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STABLY PROJECTIONLESS FRAISSE LIMITS

BHISHAN JACELON AND ALESSANDRO VIGNATI

ABSTRACT. We realise the algebra W, the algebra Z and the algebras Zp® A,
where A is a unital separable UHF algebra as Fraissé limits of suitable classes
of structures. In doing so, we show that such algebras are generic objects
without the use of any classification result.

1. INTRODUCTION

The notions of Fraissé classes and Fraissé limits were originally introduced by
Fraissé in [I0], as a method to construct countable homogeneous structures. Since
then, Fraissé theory has become an influential area of mathematics at the crossroads
of combinatorics and model theory. Broadly speaking, Fraissé theory studies the
correspondence between homogeneous structures and properties of the classes of
their finitely generated substructures. In the discrete setting, given a countable
structure, its age is the collection of its finitely generated substructures. Ages of
homogeneous structures are precisely Fraissé classes. Conversely, given a Fraissé
class IC, one constructs a countable homogeneous structure with the given class
as its age. This structure is the Fraissé limit of the class. It is unique up to
isomorphism and is often referred to as the generic structure one gets from K.

Many interesting objets in group theory, graph theory, and topology were iden-
tified as Fraissé limits (see for example [I6, Chapter 7] and [I7]). Connections
with Ramsey theory and topological dynamics, leading to the study of extreme
amenability of the automorphism group of Fraissé limits, were exploited in [20].

After an early approach in [29], Fraissé theory for continuous structures was
developed systematically in [I], where it was notably shown that the Urysohn space
is a Fraissé limit of the class of finite metric spaces. Another object of pivotal
importance recognised as a Fraissé limit is the Gurarij Banach space, see [2I]. The
‘continuous’ correspondent of the main result of [20] was proved in |25, Theorem
3.10].

Fraissé theory was brought to the setting of C*-algebras in [6]. When studying
such objects, one often has to consider classes which are not closed under substruc-
tures, the reason for this being that the class of finitely generated substructures
of a given C*-algebra is often quite large and intractable (conjecturally, all simple
and separable C*-algebras are singly generated, see e.g., [30]). This phaenomenon
translates to the Fraissé class not having the Hereditary Property. Yet, we con-
sider classes made of reasonably ‘small’ and ‘tractable’ algebras, which will form a
‘skeleton’ in the age of the Fraissé limit. The price one has to pay in this case is
that one only obtains that the Fraissé limit is homogeneous only for certain maps
from the building blocks into the Fraissé limit.
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For us, a Fraissé class is a category K with objects Obj, and morphisms Morg.
The objects of K are finitely generated metric L-structures, and the morphisms
are L-embeddings, where L is a language for metric structures in continuous model
theory. We ask for K to satisfy certain combinatorial properties (see §2.1] for the
specifics). The most important among these are the Joint Embedding Property
(JEP) and the Near Amalgamation Property (NAP). The JEP asks that every two
objects of K embed into a third one via maps in Mory, while our amalgamation
property NAP asks that objects in I are local amalgamation bases, at least when
diagrams are restricted to K: K satisfies the NAP if whenever we are given objects
A, B, and C, morphisms ¢1: A — B and p2: A — C, a finite set ' C A and ¢ > 0,
then we can find an object D and morphisms ¥1: B — D and ¥: C — D such
that

d(1 0 p1(a), e 0 pa(a)) < € for all a € F,

d being the metric on D. The NAP is usually the more technical property to prove,
but the interesting one as it gives homogeneity properties to the generic inductive
limit of a Fraissé class, its Fraissé limit. In the setting of C*-algebras, the JEP
takes the role of ‘local existence’, while the NAP takes that of ‘local uniqueness’.

Notably, the authors of [6] showed that the Jiang—Su algebra Z and the UHF
algebras of infinite type are Fraissé limits of suitable Fraissé classes. Masumoto,
in [23] 24] and [22], obtained the same results with a ‘by hand’ approach, not
relying on any classification theory. Ghasemi, in [I1], further analysed the con-
nections between Fraissé theory and strongly self-absorbing C*-algebras to give a
self-contained and rather elementary proof for the well known fact that Z is strongly
self-absorbing.

Both Jiang and Su’s Z and UHF algebras of infinite type are examples of C*-
algebras of fundamental importance in the classification programme. In particular,
Z can be viewed as the (stably finite) infinite dimensional version of the complex
numbers C; Z plays a pivotal role in the classification of infinite-dimensional simple
separable nuclear C*-algebras, where tensorial absorption of Z is proved to be
equivalent to a finite-dimensionality condition ([4] and [3]).

In this paper, we focus on Z’s nonunital twins, the algebras W and Z,. These
algebras are the simple, infinite-dimensional, amenable, stably projectionless alge-
bras with unique (bounded) trace whose K-theory is as simple as possible. W has
trivial K-theory, while the K-theory of Zy equals that of C. The algebra W was
defined by the first author in [I8], following the pioneering work of Razak [27],
who identified a class of nonunital separable stably finite and stably projectionless
simple nuclear C*-algebras with trivial K-theory, and classified them using their
tracial information. W was defined to mimic the properties of Z, namely in the
attempt of defining a ‘strongly self-absorbing’ nonunital C*-algebra. Strong self-
absorption is a property asserting that A = A® A in quite a strong way (see [33]).
That W =2 W ® W was proved only recently using the classification tools of [7] (see
also [26]).

The algebra Z; may be seen as yet another nonunital version of Z. For classi-
fication purposes, Zy plays for nonunital algebras the role Z does for unital ones
(compare, for example, [I2, Theorem 1.2] with [32] Corollary E] and the main result
of [14]).

We identify these two important objects as Fraissé limits.
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Theorem A. The algebras W and Zj are Fraissé limits of suitable classes. More-
over, if A is a UHF algebra of infinite type, the algebra Zy ® A is a Fraissé limit.

Our approach does not use any classification result. In particular we show, for
the first time, that W has the properties of a generic object without the use of any
classification tool.

Our Fraissé classes consist of Razak blocks and their generalised versions, to-
gether with a specified faithful diffuse trace; the morphisms we are interested in are
trace preserving *-homomorphisms. (Generalised) Razak blocks are subalgebras of
algebras of the form C([0,1], M,,) defined by certain boundary conditions at 0 and
1 (see §2.2)). For Z; and algebras of the form Zy ® A where A is a unital UHF
algebra of infinite type, we also account for K-theoretic constraints. The upshot
of such analysis is twofold: first, we manage to classify (by traces, and K-theoretic
information) embeddings of Razak blocks (resp, generalised Razak blocks) into W
(resp, Zp) without the use of any classification theory. Second, we start a promising
model theoretic analysis of two pivotal objects such as W and Zy. Moreover, this is
the first time the algebra Z, has been explicitly expressed as an inductive limit of
subhomogeneous building blocks. To the best of our knowledge, a similar approach
was already present in unpublished work of Santiago, but the best picture of Z
so far available in written form was the one sketched out in [12], §7], where Zj is
realised as a limit of subalgebras of C([0,1],Q ® Q), Q being the universal UHF
algebra.

The key part of the proof of Theorem [Al is proving NAP for our classes, that
is, local uniqueness. For this, we study certain distances between trace preserving
*-homomorphisms of (generalised) Razak blocks, measures, and sets, and how these
interplay (see §4)). Through the notion of diameter (§3.1]), we measure the amplitude
of *-homomorphisms obtained from continuous maps [0,1] — [0, 1], and we show
that obtaining maps with small diameters suffices for our scope. In particular, the
idea is that maps of small diameter that pull back the same trace are pointwise
unitarily close (this is what §4 amounts to). We then, in §8 use a combinatorial
argument due to Robert ([28] §5]) to generalise a result of Thomsen ([31]), thereby
obtaining a continuous conjugating unitary in the unitisation of a (generalised)
Razak block.

The paper is structured as follows: §2] contains preliminaries; there, we intro-
duce our classes of objects and their maps. In §3] we introduce diagonal maps, and
show their basic properties; by proving the existence of diagonal maps between
(generalised) Razak blocks, we show that our classes have the JEP. In §4l we intro-
duce several distances between *-homomorphisms, measures, and continuous maps
[0,1] — [0,1], and we relate them to each other. Finally, §8 uses the previous
sections to prove the NAP for our classes of interest, and contains the proof of our
main result. Lastly, in Appendix [A] we deal with the issue of what kind of maps
one obtains homogeneity for, hereby answering a question of Masumoto from [24].
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Fraissé classes. We work in the setting of continuous model theory for metric
structures and fix a language for metric structures £. In our applications, we will
work in the language of C*-algebras Lo« (see [9], or [8]). An L-class K consists of

e Objy, the objects of K, which are finitely generated L-structures, and,
o for every A, B € Obj, a set Mork (A4, B) of L-embeddings, the morphisms
of IC.

Definition 2.1. An L-class K is said to have

o the joint embedding property (JEP) if for all Ay, Ay € Obji there is B €
Objx and oy € Mork(A;, B);

e the near amalgamation property (NAP) if for all A, By, By € Objy, for
each finite ¥ C A, € > 0 and «o; € Morg (A4, B;) there is C € Objx and
morphisms §; € Morg (B;, C) with

d(ﬂl Oal(f)vﬂ? Oa2(f)) <g, f SN
Let K, be the set formed by pairs (A4,a) where A € Obj and a € A™ generates A
as an L-structure. For (A41,a1), (A2,a2) € K,, define

d*((Ay,a1), (A2, a2)) = d(i(ar), az(az)).

inf
BeObjy,a;€Mor(A;,B)
If K has JEP and NAP, d¥ is a pseudo-metric. We say that K has

e the weak Polish property (WPP) if each I, is separable in the topology
generated by d*;

e the Cauchy continuity property (CCP) if for all n,m € N and n-ary L-
predicates P and m-ary L-functions f we have that

(A,a,b) — PA(@) and (A4,a,b) — (A4,a,b, f*(a))

send Cauchy sequences in IC,, ., to Cauchy sequences in R and /Cp 441
respectively.

Remark 2.2. If L is the language of tracial C*-algebras then CCP is automatic: all
functions and predicates in the language are 1-Lipschitz.

Definition 2.3. Let £ be a separable language of metric structures and K be an
L-class. If IC satisfies JEP, NAP, WPP and CCP, K is called a Fraissé class.
If K is an L-class, A; € Obji, i € N, and ¢; € Morg(A4;, A;41), the L-structure
M =1lim(A4;, ¢;)
is called a KC-structure. We call M

o K-universal if every A € Obj, can be K-admissibly embedded in M and

o approximately K-homogeneous if for every A € Obji, € > 0, a finite F' C A
and two /C-admissible embeddings a1, as: A — M there is a K-admissible
isomorphism ¢: M — M such that

d(poas(f),a1(f)) <e, feF.
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Definition 2.4. Let £ be a separable language of metric structures and let K
be a Fraissé class. A K-structure which is K-universal and approximately K-
homogeneous is called a Fraissé limit of IC.

Remark 2.5. The definition of K-admissible map above is quite technical. The
need of this technical restriction on ‘allowed’ morphisms from objects in K to K-
structures is due to the absence of the Hereditary Property. This absence is usually
irrelevant in the discrete setting (for instance the classes considered by Irwin and
Solecki in [T7] do not have the Hereditary Property), but it creates technical issues
in the continuous setting (see, e.g., the introduction of [24]).

While not every embedding of K-structures is K-admissible according to the
technical definition of Masumoto ([24] Definition 3.1 (5)]), the class of K-admissible
maps is rich enough, and it has the following preservation properties:

o if A/ B € Obji and ¢: A — B is in Morg, then ¢ is K-admissible;

o if A; € Objc and ¢;: A; — A;41 are elements of Morg then ¢; o: A; —
lim(A;, ¢;) given by a — limjs; ;;(a), where ¢;;: A, — A; equals @; o
-+ 0y, is K-admissible;

o if A € Obj and B = lim(B;, ;) is a K-structure, where B; € Objx and
@; € Morg, then an L-embedding ¥: A — B such that for all finite F C A
and € > 0 there are n and ¢: A — B,, with ¢ € Mork for which

[(a) = $icc 0 pla)l <&, a€F,
is K-admissible;
o if A =1lim(A;,p;) and B = lim(B;, ;) are K-structures, and p is an L-
embedding p: A — B such that for all i, for each finite ' C A; and £ > 0,
there is j and a p € Morg with p: A; — Bj such that

Hﬂ;j ° pla) —posai,oo(a)H <e, a€F,

then p is K-admissible.
e Let A, B be K-structures and ¢: A — B be an L-embedding. Suppose that
A =1lim(4;,¢;). If p [ A;: A; — B is K-admissible for all sufficiently large
1, then so is .
We will return to K-admissible morphisms in Appendix [A] where we show that
for our classes of interest all maps involved are admissible.

Fraissé limits exist, and they are unique:

Theorem 2.6 (|24, Theorem 3.15]). Let L be a separable language of metric struc-
tures and IC be an L-class. Then K satisfies JEP, NAP, WPP and CCP if and
only if there exists a Fraissé limit of K. Such a limit is unique up to K-admissible
isomorphism.

The following is a simplification of [24, Proposition 3.19].

Theorem 2.7. Let K be a Fraissé class and M = lim(A4;, ¢;), where A; € Objy
and @; € Mory(A;, Aix1). Fori < j,let ¢, ; =@j_10---0p;: Ay — A;. Suppose
that
o for every C € K there is i and p € Mork(C, A;), and
o for all i, for each finite F C A;, € > 0, C € Objx and ¢ € Morg(4;,C)
there is k and n € Morx(C, Ay) such that

lnov(a) —pir(a)] <e, ac€F.
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Then M is the Fraissé limit of K.
A sequence (A;, p;) witnessing Theorem 2.7 is called generic.

2.2. The building blocks, their traces, and their representations. We fix
some notation. If £k > 0, we denote by M} the algebra of k& x k-valued complex
matrices. Our norm will always denote the 2-norm, which makes My a C*-algebra.
05 and 1p denote the 0 matrix and the identity in My, respectively. If a € My,
8 2) € M. This defi-
nition extends inductively. We often shorten notation, and write diag(_a ) for

and b € My, we denote by diag(a,b) the matrix (

n
diag(a, . ..,a), the matrix which has n-copies of a on the diagonal.
——

Tt n, % € N, let

A= {f € C(0,1), M) | 30 € Mi(f(0) = ding(_a_).
A1) = ding(_a_.00))}
and "
B, ={f € C(0,1], Mang) | Fa,b € Mi(f(0) = diag(\cij,\b/),
71) = diagg%,gk,jl,om}

These algebras are known as Razak blocks (the A, 1’s), and generalised Razak blocks
(the By ’s). If f € A, i, we denote by ay the element of M}, such that

1(0) = diag( a7 ).

n

If f € B, x, we denote by ay and by the elements of M}, such that
f(0) = diag( ay , by ).
—

n n

Proposition 2.8. Let n,k € N. Then

(1) (generalised) Razak blocks are stably projectionless, but every proper quo-
tient of them has a monzero projection;
(2) nonzero *-homomorphisms between (generalised) Razak blocks are injective;

(3) Ku(Any) =0, Ko(Bni) = 7Z and Ky(Bp) = 0.

Proof. (@) follows from (), which we prove for Razak blocks, leaving the generalised
case as an (easy) exercise. (1) is truly a ‘counting multiplicity’ argument: If f is a
projection in A, j, so is ay. Since [0, 1] is connected, the rank of f(0), which equals
n - rank(ay), is equal to the rank of f(1), which equals (n — 1) - rank(ay). Hence
rank(as) = 0, and so rank(f(¢)) = 0 for all ¢, which implies that f = 0.

If 7 is an ideal in A, i, then there is a closed C C [0,1] such that Z = {f |
f1C = 0}. If 7 is nontrivial, [0,1] \ C is nonempty. Hence there is ¢t € (0,1) and
e > 0 such that (t —e,t +¢)NC = 0. Any function in A,  which is the identity
on [0,t — €] and is a projection of rank (n — 1)k on [t + £, 1] gives a projection in
the quotient.
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@): The K-theory can be computed by realising A,, 1 and B, i as one-dimensional
NCCW complexes (also called point-line or FElliott-Thomsen algebras). That is,
they are pullbacks of the form

A(E, Fa0,a1) = {(f,9) € C([0,1], F) & E | £(0) = ao(9), f(1) = aa(9)}
for finite-dimensional algebras E and F' and *-homomorphisms «g, o : E — F. For
such an algebra A, if Ko(«;) denote the induced homomorphisms Ko(E) — Ko(F),
one has Kj(A) =2 coker(Kp(ag) — Ko(ay)) and Ko(A) = ker(Ko(ag) — Ko(ar))
(with the ordering inherited from Ky(F)). (See [13] Proposition 35].) For example,

Bo & A(My ® My, Mopg, id ®1,, @ id®1,,id®1,_; ®id®1,_1).

The map Ko(ag) — Ko(a1): Z? — Z is represented by the matrix (1 1). It follows
that K1(By,x) = 0 and Ko(Bpx) = {(l,—1) | l € Z} =2 Z (with trivial positive cone,
whence B, j; is stably projectionless). A similar calculation yields the K-theory of
A k- O

Remark 2.9. While [13] Proposition 3.5] is stated for unital point-line algebras, it
also holds in the nonunital case. This can be seen by unitising, which also helps to
identify generators of K. For example,

By 2 A(My, & My, ® C, Mok, id @1, ®1d ®1,,id ®1,_1 ®id ®1,_1 @ id ®@1az).
Then
Ko(Bny) 2ker((1 1 —2k):Z* — Z) = spang{(1, —1,0), (2k,0,1)}.

By definition, Ko(By k) is the kernel of the map Ko(B, ;) — Z induced by the
quotient map By, — C. So Ky(By, 1) is generated by

(L _LO) = (k+ Lk—1, 1) - (k’kv 1) = [pn,k] - [1B k]v

n,

where p,, 1, € Ma(B,, 1) is a projection with
Pnk(1) = diag(diag(1x+1,0x—1), diag(1g, Ox), diag(lx—1, 0x+1), diag(1g, Ox)).
N— —

n—1 n—1
In the sequel, we will identify Ko(Bn,x) with Z via the generator [pn ] — [15, ]
Let ¢: By, 1, = By ) be a *-homomorphism. By abuse of notation, we extend ¢
to a unital map MQ(Bnk) — MQ(Bn/_’kJ in a natural way, and we say that ¢ has
K-theory equal to ¢ € Z, and write Ko(p) = ¢, if

[eni)] =g, ) =pww] -5, ]
Representations. If m and p are representations of the same C*-algebra, we write

™~y P
if they are unitarily equivalent. The space of unitary equivalence classes of nonzero
irreducible representations of a C*-algebra A is called the spectrum A of A. Equipped
with the ‘hull-kernel’ topology, Ais always locally compact (see [3, §3.3]) but of-
ten not Hausdorff. (Generalised) Razak blocks are sub-homogeneous, that is, all
elements [7] € A are finite dimensional. In fact, every such 7 is equivalent to a
point representation, either at an interior point ¢ € (0,1) or at one of the ‘points
at infinity’ {oo;}.
Specifically, if 7 is a nonzero irreducible representation of A, j then either
e dim 7 = nk and 7 is unitarily equivalent to f — f(¢) for some ¢ € (0,1), or
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e dim7 = £ and 7 is unitarily equivalent to f — ay.
Similarly, if 7 is a nonzero irreducible representation of B, ; then either
e dim 7 = 2nk and 7 is unitarily equivalent to f — f(t) for some ¢ € (0, 1),
e dim7 = k and 7 is unitarily equivalent to f — ay, or
e dim7 = k and = is unitarily equivalent to f ~— by.
The above statements remain true after matrix amplification. The effect of adding
a unit to a (generalised) Razak block A is to add an extra point at infinity; this
corresponds to the irreducible representation A — C that annihilates A.

We write m; for the point representations f — f(¢). If A is a Razak block, we
write T for the representation f +— ay. If A is a generalised Razak block, we write
Too, ald 7o, for the representations f +— ar and f — bs. As finite-dimensional
representations are unitarily equivalent to sums of irreducible ones, we have the
following:

Proposition 2.10. Let n,k,m € N. Then

o If m is an m-dimensional representation of A, then there are uniquely

determined s1,...,s; € [0,1), and ro,r1 € N, with 11 < n, such that
T~y diag(my, .., s, Moo , Oy ).

T1

o If m is an m-dimensional representation of By then there are uniquely

determined s1,...,s; € [0,1), and ro,71,72 € N, with min{ry,r2} < n,
such that
T~y diag(ms, - o, o)y Mooy » Mooy s Org)-
—~—
1 T2

The same descriptions hold after matrixz amplification. The unique unital extension
of ™ to the unitisation is described by replacing 0 with the unital representation onto

C. d

As in the case of maps between generalised Razak blocks, if 7: B, , — M,, is a
representation, this induces a group homomorphism
Z =~ Ko(Bp 1) = Ko(My,) 2 Z.

As before (see e.g., Remark[2.9) we write Ko(m) = ¢, and say that the K-theory of ©
is £, if the generator of Ko(B,, 1) gets sent to £ many times the canonical generator
of KQ(Mm)

Lemma 2.11. Let A be a generalised Razak block, and w: A — M,, be a repre-
sentation, and suppose that r1,r9 are the numbers given by Proposition[2.10. Then
KQ(']T) =Ty —T9.

Proof. This follows from the definition of the generator [pnx] —[15 ] of Ko(Bn,k)

(see Remark 2.9), and the fact that in the identification of Ky(M,,) with Z, a
difference of projection classes [q1] — [¢g2] corresponds to rank(q;) — rank(gz). O

The following stable uniqueness lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.7

Lemma 2.12. Let A be a generalised Razak block and p1,p2: A — My be two
representations with Ko(p1) = Ko(p2) = £. Then there exists j € N and points
X1y ooy Ty Y1y, Yy 0 [0,1] such that

diag(p1, Tz, ..o, Ta,) ~o diag(pe, Ty, ..., my,).
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume ¢ > 0 (if not, replace co; with cog
in the argument below). By Proposition 210l and Lemma[2.11] we can find natural
numbers m, m', 11,1, r2.1,71,0 and a0, and points 1, ..., Ty and y1, . .., Yp in [0,1)
such that for all f € A we have

pl Nu dla'g(ﬂ-oo1 ) dlag(ﬂ—ool ) 7T002)7 07‘1,07 T‘—LEl )yt ﬂ—wm)
~ — ——
14 T1,1
and
P2 ~Mu diag(mxn ) diag(mxn ) 7T002)a 07“2,07 Tyry e Ty, )7
~ — —
4 72,1

where 711,721 < n. Without loss of generality we can assume that 719 > r20.
Case 1: 11 =r2,. As the two representations have the same dimension, and since
Too, and s, have dimension k and m; has dimension 2nk for all ¢ € [0, 1], then

(2r1 1k + 71,0 + Ck) = (2ra1k + 120 + k) mod 2nk,

hence 2r; 1k = 2rp 1k mod 2nk. As 711,721 < n, then 7 ; = r2, and therefore
m =m'. Set j =m, and let 2; = y; and w; = x; for all i < m. Then

diag(p1, 72y, ..., T2;) ~o diag(pe, Twy s - - - T, )-

This is the thesis.
Case 2: 7,9 > 72,0. Counting the size of representations as above, we have that

2k divides 71,0 — r2,0. Let i = 0720 Let

' =diag(p1, ™
P g(p1 ; )
k3
and
!, = diag(p1, m ).
P g(p1 L )
1

Since diag(mo, 02x) ~u diag(Too, , Mooy, T1), then

/ . .
p1 ~u diag (oo, , diag(Too, , Moo, ) Org o) Mgy e s My M1 )
4 r1,1+1 t

Hence, by Case 1, p} and p) can be made unitarily equivalent by adding point
representations. Since p} (resp, pj) is obtained from p; (resp, p2) by adding point
representations, the thesis follows. ([

Remark 2.13. The choice of how many points are needed depends only of A, ¢, and
¢. Since the range of the possible K-theories of maps A — M, depends only on ¢
(since the values r; ; are bounded by g¢), there is a function f: N — N such that
if A is a generalised Razak block and p1, p2: A — M, are representations with the
same K-theory then there exist @1,...,%¢),¥1,---,Yf(q) € [0, 1] such that

dla‘g(pluﬂ—$17 ce 77T$f(q)) ~u dla’g(p277ry17 ce 77Tyf(q))-
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Traces. A state 7 on a C*-algebra A such that 7(ab) = 7(ba) for all a,b € A is
a trace. We denote the trace space of A by T(A). If n € N, 7, is the unique
trace on M,,. If A and B are C*-algebras, o0 € T(A) and 7 € T(B), we say that a
*~homomorphism sends ¢ to 7, and write

v: (A,0) = (B, 1),

if for all a € A we have o(a) = 7(p(a)).

The trace space of (generalised) Razak blocks is not compact. Indeed, the traces
f = 7n(f(t)) (where N is either nk or 2nk as appropriate) converge as t —
1 to a linear functional of norm “=1 < 1. However, T'(A) is contained in the
w*-closed convex hull of the extremal traces 9.7(A), and these are in bijective
correspondence via the GNS construction with the spectrum A of A. In fact, the
‘hull-kernel’” topology on the space of irreducible representations coincides with the
quotient topology supplied by the GNS map and the w*-topology on 9.T(A); so
the correspondence is a homeomorphism. Therefore, every trace on a (generalised)
Razak block corresponds to a unique Borel probability measure on (0,1) U {o0;}.

To be precise, fix a (generalised) Razak block A and 7 € T(A). Define a measure
pr by

pr(U) = sup{7(f) | f € (A)4,|[fIl < 1,supp(f) € U}

for open sets U C (0,1) U {oo;}. Here, by supp(f) € U we mean that 7(f) = 0
for every 7 € A\ U, or, in other words, that f(t) = 0 for t ¢ U. In the case of
Ak, this is the same as a Borel probability measure on [0, 1), or equally, a Borel
probability measure p on [0, 1] with p({1}) = 0. In the case of B, i, pr is uniquely
of the form

Hr = /\16001 + )\26002 + /\3M7

where d; is the point mass at ¢, p is a measure on (0,1) and Ay + Ao + A3 = 1.
Conversely, if A = A,, 1 is a Razak block, to a Borel probability measure p on
[0,1) we associate a trace 7, € T'(A) by

mm—ﬁmmqmwm

If A = B, is a generalised Razak block, to a Borel probability measure p on
(0,1) U {oo;} we associate the trace 7, € T(A) by

mm=/ T (F(0)dp(t) + Tiag)pa(00r) + 7i(by)pa(003):
(0,1)

It is routine to check that 7, = 7 and p., = p.

A trace 7 € T(A) is called faithful if for all f € A we have 7(ff*) = 0 if and
only if f = 0. For (generalised) Razak blocks, 7 is faithful if and only if p,(U) # 0
whenever U C (0,1) is a nonempty open set. If A is a (generalised) Razak block,
a trace 7 € T'(A) is called diffuse if it is associated to an atomless measure p on
(0,1), that is, if 7 = 7, and p({z}) = 0 for all z € (0,1) U {oc0;}. We denote by Tt
and Tq the sets of all faithful, and faithful diffuse traces respectively.

Remark 2.14. If ¢ is a unital *-homomorphism between unital C*-algebras A and
B, then for all 7 € T(B) there is ¢ € T(A) such that ¢: (4,0) — (B, 7); that
is, the pullback of a trace is always a trace. In the nonunital case, the pullback
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functional of a trace 7 need not be a trace. For example, let p: A1 — Az o be

defined as
jen o ) 0<t<1/2
P(PD) = ( o
u(t) (f() O) u(t)* 1/2<t<1

where u(1/2) is the permutation unitary that swaps the second and the third rows
of matrices in My, u(1) = 1 and u(t) is any continuous path of unitaries connecting
u(1/2) to 1. If 7 € T§(A22) and o = ¢*(7) = 7 0 ¢ is the pullback functional of 7,
then

Il = e (10,1/20) + e ([1/2,7]) < 1.

If Ais a (generalised) Razak block and 7: A — M, is a representation, the pullback
functional of the trace 7, is a state (and therefore a trace) if and only if the number
ro of Proposition 210 is 0. We will use this in Proposition [3.5

2.3. The classes. We now introduce the classes we are going to work with.
Let
ObJR = {(Anyk,T) | n, ke N, 7€ Tj’d(An,k)}
and
Morg = {¢: (A,0) = (B,7) | (4,0),(B,T) € Objg}.

Definition 2.15. K,y is the category with objects Objy and morphisms Morg.

Let P be the class of all prime numbers. A supernatural number of infinite type
P is an expression of the form p = HpePprv where ¢, € {0,00}. We say that an
integer k € Z divides p if every prime in the unique factorisation of |k| corresponds
to a prime whose £, is infinite. 0 does not divide any supernatural number, while
—1 and 1 divide all of them. Let

Objor = {(Bnk,7) | 7 € Tra(Bnk)}-
Let
Morgr,o = {p: (A,0) = (B,7) | (4,0),(B,7) € Objagr},
and
Morgr,1 = {¢: (A,0) = (B,7) | (A,0),(B,7) € Objop and |Ko(p)| =1}.
For a supernatural number of infinite type p, let

Morgrs = {¢: (4,0) = (B,7) | (4,0),(B,T) € Objzr, Ko(p) divides p}.

Definition 2.16. K is the category with objects Obj,p and morphisms Morgr,o.
Ky is the category with objects Obj,p and morphisms Morgg,1. If p is a supernat-
ural number of infinite type, ICp is the category with objects Objor and morphisms
MOI‘GRyp.

Proposition 2.17. The classes Ky, Ko, K1 and K5, where p is a supernatural
number of infinite type, have the WPP and the CCP.

Proof. CCP is obvious, as all functions and predicates involved are 1-Lipschitz on
the unit ball. For WPP, notice that there are only countably many (generalised)
Razak blocks and each of them is separable. The transition maps of Proposition[3.4]
give the WPP. O
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3. DIAGONAL MAPS

The following definitions are designed to identify a class of maps between (gener-
alised) Razak block which are treatable. If A and B are (generalised) Razak blocks,
t € [0,1] and ¢: A — B is a *-homomorphism, we let 7, be the representation
obtained by

£ o(H)).
We define the representations m, o (if B = A, is a Razak block) and 7, oo,
and Ty oo, (if B = By, i is a generalised Razak block): Tp,00 18 the k-dimensional
representation such that
Tp,0 = diag(my o0 )
—~—

and Ty oo, , Ty, 00, are the k-dimensional representations such that
Tp,0 = diag(Ty 00, Tp,000)-
—_————
Definition 3.1. Let A C C([0,1], M,,) and B C C([0,1], M,,) be C*-algebras, and
let ¢: A — B be a *-homomorphism. A point ¢ € [0, 1] is said to be regular for ¢
if there are s1,...,s; € [0,1] such that
Tt ~u diag(ms,, ..., Ts,).

In the class of m-dimensional representations of A, the ones unitarily equivalent
to those of the form diag(ms,,...,m,;) for some points s1,...,s; € [0,1] form a
closed set in the hull-kernel topology. The following is then immediate.

Proposition 3.2. Let A C C([0,1], M,,) and B C C([0,1], M,;,) be C*-algebras and

let o: A — B be a *-homomorphism. The set of regular points is closed. ([

Definition 3.3. Let A C C([0,1], M,,) and B C C([0,1], M,,) be C*-algebras.

A *-homomorphism ¢: A — B is called diagonal if n divides m and there are

continuous maps &;: [0,1] — [0, 1], for ¢ < m/n, such that & < &4, for all ¢, and
Tt ~u diag(me, 1y, - -, 7T§m/n(t)), for all ¢ € [0, 1].

The maps {;} are said to be associated to .

As any two faithful diffuse probability measures on (0, 1) can be sent one to an-
other via a homeomorphism of [0, 1], the same can be said for traces on (generalised)
Razak blocks.

Proposition 3.4. Let A be a (generalised) Razak block and let o, 7 € Tyq(A). Then
there is a diagonal automorphism ¢: (A,0) — (A, T) which is trivial on K -theory.

Proof. For every t € [0, 1], there exists (by faithfulness) a unique s; € [0, 1] such
that u-([0,t]) = pe ([0, s¢]). The function & = & : [0,1] — [0, 1] defined by ¢ — s;
is a homeomorphism, and the map ¢ = &*, that is, o(f)(t) = f(£(t)), is the required
automorphism of A. That Ky(¢) = 1 follows from Remark 2.9 O

We call such an automorphism a transition map and denote it by ¢g. .. As we
have seen in Remark 2.14] not all *~-homomorphisms are trace preserving. Yet, this
is (often) the case for diagonal maps:

Proposition 3.5. Let A and B be (generalised) Razak blocks, and let ¢: A — B
be a *-homomorphism. The following are equivalent:
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(1) ¢ is diagonal with associated maps {&;}i<j, and
ia ({1 3iE () = )} =0 for every s € [0,1],

wx being the Lebesgue measure;
(2) there are 0 € Trq(A) and T € Tyq(B) such that

v: (A,0) = (B,7);
3) for all T € Ttq(B) there is o € Trq(A) such that
f f
v: (A,0) = (B, 7).

Proof. We show that (I)=(3) and that @)=-(), as @)= () is obvious. We only
give the proof in the case where A = A,, , and B = A, ;- are Razak blocks, and
leave to the reader to check that the proof generalises.

[@=@): Since ¢ is diagonal, f(t) is nk-dimensional, therefore nkj = n'k’. Fix
7 € Tyq(B). Let o be the pullback functional of 7, and p, be the Borel measure on
[0,1) associated to o. The goal is to show that p, is a faithful diffuse probability
measure. Since ¢ is injective by Proposition[2.8 o is faithful, and so is p,. For any
open (hence any Borel) set U C [0, 1), we have

el0) = = 30 (it 140 € V)
i<j

In particular, 1y ([0,1)) = 1, so p, is indeed a probability measure. Notice that
this also shows that if pu.({t | 3i(&(t) = s)}) = 0 then ps({s}) = 0. Since px({t |
Fi(&(t) = s)}) = 0 for every s € [0,1], and py and g, are uniformly continuous
with respect to each other (see Proposition FLA4), then u,({t | Fi(&(t) = $)}) =0
for every s € [0,1]. Hence uq({s}) =0 for all s € [0,1), and therefore o is diffuse.

@)=(). Let 7 € Tyq(B) and o € Trq(A) such that ¢: (4,0) = (B, 7). Let X
be the set of regular points of ¢.

Claim 3.6. X is dense.

Proof. Suppose not and let U C [0,1] \ X be a nonempty open set. Since p, is
faithful, there is € > 0 such that u,(U) > . Consider Z = {f € A | ay = 0}.
Notice that since o is a faithful diffuse trace then supjs <1 ez o(f) = 1. On the
other hand, if t € U, then

Tt ~u diag(ms,, ..o, Ts;y Moo ,0rg)
r1
for some s1,...,s; € [0,1), j; € N, and therefore for all f € 7 with ||f] < 1 we

have
(o £)) < (0N )+ o ),

In particular, there is no contraction f € Z such that 7(p(ff*)) > (1—¢)+ ";lk,lk_,l €,
which contradicts the fact that 7o p = 0. (]

By Proposition B:2] X is closed, hence X = [0,1]. As there exists one regular
point, nk divides n'k’. Let j = ”7;2, For every t € [0,1], let s7,...,s% € [0,1] be
such that my ¢ ~, diag(m,, ... ,ﬂ's;_). Define &,...,&;: [0,1] — [0, 1] inductively by
& (t) = min{st} and & (¢) = min{{st} \ {&(t),...&—1(¢t)}} for i > 1, where the sets
{st, ..., 53} are considered as multisets (i.e., if an element appears twice, we count
it twice).
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The maps & are continuous and witness that ¢ is diagonal, since & < ;41 for
every i. Finally, suppose that there is s € [0, 1] such that py({¢ | Fi(&(t) = s)}) >
0. Once again using the uniform continuity of u) and p, with respect to each
other, it follows that w.({¢t | Ji(§(t) = s)}) > 0, and therefore u(o({s})) > 0, a
contradiction to the diffuseness of o. This concludes the proof. O

3.1. Diameter. The next notion measures the ‘amplitude’ of a diagonal map.
Definition 3.7. The diameter of a map &: [0,1] — [0, 1] is the number
9(&) = sup [§(s) — &(1)].

s,t€[0,1]
Let A C C([0,1],M,,) and B C C([0,1], M,,) and let ¢: A — B be a diagonal
*-homomorphism with associated maps {&;}. The diameter of ¢ is the number
9(p) = supd(&;).

We record some basic results.

Lemma 3.8. (i) Let {&}i<; be continuous maps [0,1] — [0, 1] with sup; 9(&;) <

e. Define maps &}, for i < j, by
& (t) = min{&i (t), ..., ()},
§ipa () =min({&(t),.... O\ {&®), ... &@)}),

viewing the sets {&(t)}i<y, for t € [0,1], as multisets (i.e., if an element
appears twice, we count it twice). Then sup,; O(&]) < 2e.

(i) If p: A — B and ¢: B — C are diagonal *-homomorphisms between (gener-
alised) Razak blocks, then

Ao p) <0(p).
(iii) For any diagonal map ¢: A — B between (generalised) Razak blocks and any

€ >0, there is § > 0 such that, for any diagonal map ¥: B — C from B to a
(g9eneralised) Razak block C, if O(y) < 4, then d(1p o ¢) < €.

Proof. () is an easy calculation. For (l): If &,...,&; and (i, ...,y are the maps
associated to ¢ and 1) respectively, then ¢ o ¢ has associated maps &; o (. (i) is
true since the maps §; associated to ¢ are uniformly continuous. ([

We now construct diagonal maps between (generalised) Razak blocks with small
diameters.

3.1.1. Razak blocks. The following is adapted from [I8, Proposition 3.1], where it
was stated and proved in the case p = 2.
Proposition 3.9. Let n,k,p, k' € N with p > 0. Then

(1) there is a diagonal @p kp: Ank — Apn,(pn—1)k With 0(@n kp) < %;

(2) there is a diagonal ¥n gk An gk — An ks -
Moreover, these maps satisfy the equivalent conditions of Proposition [T
Proof. ([I)): Let b = pn—1, and let a, be the k(n— 1)+ nk(p—1) = bk-dimensional
representation given by

ay = diag( Too , M1 /ps T2/ps - -+ s T(p—1)/p)-

n—1
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Let &;, for 1 <14 < pb, be continuous finite-to-one maps such that
0, ifl1<i<b—p+1

1/p, if b—p+1<i<2b—p+2
&(0)= 1. .

(p—1)/p if(p—1b—p+(p—1) <i<pb

and

&) =0+1)/pif jb<i<(j+1)bfor 0<j<p-—1.
Additionally, we require that 9(&;) < % for all 4. (If §(0) < & (1), just take & to be
linear. If &(0) = &;(1), just pick a piecewise linear finite-to-one function of small
diameter.)

Let ¢: Apx — C([0,1], Mpp(pn—1)i) be given by
Tt = diag(w&(t), R ,ngb(t)) for all ¢t € [O, 1]

Noticing that

Ww)QZdiag( 0 ,Wl/p,...,ﬂ(p,l)/p)
~~~ N——
b=p+1l ppq b+1

and that
Ty = diag(my /p, Ta/py -5 T ),
—~ ~~

b b b
we have that
Ty,0 ~u diag( a, ) and my 1~y diag( a, , Opk)-
~— ~—

pn b
Let u € C([0,1], Mpp(pn—1)k) be a unitary which at the boundary points 0 and 1
coincides with the two unitaries witnessing the ~,, relations above. Then

Pnk,p = Ad(u) © 1/)5 An,k — Apn,(pn—l)k

is as required.
@): Consider the amplification map

Lt : C([O, 1], Mnk) — C([O, 1], Mnkk’) = C([O, 1], My ® Mnk)
given by a — 1 ® a. Let ay = diag( 7o ). Notice that
—~—

k/
ﬂ-Lk/,l ~u dlag( Qofy ;Okk’)a
1
n—

hence there is a unitary u € C([0, 1], Mypri) such that 1,k = Ad(u) o ¢ is the
required map.

Finally, since all the maps considered are finite-to-one, the equivalent conditions
of Proposition are satisfied. O

The following definition was given in [I§].

Definition 3.10. Let n; = 1 = k;. For ¢ > 1, let n; = (i — 1)n;—1 and k; =
(Tli — 1)]@',1. Let Al = Ani7ki and let Vi = Png ki Az — Ai+1 be the map defined
in Proposition BO([). Define W = lim(A4;, ¢;).

The algebra W is automatically simple and monotracial (see [18, Proposition
3.5)).
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Remark 3.11. Classification methods (J27, Theorem 1.1]) give that every inductive
limit of Razak blocks which has a unique tracial state and is simple must be iso-
morphic to W, showing that the latter is ‘generic’ in some sense among inductive
limits of Razak blocks. By showing that W is the Fraissé limit of Ky, we obtain
the same result, more formally in a model theoretic sense, without making use of
classification.

3.1.2. Generalised Razak blocks. For generalised Razak blocks we in addition ask
our maps to respect precise K-theoretical constraints. By Proposition 2.8 and
Remark[2Z9] for any n, k € N we have that Ko(By,,;) = Z, and if B, , and By, j» are
generalised Razak blocks and ¢: By, — By is a *~homomorphism, we identify
Ko(p) with the integer [o(pnk)] — [15 , ,]. We compute this integer in terms of
the representation theory of . Let TM, = Trpoe,,t a0 Ji = Jrg o for i = 1,2,
¢ = 0,1,2, be the values provided for the representations 7, o, and 7, , by
Proposition

Proposition 3.12. If ¢: By, — By s a *-homomorphism, then Ko(p) is
completely determined by the values r; ;, for i,j =1,2. In particular

1
Ko(p) = 5(7”1,1 —ri2+Tree—r21).

If ¢ is diagonal, then r11 + 121 = 11,2 + 12,2, hence Ko(p) =ri1 —72,1.
Proof. Recall from Remark that
Ko(Bnx) =spang{(k+ 1,k —1,1) — (k,k,1)} = spany{[pn.i] — [11§’n,k]}'
Let N € Z such that K¢(¢) = N. We will compute N in terms of the values r; ;.

Extending ¢ to a unital *-homomorphism My (B,, 1) — Ma(B, 1) we have
(epni)] = 15, ] = Nposl = [15,, )
=Nk +1,K —-1,1) = N(K, K1)
= (N7 _Nu 0)7

s0 [p(pnk)] = (N,—N,0) + (K, k',1) = (N + k', —N + k', 1). Since N = 3((N +
k') — (=N + k), it follows that

N = S (rank(mac, (9(pn,4))) — rank(mos ((pr))
= 2 (rank(my s (P 1)) — T (s (1)

1
= 5(2nkj1 +k+1)ri1+(Ek=-Driz+r0

— 271]{3]2 — (k + 1)7”271 — (k — 1)’[”212 — Tgyo)
1

= 5(7“1,1 —T12+7Te2—T21)

since
27’Lk]1 + krl,l =+ k’I”LQ + Tl,O = kl = 27’Lk]2 + kT271 =+ k""212 =+ ’I”210.
If ¢ is diagonal, let &; be the maps associated to ¢. By Proposition 210 for i = 1, 2,
there are si,..., s’ € [0,1) such that
Tp,00; ~u AAg(Tais o Tai s Mooy, Mooy s Ory )
Ti N N~~~

Ti, 1 T2
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Let mo = [{m | &n(0) = 0}, my = [{m | £, (0) = 1}] and p; = [{p | s}, = 0}|. Then
nmo + (n — 1)my = nn'(p1 + p2) + n'(r1,1 +7r1,2) = nn/(p1 + p2) + /(121 + ra2),
hence we have 71,1 + 71,2 = 72,1 + 72,2, and therefore the thesis. O
Corollary 3.13. Let A and B be generalised Razak blocks. Suppose that there is
a *-homomorphism ¢: A — B with Ko(p) = j. Then there is a *-homomorphism

@: A — B with Ko(@) = —j. If ¢ is diagonal, so is ¢, and the two have the same
associated maps.

Proof. Let n,k € N be such that B = B,, ;. Let u € M, be a unitary such that

a 0y ., (b 0
“\o )" ~\0 a
for all a,b € M. Ad(u) o ¢ is the required *-homomorphism. O

The generalised version of Proposition 3.9 takes K-theory into account.

Proposition 3.14. Let n,k,p, k' > 2.
(1) Ifpis odd, then for every 0 < j < (n—1) there is a diagonal ¢r, k. p;: Bnx —
Bpn,(pn—1)k With 0(@n kpj) < % and

Ko(pnkpg) =2j — (n—1).
(2) For all 0 < j < k' there is a diagonal n gk j: Bngx — Bn ki such that
Ko(tn kpr j) =2 — K.
(3) For every j with |j| < (n—1)k' there is a diagonal pp k. j: Bn gk — Bk, (nk—1)%/
such that Ko(pn k) =7
Moreover, these maps satisfy the equivalent conditions of Proposition [T
Proof. [@): let b=pn—1and &, for ¢ < bp, be the continuous functions &;: [0,1] —
[0,1] as defined in Proposition B9([]). Define ¢: B, — C([0,1], Maopnsr) by
7T<p1t = diag(w&(t), Ce. ,ngb(t))
for all ¢ € [0,1]. Notice that
Tp,0 ~u diag( &O}/ , @ ,@, e T (p=1)/p)
np(n—1) np(n—1) pn pn
and
T, 1 ~u dlag( Toor 3 Toos 77T1/p7 cee ,7Tp_1)/p, Oka).
~ O~~~ e —

b(n—1) b(n—1) b b
fo<j<n—1let
Ap,j = diag(ﬂoola Toos 5 T1/py T3 /ps -+ - 77T(p—2)/p)
—
Jj n—1l-j
and
b%j = dia‘g( Mooy 77T00277T2/p77‘—4/p7---aw(pfl)/p)'
n—1—j 7

Notice that 7, o ~ diag(ae,;, by ;) and mg 1~y diag(ae,j, Opk, by, j, O ), therefore
~ ~—~ ~—

pn pn
we can find a unitary u; such that the map ¢, 1 p; = Ad(u;) o ¢ is as required, as

Ko(@nkpj) =2j—(n—1).
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@): Let ¢y be the amplification map as in Proposition BOI[2]). Let
Ay, i = diag(Too, s Moo, ) and by j = diag (oo, , Mooy )-
~—~— ~—~—
Jj o k—J k'—3 J
Then
0 ~u diag(ay,j, by ;) and m,, 1~y diag(ay,;, Okkrs by, j, Okkr).
—~ ~— —~—
n n n—1 n—1
Therefore there is a unitary w; such that the map ¥y, xx; = Ad(u;) 0 ¥: By —

B, ki has K-theory equal to 25 — k'
@): Let &1y- - & (nk—1) 1 [0,1] = [0,1] be continuous maps such that

§i<o>={0 k=1 " cy=1

1 else

and let p: By x — Mappmr—1)w be given by p(f) = diag(f o &1,..., f o {mp—1)w)-
Fix j with |j| < (n—1)k’. In each of the three cases below, we will define a, ; and
bp.; such that

Tp,0 ~u diag(ap,;, bp,; )
—~ =~
nk nk
and
Tp1 ~u diag(apj, Onk—1)rs bpj s Onk—1)k),
—~ -~
nk—1 nk—1
giving a map p; = Ad(u;) o p: Byx — Brk,(mk—1)k for a suitable unitary u; €
C([0,1], Mappnk—1yxr). We will be done once we have computed the K-theory
using Proposition B.12
Case 1: (n— 1)k’ — j = 2r. Let
apj = diag( Moo, s Mooss Ok—1))
— =~

(n—-1)k'—r T

and
vaJ- = dlag( Toog ; Mooy s O(k—l)k/)-
~— =~
(n—=1)k'—r T
Then
1
Ko(pj) = 5((n—1)l<:’—7“—7“—|—(n—l)k’—T—T) =(n-1DK -2r=j.

Case 2: (n— 1)k’ —j = 1. Let
QAp,j = dla'g( ooy 77T00270(k71)k’7k)

~

(n—1)k’
and

bp,j = dlag( 7T002 ,0(k71)k/+k)
—~~

(n—1)k'—1
Then Ko(p;) =4(n—1DK —14+(n—1k —1)=(n— 1)k —1=j.
Case 3: (n— 1)k’ —j=2r+1,r>0. Let

Qp,j = dia‘g( Mooy » Mooy 5 O(kfl)k’qtk)
(n—1)k'—(r4+1) r
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and
bp,j = diag( Moo, Mooy s Ok—1)k—k)-
— O~
(n—=1)k'—r r+1
Then Ko(p;) = 2 ((n—1)k' —(r4+1)—r+(n—1)k'—r—(r+1)) = (n—1)k'—(2r+1) = j.
Lastly, since all the maps involved are finite-to-one, all the constructed maps
satisfy the equivalent conditions of Proposition O

We intend to define a ‘fast-enough’ sequence of generalised Razak blocks. Let
Ao = B21. If A; = By, i, has been defined, let p; be an odd number with the
property that for all *~-homomorphisms with the same K-theory p1,p2: A; = Aiy1,
for j <, then it is enough to add 24 L point representations to make p; and po

unitarily equivalent. This is possible by Lemma [2.12] and Remark [2.13

Definition 3.15. Let n; = 2 and k& = 1. If ¢ > 1, define n; = p;_1n;_1 and
k; = (ni — 1)k;—1, where p; is defined as in the above paragraph. Let A; = By, k,
and ©; = ¥, ki pini/2 be the map defined in Proposition BI4(). Define Zy =
hm(Al, (pi).

Remark 3.16. Again by classification ([13, 12] or [28]), we have that if A is a limit
of generalised Razak blocks which is simple, monotracial, and whose K is Z, then
A is isomorphic to Zy. Similarly, if p is a prime number and p>° the supernatural
number of infinite type whose only factor is p, the algebra Zy® My~ can be obtained
by combining maps of the form ¢, i, p, n,/2 from Proposition B.I4([) (to obtain
simplicity and unique trace), and maps of the form 1, ., , from PropositionB.I4i[2)
(to obtain a limit whose K is Z[1/p]). We will show that such objects are generic
by showing they are the Fraissé limits of their respective classes.

If we consider a direct system of generalised Razak blocks (A;, ¢;) whose limit
is simple, monotracial, and such that for infinitely many ¢, ¢; has K-theory equal
to 0, then lim;(A;, p;) = W (by classification methods, or again, by hand). Again
to prove genericity, we will show that Ky is a Fraissé class, and W its Fraissé limit.

Corollary 3.17. The classes Ky, Ko, K1, and K5, where p is a supernatural
number of infinite type, have the JEP.

Proof. Since
Morggr,1 € Morgpr,; € Morgr,o
whenever p is a supernatural number of infinite type, it is enough to prove JEP for
’CW and ICl.
For Razak blocks, let (Anx,0), (An/x,7) € Objg. Let C' = App (un/—1)kr and
let A be the Lebesgue trace on C. Define

Y1 = wnn’,(nn’fl)k,k’ © Pn,k,n’: A= C
and

Y2 = @bnn’,(nn’fl)k’,k © Pn' k! n - B — C,
where the maps ... and ... refer to those constructed in Proposition B9 Let
P1 = P10 Pors(rop;) DA P2 = P2 0 Priy(rops), Where @r .o is the transition map
constructed in Proposition 3.4l Since all the maps used in Propositions and 3.4
satisfy the equivalent conditions of Proposition[3.5l ¢ and @ belong to Morg; this
shows that Ky has the JEP.

For generalised blocks, let (B, i, 0), (Bm,i,7) € Objer. By Proposition BI4Y3)

with &' = ml(ml—1) and k¥’ = nk(nk — 1) respectively, there are maps ¢1: By —
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Bnk,(nk—l)ml(ml—l) and ¢¥1: By, — Bml,(ml—l)nk(nk—l) with trivial K-theory. An-
other application of Proposition B.IB) with k¥’ = 2 gives maps

¥2° Bk, (nk—1)ymi(mi—1) = Brk(nk—1)mi(mi—1),2(nk(nk—1)ml(mi—1)—1)

and

Y21 Byt (mi—1)nk(nk—1) = Bmi(mi—1)nk(nk—1),2(mi(mi—1)nk(nk—1)—1)

again with trivial K-theory. All maps involved satisfy the equivalent conditions
of Proposition 3.5 and therefore belong to Morgg 1; hence the maps @2 0 1 ©

Pors (hopsop) AN Y2 011 0 oy (Aoysoy,) Witness the JEP. O

4. DISTANCES

We define and study several distances between *-homomorphisms, measures, and
diagonal maps.

4.1. Distances between *-homomorphisms. Let A and B be C*-algebras, let
G C A be compact and let € > 0. For *-homomorphisms ¢,1¢: A — B we define
the unitary distance relative to G between ¢ and ¢ as

dfi (o, ) = inf_ sup ||o(f) — w(fHu’],
uweU(B) feG

where U(B) is the unitary group of the unitisation of B. When G is a “separating
family”, for example, if G equals the set of 1-Lipschitz contractions in a generalised
Razak block, this gives a meaningful notion of distance between approximate uni-
tary equivalence classes of *~-homomorphisms. If B is finite dimensional and f € A
is positive, the unitary distance di{f } (¢,1) equals the optimal matching distance
between the eigenvalues of ¢(f) and ¥(f).

Another important distance relates diagonal maps. Let A C C([0,1], M,,) and
B C C([0,1], M,,), and let ,1: A — B be diagonal maps with associated {&};<;
and {5?’}1»9. The diagonal distance between ¢ and 1) is defined as

do(p,¥) = sup sup|€f — &7
te[0,1]

Lemma 4.1. Let A and B be (generalised) Razak blocks. Let G C A be a set of
L-Lipschitz functions. Let ¢,v: A — B be diagonal maps. Then

sup dg; (7.0, 1) < L+ do(p, ).
t€(0,1]

Moreover, if A and B are Razak blocks, then

sup  dyj (Tt Tyt) = SUD dij (g Ty )
t€(0,1)U{oco} t€(0,1]

Proof. Let m be such that B C C([0,1], M,,) (that is, m = nk if B = A, and
m = 2nk if B = B, ). Let {¢€7} and {¢/} be the continuous maps associated to o
and v, so that for all ¢ € [0, 1] we have

Tt ~u diag(wgf(t), N ,ng(t)) and Tap,t ~Nu diag(wﬂb(t), ceey 7T£;p(t)).
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Then
4G (Tt m) < supsup | F(6F (1) = £/ (1))
feG i
<supsup L - [€7(t) — & (1)] < L - da(p, ),
feGg i

where the second to last inequality follows from the assumption that all elements
of G are L-Lipschitz.

The second statement follows from the fact that for a Razak block the space
of representations is Hausdorff when endowed with the hull-kernel topology. Since
Tp,0 = diag(my 00 ), if Tp,0 ~u Typ,0, then Ty oo ~y Ty oo. Quantifying this, we get

~—

n
dg(w%o,mp,o) = dg(”%%v”d}m)- U

Remark 4.2. The second part of Lemma [£1] does not hold for generalised Razak
blocks, as the hull-kernel topology is not Hausdorff, and it is not true that if 7, o ~.
my,0 for all £ then Ty, oo, ~u Ty, 00, - For example, consider the identity map on By, i
and let ¢ be the map obtained by swapping ay and by (e.g., Corollary B.13)). Then
for all G C B, x and ¢ € [0, 1] we have that

Ay (Tra,e, mpe) = 0,

but for every f € B,, ; such that ay = —(1) and by = 1; we have that

dz{{f}(ﬂld,ool ) 77@,001) = dz{{f}(TrId7002 ) 7T<p,002) = 2.
One immediately notices that the maps of Remark have different K-theory.

The following shows that, for maps with small diameter, dy can be controlled by
traces.

Lemma 4.3. Let A and B be (generalised) Razak blocks. Let o € Trq(A) and T €
Tra(B), and suppose that v, (A,0) — (B, T) are diagonal maps with d(p), d(¢) <
€. Then

da(p,7) < 3e.

Proof. Let {£f}i<i and {5?’ }i<i the continuous maps associated to ¢ and 1) respec-
tively. Suppose that there are i <1 and ¢ € [0,1] such that £°(t) 4+ 3¢ < £/ (t). Let
¢ =max¢! and d = min 5;/’. Since ¢ and 1 both have diameter < ¢, then d—c > €.
Let ¢’ = c+¢/2. Notice that if j <, then the image of £ is included in [0, ¢], and

if i < j, then the image of 5]#’ is contained in [¢/,1]. Since o = ¢*(7), then

L= S e M0, 10) < ([0,
and since o = ¢*(7), then
po((0,)) < 3 e (€)1 ([0, 11)) =

j<i

Since ¢ < ¢, this is a contradiction. O
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4.2. Measures. Let (X, d) be a separable metric space. Let M(X) denote the
space of Borel probability measures on X, let M;(X) denote those measures in
M(X) that are faithful, and let M ¢q(X) denote those that are faithful and diffuse.

There are many distances that provide a metrisation of the w*-topology on
M(X), such as the Wasserstein metric, and the Lévy-Prokhorov metric (see e.g.,
[19, §2]). Most useful in the context of C*-algebras is the optimal matching distance
(or bottleneck distance)

b(p,v) = sup inf{r>0|pU) <v(U,) and v(U) < p(U,)},
UCX open

where U, = {z € U | d(U,z) < r}. Notice that for X = [0,1], it is enough to
quantify over open intervals (see e.g., the proof of [I5, Theorem 2.1]). Moreover,
when restricted to faithful, diffuse measures, b is also a metrisation of the w*-
topology.

Recall that if A is a (generalised) Razak block and 0,7 € Tfq(A), then posr
denotes the transition map (A,o) — (A4, 7) of Proposition B4l The following is a
consequence of [I9, Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 4.4. Let A be a (generalised) Razak block, and let o,7 € Trq(A).
Then d@([d, SDm—M') < b(MO’?/'LT)' O

We now link our measure distance to diagonal maps. Fix n,k € N. Notice that
the maps ¢p kp and @y, kp ; from either Proposition B9 or B.I4([) have the same
associated continuous maps (even though the map ¢y,  p ; only makes sense if p is
odd). Therefore, the pullback trace of the Lebesgue trace X is the same one. Let
1 be the Lebesgue measure associated to the Lebesgue trace .

Proposition 4.5. Let n,k € N. Let p, be the Borel probability measure on [0,1)
associated to the trace A\p = Ao op kp. Then b(pp, ur) — 0 as p — oo.

Proof. Let &1, ..., &ppn—1) be the maps associated to ¢, . We will show that for
every interval U we have p,(U) < px(Uz ) and px(U) < pp(Us), so that b(uyp, px) <

%. Let j = [{m | 2+ € U}|. Then, % < ua(U) < %. Moreover, either

Us = [0,1], in which case we are done, or [0,1] \ U contains an interval of length
P . .

> %, in which case py(Us) > % + % = %. Recall that

)= ——— S e ),

plpn = 1) i<p(pn—1)

and that each & has diameter < %. Hence, if 7 is such that d(&;(1),U) > %, then
& U] = 0. Since |{i | &(1) = 2} = pn—1for all m with 0 < m < p, we therefore
have -
J+
pp(U) < T < MA(U%)-

On the other hand, if ¢ is such that d(&;(1),U) < %, then & '[Us] = [0,1]. By our
choice of j, there are at least (j 4+ 2)(pn — 1) such maps. Hence,

+2
pAU) < 7= < g (U). O

The next result aims to bring together our distances and their relations.
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Theorem 4.6. Let A, B, and C be Razak blocks, and let ¢ € Tq(A), 71 €
Tta(B) and 10 € Tyqe(C). Let v1: (A,0) = (B, 1) and p2: (A,0) — (C, ) be
*-homomorphisms, G C A be finite, and € > 0. Then there is a Razak block D and
two *-homomorphisms ¥1: (B,m1) = (D, \) and v2: (C,172) = (D, \) such that
sup dg(wwlotpl,tvﬂwwtpz,t) <e&.
t€(0,1)U{o0}

Proof. Since Ky has the JEP (Corollary BIT), and thanks to the existence of
transition maps, we can assume that B = C and that ¢ = 74 = 5 = A, the
latter being the Lebesgue trace. Furthermore, we can assume that G consists of
1-Lipschitz functions. Using Lemma B8 pick § > 0 such that if ¢ is a map of
diameter < ¢ then 9(¢ o ¢1), (¢ 0 p2) < &/3.

Say B = A, ;. By Proposition [L5] we can find p large enough such that, with
©n.k,p the map from Proposition B9 and 1, = A 0 vy, kp, we have b(uyp, py) < /2,
and so by Proposition d.4 da(Id, pr-r,) < 0/2. Let 1 = 2 = ©nkp © Prsy,-
Let D = App (pn—1)k- Notice that

Y1, ot (B,)\) — (Dv)‘)v
and therefore
Y10 @, 0p2: (A, N) = (D, A).

Since do(Id, pasr,) < 0/2 and O(pn,k,p) < 0/2, then O(¢1) = 9(¢p2) < 0. By our
choice of § we then have that

011 0¢1),0(ha 0 ) < /3.

Applying Lemma with 0 = 7 = A, we obtain dg (1)1 o 1,12 0 v3) < €. The
thesis follows from Lemma (4.1 O

4.3. Generalised Razak blocks. Trying to reproduce the proof of Theorem
verbatim for generalised Razak blocks only gives that, once the appropriate mor-
phisms are given,

sup dg(ﬂ-ﬂllowht’ 7T11120<P2,t) <é&.

te(0,1]
By Remark[42] this is not enough to ensure that the unitary orbits of all irreducible
representations of ¥; o @2 and of 13 o o are close to each other. To obtain an
appropriate version of Theorem F.6] we then need to take K-theory into account.

Theorem 4.7. Let p be a supernatural number of infinite type. Let A, B, and C
be generalised Razak blocks, and let o € Try(A), 1 € Tra(B) and 1o € Trq(C).
Let p1: (A,0) = (B,71) and @a: (A,0) = (C,72) be *-homomorphisms whose K -
theory divides p. Let G C A be finite, and € > 0. Then there is a generalised Razak
block D and two *-homomorphisms ¥1: (B, 1) — (D, A) and ¢2: (C, 1) — (D, \)
such that the K-theory of 11 o w1 and of 19 o o both divide p, and

sup dg (leoﬁaht? 7T1Z120§027t) <e.
te[0,1]u{ooq,002}
The rest of the section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem A7
If F and H are two multisubsets (i.e., whose elements are counted with multi-
plicity) of [0, 1] of equal size, the optimal matching distance between the finitely
supported counting measures pr and py coincides with the infimum over all bi-
jections o: F' — H of supcp |o(f) — f|. Ordering F' and H as F' = {f;}i<; and
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H = {h;}i<; (where f; < fit1, and h; < h;q1 for all 4), this in turn coincide with
the quantity sup, |f; — hi|. We abuse notation and write b(F, H) for b(up, pm).

Definition 4.8. Let ¢ € N and let F' and H be two multisubsets (i.e., whose
elements are counted with multiplicity) of [0, 1] of equal size. Define

be(F,H) = sup b(F\F',H\H.
F/'CF,H' CH,|F'|=|H'|<¢
For two finite multisets, being < ¢ in the distance by corresponds to the fact that
the two sets are so close that it doesn’t matter if one slightly modifies them (by
removing up to £ many elements), in that one is always able to match the elements
of the remaining multisets up to e.

Lemma 4.9. Fiz { € N and e > 0. Let F' and H be finite multisets with the same
size. Suppose that b(F,H) < . Suppose moreover |F NU|,|H NU| > ¢ whenever
U is an open interval of diameter > ¢, when F and H are considered as multisets.
Then b,(F, H) < 3e.
Proof. Say |F| = |H| = j. Order F and H as F' = {fi,...,f;} and H =
{h1,...,h;}, where f; < fi11 and h; < h;qq for all ¢ < j. By the paragraph
preceding Definition [£.8] the bijection mapping f; to h; witnesses that b(F, H) < ¢,
hence |f; — h;| < e for all i. By the hypothesis, we have that |f; — fit¢| < € for
all ¢, and similarly |h; — h;y¢| < e. Fix sets F/ C F and H' C H of size k with
k<t Write F\F' = {f{,....fj_} and H\ H" = {h},...,h;_,} in increasing
order. Then for all ¢ we have that f; < f/ < f;1¢, and similarly h; < h; < h;j4y. In
particular |f; — f!| < e and equally |h; — h}| <e. Hence

|fi = R < |f = fil + 1 fi = hal + |hi = hi] < 3e. O

Proof of Theorem[{.7 Since K has the JEP (Corollary B.I7), we can assume that
1 and ¢y have the same K-theory ¢, that B = C = B, ;, where n is even, and that
0 =7 = T2 = A, A being the Lebesgue trace. Furthermore, we can suppose that
all elements of G are 1-Lipschitz. By applying the maps ¢y, k. pn/2 from Proposi-
tion [B14] (which have trivial K-theories), we can suppose that 9(p1), d(¢2) < €/30.
Notice that this implies that for all ¢ € [0,1], if we write the representation 7y,
as udiag(wstl’l, . ,Wsi)m)u*, then for every open set U of diameter > ¢/6 there is

17 such that s’-jl € U. The same statement holds for the points 351 associated to
Te,,t- Moreover, since 0(p1) < €/30, then for all ¢,¢ € [0,1] we have that

b({s],:bi<m, {81 Fi<m) < /30,
and similarly

b({s5,:}i<m. {55, }i<m) < &/30.
Since dg(p1, p2) < £/10 (by Lemma E.3), then

b({s1,i}i<m. {85, }i<m) < /10,
and therefore for all ¢,¢' € [0, 1] we have that

b({s] ;}icm: {85 icm) < £/30+¢/30 +£/10 = £/6.
Applying Lemma to the representations
P1L = diag(W@1>Ool77T<P11002) and pg = diag(ﬂ-@z,oonﬂapmooz)a
N—— —— N—— ——

n/2 n/2—1 n/2 n/2—1
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and to the representations

pP3 = dia'g(ﬂ—SahOOQ’ﬂ-‘Plxool) and pg = diag(ml?z,ooz? 7T</727001)7
—— —— —— ——
n/2 n/2—1 n/2 n/2—1

noticing that these two pairs have the same K-theory, we can find j € N and points
Tlye s T YLy ooy Yy Wiy oo, Wy, 21, - -+, 25 € [0,1] such that diag(p1, 7z, ..., 7s;)
and diag(pz, Ty, ,...,Ty;) are unitarily equivalent and diag(pz,Tw,,...,Tw;) and
diag(p4, 72, ..., m,;) are unitarily equivalent.

Let p > 2j + 1 be odd, and let 11 = 2 = ¢n kp © Prasr,, Where Ay = Aoy, kp
was defined in the statement of Proposition .5l We claim that

G
sup dZ/{ (leosalﬂf? 7T1Z120§02,t) <e.
tE[O,l]U{OOl,OO2}

First, since d(¢1),0(v2) < &/9, then d(¢1 0 1), (12 0 2) < &/9 (see Lemma B.F)).
As 11 o p1 and 1o o s pull back the same trace, by Lemma 3] we have that
do(1h1 o p1,1%92 0 o) < £/3. As all elements of G are 1-Lipschitz, we get from
Lemma [£.]] that

G
Sup du (7T¢10<P1,t77r¢20992,t) < §
te[0,1]

Consider Now Ty, 001,00, aNd Tyyops,00,- By definition of ¢y 1, and since the
transition map used to define ¥ (and t9) does not affect the endpoints, we have
that

Tpropr,000 = AAg(P1, Ty 1/ps Ty 3/ps - -5 Tipr (p-2)/p)
and
Tipsopn,001 = AaG(P2, Moy 2/p) Tpn a/ps - -+ Tipa, (p—1)/p)-
Let F' = {s] ;}i<m,r=1/p,...(p—2)/p a0 H = {8 ; }icm r=2/p,....(p—1)/p> cOnsidered as
multisets, so that
T4p1op1,001 — diag(pla {ﬂ-t}tGF) and Typgopa,001 — diag(an {ﬂ-t}tGH)'
Notice that b(F, H) < /6. Recall moreover that for every r and every open interval
U of diameter > £/6, there is ¢ < m such that s, € U. Hence, for every such U,
|[FNU| > (p—1)/2 > j, where F is considered as a multiset. Similarly, |HNU| > j.
Hence by Lemma [A9] b;(F,H) < ¢/2. Let us now look at the points z1,...,x;
and y1,...,y;. For every i < j, pick t; € F such that |x; — ¢;| < /6, and pick
h; € H such that |y; — h;| < /6. We pick these in such a way that (as multisets),
|{tz}1§g| :_] = |{h1}z§J| Since
b(F\ {titicy, H\{hi}i<j) <€/2
and all elements of G are 1-Lipschitz, then
dg; (diag({m }re p\ge,))> diag({mi e (n,y)) < €/2.
By our choice of the points ¢; and h;, we also have that
dyj (diag(pr, {me}iee,y), diag(pe, {mi}ien,y) < /2.
Bringing all of these together we get that
dg (leosahool ) 7T1Z120</72,001) <e.

The same exact calculation works for cos, and therefore we have the thesis. O

The following will be used in the proceeding.
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Corollary 4.10. Let (A;, ;) be the inductive sequence of Definition [3.18 Fix
i < j and let G C A; be finite, and € > 0. Suppose that 1,¢P2: A; — Aj are such
that

sup dﬁ(zpl,ng) <eE.
te(0,1]

Then
sup dij(pj 01,5 02) < e.
tE[O,l]U{OOl,Wg}

Proof. The proof follows by the argument of Theorem .7 and the fact that p; in the
choice of the sequence A; (see Definition B.1H) is constructed using Lemma 212 and
Remark 2.I13l In fact, the choice of p in the proof of Theorem .7 does not depend
on G or €, but only on the number j of points needed to make the representations
p1 and po (p3 and py) unitarily equivalent. O

5. CONNECTING UNITARIES AND THE MAIN RESULT

The aim of this section is to connect the unitaries conjugating the point repre-
sentations of two diagonal maps between (generalised) Razak blocks. Namely, let
A be a (generalised) Razak blocks, and suppose that G C A is finite. The question
is: If B is a (generalised) Razak block and ¢ and ¢ are diagonal maps A — B, can
we compute dS;(p, 1)) in terms of SUD;e(0,1)Ufo00s}2_, d5 (Tt Tpt)?

The following result, familiar to experts, shows that the above question has a
positive answer if A is of the form C([0, 1], M,,). The key ingredients of its proof
are compactness of the interval, a strong form of path-connectedness of the group
of unitary matrices entailed by the continuous functional calculus, and the fact that
the algebraic Ky group of [0, 1] is trivial. The original argument can be traced back
to Thomsen ([31]).

Proposition 5.1 (Thomsen [31]). Let n,k € N, let A = C([0,1], M,,) and let
B be the one-dimensional NCCW complex B = A(E, My, o, 1) for some finite-
dimensional C*-algebra E = @Y_, My, and injective boundary maps oo, cq: E —
M,,. That is,

B={f€C([0,1], Mn) | f(0) = ao(a), f(1) = c1(a),a € E}.
Let G C A be compact. Then for any two diagonal *-homomorphisms ¢,0: A — B,

dij (p,9) < sup dii (Tp.t, ). U
t€(0,1)U{oo; }Y_,

The aim of the remainder of the section is to prove a version of Thomsen’s result
for (generalised) Razak blocks. We use the combinatorial reduction of such a block
A to C([0,1]) as described in [28, §5]. There, it is shown how to obtain a finite
sequence A = Ag, Ay,..., A, = C([0,1]) (which we will call the Robert sequence of
A), where for each i, A; is related to A;_1 by either

(i) A; = A;_; (adding a unit) or

(ii) A; = A;_1 (removing a unit) or
(i) A; @ K= A;_1 ® K (stable isomorphism).
(Here K denotes the algebra of compact operators on a separable infinite-dimensional
Hilbert space H).

Moreover, a careful reading of [28] §5] indicates that each stable isomorphism is
an adjustment by either
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e inflation or deflation of one of the points at infinity or
e adding or removing a row of zeros.

In both cases, the isomorphism 6: 4, @K — A;_1 ® K is of the form 6(f) = ufu*
for a suitable unitary « € U(H) that in particular maps A; into a matrix algebra
over A;_;1 (or the other way round).

For example, one sees from the proof of |28, Proposition 5.2.2] that the last step
for A = B, j, is the stable isomorphism between

{f € C(]0,1], M) | f(0) = diag(a,0), f(1) = diag(b,0),a,b € C}
and C(]0,1]). Two steps prior is the stable isomorphism between
{f € C([0,1], M3) | £(0) = diag(a, b), f(1) = diag(0,0,b),a € My, b € C}

and
{f € C([0,1], M2) | f(0) = diag(a,b), f(1) = diag(0,b),a,b € C}.

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a (generalised) Razak block. Let B = A(E, My, ag, 1) be
a one-dimensional NCCW complex as in Proposition [i1l, and let v, : A — B
be diagonal *-homomorphisms. Let G C A be finite. Then there is a natural
number N, a one-dimensional NCCW complex B’ = A(E', My, o, o)), a finite
set G' C C([0,1], My), diagonal *-homomorphisms ¢',¢' : C([0,1], M) — B’
and an increasing function h : (0,00) — (0,00) depending only on A such that
lim._,0 h(e) =0 and

49 (¢ 9) < h(d(p,9)), d%(p,9) < W@ (¢',9)),
where d' is either the uniform or pointwise unitary distance relative to F.

Proof. Let A = Ao,...,Ar = C(]|0,1]) be the Robert sequence of A. We will
inductively verify that for each 4, there is a natural number N;, a finite set G, C
Mny,(A;), a one-dimensional NCCW complex B; and diagonal *-homomorphisms
i, ¥; : M, (A;) — B; that satisfy the required property.

IfA; =A;_1,set N; =1, G; = Gi_1 U{l}, B; = B;_1 and ©i, 1 the unitisations
of Yi_1,%i—1.

If /iz = Aifl, set Nl = 1, Gl = {g - Wl(g)l | g € Gifl} (Where VIV Ai,1 — C
is the canonical quotient map), B; = B;—1 and ;,; the restrictions of the unital
maps @;—1, ’L/)i,l to Az

If A; is obtained from A;_; by removing a row of zeros or deflating a point
at infinity, then there is an isomorphism #;: A4; ® K — A;_1 ® K of the form
0;(f) = u; fu} that maps A; into 4;_1. Choose N; such that G,_1 C 6;(My;,(A;)),
extend ;1 and ;1 to diagonal *~homomorphisms My, (4;,-1) = My, (B;—1) and
set Gl = 91-_1(6'1',1), Bz = MNi(Bifl) and Qi = Pi—1© 91', U)l = 1/)1',1 o 91

If A; is obtained from A;_; by adding a row of zeros or inflating a point at infinity,
then there is an isomorphism 6;: 4, ® K — A;_1 ® K of the form 6;(f) = u;fu}
that maps A; into some My, (A;—1) (and whose inverse maps A;_; into A;). Set
G; = 6;'(Gi—1), Bi = My,(Bi—1) and ¢; = ¢;_1 0 0;, ¥; = ;1 0 0; (again
extending ;1 and ;1 to diagonal *~-homomorphisms My, (A4;—1) = My, (B;-1)).

In the last two cases, since we are passing to a larger matrix algebra, the (point-
wise or uniform) unitary distance is a priori smaller, that is,

A% (i abi) < A% (pi_1, i 1).
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On the other hand, from the proof of [28 Proposition 2.3.1(i)] (which shows how
unitary conjugation descends to hereditary subalgebras in the stable rank one set-
ting), there is a function f with lim._,¢ f(¢) = 0 such that

A% (pi1,i1) < (A (i, 1)).
The function max{Id, f} is as desired, and the function h that we obtain at the
end of the induction depends only on the number of stable isomorphisms entailed
by the Robert sequence. (Il

The following is immediate from Proposition 51l and Lemma

Corollary 5.3. Let A and B be (generalised) Razak blocks. Then there is a function
h: (0,00) — (0,00) depending only on A with lim._,oh(e) = 0 such that for any
finite set G C A and diagonal *-homomorphisms p,9: A — B,

dij (0, ) < h ( sup  dgj (T, mm)) : 0
te(0,1)U{o0i}2_,

Remark 5.4. Our choice of proving Corollary B3 by using Robert’s reduction
method is purely aesthetic. In fact, one could take a ‘by-hand’ approach, simi-
lar to Masumoto’s one. Say A and B are (generalised) Razak blocks, and that
p,%: A — B are diagonal maps sending the Lebesgue trace to the Lebesgue trace.
One first shows that diagonal maps are close (in the point-norm topology) to maps
whose associated unitaries are continuous (similarly to [23, Proposition 3.5]). More
than that, one then shows that the associated unitaries v and v can have a very
standard form, and finds ¢’,49': A — B such that, on a finite set G, ¢’ is close to
o and v’ is close to v, and with the property that uv* € B. This is similar to what
was done for Z in [23] §4]. The proof then follows by composing the map v with
Ad(uv*).

Since this step, particularly for generalised Razak blocks, becomes extremely
technical and fairly unpleasant to read, we decided to take the path offered by
Robert’s reduction.

Corollary [5.3]is the key to conclude the proof of Theorem [Al

Theorem 5.5. The classes Ky, Ko, K1, and Kp, where p is a supernatural number
of infinite type, are Fraissé classes.

Proof. Proposition 217 gives the WPP and the CCP, while by Corollary B.IT,
these classes have the JEP. Therefore it is enough to show such classes have the
NAP. Since the function h in Corollary [5.3] depends only on the domain algebra A,
the result for Razak blocks follows directly from Theorem and Corollary 53]
while that Co, K1 and KC; are Fraissé classes follows by applying Theorem 7 and
Corollary 5.3l O

We are ready to prove Theorem [Al which we recall for convenience.

Theorem 5.6. The algebra W is the Fraissé limit of the class KCyy. The algebra
2y is the Fraissé limit of the class Ki. If p is a supernatural number of infinite
type, the algebra Zy @ Mp is the Fraissé limit of the Fraissé class Kp.

Proof. The approach for W, Z, and tensor products of the form Zy ® Mj is the
same: we show that the sequence defining W (Definition B.I0l), Zy (Definition B15)
and tensor products of the form Zy ® My (Remark B.I6) satisfy the hypotheses of



STABLY PROJECTIONLESS FRAISSE LIMITS 29

Theorem [Z7] for their respective classes. We only give the details for W: the proof
in the other cases follows exactly the same way.

Consider the sequence A; given by Definition B.I0, with p;: A; — A;11, so that
W = lim(A;, p;). Let 7 be the unique trace of W, and 7; be the faithful diffuse
trace on A; which is the pullback of 7 via the embedding ¢; oc = lim;~; ¢; ;. Notice
that Pi,j- (Ai,Ti) — (Aj,Tj).

We aim to show that such a sequence satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.7l For
the first condition, notice that A; = Ay, », where n; = (i — 1)!. Therefore the maps
in Proposition B9[] give that each Razak block with an associated faithful diffuse
trace (4, o) can be embedded in (4;,7;) (for some 7) in a trace preserving way. We
are left with the second condition. Fix ¢ € N and consider a trace preserving map
¥: (A;, 1) — (B,7) where B is a Razak block and 7 € Tyq(B). Fix a finite set
F C A;, and let € > 0. Without loss of generality we can assume all functions in F
are 1-Lipschitz.

We can find k large enough so that there is a trace preserving ¢': (B,7) —
(Ag, 7). Let h be the function given by Corollary for A;, and let 6 > 0 such
that h(d) < e. Consider now k' large enough so that both ¢; 5 and @y, 1 010’ 0tp have
diameter < d/3. Notice that both maps pull back 74+ to 7;, hence by Lemma [.3]

do (@i ks Prkr 0P 01h) < 6.
By applying Lemma 1] we have that

sup dg; (@i g, Qg 0 o) <6,
te[0,1]

hence

sup d5(30i7k,, rk o o1h) < 4.
t€[0,1]U{oo0)

By the choice of h, we have that there is u € Ay such that
i (f) — Ad(w) 0 i 0" 0 (f)]| <e.
The map Ad(u) o g 0 9 gives the thesis.

In the case of Zj, one first gets a k' large enough and a map v’ so that

sup d5 (@i ks, o 0V 01h) < e.
t€[0,1]

Then, using the definition of p; in Definition BI85, Corollary .10 implies that

sup dg; (i1, P w1 0Y 01)) <&,
tE[O,l]U{OOl,Wg}
and therefore the thesis. The approach to Zy ® Mj is the same. (Il

The last class of study is the class Ky, whose objects are generalised Razak blocks
and such that there is no K-theory restriction on the maps between building blocks.
One can show that the Fraissé limit of Ky is monotracial, simple, and has Ky equal
to {0}. By classification, this limit must be isomorphic to W. Another approach is
to show that the class Ky, U Ky, whose objects are Razak blocks and generalised
Razak blocks with an associated diffuse faithful trace, and maps are trace preserving
*-homomorphisms, is a Fraissé class. WPP, CCP for the class Ky U Ky can be
proved exactly as in Proposition 217} For the JEP, notice that generalised Razak
blocks can be viewed as subalgebras of Razak blocks, by rearranging the blocks via
a permutation unitary (specifically, By, . can be twisted to a subalgebra of A, o),
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and that A, ® A, can be viewed as a subalgebra of B,, ;. The class of Razak
blocks is cofinal in the class whose objects are Razak and generalised Razak blocks,
Ky UKg; therefore, the inductive sequence defining W is a generic sequence in this
Fraissé class.

APPENDIX A. ADMISSIBLE MAPS

We conclude this section by showing that the technical definition of admissible
embeddings is not needed for our applications of Fraissé theory. Let Kz be the
category whose objects are pairs (Z,, 4, 7) where

Zpq={f€C(0,1],M, @ M) | f(0) e 1® M,, f(1) € M, ®1, p,q coprime }

and 7 is a faithful trace on Z, ,. Let Mory, be the set of all morphisms ¢: Z, ; —
Zy ¢ such that there are faithful traces o € T(Z, ) and 7 € T(Zy o) with o = Togp.
Theorems 3.5 and 3.13 in [22] showed that Kz is a Fralssé class and that the
Jiang-Su algebra Z is its limit. Masumoto then analyzed the structure of Kz-
admissible embeddings of Z into itself. The following completes his intuition.

Lemma A.1. Let B be a one-dimensional NCCW complez as in Propositiorld 1],
whose spectrum is Hausdorff (for example, B = Z, , or B = A, ). Let F C B be
finite, € > 0 and o € Ty(B). Then there is a finite set G C B and a 6 > 0 such
that whenever T € Tyq(B) satisfies |T(f) — o(f)| <6 for all f € G, there is

¢: (B,o) = (B,7)

such that
lp(a) —al| <e, a € F.

Proof. Given 1, let ¢ be the transition map s, of Proposition B4 Note that
diffuseness of 7 is enough to ensure continuity. It is known to experts, and straight-
forward to verify, that b provides a metrisation of the w*-topology on faithful
measures on [0, 1]. The thesis follows. O

Theorem A.2. Let ¢: Z — Z be a nonzero *-homomorphism. Then ¢ is Kz-
admissible.

Proof. Note that v is unital and injective (as Z is projectionless and simple).
Let trz be the unique trace on Z and write (Z,trz) = im((Z,,.q,,0:), pi) with
©it (Zpigir0i) = (Zpiir,qisr» 0ir1) and oy € Tyq(Zp, q,), making sure that every n
eventually divides p;q;. Let
Pi,o00 * (Zpiqqia Ui) - (Za tTZ)
be defined as ¢; o = lim;~; ¢; ; where, for 7 < j,
Pij = Pj—1©° Pi-

Claim A.3. Let 0 € T¢(Z, 4) and 7w: (Zpq,0) = (Z,trz). Let F C Z, 4 be finite
and let € > 0. Then there is a natural number 7 and a trace preserving map

FI: (ZP#Z? 0) — (Zpi,qmai)
such that
i 07 (a) — w(a)|| <&, a € F.

In particular, 7 is Kz-admissible.
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Proof. We will assume F' is made of contractions. Obtain G and § < e from
Lemma [AJ] applied to F, £ and o. Since Z, 4 is semiprojective, and by |2, Theo-
rem 3.1] there is ¢ and a *-homomorphism p: Z, ; — Z,, 4, such that

[l¢i,00 © p(a) —(a)|| <6/2, a € GUPF.

We can also suppose that pg divides p;q; and therefore, by the first paragraph
after the proof of [22, Proposition 3.2], p is diagonal. Let ¢ = o, 0 p. If & is
diffuse, let & = &. Otherwise, by twiddling the continuous functions associated
to p so that they are finite-to-one, we can construct p': Z, , — Zp, 4, such that
lp(a) — p'(a)|| < 6/2 for a € GUF, and such that the map & defined as & = 7; 0 p/
is faithful and diffuse. Note that, for a € F U G,

|o(a) = ()] = [trz(n(a)) — 0i(p' ()| < 6/2+ [trz(n(a)) — 0i(p(a))|-
Since pi,o0t (Zp,.q:,0i) = (Z,trz) and ||gi o0 0 p(a) — m(a)|| < /2, we have that

lo(a) — o(a)| < 6. Applying Lemma [A1] we can find a ¢: (Z, 4,0) — (Zp.4,0)
with ||1(a) — a]| < e. Then, 7’ = 1) o p satisfies the thesis. O

Since every embedding ¢: (Z,4,0) — (Z,trz) is Kz-admissible, then so is ¢ |
(pi,00(Zp,.q:), trz). By Remark 25 this suffices. O

We now prove the correspondent of Theorem for W and Z;. The proof
is necessarily slightly different due to the absence of the unit, but the strategy is
similar. We appeal to classification machinery (none of which, we again stress, is
needed in the main body of the article), namely the following consequence of [28|
Theorem 1.0.1, Proposition 6.1.1, Proposition 6.2.3].

Theorem A.4 (Robert). Let A and B;, i € N, be one dimensional NCCW com-
plexes with trivial K, and suppose that there are connecting maps ¢; : B; — B;11
such that B = lim(B;, ¢;) is simple and has a unique trace trg. Then for every
o € Ty(A), there exists ¢ : (A,0) — (B,trg). If ¢ : (A,0) — (B,trg) is an-
other such map with Ko(¢) = Ko(¥), then ¢ and ¢ are approzimately unitarily
equivalent.

In the cases of interest (that is, B =W or B = Z), the existence part of Theo-
rem [A 4] follows from local existence (Propositions and BI4), local uniqueness
(Theorems [L6], 7 and Corollary (£.3), and an intertwining argument. However,
the uniqueness statement is not quite accessible by our results because we cannot
ensure that the maps obtained by the application of [2) Theorem 3.1] are trace
preserving for any traces.

Theorem A.5. Let ¢v: W — W be a trace preserving *-homomorphism. Then 1
is IKCyy-admissible.

Proof. Let n,k € N, 0 € Trq(Ank), m: (Apk,0) = W, tr) (where try is the
unique trace on W). Let F' C A, be finite and let £ > 0. By Proposition 3.9 and
the uniqueness of W as the Fraissé limit of the class Kyy, there is a sequence A, x,,
for ¢ € N, traces o; € Trq(An, k) and trace preserving maps

Pi (Am,kiv Ui) — (Ani+1,ki+1 ) UiJrl)
such that

e n=nmng, k=kyand c =0y
i 1im(Ani7ki7<Pi> =W
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o if @, oot A, k, = W is defined as a — lim;>; ¢;;(a), then
<Pi,00(a): (Aniyki7 Ui) — (Wa tTW)'

By Theorem [A4] there is a unitary u in the unitisation of W such that the map ¢
defined as ¢ = Ad(u) o o, satisfies

o: (Ap g, 0) = W, trw)
and
lp(a) —7m(a)|]| < e, a€F.
As above, thanks to Remark 2.5 this is sufficient. O

The following is obtained in exactly the same way.

Theorem A.6. Let v: Zy — Zy be a trace preserving *-homomorphism. Then 1
is K1-admissible. Similarly, for any supernatural number p of infinite type, every
trace preserving *-homomorphism : Zo ® My — Zy ® My is Kg-admissible. O
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