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UHF-SLICING AND CLASSIFICATION OF NUCLEAR
C*-ALGEBRAS

KAREN R. STRUNG AND WILHELM WINTER

ABSTRACT. In this paper we show that certain simple locally recursive sub-
homogeneous (RSH) C*-algebras are tracially approximately interval algebras
after tensoring with the universal UHF algebra. This involves a linear alge-
braic encoding of the structure of the local RSH algebra allowing us to find
a path through the algebra which looks like a discrete version of [0,1] and
exhausts most of the algebra. We produce an actual copy of the interval and
use properties of C*-algebras tensored with UHF algebras to move the honest
interval underneath the discrete version. It follows from our main result that
such C*-algebras are classifiable by Elliott invariants. Our theorem requires
finitely many tracial states that all induce the same state on the Kp-group; in
particular we do not require that projections separate tracial states. We apply
our results to classify some examples of C*-algebras constructed by Elliott to
exhaust the invariant. We also give an alternate way to classify examples of
Lin and Matui of C*-algebras of minimal dynamical systems. In this way our
result can be viewed as a first step towards removing the requirement that
projections separate tracial states in the classification theorem for C*-algebras
of minimal dynamical systems given by Toms and the second named author.

0. INTRODUCTION

The aim of Elliott’s programme is to classify separable nuclear C*-algebras by
their K-theory, tracial state spaces, and the natural pairings between these objects.
Restricting to the simple case, the programme has met with some highly satisfactory
successes: the classification of the approximately finite dimensional (AF) algebras,
the approximately circle (AT) algebras and the approximately homogeneous (AH)
algebras with slow dimension growth.

In the case of the AF, AT and AH algebras, classification was via inductive limit
structures consisting of manageable classes of C*-algebras from which maps at the
level of the invariant are known to be liftable. However, in more general classes it is
often difficult to obtain a suitable inductive limit structure for a given C*-algebra.
A particular example is the class of C*-algebras of minimal dynamical systems of
compact metrizable spaces. Though these are all known to be simple separable
nuclear unital stably finite C*-algebras which satisfy the universal coefficient theo-
rem (UCT), in the general case no inductive limit structure by tractable building
blocks is known unless the system consists of a smooth manifold with a minimal
diffeomorphism [22]. Even in this setting, the building blocks turn out to be quite
complicated and these C*-algebras remain unclassified.
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In 2001, Huaxin Lin introduced the notion of tracial approximation of C*-algebras
in his paper on tracially approximately finite dimensional (TAF) algebras [14].
Using his classification result for TAF algebras, one is given a means of obtaining
classification results by showing that a given class of C*-algebras are TAF. This
requires no construction of an inductive limit structure; it might be thought of
as a route towards classification that is, in a sense, more axiomatic. It might
also be regarded as the finite counterpart of Kirchberg’s and Phillips’ celebrated
classification of simple purely infinite C*-algebras.

Tracial approximation has since been generalized beyond the class of finite di-
mensional algebras. If S is a given class of separable unital C*-algebras, then a
C*-algebra that is TAS may be thought of as a C*-algebra that is locally approxi-
mated by C*-algebras in the class S in trace.

If a C*-algebra is simple and TAF, hence classifiable by the results of Lin [I4],
it is known that it must also have real rank zero [14, Theorem 3.4]. This implies
the presence of many projections. It is no surprise, then, that data from K-theory
is more easily extracted. In the case of TAI algebras, that is, those which are
tracially approximated by interval algebras, this is no longer necessarily the case;
we can no longer assume suitably many projections in any such sense. Despite this,
these C*-algebras are also known to be classifiable in the presence of the UCT [I6].
Nevertheless, showing a particular class of C*-algebras are TAI remains tricky when
one has relatively few projections available.

Further complications to the classification problem can be described (and partly
resolved) with the aid of the Jiang-Su algebra Z, a simple separable unital C*-
algebra which is, in a sense, invisible to the usual invariant: despite the fact that
the Jiang—Su algebra is infinite dimensional, its K-theory and tracial state space
are identical to those of C. If A is a C*-algebra that falls within the present scope
of the classification programme, it turns out that the invariant of A is isomorphic
to the invariant of A ® Z.

This isomorphism holds at the level of the invariant even in pathological examples
where it turns out that the C*-algebra A is not Z-stable (that is, A =2 A® Z) for
example, those algebras constructed in [37, [30, 33 [@]). Thus one cannot assume a
priori that a particular C*-algebra is Z-stable and one often looks for classification
“up to Z-stability”, or “localized at Z” in the sense of [42].

In [42] (see also [I5, 19, 17, 20]), the second named author showed that clas-
sification results up to Z-stability can often be deduced from classification up to
U-stability where U is a UHF algebra of infinite type. This turns out to be par-
ticularly useful for those situtations when C*-algebras A, B need not have many
projections. In this case, one may tensor with some UHF algebra and work in-
stead with the algebras A ® U and B @ U. Not only does the UHF algebra bring
along its many projections, we also gain many useful properties for the resulting
tensor products that may not be present in the original C*-algebras such as strict
comparison and Z-stability.

The general strategy is then to tensor with a UHF algebra and show that a
C*-algebra is of some classifiable type. In particular it is known that classification
up to Z-stability is true for simple C*-algebras satisfying the UCT which are TAF
or TATI after tensoring with UHF algebras [19] [I7, 20]. This strategy has already
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proven successful with regards to C*-algebras of minimal dynical systems of infinite
compact metric spaces where projections separate tracial states: in the case of finite
dimensional metric spaces, these are completely classified [36] [35]; more generally
the result holds up to Z-stability [31].

Our original motivating examples come from minimal dynamical systems. In [5]
Section 5], Connes points out that there are minimal homeomorphisms « : S™ —
S™ of the n-dimensional sphere S™ for n = 2k + 1, k£ € N\ {0} such that the
resulting C*-algebra crossed product C(S™) %, Z has no nontrivial projections. In
[38] it was shown that such homeomorphisms exist with any prescribed number
of invariant probabibility measures. Via the correspondence between a-invariant
Borel probabilty measures on the space and tracial states on the C*-algebra, as
soon as we move beyond the uniquely ergodic case, we no longer have projections
separating tracial states and cannot apply the classification theorem in [36] [35].
An inspection of the invariant (see [21I, Proposition 5.3]) suggests that these C*-
algebras should all be TAI after tensoring with a UHF algebra (see [20, Sections
5 and 6] for the range of the invariant of such C*-algebras). By [31, Theorem 4.6]
it is enough to show that a large C*-subalgebra, denoted (C(S™) %« Z),, obtained
by breaking the orbit at a point y € S™ is TAI after tensoring with Q. Since such
a C*-subalgebra can be written as an inductive limit of recursive subhomogeneous
(RSH) C*-subalgebras (see [2I] Section 3]), the problem becomes more tractable.

It has thus become prudent to develop techniques for dealing with cases with few
projections and more complicated tracial state spaces in the setting of C*-algebras
which can be locally approximated by recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebras. Our
main result does this in the case that the C*-algebra can be locally approximated
by RSH algebras with a decomposition into base spaces Xy, X1, ..., Xg that can be
arranged so that we can extend a projection from one space to the next in a suitable
way (see Section [l for more details) and under the assumption that there are only
finitely many extremal tracial states all inducing the same state on the Ky-group.
We prove that such C*-algebras are TAI after tensoring with the universal UHF
algebra Q (that is, the UHF algebra satisfying Ko(Q) = Q).

To show that a limit of recursive subhomogeneous algebras is TAI, we interpret
the building blocks as matrix valued bundles and implement path-like structures
in their base spaces. The technical difficulty comes from the fact that these base
spaces are non-Hausdorff, and that such paths cannot always exist due to K-theory
obstructions. We then enrich the Kjy-groups to obtain rational vector spaces in
which certain linear equations (determined by matrix sizes at the non-Hausdorff
phase transitions) can be solved (provided the obstructions vanish); these solutions
now show us how to arrange the paths through the non-Hausdorff base spaces.

As an application, this gives classification, via results of Lin [I7] (also Lin and
Niu [20]), of the C*-algebras in question, provided that they can always be approx-
imated by RSH algebras that in addition have finite topological dimension. This
includes the examples of Elliott in [7] (at least for finitely many extremal tracial
states all inducing the same state on the Ky-group). Note in particular that these
classification results cover the case where projections do not separate tracial states.
(Similar results were so far only known in much more specialized situations.)
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For minimal dynamical systems we show that our main theorem gives another
classification of some examples given by Lin and Matui in [I8] of minimal home-
omorphisms on the product of the Cantor set and the circle. Such results give
us confidence that similar techniques can be extended to broader classes, includ-
ing those C*-algebras arising from the minimal dynamical systems (S™, «) of odd
dimensional spheres.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sections[I] and 2] we introduce notation and
definitions for tracial approximation and recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebras.
Section [ includes results which allow us to simplify the verification of the TAI
properties. Section [B] provides a result for lifting a projection along the stages
of a recursive subhomogeneous algebra. In Section F] we introduce (F,n)-excisors
and (F,n)-bridges, which are the key tool used to cut out a large interval algebra.
After developing a calculus for the (F,n)-excisors and bridges, Sections B and
show how these are related to a given recursive subhomogeneous decomposition
and how we can control the tracial weights of an (F,n)-bridge. The main lemma
in Section [7 uses linear algebra to manipulate (F,n)-bridges to find a tracially
large path through the algebra. Section [8 provides the technical results to find an
interval that is large on all traces as well as a method for moving this interval from
a general position and placing it underneath the discrete model given by the (F,n)-
path. The proof of the main result is then given in Section [@ where applications
and an outlook are also discussed.
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1. UHF-STABLE TRACIAL APPROXIMATION

We begin with the general definition for a tracially approximately S (TAS) algebra,
where S can be any class of separable unital C*-algebras. For the time being, we will
only be interested in the case where the class S consists of interval algebras. Despite
the fact that both are notions of approximation for C*-algebras, the TAS class may
be much broader than the AS class, that is, inductive limits of C*-algebras in the
class §. For example, the class of simple unital tracially approximately interval
(TAI) class contains all simple unital AH algebras with slow dimension growth,
clearly not all of which are AI [I6, Section 10].

1.1 DEFINITION: (cf. [12, [8]) Let S denote a class of separable unital C*-algebras.

Let A be a simple unital C*-algebra. Then A is tracially approzimately S (or TAS)
if the following holds.

For every finite subset F C A, every € > 0, and every nonzero positive element
c € A, there exist a projection p € A and a unital C*-subalgebra B C pAp with
1 =p and B € S such that:

(i) |lpa —ap|| < € for all a € F,
(ii) dist(pap, B) < € for all a € F,
(i) 14 — p is Murray—von Neumann equivalent to a projection in cAc.

In this paper we consider tracial approximation by the class I of interval algebras.
An interval algebra is a C*-algebra A of the form

N
A=Pexn) @ M,
n=1

for some N € N\ {0}, where X,, = [0, 1] or X,, is a single point, and r, € N\ {0},
0<n<N.

We denote the universal UHF algebra by Q. This is the unique UHF algebra whose
Ky-group is isomorphic to Q. Recall that if ¢/ is a UHF algebra of infinite type
then it is strongly self-absorbing [34], Example 1.14 (i)]: there are a *-isomorphism
¢: U — URU and a sequence of unitaries (v, )nen in U @ U such that ||v}o(d)v, —
idy(d) ® 1|l = 0 as n — oo for every d € U [34], Definition 1.3 (iv)].

Any C*-algebra in the class I can be written as a finitely presented universal C*-
algebra (i.e. with finitely many generators and relations) and is semiprojective. In
particular, any A € I has stable, hence weakly stable, relations [23]. Therefore we
may make use of the following lemma, which says that to prove TAI after tensoring
with @ it is enough to show that the approximating C*-algebras can always be
chosen to have units that are bounded above zero in trace. The proof uses the
same geometric series argument as the one given in [40, Lemma 3.2].

1.2 LEMMA: Let A be a separable simple unital stably finite exact C*-algebra and
let U be a UHF algebra of infinite type. Suppose S is a class of C*-algebras that can
be finitely presented with weakly stable relations (as universal C*-algebras), contains
all finite dimensional C*-algebras, and is closed under direct sums. Then A @U
is TAS if and only if there is an n € N such that, for any € > 0 and any finite
subset F C AQU, there exist a projection p € A QU and a unital C*-subalgebra
B Cp(A®U)p and B € S such that:
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(i) |lpb—bp| <€ for allb e F,
(ii) dist(pbp, B) < € for allb e F,
(ili) 7(p) > 1/n for all T € T(AQU).

PrOOF: If A®U is TAS then (i) and (ii) are easily satisfied from the definition of
TAS. To show (iii) with, for example, n = 2, take a positive element ¢ € AQU with
7(c) <1/2 for all T € T(A®U) and use the fact that A ® U has strict comparison
[29, Theorem 5.2(a)]. Now let a finite subset 7 C A® U, ¢ > 0 and a nonzero
positive element ¢ € A @ U be given, and suppose that A ® U satisifies (i), (ii),
(iii) with respect to some n € N. We show that A ® U is TAS; the proof is almost
identical to that of Lemma 3.2 of [40]. First we note that A®U has property (SP)
(every nonzero hereditary C*-subalgebra has a nonzero projection) since A ®U has
strict comparison and projections that are arbitrarily small in trace. Thus we find
a projection ¢ € ¢(A @ U)c, just as in [40, Lemma 3.2].

We inductively construct C*-algebras B; C A ® U with each B; € S.
As in [40, Lemma 3.2] the initial By exists by assumption.

The construction of B;1; from B; is similar to the construction in Lemma 3.2
of [40]. We cannot apply Lemma 3.4 of [40] directly, even though A ® U is simple
and unital and has the comparability property, since we do not want to make
the assumption that Ko(A ® U)4 has dense image in the positive affine functions
T(A®U). However, the result will still hold by choosing the projection e in that
proof to be of the form (14gy — p) ® ¢ for some projection ¢ € U (using the fact
that U is strongly self-absorbing) satisfying

1/(t+1) < mulq) < 1/t

where 74 is the unique tracial state on Y. The projection e then satisfies the
requirements of the projection in the proof, and the results of [40, Lemma 3.4]
hold. Thus we get the finite dimensional C*-algebras Cy,C7 and D as in [40]
Lemma 3.2].

Let G := {«1,...,2n,1p,} C B; where 21, ..., x, are generators for B;. Let v > 0
be as in [40, Lemma 3.2]. Since B; has weakly stable relations, there is a U >0
with the following property: If F is another C*-algebra, p € A a projection and
¢ : B » E a *-homomorphism satisfying ||pé(b) — ¢(b)p|| < 9 for all b € G, then
there is a *-homomorphism ¢ : B; — pEp satisfying ||¢(b) — po(b)p|| < ~ for all
beg.

Now choose 0 < ¢ < min{~, 9} such that the assertion of [40, Proposition 3.3]
holds for the finite dimensional algebra D. Set F := F UG U k(D)" where r : D —
A®U is a *-homomorphism given by [40, Lemma 3.4] and x(D)! denotes the unit
ball of k(D).

By hypothesis there is a C*-algebra F' C A®U, F' € S satistying d), e), f) of [40]
Proposition 3.3] with respect to F. As in [40, Lemma 3.2], d) and the choice of ¥
provides the *~-homomorphisms

o0 Bl — (1A®L{ — 1F)A®U(1A®u — 1F)
satisfying
le(®) — lagu — 1p)b(lagy — 1p)|| <y for allbe G
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and
£:D— (lagu —1r)AQULagu — 1r)
such that

IF — Qagu — 1p)k(d)(lagu — 1r)|| < -||d| for all 0 # d € D.

Set B;11 := 0(B;) ® F. Then one easily checks that the same calculations given
in [40, Proposition 3.3] can be used to complete the proof. |

The next lemma shows we need only consider finite subsets of A® Q of a simplified
form, that is, essentially the only difficulty lies in approximating elements from A.

1.3 LEMMA: Let S denote a class of separable unital C*-algebras that is closed
under tensoring with finite dimensional C*-algebras. Let A be a separable unital
C*-algebra with T(A) # 0 and let 0 < n < 1 such that, for any € > 0 and any
finite subset G C A, there are a projection p € A ® Q and a unital C*-subalgebra
B Cp(A® Q)p with 15 =p and B € S such that

(i) [[pla®1g) — (a®@1o)p|| < € for all a € G,
(ii) dist(p(a ® 1g)p, B) < € for all a € G,
(iii) 7(p) >n forallTe T(A® Q).

Then, for any € > 0 and any finite subset F € A ® Q, there are a projection
g€ A® Q and a unital C*-subalgebra C C q(A® Q)q with 1¢ = q and C € S such
that

(iv) |lga — aq|| < € for all a € F,
(v) dist(gaq,C) < € for alla € F,
(vi) 7(q) = n for all T € T(A® Q).

PROOF: The proof essentially appears in the proof of [31, Lemma 4.4]. Let € > 0
and let 7 C A® Q be a finite subset. Using the identification

ARQEARMs® Q= A® Q®Ms,
for S € N, we may assume that the finite set is of the form
{la} @ {lo} @ B)U (G @ {lo} ® {las})

where S € N, B is a finite subset of Mg and G is a finite subset of A. We may
further assume that 14 € G and also that 15;, € B. Then we have

F=G{lg}®B8.

By assumption, there exists a B € S and a projection p = 1p satisfying properties
(i) — (iii) of the lemma for the finite set G, with e/ max({|[b|| | b € B}, 1) in place of
€.

Define C =B® Mg and ¢:=1p =p® 1y, € A@ Q®Mg. The fact that g and
C satisty properties (iv) and (v) of the lemma for F and € is shown in the proof of
[31, Lemma 4.4].

To show (vi), simply observe that 7 € T(A® Q ®My) is of the form 71 ® 7 where
7 €T(A® Q) and 75 € T'(Msg). Then

(@) =7(p® 1ug) = 11 (p)72(1nss) = 7(q) = .
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2. RECURSIVE SUBHOMOGENEOUS C*-ALGEBRAS

In [25], Phillips introduced the notion of recursive subhomogeneous algebras. These
are subhomogeneous C*-algebras (that is, all irreducible representations are bounded
in dimension) which arise as iterated pullbacks of homogeneous C*-algebras.

2.1 DEFINITION: [25] Definition 1.1] A recursive subhomogeneous (RSH) algebra is
a C*-algebra with the following recursive definition:

(i) Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and n € N. Then C(X,M,) is a
recursive subhomogeneous algebra.

(ii) Let A be a recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra, X a compact Hausdorff
space and n € N. Suppose Q C X is a closed (possibly empty) subset,
¢: A— C(Q, M,) is a unital *-homomorphism, and let

p:C(X, M,) = C(Q, M,)
be the restriction map. Then the pullback
A e, CX, My) = {(a.f) € A® C(X, My) | 6(a) = p(£)}
is a recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra.

We will restrict to the case where the X in the above definition is metrizable so
that the resulting C*-algebra is separable. Note also that Definition 2] implies
that a recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra is unital.

For a given C*-algebra, its recursive subhomogeneous decomposition (if it exists)
is not unique; for us it will be important to keep track of the actual decompositions.

If B is a recursive subhomogeneous algebra, then we may write (cf. [25, Definition
1.5))

B = ( .. ((O@ ®C§°) 01) @Céo) 02) . ) 6905%0) Cr,

where C; = C(X;) & M, for some compact metrizable X; and some integer n; > 1,
1€{0,...,R} and C’l(o) = C() ® M, for a closed subset ; C X;.

For 0 < | < R, define the *-stage of B to be the C*-algebra obtained by
truncating the recursion after the I*® step,

B, = ( .. ((Co EBC{O) Cl) 69050) Cg) ) EBCZ(O) .

Note that Br = B.

2.2 DEFINITION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra. A re-
cursive subhomogeneous decomposition

(B, X1, i, 4y

for B consists of compact Hausdorff spaces Q; C X; and r € N, unital C*-algebras
By forl e {l,..., R}, and of unital *-homomorphisms

(bl B — C(Ql+1) X ]\47«1+1
forle{l,...,R—1}, such that
Ql - ®a Bl :C(Xl) ®MT17 BR = B
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and such that we have pullback diagrams

(1) B B

| X

C(Xit1) ® My, —>=C(y1) ® My,

Ti+1

where the lower horizontal map is restriction. We then have a canonical unital
embedding
g : B ‘—>C(X1)®MT1 @...@C(XR)(X)MTR,

canonical quotient maps
1/)1 :B— Bl

and canonical embeddings
L Co(Xl \ Ql) ® MTL — Bl
forle{l,...,R}.

We will usually assume that X;11 \ Q1 # 0, for otherwise the horizontal maps
in (@) are just equalities.

2.3 REMARK: In the situation above, if z € X;\ ; for some | € {1,..., R}, then
the map (ev, ® idw,, ) o tp : B — M,, is surjective.

3. LIFTING PROJECTIONS

3.1 DEFINITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[B1, X0, 11, )iy

We say that projections can be lifted along [By, X1, Qu,ri, ¢i]ft, if for any N € N,
any I € {1,...,R — 1} and any projection p € B; ® My there is a projection
D € Biy1 ® My lifting p.

3.2 PROPOSITION:  Let X be compact metrizable with dimX < 1. Let k,r € N,
Q C X a closed subspace and p € C(Q2, M,.) a projection with constant rank k.

Then there is a projection p € C(X, M,.) extending p.
ProoF: It is straightforward to find a closed neighborhood W of €2 and a projection
peC(W,M,)
extending p. Let U C X be an open subset such that
QcUcCw
Let (Wy)a be a finite collection of open subsets of X such that
(i) WUy W

i) ||p(z) — p(z')|| < & whenever z, 2’ € Wy, for some A € A
(ii) lIp(z) — p( 5
(iii) W)\CUifW)\ﬁQ#@.

From (ii) it is not hard to see that for each A, ﬁ|W7x is homotopic to a constant
projection of rank k; this yields projections

(2) P € C(W)\ X [Oa 1]a MT)
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such that )
_f p(z), forte[3,1]
e, t) = { 1y, fortel[0,1]

(where we think of 1; as sitting in the upper left corner of M,.).

Since dimX < 1, there is a finite open cover (V,)r of X refining the open cover
consisting of Wy, A € A, and X \ W, and such that

(3) Vi NV, NV, =10
whenever 79, 71,72 € I' are pairwise distinct. Let
(h'y)F
be a partition of unity subordinate to (V;)r. Set
I''={yel|V,NQ#0}
and
I'":={yel\I'"|V, NV, #0 for some v € I'"}

Note that by (ii) above, for any 4" € I there is A(y’) € A such that
(4) Vi CWyy CUCW.

We now define p, observing that for each x € X, by @) there are at most two
indices v, € I" such that h(z), hy(z) # 0.

Case 1: There is only one index v € I" such that h.(z) # 0; in this case, h,(z) = 1.

Case la: If y € T, set

this is well defined by ().
Case 1b: If v e T'\ T, set
p(x) == 1.
Case 2: There are two distinct indices 7,7’ € I' such that h,(x), by (z) # 0.
Case 2a: If v, € T, set
p(z) = p(x);
again, this is well defined by @]).
Case 2b: If 4,7 e T'\ TV, set
p(z) := 1k.
Case 2c: If y e '\ IV, v/ € I, then h.(x) + hy (z) =1, so hy(z) € [0,1] and by
@) and (@) we may set
P(x) = Pa¢y) (@, by ().
We have now defined a projection valued map
p: X —> M,
which by construction clearly extends p (note that if € Q, then only Cases 1a and

2a occur). It remains to check that p is continuous.

So let x € X. In Case 2, there are v # o' € I' with h,(z), hy (z) # 0. But then
hy(y), hy (y) # 0 for all y in some small neighborhood V, of . In Case 2a, note
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that the map y — p(y) is continuous; in Case 2b, p(y) = p(z) for y € V,; in Case
2c¢, the map

Y = Pae) (U hy (1))
is continuous on V. since h, and py(,/ are.

In Case 1, we have h,(z) = 1. But then there is some neighborhood V, of  such
that h(y) > 2 for all y € V;, and we obtain

5(y) = p(y), if vy eI’ (in Case la, 2a or 2c for y in place of x)
PYI= 14, ifyerl \I" (in Case 1b for y in place of x)
for y € V,;, whence p is continuous at z. |

3.3 COROLLARY: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
decomposition
(B, X1, u, 1, )iy
Assume that dimX; <1 forl > 2.
Then projections can be lifted along [By, Xi, Q, i, ¢1)2 .

ProOOF: Obvious from Proposition and Definition |

4. APPROXIMATELY EXCISING APPROXIMATE PATHS

Recall that a completely positive map has order zero when it preserves orthogonal-
ity, that is, a c.p. map ¢ : A — B between the C*-algebras A and B such that, for
any orthogonal positive elements a,b € A with ab = 0 we have ¢(a)¢(b) = 0 in B.

4.1 DEFINITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[By, X1, Qu, 71, A1)y

let F C B}F be finite a subset, where B}F denotes the positive elements in the unit
ball of B, and n > 0 be given.

An (F,n)-excisor (E, p,o) for B consists of a finite dimensional C*-algebra
E= @zil Er,
a unital *-homomorphism
p:@£1Pl3B_>@f;1El =L
and an isometric c.p. order zero map
o=@ E=E-+BoQ
such that
lo(1)(b® 10) — ap(b)| < n for be F.

We say (E,p,0) is compatible with [By, Xy, Q,ri, ¢, if each p; factorizes
through

B#El

o

B, _H C(X)) ® M,,
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for some compact X; C X, \ Q.
If (E,p,0) is as above and
k:E— Q
is a unital *-homomorphism, we say (E,p,o,k) is a weighted (F,n)-excisor com-
patible with [Bl, Xl, Ql, T, gf)l]f;l.

4.2 DEFINITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Br, X0, u,re, ¢y
let F C BL finite and n > 0 be given. Let (E;, p;,0i,5;), i € {0,1}, be weighted
(F,n)-excisors (compatible with [By, X1, Q, 11, d1)2, ).
An (F,n)-bridge from (Ey, po, 00, ko) to (E1,p1,01,K1) (compatible with the de-

composition [By, Xi,Qu,r, ¢, ) consists of K € N and weighted (F,n)-excisors
(each compatible with By, X;, Q,r, ¢i],)

(Ej_['(,ﬂj_['{,(j%,/fj?'), jG{l,...,K—l},
satisfying
(5) H/@%p%(b)—n%p%(b)ﬂ <n forbe F andje{0,...,K —1}.
We write
(Eos po; 00, ko) ~(F,n) (E1,p1,01, K1)
if such an (F,n)-bridge exists.
4.3 REMARKS: (i) Clearly, the relation ~z ,) defines an equivalence relation on

the set of compatible weighted (F,n)-excisors (with fixed F, n and recursive sub-
homogeneous decomposition).

(i) If (E, p,0,k;), i € {0,1}, are (F,n)-excisors with ko and x; unitarily equiva-
lent, kg ~y K1, then
(E7 P 0, K’O) ~(F,m) (Ea P 0, I{l)
since kg and k1 are in fact homotopic.
(iii) Let (E,p,0,k) and (E', p',0’, k) be (F,n)-excisors with an embedding
LB = E
and such that
p=10p, o =001, K =KoL
Then
(Eu P 0, KJ) ~(F.m) (Ela p/7 0/7 K/I)a
with an (F,n)-bridge of length K = 1.

4.4 DEFINITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

(B, X1, u, 71, du) iy
let F C BL finite and n > 0 be given.

(i) Let (Ej;,pj,04,k5), j € {1,...,L}, be weighted (F,n)-excisors. We say they
are pairwise orthogonal if there are pairwise orthogonal projections

qJ'GQ,jE{l,...,L},
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such that
0j(E;) CB®q¢;jQqj Chee B®@Q, je{1,...,L}.

(i1) Let (Ej, pj,05,K5), 3 € {1,...,L}, be pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-
excisors, and let
L
V@, 0 Q
be a unital *-homomorphism.
We define the vy-direct sum
L L L L
@fy(Ej? Pjs0j5 K’J) = (@j:l EJ7 @j:l Pjs @j:l 5,7 © (@j:l K’j))a
which is easily seen to be a weighted (F,n)-excisor.

Ifthe (E;, p;, 0, k;) are compatible with [By, Xy, Qu, 1, ¢i].,, then so is the y-direct
sum.

Since, up to unitary equivalence in Q, the maps y o (@JLZI kj) only depend on
the positive rational weights vj := to(v(1;)), we will sometimes neglect to explicitly
specify v and write

L
®j:1 Vi Kj
instead of y o (@le k) and, similarly,
L
D1 vi (Ej.pj, 05, 55)
instead of @, (Ej, pj, 05, kj)-

(it1) If (Ej, pj,05,k5), j € {1,...,L}, are as above but not necessarily pairwise
orthogonal, and if v;, j € {1,..., L}, are positive rationals with Zj v; =1, we may
choose a unital *-homomorphism

L
7: P2, Q—Q

with To(y(1;)) = v;; then, the (Ej, pj,v; © 05, k;) are pairwise orthogonal and we
write
®, v (Ej,pj 05, 55)
for
@D, v (Ej pj.vjoo0, k).
This is well-defined since EBJ- v; 0 0; only depends on the choice of v up to unitary
equivalence.

4.5 PROPOSITION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Blel;leTlv¢l]llil;

let F C BY finite and 7 > 0 be given. Let (Ej,p;,0j,55), j € {1,...,L}, be
weighted (F,n)-excisors.

Then there are pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors (Ej, pj,05,K5), j €
{1,..., L}, such that, for each j,

(6) (Ej,Pijj,’fj) ~(F,n) (Ejvpjadjv“j)-

If the (Ej, pj,0j,Kj) are compatible with [By, X;, 11, 1), we may choose the
(Ej,pj,dj5,K;) and the (F,n)-bridges to be compatible as well.
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PROOF: Choose pairwise orthogonal nonzero projections q; € Q, j € {1,...,L},
and isomorphisms
0; : Q= q;9q;;
set
é'j = (1d®t9]) OO'j.

It is clear that the (Ej, p;,d;, k;) are pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors.
Now (@) holds, in fact with an (F,n)-bridge of length K = 1, since passing from o;
to ¢; does not affect (@]). Also, changing the o; does not affect compatibility with
the recursive subhomogeneous decomposition. |

4.6 PROPOSITION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[By, X1, 71, )i
let F C B finite and 7 > 0 be given. Let (Ej,p;,0j,55), j € {1,...,L}, be
pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors. Let (E}, pl;, 0%, k%), j € {1,..., L}, be
another set of pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors, and let

ViDL, Q- Q
be a unital *-homomorphism. Suppose that
(Ej, pj, 04, k5) ~(Fm (B}, 0, 0%, k)
for each j € {1,...,L}.
Then
D, (Ej, pj,05: 55) ~Fm) D, (Ej 0, 05, K5).

If the (Ej, pj, 04, k;) and the (E%, p;, 0%, k') are compatible with the decomposition
(B, X1, 71, 41, we may choose the (F,n)-bridge between the ~y-direct sums to

be compatible as well.
PrOOF: For each j € {1,...,L} choose an (F,n)-bridge between (Ej, p;, 0, k;)
and (E}, p;, 0%, K}); by repeating some of the steps, if necessary, we may assume
that all of these have the same length, say K, and are given by weighted (F,n)-
excisors (Ej)%,pj)%,aj%,nj)%) with

(Ej,0, 05,0, 05,0, kj,0) = (Ej, pj, 05, Kj)
and

(Ejyla Pj,1,04,1, I{jyl) = (E]/, p;a O'_;’v K’_/])

As in the proof of Proposition 5] choose pairwise orthogonal nonzero projections

q; € Q, 5 €{1,...,L}, as well as isomorphisms

t;: Q— q;Qq;-
Set

9%

= (1d® ;) 00 i,
then the sums

D (B 0P Gy i)
are (F,n)-excisors implementing an (F,n)-bridge

D, (Ej0: 0,050, £5,0) ~Fm) D (Ej1,pj1,05,1,K5,1)-
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As in the proof of 7] it remains to observe that
D, (Ej. pj, 05, 55) ~Fn D, (Ej0, 00,0505 K50)

and
., (£}, p), 05, k) ~Fm) DO (Ej1.pj, 05,1, K5,1).
|

4.7 DEFINITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

(B, X1, u, 1, i)y
let F C By finite and n > 0 be given.

If (Ej, pj,05,k5) and (Ej, pj,065,k5), 7 € {1,...,L}, are as in Proposition [{.5,
and if

L
7D, Q9 Q
is a unital *-homomorphism, we say
(7) @D, (Ej. pj, 05, k;)

is a compatible y-direct sum of the (Ej, p;, 0, k).

4.8 REMARK: Of course, the y-direct sum in (7)) depends on the choice of the ¢; in
Proposition .5, but for a different choice, say &;, it follows from Proposition
that

D, (Ej, pj,6j,55) ~Fm D (Ej. pj, 65, ;).

4.9 PROPOSITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Bi, X1, 1, Gy
let F C By finite and n > 0 be given.
Let
(E = @le E;,p,o, m)
be an (F,n)-excisor and let
1@, 0 Q

be a unital *-homomorphism such that
To(vi(1e)) = To(k(lk;)) for j € {1,..., L}.
Then there are pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-excisors

(Ej,pj = plE;, 04, ki + Ej — k(1g;)Qr(1E,) = Q)

such that
L .
(8) K~y o (B2 fj)
and such that
(9) (E,p,0,K) ~Fn D, (Ej. pj, 05, ;).

If (E, p,0,K) is compatible with [By, X;, Q, 71, ¢1)f,, we may choose the y-direct
sum and the (F,n)-bridge to be compatible as well.
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PrOOF: Let
G k(lg,)Qk(1E,) = Q
be an isomorphism for each j € {1,..., L}, then the maps
fij i= G o Kl
clearly satisfy (8). Choose pairwise nonzero orthogonal projections ¢; € Q, j €
{1,..., K}, as well as isomorphisms
0;: Q — ¢;9q;;
define
dj = (ldB ®6‘]) OO’|Ej.

It is then clear that the (Ej, p;, 5, ;) are pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-excisors and
that

- L.
@7(Ej7 Pj> 05, K’J) ~(F,m) (E7 pP,0,7 © (@j:l K’J))
Finally, [@) follows from (&) and Remark [L3]ii). |

4.10 We note the following lifting result, which will imply the existence of sufficiently
many (F,n)-excisors, cf. Remark [L.12(ii) below.

PROPOSITION: Let B, F be C*-algebras, F finite dimensional, and 7 : B — F a
surjective *-homomorphism; let F C B}r finite and n > 0 be given.

Then there is an isometric c.p. order zero map
c:F—= B
such that
(10) le(1p)b — on(b)|| <n for b e F.

PROOF: Since F' and F are separable, we may clearly also assume B to be separable,
hence o-unital. Recall that c.p.c. order zero maps are projective, whence there is a
c.p. isometric order zero lift
c:F— B.
Choose an approximate unit (h, )nen for ker # which is quasicentral for B. Define
c.p.c. maps
on:F— B
by
. 1. 1
Gn(.) =g~ —hp)26(.) (1~ — hy)2
(here, B™ denotes the smallest unitization of B). The &, clearly induce a c.p.
isometric order zero map

§:F — B |[yB/ @B
which in turn lifts to a c.p. isometric order zero map
g:F—=]IyB
with components &,. Upon dropping finitely many components and rescaling, if

necessary, we may assume each g, to be isometric. It is now straightforward to
check that, for large enough N, o := gy will satisfy ([I0Q). |
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4.11 NOTATION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Br, Xi, e, ¢y
Ifle{l,...,R} and z € X, then
(evy ®idn,, ) otp : B = My,
factorizes through a sum of irreducible representations, say
LB

B 2% B, =5 M,,.
Upon fixing a unital embedding
M, — Q
we obtain unital *~-homomorphisms
B B, "5 0
such that p, is a sum of surjective irreducible representations and

TORy = TMTLLE(E'

4.12 REMARKS: (i) The maps p, and k. are uniquely determined by z up to unitary
equivalence.

1 roposition or an nite subset C an > U, and Ior an
ii) By P iti f y finit bset F Bi dn>0 d f y
x € X, there is an isometric c.p. order zero map

o, E, — B

such that (Ey, pg, 04, ks) is a weighted (F, n)-excisor (which is compatible with the
decomposition [By, X, Q, i, ¢i]f,, provided z € X; \ ).

(iii) It is clear that, if z, 2’ € X; are such that
[(eve ®idas,,) 0 tB(b) — (eve ®ida,, ) o te(b)[ <7
for all b € F, then
(Bwy P, Ozs biz) ~(F ) (Baty pars Oty Kt ),
in fact via an (F,n)-bridge of length K = 1.

4.13 PROPOSITION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra with
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

(B, X1, u, 71, du)f s
let F C By finite and n > 0 be given.

Fixle{l,...,R} and x € X; \ Q, and let (E, py, 0z, kz) be an (F,n)-excisor,
with (Ey, pz, ks) as in[{1]] (note that E, = M,, since x € X;\ ). Let

7@, 2 0
be a unital embedding for some L € N.
Then there are pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-excisors
(Emapwu Oz.,55 K/m)a j € {17 cee L}7
such that
(11) (Emapwao'waﬁm) ~(F,m) @7(Emupmuam,jafiw)-
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PROOF: Choose g; and §; as in the proof of Proposition 4.9 We take
Og,j = (1dB X 6‘]) 00,

(these correspond to the maps ., from Proposition [L9)); as in the proof of [L.9] one
checks that

@y(Emv Pz, 0z,5, Hm) ~(F.m) (Ezv Pz, 0x,7 © (H?L»
Now observe that k, ~, 7o (k21), and apply Remark A3(ii) to obtain (IT)). |

5. (F,n)-CONNECTED DECOMPOSITIONS

5.1 DEFINITION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra, and let
FC B_lF finite and n > 0 be given.

A recursive subhomogeneous decomposition
(B, X1, Qu, 1, dilie s
for B is (F,n)-connected if the following holds:

Ifl € {1,...,R} and z,y € X, and if (B, pa, 0z, kz) and (Ey, py, 0y, Ky) are
(F,n)-excisors with (Ey, pz, kz) and (Ey, py, ky) as in[{.11], then

(Ewu Px,O0x, K/LE) ~(F,m) (Euu Py, 0y, Hy)'

5.2 PROPOSITION: Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra and let
F C BJlr finite and n > 0 be given.

Then B has an (F,n)-connected recursive subhomogeneous decomposition
[Bi, X, Qu, i, i)y
IfdrB < n, then X1, ..., Xr may be chosen so that dim X; < n forl e {1,...,R}.

PRrROOF: This follows immediately from Remark [12(iii) after decomposing each
X, in to pairwise disjoint closed subsets

Xi =TI Xu
such that, for each I € {1,...,R}, k € {1,...,N;} and zg,z1 € X, there are
K e N and I% € Xl,k such that
[(eve ;. ®ierl) oip(b) — (eve,,, ®ierl) owg()| <n
K K
forall j €{0,..., K —1} and b e F.

The last statement follows from [39], since in this case the X; (and hence the
Xi,1) may be chosen to have dimension at most n. |

5.3 PROPOSITION:  Let B be a unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra; let
F C B}r finite and n > 0 be given and suppose

(B, X1, Qu, 1, d1lies
is an (F,n)-connected recursive subhomogeneous decomposition for B.

Let
R R R )
(Ei =@,_, Eii, pi =D, pii. 0i = D, 04, Hi) , 1€{0,1}
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be weighted (F,n)-excisors (compatible with the decomposition) satisfying
v :=T1o(ko(1k,,)) = 7e(k1(lp,,)), L€ {1,..., R}
and such that each p;; factorizes as
pil:B—C(X)®@ M, — E;.

Then (via a compatible (F,n)-bridge),

(Eo, po, 00, ko) ~(F.m) (E1,p1,01, K1)

PRrROOF: For each ! € {1,..., R}, choose x; € X; \ ;. Set

R R R
E:=@L, B, pr=D1=) puyy k=70 (@121 “mz) )
where Ey,, pz,, Kz, are as in 1T and
R

7P Q—Q

is a unital embedding such that
TQ(’W(lQ)) =Y, le {1, .. .,R}.
Note that E,, & M,,, since z; € X; \ € by Remark 23]
By Proposition [£10] there is an isometric ¢.p. order zero map
c:F—-B®Q

such that (F,p,o,k) is a weighted (F,n)-excisor which is compatible with the
decomposition [By, X;, Q, 7, #1)%,. By Proposition L9, there are (compatible)
pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-excisors of the form

(szapw“dwzufiwz)v l € {17 .. '7R}7

such that (in a compatible way)

(12) (E7p7 U? K’) N(]:,’I]) @W(Ezppz”dzpﬂml)-
Similarly, for ¢ € {0,1} and [ € {1,..., R} there are (compatible) pairwise orthog-
onal (F,n)-excisors
(Eits ity Oits Rit)

such that

Ki Ry 7Y © (@f;l Ri,l)
and such that (in a compatible way)
(13) (Ei, pir 0is ki) ~(F.m) D (Bi, pity i, i)

Since (E; 1, pi1, Gii, Fig) is compatible with [By, X;, Q, ry, ¢1],, there are N;; €
N and x;m € X3\ @ for m € {1,..., N;;} such that

. . _ N N Nigi . Nigi . .
(Ei,l; Pi,l, Ol Hi,l) - (@m:l Eﬂﬂu,mv @m:l Pz 1 m> @m:l O 1 m> @m:l Kaiim )

note that
E

ZTi,l,m

1%

M,

l
for all 4,1, m.
Let
N
Vil : @m:l Q — Q
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be a unital embedding such that
T0(Yitm(1e)) = 7o(fii(lE, ), m € {L,..., Ni}.
By Proposition 9] there are pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-excisors
(Bas s Poitoms Oasgms Bwg oy )s M€ {1, Ny},
such that
Fil Ry Vil © (@Zgl ki,l7m>
and such that
(14) (Bips pig, 0ig, Ril) ~(Fm) @%’I(Ezi,l,m,pzi,l,m,5mi,l,m,ﬁmi,m)-
By Proposition 413 there are pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-excisors
(Eps pays Oayoms Ky )y m € {1,..., Nig},
such that
(15) Bz Py Oy Kay) ~(Fm) Dnyp, (Bars Pays Oayms Ky )-
Since [By, X1, Qu, i, ¢u]F, is (F,n)-connected, for each i,1,m we have
(B Pays Oarms Bao) ~(Fm) (Baiims Poitins 02itms Raigm)-
By Proposition .6, we have
D.., Bz, Py Garms a) ~(Fm) By (Baitms Prsms Ot s i)
which in turn yields
(Bxys Py Oy Kay) ~(F oy (Bity Pits Gity Ril)

by ([I4) and (IH).

Again by Proposition 6] together with (I2)) and (3] this gives

(E,p,0,K) ~Fm (Ei, pi,0i, ki), © € {0,1},
from which we obtain
(Eo, po, 00, ko) ~(Fn (E1,p1,01,K1),

as desired. Of course all the (F,n)-bridges above may be chosen to be compatible
with the given recursive subhomogeneous decomposition. |

6. EXCISING TRACES
6.1 NOTATION: Let B be a separable unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra
with (separable) recursive subhomogeneous decomposition
[Br, X0, e, ¢i)ity;
let 7 € T'(B) be a tracial state. We inductively define positive tracial functionals
7, 71: B —~C,le{l,...,R}
as follows:
For each [, let 0 < h; < 1 be a strictly positive element of Co(X; \ ©;). Set
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If 7, : B; — C has been constructed, set
1
ﬂ(b) = lim T[((hl" ® 1, )b), b e B;.
n—o00 i
(On positive elements b, the limit is over a bounded increasing sequence, hence
exists; but then the limit also exists for general b).
If 7, 7; have been constructed, set

Tlfl(b) = Tl(b) — 7_'1(17), be B;_1,

where b € B is a lift for b. It is easy to see that 7,7, 1 € {1, ..., R}, are well-defined
positive functionals which do not depend on the choice of the h;, that 7, < 7, that

(16) y =7n(lp) —7n-1(lp,_,) = [Tll(£ 1)
and that
(17) Ef;l yr =1

Call the y7 the weights of 7 with respect to the decomposition [By, X;, Q, 7, 1] ;.

Now suppose
W cCcX; \ ]

is a subset closed in X;. Let

0<g <1
be a strictly positive element for Co(X; \ W), with g|q, = 1. It is not hard to check
that, for all b € B;,

lim (1 —g) @ Lag,, )b) = Tim (1 - ") ® Lag, )b)

n—oo
(and, in particular, that the limits exist). As above, one may define a positive
tracial functional

Tw:C(W)® M,, - C
by
1 A
Tw(b) = lim 7((1—g,")b),

where b € By is a lift of b € C(W) @ M,,.

6.2 PROPOSITION: Let B be a separable unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra
with (separable) recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Bi, X, 1, iliss
let T € T(B) be a tracial state and let F C BZ finite and n > 0 be given.
Then, for any v > 0, there is an (F,n)-excisor

(E = @f;l Elap = @f;l pL, o0 = @f;l Ul)
which is compatible with [By, X;, u,ri, ¢i]ff., and such that
(1 ®7g)o (b ®idg)oai(ly) =yl —v, Le{l,...,R}.

PROOF: It is straightforward to find, for each € {1,..., R}, an N; € N and subsets
W, C X\ @ satisfying the following:
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(i) Each W; is a disjoint union W; = ]_[f:’lzl Wi p of closed subsets W, ,, C X,
each containing a point w; , € Wi,
) X; \ W} is an open neighborhood of €,
i) y7 = |7l = 7w, |l = |7t]| = v (see 6] for notation),
) foranybe F,le{l,....,R},ne{l,...,N;} and w,w’ € W,

llevwmw, (b) — evuwrmw, (D)]| < n/2,

where
™W, : B; — C(Wl) & Mrl

denote the canonical surjections.

Define
(18) Ep =N M,
pLi= @fjlzl eVy,, 1 B— E
and

G1 =@ty w,, ®idy,, + By — @i’y C(Win) ® My, 2 C(W)) @ M,,.
Note that
o=@ty 01 DLy B = @i, C(W) © My,
is a *-homomorphism, hence in particular c.p. order zero.
Let
T @f;l w, o : B — 691111 C(W) ® M,

Using projectivity of c.p.c. order zero maps together with an approximate unit
for ker m <t B which is quasicentral for B, it is not hard to find a c.p.c. order zero
lift

o=@, 0B E—B
with the right properties; the argument is essentially the same as in the proof of
Proposition [£.10 so we omit the details. |

7. (F,n)-BRIDGES VIA LINEAR ALGEBRA

7.1 PROPOSITION:  Let B be a separable unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-
algebra and let F C Bi finite and n > 0 be given. Suppose B has an (F,n)-
connected recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Br, X1, .1, )ity
along which projections can be lifted and such that X; \ Q; # 0 for 1 > 1.
Let 19,71 € T(B) be tracial states with
(70)x = (71)+
(as states on the ordered Ko(B)) and let 0 < 5 <1 be given.

Then there are x; € X; \ Q forl € {1,..., R} and pairwise orthogonal weighted
(F,n)-excisors
(Ez)y Tz, 05, Ky )y L€ {1, ..., R},

as well as unital embeddings

~ R
Y0, 71,7 - @l:l Q—> Q
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and
7: Q99— Q
such that, for

R R R
E=@,_,E,, m:=B,_, 7, 0 :=P,_, 0uy,

(19) Fii= o (B e ) A= T o (DL ka)

the weighted (F,n)-excisors (E,m, 0,k;), i € {0,1}, and (E,m,0,R) satisfy
(20) (E,m, 0,70 (ko @ R)) ~Fny (E,7,0,70 (k1 ©FK))

and such that

(21) i = T1o(7i(L1))

satisfy

(22) 9i0 —y| < B

forie{0,1}, 1 €{1,..., R}, where y]" is defined as in[10.

PRrROOF: Choose z; € X;\Q, 1 € {1,..., R}; by Remark[L12(ii) and Proposition 4.3
there are pairwise orthogonal weighted (F, n)-excisors (Ey,, Ty, , 04, , Kz, ); Dote that
E,, =2 M,, for all .

Claim 1: For | € {2,..., R}, there are LW € N and pairwise disjoint nonempty
subsets

Ql71, ey QLL(L) C Q[
and

vDoeQy, me{l,...,R}, ke {1,..., LD},

m,k

such that the following hold:

a) Zi:l ufv?k =1forke{l,...,L®} and 1/7%)71C =0ifm >1,

)
b) Uk, Qe = Q,
c) for each x € Q, k € {1,..., LV}, there are finite subsets

Yiem C X\ Qm, me{l,...,1 -1},

and, for each y € Y] ; m, there is a positive integer

Pizy €N
such that
(23) Tz Ry @ﬁ;il (@erl,m,m (GBTM WU))
and
(24) Zyeyl,z,m Mgy - Tm = va?k cry, me{l,..., -1}
moreover, we have
(25) (B, T, 00y Kiz) ~(Fm) Pmef,...i-1} Tm‘:ll’w’y By, Ty, 0y, Ky)-

YEY] z,m
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Proof of Claim 1: Note that we do not rule out €; = (). In this case, we set
L® =0 and there is nothing to show.

Now for each I € {2,...,R} and © € Q;, 7, is unitarily equivalent to a direct
sum of irreducible representations of B;_1. More precisely, there are finite subsets
Yiem C Xm \ Qm, m € {1,...,1 -1}, and for each y € Y} 5 », there is y,, € N

such that
-1 T,y
Te (@mzl (@yeymm (@llu WU))) :

The ranks of the representations of B;_; (with multiplicities) add up to the rank
of 7., so that

-1
(26) Y1 (Eyeymym Hlzy - Tm> =7
From this it follows that there are only finitely many, say L), values for tuples of
the form

(M2 )me (1, 1-13 €Y o m

where z ranges over ;. Decompose §; into LY pairwise disjoint nonempty subsets
g, k€ {1,...,LO}, such that the maps

&= (g Jme (1, -1}V o m

are constant on each Q. For k € {1,..., L0} and m € {1,...,1— 1} set

O . Tmble.y .
(27) Vi k = Zerl,x,m S
set
uﬁ%k =0 for m > 1.

Then property a) of Claim 1 holds by (24]); b) and ¢) hold by construction.
Claim 2: For 1 € {1,...,R} and k € {1,..., L")} let
/ig) E— Q9
be a unital *-homomorphism such that

(28) rookPp Y=v¥ me{l,....R}

Tm m,k>’

(such ng) exist by Claim 1a)).
Then

l
(29) (E,m,0,Ksz,) ~(F.m) (E, 7,0, Ii;g)),

where we have slightly misused notation by writing k4, for the (canonical) exten-
sion of kg, : E;, — Q to all of E. Moreover (cf. B4l for notation),

1 R !
(30) (E,m,o0, Ii;g)) ~Fn Bt an)k (B, 7,0,Kyg,,).

Proof of Claim 2: Take Q  and ", m € {1,...,1—1} as in Claim 1; fix x € Q,

m,k>
and let Y} 4 m, [0,y be as in Claim Ic).

Note that since our recursive subhomogeneous decomposition is (F, n)-connected,
we have

(31) (EmvTrCEvUIvK’m) N(]:,n) (EI”WCC”UI“K&?L)
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and, for each m € {1,...,l — 1} and y € Y} 4 m,
(32) (Eyv Ty Oy, “y) ~(F.m) (Eﬂcmv Ty O s HIm)?
with notation as in [A.11l
Moreover note that
(33) (Emwﬂmlvaiblvﬂml) N(]:,’r]) (E,T(,U, K’Il)
by Remark [3(iii). It follows from (23]) that

T
Kg O Ty Ry @me{l ..... -1} (ﬁﬂl@y) Ky O Ty,
YEY] z,m

cf. @4 for notation.
But then by Proposition we have

(Ezvﬂxv Oz, Hm)

m) Tom
~(F,m) @me{l ..... -1} (T_lﬂl,w,y) : (Eyaﬂ-ya Oy 'kay)

YEY zm

2 Tm
~(F.m) @me{1,...,z—1} o Hlayy (B T s Oy s Ky, )
YEY ,a,m

i) 0]
~(Fm) ®m6{1,...,l—1} Vil Bty Ty Ot s Kazry)

@3 !
~(Fm) ®m€{1 -1} Vr(n),k ’ (E7 m, 0, me)

N@n) (B, 7, o, H](Cl)).

Combining this with (3I) and [B3]) now yields [29); it also shows [B0). We have
now verified Claim 2.

Claim 3: Let p € B be a projection such that

1
(34) P -rank(plx,) =& € Q
is constant for each [ € {1,..., R}.
Then, for each | € {2,..., R}, the & satisfy the relations
(35) G=0_ 9 e, ke {l,...,.LO},

where the V(l)

m.k r€ as in Claim 1.

Proof of Claim 3: For I € {2,..., R} and k € {1,..., L} choose = € Y C X;
and let Y} ; n, and g 5, be as in Claim 1c).

We have
&

3=

- rank (7, (p))
(S0 (Syen, (1 rank(r, () )
(S0 (Syeri )

-1 )
Zm:l Vm,k TSms

so (33) holds and Claim 3 is proven.

3=

3=

g 18 1B 1B
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Before moving on to Claim 4, let us set

L= ZlR:Q L
and define L x R matrices
I/§21) 0
K :
Vi,zm 0
0 l
I/§)1 Vl(_)Ll 0
Ty = : : :
l I
Vi))L(L) Vl(—l,L<l> 0
R R
Vf_’l) 1/}(%_)171 0
R R) '
I/§7L)(R) . VE%_)LL(R) 0
and
0 1
0 1
0 0 1
T_ .=
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 1

and note that, with these definitions, &1, ...,&g satisfy the equation (B8] for [ €
{2,...,R}, ke {1,..., LW} if and only if

&
(36) D €ker(Ty —T2).
€r
Claim 4: Suppose we have
&1
E=1|: | €ker(Ty —T-)NN~
€r

Then there are N € N and a projection
peB® My C®F, C(X)® M, & Mg
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such that
1
(37) — -rank(plx,) =&

8
forl e {1,...,R}.

Proof of Claim 4: Take a trivial projection p; in By = C(X1) ® M,, ® My (for N
large enough) with rank 7 &;.

Now suppose we have constructed projections pi,...,p; in Bi,..., Bj, respec-
tively, such that
1
(38) — -rank(py|x,,) = &n for 1 <m <1 <1
Tm
and

Yy (pr41) =py for ' € {1,...,1— 1},
where
Yy 2 Byyy — By
denotes the canonical surjection, cf. ().
If Q1 =0, then
Bii1 =2 C(Xi141) @ My, © By
and we may define
Di+1 = Qi1 D pr,
where
G411 € C(X131) @ My, @ Mg
is a trivial projection with rank &4 1741.
If Q41 # 0, then ¢; @ idasg (1) is a projection in C(41) ® M,
x € Q;41, we have

rank((¢; ® idarg ) (pi)(x))

® My and, for

1+1

l

Zm:l EyGYz+1,m,m Hitl,a,y rank(pl|Xm)
l

om=1 2oy Vi a i ML,y EmTm

l +1
D=1 Vy(n,k ). Ti41&m

1 = = >

Sl41T141-
But then by hypothesis, (¢ ® idarg)(pi) lifts to a projection p;,, in C(X;11) ®
M., , ® M; by changing pj, , on those components of X;,; which do not intersect
Qi41, if necessary, we may assume that pr has constant rank &4174+1 on Xj4;.
Now

Pyl =D O € By ® My C C(Xi41) @ My, @ My
satisfies

1
— rank(piy1lx,,) = &m

m

for 1 < m <1+ 1. Proceed inductively to construct pi,ps,...,pr, then
P :=Dr
will be as desired. This proves Claim 4.

Let &, N and p be as in Claim 4. Since (79)« = (71)«, we have
(7o @ trary ) (p) = (11 @ trasy ) (p),
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whence

R R
D&yt =2l &
cf. But this just means that

€y @) = (&y™")

or, equivalently,

39 1L (y© —yMyin RE,
(39) EL( -y
where
'
(40) yO =1 |,ie{o1}.
Yi

Since 1p € B is a projection with Tll -rank(1p|x,) =1 for all I, we see from Claim
3 and (36]) that

(41) ri=|:|€ker(Ty —T_)NZ"~.
1

But positive integer multiples of 7 are also in ker(T', —T_) NN, from which follows
that

(42) ker(Ty —T_)NZ" = ker(Ty — T_) "N® — ker(Ty — T_) NNE,
Moreover, Claim 4 and {#2) imply
ker(Ty —T_)NZE L (g(o) - y(l)) in R®,

whence
ker(T, —T_)NQ~F L (g(o) - g(l)) in R%;

since Ty and T_ have only rational coefficients, it follows that ker(T} — T_) N QF
is dense in ker(T} — T-), whence

ker(Ty —T-) L (g(o) - g(l)) in RE.
By elementary linear algebra we have
(ker(Ty —T-))* = Im(Ty — T-)",
so there is ¢ € RE such that
(Ty —T-)*¢(= Q(O) — Q(l)-
We may then write

— : L
C—£+ ¢ w1th£+,£7 e RY
to obtain the equation

y O +Ti¢ +T¢ =y + T, + T

in Rf, in which all vectors and matrices have only positive entries.
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We wish to interpret the entries of the g(i), £+ and ¢ as coefficients of sums of

(F,n)-bridges. To this end, we have to approximate them by rationals. Let us first
set

(43) a:=-—=(<1).

b
S8R~

Claim 5: There are

ke{1,..., LM}
and
Z— = (Z_,;g) 1e{2,...,R} EQi
ke{1,...,.LM}
satisfying
(44) ||g(i) _y(i)Hmax <a,i€{0,1},
||Z+ - £+||max; ||Z* _g_Hmax < «,
(45) lg@ + Ttz +T 2y — (g0 + Tl + T2 )|lmax < o,
(46) (r,g@) = (r,g")
(with r as in ({@I)), and
(47) (r,Trz_ +Tr2) = (r, Tizy + T 2_).

Proof of Claim 5: Easy.

We now set

(48) 0@ = Tiz_ +T" 2, oW = Tizy +T7 2,
@m)
(49) Gi= (") =Y " = (rgD),
(50) Zy =0, T224) = 3 mef2...R} zi";)
ke{1,...,L(™}
and
(51) Z_ = (r, T 2.) =Y meqa..ry 24
ke{l,...,L™}
Note that
@@
(52) G — 1] B |1 g0 )< Ra
For any

z = (Zl(gm)) me{2,...,R}, € RE
ke{l,...,L™}
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we compute (observing that Vl(f;) =0if m <)

L pm) (m)
Zz 1Zm 22.k=1 Yi,k " %k
om)

= Zm 2Zk 1 (Zz 1 z( ) Zl(cm)

Claim 1la) R L™ (m)
= Dm=22 k=1 %k

(53) = (r,T"z),

so that in particular

(r,T7z)

(0, Ti2q) = Z4 = (r, T2 24)

and
0, Tiz ) =7 = (T 2),
see (B0), (BI).
We set
(54) V= (r,0®) e (r,o™) €0.ED Zy+Z_.
By (@3), we may choose w,,w_ € QF such that
(55) (9 +5®) 1 (gD o) =y —
and such that
(56) W+ Imax, |w—[[max < .
Set
(57) W= G we) TR ),

Note also that
1
G+W =1 < Sl ™) + (@ g™)

rw+> (ryw_)

+(
—(r.y > <7“ y™)l
(

< Ui g® —yO) +1fr, g —y®)
+|<nw+g| R
< 2Ra(= /4 < 1/2),
whence
(58) oiw < 1+4Ra.

(The estimate is only nontrivial for 0 <1 — G + W < 2Ra(< 1/2); in this case we
use that 1/(1—6) <1420 for 0 <6 <1/2.)

Let e; denote the unit of the [t copy of @ in EBlel Q. We now choose unital
*-homomorphisms

Y0, 71, 7 DL, Q= Q
and
¥: Q09— Q
such that

(0)
k + R
(59) T o Yo(er) = P
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O
Toomile) = Loprt,
~ OO
TooY(er) = Feravant
forl e {1,...,R} and
(60) 0 07((1,0)) = 7 ZHY
79 0%((0,1)) = QG?L%;
these exist by (@9), (&0 and (G4)).
Next observe that
_ (1213) ()+w
Yoo = To(ler) = ?WH,
SO
0 T
o — vl = gm0 +win) -y

G+W|gl +win— (G+ W)y

< GJF—W(|91 =y +1G =1y +wi g+ Wy°)
m 70

< w9~y + G - 1]+ 2w)

< (1+4Ra)(a+ 3Ra)

@)

< 8Ra

@) —

= p

and ([22)) holds. Here, for the third inequality we have used (B8), [@4), {Q), (G2
and (B4).

Set
Z = (Zl(gl)) lef2,...R} € QE
ke{1,...,L(}
and
Z = (r,T;z);
note that
Z = (r, T z);

by ([B3). We then compute

R *
@m 1 Z(T ) ' (E57T707 Hmm)
LM

20
= @m 1(21 2Ek 1 mkz)'(EaWaUa"%m)
Iﬂkno-

()

(1) 1
@z 2EBL 7(@2 1 r(n)k (E,W,U,mm)>

[(310)) O 2® l
~(F.m) @z > D 7'(E=7T707"$1(c))
GZEI) ® z(l)
~(F.m) ®l:2 @k 1 % : (E7 ™, 0, sz)

(61) = @51 1Z(T* ) '(Evﬂao'a’{fﬂm)'
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As a consequence, we obtain
Dies T8 - (By7,0,5,)
= @ v(Tiz ) + (T220)m) - (B, w0y, )
~En T (EBfZ:l 7= (T2 )m (B, 7,0, fm))
&% (Do) £ T2 (Bom,05s,)
~F 5 (@ AT (Bimok,)
0% (Do) A (Ti2)m (Bomona,))
~E By (T2 ) + (T24)m) - (B, 7,0, ks,
(62) = @®noipun - (Bmoks,).
We finally compute
(E,m,0,70 (ko ®FR))

@), G2, @) 4.3
~(F,n) 695;:1 m(gﬁg) + Wy m + 97(18) +££2)) (B, 7,0, Ke,,)
((a13))
= @fm:l m(gg) + Q;}L) T W m + 97(79)) : (E7 ™, 0, ’iwm)
4.6l 1 0
~Fn) Ccanran (@7]31:1 m(gﬁﬁ Fw_m + i) - (E,m,0, F»mm))

— R (1)
EB 2G+“//+W ’ (@m:l %ym ’ (E’ m, 0, K/wnl))

4.6l @2) R 1 0 0
~(F,m) @m:l m(ggn) T W m + gr(n) + an)) ’ (Ev T, 0, I{zm)
©0), G, @) o
~(F.m) (E,W,U,’yo (’il @Ii)),
thus establishing (20]). |

7.2 PROPOSITION: Let B be a separable unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra
with recursive subhomogeneous decomposition By, Xi, Q, 1y, ¢l]f;1 and let F C BJlr
finite and n,0 > 0 be given.

Let (E,7,0,Ro), (E,m,0,k1) and (E,m,0,k) be weighted (F,n)-excisors and let
¥y: 00 Q— Q0
be a unital embedding such that
(63) (E,m, 0,70 (ko ®R)) ~Fny (E,m,0,70 (k1 ®FK))
(compatible with the decomposition,).
Then there is a unital embedding
v: 90 Q9 — Q0
such that
(E,m 0,70 (ko @ R)) ~Fny (E,7,0,70 (k1 ©FK))

(also compatible with the decomposition) and

ITo(v((p,0))) — To(p)| <6
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for every projection p € Q, in particular

T0(7((10,0))) >1-4.

PrOOF: Choose N € N so large that

To(7((0,1)))
N -70(3((1,0))) + 72 (7((0,1)))

and a unital embedding

<6

0:CV"*l'w o —Q

such that
To(7((1,0)))

To(f(e: ® 1)) =
forie {1,...,N} and

To(f(en+1®19)) =

Define
v: Q90— Q
by
v:=0o (((vazl ei) ®idg) @ (en+1 ®idg))
and
v QDDA P A — Q
by

v o= 0o (Tl e) @ido) @ (¢; 9 ido)
® ((Zfzjﬂ ei) ®idg) ® (ens1 ®idg))
for j € {1,...,N}.

We clearly have

70(7((1g,0))) > 1 — 4.
Note also that

(64) yo (Ro @ F) =N o (Ro® FRo® R @ R)
and
(65) Yo (R1®R) =0 (Ro® R ®FR1DR),
since

v ((0,0,2,0)) = 1((2,0,0,0)) =0
for x € Q.
We furthermore have
(66) ;0 (Ro ® Ro @ R1 @ &) = Y410 (Ro @ F1 © Ry © R)
for j € {1,...,N —1}. From (G3)) and [£.6] we obtain
(67) (B, m 0,7 0 (Ro ® ko ® F1 & &) ~F. (B, 70,75 0 (Ro ® F1 @ R ® R)).
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We now have

(E,m 0,70 (ko ®F)) (E,m 0,95 o (Fo @ ko © K1 D R))

BB

~

m  (E,m0,9N o (Fo @ k1 @ K1 @ R))

o

||E

(Euﬂ—vo'a'yj O(RO@Ro@Rl EBFL))
~FEn (B0, 0 (Fo @Ry @ k1 @ R))

= (E,m om0 (Ro® Ko ® k1 ®R))
~Fm  (E,m o0 (Ro® 1@ K ©FK))

D (Br0,q0 (R GR)).

7.3 PROPOSITION:  Let B be a separable unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-
algebra and let F C Bi finite and 0 < n, 8 <1 be given.

Suppose B has an (F,n)-connected recursive subhomogeneous decomposition
[Bi, X1, 4,71, )it
along which projections can be lifted and such that X; \ Q; # 0 for 1 > 1.
Let 19,71 € T(B) be tracial states with
(70)x = (71)«
(as states on the ordered Ko(B)).

Then there are x; € X; \ Q@ for |l € {1,..., R} and pairwise orthogonal (F,n)-
exrcisors

(Ez), ey, 02,), L€ {1, ..., R};
in this case,
E,, =M., le{l,...,R}

and
R R R
(68) (E =@,_ Ee,, T =D, Ty, 0 =D, og“)

is an (F,n)-excisor.
Furthermore, there are unital embeddings
ki E— Q, ie€{0,1},

such that
(E7 T, 0, KZO) ~(F,m) (Ea ™, 0, K’l)
and such that

(69) yig = T1o(ki(lE,,))
satisfy
(70) yir —y'[ < B

forie{0,1}, 1€ {1,..., R}, where the y]* are as in (16]).
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PrRoOF: Apply Proposition [(.1] with

to obtain x; € X; \ €, pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors
(Ez)y Tz, 05,5 Ky )y L€ {1, ..., R},

and unital embeddings
- R
Y0, V1,7 - @121 Q — Q

and
H: Q0 Q— Q.

Apply Proposition with

6:= E

3
and with
Ri =10 (@lel Iiml) , 1€{0,1},

and

_ ~ R
Fmo (@ k)

to obtain a unital embedding

v: 90 Q— Q0
such that
p
(71) o (v((p,0))) = me(p)l < 3
for every projection p € Q, whence in particular
p
(72) ro(r((010))) < &,

and such that
Ki:=~o (R ®R), i € {0,1}

satisfy
(E,m 0,k0) ~Fy (E,7,0,K1).
With
yig = 1o(ki(le,,)) = Ta(Y(Vi(ka, (1E,,)) ® V(ka,(18,,))))
and
Yig :=T1o(vi(ka,(18,,)))
we have
lyig — /' < [Yii — Yial + |Gia — ]|
< ITa(v(vi(ka,(1,,)) ©0)) = To(vi(ka, (1E,,)))]
+70(7(0 ® Y(ka, (1£,,))))
+Hyig =y
D@ 5§ B
< 3 + 3 + 3

7.4 LEMMA: Let B be a separable unital recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra and
let F C By finite and n > 0 be given.
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Suppose B has an (F,n)-connected recursive subhomogeneous decomposition
(Br, X1, 4,71, )ity
along which projections can be lifted and such that X; \ Q; # 0 for 1 > 1.
Let 7O ... (=1 ¢ T(B) be n faithful tracial states with
(T, = ... = (r(n7D),
(as states on the ordered Ko(B)).
Then there are
0=Koy<Ki<...<K, 1=KeN
and pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors
Q. pp0p,6.), 5 €40,..., K},
implementing (F,n)-bridges
(Qrospro, 00 KKy)  ~(Fm) - ~Fm) Qg Prip s T Ky Ky )

N(]:,’I]) s N(]:,’r]) (Qanl 7pKn—1 aO.Kn—l aI{Kn—l );
K K K K

and such that, for each projection q € Qxp, m € {0,...,n—1},
K

1
n+1

(73) (r(m ®70)0 K (q) > T TQR 5 (q)-

PROOF: Let us first prove the lemma for n = 2. Choose

1
0<afB,0<—
n
such that
(74) Los) a-2a)>
n ¥ = n+1
and
o\
(75) 5<a-yl4 for all i € {0,1},1 € {1,..., R}

(this is possible since X; \ ; # () and the traces are faithful, whence yl"(i) > 0).

Let (E,m, 0,ki) and y;; = TQ(ki(1E,,) for i € {0,1}, 1 € {1,..., R}, be as in
Proposition

Choose
0<vy<p,
then
L)
@ _ Yy
Yil—Y—B>v.—28 > ygu—a- 5
@ IS
> yig—a-(y —B)
@ _
(76) > (1-d)-yu

By Proposition [6.2] there are (F,n)-excisors
(Eivpia Ul)a te {05 1}7
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compatible with the recursive subhomogeneous decomposition, with
. R
Ei = @2, Eia
and each Eiyl a direct sum of copies of M,,, cf. ([I8), and such that

(77-1’,! ® TQ) o (wl ® ldQ) o di’l(lEi,l)
(4)

>y =
((rct))
> Y-8
(@) _

(77) > (1-a)- yiu-

Choose unital *~-homomorphisms
fi By — Q, i€{0,1},
such that
Tg o ki(lp, ) = vii
and
(' ® 10) 0 6i(q) > (Tiy ® 70) © (Y1 ®idg) 0 5i4(q) > (1 — @) - 70 © fi(q)
for all projections g € E.i,l; it follows that
(78) (rD @ 7g)06i(q) > (1 — @) - 70 0 ki(g)
for all projections ¢ € F;.
Now by Proposition 53] we have
(79) (B, pis 04, i) ~Fm (B, 7,0,k)
for i € {0,1}. By Proposition [.3]
(E,m, 0,k0) ~Fy (E,7,0,k1),
so by transitivity,
(80) (Eo, po, 60, fio) ~(F.n (E1, p1,01, k1),
with a bridge consisting of (F,n)-excisors
(Bjpopy 6y k) jed0,... K},
for some K € N.

Choose pairwise orthogonal projections

quQl/Ka"'vql € Q

such that
Ef:o 44 = Lo
and
rola0) = Tolm) = § — 6
and

20 .
TQ(qJ‘/K) K1 je{l,..., K —1}.

Choose a *-isomorphism

0: 90— Q

37
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and define, for 7 € {0,..., K},

O
|
=

e

p () = pa(),
O'%() (1d3®9)o(0%()®Q%)a

We check that the (Q 4 ,p4,04,c4),J €{0,..., K}, have the right properties:
K K K K

Each o is an isometric c.p. order zero map since ¢ ; is and since g is nonzero.
K K K
The o, have pairwise orthogonal images, since the ¢ ; are pairwise orthogonal.
K K

For i € {0,1} and ¢ € Q; a projection, we have

W @ro)(oi(g) = (W @7o)(idp®6)(di(e) ® q)
(7" @ 70 ® 70)(6i(q) © ¢:)
7o(q:) - (7" @ 70)(6i(q))

> (1/2-9)-(1—-a) 1goki(q)
(81) > 2i1 -7 0 Ki(q).

For j €{0,...,K} and b € F,
loy (e, )b@le)—oypy ()]
(s ®0)(5 1 (1g, ) ® ¢ ))((ids ®O) (b @ 1o ® 10))

K

—(idp ®0) (¢ ps (b) ®q%)||
= o, )b®Lo))®@ay —d,p, (b)@q, |l
m,

so each (Q% VFRLER Ii%) is a weighted (F,n)-excisor (which is clearly compatible
with the given recursive subhomogeneous decomposition).

We now turn to the case of arbitrary n. Fix (E,7,0) as in the first part of the
proof, cf. (68)). Choose &, 3,0 as above; we may in addition assume that

(52) (1™ @ 70)o(q) > ™2
for all m € {0,...,n — 1} and all nonzero projections ¢ € E.

We now apply the first part of the proof to each pair 7(™) | 7(m+1) e {0,...,n—
2}. This yields for each m € {0,...,n — 1} and i € {0,1} (F,n)-excisors
(m))

(E,TF,O’,F%-
and
m) B m
yi = (™ (L)), L€ {1, RY,
such that
Fomty, @@
| <

v — v B
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as well as (F,n)-excisors
(E(m), pl(_m) - (m) -(_m))

i 1T 5k
with
(Evﬂao'al{g) )) ~(F,m) (Eé )apg )70(() )7’14’8 ))
~(F,m) (E§ )7pg )70']€ )7"<‘7§ ))
(e} m
(83) ~(F,m) (E7 T, T, Iig ))
and with -
(" @ 1g) 06 (g) > (1-a) g0k (9)

for all projections ¢ € E(m), m € {0,...,n—2},i€{0,1}.

i
But then it is not hard to find unital *~-homomorphisms

k™ ™R E S Q

such that
1-ng/2 m B/2 ~(m) (m)
(84) = oy AR e ey R
and
1-npB/2 m B/2 ~(m4+1) (m+1)
(85) 1—(n—1§,8/2 KM @ 1—(n—/1),8/2 ko ~u Kg

(here, we use notation as in [£4[ii) to denote weighted sums of *-homomorphisms
E — Q).

Combining (83), (84) and (85) with Remark F3[(ii), one checks that
(1= (=15 (Bmong")
v (Gam'E{Own—l}\{m} 5 (E,mo0, ;%5]””))
~Em = (=1E) (B, 0,k
w v (Gam'e‘{ow"—l}\{mﬂ} 2 (B,m0, ;%gm/))) _
Combining (B3] with (BE) we see that, for all m € {0,...,n — 2},
(1= = D) G A7, )
v (®m'6{07~~-7n—1}\{m} L (B,mo0, ,%gm/>))

“(m+1 (m (m (m
~Emy (L= (= 1)8) - (B, o0, i )
(87) S¥ (®m’€{07'~7"—1}\{m+1} g . (E, T, o, I%(()m ))) '

Note that, for any projection ¢q € Bm

(1—(n—1)8) (0™ @ 19) 0 6™ (q)

> 1-(m-15HA-a) rooi™(q)
> (1-2a) 100i™(q).

i

We may therefore assume that there are
0=Koy<Ki<..<K, 1=KeN
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and an (F,n)-bridge consisting of (
Qy.py.0

F,n)-excisors
j ,I{%)7]€ {07"'7K}

2
K

with

K
= (1= (n-1)5)- (", 55" 65" 45"™)
® (@m'e{o,...,n—l}\{m} g (B,m0, ’%E)m )))
for m € {0,...,n—1}.
Choose pairwise orthogonal projections

%7‘1%7---7(]1 S Q

such that
245 =lo
and such that each ¢ Kp can be written as a sum of two projections
Axm = Qi + iy
K K K

with
roldls,) = 1/n 4,
roldk, ) = 5/2
and such that all other projections have the same tracial value nd/2K.

As in the first part of the proof, choose an isomorphism

0: 09— Q
and define

Then the

Qyps,04,6,)
clearly are (F,n)-excisors implementing an (F,n)-bridge. (73)) is now checked in a
similar manner as ([81]), using ([[4) and (82). |

8. TRACIALLY LARGE INTERVALS

Let a,b € Ay. Recall that the element a is Cuntz subequivalent to b, written a =< b,
if there is a sequence (z,)nen C A such that ||zbz, —a| — 0 as n — .

For any tracial state 7 we may define a dimension function on the positive elements
of My (A) by
d-(a) = lim 7(a*/™).
n—oo

We say that a simple unital C*-algebra A has strict comparison (of positive ele-
ments) if d,(a) < d.(b) for all 7 € T(A) implies that a 3 b.

The technical foundation for our main result, Theorem [@.1] is laid out in The-
orem B4l There we must find an interval in the C*-algebra that is large on all
traces and can be moved into position under the “discrete” version of the interval
that will come from the (F,n)-bridges of the previous sections. The interval is
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twisted into place using a partial isometry obtained from strict comparison. To do
this, we will tracially match the endpoints of the (F,n)-bridges to functions in a
partition of unity. This requires that the finitely many traces be separated along
the interval. The next lemma shows that we can find an interval with each trace
almost concentrated at distinct points.

In Proposition B3] we find a positive element which acts as an “almost” partial
isometry which takes order zero maps to order zero maps. In Theorem [8.4] such an
element will be perturbed into an honest partial isometry (dependent on the finite
subset F C A® Q and e > 0) and its support projection will be the unit for the
approximating interval algebra. Proposition below will furnish this unit with
the appropriate properties so that (i) and (ii) of Definition [[T] are satisfied.

The next two lemmas show how to find an interval that is large on all traces. In
Lemma [B1] we follow the techniques of Kishimoto in [I1, Theorem 4.5], Matui and
Sato in [24, Lemma 3.2] and Toms, White and the second author in [32, Lemma
3.4] to move positive contractions of given tracial sizes that are approximately
tracially orthogonal to positive contractions which are norm orthogonal and remain
approximately the same tracial size as the original elements. In Lemma [8.2] we line
up pairwise orthogonal elements, which, using Lemma Bl can be of a specified
tracial size, in such a way as to generate an interval.

8.1 LEMMA: For every e > 0 and every k € N there is § > 0 such that if A is a sep-
arable unital C*-algebra with T(A) # 0 and ao, . ..,ar € A are positive contractions
satisfying T(a;ay) < 6 for all T € T(A),i # ', then there are pairwise orthogonal
positive contractions by, ...,b, € A satisfying 0 < 7(a; — b;) < € for all T € T(A).
ProOOF: First of all, there is a 0 < dg < 1 such that if A is a C*-algebra and
€o,...,e; € Ay are contractions satisfying ||e;e; || < dp when ¢ # ¢/ € {0,...,k}
then there are contractions €, ..., €, € Ay such that ||é; —e;]| < ¢/2 and €;¢;; =0
for every i # i € {0,...,k} [12, Lemma 2.5.15].

Define a continuous function fs, : (0, 00] — [0,1] by
. t
f5,(t) = min(1, 5—)
0

Note that (1 — f5,(¢))t < do for every t > 0.

Let A be a separable unital C*-algebra with nonempty tracial state space T'(A).
Choose
€ - 50

2k
and suppose that ag,...,ar € A are positive contractions with 7(a;a;) < ¢ for
every 7 € T'(A) whenever i # 4’ € {0,...,k}.

For each i € {0,...,k} define

0<o<

1/2 1/2
(88) gi=a;/ <Zi'6{0,~-~7/€} ai’) a;’.
i’ i
Then
T(gi) =T <Zi’€{0 VVVVV k} aiai/> < kd < %
i’ #i
for every 7 € T'(A).
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For each i € {0, ..., k} define positive contractions
(89) zi =0 (1= fa, (9:))a"”.

We have that f5,(t) < % for every ¢ € [0,k — 1] from which it follows that

0<r(a—a) = 7(a;" f5,(90);")
< 7(fso(94)
< 7(9:)
do
< £
27
for every 7 € T'(A).
We compute
leozil® = |leiad |
< wiiieqo...ny )il
JF
) 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
= m%rmmm/@m%mmwu—mmmw
JF
€ 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2\ 1/2
< a1 = foo(9i))a; (Zje{(_);é._,,k} a; (1= fs (gj))aj )a;
VE)
1/2
(1= fo(9:)a;””|
SH@%—M@WW@M%MWW%—M@WWH
VE)
B a1 = f5,(00)9:(0 — S (90)a}"]
< (@ = foo(gi))gill
< .
By the choice of §g there are by, ...,b; € A pairwise orthogonal positive contrac-
tions with ||b; — x;|| < €/2. Thus
T(a; —b;)) = 7(a; — ;) +7(x; —b;)

6/2+ Hbl —{EZ” 'T(lA)

€.

VANVAN

8.2 For 0 < f1 < B2 <1, define functions f3, g, and gs, g, € Co((0,1]) by

0, 0<t<ph

fp1.8.(t) = ¢ linear, By <t < Sy
t,  Ba<t<l.

0, 0<t<ph

98,8, (t) = ¢ linear, By <t < fo
17 62 <t<1.
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Note that if 81 < 2 < 83 <1 then
(90> gﬁhﬁbfﬁzﬁa = fﬁ21ﬁ3gﬁ1752 = [B2.8s-

LEMMA: Let A be a separable simple unital nuclear C*-algebra with exactly n > 0
extreme tracial states 7q, ..., Th—1 € T(A). Fori € {0,...,n—1}, define continuous
functions on [0,1] by

0, t € [0,1]N ((—o0, =] U [£5F, 00))
linear, elsewhere.

Then for any § > 0 there is a *-homomorphism
¢:C([0,1])) > A® Q
such that for i € {0,...,n — 1}

7 ®@To(d(vi)) = 1 -0,
and
0 <7 ®@70(¢(1:)) <6
when j # 1.
PROOF: Choose 0 < 8 < min(3, %) and from Lemma [BJ] obtain dy for n — 1 in

place of k and € < %.

Let Affy, (T (A ® Q)) denote the set of R-valued bounded affine functions on the
tracial state space T'(A® Q). For each i € {0,...,n—1} define continuous functions
h; on the extreme boundary of T(A ® Q) by

hi(r, ®@T0) =1
and
0 < hi(ry) < min(%,&o) when i # j.
Since the extreme boundary of T'(A ® Q) has only finitely many points and hence

is compact, each h; extends to a continuous affine function h; € Affy(T'(4A ® Q))
satisfying 0 < h;(7) <1 for all 7 € T(A® Q) [1l Theorem II.3.12].

Note that the h; are not only continuous but are also strictly positive. Since A
is simple and unital, by [2, Corollary 3.10], there are positive contractions a; € A
satisfying

7(a;) = hi(7) for all T € T(A® Q).
This gives
T(aiair) < 8 for all 7 € T(A® Q) and i # ¢,
whence the previous lemma allows us to obtain pairwise orthogonal positive con-

tractions yo, ..., Yn—1 € A® Q such that 7, @ 7o(y;) > 1 — g and 7 ® To(y;) < g
fori#14 €{0,...,n—1}.
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Define the following positive elements:

anl = Yn-—-1

bnfl = fﬁ,2ﬁ(bn71)

b2 = 90,8(bn-1)+ Yn—2

bn72 - fﬁ,2ﬁ(l~)n72)
bi = gos(ba) +um
by = [fp2p(b1)
bp = 1.

Then we have
(R) ||b1|| <1 and b;b;_1 = b;_1b; = b; for every i € {1, e, = 1}

Thus we obtain the map
¢:C([0,1]) = C*(bo, ..., bn-1)
satisfying
#(1c(o,1))) = bo and ¢(gﬁm) =b forie{l,...,n—1},

since C([0,1]) can be written as the universal C*-algebra generated by positive
contractions satisfying the relations (R).

For each i =1,...,n — 2 we have that

Yi =Qgi=1 i —G_i it1

n—1"n—1 n—1’"n—1

and also

Yo =1- Yo,
Thus ¢(v;) = bi — bit1.
We note that

1 -1 = -2 .
n—1’ Tn-1 gZTl’l

T7i ®@1o(bit1) < T ®@7go(bit1)
= 7;®70(g0,8(bir2)) + 7i ® T0(yit1)
< 371 @7o(bir2) + T © To(yir1)
SRR R e
= - (1-7=)/0-4)
< 3
It follows that
Ti®@7o(d(1i) = T ®@7o(bi) — 7 ®710(bit1)

i ®7o(yi)—B—3
1-6.

AVARNY,
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Since E;:Ol v; = 1, whenever j # i we get

<=
whence
7 @ To(d(75)) <1 -7 ® To(d(v:)) < 0.
|

8.3 Recall that if F' and A are separable C*-algebras with I’ unital and o : FF — A
is a c.p. order zero map, we may define a functional calculus for o as follows.
Let 7, denote the supporting *-homomorphism of o. Then for f € C([0,1]), we
define f(0)(z) = f(o(1F))ms(x), and f(o) is a well-defined c.p. order zero map [43]
Corollary 3.2], [41} 1.3].

PROPOSITION: Let A be a separable simple unital nuclear C*-algebra with stable
rank one and strict comparison. Let F be a finite dimensional C*-algebra. Let
0 < a,e <1 and suppose

0,0 : F— A

are c.p. order zero maps satisfying

7(o(p)) — d-(0(p)) > «

for every nonzero projection p € F and for every 7 € T(A). Then, for 0 < 1 <
a/2, there exists s € A satisfying, with £ < B2 < 1, the following:

(i) s*s € Her(fs,,5,(c(1r))),
(i) (O(x) — €)4s8* = ss*(0(x) — €)4 = (0(z) — €)4 for every x € F
(i) 5°(0(z) — )15 = go. (0)(2)s" (O(1L) — )15 = 5 (B(1p) — €)1 590,5, (0)(2)
for every x € F.

PROOF: Let € and « be given and let 0,0 : F' — A be c.p. order zero maps satisfying
the statement of the proposition. Denote the supporting *-homomorphisms for the
c.p. order zero maps 6 and o as mg and 7., respectively. By the functional calculus,
f8.,8,(0) is a well-defined order zero map for any choice of 0 < 51 < 82 < 1.

We claim that d-(8(p)) < 7(c(fs,,8,)(p)) for every projection p € F and every
TeT(A).

Note that if o is a *-homomorphism then fgs, g,(c) = o for any choice of 0 <
£1 < B2 < 1. In this case, the claim follows immediately.

Otherwise, we have

fonp(t) =t — {25 - (1 —t) for all t € [0, 1],

thus

f1.8:(0)(P) = 0(p) — 2 - (1 = o(p)).
Note that if p € F' is nonzero then 7(o(p)) # 0 for any 7 € T(A ® Q) since A is

simple. So 7(co(p)) > 0 for every 7 € T(A ® Q). Also, since @ < 1 we also have
B < % Thus

T(fom(@)®) = T(0®) - & d-(1-o(p))
> 7(o(p)) — 261 -d-(1—0(p))
> 1(0(p)) —a
(91) > d.(6(p))
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for every 7 € T(A® Q) and every nonzero projection p € F', proving the claim.
Write
F=M, & --®M,,,

and for I =1,...,L, let 6513 denote the partial isometry in F' corresponding to the
(i,7)" matrix unit in M,,. For 1 <1 < L, by (@) we have that

d-(0(el))) < 7(f5,,5.(0)(el))) for all T € T(A),

so by strict comparison it follows that H(egly)l) = fp1.8.(0) (egl)l) By [29, Proposition
2.4], there are unitaries u; € A such that

(92) (geja.e (0)(e8)))uj € Her(f, 5, (o) (ef)).
Let
(93) di = (gejo,e(0) ()20

Then d; satisfies
94)  didi (0(e)) = €)4 = geso,e(0)(e)))(O(eS)) — €)1 = (B(el}) — o)+,
and similarly (0(e{")) — ¢) s dydi = (0(el}) — €)1
Furthermore, since dj (¢(e{’}) — €) i € Her(f3, p,(c)(el’})) by (@), we have

90,6, () (&)d7 0eD) — )rdy B dr (0(el) — €)wdy
(95) D a0 — O digo,p () ().
Set,
(96) s = Y1y Sriy molel ) dimo (e,

Note that since djd; € Her(fs,.,(0) (egl)l)) we have that

@)
dimo(el)) "= digo,s, (0)(e\))ma () = digo,s, (0)(el)) € A,
and similarly, since d;d; € Her(ge/zyé(ﬁ)(egl,)l)) we have

mo(e\) )dy D 7o(e ) gesa,c/2(0) (€)1 = geyaesa(0) (el )i € A

thus
! ! l !
mo(ef ) )dimo (%) = gejae/a(0) (el )digo,s, (0)(e}) € A,
and hence s € A.

Since the hereditary C*-subalgebras Her(fs, g,(0) (egl)l)) are pairwise orthogonal,
we have that d;d}, = 0 when [ # I’ and

* L r ! * !
(97) ss* = Zl:l kl:1 vy (el(i‘))l)dldl To (eg,)k)'

We have that s*s € Her(f3,,3, (0’(@%216?))1)) C Her(fs,,5,(0(1F)), showing [(T)}



UHF-SLICING 47
For |(ii)} it is obviously enough to show that (9(659) —€)p88* = (9(659) —€)4 =
ss*(f(e (l)) €)+ for arbitrary ¢, j,l. Furthermore, since 0 is order zero, it is clear

that (6(e Ej) —€)4mo(e)) = 0 when I # I'. Thus

D 0e) — ) (T mo (el )didi o (e)))
= (0e)) — e)pmole))did; mo(el))

= 7D - >+dzdm<§§>

T ro(e)0) — ) pmalel))

= mlel)(O() — o)y

= (0 — o)y

The fact that ss*(0(e (l)) € = (9(65?) — €)4 follows from a nearly identical
calculation.

For again it suffices to show the case z = 6513

]
= (mo(eN)dimo(el))(O(e) — €) 4 (mo(el))dimo (ef'))
= 7w (e)d; (0(e)) — &) pdimo(el))
D )05 (@) ())d; (0(e)) — €)1 dima(e)
= g0 () Nme(e)di (0(ef)) — ) rdimo(ef))
= g0 () Nmo(eD)dimo(el))(0(S)) — €) sy mo(el))dimy (el))
= 905 (@)(el))s* (O(1F) —€) 45
Similarly, s*(0(c}")) — €)4.5 = 5" (0(1r) — €) 45905, (0) (el)). I

8.4 THEOREM: Let A be a separable simple unital locally recursive subhomoge-
neous C*-algebra. Suppose that an approximating recursive subhomogeneous alge-
bra B can always be chosen to have an (F,n)-connected recursive subhomogeneous
decomposition
B, Xi, Qi 1)Ly

along which projections can be lifted and such that X; \ Q # 0 for 1 > 1. Suppose
further that A has exactly n extreme tracial states To,...,Tn—1 € T(A) satisfying
(Ti)« = (75)« for every i,j € {0,...,n—1}. Then, for any finite subset F C AL
and any 0 < €l, there are a partial isometry s € A ® Q, a finite dimensional
C*-subalgebra F C Q and a *-homomorphism

3:C(0,1)®F = A® O

such that
SS* = (I)(IC([O,I]) & 1F)
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and

(i) |Is*s(a®1g) — (a® 1g)s*s|| <€ for all a € F,
(ii) dist(s*s(a ® lg)s $,8*®(C([0,1]) ® F)s) < e for all a € F,
(i) 7@ 7o(s"s) = 5 n+2) for all T € T(A).

PrOOF: Let F and € be given. Since A is locally recursive subhomogeneous, we
may assume, by taking a sufficiently good approximation, that F C B for some
recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra B.

We may furthermore assume that 14 C F so that Ti(B) :=7;|g € T(B) are faithful
and, as states on Ky(B), satisfy (Ti(B))* = (T;B))* for all 4,5 € {0,...,n —1}.

Let n > 0 and 51 < % be so small that
(98) n<Be
We may apply Lemma [7.4] with respect to n and F to get
0=Koy<Ki1<..<K, 1=KeN
and pairwise orthogonal weighted (F,n)-excisors
(Q%vp%ua%uﬁ%)a J S {07 "7K}7

implementing (F,n)-bridges

(QrospKo, G KKy)  ~(Fm) - ~Fm) (Qupsprip s Trp

¢ ")

~NM(Fm) s Y(Fm) (QKn—17pKn—175-Kn—17’€Kn—1)7
K K K K

and such that, for each projection ¢ € Q«,, i € {0,...,n — 1}, from ([Z3)) we have
K
(99) 7 700, (0)) = 2k - 7w, (@)

Let 0 < ag < ag < ﬁ and choose

(100) 0<d<3
to apply Lemma B2 with
(101) 0 < gy < (=i

to get a *-homomorphism
¢:C([0,1]) > A® Q
satisfying
7 @ To(9(Fi)) = 1 — do,
and
0 <75 ®T7o(¢(%)) < o
fori#j7€{0,...,n— 1}, where

0, te [0 1] N ((—o0, g=5] U [£5F, 00))
’Vz(t) = 17 t= n— 1
linear, elsewhere.

For i € {0,...,n — 1}, define 4; € C([0,1]) by

Vi = gﬁ*amﬁfﬂtl B gﬁ+alyﬁ+a2
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and for ¢ € {0,...,n — 2} define v; ;41 € C([0,1]) by

Tl = oty an gty tae T It —ae, it e
where we set g_a,,—a, = 1 and g144,,140, = 0. Note that
N -2 .
-1+ 250 Vi + Yia+1 = leqo,)

We will now estimate the traces of the ¢(%;), and ¢(v;i+1). We have

1
0<%i-1(t),vi-1,i(t) £ ——=—Fi-1(t
< Fie1 (), vi-1,i(t) S 1(t)
forallt € [0,1], forall: € {1,...,n — 1}, so
7 @ 7(¢(%i-1.0)): T ® TQ(¢(%i-1)) £ ey - T @ Ta(@(Fi-1))
5
< (n—ij)ag
@D
< 2

One similarly shows that
73 @ 79 (¢(Yi,i+1)): T ® Ta(0(Fit1)) < Giyaz - Ti ® Ta(P(Fit1)) < =
It follows that
(102) 7 ®70(6(3:)) = 1 @ To(l = X725 d(j+1) = Xjog iz 9(4)) > 1= 0.

Let tg < t; < --- < tx be a partition of the interval [0, 1] satisfying

i—1 i—1 i—1
lK,. = :1_17 UK, 141 = :1_1 +ai, ko 42= :1_1 + Qo
and
lg,—2 = nil —az, lk,—1= nil —ai, ik, = nil

forie {1,...,n—1}. When j = K, for some ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}, set
V4 = ;.
When j € {0,..., K} \ {Ko,...,K,_1}, define

0, OStStjandtth+2
(t)= L, t=1tj11
linear, tj S t S tj+1 and tj+1 S t S tj+2,

v

Fa
K

so that the 74 are a partition of unity corresponding to tg < t; < --- < tg.

49

Let p € Q be a projection satisfying 7o(p) = n+-2 Then by (@9) and the choice

of & we have, for each 0 < j < K, that
TOTo(¢(1) ® K (9 ®p) <T®TR(G

for all 7 € T(A® Q) and for all projections ¢ € Q%.

(9))

g
K

Define c.p.c. order zero maps
0,:Q, > ARQ®ARAZARQ
by
(103) 0
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Each finite-dimensional C*-algebra @ , j € {0,..., K} can be written as a sum
K

of LU) € N matrix algebras, Q% =M & &M, for some ng) . ,r(Lj()j) e N.
1 L)

Note that for every n € N and every a € (@ )+ we have that

J_
K

TR T1o(0 (a)l/") <19® TQ((K,%(CL) ®p)1/") for all 7 € T(A).

g
K

Thus we see that for every projection ¢ € @ i

dr(0,(q) < drgaro(hs(q) @p)
= To®T7o(ry(q) ®p)
= amre(ryi()
< orelky ()
@
(104) < 7(6.(9)
forall T e T(A® Q).
Define order zero maps by
U% = 90,81 (&%)
Note that
(105) 90,5, (t) < g-t, for all t € [0,1],
thus
loy (e, )o@ le) —ay(py ()
= g0 (6. (g Nms; (1o, )0®1o) =906 (5 (g )ms, (pg (B))]l
K k K K k
) )
< glop e )bele)—a,(p, 0)
@3
(106) < <.

Let 71 > 0 be so small that if a € A and p is a projection such that ||[a*a—p|| < m
then there is v € A such that v*v = p and |[v — a|| < {5.

Since (I04) holds for 9% and 6% for every j € {0,...,K}, we may apply
Lemma B3] with
(107) no = min{ &, 1, %}
in place of € to each j € {0,..., K} to get elements
s; €EARQ
K

satisfying

K

(108) s s, € Her(fg; ,(6 )(1Q%))

g
K
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with 0 < 8 < min{(5 , (¢)) - d; (0.4 (q)). 31}, and
(109) 5%5;(9%(0) —10)+
= (9%(‘1) - 770)+SJF5*%
= (9%(a)—770)+ for allaeQ%,
and
(110) 54 @550 (00, ) ~m)vs,
= $5(0,(o, ) —m)ss;0,(a)
= sl(%(a) —770)+8% for all a € Q%

If f is a continuous function then upon approximating by polynomials we have

(1) 555 700, )=m)+) = F(00o ) =m))sy sy = F(6(1g, ) =m):).

Moreover
F(s3000, ) —m)+sy) =3 f((00q ) —m0)+)s
hence
(12) o, @5 F(0la,) = m)+)s; =5 F(0(la,) = m)+)s o, (0)

for all a € Q5 . Now put
K

(113) §=310((0

g
K

1/2,
(162%) —10)+)" S4-
Since Q is a UHF algebra, there is a finite-dimensional C*-algebra F' C Q such
that

(114) 11F — 1ol <o
and

{li%op%(a)|a€}—,0§j§K}CnOF.
Let ¢ : F— @ be the inclusion map and set

(115) =g )@ )@p:C[0,1]) 9 F > A Q00 0RQ (X AR Q).

Since the & have orthogonal images, it follows from (I08]) above that
K

(116) 457 =0,

and

(117) sjoy(a)=0forallae@y
K & ®

whenever j # j'.
It follows from (I16) that

88" = Zf:o((e%(lQ%) - 770)+)1/25%S;((9%(1Q%) - 770)+)1/2
S0, 0, ) — m)s.
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and we estimate

[85" — @(Leqo,1) @ 1)
I Z]K:O(l?%(l@%) —10)+ — ®(e(o,1) @ 1r)|

@)

< IXies0r) ®@ni(lo, ) @p = @(leon @ 1r)ll+2- 10
8e)

= llo(leqoy) ® lo®@p — d(le(o,y) @ L(lr) @ pll +2 - 10
@D 3.,
@@

< -

By our choice of 7; there is an honest partial isometry s € A ® Q satisfying
ss” = ®(1c(o,1)) ® 1F)
and

(118) 15— sl < 5.

Let a € F and consider the element E]K:O o (p% (a)) € A® Q. We will use this
to estimate ||a5*5 — §*3a||. Note that since the functions 74 and 7, are pairwise
K

orthogonal whenever |j — j'| > 2 we have that 9%(1Qi)ei(1Qg) = 0 whenever
K K §ze

|7 — 4’| > 2 whence

1/2

(119) (040 ,) = m)i s 1) (04 (g, ) —m)Y s ) =0

A

J_
K

whenever |j — j’| > 2. We calculate

(Zf:off%(p%(a)))é*g
T (S04 g (S5, 04 (0, )~ m) S0 (10, ) — ) %5 )
T (S (o @) 04 (Lo, )~ 1)) (S0 (g, )~ m)%s )
T 04 (o (a)s7, (0 (1) =)}

55(Y141) 04 (py(a)
= Y5, 5 (05 (1q,) - )Y () i<y (0 oy ) = 770)1/28%0% (i ()
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Thus
155210 0 (p s (@) = (S5 02 (92 (0))5%3]
=0, @=D)
< IS8 04 (e, ) —m)es 1o (py ()
0 (0 (@) (0 (g ) —m0)+s |
* 2
+l E] 0 245 | Lj—i'|= 1}5K(9%(1Q1 )—770)+/
0, (0¢, )—770)+/2S%U%(P%(a))—U%(P%(a))s*%(@%(lgl() mo)Y?
Oy (1a, ) —m)i sy
K K
(I3
= IS S e 5 04 (o) = m0)Y (0 (py (@) —m0) Y s
=57 (04 (p (@) —m0)Y . (0, (g, ) —m) s, |
< 2 (0 (10, ) —m0)Y (020 (p2iss (@) = m0)Y P52
=53 (02 (p2(a)) —10) 2(921;1 (1Qsisa ) —10)3 82111
5% (021 (lg ) - 10)Y 2 (021 (p2s (a)) — mo) %5
— (02111 (paiss (a))—noﬁ”(e% Loy) = m0)Y sz
I 2 s (201 (1040 ) = 10) Y *(Basgz (pacea (a)) = m0)y *s 2z
K
i <0m (3(@)) = m0) Y (B222 (195110 ) = m0) Y P22
K
b (022 (g ) = 10) (021 (2521 (0)) = 70) Y *s26m
b (022 (p222 (a) —m0)Y* (Pza (Loy, ) —m0)Y "sziss |,
where

D _ 1, ifDiseven D _1  ifDiseven
= 2 ’ = 2 ’
Dy { D=L if Dis odd, D { D=3 if D is odd.

Note that if 7 and i’ are either both even or both odd, ¢ # i’ we have

* * *
(SL.IOS'H»l + Sii2 x15¢+1> (sl/ T28 141 + s /+23:351/+1) =0,
K K K K

for any zo,...,x3 € A® Q since |i + 1 —¢’| > 2 implies

Thus each sum in the norm estimates above consists of mutually orthogonal sum-
mands, allowing us to estimate
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15°5( 0 0 4 (p 2 (@) = (XS0 04 (0 (2)))3%3]
< 2 max (10, (g, ) = m0) Y *(0ap ((pia (@) = m)y?
~(04 (04 (@) = m0)Y*) B (10 = m0) Y7
05 (1 ) = )Y )0 (0 (@) = m0)3?
~(O151 (g (@) = m0) V)0, (g ) = m) Y )
<A@+ max (1050 (10,020, (0 ()72 = 0 (022 (a) 20, (1g, )2)
(@a3)
< 4 max ko (1g,.,)" 7k (0 ()" = ki (pa (@) e (1o, )YI)
2 1602 + an'/?
(DI<IZ[> €/6+¢€/12
@<E) €/4122)

It is straightforward to check that s ; =s (1g; ). Then note that
K

(a))) — s (a)) — o

ls oy (py sl < log(py + (o, )a®lo)]
(ITE)

(123) < /6.

Thus

Is*s(a®1g) — (a®1g)s™s||

< 4-15—=s]|+]15%5(a®1g) — (a®1g)§" S|
(II8)
< ¢/3+2-maxlls; oy (py(a)) — sy (a® Lol
+HI5*5(2 55, 04 (py(a)) - (X0 04 (py(a)))s 3
@ €/3+¢/3+¢/4
< €.

For (ii), we calculate, for a € F,
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=
@D
o ®
@™ * *
B S s 0 (0 (@)s" (000, )~ 1) %s % (01, ) — )Y
@@ - *
= ZFO 5304 (p%(a))s%(ﬁ(lgl) - 770)+5% 3%
B s, (0o g (@) = o) s s,
(o)
= Y(0(p s (@) —mo)+
T SE (Grp) @y (py (@) ©p—m0)s
Define h € C([0,1]) ® Q® Q by
hi=Y200(r,) ©ry(py(a) ®p
Let a i € F be elements satisfying
(124) lay = r g (pg (@)l <o,
and put

Then

||h - hl” < || Zj even (b(/y j

g
K

1225 0aa 2(v2) & (

A

2-no

€/48
e/4.

We calculate
o pompe K ~k
||5*hs — & s(zjzo a%(p%(a)))s 5l

< =300 04 (p s ()F
@@=
< 2-mo

(]IEZD €/4,
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0
|s*h's — s*s(a®@1g)s™s|| < 6-|s—35||+|h—1|
+5°hs — 550 04 (p
< €/2+¢/4+¢€/4

- €.

A

This shows (ii).

Finally,
7(s"s) = 7(s8")
= T(¢(leoa))) ® 1F @ p)
@ =10 7 (¢(Leqo,)
> (T r(en)
RN
D, 5
= w2 13
> m,
for all 7 € T(A ® Q), showing that (iii) holds. I

9. MAIN RESULT, APPLICATIONS AND OUTLOOK

9.1 THEOREM: Let A be a separable simple unital locally recursive subhomogeneous
C*-algebra with exactly n > 0 extreme tracial states 1o, ..., Thn—1 € T(A) satisfying
(i)« = (75)« for all i,j € {0,...,n — 1}. Suppose that an approximating recur-
sive subhomogeneous algebra B can always be chosen to have an (F,n)-connected
recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

(B, X1, S, i, 4ty

along which projections can be lifted and such that X; \ ; # 0 for 1 > 1. Then
A® Qis TAL

ProOOF: The class I contains the finite dimensional C*-algebras, is closed under
direct sums and tensor products with finite dimensional C*-algebras, and every C*-
algebra in I can be written as a universal C*-algebra with weakly stable relations.
Thus we may apply Lemma [[L.2] and it is enough to show that there is an m € N
such that, for any € > 0 and any finite subset F C A ® O, there exist a projection
p € A® Q and a unital C*-subalgebra B C p(A @ U)p and B € S such that:

(i) ||pb—bp|| < e for allb e F,
(ii) dist(pbp, B) < € for all b € F,
(ili) 7(p) > 1/miforall T € T(A® Q).

By Lemma we need only consider finite subsets of the form F = G ®{1g} for
G C A. Now the result follows from Theorem B4 with m = 2(n + 2). |

9.2 COROLLARY: Let A be a separable simple unital locally recursive subhomo-
geneous C*-algebra with exactly n > 0 extreme tracial states To,...,Tn—1 € T(A)
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satisfying (1i)« = (75)« for all i,j € {0,...,n —1}. Suppose that an approzimat-
ing recursive subhomogeneous algebra B can always be chosen to have a recursive
subhomogeneous decomposition

(B, X1, 0, d)1

such that dimX; <1 forl > 2. Then A® Q is TAL
Proor: Follows from Theorem with Corollary 3.3 |

Let A be a unital separable simple C*-algebra. The Elliott invariant of A is given
by

Ell(A) = (Ko(A), Ko(A)+, [1a], K1(A), T(A), 74),

where (Ko(A), Ko(A)+,[14]) is the partially ordered Ky-group with positive cone
Ky(A); and order unit [14], K1(A) the Kj-group of A, T(A) the simplex of tra-
cial states and r4 : T(A) — S(Ko(A)) is the map given by ra(7)([p] — [¢]) =
7(p) — 7(q). For two C*-algebras A and B, we write Ell(A) = Ell(B) if there are
an order and unit preserving group homomorphism ¢ : (Ko(A), Ko(A4)+,[1a]) —
(Ko(B), Ko(B)+,[15]), a group homomorphism ¢ : K;(A) — K;(B) and a home-
omorphism v : T(B) — T(A) such that the following diagram commutes:

T(B) — L= T(A)

S(Ko(B)) —2> S(Ko(A)).

9.3 NoTATION: We let A denote the class of C*-algebras such that if A € A then
A is a unital separable simple locally recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebra such
that the approximating recursive subhomogeneous algebra B can always be chosen
to have an (F,n)-connected recursive subhomogeneous decomposition

[Bi, X1, Qu, 1, 411y

along which projections can be lifted and such that X; \ Q; # 0 for [ > 1.

9.4 COROLLARY: Let A € A with exactlyn > 0 extreme tracial states g, ..., Tp—1 €
T(A) satisfying (7;)« = (7j)« for all i,5 € {0,...,n — 1}. Let p be a supernatural
number and M, the associated UHF algebra. Then A ® M, is TAL

Proor: This follows immediately from Theorem and [20, Theorem 3.6] with
[13, Theorem 7.1 (b)], which shows that a simple unital C*-algebra is TAT if and
only if it has tracial rank less than or equal to one. We note that [I3, Theorem
7.1 (b)] uses Gong’s decomposition theorem [I0]. To avoid this technical theorem,
we observe that tracial rank less than or equal to one can be replaced by TAI in
the statements of Lemma 3.4 and Theorem 3.6 of [20] and that the proofs work in
exactly the same way by simply replacing all C*-algebras of tracial rank less than or
equal to one with C*-algebras that are TAI, and invoking the more general Lemma
2.3 of []] instead of [I6 Proposition 3.6]. |

9.5 PROPOSITION: Let A be a separable simple unital locally recursive subhomoge-
neous C*-algebra. Then A satisfies the UCT.
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PrOOF: For any ¢ > 0 and any finite subset F C A we may approximate A by a
subhomogeneous C*-algebra B. Since B is Type I, B satisfies the UCT. Therefore

the result follows immediately by appealing to Theorem 1.1 of [6]. |
9.6 COROLLARY: Let A, B € A be C*-algebras, and let n € N\ {0}. Suppose there
are ezactly n extreme tracial states To,...,Th—1 € T(A) satisfying (7i)« = (75)« for

alli,j €{0,...,n—1}. Then
AR Z2 B® Z if and only if Ell(A® Z2) 2 El(B ® Z).
If, in addition, A and B have finite decomposition rank, then

A2 B if and only if Ell(A) = EN(B).

PrOOF: A® Q and B® Q are TAI by Theorem[0.Il Since A and B satisfy the UCT,
the result follows by applying [I7, Corollary 11.9]. Since A and B are separable,
simple, nonelementary and unital, the second statement then follows from the fact
that finite decomposition rank implies Z-stability [41, Theorem 5.1]. |

In [T, Section 5], Elliott constructs examples of approximately subhomogeneous
C*-algebras by attaching one-dimensional spaces to the circle. These examples
exhaust the Elliott invariant in the weakly unperforated case. In that paper, the
Elliott invariant of these algebras is computed but classification results are not
given. In the case of finitely many traces inducing the same state on K, we are
able to obtain classification by the results above. In particular this shows that
Elliott’s examples, assuming the restriction to finitely many tracial states inducing
the same state on Ky, agree with the examples of [20]; this was previously unknown.

9.7 COROLLARY: Let A and B be inductive limits of building block algebras defined
in [7, Section 5.1.2] and let n € N\ {0}. Suppose there are exactly n extreme tracial
states 19, ..., Tn—1 € T(A) satisfying (1:)s« = (75)« for all i,5 € {0,...,n -1} and
ervactly n extreme tracial states 1, ..., 7,_1 € T(B) satisfying (1)« = (7})« for all
1,7€40,...,m—1}. Then A® Q and B® Q are TAI and we have

A = B if and only if Ell(A) = El(B).

PrOOF: By definition, A and B can be written as inductive limits A = thn
and B = lim B,, where A,, and B,, are recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebras of
topological dimension less than or equal to one. It follows from Corollary B3] that
A, B € A and thus by the assumptions on the tracial state spaces, we have A ® Q
and B® Q are TAI by Corollary[0.2] Since the approximating algebras A,, and B,
all have dimension less than or equal to one, both A and B have finite decomposition
rank. Thus classification follows from Corollary |

At least to some extent, we are also able to apply our result in the context of
C*-algebras of minimal dynamical systems. In [I§], Lin and Matui study minimal
dynamical systems on the product of the Cantor set and T. Let X be the Cantor set
and let £ : X — T be a continuous map. Then we can define Re : X — Homeo(T)
by Re(z)(t) =t+&(z) forx € X and t € T. If o : X — X is a homeomorphism of
the Cantor set X, then

axXRe: X xT— X xT: (z,t) = (afx), Re(x)(t))
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is a homeomorphism of X x T.

In the case that the homeomorphisms o x ¢ are minimal, Lin and Matui show
that the crossed products C(X x T) Xx g, Z are tracially approximately finite or
have tracial rank one and hence classifiable as they satisfy the UCT [18, Theorem
4.3]. Under the additional assumption of finitely many extreme tracial states, all of
which induce the same state at the level of Ky, our Theorem [ Tloffers an alternative
route to the same result.

9.8 COROLLARY: Let (X, ) and (Y, ) be Cantor dynamical systems, £ : X — T
and ¢ : Y — T continuous maps and suppose that a x R¢ and B x R¢ are minimal.
Put A:= C(X xT) Xaxre Z and B := C(Y x T) Xaxpr, Z. Suppose T(A) and T'(B)
each have finitely many extreme points such that [Tal. = [T}« in Ko(A) for every
extreme point T4, 7y and [Tl. = [Tg]« in Ko(B) for every extreme point T, Tg.
Then

A2 B if and only if Ell(A) = EN(B).

PROOF: Let A and B be as above. Let u and v be the canonical unitaries inducing
the actions of Z in A and B, respectively. For x € X x T and y € Y x T, define

and similarly,

By = C*(C(Y x T),vCo((Y x T) \ {y}))-
These are generalizations of the subalgebras introduced by Putnam in [26]. By
[21, Section 3] A, and B, can be written as inductive limits A, = lim A and

B, = lim Bé") where A" and B;n) are recursive subhomogeneous C*-algebras of
topological dimensions dim(X x T) and dim(Y x T), respectively. Hence by Propo-
sition the recursive subhomogeneous algebras can be chosen to have (F,n)-
connected decompositions with base spaces of dimension less than or equal to one.
It follows from Corollary B3] that projections can be lifted along the recursive sub-
homogeneous decompositions.

We have affine homeomorphisms T(A,) = T(A), T(By) = T(B) and order iso-
morphisms Ko(Ay) = Ko(A), Ko(By) = Ko(By) [21, Theorem 1.2 (2), (4)] so the
requirements for Corollary are satisfied, hence with Corollary we see that
Ay ® M, and By ® M, are TAI for any supernatural number p. From [31], Theorem
4.5] this implies that A ® M, and B ® M, are both TAL

Since A and B satisfy the UCT and are Z-stable [35] Theorem B] (also see [30,
Theorem 0.2]), as in the proof of Corollary 0.7 the result now follows from [I7,
Corollary 11.9] |

Since our main theorem does not require that projections separate tracial states
(indeed, we assume this is not the case if there is more than one tracial state),
this classification result is not covered by [35, Theorem A] (see also Theorem 0.1
of [36]). Despite the fact that all tracial states induce the same state on Ky, our
result does not cover Connes’ odd sphere examples [B, Section 3]. In this case, the
dimension of base spaces of the standard RSH decomposition of A, will not have
dimension less than or equal to one, and so it is not clear that any decomposition
can be found which satisfies the projection lifting requirement. At present this
is needed to guarantee that the solving of the linear system in Proposition [7.1]
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produces a projection, but it is possible that the lifting result is more than is
necessary. It seems promising that our current techniques can be adapted to cover
more general C*-algebras, specifically more complicated C*-algebras of minimal
dynamical systems including the Connes spheres.

In subsequent work we will pass from finitely many extremal traces to arbitrary
trace spaces. This requires an additional set of UHF slicing tools as well as certain
lifting results for maps between Cuntz semigroups (see for example [3] 28] 4] 27]).
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