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Abstract

When « is an approximately inner flow on a C*-algebra A and commutes with
an automorphism 7 of A we may extend « to a flow & on the crossed product A x., Z
by setting &;(U) = U where U is the canonical unitary implementing v in A x, Z
and ask whether & is also approximately inner or not. We will consider very specific
examples of this type; some of which we can answer affirmatively.

1 Introduction

Let (k,) be a sequence in N and 3, a flow on the C*-algebra My, of k, X k, matrices. We
define a one-parameter group /3 of automorphisms of B =[], My, by 8; =[], Bns, t € R.
Let Bg denote the maximal C*-subalgebra of B on which ¢ — f;(x) is continuous; so
is a strongly continuous one-parameter group of automorphisms of B or a flow on Bg.
Since I = €D,, My, consists of © € B converging to zero, it follows that [ is a S-invariant
ideal of B with I C Bz. We also denote by f the flow on the quotient Bsz/I induced by
B. We recall that a flow « on a separable C*-algebra A is called an MF flow if there is an
embedding ¢ of A into Bg/I such that ¢a; = B¢ for some sequence (k,) in N and (5,)
[12]. Suppose that A is an MF C*-algebra (i.e., embeddable into B/I for some sequence
(kn) in N). Then if « is approximately inner it follows that « is an MF flow (see [14]). A
question remains whether the converse holds for some class of MF C*-algebras A, e.g., AF
C*-algebras. (Without any condition on A this does not hold, e.g., there is a non-trivial
MF flow on a commutative C*-algebra.)

Since Bg/I is inseparable, § is not an MF flow on Bg/I by definition. We will give a
necessary and sufficient condition for § to be approximately inner. Inspired by its proof
we give an example of an MF flow which is not AI; unfortunately the C*-algebra is not
simple, rather similar to the Toeplitz algebra. See Section 2.

Then we turn to specific examples of MF flows which may not be approximately inner
(AT for short). However we could not prove that they include non-Al flows; instead we
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showed that some of them are actually AI, whose proofs we hope are somewhat non-
trivial; that is why we are presenting them here. We shall now describe those examples
in detail.

Let A be a unital C*-algebra A. If « is a flow on A and 7 is an automorphism of A
such that oy = yay, t € R, we define a flow & on the crossed product A x, Z such that
at|A = oy and ay(U) = U, where U is the canonical unitary of A x, Z implementing v on
A.

We are concerned with the following problem: If o is Al and « is not so wild, can
we conclude that @ is approximately inner? (This problem was first taken up in [14].)
Without any condition on (A, ~) it does not follow that & is Al. To show this one may use
the fact that the Cuntz algebra O, can be expressed as a crossed product of My~ by a
trace-scaling endomorphism [6]. More precisely let A = Ms~ ® K with K the C*-algebra
of compact operators and let 7 be an automorphism of A such that 7y = 27 where 7 is a
non-trivial lower semi-continuous trace; then ~y is unique up to inner automorphisms [7]
and A x, Z is isomorphic to Oy ® K.

More specifically we denote by H the Hilbert space spanned by a complete orthonormal
family (£4) of vectors indexed by all finite subsets A of N and define a unitary flow U
by U;&y = At for some p € R where |A| is the cardinality of A. We define a flow on
A= Mgoo & IC(H) by

a =R Ad(1® ™) @ AdT,.

Let S denote the shift on N, i.e.;, S(n) =n+ 1, and V denote the isometry on H defined
by V& = &gy, where S(A) = {S(A) | A € A}. Let €5, 4,7 = 1,2 be matrix units
on H such that e; o + €22 = 1 and ez26p = &y if 1 € A; = 0 otherwise. We define an
automorphism 7 of A = My @ KC(H) by requiring that v on My~ = @), % My is the shift
to the right sending the last factor M at 0 onto the algebra M, generated by e; ; on H by
€j®1ly = 1®e;; and v on K(H) is the endomorphism given by x +— Z?Zl ei1VaVrey ;.
An inspection shows that a; and v commutes with each other. Then the flow & on
A X, 7 identifies with an extension of the quasi-free flow on O, defined by s; +— s; and
S9 =+ €Psy. which is not Al because it does not have a KMS state. This implies that @ is
not Al. (The C*-algebra Oy ® K is purely infinite, far from MF C*-algebras; so it is still
desirable to have such an example with a more benign -.)

Avoiding such a situation we consider the following triple (A, «,v). Let F be a finite-
dimensional C*-algebra and let A(m) = F for each m € Z and define A = ), ., A(m).
For a finite subset A of Z let A(A) denote the C*-subalgebra of A given by &) _, A(m).
We identify A({m}) with A(m).

Let v denote the translation automorphism of A; y(A(m)) = A(m + 1). We will also
regard v as an action of Z on A by setting v, = 7", n € Z. Let ® be a 7y-invariant
potential; i.e., ® is a function of the non-empty finite subsets of Z into A,, such that
D(A) € A(A), v(®(A)) = ®(A + 1) for each finite subset A # 0, and >, [[P(A)| < oo.
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For a finite subset A of Z we set

H(A) =Y @A),
AcA
If & satisfies
@[y =D_ MM[@(A)] < oo
A0

for some A > 0 (or ®(A), A C Z¢ mutually commute) then Ade*@®) converges and
defines a flow a® on A as A increases to Z [5]. We then define a flow a® on A x, Z by
setting af|A = af and af(U) = U, where U is the canonical unitary implementing ~.

We do not know whether a® is Al or not for a general F. But we will show that
a® is AL if F is a full matrix algebra or F is of the form M, ® Fy with k > 2 where F}
a finite-dimensional C*-algebra. This answers a problem left out in [14], where a® was
shown to be quasi-diagonal (or QD) at least when F' is a full matrix algebra but was not
decided to be Al or not. See [15] 12} 13] for more on QD flows. See Section 3 for the full
matrix algebra case and Section 4 for the other case.

We recall another condition on flows. The flow a: on A is called continuously Al if there
is a continuous function A : [0,00) — A, such that ay(z) = lim, . Ad e (z), 2 € A
uniformly in ¢ € [—1,1] [I1]. The a® defined above based on a potential ® is not only Al
but also continuously Al. (The generator % of a® has, as a core, |J, A(A), where A runs
over all finite subsets of Z. In this case if (h,) in A,, satisfies a; = lim,, Ad ¢"» then the
linear extension of h : {0,1,2,...} — A, defined by h(n) = h, to a function on [0, c0)
will automatically satisfy o, = lim, Ade™®); see [19].) I do not know whether being
continuously Al is strictly stronger than being Al and was hoping to check whether a® is
continuously Al or not. We will show that if there is no interaction (i.e., ®(A) = 0 for all
A except for singletons) then a® is continuously Al for a matrix algebra I but leave the
problem undecided of whether there is ® and F such that a® is not continuously Al See
Section 5.

The condition of being continuously Al was introduced in connection of the lifting
problem: If 3 is an Al flow on B = A/I with I an ideal of A, then is there a flow oz on A
which induces 5 on the quotient A/I? This is affirmative if § is continuously Al (If we
put another condition on « that «|I should be universally weakly inner, this is necessary,
for this statement to hold for any extension of B, at least when B is simple. Consider
the extension A = C[0,1] ® B with I = Cy[0,1) ® B.) We tried to elucidate the situation
better to no avail.

We will conclude this note by giving some excuses again in Section 6, where it is also
shown that the above candidates for Al flows are all MF (and QD) flows.

2 The flow § on Bg/I

We recall B = [[, M,, I = @, My,, and B, = [],, Bn. for some (k,) and (5,) with 3,
a flow on My, . The C*-subalgebra Bg of B is defined as the maximal S-invariant C*-
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subalgebra on which t +— f; is continuous. We first recall the following result concerning
KMS states [12].

Proposition 2.1 Let B = [[)_, My, and I = @, My, for some sequence (k) in N.
Let B, be a flow on My, and let By =11, Bne. Then the flow B on Bg/I has KMS states
for all inverse temperatures.

Proof. Fix an inverse temperature. Each 3, has a unique KMS state w,, on Mj,_ . Extend
wy, to a state w, of Bg by w,(x) = wy(x,) for x = (x,) € Bg, which is a KMS state with
respect to . Let w be an accumulation point of (@, ), which is a KMS state such that
w(/) = 0. Hence one can regard w as a state of Bg/I. Thus  has a KMS state on Bg/I
for any inverse temperature. QED

Let h,, € (My,)sa be such that 3,; = Ad e and Spec(h,) N (—oc, 0] = {0} and let
u, = (e), € Bg/I. Then B, = Aduw, i.e., f; is an inner automorphism for each .
Unless (h,,) is bounded, t — wu; is not continuous.

Proposition 2.2 In the above situation for each ¢ > 0 let
ly(c) = max{b—a—c | [a,b] C Spec(h,) + [0, ]}
Then B is uniformly continuous on Bg/I (i.e., dg is bounded) if and only if

sup lim sup ¢,,(c) < oo.
c>0 n

Proof. Suppose sup,. limsup, ¢,,(¢) = co. For any M > 0 there is a ¢ > 0 such that
limsup,, £,(c) > M. Then there is an infinite subset J of N such that ¢,(c) > M for
n € J. There is a pair a,,b, € Spec(h,) for n € J such that M < b, —a, < M + ¢
and hence there is a partial isometry w, € My, such that f, ,(u,) = eitbn=an)y,  Set
up, =0 for n ¢ J and let u = (u,) € Bg/I, which is in the domain of D(dg) and satisfies
105(w)|| > M. Therefore /5 is not uniformly continuous.

Suppose 0 < g = sup,.olimsup, ¢,(c) < oco. If Spec(S) N (g,00) # O then there is
x € Bg/I such that Specy(z) C [a,b] C (g,00) for some a,b > 0. Then it follows that
Spec(f,) N [a,b] # O for a infinitely many n, which implies that ¢,(b) > a for such n
or limsup,, £,(b) > a > g. This contradiction shows that Spec(8) C [—g,g]; thus 3 is
uniformly continuous. QED

Note that (||h,]|) need not be bounded for 8 to be uniformly continuous.

Proposition 2.3 In the above situation § is approximately inner on Bg/I if and only if
(4n(c)) is bounded for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. Suppose that £,(c) — oo as n — oo for some ¢ > 0. We choose [ay,b,] C
Spec(hy,) + [0, ¢] such that ¢(c) + ¢ = b, — a,. Let pu1,Dn2, ..., Pns, be an increasing
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sequence of eigenvalues of h, such that p,1 = a,, ¢ < ppi — Pniz1 < 2¢, and b, —
2¢ < pps, (< by, — ). Let ez(-f;-),
hnegz) = pnse”. We set

i7

1,7 =1,2,...,5,, be a family of matrix units such that

un= e

=2

which is a partial isometry such that 5, ;(u,) = > ;" e“(”"’i_p"»ifl)egz)_l. Since Specg, (un) C
¢, 2¢], it follows that v = (u,) € Bs.

Suppose that [ is approximately inner. Then there is a net (by) in (Bg/!)s, such that
ds is the graph limit of adib, on Bg/I. Since for any finite-dimensional subalgeba F' of
D(05) one may suppose that adib,|F = dg|F, we impose the condition that adib, = 0
on the three-dimensional subalgebra {uu*, u*u}. Since we are concerned about only u
we assume that (bg) is a sequence. There is a sequence zj, in Bg/I such that z, — u
and ad ibg(zr) — dg(u). By replacing zp by wu*zzu*u and functional calculus we may
suppose that z; is a partial isometry such that z;2; = wu* and 2z{z, = u*u. Let (bgn)n
(resp. (2x.)) be a representative of by (resp. zi) such that by, is self-adjoint and satisfies
ad iby | {unuy,, uyu,} = 0 (vesp. 2z, a partial isometry such that z,2;, = u,u;, and
2k = Unty). Thus we deduce

lin sup [[[bgn; 2k,n] = [, wnl | = [[{bk, 2] + 105 ()]

Since |27, [bk,ns Zkin] = wp [l unl | < bk Zkin] = [P tn]ll + 2k = wal[l| [, un]|l, one
finds, for any € > 0, k and n such that

||z,’;’nbk,nzk7n — ZpnZhnbbn — (w) hpiy, — whuyhy)|| < e
Taking the trace on w)u, V u,u) we obtain that
| Tr(bg nunuy — bg nunn) — Tr(hpuyu;, — hpuhuy,)| < €Tr(w)u, V u,uy,),

which implies that

+1)

Prsn — P — 2|ball < e(w

as the rank of w!u, V u,u) is at most (pns, — Pn1)/c + 1. Since limsup,, ||bgn| = ||bk|]
and lim,,(p, s, — Pna1) = 00, this is a contradiction for e < ¢. Hence f is not Al If
limsup,, £,(c) = oo there is a subsequence (k,) in N such that lim,, ¢, (¢) = co and we
reach the same conclusion.

On the contrary suppose that (¢,(c)) is bounded for all ¢ > 0. Let h, = > . \ip;,
where (p;) is a family of rank-one projections with >, p; = 1. Then the family {\;} is
divided into a few groups such that each group has values in an interval whose length is
at most £, (c) and the neighboring intervals are separated by more than c. We then define
h,(c) in the form ) . Aip; by translating the eigenvalues of h,, in each group by the same
value so that the norm of h,(c) is at most ¢,,(c). Set h(c) = (h,(c)) € Bs. Then it follows
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that ég(x) = adih(c)(z) for x € Bg/I with Specg(x) C (—c,c). This implies that dg is
the graph limit of adih(c) as ¢ — oo. This concludes the proof that 5 is approximately
inner. QED

We recall the following implications for flows on separable unital MF C*-algebras: Al
= MF = KMS; where KMS means the existence of KMS states for all inverse tempera-
tures, which follows from Proposition 2.1l Whether the converse of each implication holds
for simple C*-algebras is not known.

We give two examples, which are taken from the essence of the proof of Proposition
231 The second one is more pertinent (though the C*-algebra is not even prime); the first
one is a simpler version.

Example 2.4 Let T = C*(S) be a Toeplitz algebra, where S is the one-sided shift on a
Hilbert space: S& = &;1q where &, &1, &, - .. 15 a complete orthnormal system of H. Define
a flow o on T by au(S) = €S (which is implemented by the unitary flow Z defined by
Zi&p = e*&,). Then a has a unique KMS state for all inverse temperature X > 0.

Let P =1— SS* and let e,p = S*P(S*) for k,{ = 0,1,2,.... Then (ex,) forms a
family of matrix units and spans an ideal IC of T as a closed linear subspace such that
T/K = C(T) (and ey & = &). And T is a closed linear span of 1, 5%, (S*)*, k € N and
K. Note that a;(er) = e* D¢y, and the induced flow on C(T) is given by translations.
Then the KMS state wy with X > 0 is given by

w,\(ek,k) = €_k)\(1 — €_>\)
and wy(egs) =0 for k # € and wo|K = 0 (and wy(S*) = 0 = wr((S*)*) fork=1,2,...).

The above « is not Al since it does not have a KMS state for A < 0, which follows
from 1 = w)(S*S) = wx(Sax(S*)) = e*wy(SS*) < e*. Tt also follows directly since the
quotient flow on C(T) is not Al. But note that a|K is AL

One can derive w, | as follows:

(k—0)X R

W)\(ek,k) = w,\(ek,eee,k) = w,\(ez,ke_ €k,z) = ,\(ee,z),

which implies that e**wy (e ) is independent of k.
The Toeplitz algebra 7 is not an MF C*-algebra since it has a non-unitary isometry.
The following example gives an example of a flow on an MF C*-algebra.

Example 2.5 Let S be as in the previous example and let U = S*@© S on H S H. Let
A=C*(U). Let b=1-UU=P®0 and P,=1—-UU* =0® P, where P =1— 55"
Let e,(:} = (UHPU" = e, ® 0 and e,(jz = UFP,(U*)! = 0@ ex . The closed linear span
of e,(i)é forms an ideal KC; for i = 1,2 such that KiKe =0 and A/(Ky + K2) = C(T). We
define a flow on A by o (U) = €U (which is implemented by the unitary flow Z* & Z).
Then o has KMS states for all inverse temperature; if X > 0 the KMS state wy satisfies
lwa| Kzl = 1 and if A <0 then [|wa|Ky|| = 1 and wo|KCy + Ko = 0 for X = 0. Note that «
is not approzimately inner since the induced flow on the quotient C(T) is non-trivial.
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To show that the above flow « is an MF flow on A = C*(U), let B =[], My41, Br =
1, But, and u = (u,) € Bg where u, = Y ,_, €xr14 € Myi1 and S, = Ad(zzg ekte 1)
on M, 1. Then it follows that the C*-subalgebra of Bz/I generated by u is isomorphic
to A with f,(u) = e"u. This follows because p; = 1 — u*u = (ep41n41)n and py =
1 —uu* = (e11), are abelian projections in B and (u*)*piu’ = (€p1-kns1-¢)n and
uFpy(u*)® = (e14x.14¢)n are families of matrix units mutually orthogonal in Bg/I.

3 The case F' = M,

We now turn to the examples described in the Introduction; translation-invariant flows
on A=Q,,c; A(m) with A(m) = F and their extensions to A x., Z.
First we give a general result:

Lemma 3.1 Let A be a unital C*-algebra. Let v be an automorphism of A and o an Al
flow on A such that yoy, = ayy. Suppose that there are a sequence (hy,) in Ag, and central
sequences (u,) and (vy,) in U(A) such that

1. oy(x) = lim, Ad e (x) uniformly in t on a bounded interval of R (or equivalently
for each t € R);

2. lim, ||Adu,y(hy,) — byl = 0;
3. limy, ||u, — vpy(v,)*|| = 0.

Then it follows that & is AI on Ax.,Z. Here & is defined by au|A = o and ou|C*(Z) = id,
where C*(Z) is the canonical C*-subalgebra of A X, Z coming from the action of Z.

Proof. Let w, = viu,y(v,), which converges to 1 as n — oo. Then lim, [v}h,v,, w,U] =
0 since [Adv}(h,), w,U] = Advk([hn, Adv,(w,U)]) and Adv,(w,U) = vyw,Uv) =
Vp Wy (0)*U = u,U.

Denote by 4, the generator of a. If x € D(d,,) then there is a sequence (z,) in A such
that lim,, x,, = z and lim,, ad(ih,,)(x,) = d,(z) (coming from the fact that J, is the graph
limit of adih,, see, e.g., [4]). Since (v,) is central we deduce that lim, Adv}(z,) = x
and lim, i[Ad v} (h,), Advi(x,)] = lim, Ad v} (i[h,, z,]) = da(x), which implies that the
graph limit of ad(iv}h,v,) is 0, on A. Thus we conclude that the sequence ad(iv}h,v,)
converges to d, on the *-algebra D, generated by D(d,) and U as a graph limit. Since Dy
is a core for &,, this implies that the graph limit of ad(iv? h,v,) is da; thus Ad eonfnn (1)
converges to ay(x) uniformly in ¢ on every bounded set of R for x € A x, Z, i.e., & is AL
QED

We invoke the following two results on Al derivations, which may not be familiar with
some readers now, to avoid giving the impression the above proof is a little sloppy. Here
we call a derivation § on a C*-algebra A an A derivation if § is the graph limit of ad ih,
for some sequence (h,,) in Ag,. For a sequence in Ay, to define an Al derivation we only
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need to check its possible ’domain’ is dense; and for an Al derivation § to generate a
flow we only need to check whether the range of id + ¢ is dense or not. These results are
essentially found in Sakai’s book [19].

Proposition 3.2 Let (h,) be a sequence in Ay, and define
G={(x,y) e Ax A |z, =z, adih,(z,) = y}.

Suppose that D = {x |Jy € A (x,y) € G} is dense in A. Then G is the graph of a Al
derivation 0; D(0) = D and G = {(z,d(z)) | x € D}.

Proof. Note that G is a closed subspace of A x A such that (z,y) € G implies (z*,y*) € G.
If we have shown that (0,a) € G implies a = 0 then G is the graph of a closed linear map
d with D(§) = D. It is easy to show that ¢ is a derivation.

Note that I = {y € A | (0,y) € G} is a closed ideal of A. Because if y € [ and = € D
then it follows that zy,yz € I. (If a,,x, € A satisfies that a, — 0, adih,(a,) — v,
x, — z, and adih,(z,) — 2z for some z € A, then a,z, — 0 and adih,(a,z,) — yz.)
Since D is dense and [ is a closed subspace, this implies that [ is an ideal.

If I is non-zero there is a y € I such that ||y|| = 1. Hence there is a sequence (z,,) € A
such that z,, — 0 and adih,(x,) — y. We may suppose that x,, = 2. Since D is dense in
A there is, for any small positive € < 1/2, (a,b) € G such that a,b € Ay, and ||a —y|| <,
which entails max Spec(a) = ||a|| > 1 — €. Hence there is a sequence (a,) € Ay, such that
a, — a and adih,(a,) — b. For any A € R it follows that a, + Az, — a; thus there is
a pure state ¢, such that ¢,(a, + Ax,) = ||la, + Az,|| for sufficiently large n. Let ¢, be
an accumulation point of (¢,). Then it follows that ¢,(a) = |la]| and ¢\(b+ \y) = 0,
which follows from ¢,adih,(a, + A\x,) = 0. Hence 0 = ¢ (b + Ay) < ||b|| + Mpa(y) and
oa(y) = dala)+or(y—a) > |la||—|ly—al| > ||a|| —€ > 1—2¢e > 0, which is a contradiction
for A < —||b]| /(1 — 2¢). See the proof of 3.2.9 of [19]. QED

Proposition 3.3 If 0 is an Al derwation in A then it is closed and satisfies
|2+ Ad(2)[| = |lzl], = € D(9),
for all X € R.

Proof. A graph limit is closed if it is well-defined. Suppose that § is the graph limit of
ad th, with h, € As. Let x € D(J) be a positive element. Then there is a sequence
(x,) in Ag, such that z,, — = and adih,(z,) — d(x). Let ¢, be a state of A such
that ¢, (x,) = ||z,| for large n (which exists because ||x,| = max Spec(z,) for large n)
and let ¢ be a weak® accumulation point, which automatically satisfies that ¢(z) = ||z||.
We may suppose that ¢, — ¢; then ¢(0(z)) = lim, ¢, (i[h,, z,]) = 0 because ¢, is a
character when restricted to C*(x,), the C*-algebra generated by x,, i.e., for any positive
x € D(J) there is a state ¢ of A such that ¢(z) = ||z|| and ¢(6(z)) = 0. Let x € D(J)
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and let ¢ be a state of A such that ¢(z*x) = ||z]|*> and ¢d(z*x) = 0. Then if A € R then
O((x + Ad(x))"(x + Ad(2))) = [|l2[* + Ap(0(x)"x + 2°3(x)) + NG (6(x)"0(x)) = [[z]]?, ie.,
|z + Ao(z)]| > ||z||. See 3.2.19 of [19]. QED

Now we consider the situation discussed at the end of Section 1 and we set F' = Mo;
7 is the translation automorphism of A = @), .., A(m) with A(m) = M,. We define

S e My ® M, by
S=) e ®es
i7j

where ¢, ;, 1,7 = 1,2 are a family of matrix units of M. Note that S is a self-adjoint
unitary such that Ad S(r®y) = y®z. Let u,, denote S in A(—n)® A(n+1). Then (u,) is
a central sequence of unitaries and Ad u,, switches A(—n) and A(n+ 1) and does nothing
on the other factors Thus Adu,y cyclically permutes A(—n), A(—n + 1),..., A(n) in
particular. Let v(®) denote the automorphism of the cyclic permutatlon of factors of A,

@ nc—nn AlR), ie., Y™ (A(m)) = A(m + 1) for n < m < n and v (A(n)) = A(—n).
The system (A,,~™) is based on Zg,,1 = Z/(2n + 1)Z in the same way (A, ) is based
on Z. We define a potential ®,, over Za,,; from ® over Z as follows: ®,(A’) = (7™)™(A)
if A = A+m modulo 2n+1 for some A C [—n,,n] and @, (A’) = 0 otherwise. Then ®,, is
y™_invariant over Zg, 1. Let h, be the Hamiltonian over the periodic system (A, y™),

ie.,
By = Z @, (N),

where the sum is taken over all A’ C Z2n+1 and A, is 1dent1ﬁed with A([—n, n]

) C A
Then it follows that Ad e converges to a on A and that v (h,) = Adu,vy(h,) =

(

®

B
By the Rohlin property [I0] of v applied to (u,) we obtain a central sequence (v,) in
U(A) such that [|u, — v,y(v,)*|] = 0. Hence the previous lemma implies that a® is Al
on A x., Z.

More generally one can prove the higher dimensional version. Let d be a positive
integer. Let A(m) = Mj, for each m € Z? and let A = @),,.z4 A(m). We denote by ~ the
action of Z? by translations. If a y-invariant potential ® satisfies that >_ eNAl||®(A)]| < oo
for some A > 0 where the sum is taken over ﬁnite subsets A 3 (0,...,0), or ®(A)’s
mutually commute then one can define a flow a® on A as before [5]. One can also extend
a?® to a flow a@® on the crossed product A x., Z% imposing the condition a;’|C*(Z?) = id.

Theorem 3.4 Let A= @Q),, .50 A(m) with A(m) = My, for some k > 1 and v denote the
action of Z¢ by translations. Let o be the flow associated with a y-invariant potential ®

with |||y < oo for some A > 0, or with ®(A)’s being commuting with each other. Then
a is Al on A x., Z°.

Proof. The case d = 1 was treated in the above.
We concentrate on the case d = 2; The case d > 2 is similar. We also set A(m) = M,
to spare the symbol k.



Let n € N. We identify Zg, 1 with I, = {—n,—n+2,...,n—1,n} and let ®,, be the
potential on Z X Zs, 1 derived from ® by imposing the periodic boundary condition on I,,.
That is, for a finite subset A of Z X Zs,+1 we define ®,,(A) as 7((&) W @A) A CZx T,
satisfies A’ + (0, k) = A (module 2n+ 1 for the second coordinate) and @, (A) = 0 if there
is no such A/, where 4™ is the action of Z x Zg,,1 on A, = ®merZQn*1 A(m). Let a®™
denote the flow on A,, associated with ®,. By regarding A4,, = & A(m) C A and
at(") = id on @,,¢7., A(m) C A, we may suppose that o™ is a flow on A. Then it

follows that o™ (x) converges to af(x) = ay(x) uniformly in ¢ on every bounded set for

all x € A.
Regarding 4, = @.c2(Qez,,,, A((k, ) we apply the argument for the case d = 1.

Let 4™ (resp. 43™) denote the restriction of 7™ to Z x {0} = Z (resp. Zoni1). Note
that 7&") has the Rohlin property even when restricted to (A,,)??, which is a unital simple

AF Cr*-algebra with unique tracial state. To prove the above theorem for d = 2 we will
need the following refinement:

meEZX I,

Lemma 3.5 In the above situation &™ is AT on A, X ) Z.. Moreover there is a sequence
1

(h) in (AY?)s0 and a sequence (wy) in U((A,)Y) such that &\ (z) = lim,, Ad e*hn ()

n

uniformly in t on every bounded set of R for x € A, w,, — 1, and [hy,, w,U] = 0.

Proof. Let S = Z” ij ® ej; in My ® M,. Let m be a large integer and let Si be
the unitary in A(—2m, k) ® A(2m + 1,k) obtained as S above. Let w,, be the unitary
Qrezons 6 Qpez,. ., (A(—=2m, k)@ A(2m+1,k)). Let Hy,, denote the Hamiltonian on
Lyms1 X Loptr, 1€, Hyp = ZACsz+1XZQn+1 ®,, ,,(A) where @, ,, is the potential obtained
from ® by imposing the periodic boundary condition on I,,, X I,,. Then [H,,, u,,U;] = 0,
where U; is the canonical unitary in A X%n) Z. We note that w,, and H,,, belong to
(An)’Yz'

Since the restriction of %n) to (A,)” has the Rohlin property (see [§] and [16]) and
(uy,) is a central sequence in A, there is a sequence (v,,) in U((A,)?) such that ||u,, —
vm'ﬁ") (v:)]| = 0 and (v,) is central in A,. (If we construct vy, in a specific way as in [§]
by using a path connecting 1 to

umfy(um)ff(um) o fyg_l(um) €ebBn A<Im X Z2n+1>/

with £ = m,m — 1, then we would obtain ||um, — vm ™ (v2)]| = O(1/m) and vy, € A(Iy x
Ziont1)'.) Let wp, = v umya,0)(vm) € B, which implies that w,,U; = v} yUvy,. Then
| Wy, —1|| = 0 as m — oo and v}, H,,v,, commutes with w,,U;. Since i[v}, Hy v, v x| =
iAd v, [Hum, x] = 04(x) for x € Ajpe = U, A(Lm X Zont1), we may take (v}, Hp,v,,) for
(h.,) together with (w,,). QED

We identify A,, as the C*-subalgebra A(Z x I,,) of A = A(Z?). Let S; be the unitary
in A(i, —n) ® A(i,n + 1) obtained as S as in the proof of the above lemma. Fix m € N.
We may assume that h,, in Lemma is local, i.e., there is an m’ € N such that
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hpm € A(ly ® I,). Let ¢ be an integer much greater than m’ and let uy denote the
unitary ®ZZ_£ S;. Since h,, € (A,)" and Ad(usUs;) induces fyé") on A, it follows that
[P, u2Us| = 0, where U, is the canonical unitary in A x., 7?2 corresponding to Y(0,1)- Note
that ueya,0)(ue)* = S_0S;, € A{—{, 0+ 1} x {—n,n + 1}), which is central in A as
¢ — oo. Since v(1,0) has the Rohlin property, it follows that there is a unitary v € A
such that [[ugya,0)(u2)* — vy, (v)*|| is of the order 1/(¢ —m') and v € A({—m/, —m/ +
1,...,m'} x I,,)’. Here we construct v by using a path connecting 1 to

wW7Y(1,0) (w)”Y(z,o) (w) Y (e—m’—1,0) (w) = U27Y(t—m’ 0) (u2)*

in A([—€, —m/] x {—n,n+1})U[{+ 1,20 —m/] x {—n,n+1}) etc. with w = usyq,0)(u2)*
Then for z = v*uy we obtain that [h,,, zUs] = [hm, v |usUs + v*[hy, usUs] = 0 and
|2 = v,0)(2)]| is of the order 1/(¢ —m’).

For each n € N we choose sequences (hﬁ,tf)) and (w,(,? )) as in Lemma[3.5l Then we choose
a subsequence (m,) such that ad ih\m) converges to 8, as a graph limit on C* (A Uy) =
Ax, Z C Ax,Z* = C*(A, Uy, Us). In particular wy,, = wﬁ,ff,)b € U(A) satisfies that wy ,, —
1 and ad ihy,, (w1 ,U1) — 0. We will then choose z, in U(A) such that [hﬁ,if,{, 2,Us] =0
and ||z, —va,0)(zn)|| = 0 and (z,) is a central sequence in A. Now we denote K by hy,.

Note that v has the Rohlin property (as an action of Z?% see [I7]). Hence there is a
central sequence (vy,) in U(A) such that ||z, — v, Y01)(vn)*|| = 0 and |lv, — va,0)(vn)]| =
0. Let way, = v}2n,Y(0,1)(vn), Which converges to 1 and satisfies that [v}h,v,, wa,Us] =
[0k b O, U 2, Usvy| = Ad(V)) [, 2,Us] = 0. Note also that [v}h,v,,, viw,Uiv,] — 0 and
viwn Uy, = V3w 170,0)(vn)Ur — Uy (i.e., the choice of v, for z, is done to preserve
the property of near v g)-invariance for Zm). Thus one can conclude that adivh,v,
converges to d, as a graph limit on A x, Z% QED

We will give another proof to the above theorem which seems to work only for the case
d = 1, but which can be extended to F' with non-trivial center. What we did to show that
ais Al on A x., Z was to find a sequence (h,,) in A and a sequence (w,,) in U(A) such that
Adel' — a;on A, [|w,—1]| — 0, and ||Ad w,y(h,)—hy,| — 0. (Whether this is necessary
or not is unknown except for the case F' is a full matrix algebra [14].) What we will do
below is to find, for any € > 0, some N € N and sequences h,, = (hpn0, n1,- -, Ao n—1)
with h,; € Ase and wy, = (Wy0, W1, - -, Wo n—1) With w,; € U(A) such that Ad i —
ar on A, |lw,,; — 1| < €, and ||Adw,y(hni) — hnital| < € with by ny = hpmpo. Here
N should be such that there is a sequence of projections e, g, €n1,...€, -1 In A such
that >, e,; = 1, ||v(eni) — €nit1]] — 0 with ey = eg, and (e, ;)’s are central sequences.
Then by setting h, = Y, €mihyi€m; and w, the unitary part of > . w, v(e,;) ~ 1 for
sufficiently large n and then large m we would obtain that Ad e ~ oy, ||w, — 1] < €,
and ||[Ad w,y(h,) — hy|| < € thus we will be reduced to the first case.

We first assume that ® is a finite-range potential, i.e., there is a constant r such that
if A C Z has two points k, ¢ such that |k — ¢| > r then ®(A) = 0; the minimum of such r
will be called the range of ®.
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Let ko € N such that N = 2k > 2r. For k # ( let S(k, () denote the self-adjoint
unitary S in A(k) ® A(€); Ad S(k, () switches A(k) and A(¢). Let

2N
V=]]S(="TN+i,N+i),

i=1

which is a self-adjoint element whose adjoint action switches A[—=7N +1, —5N] and A[N +
1,3N]. Let E be the projection with V = €™ and set u = /2N ¢ A[-7N + 1,3N],
which satisfies ||u — 1|| < 7/2N.

For k € Z let

= d(A)
A

where the summation is taken over all A with AN (—o0,k] # 0 and AN[k+1,00) # 0,
i.e., W (k) denotes the interaction between the two regions (—oo, k] and [k + 1,00). We
set w(k) = W (k)/2N. Note that v(w(k)) = w(k + 1).

We set

ho = H-5N +1,-3N]+ H[-3N + 1,3N| = H[-5N + 1,3N] — W(—=3N).
Then we define

hy = y(u)y(ho + w(=3N) — w(N))~y(u)*
= y(u) (y(ho) + w(=3N + 1) — w(N + 1)) y(u)*

which belongs to A[—7N+2, 3N+1] and satisfies that ||hy—(u)y(ho)y(uw)*|| < 2||W(0)||/2N.
We further define

ha =7 (w)y (hy + (W) (W(=3N + 1) = w(N + 1))y(u)*)7* ()’
= 7*(u)*(v*(ho) 4+ 2w(—=3N + 2) — 2w(N + 2))7*(u)

Then it follows that hy € A[—TN+3,3N+2] and ||he—~2(u)y(h1)y*(u)*]| < 2||W(0)]|/2N.
Similarly we define hy, k= 3,4,...,2N by the relation

hie = Ady* (u) (y(hi-1)) = Ady* (@) (w(=3N + k) — w(N + k))
which amounts to
hie = 7 () (1 (o) + k(<3N + k) — k(N + k))7* ()",
Then hsoy equals to hy because

v N(u)*X(v*¥ (ho) + W (=N )2N<u
7 Mw)*™ (H[-3N +1,5N] — W( ))2()
= *N(V)(H[-3N +1,3N] 4+ H[3N + 1,5N])y*¥

= H[-5N + 1,—3N] + H[-3N +1,3N].

han
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Let € > 0 and note that N = 2. By using the Rohlin property of 7, let e, €1, . . ., ean_1 be
a family of projections in A such that > .e; =1, ; € A[=7TN,5N/, and ||y(e;) —ei11] <€

with eany = 9. We set
IN-1

h = Z hiei
1=0

2N—-1

v=">_ " u)(e).

i=0
Note that ||v — 1|] < 7/2N. Since h;,y(h;), 7' (u) € A[-7N,5N] it follows that

and

2N—1 2N-1
1h = oy (Ao | < Y Mhisrein = hapay(e)ll + 11D (hapr — ¥+ (@) y(ha)y™ (u) )y (e |
i=0 1=0

< (Z [hisalDe + W (O)[|/N.

By choosing N sufficiently large and then choosing e sufficiently small one would obtain
that ||[h, vU]|| = ||h — vy(h)v*|| = 0. Since ad(ih) equals §oe on A[—N +1+7r, N —r], we
can obtain the conclusion of Theorem [3.4] for a finite-range ® in the case d = 1.

In general we approximate ® by finite-range ®,, defined as ®,,(A) = ®(A) if dim(A) < n
and = 0 otherwise, where dim(A) = max{|k—/| ; k,¢ € A}. Then we reach the conclusion
since @ — ag

4 The case F' = M; & M,

As a typical non-factor case we will consider the case F' = M, & My; the arguments below
will be similar if F' contains more than two factors. Since the values of £ and ¢ do not
affect the arguments below up to the last point we will assume F' = My & Mj to free the
symbols k, ¢ for other uses.

The center of A = ), ., A(n) with A(n) = F is non-trivial, which we naturally
identify with the continuous functions on X =[], .,{2,3}. We denote by 7 the translation
automorphism of A.

Suppose that we are given a ~-invariant finite-range potential ® for A; we denote by
a® the flow on A induced from ® and by §® the generator of a®. Let r be the range of
®. Then for it follows that for x € A[—N, N]

P(x)=i Y [®(A)4]
AC[—N—r,N+r]

and 0% is the closure of the restriction of 6% to Aj. = Jy A[—N, N].
Let N € N be such that N > r. We will identify X with [[,_, Y; with ¥; = {2,3}*N =
H_N<jSN{2,3} by sending x € X to y = (y;) with y; = (Zanit;)-n<j<n. Let M € N be
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much larger than 22V which is the cardinality of Y;. (If F' contains three factors then M
should be much larger than 32V.)
Fix = (2x)-m<k<m € [1_yrcpens Ve Foreach y € Y = {2,3}*" let

I,={k| —M<k<M, x, =y}

When I, is non-empty we will construct a directed graph whose vertices are elements of I,
and whose directed edges or arrows are specified only by sources and targets. Let Iy = I,
and Jy = I, and we draw an arrow from an element of I, to another of .J; in the following
way. Take a pair of k € Iy and ¢ € .Jy such that

4<k—-0< M.

If there are more than one such pairs we choose one with £ maximal and then ¢ maximal
and draw an arrow from k£ to ¢. If none, we stop here, i.e., our directed graph has
only vertices I, and no arrows. We then apply the same procedure to I, = I, \ {k}
and J; = I, \ {¢}, ie., if there are more than one pairs k € I; and ¢ € J; such that
4 < k — ¢ < M then we choose one with maximal k£ and then with maximal ¢ and draw
an arrow from k to £. If none we stop here. If we have drawn an arrow we apply the same
procedure to I = I1 \ {k} and Jo = J; \ {¢} until there are no such pairs k € I; and ¢ € J;
for some ¢; if it stops after defining I; and J; we have drawn ¢ arrows among the points in
I,,. Each point in I, has at most one arrow leaving it and at most one arrow targeting it.

We claim that B ={k € I, | k > 0, k is not a source} C {1,2,..., M} has at most
four points. Suppose that B has more than four points and let k;, + = 1,2,...,m be the
enumeration of B in descending order with m > 4. Since M > ki — k5 > 4, the reason
why we do not have an arrow from k; to k5 must be that ks is already the target of an
arrow starting from some kg > k;. Then since ky > ki; > ko > k3 > k4, the inequality
ko — k4 > 4 shows that k, is the target of an arrow leaving k_; > ky. We continue this
way ad infinitum; if k,_5 is introduced as the source of the arrow to k,,, the reason why
no arrow exists from k,_5 to k,_; must be that k,_; is already the target from an arrow
leaving from k,,_¢ > k,_5. This is absurd since we are dealing with a subset of integers
between 1 and M.

We also claim that B’ = {k € I, | k < 0, k is not a target} has at most four points.
Suppose that B’ has more than four points and let k;, i = 1,2, ..., m be the enumeration
of B’ in descending order with m > 4. Since k; — k5 > 4 the reason ks is not the target
of an arrow from k; is that the arrow from k; has landed on ¢ with ks < ¢ < k; and
0 # ko, ks, ky. Let Sy = {{, ko, k3, k4}. Then the maximum ¢; of S; is greater than ks at
least by 4. The reason why ks is not the target of an arrow from ¢; is that the arrow
from ¢; must have landed on a value greater than kj, which is none of Sy \ {¢,} (since ¢ is
already a target and ko, k3, k4 are not targets). Let Sy denote the union of S; \ {¢/;} and
the singleton consisting of the target of /1. Then the maximum /5 of Sy is greater than ks
by at least 4. Since no elements of Sy can be a target of ¢, we again obtain the target of
an arrow from /5, which is greater than k5. By adding this element to Sy \ {¢2} we define
S3 and continue this argument ad infinitum to reach a contradiction.
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Note that [—~M, M] is the union I, over y € [[y_,<n{2,3} and we take the union of
the directed graphs based on I, over all y € Y.
We denote by e(x) the central projection of A corresponding to

€T = (xk)_MSRSM € H Yi = H {27 3}
—M<k<M —(2M+1)N<i<(2M+1)N
being regarded as a cylinder set of X. We specify
ho(x) € ( X A(n))e(x) C Ae(x)
—(2M+1)N<n<(2M+1)N

by first giving h(k) € @ y_jon ACNEk+j), k=—-M,-M +1,...,0,... M as follows:
If k < —2 is a target, then set h(k) = 0; if k < —2 is not a target then

_ M+k

M -2

if k=-2,—1,0,1set h(k) = H[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1)N|; if k£ > 2 is a source and if its

target is greater than or equal to —2, set h(k) = 0; if £ > 2 is a source but if its target is
smaller than —2, set h(k) = H[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1)N]; if £ > 2 is not a source then

M-k
M =2

hk) H[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1)N];

h(k)

H[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1)N).

With those h(k) we define
ho(z) = (1Y h(k) + W(=N) + W(N))e(x),

which has the right Hamiltonian in [-3N + 1,3N]. (The idea is the following: If £ < —2
is a target the Hamiltonian, h(k), on [(2k —1)N + 1, (2k + 1) N] will be inherited from the
source; otherwise we have to build it up a bit by a bit as k increases. This inheritance
occurs when k = —2. For k = —2,—1,0,1 we assign the right Hamiltonian to h(k); If
k > 2 is not a source we have to diminish h(k) a bit by a bit as k increases. Otherwise
h(k) will be transferred to the target when it is —2.)

Note that the number of {k |2 < k < M, h(k) # 0} (resp. {k|—M <k < =2, h(k) #
0}) is at most 4 - 2%V and hy(z) depends only on zp, —(M —1) <k <M —1as h(-M) =
0=h(M) and h(k), —M < k < —2 depends on xy, —M <k+4<{¢<k+ M < M and
h(k), 2 <k < M dependson —M <k—M <{(<k—-4< M.

We denote by E_(x) the sum of H[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1) N] over the k < —2 which
are not targets. We also denote by E, (z) the sum of H[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1)N]| over
the k > 2 which are not sources. Note that ||Ey(x)|| < 4-22V||H[-N + 1, N]||. Letting
C =73 x50 I2(X)]| < [|®]lx < 0o one has the estimate ||H[—-N + 1, N]|| < 2NC. Thus it
follows that

|Ex(x)]| <8-22VNC.
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If there is an arrow from ko € [1, M — 3] to —3 then let

2N
V=]][S(-7N +i,(2k — )N +1i),

i=1

which is a self-adjoint unitary whose adjoint action switches A(—7N + ¢) and A((2ko —
1)N +14) for i = 1,2,...,2N simultaneously. Let E be the projection with V' = ¥ and
set u = e™E/2N € A[-TN + 1, (2k + 1)N], which satisfies that ||u — 1|| < 7/2N. If there
is no arrow to —3 then we set u = 1. We denote by v the right shift homeomorphism of
X and by

(z) € II {2,3}

—(2M+1)N+1<k<(2M+1)N+1

the right shift of € [[_ 41 ver<@mrn{2: 3} We define

hi(v(x)) € ( & A(n))(e(x))
—(2M+1)N+1<n<(2M+1)N+1
as follows:
hi(v(x)) — Ady(u)y(ho())
= Ad(0) (=g (- (@) = Eola)) + 5 V(=N + 1) = WN + 1)s(e(a).

Then one computes:

I ((2)) — Ads(u)(o(a) | < S 25 4 IO

Thus for a suitable choice of N and M the right hand side can be made arbitrarily small.
In general we define

hi (" (2)) € ( X A(n))7*(e())

—(2M+1)N+k<n<(2M~+1)N+k

for k € [1,2N] such that

hi (7" (@) — Ady* (u)y (-1 (7" (2)))

= A 0 (g (B (0) = Ew) + 5V (<3N ) = W(N )1 ela).

Then hy(v*(z)) — Ady*(u)*+*(ho(z)) equals

k

IN(M —2) Q)Vk(E—(x) — Bo(w)) + o (W(=3N + k) — W(N + k)))VE (e(2)).

Adv* (u)*( S
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Eventually hoy(7?Y (z)) equals
1
M —2
which is > ho(y)y* (e(z)) with the sum taken over y € []_ MDN<is(

Ady* ()9 (ho(w) + (E-(2) — B+ (2)) + W(=3N) = W(N))y** (e()),

v 12,3} such

2M+
that g; = 7iaw, —(@M + )N +2N < i < (2M + DN or e(y)r?™ (e(x)) # 0
The reason is as follows: If —3 is not a target then v =1 and h(—3) = =2 H[-7N +
1, —5N]. Hence we deduce that
1
Z h(k N) 4 W(N) + 17 (B-(2) — By (2)) + W(=3N) — W(N))
Z W (k (=N) + W (N),
—M+1

where h’(k) belongs to A[(2k — 1)N + 1, (2k + 1)N] and is the h(k) for v*¥(z) in place
of z. Note that h'(k) appears as the 2N-shift of a modification of h(k — 1), which is
accommodated by (E_(z) — E4(z))/(M —2). If =3 is a target, then there is an arrow
from ko(< M —3) to —3, and v*V (u)*N = 4N (V') whose adjoint action switches A[—5N +
1, —3N] and A[(2ko+1)N+1, (2ko+3)N]. Since h(ky) = H[(2ko—1)N+1, (2ko+1)N] and
h(—3) = 0 we deduce that h'(—2) = H[—-3N +1, —N], which is inherited from v* (h(ky)).
The other terms are dealt with in the same way as above.

Since haon (v*M () = 30 ho(y)y*" (e(w)) over all y € H—(2M+1)N<i§(2M+1)N{273} it

follows that
S han (12 (@) = 3 ho(a)

We shall formulate the above arguments as follows.

Proposition 4.1 Let F be a finite-dimensional C*-algebra and let A = Q),,., A(n) where
A(n) = F. Let 7y denote the right-translation automorphism of A and let ® be a -
invariant finite-range potential for A. Then for any ¢ > 0 and K € N there is an
Ny € N satisfying: For any N > Ny there are hy € (Ape)sa and ux € U(Ape) for
k=0,1,2,..., N —1 such that ||hxs1 — Adugy(hy)|| < € with hy = ho, ||ux — 1| <€, and
Ad(ihy) = 0% on A([-K,K]) for all k =0,1,...,N — 1.

In the above argument with F' = My@® M3 we set h; = > h;(x) where the summation is
over all € [ oprs 1yvere@arinni2s 3} and u; = y"*1(u) for i = 0,1,2,...,2N —1. Then
if N and M are sufficiently large, the families h;,u;, ¢ = 0,1,2,...,2N — 1 satisfy the
condition ||h;y1—Adu;y(hi)|| < efori=0,1,2,...,2N—1 and the condition Ad(ih;) = §®
on A[—N +1r+1, N —r]) where r is the range of ®. This argument can be generalized to
cover an arbitrary F'.

In our previous arguments there are 2N of h;’s, which comes from choosing [-N+1, N]
as a basic interval, which has 2N points. We could choose as the basic interval an arbitrary
interval of Z of any length if it contains [— Ny + 1, Ny| for a sufficiently large Ny.
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Theorem 4.2 Suppose that F = M, ® Fy with k > 1 and F; finite-dimensional in the
situation of Proposition [{.1. Let ® be a y-invariant potential such that | @], < oo or
®(A)’s commute with each other. Then a® is AI on A x., Z.

In this case v has the cyclic Rohlin property, i.e., for any n € N and € > 0 there is a
sequence e, €1, . . ., egn_1 of projections in A such that ) . e; = 1 and [|y(e;) —e;11]| < € for
i=0,1,...,k" =1 with e;» = ¢9. We may suppose that e;’s are local, i.e., e; € A[—K, K|
for some K. By replacing e; by vZ(e;) with L large we can suppose that e;’s commute
with any finite number of local elements.

By Proposition [4.Ilfor any € > 0 and K € N one can choose h;, u;, i =0,1,2,...,k"—1
as specified there. We choose projections e;, ¢ = 0,1,2,...,k™ — 1 as in the above
paragraph such that e;, v(e;) commute with h;, u; for all ¢, j. Then we set

h:Zhiei, u:Zun(el)

Then h is self-adjoint, ||u — 1| is small, ad(ih) = d, on A[—K, K], and ||h — Aduy(h)| <
S i llleisr —(e) ||+ max; || hip1 —Ad w;y(hy)|| which can be assumed arbitrarily small.

Corollary 4.3 Let F' be a simple AF C*-algebra such that [1] € Ky(A) is divided by an
integer k > 1 and let A = @Q),,., A(m) with A(m) = F. Let ® be a y-invariant potential
in A such that |||y < oo for some X > 0 or ®(A)’s commute with each other, which
generates a flow a® on A. Then a® is AI on A X, Z.

5 The case of no interactions

The arguments in the previous section are just good enough to show that the flow & on
A %, Z induced by o on A is Al in the case A = ), F' with F' = M), or M), ® F for
k > 2. The flows on A defined through potentials are actually continuously Al and the
question remains of whether @ is also continuously AI. We shall show in this section the
flows defined through potentials of no interaction (between different lattice points) induce
continuously Al flows on A X, Z; the proof is a bit more elaborate but based on the similar
idea as before.

We say the potential ® on A = @), F has no interactions if &(X) = 0 for X containing
more than one elements. In this case the flow « is defined as a; = @, Ad e for some
h = h* € F. To make things look a bit more non-trivial we will later assume that F' is
a UHF algebra and A(m) = I for all m € Z and set A = ),,., A(m), which is again a
UHF algebra. We denote by 7 the action of Z on A by translations as before and we let
B be an Al flow on F' and define a flow a on A by @), 5. Our aim is to show that if j is
continuously Al then so is the extension @ of a to a flow on A x, Z.

First of all we prove the following:
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Proposition 5.1 Let A = Q),,., A(m) with A(m) = My, for some k > 2 and let v be
the action of Z on A by translations. Let h € My such that h = h* and h,, € A(m) be
a copy of h and define a flow o on A by oy = lim,,_,oo Adexpit{d " _  hy}. Then the

extension & to a flow on the crossed product A X, Z is continuously Al, where ou|A =
and a,(U) = U with U the y-implementing unitary of A x., Z.

Define a unitary S € M ® M, by S = Z” eij ® ej; where e;;, 1,7 =1,2,...,k are a
family of matrix units. Since S is a self-adjoint unitary the determinant of S is 1 or —1.
(Actually det(S) = (—1)**=1/2) We denote by S(m,n) the S sitting in A(m) ® A(n).

We will choose an increasing sequence (V;) of positive integers. For each i we define

U; = S(Ni—i-l + 1, Ni+1)S(Ni+1, Ni+1 — ].) ce S(NZ + 2, Nz + ].)S(NZ + ]_, _Nz)
in A[—Nip1, —N;]® A[N; + 1, N;y1 + 1] C A. Since u; is a product of an odd number of S,
if k& is odd then det(u;) = det(S) in this matrix subalgebra. (If £ is even then det(u;) = 1.
Note that u; is regarded as a matrix of degree k* for £ = 2(N;;; — N; +1). ) Then Ady;
sends A(m) to A(m — 1) for m € [N; + 2, Niy1 + 1] U [Ny + 1, —N;] and A(N; + 1) to
A(—=N;) and A(—Ni41) to A(Niy1 + 1). Note also that Ad u; fixes each element of A(m)
for m € [-N; + 1, N;]. Namely Adu;y acts trivially on

A[—NZ‘+1, _Nz — 1] & A[NZ + 1, Ni—l—l]
and acts as a shift to the right on
A(—OO, _Ni—i-l - ]_] & A[—Ni+1 + ]_, OO)

and cyclically on
A[=N;, N

respectively. Let A = (\,)nez be such that A\, =1 for n € [-N;, N;] and A\, = 0 for n ¢
[—Nit1, Nip1] and let H(X\) = > A\phy, where h, = h € A(n). Since y(H(N)) = > A\hnt1s
it follows that

Adun(H(N) = H.

Let H; = Z_Ni<n<Ni hyn. Weset Hi(s) = (1—s)H;+sH;11,s € [0, 1], which is a continuous
path from H; to H;,; such that Adu;y(H(s)) = H(s).

Since Adw;y(H;11) = Adu1y(H;tq), it follows that ufu; 1 commutes with v(H;yq).
By computation Ad(ufuy1) cyclically permutes the factors

A(m), m € [=Nip1 + 1, =N;J U [N; + 1, Niyy + 1]
upward and the factors
A(m), m € [~Niya, =Nip1] U [Nig1 + 2, Niyo + 1]
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backward, respectively. Thus it follows that u}u;; is the tensor product of two matrices,
each of which is a direct sum of permutation matrices. Regarding v u,; as an element of

B; = ® A(m)

me[—N;q2,—N;JU[N;+1,N; y2+1]

we obtain det(ufu;1 1) = 1 and a self-adjoint operator L; € B; such that [|L;]] < 1,
Tr(L;) = 0, and ufu;,; = €™, We define a path s — u;(s) = w;e™ L from u; to uiy; its
length is at most 7 and det(u;(s)) = det(u;) and Ad u;(s)y(H;+1) = Hiy1. One can apply
the Rohlin property of v to the central sequence (u;(s)) of unitary paths for a suitably
chosen (NV;). In the proof we invoke the following lemmas. (What we need for applying
the Rohlin property is that any ~-cocycle of s — u;(s) in C[0,1] ® A be connected to 1
by a unitary path of length at most a certain value, say 27 + 1.)

Lemma 5.2 In the unitary group U = U(C|0, 1]@ M,,) let Uy be the set of u € U such that
each u(s) has n distinct eigenvalues for all s € [0,1]. Then Uy is dense in U. Moreover
{u ey | Vs det(u(s)) =1} is dense in {u €U | Vs det(u(s)) = 1}.

Proof. Probably this is well-known; see Lemma 3.3 of [2] for example. For any u € U and
€ > 0 there is a continuous function A : [0, 1] — (M,)s, such that ||u(s) — €| < e. We
may suppose that h(s) has n distinct eigenvalues. If det(u(s)) = 1 then ™) ~ 1 if ¢
is sufficiently small (depending on n). If f(s) = Tr(h(s)) — 2xk is small for some k € Z
we replace h(s) by h(s) — f(s)/n. Then s — v(s) = ¢”*) approximates u and satisfies
that det(v(s)) = 1. QED

Lemma 5.3 Let u € Uy be such that det(u(s)) = 1. Then there is a continuous function
from [0, 1] into the self-adjoint elements of M, such that u(s) = ™) and ||h(s)| < 2=
for s € [0,1]. Hence u can be connected to 1 in U(A @ C|0,1]) of length at most 2.

Proof. Setting h(0) = —ilogu(0) properly insures that Tr(h(0)) = 0. Let Ao =
max Spec(h(0)) and A, = min Spec(h(0)). Since the gap on Spec(u(0)) between eirmes
and e?min persists when s moves from 0 to 1, one can continuously define h(s) =
—ilogu(s). Since Tr(h(s)) € Z and s — Tr(h(s)) is continuous it follows that Tr(h(s)) =
0, which implies the gap never includes 1, showing ||h(s)|| < 27. The last statement
follows by defining a path u;, t € [0,1] in U(A ® C[0,1]) by us(s) = ). QED

Let £ € N and let ugk)(s) = w;(8)y(ui(s)) - - -v*(us(s)), which is a y-cocycle in A ®
C[0,1]. What we need in applying the Rohlin property of v to a sequence (u;(s)) is
(k)

7

(s) with 1, which form a central sequence
as 1 — oo and k = k; — oo for some (k;). Since det(ugk)(s)) is independent of s and ugk)(s)
is in a finite type I subfactor of A, which form a central sequence for a fixed k, we can

find the desired paths for a sufficiently rapidly increasing (N;).

continuous paths in U (A x C[0, 1]) connecting u
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Thus we choose sequences (z;(s)) and (v;(s)) of paths in the unitary group of A such
that u;(s) = vi(s)*zi(s)y(vi(s)), maxs ||zi(s) — 1|| = 0, and (v;(s)) is a central sequence.
Let H](s) = vi(s)H;(s)vi(s)*. Then Ad z;(s)v(H/(s)) = H!(s). Note that

wir1 = v (1)"2(1)y(vi(1)) = v341(0)*2i41(0)y(vi11(0)),

and
Hi(1) = vi(1)Hitavi(1)" and H{,,(0) = vi41(0) Hiy10i41(0)".

Lemma 5.4 For any € > 0 and any finite subset F of A there exists a 6 > 0 and a
finite subset G of A with the following properties: Let u,vy,ve be unitaries of A such
that u,v;,y(v;) are in a finite type I subfactor of A such that ||v;uy(vy) — 1|| < 0 and
[z, vi]l| <6, x € G fori=1,2. Then for any H = H* € A there are paths ((s), s € [0, 1]
and v(s), s € [0,1] of unitaries in A such that (0) =1, ||((s)H((s)*—H|| <€, v(0) = vy,
U(l); v2C(1), Jlu(s)uy(v(s)”) =1l <€, and |[[z,v(s)]| < € and |[[z,((s)]|| < € for any
xr e JS.

Proof. We shall indicate how to prove this lemma. Suppose that we have chosen § > 0
and G with G* = G. Since ||vjv(v;) — u|| < 20 it follows that |vev] — y(vev])|| < 26.
Since ||[z,v;]]] < ¢ it also follows that ||[z,vov]]|| < 29, = € G. That is, vyv] is almost
~v-invariant and central.

We define k € A;, by functional calculus such that ||k|| ~ 0 and

vaviy (va0})" = €.

Let 7 denote the unique tracial state of A. If 7(k) = 0 we set ((s) = 1; otherwise we
choose a sufficiently central path ((s) of unitaries in a finite type I subfactor of A (which
commutes with the finite type I subfactor containing u, v;, y(v;)) such that ~v({(1)) ~ ¢(1)
and the self-adjoint &’ of small norm with e*" = ¢(1)v(¢(1)*) satisfies 7(k') = —7(k),
which implies that the k obtained by replacing vy by v5((1) above satisfies that 7(k) = 0.
(The existence of such ((s) follows from the Rohlin property of «; the centrality of {(s)
is assured independently of v;.) Let h € A,, be such that vo((1)v; = e and ||h|| < 27
and remember that e* = ethe=(M),

Let w(s) = e®he~#1(Me=isk 5 € [0,1]. Since w(0) = w(1) = 1 we regard w(s), s € [0, 1]
as a unitary in C(T) ® A whose K class is trivial as 7(k) = 0. Thus one can apply the
Rohlin property to w(s) to obtain a unitary r» € C[0,1] ® A such that r(0) = r(1) =
1, w(s) ~ r(s)*y(r(s)), or [|r(s)eih — ~(r(s)ei")e’*|| ~ 0 and the centrality of r(s)
is determined by the one of w(s) and the degree of the above approximation. Hence
wy : s € [0,1] = r(s)e™" is an almost y-invariant path from 1 to vy¢(1)v;. Note that
v : s+ w(s)v is a path from wy(0)v; = vy to r(1)e™ = va¢(1)vf and v(s)*y(v(s)) =
viwy(s) y(wi(s)or) = viy(vr) = u. QED

By applying the above lemma we connect H;(1) and H; ,(0) as follows. For u =
uit1,v1 = v;(1), and ve = v;41(0) we find ((s),v(s) as above; in particular v(0) = v;(1),
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v(1) = v;41(0)¢(1). Then the path v(s)H;11v(s)* goes from

H(1) to 01 (0)C(1) Hir (1) visa (0)°

which is connected by the inverse path of v;y1(0)¢(s)H;11¢(s) v;11(0)* to
i1 (0)Hit10341(0)" = Hi/+1(0)’

Defining z(s) &~ 1 by v(s)*z(s)y(v(s)) = w1 we have that Ad z(s)y(v(s)Hipqv(s)*) =
v(s)H;11v(s)*, where z(0) = vyu;1y(v1)* = (1) and 2(1) = v (1)u;417(v2C(1))*. Since
we can assume that ((s) can be arbitrarily central we may assume that ((s)H;+1((s)* =
H; 1 with an arbitrary precision. Hence we may assume that

Ad z(1)7y(v2l(s) Hit1C(s) v3) = vaC(s) Hita((s) vy

Then we have, at s = 0, the end of path, that

Adz(1)y(H{1(0)) = H},1(0) = Ad 211(0)y(H 1, (0)).

Since both z(1) and z;,1(0) are close to 1 we find h = h* such that z;,1(0)z(1)* = " and
(7, v(H[,1(0))]]] & 0. Thus the path w : s — ¢*"2(1) in a small vicinity of 1 satisfies that
Ad v( )v(H/,1(0)) =~ H{,,(0). Thus by connecting the paths H/(s) we have obtained a
long path H(s) such that oy (z) = lim,_ o, Ad ) (2) and ||Ad 2(s)y(H(s))— H(s)|| = 0
for some function z : s — U(A) with ||z(s) — 1] = 0. (We have chosen z(s) to be
continuous; but this is not necessary and can be assumed automatically as above.) This
concludes the proof of Proposition 5.1

Theorem 5.5 Let 3 be a flow on a UHF algebra F' and define a flow o on A = @), ., A(m)
with A(m) = F by oy = Q),,cz B~ Let & denote the extension of o to a flow on the crossed
product A x., Z. If a is continuously Al then so is &.

Since F'is a UHF algebra there is an increasing sequence F;, of C*-subalgebras such
that 14 € F,,, F,, = My, for some k, € N, and the union of F}, is dense in A. Since
is continuously Al there is a continuous function h from [0, 00) into A, such that §; =
lim,_,00 Ad €) uniformly in ¢ € [~1,1]. By changing & slightly and reparameterizing s
we may suppose that h(s) € F, for s <n. We also assume that h(0) = 0.

To prove that & is continuously Al we recall how we proved it in the case h(s) is just
constant h. Let H; = ) .. <y, hm Where hy, is hin A(m) for m € Z and (IV;) is a certain
increasing sequence in N. Define H( )=H;+(s—i)(Hiz1—H;) = (i+1—s)H;+(s—i)H; 11
when i < s < i+ 1. Then o = limg ,o, Ad ™) on A = &, A(m). We have chosen a
sequence (u;) and (v;), (2;) such that z; ~ 1 and u; = v} zy(v;) (associated with N;) and
defined H'(s) = v;H(s)vy, 1 < s < i+ 1. Then H'(s) is not continuous at s = i + 1.
To remedy this we have chosen an appropriate path wu;(s),0 < s < 1 from u; to u;yq
and obtain v;(s), z;(s) ~ 1 such that u;(s) = v;(s)*z;(s)y(vi(s)) with v;(0) = v; and
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2i(0) = z; and define a path Hy(s) = v;(s)H;11v;(s)* from H'(i + 1 —0). But H(1)
is still not equal to H'(i + 1 4+ 0) because we did not place the condition v;(1) = v;41
(though v;(1)*y(v;(1)) = wiy1 = vy 17(vit1). (What we actually did was a bit different
from this; we combined these two processes.) So we have chosen anther path v(s) from
v;(1) to v;41¢(1) where ((s) is a sufficiently central path starting from 1. We have defined
Hy(s) = v(s)Hizqv(s)* and Hs(s) = v41¢(1 — s)H;11((1 — s)*vy,;. We have inserted
Hi(s), Ha(s), H3(s) between H'(i +1 —0) and H'(i + 1+ 0).

In the present case u; will depend not only on N;, N;;; but also on F,, where in
particular Ad ul(-")v should be trivial on

Fo[=Nig1, —N; = 1] ® F,[N; + 1, Nip;

so let us write u™ instead of u;. We define

7

H(s)= > hn(s)+ Y,  ha(li+1)(s—1)€ ® F,
Im|<Ni N;i<|m|<Nit1 —Nij1

for i < s < i+ 1; then it follows that Adugi)v(H(s)) = H(s) fori < s < i+ 1.
Then by taking uz@ instead of u; we can proceed just as before. What we really need is
det((ugi))*ugfll)) = 1in Fj41[—Niy2, —N;]® F;11[N; 4+ 1, N;1o + 1], which follows as before.
We will then obtain a self-adjoint L; € Fji1[—Nio, —N;] @ Fi11[N; + 1, Niyo + 1] such

that (ugl))*ugfll) = el and || L;]| < 2.

6 Concluding Remarks

Let B be a unital nuclear C*-algebra and let A(k) = B for all k € Z. If Ky(B) is not
of rank 1 then the shift automorphism v on A = &), ., A(k) is not approximately inner
(because v acts on Ky(A) in a non-trivial way). If [1] is not divisible by any positive
integer > 1 in Ky(B) then v does not have the cyclic Rohlin property which was used
in a crucial way for proving a is Al. Let ® be a ~v-invariant potential in A such that
|®|[x < oo for some A > 0 or ®(A)’s commute with each other. Then, as in the case B is
finite-dimensional, one can define a flow a® on A based on ®.

Proposition 6.1 In the above situation suppose that B is quasi-diagonal. Then the flow
@

a® is quasi-diagonal on A x., Z.

Proof. We may assume that ® has finite range. For a positive integer n let A, =
®k€Z2n+1 A(k), the tensor product of 2n+ 1 copies of B. Let ®,, be the potential obtained
from ® by imposing the periodic boundary condition on {—n, —n+1,...,0,1,2,... ,n—1}.
The flow a®" defined on A, is inner and so is MF (as A, is MF). The same is true for
the flow a® on A, X, Zon1 (as A, X, Zayi1 is MF), where 7, is the natural action
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of Zani1 on A,. We obtain a continuous field of flows on N U {oo} by associating a®" to
n € N and @ to oo by associating continuous fields of operators with Cyo(Z, A). (Here
Ap X, Loy is identified with C({—n, —n+1,...,n}, @<, A(k)) C Co(Z, A). See the
proof of Proposition 4.1 of [14] for details.) Since the flows over N are MF it follows from
Proposition 3.8 of [14] that the flow on oo is MF. Since A X, Z is nuclear we conclude
that a® is QD. QED

Our aim was to show two things; The flows could be QD (quasi-diagonal) without
being Al (approximately inner) and Al without being continuously Al (or asymptotically
approximately inner) for simple (or technically simple) C*-algebras. To achieve them we
considered an extension of an Al flow to a crossed product. But we failed because we
could not come up with a new way of disproving Al or continuous Al and ended up to
give a new class of Al flows. There is still a possibility that the approach may not be
futile.

There was one more thing we wanted to prove; non-Al flows (or non-MF flows) could
satisfy the KMS condition (the existence of KMS states for all inverse temperatures)
for a simple C*-algebra, which still eluded our grasp. We presented a non-simple (even
non-prime) example based on a flow on the Toeplitz algebra.
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