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NONSEPARABLE UHF ALGEBRAS I: DIXMIER’S
PROBLEM

ILIJAS FARAH AND TAKESHI KATSURA

ABSTRACT. There are three natural ways to define UHF (uniformly hy-
perfinite) C*-algebras, and all three definitions are equivalent for separa-
ble algebras. In 1967 Dixmier asked whether the three definitions remain
equivalent for not necessarily separable algebras. We give a complete
answer to this question. More precisely, we show that in small cardi-
nality two definitions remain equivalent, and give counterexamples in
other cases. Our results do not use any additional set-theoretic axioms
beyond the usual axioms, namely ZFC.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be a C*-algebra and let € be a positive number. For an element x
of A and a subset F of A, we write x €. F if there exists y € F such that
|z — y|| < e. For two subsets F,G of A, we write F C. G if x €. G for all
x € F. For each n € N, we denote by M, (C) the unital C*-algebra of all
n X n matrices with complex entries. A C*-algebra which is isomorphic to
M,,(C) for some n € N is called a full matriz algebra.

Definition 1.1. A C*-algebra A is said to be

e uniformly hyperfinite (or UHF) if A is isomorphic to a tensor product
of full matrix algebras.

e approzimately matricial (or AM) if it has a directed family of full
matrix subalgebras with dense union.

e [ocally matricial (or LM) if for any finite subset F of A and any
€ > 0, there exists a full matrix subalgebra M of A with F C. M,

For a definition of tensor products, see Definition The property
LM was called matroid in [6, Definition 1.1]. A UHF algebra is unital
by definition, and it is easy to see that UHF implies AM and that AM
implies LM. In [II, Theorem 1.13], Glimm shows that a unital separable
LM algebra is UHF (see also [6l, Remark 1.3 and Theorem 1.6]). Thus for
separable C*-algebras, the three conditions UHF, unital AM and unital LM
coincide. Dixmier asked whether these three conditions coincide for general
C*-algebras in [6, Problem 8.1]. We show that this is not the case. To state
our results precisely, we need the following notion.
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Definition 1.2. The character density x(A) of a C*-algebra A is the small-
est cardinality of a dense subset of A.

Hence A is separable if and only if its character density y(A) is the first
infinite cardinal Xy. Note that x(A) is equal to the smallest cardinality of
an infinite generating subset of A.

The following are our main results which completely answer [6, Prob-
lem 8.1]. Note that X; is the smallest uncountable cardinal.

Theorem 1.3. (1) For a C*-algebra with character density at most Xy,
AM and LM are equivalent.
(2) For every cardinal k > XNy, there exists a unital LM algebra with
character density k which is not AM.
(3) For every cardinal k > Ny, there exists a unital AM algebra with
character density k which is not UHF.

Proof. (1) Follows from Proposition [5.2] and Proposition
(2) Follows from Proposition and Proposition
(3) Follows from Proposition O

In (3), we can also control the representation density (defined in Defi-
nition [I]) of the example (Theorem [7.I7). In particular, we distinguish
between AM algebras and UHF algebras faithfully represented on a separa-
ble Hilbert space.

Results similar to (1) and (2) hold for approximately finite-dimensional
(AF) algebras.

Definition 1.4. A C*-algebra A is said to be

e approximately finite-dimensional (or AF') if it has a directed family
of finite-dimensional subalgebras with dense union.

e locally finite-dimensional (or LF') if for any finite subset F of A and
any € > 0, there exists a finite-dimensional subalgebra D of A with
F C. D.

It is easy to see that AF implies LF. In [3, Theorem 2.2] Bratteli proved
that for a separable C*-algebra, AF and LF are equivalent. We get the
following.

Theorem 1.5. (1)" For a C*-algebra with character density at most Ny,
AF and LF are equivalent.

(2) For every cardinal k > Ny, there exists an LF algebra with character
density k which is not AF.

Proof. (1)’ Follows from Proposition
(2)” Follows from Proposition [6.10] and Proposition [6.12] O

A C*-algebra is AM (resp. AF) if and only if it is obtained as a direct
limit of full matrix algebras (resp. finite-dimensional algebras) over a general
directed set (not necessarily a sequence). On the other hand, it is not hard
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to see that a C*-algebra is LM (resp. LF) if and only if it is obtained as
a direct limit of (separable) AM (resp. AF) algebras (Lemma 2.13]). Hence
the two theorems above imply the following.

Corollary 1.6. The classes of AM algebras and AF algebras are not closed
under taking direct limits.

Some of the results of the present paper were announced in [14]. By
extending our methods the first author constructed an AM algebra that has
faithful irreducible representations both on a separable Hilbert space and on
a nonseparable Hilbert space ([8]). In the sequel to this paper [10] we show
that the classification problems for UHF and AM algebras are significantly
different.

Organization of the paper. In §2we set up the toolbox used in the paper.
In §3] we use the Jiang—Su algebra to distinguish LM algebras from UHF
algebras. o-complete directed systems are used in §l to distinguish between
AM and UHF algebras. The relation between AM and LM algebras as well
as the one between AF and LF algebras are explained in §5land §6l In §7] we
introduce the representation density, and using it distinguish between AM
algebras and UHF algebras faithfully represented on a given Hilbert space.

2. PRELIMINARY

In the present section we fix the terminology and prove some standard
facts from set theory, o-complete directed systems and tensor products (re-
spectively).

2.1. Set theory. By X I1 Y we denote the disjoint union of sets X and Y.
If f: X Y and Z C X then we write f[Z] = {f(z) : z € Z} instead of
the notation f(Z) commonly accepted outside of set theory. Let us denote
the cardinality of a set X by |X|. The countable infinite cardinal and the
smallest uncountable cardinal are denoted by Ng and Nq, respectively. The
smallest uncountable ordinal is denoted by wy.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a set. For each x € X, choose a countable subset
Y, C X with x € Y. If | X| > Xy then one can find two elements x,y € X
such that x ¢ Y, and y ¢ Y.

Proof. Take Z C X with |Z] = ®;. Choose x € X\, Y. andy € Z\Y,.
Then x and y are as required. O

Remark 2.2. The conclusion may be false if | X | < X;. To see this consider
X=wand Y, ={y €w; :y <z} for z € w.

Definition 2.3. A directed set A is said to be o-complete if every countable
directed Z C A has the supremum sup Z € A.

The ordered set wy is o-complete. The following is another o-complete
directed set considered in this paper.
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Definition 2.4. For an infinite set X, we denote by [X]|¥ the set of all
countable infinite subsets of X, considered as a directed set with respect to
the inclusion.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a o-complete directed set. A subset Ag of A is
said to be closed if for every countable directed Z C Ay we have sup Z € Ay,
and cofinal if for every A\ € A there exists \g € Ag such that A < Ag.

A closed and cofinal subset is called a club.

A club is an abbreviation of a closed and unbounded set. The condition
‘unbounded’ (meaning ‘not having an upper bound’) is equivalent to ‘cofinal’
for totally ordered sets such as wq, but is strictly weaker than ‘cofinal’ for
general directed sets. A widely accepted custom among set theorists is
calling closed and cofinal subsets of [X]N0 closed and unbounded sets (or
clubs). Reluctantly, we continue this unfortunate abuse of terminology in
our paper. This can be justified by the fact that w; and [X]¥ are the only
o-complete directed sets that we will consider from the next section on.

Lemma 2.6. Let A be a o-complete directed set. Let Ay and Ay be clubs of
A and ¢: Ao — Ay be an order isomorphism. Then there exists a club Ago
of A such that Agg € Ao NA{ and ¢ [py,= id.

Proof. Set Aoy := {X € Ag N A : ¢(A) = A}. It is easy to see that Agg is
closed. We will see that it is cofinal. Take A € A. Since Ay is cofinal, there
exists \; € Ag with A < A;. Since Aj is cofinal, there exists \| € A{, with
A1 = A] and ¢(A1) =< A]. Recursively, we can find )\, € Ag and A, € A, for
n =1,2,... such that

)\n = >‘In7 ¢(>‘n) = )‘;w )‘;z = >\n+1y ¢_1()‘;z) = >‘n+1'
Then
oo = sup{ A\, }22, = sup{\, 122, € Ag N A}
satisfies ¢(Ago) = Ago. Thus we have found Mgy € Ago with A < Ago. O

Lemma 2.7. Let X and Y be infinite sets. For a club C in [XIIY]®0, there
exists a club Cy in [X]R0 such that for every ug € Cy there exists u € C with
po=pNX.

Proof. This is a well-known and very useful fact. We provide a proof for the
reader’s convenience.

Let [X]<M denote the set of all finite subsets of X. Since C is cofinal,
we can find an increasing map f: [X]<N0 — C satisfying s C f(s) for all
s € [X]<®0 by induction on |s|. We define g: [X]*0 — [XIIY]® by g(uo) :=
Uscp, f(8) for po € [X]R0. For every ug € [X]™0, we have pg C g(po) and
g(up) € C because f is increasing and C' is closed. We set

Co = {po € [XT : pro = g(po) N X}.



NONSEPARABLE UHF ALGEBRAS I: DIXMIER’S PROBLEM 5

Then Cj is closed because for a countable directed Z C [X]®0, we have

U g(uo)Zg( U Mo)-

Ho€Z Ho€Z

It remains to show that Cj is cofinal in [X]®0. Take \g € [X]%° arbitrarily.
We define Aj, g, ... € [X]N by Ay1 := g(A\n) N X for n = 0,1,.... Then
{A}22, is an increasing sequence in [X]¥ and po := (JoZyAs is in Co.
Thus Cj is cofinal. Therefore we get a club Cp in [X]° as required. g

We note that by a well-known result of Kueker for every club C in [X]®°
there exists h: [X]<®0 — X such that every u € [X]™0 closed under h belongs
to C.

2.2. o-complete directed families of subalgebras. By a subalgebra of a
C*-algebra we mean a C*-subalgebra, and by a unital subalgebra of a unital
C*-algebra we mean a C*-subalgebra containing the unit of the original C*-
algebra. By a directed family { Ay} ep of subalgebras of a C*-algebra A, we
mean that A is a directed set, and A < p if and only if Ay € A,. Thus by
definition A 5 A — A, is injective.

Definition 2.8. A directed family { Ay} ca of subalgebras of a C*-algebra
A is said to be o-complete if A is o-complete and for every countable directed
Z C A, Agyp 7z is the closure of the union of {Ay}aez.

In other words, a directed family {Ax}xca is o-complete if [ J,o, Ay is in
the family for every countable directed Z C A.

Lemma 2.9. Let A be a C*-algebra, and let {Ay}ren be a o-complete di-
rected family of subalgebras of A with dense union. Then for a club Ag C A,
the restriction {Ax}aen, @5 also a o-complete directed family with dense
UNLON.

Proof. The restriction {A)}en, is o-complete because Ay is closed, and its
union is dense because A is cofinal. O

Lemma 2.10. Every C*-algebra A has a o-complete directed family of sep-
arable subalgebras with dense union.

Proof. We can take the family of all separable subalgebras of A ordered by
the inclusion. (]

Lemma 2.11. Let A be a C*-algebra, and let {Ax}ren be a o-complete
directed family of subalgebras of A with dense union. For every separable
subalgebra Ay of A there exists A\ € A such that Ag C Ay.

Proof. Let {a1,as,...} be a dense sequence of Ayg. For each n € N, one
can inductively find A\, € A such that a; €/, A, for i = 1,2,...,n and
An—1 = A because the family {A)},ea is directed and its union is dense in
A. Then A :=sup{\, : n € N} € A satisfies A9 C A,. O
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By the lemma above, we can see that the union of a og-complete directed
family is automatically closed.

Proposition 2.12. Let A and B be C*-algebras, and { Ax}rxea and {By } yens
be o-complete directed families of separable subalgebras of A and B with
dense union. Let ®: A — B be an isomorphism. Then there exist clubs
Ao € A and Aj € A and an order isomorphism ¢: Ao — Af such that
D[AN] = By for all X € Ag. If A = N, then one can take Ao = Ajy and
¢ =id.

Proof. Let Ay be the set of all A € A such that there exists A € A’ with
®[A)] = By. Similarly we define Ajj C A’ as the set of all ' € A’ such that
there is A € A with ®~[By/] = A). Then there exists an order isomorphism
¢: Ao — Af such that ®[Ay] = By for all A € Ag. We are going to show
that Ag C A is a club. It is clear that Ag is closed. Take A € A. Since A) is
separable, there exists A7 € A" such that ®[A,] C By, by Lemma 2ZTIl By

the same reason, there exists \; € A such that <I>_1[B)\/1] C Ay,. Then we
have Ay C A,,. In this way, we can find sequences

AyC Ay CA,CA,C---
By C By CBy C---

such that By, C ®[A,,] and ®[4,,] C By, forn=1,2.... Let g € A
and Ay € A’ be the supremums of {\,}52, and {\,}7° ;. Then we have
A)\O = U;L.Ozl A)\n and B)\6 = Uzozl B)\;l. Since q)[A)\O] = B)\g), we get )\0 € A(].
This shows that Ag is cofinal, and hence it is a club. Similarly Afj C A’ is
a club. This shows the former assertion. The latter assertion follows from

Lemma O

Lemma 2.13. A C*-algebra A is LF if and only if it has a o-complete
directed family of separable AF algebras with dense union.

Proof. We only need to prove the direct implication. We see that A has
a o-complete directed family of separable subalgebras { Ay} ca with dense
union by Lemma 210l Since by [3, Theorem 2.2] every separable LF algebra
is AF, it suffices to show that the set Ay of all A € A such that Ay is LF is a
club. Clearly Ag is closed. To show that Ag is cofinal, it suffices to see that
for any separable subalgebra Ay of A, there exists a separable subalgebra
Aj{, containing Ap such that for any finite subset F of Ay and any ¢ > 0,
there exists a finite-dimensional subalgebra M of Aj with F C. M. This is
easy to see. O

In the same way, one can show that a C*-algebra A is LM if and only if
it has a o-complete directed family of separable AM subalgebras with dense
union.

Remark 2.14. Lemma [2.13]is just a special case of the downward Lowen-
heim—Skolem theorem for logic of metric structures ([1], or [9] for a version
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suitable for study of C*-algebras and II; factors). Similar arguments have
been used by C*-algebraists to reflect properties of nonseparable algebras to
separable subalgebras (see [2, I1.8.5]) such as for example simplicity or the
existence of the unique trace.

2.3. Tensor products. In this subsection, we give a definition and some
properties of tensor products of C*-algebras. We try to avoid using results
on nuclear C*-algebras as much as possible. In fact, we use the nuclear-
ity only in Proposition (and Lemma [2:22]) which is used in the proof
of Proposition (3). We are interested in tensor products of possibly
uncountably many unital C*-algebras, and for this purpose the maximal
tensor products are easier to treat than the minimal ones. We remark that
we mainly deal with nuclear C*-algebras for which there is no distinction
between the minimal tensor products and the maximal ones.

Definition 2.15. A family {A, },cx of subalgebras of a C*-algebra A is said
to mutually commudte if for distinct x,y € X, every element of A, commutes
with every element of A,.

Definition 2.16. For a family {4, },ex of unital C*-algebras, its (maximal)
tensor product @, x Az is the C*-algebra having (an isomorphic copy of)
A, as unital subalgebras for x € X satisfying the following two properties:

(1) the family {A;}.ex of subalgebras of &), y A, mutually commutes,
and its union J ¢ y Az generates @),y Az

(2) for a unital C*-algebra B and a family {¢, }+ex of unital x-homomor-
phisms ¢, : A, — B such that {¢,[A;]},ex is a mutually commuting
family of unital subalgebras of B, there exists a unital *-homomor-
phism ¢: @, cx Az — B such that ¢ [4,= ¢, for all z € X.

When A, = A for all x € X, we simply write @y A for &), x Az

It is not difficult to see that the tensor product exists and is unique. A
nice exposition of tensor products of C*-algebras can be found e.g., in [4].
The condition (2) is called the universal property of the tensor product. A
nice exposition of universal C*-algebras can be found e.g., |2, 11.8.3].

Let A and B be unital C*-algebras. Since we consider A and B as unital
subalgebras of A® B, each a € A and each b € B are considered as elements
of A® B. Thus the product ab € A ® B makes sense whereas this element
is usually denoted by a ® b € A ® B. Similarly, for a family {A,},cx of
unital C*-algebras and a finite family {a, },cy of elements with a, € A, for
r €Y C X, we denote by [[,cy @z € @ cx Az the product of {as}ey.
Note that this product does not depend on the order of multiplications
because the family {a;}zey in @, x Az mutually commutes.

The referee pointed out that the version of the next lemma when A is as-
sumed to be nuclear and simple instead of LM is true (cf. [4, Corollary 9.4.6]).
Since one can prove that LM algebras are nuclear and simple, this gives a
proof of this lemma. We give an elementary proof for the reader’s conve-
nience.
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Lemma 2.17. Let A and B be unital subalgebras of a unital C*-algebra D
commuting with each other. If A is LM, then the natural map from AR B to
the C*-subalgebra C*(AUB) of D generated by AUB C D is an isomorphism.

Proof. We first show the statement in the case that A is a full matrix algebra
M, (C). Let {e;;}};—; be a matrix unit of A = M, (C). Then every element
of A® B can be written as Y., e;;b;; for b;; € B. In C*(AUB) C D,

we have
n n
birj = Z%i/( > ez‘,jbz‘,j)ej/,k
k=1 i,j=1

for #',j" = 1,2,...,n. Hence if an element > !, _;e;;bi; € A® B is sent
to 0 € D by the natural map A ® B — D, then b; ; = 0 for all ¢,j which
implies szzl eijb;j = 0in A® B. Thus when A is a full matrix algebra,
the natural map A® B — C*(AUB) is injective, and hence an isomorphism.

Now suppose that A is LM. Let 7: A® B — C*(AUB) be the natural map.
Take x € A® B. Take € > 0 arbitrarily. Then there exist ay,a9,...,a, € A
and by,bs,...,b, € B such that

n
Hx— E a;b;
i=1

Since A is LM, we may assume (by perturbing a;’s slightly if necessarily)
that aq,as,...,a, € M for some unital full matrix subalgebra M of A. Then
by the first part of the proof, we have

[0 = [+(500)

<e.

Hence we get
llz]| = lIm(@)]l] < 2e.

Since ¢ was arbitrary, we have ||z|| = ||7(z)||. This shows that the natural
map 7: A® B — C*(A U B) is injective, and hence an isomorphism. O

We take advantage of Lemma 2.17 and use the notation A ® B whenever
it is justified by this lemma. Note that this lemma is false if we replace
LM by LF. To see this, just consider A = B =D = C® C. For a family
{A;}zex of unital C*-algebras, and unital subalgebras D, C A,, we some-
times denote by &,y D, the subalgebra of ),y A, generated by the
mutually commuting family {D, },cx of unital subalgebras of @,y A;. In
fact, this unital subalgebra is the image of the *-homomorphism from the
tensor product @, x Dz to @, x Az, but no confusion should arise.

We use the following well-known fact without mentioning. We give its
proof for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.18. Let A and B be unital C*-algebras, and Ay C A and By C B
be unital subalgebras. Then we have (A9 ® Bg) N B = By in A® B.
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Proof. Take a state ¢ of A. Define a linear map F: A® B — B by E(ab) =
o(a)b for a € A and b € B. Since E(b) =b for b € B and E(Ay ® By) C By,
we get (Ag ® By) N B C By. The inverse inclusion is easy to see. O

For two families {4 },ex, and {A; },ecx, of unital C*-algebras, the tensor
product @, X,11X, Az 1s naturally isomorphic to

(@4)e(®)
z€Xy z€X2
We identify these two tensor products. In particular, we can and will con-
sider @, cy A, as a unital subalgebra of @, .y A, for a subset ¥ of X.
We use the convention that @,y Az = C for Y = (). We remark that the
subalgebra &),y A, coincides with @),y A, for a subset Y of X if and
onlyif A, =Cforallz € X \Y.
The following is easy to see.

Lemma 2.19. Let {A,},ex be an infinite family of unital C*-algebras, and
set A= Quex A Then {Q) e\ Aztrcix)ro @8 a o-complete directed system
of subalgebras of A with dense union. O

Lemma 2.20. If A = Q) cx Az, X is infinite, and each A, is separable
and not C, then the character density x(A) of A is equal to | X|.

Proof. Fix a countable dense C, C A, for each . Their union has cardi-
nality | X| and generates A. This shows x(A) < |X|. Take a subset Z C A
with cardinality less than | X|. For each z € Z, there exists A, € [X]|¥ with
2 € @ en, Az by Lemma R2.T9 Since the set (J,., A\. € X has cardinality
less than | X|, we can find z € X outside of this set. Since A, is not C, Z is
not dense in A. Hence x(4) = | X|. O

For a unitary u of a unital C*-algebra A, an automorphism Adwu on A
is defined by Adu(a) = wau* for a € A. Let {Az}zex be a family of
unital C*-algebras. By the universality, a family {«, },ex of automorphisms
a; on A, determines the automorphism a on @Q,cx A, With a [4,= oy
which we denote by @), x ;. For a subset Y C X and a family {ay }zey
of automorphisms o, on A, we denote by &),y o, the automorphism
R x @ of @ e x Az Where o = idy, for x € X'\ Y. For unitaries u, € A,
for z € Y, we get an automorphism &) .y Adu, on A = @, x Az When
Y is finite, we get @ oy Adu, = Adu where u = [[ oy us € A, but in
general, @,y Adu, is not in the form Adu for a unitary u of A.

2.4. Relative commutants. For a subset A of a C*-algebra B, we denote
by Zp(A) the relative commutant (or centralizer) of A inside B;
Zp(A) :={be B:ab=ba for all a € A}

which is a subalgebra of B if A is closed under the x-operation (for example
if A is a subalgebra). We avoid the common notation A’ N B for Zg(A) in
order to increase the readability of certain formulas. For a subset A of a
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C*-algebra B, we denote by C*(A) the subalgebra generated by A. Note
that Zp(C*(A)) = Zp(A) for a subset A closed under the *-operation. We
also note that Zp(A4; U Ag) = Zp(A1) N Zp(As).

Lemma 2.21. Let A and D be unital C*-algebras. If A is LM, then
ZA@D(A) — D

Proof. 1t is clear from the definition of tensor products that Zagp(A) D D.
Take ¢ € Zagp(A). For any € > 0, there exist elements aj,...,a, € A
and di,...,d, € D such that ||zg — > | a;d;|| < e. Since A is LM, we may
assume that aq,...,a, are in a full matrix unital subalgebra M of A. Let
E: A®D — A®D be a contractive linear map defined by E(z) = [;; uzu*du
for x € A® D where du is the normalized Haar measure on the unitary group
U of M. Since zg € Zagp(A), we have E(xg) = xg. For a € M and d € D,
we have E(ad) = tr(a)d where tr: M — C is the normalized trace. Hence
we have ||zg — Y ;" tr(a;)b;]| < e. This means that zo €. D. Since ¢ was
arbitrary, o € D. Thus we get Zagp(A) C D, and therefore Zagp(A) = D.
We are done. O

By letting D = C in the lemma above, we see that the center Z4(A) of
an LM algebra A is C. Thus one can write the conclusion of Lemma 2.2T] as
Zagp(A) = ZaA(A)®D. The referee pointed out that Zagp(A) = Z4(A)@D
holds for minimal tensor products by [12], Theorem 1]. Since one can prove
that LM algebras are nuclear and satisfy Z4(A) = C, this gives an indirect
proof of Lemma 2211

To prove Proposition (3), we need some facts on nuclear C*-algebras
(Lemma [2:22] and Proposition 2:24]). When we apply Proposition in the
proof of Proposition (3), we use the fact that a UHF algebra is a tensor
product of separable nuclear C*-algebras because full matrix algebras are
nuclear. A nice exposition of nuclearity of C*-algebras can be found e.g., in
[].

Lemma 2.22. Let A and D be unital C*-algebras, and Aoy a unital subal-
gebra of A. Suppose that D is nuclear. Then Zagp(Ao) = Za(Ag) @ D.
Proof. Clearly we have Z4(Ao) ® D C Zagp(Ao). Let

F:={ce A® D : (id®w)(c) € Zs(Ap) for all w € D*}.
Forac ACA®D and c € A® D, we have

(id®w)(ac) = a(id @w)(c), (idQw)(ca) = (id @w)(c)a

for all w € D*. Hence we get Zagp(Ag) € F. We claim that F =
Z4(Ap)® D. This equality is usually referred to as the slice map property of
the triple (D, A, Z4(Ao)) (see [4, Definition 12.4.3]). Here we remark that
the (maximal) tensor product considered in this paper coincides with the
minimal one because D is nuclear. By [4, Theorem 12.4.4 (2)] (see [4l, Defi-
nition 12.4.1] and note nuclear<CPAP=SOAP), the triple (D, A, Z4(Ay))
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has the slice map property because D is nuclear. Thus we have Z4(Ag)®D =
Z gD (Ao). g

Definition 2.23. Let A be a unital C*-algebra, and Ag a unital subalgebra
of A. We say that Ag is complemented in A if C*(AoU Za(Ap)) = A.

In a tensor product A = @), x A, of unital C*-algebras A,, a subalgebra
Ay = @ ey Az is complemented for every subset Y of X.

Proposition 2.24. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. Suppose that there exists a
unital C*-algebra D such that A® D is a tensor product of separable nuclear
C*-algebras. Then for a o-complete directed system {Ax}ren of separable
subalgebras of A with dense union, there exists a club Ag C A such that for
each A € Ag, Ay is complemented in A.

Proof. Fix a dense X C A and a dense Y C D. Then {C*(1)},exmy]ro i
a o-complete directed family of separable subalgebras of A ® D with dense
union. Since A® D is a tensor product of separable C*-algebras, A ® D has
a o-complete directed system of separable complemented subalgebras with
dense union by Lemma 2.191 Hence by Proposition [2.12], there exists a club
C C [X T Y]® such that C*(u) is complemented in A ® D for all u € C.
By Lemma 2.7 there exists a club Cy C [X]® such that for every po € Co
there exists p € C' with pp = p N X. By Lemma 29, {C*(10)}uoec, is a
o-complete directed family of separable subalgebras of A with dense union.
Hence by Proposition applied with id: A — A, we get a club Ag C A
such that for each A\ € Ag there exists pug € Cy with Ay = C*(up).

It remains to prove that Ay is complemented in A for every A € Ayp.
Take A € Ag. Then by the arguments above, there exists 1 € C such that
Ay =C*(pNX). Then C*(u) is complemented in A® D, and we have Ay C
C*(n) € Ay® D. Since A® D is a tensor product of nuclear C*-algebras, D
is nuclear by [4, Proposition 10.1.7]. Hence we get Z4(A\)®D = Zagp(A))
by Lemma Therefore we have

A®D = C*(C*(1) U Zagp(C* (1))

C C*(( AA ® D) U Zagp(Ay))

= C*((A\® D) U (Za(A)) ® D))
=C*"(A\UZa(A))) ®

This shows that A is complemented in A and finishes the proof. O

3. LM BuT NoT UHF

Proposition gives examples of unital LM algebras that are not UHF,
answering part of [6, Problem 8.1]. Recall that Z is the Jiang—Su algebra.
We shall need the following properties of Z proved in [13]:

e Z is a unital, separable C*-algebra which is not UHF.

e Ry, Z=2Z.
e A® Z = A for any infinite-dimensional separable UHF algebra A.
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Definition 3.1. The UHF algebra )y M2(C) is called the CAR algebra.

Proposition 3.2. For two sets X and Y, define Axy = @y M2(C) ®
Qy Z. Suppose that X is infinite. Then we have the following.

(1) Axy is a unital LM algebra with x(Axy) = |X|+ [Y].

(2) Axy is UHF if and only if | X| > |Y].

(3) Axy ® D is UHF for any UHF algebra D with x(D) > |Y].

Proof. Since X is infinite, we can identify Axy with @y A ® Qy Z where
A is the CAR algebra. For each A € [X]®0 and X € [Y]™0 we set

D)\7)\/ = ®A® ®Z - AX,Y
A N

Then Dy v is the CAR algebra for all A and X'. Since {D} '} is a o-complete
directed system with dense union, we see that Ax y is LM. By Lemma 2.20]
we have x(Ax,y) = |X| + |Y|. This shows (1).

By rearranging the factors, we see that Axy is UHF if |X| > |Y| and
that Ay y ® D is UHF for a UHF algebra D with x(D) > |Y|. It remains
to show that Axy is UHF only if |X| > |Y|. For the sake of obtaining
a contradiction, assume that |X| < |Y| and Axy is UHF. Let us denote
by Ay, = M3(C) for x € X and A, = Z for y € Y the unital subalgebra of
Axysothat Axy = @, cx Ar®®er Ay Let @: Axy — @,y M, bean
isomorphism where Z is a set and { M, },c 7 is a family of full matrix algebras.
For each x € X, there exists a finite F,, C Z such that ®[A,] C ®zeFx M,.
If we set Z1 = U,ex Fo € Z, then we get |Z;] = |X| and ®[Q,cx Az] €
X.c 7, M. Similarly, for each z € Z; there exists a finite G, C Y such that
M, C @[@xex Ay ® ®yer Ay]. If we set Y1 = J,cz, G- C Y, then we
get |Y1| < |Z1| = | X] and

R M. c <I>[®Ax® ®Ay].
2€77 reX YyeEY]

Next for each y € Y; there exists a countable Cy, C Z such that ®[A,] C
®Z€Cy M. If we set Zy = Z1 UUyey, Cy C Z, then we get Z1 C Zo,

|Z5] = | X| and
o0 @ 4] c .

zeX yeY z2€Z>
Recursively, we can find increasing sequences {Y}}}_; and {Z;}}_; of sub-
sets of Y and Z, respectively, such that | X I1 Y| = |Zx| = | X| and

Quco{@1o@A)c @ .

zEZy, zeX YEYy 2€2Z%+1
for k=1,2,.... Weset Y :=Jp2 Yy, CY and Z’' := | J;2; Zx € Z. Then
we have |[X ITY'| = |Z'| = |X| and

ol R A @ 4] =@ .

rzeX yey’ zeZ!
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Since @), M. is UHF and hence LM, we have

Zaxr (@42 @ 4) = Q Ay

rzeX yey’ yeY\Y’
Zg. o ( QM) = @ M.
zeZ’ z€Z\Z'

by Lemma [2.2T] Thus we get (I)[®er\Y’ Ayl = &.ezz M. Since |Y'| <
|X| < |Y|, we see that Y \ Y’ is infinite. Hence Z \ Z’ is also infinite. By
Proposition and Lemma 9] there exist C € [Y \ Y'Y and C' €
[Z \ Z'[% such that (I)[®y€C Ayl = Q,ccr M.. This is a contradiction
because @, Ay = Z is not UHF. O

We thank the referee who pointed out an error of a proof of Proposi-
tion (3) in an earlier draft. By Proposition B.2] the unital C*-algebra
Axy is LM but not UHF if |X| < |Y|. When |X| = Ry and |Y| = X;, we
see that Ay y is AM by Theorem [I.3] (1). In the other case, we do not know
whether Ax y is AM or not.

Problem 3.3. Let X,Y be sets such that Ry < |X| < |Y| and X; < |[Y|. Is
Axy = Qx M2(C) ® @y 2 AM?

4. AM BuT NOT UHF

In this section, for each infinite set X we define a unital AM-algebra
Bx with x(Bx) = |X]|, and show that Bx, or even Bx ® D for a unital
C*-algebra D, is not UHF when |X| > 8;.

Lemma 4.1. A C*-algebra generated by two self-adjoint unitaries v, w with
vw = —wv is always isomorphic to My(C).

Proof. A C*-algebra A generated by two self-adjoint unitaries v,w with
vw = —wv is spanned (as a vector space) by 4 elements {1,v,w,vw}, and
it is noncommutative. Hence it is isomorphic to Ms(C) which is the unique
noncommutative C*-algebra with dimension < 4. A concrete isomorphism
from A to Ms(C) is given by sending v and w to the unitaries

b 5) = (o)

in MQ(C) U
Let us take a set X. For each z € X, let A, be a C*-algebra generated by
two self-adjoint unitaries v, w, with vw; = —w,v,. By Lemma 41l A, is

isomorphic to M(C). We define a UHF algebra Ax by Ax := @, cx Az =
X x M>(C). We define an automorphism o on Ax by o := @Q,cx Adv,.
Note that a? = id. Let {e,-vj}ij:l be a system of matrix units of Ms(C),
and define an embedding

t: Ax 2 a— aer 1+ ala)ezs € Ax @ My(C).
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Let u € Ax ® M3(C) be a self-adjoint unitary defined by u := e 2 + e2 .
Set Bx := C*(1(Ax) U{u}). We consider Ax as a unital subalgebra of Bx
and omit ¢. Then we have ua = a(a)u for a € Ax and Bx = {au + a’ :
a,a’ € Ax}.

Remark 4.2. The C*-algebra By is nothing but the crossed product Ax %,
(z/27).

For Y C X, we denote by Ay the subalgebra @, .y 4. € Ax C By,
and define By := C*(Ay U {u}) C Bx. It is easy to see that Ay C Ay is
globally invariant under a, and hence By = {au +d’ : a,a’ € Ay }.

Lemma 4.3. If Y is infinite then Zp, (Ay) = Ax\y-

Proof. Since Za,(Ay) = Ax\y by Lemma 2211 it suffices to show that
Zpy(Ay) C Ax. Take au + d € Zp,(Ay) with a,d’ € Ax, and we will
show a = 0.

For any € > 0 there is a finite ' C X such that a €. Ap. Since Y is
infinite, pick y € Y\ F. The unitary w, € Ay satisfies uw, = —w,u. Hence
wy(au + d') = (au + d')wy yields (wya + awy)u + (wya’ — a’wy) = 0. Since

bu+b =0 for b,b in Ay implies b =V = 0, we have wya = —aw,. Thus
we get

lall = [[wyall = [lwya + wyal|/2 = [lwya — aw,|| /2.
Since a €. A and w, commutes with A, we have ||a|| = [Jwya—aw,||/2 < €.
Since € was arbitrary, a = 0. We are done. ([

Lemma 4.4. If Y C X and Y is infinite, then By is not complemented
m Bx.
Proof. Since By = C*(Ay U {u}), we have
Zy(By) = Zi, (Av) 0 Ziy ({u}) = Axyy 0 Zizy ({u})
by Lemma [£.3] Hence
C*(By U Zpy (By)) = {au+d :a,d € Ay @ (Ax\y N Zpx({u}))}
which does not contain w, € Ax\y fory € X \'Y. O

Proposition 4.5. (1) If X is infinite, then Bx is a unital AM algebra
with x(Bx) = |X|.
(2) If X is uncountable, then Bx is not UHF.
(3) If X is uncountable, then Bx ® D is not UHF for any unital C*-
algebra D.

Proof. () Suppose X is infinite.
Let us set

A={(F,y) : F C X finite, and y € X \ F'}

and define
D(F,y) = C*(BF U {wy}) C By.
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for (F,y) € A. Then it is clear that {D g }(ry)en is a directed family
with dense union. It remains to show that Dy is a full matrix algebra for
(F,y) € A. Take (F,y) € A with |F| =n € N. Then we have Ap = Man(C),
and the restriction of a to Ap coincides with Ad v where

U:HUIEAF.

zeF

Then the two self-adjoint unitaries uv and wy in Dg, satisfy wy(uwv) =
—(uv)wy and commute with Ap. By Lemma [L1] the subalgebra of D,
generated by uv and w, is isomorphic to My(C), and commute with Ap.
Since D, is generated by A and this subalgebra, D) is isomorphic to
Myn+1(C). We are done.

(@) Suppose X is uncountable. Then {By }y ¢y is a o-complete di-
rected family of separable subalgebras of Bx with dense union. By Lemmal4.4],
neither one of these subalgebras is complemented. By Lemma 2.79, a UHF
algebra has a o-complete directed system of separable complemented subal-
gebras with dense union. Hence By cannot be UHF by Lemma 2.7

@) As in (2), Bx has a o-complete directed system of separable subal-
gebras with dense union neither one of which is complemented. By Propo-
sition 224 Bx ® D cannot be UHF for any unital C*-algebra D because
every UHF algebra is a tensor product of separable nuclear C*-algebras. [

Note that an example of a unital LM algebra A that is not UHF given in
Proposition has the property that A ® D is UHF for some UHF algebra
D, but the one given in Proposition does not have this property.

The following answers [6, Problem 8.3] negatively although it was cer-
tainly known.

Corollary 4.6. There is a proper subalgebra A of the CAR algebra B such
that A is also CAR algebra and Zg(A) = C1. In particular, B # AR Zp(A).

Proof. Use Proposition with X = N. Then Ay is the CAR algebra. The
C*-algebra By is also the CAR algebra because it is a separable unital LM
algebra obtained as a direct limit of algebras of the form M. (C) by the
proof of Proposition By Lemma [4.3] we have Zp, (Ax) = CL. O

5. AM = LM AND AF = LF FOR CHARACTER DENSITY < Ny

We first show AM = LM + AF. We use the following well-known result
repeatedly. Recall that a finite-dimensional C*-algebra D is isomorphic to a
direct sum of finitely many full matrix algebras (e.g., [5, Theorem III.1.1]),
and the cardinality |F| of a system F of matrix units of D as defined after
[0, Theorem III.1.1] coincides with the dimension of D.

Lemma 5.1 ([5, Corollary I11.3.3]). Given d € N, there exists § > 0 so that
if D is a finite-dimensional subalgebra of a C*-algebra A with a system F of
matrixz units such that |F| = d and B is a subalgebra of A such that F Cs B,
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there exists a unitary uw in the unitization of A satisfying uDu* C B and
commuting with D N B.

Moreover, for a previously given € > 0 in addition to d, there exists § > 0
such that one can choose u as above so that ||u — 1| < e. O

Proposition 5.2. A C*-algebra is AM if and only if it is LM and AF.

Proof. We only need to prove that if a C*-algebra A is LM and AF, then it
is AM. Take a directed family {Dy}ea of finite-dimensional subalgebras of
A with dense union. To show that A is AM, it suffices to show that for any
A € A there exists a full matrix subalgebra M containing D) and contained
in Dy, for some X' = A\. Then the set of such full matrix subalgebras is
directed and has dense union.

Take A € A. Let F be a system of matrix units of D). Let § > 0 be
as in Lemma 5.1 for d = |F| € N. Since A is LM, it has a full matrix
subalgebra My such that F' C5 My. By Lemma B there exists a unitary
u in the unitization of A satisfying uD)u* C My. Let F’ be a system
of matrix units of u*Mou. Let & > 0 be as in Lemma G.1] for d = |F’|.
Since {Dj)}xea has dense union, there exists X € A such that A = X\ and
F' Cs Dys,. By Lemma [5.]], there exists a unitary « in the unitization of A
satisfying /' (u* Mou)u'™ C Dy and commuting with (u*Myu) N Dy/. Since
Dy C (u*Mpu) N Dy, the full matrix subalgebra M := u'(u* Mou)u'™ of A
satisfies Dy C M C Dy,. This completes the proof. O

By Proposition £.2], the statement AM = LM is reduced to AF = LF
because LM implies LF. Thus we only show that AF = LF for character
density at most ¥y although the same argument as below works for showing
AM = LM directly by just changing “F” to “M” and “finite-dimensional”
to “full matrix” in all statements and proofs.

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a separable AF algebra. For an increasing sequence
{Dy}nen of finite-dimensional subalgebras of A there exists an increasing
sequence { D) }nen of finite-dimensional subalgebras with dense union such

that U,ex Dn € Unen D).

Proof. This is well-known to specialists, and can be shown in a similar way
to [B, Theorem III.3.5]. For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof.

Let { By }ren be an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional subalgebras
of A with dense union. We construct inductively an increasing sequence
{kn}nen in N and a sequence {uy,}nen of unitaries in the unitization of A
with [|u, — 1] < 27" such that for each n € N the finite-dimensional algebra

*
n

Up, -+ - ugu Dpujus -+ w
is contained in By, and commutes with u,;. We first construct k; and u;.
Choose k; € N such that F' C5 By, where F' is a system of matrix units of
Dy and 6 > 0 be as in the latter statement of Lemma [5.1] for d = |F'| and
e = 271, By Lemma [5.1] there exists a unitary u; in the unitization of A

satisfying uy Diuj C By, and ||ug —1|| < 1/2. Suppose that ki,...,k,—1 € N
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and unitaries uq, ..., u,_1 were chosen. Choose k,, € N such that k,, > k,,_1
and F' Cg By, where F’ is a system of matrix units of

kX ok *
Up—1 - Uy Dpujuy - uy g

and ' > 0 be as in the latter statement of Lemma 5.1l for d = |F’| and
e = 27", Lemma [5.1] gives us a unitary u,, in the unitization of A satisfying

k ok * *
UpUn—1 - Uu1 Dpujug - - - u, _qu, C By, ,
commuting with
k ok * k% *
Up—1 U1 Dp_qujug -+ - Uy C Up—1 - Uguy Dpuijug -+ w1 N By,

and satisfying ||u, — 1|| < 27"™. Thus we get the desired sequences {ky }nen
and {up, }nen.

Since |lu, —1|| <27" for alln € Nand ) 27" = 1 < oo, the sequence
{up + - uguq fnen converges to a unitary w in the unitization of A. Since

* ok * * ok * *
Up + - U2U Dpuitg -« - Uy = Upp1Up -+ U2y Dpuyug -« - Up Uy 1 g

*k ok * *
C Unq1Un -+ - UpU1 Dy ugug - - - Uy Uy g,
Up - - - Uguy Dypujus - - - uy, commutes with w, 2. By repeating this argument,
one can see that wy, - - ugui Dpujus - - - w; commutes with wu,, for all m >
n. Hence we get uDpu* = upty—1---ugui Dypujus---uy_juy € B . We

set D!, := u*By,u for n € N. Then {D] },en is an increasing sequence
of finite-dimensional subalgebras with dense union such that UneN D, C
UnGN D1/’L U

In the next lemma, for two families T = {Dy}xea and Y/ = {D} } ear of
subalgebras, T C T’ means that A C A’ and Dy = D), for each X € A.

Lemma 5.4. Let A be a separable AF algebra contained in a separable AF
algebra A’. For a countable directed family Y of finite-dimensional subalge-
bras of A with dense union, there exists a countable directed family Y' of
finite-dimensional subalgebras of A" with dense union such that T C Y’.

Proof. Let us write Y = {D)}aca. Since A is countable, we can choose a
subsequence { A, }nen of A such that (Jycx Dx = U, Da,.- By Lemma 53]
there exists an increasing sequence {D!, },en of finite-dimensional subalge-
bras of A" with dense union such that | J,,cjy Da,, € U,,eny Dy, For each A € A,
there exists n € N such that Dy C D], because D) is finite-dimensional. Let
A := AIIN, ordered by requiring that A and N have their natural order-
ings and A < n if Dy C D;. Then the family Y’ := {D) } e’ defined by
D) := D, for A € A satisfies the desired properties. O

Lemma 5.5. Fach LF algebra of character density at most X1 has a o-
complete directed family of separable AF subalgebras with dense union in-
dexed by the ordinal wy.
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Proof. Let A be an LF algebra with x(A4) < X;. Fix a dense subset {x :
v € wi} of A, and define Ay := C*({z, : v < A}) for each A € wy. Then
{A)}rew, Is a o-complete directed family of separable subalgebras of A.
By Lemma [Z13] A also has a o-complete direct family of separable AF
subalgebras with dense union. By Proposition applied with id: A — A,
there is a club A C wy such that Ay is AF for A € A. As ordered sets, A is
isomorphic to wy, and {Ay}ea is the desired family. O

Proposition 5.6. Fach LF algebra of character demsity at most Ny is an
AF algebra.

Proof. Let A be an LF algebra with x(A) < R;. Let {A¢}ecw, be a o-
complete directed family of separable AF subalgebras of A with dense union
as in Lemma Using transfinite recursion, we are going to construct
an increasing family of countable directed families T of finite-dimensional
subalgebras whose union is dense in A¢ for each { € wy. For { = 0, choose
an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional subalgebras of Ay with dense
union, and set it Tg. If T¢ has been defined, then Y¢y; is defined using
Lemma [5.4l If n is a limit ordinal and Y¢ has been defined for all £ < 7,
let Ty, = U, Te. Since A, is the closure of the union of {A¢}ecy, Ty is as
required.

Finally let T = Ugew1 T¢. Then this is a directed family of finite-
dimensional subalgebras of A with dense union. Thus A is an AF alge-
bra. O

The example of the following section easily shows that the version of
Lemma [5.4] for nonseparable algebras is false.

6. AM # LM AND AF # LF FOR CHARACTER DENSITY > Nj

In this section, we construct an LM algebra which is not AF. This C*-
algebra shows the difference between the classes of AM and LM algebras as
well as between the classes of AF and LF algebras. To show that a given
C*-algebra is not AF, we use the following criterion.

The converse direction in the following lemma was proved by George
Elliott, following a remark by Tamas Matrai, during the first author’s talk
at a set theory seminar in Toronto in April 2009.

Lemma 6.1. A C*-algebra A is AF if and only if there exists a map p: A —
A such that ||a — p(a)|| < 1 for every a € A and C*({p(a)}ecr) is finite-
dimensional for every finite subset F' of A.

Proof. Assume A is AF and let {A)}aca be a directed family of finite-
dimensional subalgebras of A with dense union. For each a € A there exists
Ao € A such that there exists p(a) € Ay, with ||a — p(a)|| < 1. For every
finite subset F' of A there exists A € A such that A = A\, for all a € . Then
C*({p(a)}aer) C A, is finite-dimensional.
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Now assume that p: A — A is as in the statement of the lemma. If A is
the family of all finite subsets of A then Ay = C*({p(a)}q4cn) form a directed
family of finite-dimensional subalgebras of A. Fix a € A and € > 0. Let
A = {a/e}. Then ep(a/e) € Ay and ||a — ep(a/e)|| < €. Since a and € were
arbitrary, we conclude A is AF. O

We also use the following lemma (for the case when A is the CAR algebra)
in the proof of Proposition

Lemma 6.2. Let A be a unital LM subalgebra of a unital C*-algebra B.
Take ay,ag,...,an, € A and by, by, ..., b, € Zp(A). If (a;)l- is linearly
independent in A and Yy ;| a;b; = 0 in B, then we have b; =0 for all i.

Proof. Since A is LM, the natural map from A ® Zp(A) to B is injective
by Lemma 217l It is well known that the inclusion map from the algebraic
tensor product of A and Zp(A) to the (maximal) tensor product A® Zp(A)
is injective (see [2], 11.9.1.3]). The conclusion follows from these lemmas. [

Definition 6.3. We say that a pair (v, ve) of self-adjoint unitaries vy, vy in
a unital C*-algebra is generic if the family

n n
((vrv2)™, (v1v2)"01),
= (1, v1, va, V1V2, V2V, V1V2V1, V201 V2, V1 V201 Vg, V2V U1, V1 VU1 V2V, - - .)

is linearly independent.

In other words, (v1, v2) is generic if and only if the map sending the natural
generators of the group algebra C((Z/2Z) x (Z/2Z)) to v1,ve is injective.

Lemma 6.4. Let vy, vy, w1, wo be the four self-adjoint unitaries in the C*-
algebra C([0,1], M2(C)) defined by

wo=(p 5) o= ).
w(t) = <(1’ (1)> wglt) = <—Sin(7rt) Cos(ﬂt))>

cos(mt)  sin(mt

fort € [0,1]. Then v1,ve, wy,we Satisfy viw; = —wivy, VoWwe = —wWavy and
the pair (vi,ve) is generic.

Proof. It is routine to check the two equalities viw; = —wyv; and vows =
—wqve. That the pair (v, ve) is generic comes from the fact that {cos(nnt)+
vV—1sin(nmt)}nez is linearly independent in C([0,1]). We leave the details
to the readers. (]

Let X be an infinite set, and [X]? be the set of all subsets of X with
cardinality 2. For ¢ = {z,y} € [X]? let A¢ be the CAR algebra. We fix
four self-adjoint unitaries vy, vy, Wa .y, Wy in Ae such that vy w,, =
— Wy yVsy, VyaWye = —WyVy, and the pair (vgy,vy.) is generic. Such
unitaries exist by Lemma [6.4] because there exists a unital embedding from
C([0,1], M3(C)) to the CAR algebra.
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We define a UHF algebra A[xj2 by Ajxj2 = @eepx)z A¢ = Qxj2xn, M2(C).
For a subset Y of X, we set Ajyj2 = @¢epypz Ae € Afxe-

Definition 6.5. For a set X, we denote by Gx the abelian group consisting
of all finite subsets of X where the operation is the symmetric difference A.

We often identify an element x of X with a subset {z} of X. Thus
the group Gx is generated by the family {z},cx of mutually commuting
involutions. Hence Gx is isomorphic to the group @ y(Z/2Z) of the direct
sum of | X| copies of Z/27Z.

For g € Gx we define an automorphism «; on Ajx)2 by

g = ® Adwvg .
z€gandyég
If x ¢ g define unitaries Vy., and V., in Ajxp2 via
Voz = H Vy 2 Vz,y and Vig = H Vg, yVy,z-
yeyg yEg
Lemma 6.6. If v ¢ g then oy o a, = Ad(Vya) 0 agugy) and agugzy © ap =
Ad(Vzyg) 0 0.

Proof. Note that v, , and v, ; commute unless z =y and x =t. Using x ¢ g
we have

Qg O Oy = ( ® Ad’Uy,Z) o <®Advm,z)

y€g and z¢g zF#T
= (®Advy7xo ® Adv%z) o <®Adfux7zo ® Advx7z>
yeg y€g and z¢gU{x} z€g 2¢gU{z}

= Ad(Vg;x) O Qg{z}

This proves the first equality. Since a; is an involution and Vi, = V%, the

first equality implies the second equality. O

Let us choose a faithful representation Ajx2 C B(H) on some Hilbert
space H (see Section [1 for one construction of such a representation). Let
?*(Gx,H) be the Hilbert space consisting of functions ¢ : Gx — H with
ZQEGX 1€(g)|I? < 0o. We embed Arx2 into B(?(Gx,H)) by

(a)(9) = ag(a)é(g) € H
for a € Axpe, § € ?(Gx,H) and g € Gx. For each z € X, we define
u, € B((*(Gx, H)) by
(ua€)(9) = Vg (g U{a}) € H
(uel)(g U{z}) = Vayg &(g) € H
for € € 2(Gx,H) and g € Gx with z ¢ g.

Lemma 6.7. For each x € X, u, is a self-adjoint unitary such that Adu,
and o, agree on Apxy2 C B(*(Gx, H)).
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Proof. For g € Gx such that x ¢ g the subspace (2({g,g U {z}}, H) C
?*(Gx, H) is invariant for u,, and u, is represented on it as

v (O Vi
o \Vayy 0 )7

This shows that u, is a self-adjoint unitary. To show that Adwu, and a,
agree on Ajxjz C B({*(Gx, H)), it suffices to see
Ad(Viyg) 0 g = agufa} ©
Ad(Vga) 0 agugay = g0 ag

which is Lemma O

By Lemmal6.7 we see that for {z,y} € [X]? and z € X we have Ad u, [ Aoy =
Adwv,y, and Adu, |
Vg Unless y = z.

Ay =1dif z ¢ {x,y}. In particular, u, commutes with

Lemma 6.8. For {z,y} € [X]? the two self-adjoint unitaries uyv,, and
UyVy z COMMute.

Proof. Take {z,y} € [X]?. First note that for h € Gx we have ap(vy,) =
Uy,2Vz Uy if ¥y € h and « ¢ h, and oy (vy,y) = Vg, otherwise.
Fix g € Gx such that x ¢ g and y ¢ g. The subspace

Hy=0*({g.gu{z},gU{y}.gU{z,y}},H) C *(Gx,H)
is invariant for each of w,, uy, v;, and v, . Using the observation in the

beginning of this proof, we see that u,, uy, v;, and v, , are represented on
H, by
g

0 Vyu O 0 Vey O 0 0
Vag 00 0 0 vey O 0
Uy = () =

x 0 0 0 Voogro | 7Y 0 0 vyaUpyUye O
0 0 Vigupw 0 0 0 0 Yy

0 0 Vay 0 Vy.z 0 0 0

W — 0 0 0 Voutahy S 0 VpyUyaley 0 0

Y Vy;g 0 0 ’ ¥z 0 0 Uy, 0
0 Vygugey O 0 0 0 0 wvyg

Using the computations such as Vx;gu{y} = VgV yVy,z, We see that uzvs ,

and uyv, , are represented on H, by

0 Vyaley O 0
| Vagrey O 0 0
Yabzy = g 0 0 Vyabye
0 0 Vigtya O
0 0 Voyvya O
| o 0 0 Vyyvey
YWhe = v vye 0 0 0
0 0
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The unitaries V.., Vi.g, Vgiys Viyigs V2, and vy, occurring in entries of these
two matrices commute with each others except that v, , does not commute
with vy .. Using this fact, one can show that both (u,vgy)(uyvy ) and
(UyVy,z) (UzVzy) are equal to

0 0 0 VoieVay
0 0 VaigVoiyVaytye 0
0 VoaVigVyavay 0 0
VaigVisg 0 0 0
Therefore u,v,, and uyv, , commute. O

Let
B[X]z = C*(A[X]z U{ugtrex) C B(f%G}QH)).
For a subset Y C X, we define
B[y]z = C*(A[Y}z @] {um}xey) - B[X]Z'

Remark 6.9. The C*-algebra Bjxj> does not depend on the choices of em-
beddings A[X]z C B(H), and is isomorphic to a cocycle crossed product
A[x)2 X(q,c) Gx for an appropriate cocycle action (a,c¢) (see [15] for defini-
tions of cocycle actions and cocycle crossed products). In fact, the proof of
Proposition shows that any C*-algebra generated by Apxj2 U {us}zex
with the relations in Lemma and Lemma[6.8] is isomorphic to Bjx)2.

Proposition 6.10. The C*-algebra Bix)> is a unital LM algebra with x(Bx)2) =
| X].

Proof. By Lemma .20, we have x(Ajxj2) = |X|. This implies x(Bx)2) =
| X|.

We are going to show that By is a direct limit of CAR algebras. This
implies that Bjyj2 is LM. For a finite subset F' C X and an injective map
v: F'— X\ F, define a subalgebra D(r,,) C Bjx}2 by

D(p,y = C*(Bipz U {wy,u(a) baer) € Bixje-

The family {D g, }(F,) of subalgebras is directed because X is infinite, and
its union is dense in B{x2. Thus it suffices to show that Dr,) is the CAR
algebra for every finite subset F' C X and every injective map ¢: F' — X\ F.

Take a finite subset F¥ C X and an injective map ¢: FF — X \ F. For
x € F, we define

Ul = Uy H Vzy € Dpy)-
yel\{z}

which is a self-adjoint unitary. Since Lemma shows

[F]QZAd< H Ugc,y) fA[F]z,
yer\{z}

u;, commutes with the subalgebra Ajpj2. The family {u}, },cr mutually com-
mutes by Lemma [6.8 For each x € F, the self-adjoint unitary w, ) €

Adug [A,,= (4
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D,y commutes with Ajpp2 and {wy ), Uy }ye p\ (2}, and satisfies ujwy (o) =
—Wyy(z)Uy- Therefore C*(ul,, wy,,(z)) is isomorphic to My(C) for z € F' by
Lemma (4] and the family

{C* (uf’cv wx,b(x))}wEF U {A[F]2}

mutually commutes. Since D) is generated by these mutually commuting
subalgebras, we get

D(F,L) = ~’4[F]2 ® ® C*(uévv wm,L(m)) = ® M2((c)
weF I[F]2|xRo+| F|

We are done. O

Lemma 6.11. Let Y be a nonempty proper subset of X. Toke x € Y and
y € X\Y. Then every element in B2 C Bixjz can be written as avy y +ad

fora,d € ZB[X]Q(A{x,y})-

Proof. Since v,y is a self-adjoint unitary in Ay, 3, the set of all elements in
the form av ,+a’ for a,a’ € ZB, 2 (A{z4}) is asubalgebra of Bjxj2. Hence it
suffices to show that the generators Apyj2 U{u.}.ey of Bpy2 are in this form.
We have Apy2 C ZB[X]Q(A{x,y}) since y ¢ Y. We have u, € ZB 2 (Afzy))
for z € Y\{z}. Finally, we get v, = (uzVzy)Vsy and uzvg,, € ZB 2 (Agzn)
We are done.

Proposition 6.12. If | X| > Ny then Bix)2 is not AF.

Proof. For the sake of obtaining a contradiction, assume that By is AF.
Then by Lemma[G.Tl there exists a family {b, }»ex in Bixp2 with |luz —b.|| <1
for all z € X such that C*({bs}zer) C Bixp is finite-dimensional for all
finite subsets F' of X.

For each x € X, there exists a countable subset Y, of X with z € Y,
such that b, € Bjy,2. Since |X| > X, we can apply Lemma 2] to get
{z,y} € [X])? such that = ¢ Y, and y ¢ Y,. By Lemma [6.11] there exists
Ay, Ay Gy, a; € ZB[X]2 (A{g,y}) such that b, = a,v,y+a), and b, = ayvy7m+a;.
Since ||uy, — by|| < 1, we have

(1 = b2) = way (g — be)wsy) /2] < 1.
We have

(bw — ww,ybmwx,y) /2 = ((axvx,y + al) — (—agvs,y + ag))/Z = ApUs,y,

and similarly (uy — wg yUzsWey)/2 = uy. Hence we get |[ugy — azvg | < 1.
Thus ||ugvsy —az|| < 1. Since ug,v, 4 is a unitary, a, is an invertible element.
Similarly, one can show that a, is also invertible.

By the assumption, C*({b, by }) is finite-dimensional. Therefore {(b,b,)"}72,
is linearly dependent. Hence there exist N € N and Ao, Aq,..., Ay € C with
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AN # 0 such that Egzo An(bzby)™ = 0. We can write

N N
N Anlbaby)" = D7 An (A + a) (ayvye +a)))" =3 fuv
n=0 n=0

veV
where

V = {1’ Uw7y’ Uy7m7 UI,yUy7{E7 ,Uy7xvx7y7 U%yvyymvﬂy’ Uy@l)%yvyﬁv ety (U%yvy,w)N}
and foreachv € V, f, € ZB[X]2 (Agzyy) is asum of products of Ao, A1,..., Ay €
C and ay,a},ay,a;, € ZB 2 (A(zgy). Since V. C Ag, v is linearly in-
dependent, we get f, = 0 for all v € V by Lemma In particular,
fweyvg.)N = An(agay)N € ZB o (Agzn) is 0. This cannot happen because
AN # 0 and both a, and a, are invertible. Thus we get a contradiction. We
are done. O

Remark 6.13. When [X| = R, Bjx)2 is a UHF algebra (in fact CAR
algebra) by Glimm’s theorem [I1, Theorem 1.13]. When [X| = Ny, By
is a unital AM algebra by Proposition and Theorem [L.3] (1). In this
case one can show that Bixj2 is not UHF in a similar (but much more
complicated) way to the proof of Proposition (2) (see [10]).

Remark 6.14. As we pointed out in Remark [4.2] the examples in Section [
of unital AM algebras which are not UHF are obtained as crossed products
of UHF algebras by the group Z/27Z. The examples in this section of unital
LM algebras which are not AM are obtained as cocycle crossed products (see
Remark [6.9). However we do not know the following.

Problem 6.15. Find an example of a unital LM algebra which is not AM
such that it is obtained as a crossed product of a unital AM (or UHF) algebra
by a discrete group.

Remark 6.16. We can solve the non-unital version of this problem using the
examples in this section. In fact, by [I5l Corollary 3.7] the tensor product
Bix2 ® K is obtained as an (ordinary) crossed product of Ajxj2 ® K by
the group Gx where K := K ((*(Gx)) is the non-unital AM algebra of all
compact operators on the Hilbert space ¢2(Gx). Thus for every cardinal
Kk > Ny, there exists an example of a non-unital LM algebra with character
density x which is not AM such that it is obtained as a crossed product of
a non-unital AM algebra by a discrete group. Note that Bjy}2 ® K is not
AM if Bjx)2 is not AM because every corner of an AM algebra is AM.

The same comments can be applied to LF and AF instead of LM and
AM.

7. REPRESENTATION DENSITY AND CHARACTER DENSITY

The purpose of this section is to give an answer to the half of the question
raised by Masamichi Takesaki when the second author gave a talk on this
paper. We could not answer the other half (Problem [T.19]). The proof uses



NONSEPARABLE UHF ALGEBRAS I: DIXMIER’S PROBLEM 25

the construction (Proposition [[.12]) that was given by Bruce Blackadar when
the first author gave a talk. Both authors would like to thank Masamichi
Takesaki and Bruce Blackadar.

For a Hilbert space H, we also denote by x(H) the smallest cardinality
of a dense subset of H. Note that for an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space
H and an infinite set X, we get x(H) = |X]| if and only if H is isomorphic
to £2(X).

Definition 7.1. The representation density x;(A) of a C*-algebra A is

the smallest cardinal x(H) where H is a Hilbert space on which A can be
faithfully represented.

Note that both the representation density x; and the character density x
(Definition [[.2]) are monotonic in the sense that if A is a subalgebra of B
then the density of B is not smaller than the density of A.

Since these cardinal invariants of C*-algebras were apparently not consid-
ered previously, the reader will hopefully excuse us for starting this section
by listing a few trivial statements.

Lemma 7.2. For every C*-algebra A we have that
X(A) > sup {|X| : X is a family of commuting projections in A}
Xr(A) > sup {\X! : X is a family of nonzero orthogonal projections in A}.

Proof. For the first part note that if p and ¢ are distinct commuting projec-
tions then ||p — ¢|| = 1. The second part is obvious. O

Lemma 7.3. For every infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H we have
X(B(H)) = |B(H)| = 2x"1).

Proof. Let us choose an infinite set X with |X| = x(H), and identify H
with £2(X). For a subset Y C X, let py € B(H) be the projection onto the
subspace £2(Y) C H. Then {py }ycx is a family of commuting projections
of size 2XI. Thus we have x(B(H)) > 21X by Lemma [[2 For z,y € X,
iy B (H )p{y} is one dimensional, and the map

B(H) > T = (piyTP(y))pyex € 11 ooy BHPy) = [] €
T,yeX z,yeX
is injective. Hence we get x(B(H)) < |B(H)| < |C[X*Xl = 2lXI. We are
done. (]

If K = 22° with the product topology then C(K) = R, C? is an
abelian C*-algebra with character density 2% and representation density
Ng. The first claim follows by Lemma The second claim follows from
the fact that K is, being a product of 2% separable spaces, separable by the

Hewitt—Marczewski-Pondiczery Theorem (see e.g., [7, Corollary 2.3.16]).
See also Corollary [7.7, Theorem [7.17 and Problem [7.19

Lemma 7.4. For every C*-algebra A we have x,(A) < x(A4) < 2x(4),
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Proof. Choose a subset X C A with |X| = x(A). For each = € X, there
exists a cyclic representation m,: A — B(H,) with ||m.(x)| = [|z| (see [2]
Corollary 11.6.4.9]). Since H, has a cyclic vector for m,, we have y(H;) <
X(A). Then the representation

F::@ﬂxlA—)B<@Hx)

zeX rzeX
is faithful, and

(P He) = D" x(H) < [X] x x(4) = x(4)
zeX reX

Hence x;(A) < x(A). The second inequality y(A4) < 2x:(4) follows from
Lemma [7.3] O

Lemma 7.5. Let Xg > x — & € H be a map from a set Xo to a Hilbert
space H such that | Xo| > x(H). Then for every e > 0, there exists X1 C Xp
with | X1| > x(H) such that ||&; — &|| < € for every z,y € X.

Proof. Choose a dense subset Y C H with |Y| = x(H). For each z € X
there exists n(z) € Y such that ||{; —n(x)|| < &/2. Since |Xo| > x(H) = Y|,
there exists 7 € Y such that the set X; := {& € Xy : n(z) = n} C X satisfies
|X1| > x(H). Then for every z,y € X, we get

1€ = &yll < [I€x —nll + 1€ —nll <e. O

Proposition 7.6. For a family {A,}.cx of nonabelian unital C*-algebras,
the representation density of the tensor product A = @Q,cx Az is at least
| X1

Proof. Assume the contrary and fix a faithful representation 7: A — B(H)
for a Hilbert space H with |X| > x(H). Note that this assumption implies
that X is uncountable. For each z € X, fix a, and b, in the unit ball of A,
such that a.b, # bga,. Since 7 is faithful, we can choose a vector &, € H
such that

m(azby — byaz)& # 0.
Since X is uncountable, there exist 6 > 0 and a subset Xg C X with
| Xo| > x(H) such that for all z € Xy we have

[m(azby — braz)éell > 6.

Set ¢ = 6/4 > 0. In this proof, we write a ~. b if |ja — b|| < . Since
| Xo| > x(H), we can apply Lemma to {&x}zex, and € > 0 to get
X1 € Xo with |Xq] > x(H) such that &, =, &, for every z,y € X;. By
applying Lemma [7.5] three more times to {m(as;)&; }zex, and so on, we get
X4 C X with |X4] > x(H) such that

m(az)€e = W(ay)gy, 7(by )€ e W(by)éya
w(bxam)gx e 7T(byay)gy
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for every x,y € Xy. Since |X4| > x(H) > Ng, we can take two distinct
x,y € X4. Then we have

T(azby )& = m(ag)m(be)éx =~ W(am)ﬂ'(by)gy = 7T(a:lcby)gy e 71'(aﬂﬂby)éﬂﬂ
I

7 (b2as )& R T(byay )y = (by)m(ay)&y ~e m(by)m(az)Se = 7(byas)Ea
because a, € A, € A and b, € A, C A commute. Thus we get
|7 (a0be — brag)&s| < 4 =6,
which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. O
Corollary 7.7. If A is a UHF algebra then x(A) = x:(A). O

With the possible exception of the algebras Ay y as defined in §3| each
example of an AM, or even LM, algebra given so far has a UHF subalge-
bra with the same character density. Since the algebras Axy are tensor
products of separable algebras, Proposition implies that for each AM or
LM algebra A so far defined in this paper we have x(A) = x;(A). We are
going to show that x(A) can be any cardinality between x,(A) and 2x:(4)
for unital AM algebras A.

Let X be an infinite set. As in Section[d] let A, be a C*-algebra generated
by two self-adjoint unitaries v, w; with v,w, = —w,v, for each z € X, and
let Ax = @,cx Az. By Lemma BT, A, = M,(C) for each € X and
hence Ax = @y M>(C) is a UHF algebra. For each Y C X, we set

Ay = () A, C Ax.
zeY

We are going to use the GNS representation of Ax associated with the
unique tracial state of Ax. For the reader’s convenience we explain what
it is. For each finite subset F' C X, there exists a unique linear functional
7F: Ap — C satisfying the trace condition 7p(ab) = 7p(ba) for a,b € Ap and
the normalized condition 77(1) = 1. If |F| = n, then we have 7 = 27" Tr
where Tr is the usual trace of Ap = Mon(C). It is easy to see that 7p is
positive and faithful, that is, 7p(a*a) > 0 for all a € Ap \ {0}. Let A} :=
Upcx Ar € Ax where F runs all finite subsets of X. By the uniqueness of
the tracial state 7, we get 7p/ |4 »= 7 for two finite subsets F' C F’ C X.
Thus we get a linear map 7: Agi(n — C such that 7 [4,= 7F for every finite
subset F' C X. Although we do not need it, we would like to remark that 7
can be extended to the unique tracial state of Ax (cf. [, Lemma 1.9.5]). We
define an inner product on A by AT x AW 5 (a,b) > 7(ab*) € C. Then
the completion Hx of Agl? with respect to the norm coming from the inner
product defined as above becomes a Hilbert space. The embedding from Agi(“
to Hx is denoted by Agl? S5 ar a € Hx. The image of this embedding is
dense in Hx. For eAach finite subset F' C X and each a € A, it is easy to see
that the map b — ab extends to a bounded operator on Hx . Thus we get a *-
homomorphism nr: Ap — B(Hx) such that 7p(a)(b) = ab for a € Ap and
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b e Agi(“. We have 7/ [4,= 7 for two finite subsets F' C F' C X. Since
the family {7(;}[A(;1]}zex mutually commutes, we get a representation
m: Ax — B(Hx) such that 7 [4,= 7 for every finite subset F* C X. This
representation is called the GNS representation associated with 7. Since
m(a)(a*) = aa* # 0 for all F C X and all a € Ap \ {0}, 7 is injective. In
order to simplify the notation we identify Ax with the subalgebra 7[Ax] of
B(Hy).

Lemma 7.8. We have x(Hx) = |X]|.

Proof. Since the union of finite-dimensional subspaces {ad € Hx | a € Ap}
for finite subsets F' C X is dense in Hx, we have x(Hy) < |X|. For distinct
x,y € X, we have 7(ugzu,) = 0 because

T(uguy) = T(We (Wpuzty)) = T((Wptzty)ws)
= T(Wety(Watly)) = T(We (—Watz)uy) = =T (Ugly).
Hence we get
[0z = wl1* = 7((ue — uy) (U — uy)) = 7(2 = 2uguy) =2

for all x,y € X with & # y. This shows that x(Hx) > |X|. Thus we get
x(Hx) = |X|. O

We can consider the power-set P(X) of a set X as an abelian group with
respect to the symmetric difference. This group is naturally isomorphic
to the direct product of X copies of Z/2Z. For g € P(X) consider an
automorphism of Ax defined by

ag =) Adv,.

reg

Then « defines an action of P(X) on Ax. For each g € P(X), the automor-
phism o, preserves the subalgebra Ar C Ax and satisfies 7p 0o ay = 7F for
every finite subset /' C X. Hence we get an element u, € B(Hx) such that

ug(b) = ay(b) for b € Afn,

Lemma 7.9. The elements {uy},epx) € B(Hx) are self-adjoint unitaries
satisfying ugaug = ag(a) and ugup, = ugy for a € Ax C B(Hx) and g,h €
P(X).

Proof. Take g € P(X). Since o, preserves 7, the element uj; € B(Hx) sat-

isfies u;(g) = ozg_l/(\b) for b € Ar. Hence u, is a unitary. This is self-adjoint
because ozg_l = a4. The latter two equalities follow from the equations
aglaog (b)) = ag(a)b and ag(ap (b)) = agy(b) for b e Ax. O

Definition 7.10. For an infinite set X and a subgroup I' C P(X) we define
Bxr = C*(AX U {ug}gep) - B(Hx)
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Remark 7.11. One can show that Bx r is isomorphic to the crossed product
Ax X, I'. In particular Bx in Section [ is isomorphic to Bxr for I' =
{0, X} = 7/22.

Proposition 7.12. The C*-algebra Bx r satisfies x(Bxr) = |X|+ |T'| and
xr(Bxr) = |X].
Proof. We have x(Ax) = |X| by Lemma On the other hand, we have

X(C*({ug}ger)) > |I'| by Lemma [Z.2 because {(ug + 1)/2}g4er is a family of
commuting projections. Since Bxr is generated by Ax and {ug}4er, we get

| X+ [T = max{| X[, [} < x(Bx,r) < |X[+ ||
This shows x(Bx,r) = |X|+|I'|. Since Bxr C B(Hx), we have x;(Bx ) <

x(Hx) = |X| by Lemma [[.8 We also have x:(Bxr) > x:(Ax) = |X]| by
Corollary [7l Hence we get x;(Bxr) = |X|. O

Proposition 7.13. The unital C*-algebra Bx  is AM if every finite subset
of T' is included in a subgroup generated by g1,92,...,9n € I' which are
infinite and mutually disjoint.

Proof. Take mutually disjoint infinite elements ¢1,¢go,...,9, € I'. Take a
finite subset F' of X and choose x; € g; \ F fori =1,2,...,n. Let A be the
set of all such data A = ({g;}/;, F, {z;}}_,), and define

Dy = C"({ug, }ioy U Ap U{wz, }i-y) € Bxr.
By the assumption of T', the family {D)} ca of subalgebras is directed and

its union is dense in Bixj2. We are going to show Dy = Mymia(C) for
A= ({gi}izy, F{zi}j=,) as above where m = |F|. This implies that Bxj2

is AM, and hence completes the proof. For i € {1,2,...,n} define

u; = ug, H vy € Djy.
zeFNg;
Since
Adug, Tap=Ad( JT v) 1a,
zeFNg;

u, is a self-adjoint unitary and commutes with the subalgebra Ap. It is
easy to see that the family {u}}? ; mutually commutes. Since z; € g; \ F
and g; is disjoint from g; for j # ¢, we have that w,, commutes with Ap
and {u;,wx ; }j#. Finally w,, and u; anti-commute because so do w,, and
ug,. Therefore C*(u}, wy,) is isomorphic to My(C) for ¢ € {1,2,...,n} by
Lemma 41l and the family

{C* (u27 wl‘i) ?:1 U {AF}

mutually commutes. Since D) is generated by these mutually commuting
subalgebras, we get

Dy = <®C*(u;,wzi)) ® Ap & ® M5(C) = Mynsm(C),
=1 n+|F|
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as required. O

Remark 7.14. For finite g € P(X), we have oy = Ad (Hng vg). From
this fact, one can show that Bx r is not AM if I contains a finite nonempty
element g (one can also show that By r is always AF). Thus in order for Bx 1
to be AM it is necessary that every g € I'\ {{)} is infinite. One can show that
this is also sufficient although its proof becomes significantly complicated
compared with Proposition [Z.I3] We shall not need such generality for
proving Theorem [7.17]

Remark 7.15. One can show that Bx r is not UHF when |X| > XN; and
I' # {0} in a similar way to the proof of Proposition (2). We omit the
proof because we do not need this (see the proof of Theorem [T.17] for some
special cases). One can also show that Zp, .(Ax) = CI holds when every
g € T'\ {0} is infinite (even in the case x(Ax) < x(Bx,r)). This shows that a
generalization of question [0, Problem 8.3] for nonseparable AM algebras has
a very strong negative answer (see Corollary [4.6]). The authors would like
to thank Bruce Blackadar for pointing out the phenomenon Zp, .(Ax) =
C1. This strong phenomenon does not occur for UHF algebras because we
can show x(Zp(A)) = x(B) for a subalgebra A of a UHF algebra B with
X(A) < x(B), and hence in this case Zp(A) is huge.

Lemma 7.16. For every cardinal k with | X| < k < 2‘X|, there exists a
subgroup I' C P(X) with |I'| = k such that every finite subset of T is included
in a subgroup generated by g1,9o, - .., gn € I' which are infinite and mutually
disjoint.

Proof. Take a subset Y C P(X) with |Y| = k. Let I'g be the Boolean subal-
gebra of P(X) generated by Y, that is the smallest subset of P(X) containing
Y and closed under taking unions, intersections and complements. Then I
is a subgroup of P(X) with |I'g| = . Choose a bijection ¢: X x N — X and
define an injective homomorphism

0: P(X) 2 g+ g x N] € P(X).

Let T' := ¢[Io] € P(X). Then every finite subset of I is included in a
finite Boolean subalgebra of I'. If g1,¢2,...,9, € I' are the atoms of this
subalgebra then they clearly satisfy the requirements. O

Theorem 7.17. For every pair of infinite cardinals k and v with k > ¥y
and v < k < 2%, there exists a unital AM algebra of character density k and
representation density v which is not UHF.

Proof. For k = v > Ny, the example Bx in Proposition for | X| = &k
is a unital AM algebra of character density x and representation density v
which is not UHF. Suppose v < k < 2¥. Take a set X with |X| = v. By
Lemma [T.16] there exists a subgroup I' C P(X) with |I'| = & satisfying
the assumption of Proposition [[.I3l Then Bx r is a unital AM algebra of
character density x and representation density v by Proposition and
Proposition [.I3] This is not UHF by Corollary [Z.71 O
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From Theorem [Z.17] we have the following.

Corollary 7.18. There is a unital AM algebra faithfully represented on a
separable Hilbert space that is not a UHF algebra. O

This corollary answers a half of the question raised by Masamichi Take-
saki. The following is the other half which we could not answer.

Problem 7.19. Is there an LM algebra faithfully represented on a separable
Hilbert space which is not AM?

Since x(B(¢*(N))) = 2%, by Theorem [[3 (1) there is no such a C*-
algebra if we assume the continuum hypothesis 2% = R;. We do not know
what happens if we do not assume the continuum hypothesis.
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