the mono-
tonemaps¢ : L — L, i.e. maps ¢ such that p < ¢ implies ¢(p) < ¢(q). For each
p € Lythemap ¢ : L — L, given by ¢,(q) :== pA g, Vg € L, is caled the
Sasaki projection corresponding to p. ThenVp € L, ¢, € M(L). However, the set
of Sasaki projectionsis not closed under composition. Let S(L) be the sub-semigroup
of M (L) generated by the set of Sasaki projections. Then the set of Sasaki projec-
tions is closed under composition if and only if it equals S(L), if and only if L isa
Boolean algebra. Returning to the general case, for each ¢ € S(L), there exists a
unique ¢* € S(L) suchthat Vp € L, ¢[¢*(»™)*] < p, and ¢*[(p")*] < p. Then
clearly, (¢*)* = ¢, and (¢u0)* = *¢*, i.e, themap p — p* isan involution on
S(L). Also, for a Sasaki projection ¢,, we have a Sasski projection ¢$ == ¢p1. Now
we extend the map ¢, — ¢ to S(L) by theidentity (¢1p)+ = ¢-¢". Then, the set
L(S(L)) = {¢ € S(L) : ¢* = ¢ = ¢*,(¢)= = ¢} of closed projections in
S(L) isprecisely the set of Sasaki projections. In connection with remarks above, L is
Boolean if and only if L(S(L)) = S(L). Now for ¢,¢ € L(S(L)), define ¢ £ v if
and only if ¢ = ¢p = 1p¢. Then it can be shown [13, 7] that L(S(L)) isan OML, and
p — ¢p isanisomorphism of OML's; L = L(S(L)).

Now we trandate the above constructions to the OML L(X) of a quantum set X.
Let S(L(X)) be the semigroup generated by the set of Sasaki projections on L(X).
Then, asin the preceding paragraph, there is an involution ¢ — ¢* on S(L(X)). Now
for ¢ € S(L(X)), let Uy := ¢(X) € P(X). Then, ¢ — Uy isaone-to-one map. Let
S(X) € P(X) betheimage of thismap. Then by transfer of structure from S(L(X))
to S(X), we have aproduct

U,V)»UxV
defined on S(X), such that Uy * Uy, = Usy, an invoution
U—U"

such that Uy = (Ug)*, and U — U~ such that (U * V)t = VL x UL. Now the
set of closed projections of S(X) equals the set L(X), and defining U < V if U =
UxV =V xU givesan OML structure on L(X) which is the same OML structure



that we started with. Thus the OML L(X) completely determines and is determined
by the semigroup S(X'). We summarize in the following proposition:

Proposition 4 Given a g-set (X, L(X)), there is a subset S(X) C P(X) with an
associative product (U, V) — U %V, and an involution U — U* and an involutive
map (complementation) U — U~ defined on it, making it an involutive semigroup
(monoid, actually), such that the lattice of closed projections of S(X) co-incides with
thelattice L(X). [ ]

Remark 3 Notethat U AV # U xV ingeneral. Indeed, it can beshownthat U xV =
UnAVifandonlyif UV =V xU. Thus, S(X) iscommutative if and only if L(X)
isaBoolean algebra. Inthiscase, L(X) = S(X).

Definition 5 Now we define a noncommutative product of functions on a quantum
set (X, L(X)) asfollows. Let x,, be the characteristic function of any W € S(X).
For U,V € S(X) define

Xv * Xv = X(U*V) :
Also, we use the lattice L(X) to define an OML structure on the set of functions of the
formy,, , W € L(X) asfollows:
L (Xo)™ = X0
2. Xg N Xy = Xwavy?
3. XuV Xy = Xwvvy?
4. 0 := The constant function 0, and 1 := The constant function 1.

Let V(X) be the algebra generated by the semigroup of characteristic functions
of setsin S(X), and let F(X') be the uniform closure of the algebra V(X). Then x
extends to a product on F'(X'). We denote this product, too, by *.

Remark 4 Since U « V may not be equal to U N V, the product % of functions is
essentially nonlocal, by which we mean that the value of a product fxg at a point z may
depend on values of f and g at points other than z. Thus the product depends on which
quantum set we are taking the product over. If Y C X, isa quantum subset, and %, and
*,, theproduct of functionson X and Y respectively, then (f|, ) *, (9l5.) # (F*x 9)|5
in general. However, the next proposition asserts that in some cases (f|, ) *, (g],) =

(f *x 9y :

Definition 6 A g-subset Y of a g-set X is called saturated if for all U,V € L(X),
(UAY)*, (VAY)=(Ux, V)AY.

Proposition 5 If Y isa saturated g-subset of a g-set X, then

(Fly) %y (gly) = (F *x 9y -
|
Remark 5 Inparticular, if L(X) = P(X), every subset of X isa saturated subset, so
(fly) %, (gly) = (f %4 ), , for all Y € L(X), whichisjust a manifestation of the

fact that for all z, (f * g)(z) = f(z)g(x) i.e that (f * g)(x) depends only on values
of fand g at z.



4 QUANTUM TOPOLOGY

Now we add more structure to quantum sets.

4.1 Quantum spaces and continuous g-functions

Definition 7 By a quantum topology on a quantum set (or more generally, on an or-
thomodular set) (X, L(X)) we mean a subset 7 of the lattice L(X) satisfying the
following conditions.

1. Xerand fer.
2 If U,VerthenUAV €.
3. If {Ux}xea isanarbitrary family of setsin 7, then (\/, ., Ux) € 7.

A quantum set (resp. an orhtomodular set) (X, L(X)) endowed with a quantum topol-
ogy 7 will be called a quantum (topological) space (resp. orthomodular space) and
will be denoted by (X, L(X),7) or (X,L(X)), or even X. When L(X) = P(X),
T is a topology in the usual sense of the word. We shall sometimes refer to such a
topology by classical topology.

Now we can extend the entire vocabulary of topology to our more general setup.
So we will talk about quantum open sets, Hausdor ff quantum spaces, compact
quantum spaces, quantum Bor el sets, etc. We will also use abreviated terms such as
g-set, g-space, etc. Similarly, we define g-Borel measureson ag-space (X, L(X)) to
be o-additive complex-valued functions on the g-Borel algebra of (X, L(X)). Also,
when there is no chance of confusion, we will drop the qualifier ‘quantum’ or ‘q’.

Definition 8 A quantummap f : (X, L(X)) — (Y, L(Y)) between quantum spaces
will be called g-continuous or, briefly, continuousif it pulls back g-open setsin L(Y)
to g-open setsin L(X).

Remark 6 We emphasize that the notion of a quantum spaceis a generalization of the
classical notion of a topological space. It isthislarger category of compact Hausdor ff
g-spaces that will supply uswith ‘duals’ of unital C*-algebras.

Definition 9 Let (Y, L(Y')) be a quantum subset of a g-space (X, L(X), 7). Then the
inclusion ¢ : ¥ — X isa quantum map. Let 7' be the g-topology generated on
(Y, L(Y)) by the set

{YAU:Uer}
sothat (Y, L(Y), 7') isaquantum space. Then 7’ istheweakest g-topologyon (Y, L(Y))
making ¢ continuous. The g-set (Y, L(Y)) endowed with the topology 7' will be called

a quantum subspace of (X, L(X), 7). When Y is a saturated quantum subset, 7' is
actuallyequal to{Y AU : U € 7}

10



Let (X,L(X)) beag-set and let {Ux}rca be afamily of elements of L(X). Let
7, be the quantum topology generated by {Ux } xca and let 7, be the classical topology
generated by {Ux}aea. Then, since |J,;U; C V,U;and U NV = U AV, we see
that for every point « € X, every 7,-neighborhood contains a 7.-neighborhood, so that
T4 C Te. Thus, the classical topology generated by afamily of elements of L(X) isin
general finer than the quantum topology generated by the same family of subsets. More
generaly, let (X, L(X)) and (X, L' (X)) be quantum sets.Then, if L'(X) C L(X),
andif 7 and v’ aretopologies generated on (X, L(X)) and (X, L' (X)) respectively by
the same family of setsin L'(X), then 7’ isfiner than 7.

4.2 Product of g-continuous functions

Proposition 6 Let (X, L(X), ) be a quantum space, and F'(X) the algebra of func-
tions defined in Subsection 3.3. Then

1. Every C-valued g-continuous function belongsto F'(X).
2. If f,g € F(X) are g-continuous, then the product f * g is g-continuous.
Proof:

1. Since g-continuous functions on X can be uniformly approximated by simple
functionsin V (X), every g-continuous function on X isin F(X).

2. By choosing nets f and g, in V(X)) uniformly converging to f and g respec-
tively, fx * g (uniformly) convergesto f x g. Now considering anet z, in X
converging to z, it follows by % type argument that f * g is continuous. |

For a compact Hausdorff quantum space X, the set A(X) of g-continuous func-
tionson X is avector space under pointwise sum and usual scalar product. Then, by
Subsection 4.1, A(X) C C(X), but as discussed in Section 2, A(X) is not necessar-
ily a subalgebra of C(X). However, the preceding proposition says that A(X) is an
algebra with the product *. Also, A(X) carries anatural involution given by complex
conjugation, and the constant function 1 is the unit of A(X). Finally, we endow A(X)
with the usual Sup-norm of functions. Then, we have the following result:

Proposition 7 Given a compact Hausdorff g-space X, the (noncommutative) algebra
A(X) of complex-valued g-continuous functions on X isa unital C*-algebra.

Proof: It remainsto show that A(X) isaBanach algebra, and that || f * £*|| =|| f]|%. It
isclear that the estimate || * gl| < |||l llg]| holds, and that A(X) is complete under
the sup-norm.

Since ||f * gll < [If]l llgll, to show |If % f*|| = [If|I*, it suffices to show that
IIf * £*I| > |If]|>. But thisisimmediate because | f * f*| > |f£*|, which implies that
f £ = 1IF 1= N F11P. u

Remark 7 If (X, L(X)) isa classical space, i.e. if L(X) = P(X), then A(X) =
C(X), the C*-algebra of continuous complex-valued functions on X, with respect to
poi ntwise product.
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Remark 8 Weremark that certain useful theorems of topology also hold in the context
of quantum topology. In these cases, most proofs of the corresponding classical theo-
rems carry over verbatim to the quantum versions. We will mention such theorems as
needed.

5 NONCOMMUTATIVE GELFAND-NAIMARK DUALITY

In the following, we will use notation from Section 2. In particular, S(A) is the set of
states and P(A) isthe set of pure states on aunital C*-algebra A.

5.1 Theg-space S(A) of states

First we define a g-set structure on the set S(A) of stateson A asfollows.
Given a, 8 € S(A), let {a,3) C A* be the subset consisting of elements of the
formeia + 28, e1,¢0 € C, and |c; |2 + |e2|> = 1. Now we define

—J {a 8} if (o, B) ¢ RS(A)
{a} Vv {B} -—{ S?A)m(a,g) if (:,B)GRS(A),

and
L(S(A)) ={UCS(A): (a,8€U)= (Vstatesy € {a} vV {B},y € U)}.

Thisis Condition 6 in Definition 2.

Now we define an orthocomplementation on L(S(A). Let W = A** be the en-
veloping von Neumann algebra of A. Then for each projection p € W, there is a net
px € A weak*-converging to p. We say that a state a isorthogonal to astate 5 if there
existsaprojection p in W such that for anet py € A convergingto p, lim a(py) = 1,
and lim 8(p)) = 0. Then g\ := 1 — p, isanetin A converging to the projection
1 — g € W with lim 8(gx) = 1, and lim a(g») = 0. Thus, orthogonality is a sym-
metric relation. We denote this relation by L, i.e., @« L 3 meansthat o and § are
orthogonal. Now define a unary operation L(S(A)) — L(S(4)) : U — U~ by
Ut :={aeS(A4):V8eUPBLa}.

Now it iseasily checked that if L(S(A)) isordered by setinclusion, thenU s U+
defined above is an orthocomplementation, and that L(S(A) forms a complete ortho-
modular lattice of subsets of P(S(A)) of S(A4), suchthatforal U, V,Uy € L(S(A)) :

1. @ € L(S(A)), and S(A) € L(S(A)).

2. If a € S(A), then {a} € L(S(A)).

U Vifandonlyif U C V.

4. A, Ux =N, Ux.

5 V,aUx={ye S(A) : v € Va{ar},ar € Ur}.

12



Thus, it followsthat (S(A), L(S(A))) isaquantum set. Furthermore, it follows
directly from the definition of {a} Vv {8} that if A iscommutative, i.e. if R(A) isa
discrete equivalence relation, then L(S(A)) = P(S(A)) so (S(A4), L(S(A))) isjust
the classical set S(A).

Similarly, we define a g-set structure on P(A) by setting

_ [ {8 if (, B) ¢R(A)
{a} Vv {8} -—{ pCEA)Ma,m if (Z,meR(A)

and
L(P(A)):={UCP(A):(a,8€U)= (Vpurestatesy € {a} vV {F},7 € U)}.

Again, L(P(A)) forms an orthomodular lattice of subsets of P(A) such that for all
U7 V7 U)\ € L(P(A))7

1. @ € L(P(A)), and P(A) € L(P(A)).

2. If a € P(A), then {a} € L(P(A)).

U Vifandonlyif U C V.

4. A Ux =N, U

5 V,Ux={ye P(A) : vy e Va{ar},ar € Ur}.

Also, define U — U+ asin the case of S(A) above. Then (P(A), L(P(A))) isa
quantum set. Furthermore, it follows directly from the definition of {a} v {§} that
when A is commutative, L(P(A4)) = P(P(A)) sothat (P(A), L(P(A))) isjust the
classical set P(A). It also follows from the definitions of L(S(A)) and L(P(A)) that
(P(A), L(P(A))) isaquantum subset of (S(A4), L(S(A))).

We note that each function @ € A is a quantum map from S (A) (resp.P(A)) to C.

Now let 7 be the quantum topology on (S(A), L(S(A)) generated by inverse im-
ages of open sets in € by functions in A\, i.e, the smallest quantum topology on
(S(A4), L(S(A)) withrespect towhich all elementsof A arecontinuous. Let A(S(A))
be the set of functions on S(A) continuous with respect to .

Proposition 8 The set of S(A) endowed with the quantum topology 7 is a compact
Hausdor ff g-space.

Proof: We know that S(A) is compact in the weak*-topology. The latter being finer
than 7 by 4.1, it follows that (S(A4), L(S(A)), ) is compact. That it is Hausdorff is

o~

immediate from the fact that A separates points of S(A). [ |

5.2 Theq-space P(A) of pure states

As for S(A) above, let 7/ be the quantum topology on (P(A), L(P(A)) generated
by inverse images of open sets in C by functions in 2, i.e, the smallest quantum
topology on (P(A), L(P(A)) with respect to which all elements of A are continuous.
Then 7' coincides with the subspace g-topology inherited from (S(4), L(S(4)), 7).
Let A(P(A)) betheset of functions on P(A) continuous with respect to /.

13



Proposition 9 Astatea € S(A) ispureifandonly if Va,b € A

—

(ab)(a) = (@*b)(a).

Proof:
Let o be astate which satisfiesVa, b € A, (a/b\)(a) = (@*b)(). We want to show that
aispure. Let 8,y be statesand let s, ¢ real numbers satisfying0 < s < 1, 0 < ¢t <
1, s+t=1,and a = s8 + ty. Then we will show that 8 = -, and hence a isapure
state.

Let a bean hermitian element in A. Then thehypothesis, (ab)(a) = (6*3)(a),Va, be
A, impliesthat aAQ(a) = (a)%(a). Also, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for statesim-
pliesthe following:

(2(@)* = [(La)? < a(1®a(a?) = a(a?) =a*(@) = @)*(a),
(B(a))* = [B(La))* < B(1*)B(a*) = B(a®),
(v(@)® = (1.a)P < v(1*)v(a@®) = ~v(a®).

Then it follows that

0:a2a)(

(@)(
(@)(a) - [a
(@)(s8 + t7) — [(s8 + t)(@)]?

s8(a%) + tv(a®) — [s8(a) + tv(a)

sB@ + @) - [s8(a) + tr(a)

s+ DB + tis + )] — [88(@) + (@]’
stl(a) — V(a)]2.

Thus, 0 > st[8(a) — v(a)]?, and hence, 0 = st[3(a) — v(a)]?. Consequently, 8(a) =
~(a) for al hermitian a € A. Thisimpliesthat 8 = ~ and hence that « is a pure state.

Now we show the converse, i.e., that for each pure «, the formula @(a) =
(6*3)( ) holds. Notethat P(A ) is a saturated g-subspace of S(A4). Hence it follows
from Proposition Sthat @ *,, b=a *pia b So it suffices to show the formulawith
respect to *,,,,. To that end, we consider the following. Since every pure state of A
can be extended to a pure state of its enveloping von Neumann algebra and since the
orthdomodular lattice of projections of avon Neumann algebra completely determines
its algebra structure, it suffices to show that for projections p, ¢ in a von Neumann
algebra A, and for all puresatesa € P(A4),

v

+
+

v

pAgle) = PAY(a)
pPVa@) = GV
@) = @

14



LetU,V C P(A) suchthat p = x,,, and ¢ = x,, . Then, the above equalities read

m(a) = (XU A Xv)(a) = Xvuav>
pVg(a) = (XU v Xv)(a) = Xuvv>
pH@) = ()" = 1-x,
which are easily checked. |

-~ o~

Remark 9 When A is commutative, (@ * b)(a) = a(a) b(a), by Remark 4. Thus, the
equality (ab)(a) = (@ * b)(e) reads (ab)(a) = @(a) b(a), i.e., alab) = a(a) alb).
Thus, in the commutative case, Proposition 9 simply statesthe standard fact that a state

on A ispureif and only if it is multiplicative.

Proposition 10 The g-space (P(A4), L(P(A)), ') of pure states is g-compact and g-
Hausdorff.

Proof: Let a; be anet in P(A) converging to a € S(A). Then, for adl a,b € A,

— —~ —

(ab)(a;) = (@ * b)(a;). Thus, (ab)(a) = (ab)(lim ¢;) = lim (ab)(a;) = lim(a@ =
b)(a;) = (@ *b)(«). It followsthat o € P(A). Thus, P(A) isg-closed in S(A), and
hence is g-compact. Also, since A separates points of P(A4), it followsthat P(A) is

g-Hausdorff. |

Corollary 1 For aC*-algebra A, the set A(P(A)) of g-continuous functionson P(A)
isaunital C*-algebra.

Proof: Immediate from Proposition 7 and Proposition 10. |

5.3 Noncommutative Gelfand-Naimark Duality

We will use the following extension of classical Stone-Wel erstrass theorem in the proof
the theorem on Noncommutative Gelfand-Naimark Duality.

Theorem 2 (Noncommutative Stone-Welerstrass Theorem) Let X be a g-compact
and g-Hausdorff g-space, and let A(X) be the unital C*-algebra of g-continuous
complex-valued functions on X. Let B be a unital C*-subalgebra of A(X) which sep-
arates points of X. Then we can conclude that B = A(X).

Proof: The proof is verbatim the same as in the commutative case. See [23], for
example. |

Theorem 3 (Noncommutative Gelfand-Naimark Duality) For a unital C*-algebra
A,themap A — A(P(A)) : a — @ isan isomorphism of unital C*-algebras:

A= A(P(A)).
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Proof:
It follows from Proposition 9 that the map is a C*-homomorphism. Let A C A(P(A))
be the image of the map.

The map is one-to-one, for if @ = 0, then, for al o € P(A), we havea(a) = 0,
i.e, Va € P(A),a(a) =0, and hencea = 0.

Now we show that the map is onto. Given a, 8 € P(A), such that a # 3, there
isana € A such that a(a) # B(a), i.e, @(a) # @(8). Thus, A separates points of
P(A). Clearly, A is self-adjoint and contains 1, the unit of A(P(A)). Consequently,
by Theorem 2, the non-commutative Stone-Weierstrass theorem, A is the whole of
A(P(A)). [ |

Remark 10 When A is commutative, R(A) isthe discrete equivalence relation. Con-
sequently, (P(A), L(P(A))) istheclassical compact Hausdorff space P (A) with weak*-
topology, and A = A(P(A)) = C(P(A)). Thus, in the commutative case, we recover
the Gelfand-Naimark duality (Theorem 1).

As an easy corollary to the preceding theorem, we can recover Dauns-Hofmann
[9] representation of a C*-algebra A as continuous sections of a ‘sheaf’ (afield) of
(presumably simpler) C*-algebras over the spectrum Sp(A) of A. Thisisachieved via
the natural quotient map P(A) — Sp(A).

6 CHARACTERIZING UNITARY GROUPSOF UNITAL C*-ALGEBRAS

Let U(1) := {A € C : |A| = 1}. Then the following characterization of groups of
unitary elements of unital C*-algebrasisimmediate from Theorem 3.

Theorem 4 (Characterization of unitary groups of unital C*-algberas) A topolog-
ical group is homeomor phically isomorphic to the unitary group of a unital C*-algebra
if and only if it is homeomorphically isomorphic to the group of g-continuous U (1)-
valued functions on a compact Hausdor ff g-space. |

7 CONTINUOUS FUNCTIONAL CALCULUS FOR HILBERT SPACE OP-
ERATORS

Let B(H) be the algebra of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H. Leta €
B(H), and let A betheunital C*-subalgebraof B(H) generated by {1, a,a*}. When
a isnormal, A is commutative, and R(A) isdiscrete. In this case, P(4) = o(a), the
spectrum of a, and the commutative Gelfand-Naimark theorem leads to a simultaneous
representation of operatorsin A in terms of multiplication operators on a Hilbert space
L*(o(a), 1)

In the general case, where g is not assumed normal, the isomorphism of noncom-
mutative C*-algebras, A —» A(P(A)) from Theorem 3, is represented by noncom-
mutative multiplication operators.
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7.1 Noncommutative Riesz Representation Theorem

Wewill need the following noncommutative generalization of the Riesz Representation
Theorem.

Theorem 5 (Noncommutative Riesz Representation Theorem) Let X beacompact
Hausdorff g-space. Then every bounded linear functional o on A(X) isgiven by inte-
gration with respect to a complex-valued g-Borel measure i, on X. Furthermore, the
map a — (i, IS an isomorphism of Banach spaces

where M (X)) isthe space of complex-valued regular bounded g-Borel measureson X.

Proof: The proof carries over verbatim from the commutative case. See, for example,
[22] . [ |

Remark 11 If X isa classical compact Hausdorff space, then A(X) = C(X), and
the preceding theorem reduces to the classical Riesz Representation Theorem.

7.2 Functional Calculusof an arbitrary operator

Now we come to the main theorem of this section. Let X(a) be the image of the map
a:P(A) - C

Theorem 6 (The Spectral Theorem and the Functional Calculus) Leta beabounded
linear operator on a Hilbert space H, and let A be the C*-algebra of operatorson H
generated by {a, a*,1}. Then, there exists a g-Borel measure i on P(A), g-space X,
which is a digoint union of a g-Borel measurable subsets X; C P(A), and a unitary
isomorphismU : L2(X, u) — H, such that

1. If a has a star-cyclic vector in H, i.e, if H has an A-cyclic vector, then X =
P(A).

2. For eachz € A, we have z = U MzU !, where M5 is the multiplication
operator L?(X,u) — L2(X,p) : f = T * f,i.e, z isunitarily equivalent (via
U) to the noncommutative multiplication operator Mj.

3. Thecontinuousfunctional calculusof a, i.e., theisomorphismA(X) -+ A: ¢ —
¢(a) from Theorem 3, is given by

¢a) =U MU,
where M, is the multiplication operator L*(X, u) — L*(X,u) : f — ¢ = f,
i.e., ¢(a) is unitarily equivalent (via U') to the noncommutative multiplication
operator M. A special case of the formulais:

a = UM;;U_I.
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4. The functional calculus of a, A(X) — B(H) given above uniquely extends the
Holomorphic Functional Calculus (when holomorphic functions on ¥(a) are
duly pulled back to X.)

Proof:
The proof is quite similar to that for Normal Operators [27, 10] with the pointwise
multiplication of functions replaced by the noncommutative product x.

First note that any bounded operator a € B(H) can be decomposed as adirect sum
a = P,y a; where each a; isastar-cyclic operator on closed subspace H; of H, such
that H = €D, ; H; with {H;};e; mutually orthogonal. Thus, it suffices to show the
theorem for an operator a which is star-cyclic on a Hilbert space H. Then we can put
together the description a from descriptions of a;. (See[27, 10])

So let h € H be a star-cyclic vector for a. (Note that in this case H is neces-
sarily separable.) Then define a bounded functional A(P(A)) — C given by ¢ +—
{¢(a)h, h). By the noncommutative Riesz Representation Theorem (Theorema 5), this
defines a g-measure u on P(A). Thenitisstraightforwardto seethat U : A(P(A4)) —
H given by

U(¢) = ¢(a)h

extends to an isomorphism U : L%(P(A),u) — H, with [Ug|| = ||¢||. Now for
¢,9 € A(P(A)), we have U~'¢(a)U)p = U ¢(a)[Uy) = (U~ ¢(a)p(a))h =
U={(¢ * ¢)(a)}(h) = ¢ x9p = Myip. Consequently, by density of A(P(A)) in
L?(P(A), u), we have (U~ 1¢(a)U)p = My for al ¢ € L2(P(A), p). [ |

8 THEINVARIANT SUBSPACE THEOREM
We are now ready for the Invariant Subspace Theorem.

Theorem 7 (Invariant Subspace Theorem) Every bounded operator on a complex
Hilbert space H with dim(H) > 1 hasa nontrivial invariant subspace.

Proof: Leta € B(H). Note that it is sufficient to consider a which is star-cyclic on a
Hilbert space H, with o(a) being singleton. Recall that 3(a) is the image of the map
a: P(A) — C. Then, itiseasy to seethat o(a) C X(a). We consider the following
two cases.

Case(i) Assume o (a) = X(a) = {A}.
Then, for all pure statesa € P(A), we have a(a) = A, and hence a(a — A) = 0, for
al a € P(A). Thisisequivaenttoa — A = 0, i.e, a = A ascalar operator, which
always has anontrvial invariant subspace if dim(H) > 1.

Case(ii) Assumeo(a) # X(a).
Now, by Part (i) of Theorem 6, H = L?(P(A), 1) and a is (equivalent to) the noncom-
mutative multiplication operator M. Let 0 = a~1(o(a)), o'(a) := X(a) \ o(a), and
o' =a1(c¢'(a)), Thus P(A) = o Ud’.

Then, L2(P(A), ) = Ly® Ly ,where L, := L%(o, p|s) and L, := L%(o', p|o ).
Now, since ¢’ contains a non-empty open set o+, we have L,» # 0. It follows that
L, # L?*(P(A),pn). Also, L, # 0 because otherwise a will have empty spectrum,
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which is not possible. Thus, L, is a nontrivial subspace, which is invariant for a,
because a(L,) C L. [ ]

9 FURTHER APPLICATIONS

We describe here two more applications. Details will appear elsewhere.

9.1 Nonabelian Pontryagin Duality

Recall that the set G of characters of alocally compact abelian group G formsalocally
compact abelian group and the celebrated Pontryagin duality theorem gives a natural

isomorphism G 22 G. Extending this theorem to nonabelian groups necessarilly leads
to anew notion:

Definition 10 A quantum group spaceisa quantum space with a group structure com-
patible with the quantum toplogy. In this setting, the terms ‘abelian’ and ‘nonabelian’
will refer to the group structure of a quantum group space, and ‘commutative’ and
‘noncommutative’ will refer to its topology.

Given alocally compact group G we define (see below) its dual to be a certain quan-
tum group space G, which isa group if and only if G is abelian. The classical dual
of a possibly nonabelian G, i.e. the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary
representations of G, is a quotient space of G. In the abelian case, G coincides with
the classical dual. This viewpoint inevitably leads to an extension of the duality to
quantum group spaces.

Let G be alocally compact (Hausdorff) quantum group space. Let A(G) be the
C'*-algebra of g-continuous complex-valued functions on G vanishing at infinity. Then
A(G) has a co-product arising from the group structure of G, and its enveloping von
Neumann algebra K*(G) = A(G)** is a von Neumann bi-algebra. Now we can

construct from the dual von Neumann bialgebra K/*(E) a locally compact quantum
space GG, which has a multiplication structure derived from the co-multiplication of

IF(E). ThismakesG aquantum group space which we call the dual quantum group
space of G. Repeating this procedure, we can construct the locally compact quantum

e

group space @, i.e., thedual of @, from K* (@). Then, the following generalization of
classical Pontryagin duality holds:

Theorem 8 (Pontryagin duality for quantum group spaces) For a locally compact
quantum group space G, the dual G isalocally comapct quantum group space, and

G=G.

Now, let G, H, K, N be quantum group spaceswith the corresponding duals@, ﬁ, IA{, N.
Then the following table summarizes the various situations covered by Theorem 8:

1 Group-Space — | Commutative | Noncommutative
Abelian G, @ H, K
Nonabelian H, K N, N
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Thus, the duaIACAJ of an abelian group G is an abelian group; for a nonabelian group
H, the dua H is an abelian noncommutative quantum group space, etc. We note
that the box containing G, G isthe classical Pontryagin duality. The boxes containing
H, K and K, H include nonabelian groups and abelian noncommutative group spaces,
and finally the box containing N, N cover nonabelian noncommutati ve quantum group
spaces.

9.2 Stone Duality for Noncommutative Boolean algebras, i.e., Orthomodular
Lattices

The ideas of Section 5 can be applied to Orthomodular Lattices (OML) (Definition
1). Elements of a Boolean algebra B are represented by clopen subsets of a totally
disconnected compact space—the maximal ideal space of B (Stone's Theorem [25]).
Asin the case of C*-algebras, the geometric object corresponding to a (possibly non-
Boolean) OML is a totally disconnected compact orthomodular space (Definition 7)
naturally associated with thelattice. Furthermore, an OML isBooleanif and only if this
noncommutative space is a usual topological space. In this case, one recovers Stone's
theorem. The general case yields an OML analog of Dauns-Hoffman theorem—the
Graves-Selesnick representation [15] of an OML as sections of a sheaf of (presumably
simpler) OML's.
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