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QUASITRIANGULAR OPERATOR ALGEBRAS

MASSOUD AMINI, MEHDI MORADI, ISMAEIL MOUSAVI

Abstract. We give characterizations of quasitriangular operator algebras along
the line of Voiculescu’s characterization of quasidiagonal C∗-algebras.

1. Introduction

Quasitriangular operators on a Hilbert space were introduced and studied in the
60’s by Paul Halmos in [31] (and later in [32]). As Halmos also mentions, the notion
was already used (and indeed played a central role) in the proof of the Aronszjn-
Smith theorem [3] on the existence of invariant subspaces for compact operators and
its extensions (like that of Arveson and Feldman [9]). These operators naturally
generalize the notion of triangular matrices.

Triangular operator algebras were studied by John Ringrose [48], under the name
of nest algebras, and discussed in the Ph.D. thesis of his student, Christopher Lance
[40]. The terminology was used first in a paper by Kadison and Singer [37]. There
have been various characterizations of triangular subalgebras of specific classes of
C∗-algebras, including that of Power for triangular subalgebras of AF-algebras [47].

The natural generalization of these to quasitriangular algebras were introduced
by William Arveson [6] and studied by him and coauthors in [29]. All these studies
are in the spirit of nest algebras. The first instance of a theory independent of the
notion of nest algebras was presented by Dan Voiculescu in [56]. Here quasidiagonal
C∗-algebras are defined in terms of representations, something which is anticipated
by the original ideas of Halmos (compare this with the approach of Bruce Wagner
[58] based on nest algebras). Further characterizations are given by Marius Dadarlat
[18].

The main objective of this paper is to characterize quasitriangular (non selfad-
joint) operator algebras in terms of their representations. Note that in the selfad-
joint case (that is, for C∗-algebras) the notions of quasidiagonality and quasitrian-
gularity coincide, and so such a characterization is a non selfadjoint version of the
results of Voiculescu and Dadarlat. The first characterization relies on a result of
Arveson on the extension of completely positive (c.p.) maps from operator systems
to the enveloping C∗-algebra [4] and the second is proved directly. We also inves-
tigate basic properties of quasitriangular operator algebras (like stable finiteness
and existence of trace) and provide examples and non-examples. Our approach is
based on finite dimensional approximation and we do not allude to the traditional
approach based on nest algebras.
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This paper could be regarded only as the starting point in comparing and con-
trasting quasitriangularity (of the non selfadjoint operator algebras) versus quasidi-
agonality (of selfadjoint ones). Although the two phenomena (which coincide in the
selfadjoint case) show many similarities, the quasitriangularity has a pathological
behavior which does not appear in quasidiagonality: while a diagonal (i.e., commu-
tative) algebra is always quasidiagonal, the analogous thing does not happen in the
non selfadjoint realm, namely, a triangular algebra may fail to be quasitriangular.
Indeed the Cuntz C∗-algebra On has a wealth of maximal triangular subalgebras
which are not finite and so could not be quasitriangular. This phenomenon is due
to the break of symmetry in the non selfadjoint case. Indeed, one has two options
for a one way version of quasidiagonality (that is, upper or lower quasitriangularity)
and choosing each of these is in the price of loosing the other. This might seem
a bit annoying at the first glance, but we trust that it would be a source of di-
versity for quasitriangular algebras which is absent in the symmetric quasidiagonal
case. Though this feature may prove to be useful and so calls for an independent
research, here we could only sketch it and yet have no clear idea how one may use
this potential in applications with an intrinsic lack of symmetry.

2. Definitions and Results

A Banach algebra T is called triangular approximate finite dimensional (TAF) if
it is a norm-closed subalgebra of a unital AF C∗-algebra A such that D := T ∩T ∗ is
a masa in A which satisfies the Strătilă-Voiculescu condition [53]: there is a nested
sequence (Ak) of finite dimensional unital subalgebras of A with a dense union such
that Dk := D ∩ Ak is a masa in Ak [45]. If T is TAF then T is the direct limit
of the nested family (T ∩ Ak) [45, Corollary 2.3], and conversely, for an increasing
sequence of triangular algebras Tk ⊆ Ak with diagonal Dk, the direct limit T of
Tk’s is TAF [45, Theorem 2.6].

Definition 2.1. An operator algebra A is called TAF-embeddable if it is embedded
completely isometrically into a TAF algebra.

An operator algebra A is called residually finite dimensional (RFD) if there is
a family (possibly uncountable) of c.c. homomorphisms ρi : A → Mk(i)(C) which
are asymptotically isometric, that is, ‖a‖ = limi ‖ρi(a)‖, for each a ∈ A (see [13,
Chapter 7], for the same notion for C∗-algebras, where ρi’s are assumed to be ∗-
homomorphisms). Next we need to define a triangular version of the above notion.
By a triangular subalgebra of Mk we mean a subalgebra of the form Tk1

⊕· · ·⊕Tkn
,

where Tki
is the algebra of all upper triangular matrices in Mki

.

Definition 2.2. An operator algebra A is called TRFD if it is RFD and the range
of each homomorphism ρi : A → Mk(i)(C) in the above definition is a triangular
subalgebra of Mki

.

Two representations π : A → B(H) and σ : A → B(K) are approximately
unitarily equivalent if there is a sequence un : H → K of unitary operators such
that ‖σ(a) − unπ(a)u

∗
n‖ → 0, for each a ∈ A. Note that when both π and σ have

ranges inside triangular operator algebras (in the sense of Kadison and Singer [37],
that is, the operator algebras A of B(H) with A ∩ A∗ = D, where D is the set
of diagonal operators), then in each step, unπ(A)u

∗
n is again a triangular operator

algebra (since triangularity is preserved under unitary equivalence). This is along
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the general idea of Kadison and Singer to have non selfadjoint operator algebras
whose elements could be simultaneously triangularized (c.f. [42, page 245], [37,
Theorem 3.2.1]).

Our first main result asserts that a separable TRFD operator algebras is TAF-
embeddable if any pair of finite dimensional representations are approximately uni-
tarily equivalent after adding an enough large multiple of one of them to both,
providing a non selfadjoint analog of a result due to Dadarlat [19].

Theorem 2.3. Let A be a separable TRFD operator algebra such that for each
pair of finite dimensional representations σi : A→ Mk(C), i = 1, 2, with triangular
ranges, there is a positive integer N ≥ 1 such that (N + 1)σ1 is approximately
unitarily equivalent to σ2 ⊕Nσ1. Then A is TAF-embeddable.

Definition 2.4. An operator algebra A is called quasitriangular (QT) if there
is a net of completely contractive maps φi : A → Mki

(C) which are asymptoti-
cally isometric and asymptotically multiplicative, that is, limi ‖φi(a)‖ = ‖a‖ and
limi ‖φi(ab)−φi(a)φi(b)‖ = 0, for each a, b ∈ A. A collection of bounded operators
S ⊆ B(H) is called quasitriangular (QT) if given ε > 0 and finite subsets F ⊆ S
and F ⊆ H , there is a finite rank projection P ∈ B(H) with ‖PT −PTP‖ < ε and
‖Pv − v‖ < ε, for each T ∈ F and v ∈ F . Finally, a representation π : A → B(H)
of an operator algebra A is called quasitriangular (QT) if π(A) ⊆ B(H) is quasitri-
angular.

A representation of an operator algebra A is a completely contractive (c.c.) ho-
momorphism π : A→ B(H), whereH is a Hilbert space. A faithful representation is
assumed moreover to be completely isometric (c.i.). A representation π : A→ B(H)
is called essential if π(A) ∩K(H) = {0}.

The second main result of this paper gives a characterization of separable unital
quasitriangular operator algebras in terms of their faithful representations. This is
an extension of a result of Voiculescu which asserts that a separable C*-algebra is
QD iff it forms a QD family of operators in some concrete Hilbert space. Since the
“third isomorphism theorem” fails in its most general form for operator algebras
[2], the QT version of this result for operator algebras satisfying an extra condition
(here called essentially embedded, requiring that the quotient map onto the Calkin
algebra induces a complete isometry on the given operator algebra; see the next
section for details and examples).

Theorem 2.5. For a separable unital operator algebra A, consider the following
assertions:

(i) A is QT,
(ii) A has a faithful QT representation on a separable Hilbert space,
(iii) Every faithful unital essential representation of A on a separable Hilbert

space is QT.
Then (iii) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (i). If moreover A is essentially embedded, then we also

have (i) ⇒ (iii).

The above theorem could be used to construct QT and non-QT operator alge-
bras. It is shown by Halmos [31] that the unilateral shift S on a separable Hilbert
space is not QT (Douglas and Pearcy later constructed an operator T on a separa-
ble Hilbert space so that neither T nor T ∗ is QT, answering a question of Halmos in
negative [27]). Now the operator algebra generated by S (which is the non selfad-
joint Toeplitz algebra, here denoted by T) would not be QT by the above theorem.
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This has some consequences. For instance, if a separable unital operator algebra
A is QT, then A could not contain a non surjective isometry (since otherwise it
should contain a copy of non-QT algebra T), and neither does A ⊗ Mn(C), for
each n. In other words, A is stably finite (which simply means Mn(A) is finite–i.e.,
does not contain non unitary isometries–for each n ≥ 1). We may get the same
result for non-unital algebras by passing to the minimal unitization (which remains
separable, if the original algebra is so). Hence we have the following result.

Proposition 2.6. An operator algebra is QT if and only if all of its finitely gen-
erated closed subalgebras are QT.

It immediately follows from the above proposition and Arveson Extension The-
orem that the separability condition could be removed from Theorem 2.5. This
allows one to repeat the above argument for the lack of non surjective isometries
in the non separable case, leading to the next result.

Corollary 2.7. A QT operator algebra A is stably finite.

The above corollary could be employed to construct more examples of non-
QT operator algebras. It is known that in the Cuntz C∗-algebra On we have
an abundance of analytic subalgebras [36]. In particular, it contains a canonical
UHF subalgebra (such that each strongly maximal triangular subalgebra of the
UHF subalgebra has an extension to a strongly maximal triangular subalgebra of
On). This shows that there are lots of triangular subalgebras in On. One concrete
example of such a subalgebra is the Volterra algebra (already studied by Power
[46]), which is maximal triangular, but not strongly maximal triangular [36, pages
29 & 32]. However, this operator algebra is not QT, since it is generated by the
Cuntz partial isometries it contains (and so is not finite).

On the other hand, if the weight sequence of a bilateral weighted shift on a
separable Hilbert space has 0 as a limit point (in both directions) then it is quasidi-
agonal [52, Theorem 1]. By almost the same proof as in [52], one could check that
if the weight sequence of a unilateral weighted forward shift has 0 as a limit point
then it is quasitriangular (take a subsequence of weights going to 0 and project
on the the subspace generated by the basis elements with the same indices as the
subsequence). This way we could construct a separable (singly generated) QT op-
erator algebra (which is not QD if we choose the weights not to go to zero when
indices are negated).

Our next result asserts that that every QT operator algebra can be locally ap-
proximated by a residually finite dimensional (RFD) operator algebra. The proof
is an adaptation of the Halmos original proof that every quasitriangular operator
can be written as a block triangular operator plus a compact (see also, [34]). We
call an operator algebra A block triangular if there exists an increasing sequence of
finite rank projections Pn going SOT to 1 such that Pna = PnaPn, for all a ∈ A and
n ≥ 1. As for C∗-algebras, it is easy to see that an operator algebra is RFD if and
only if it has a faithful representation with block triangular image (c.f. [14], [15]
for alternative approaches). Note that an operator algebra might be RFD while its
enveloping C*-algebra is not so [14, Example 3.4] and [55, Example 1].

If ε > 0 and F,A ⊆ B(H) are sets of operators then F is ε-contained in A if for
each x ∈ F there exists y ∈ A with ‖x − y‖ < ε. When this is the case we write
F ⊆ε B.



QUASITRIANGULAR OPERATOR ALGEBRAS 5

Theorem 2.8. A separable operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) is QT (as a set of operators)
iff for every finite set F ⊆ A and every ε > 0, there exists a block triangular algebra
B ⊆ B(H) such that F ⊆ε B and A + K(H) = B + K(H). If moreover A is
essentially embedded and A ∩K(H) = 0, then it is a quotient of B.

A state τ on a unital operator algebra A is a linear functional satisfying τ(1) =
‖τ‖ = 1. It is called a tracial state if moreover, τ(ab) = τ(ba), for each a, b ∈ A.
We have the following extension of a classical result of Voiculescu [57, 2.4].

Proposition 2.9. Every unital QT operator algebra has a tracial state.

3. Proofs

In this section we gives proofs of the results of the previous sections. Because the
notion of positivity is not available for non selfadjoint operator algebras, in some
cases we have to deviate from the line of the proof of the analogous result for the
selfadjoint case, or allude to the basic idea of Arveson to get c.p. extensions of c.c.
maps [4].

In the first lemma we deal with direct limit of operator algebras. The connecting
maps are homomorphism, and unlike ∗-homomorphisms these are not guaranteed
to be contractive (even continuous). Therefore, we only work with c.c. homomor-
phisms.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a separable unital operator algebra and H be a separable
Hilbert space. If there is an increasing sequence of finite dimensional triangular
subalgebras Bn ⊆ B(H), constant non-negative integer k ≥ 1, injective c.c. homo-
morphisms πn : Bn → Bn+k, and u.c.c. maps σn : A→ Bn such that

(i) the family {σn} is asymptotically completely isometric and asymptotically
multiplicative,

(ii)
∑∞

n=1 ‖πn ◦σn(a)−σn+k(a)‖ <∞, for some subset G ⊆ A with norm dense
linear span and each a ∈ G, where the norm in the summand is calculated in B(H),

then A is TAF-embeddable.

Proof. By a rearrangement of indices we may assume that k = 1. Identify Bn with
a subalgebra of the direct limit B of the system {(Bn, πn)} and regard each σn as
a map into B. Under this identification, one could rewrite (ii) as

∑∞

n=1 ‖σn(a) −
σn+1(a)‖ < ∞, which means that {σn(a)} is Cauchy in B, for each a ∈ G. This
shows that σ : span(G) → B; σ(x) := limn σn(x) is well defined. By the first
assumption in (i), the linear map σ is completely isometric, and so has a complete
isometric extension to σ̄ : A → B, which is also a homomorphism, by the second
assumption in (i). Finally, observe that B is TAF by [45, Theorem 2.6]. �

The proof of the first main result of this paper is a careful adaptation of an
argument of M. Dadarlat [19] to the triangular setting.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Choose a asymptotically isometric sequence (by separabil-
ity) of finite dimensional c.c. representations (by TRFD assumption) ρi : A →
Mk(i)(C) such that

Ai := Im(ρi) = Tk1(i) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Tkℓ(i) ⊆ Mk(i)(C),

with k1(i) + · · · kℓ(i) = k(i), where ℓ depends on i. Put B1 = A1 and σ1 = ρ1 :
A→ B1 ⊆ Mk(1)(C). For finite dimensional representations

σ1 ⊗ 1k(2) = k(2)σ1 : A→ B1 ⊗ Tk(2) ⊆ Mk(1)k(2)(C),
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and
1B1

⊗ ρ2 : A→ B1 ⊗A2 ⊆ Mk(1)k(2)(C),

choose positive integer N1 ≥ 1 such that

k(2)(N1 + 1)σ1 : A→ B1 ⊗ Tk(2)(N1+1) ⊆ Mn(1)(C),

and

(1B1
⊗ ρ2)⊕ k(2)N1σ1 : A→ (B1 ⊗A2)⊕ (B1 ⊗ Tk(2)N1

) ⊆ Mn(1)(C),

are approximately unitarily equivalent, where n(1) := k(1)k(2)(N1 + 1).
Choose a countable dense subset {ai} in A and for a1, choose a unitary u1 ∈

Mn(1)(C) with

‖u1k(2)(N1 + 1)σ1(a1)u
∗
1 − (1B1

⊗ ρ2(a1))⊕ k(2)N1σ1(a1)‖ <
1

2
.

Put C1 := B1, B2 := u1(C1 ⊗ Tk(2)N1
)u∗1 ⊆ Mn(1)(C), and define π1 : C1 → B2 by

π1(c) := u1(c⊗ 1k(2)(N1+1))u
∗
1. Put C2 := (B1 ⊗A2)⊕ (C1 ⊗ Tk(2)N1

) ⊆ Mn(1)(C)
and define σ2 : A → C2 by σ2(a) := (1B1

⊗ ρ2(a)) ⊕ k(2)N1σ1(a), then we can
rewrite the last inequality as ‖π1σ1(a1)− σ2(a1)‖ < 1

2 . Next, for finite dimensional
representations

σ2 ⊗ 1k(3) = k(3)σ2 : A→ C2 ⊗ Tk(3) ⊆ Mk(1)k(2)k(3)(N1+1)(C),

and
1B2

⊗ ρ3 : A→ B2 ⊗A3 ⊆ Mk(1)k(2)k(3)(N1+1)(C),

choose positive integer N2 ≥ 1 such that

k(3)(N2 + 1)σ2 : A→ C2 ⊗ Tk(3)(N2+1) ⊆ Mn(2)(C),

and

(1B2
⊗ ρ3)⊕ k(3)N2σ2 : A→ (B2 ⊗A3)⊕ (C2 ⊗ Tk(3)N2

) ⊆ Mn(2)(C),

are approximately unitarily equivalent, where n(2) := k(1)k(2)k(3)(N1+1)(N2+1).
Choose a unitary u2 ∈ Mn(2)(C) with

‖u2k(3)(N2 + 1)σ2(aj)u
∗
2 − (1B2

⊗ ρ3(aj))⊕ k(3)N2σ2(aj)‖ <
1

4
,

for j = 1, 2. Put B3 := u2(C2⊗Tk(3)N2
)u∗2 ⊆ Mn(2)(C), and define π2 : C2 → B3 by

π2(c) := u2(c⊗ 1k(3)(N2+1))u
∗
2. Put C3 := (B2 ⊗A3)⊕ (C2 ⊗ Tk(3)N2

) ⊆ Mn(2)(C)
and define σ3 : A → C3 by σ3(a) := (1B2

⊗ ρ3(a)) ⊕ k(3)N2σ2(a), then we can
rewrite the last inequality as ‖π2σ2(aj)− σ3(aj)‖ < 1

4 , for j = 1, 2.
Since all the algebras involved are unital, we may identify both Bn and Cn with

a subalgebra of Cn+1. Continuing this way, we get finite dimensional triangular
algebras Cn, injective homomorphisms πn : Cn → Cn+2 and u.c.c. maps σn : A→
Cn, satisfying the conditions of the previous lemma (with k = 2). Therefore, A is
TAF-embeddable. �

Remark 3.2. (i) If the condition of approximate unitary equivalence in Proposition
3.19 is replaced with genuine unitary equivalence, the statement becomes trivial (at
least for the case of C*-algebras, c.f., [13, Exercice 8.1.1]).

(ii) Let F ⊆ A be a finite subset and ε > 0. A finite dimensional representation
σ : A → Mk(C) is (F, ε)-admissible if there is a faithful essential representation
π : A → B(H) on a separable Hilbert space H , and a unitary u : ⊕∞

1 ℓ
2
k → H ,

such that ‖uπ(a)u∗ − σ∞(a)‖ < ε, (a ∈ F), writing π ≈(F,ε) σ∞. Let us observe
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that in the proof of Proposition 3.14, in each step we need to know that the finite
dimensional representations involved are homotopic and the one added with large
multiplicity is (F, ε)-admissible, for a suitable choice of (F, ε). Indeed, for two
homotopic representations σ1 and σ2 with σ1 being (F, ε)-admissible, there inN ≥ 1
with (N + 1)σ1 ≈(F,3ε) σ2 ⊕ σ1 (this is proved verbatim to [13, Theorem 8.1.8]).

Remark 3.3. (i) We warn the reader that the last condition on the range of c.c.
homomorphisms ρi is a rather strong condition, and an RFD C∗-algebra is not
necessarily TRFD as an operator algebra (unless it is commutative). Also, even if
A is TRFD and all representations ρi are boundary representations, then the en-
veloping C∗-algebra C∗

e (A) may fail to be is RFD (though each ρi uniquely extends
to a finite dimensional representation ρ̃i of C

∗
e (A), here is no way to guarantee that

ρ̃i’s are asymptotically isometric).
(ii) As an example of a RFD operator algebra, let {Pn} be an increasing sequence

of finite rank projections in B(H), SOT-converging to the identiti. Consider,

A := {(Tn) ∈
∏

n≥1

PnB(H)Pn : there exists T ∈ B(H) with Tn
SOT−−−→ T }.

Then A is norm closed: Given {(T k
n )}k ⊆ A, if (T k

n ) → (Tn) in
∏

n≥1 PnB(H)Pn, as

k → ∞, choose T k ∈ B(H) with T k
n

SOT−−−→ T k, as n→ ∞, then since ‖T k
n −Tn‖ → 0,

uniformly on n, as k → ∞, a standard triangle inequality argument shows that

{T k} is SOT-Cauchy, and so there is T ∈ B(H) with T k SOT−−−→ T . Again using the
above uniform convergence in norm, another triangle inequality argument shows

that Tn
SOT−−−→ T , that is, (Tn) ∈ A. Since SOT is jointly sequentially continuous

[43, Page 136], A is an operator algebra (but obviously not a C*-algebra). Finally,
A is RFD, since for k(i) := rank(Pi), the sequence of c.c. homomorphisms,

ρi : A→ Mk(i)(C); (Tn) 7→ Ti, (i ≥ 1),

is clearly asymptotically isometric.
(iii) It is not hard to modify the above example such that A is also TRFD: Let

Tn ⊆ Mk(n)(C) be a (maximal) triangular subalgebra. Let,

A := {(Tn) ∈
∏

n≥1

Tn : there exists T ∈ B(
⊕

n

ℓ2k(n)) with Tn
SOT−−−→ T }.

Then A is a TRFD operator algebra.

Let A be a unital operator algebra and π : A → B(H) be a unital completely
contractive map. Let q : B(H) → B(H)/K(H) be the quotient map onto the
Calkin algebra. We say that π is a (faithful) representation modulo the compacts
if q ◦ π : A → B(H)/K(H) is a (completely isometric) completely contractive
homomorphism.

Definition 3.4. An operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) is called essentially closed if its
image q(A) in the Calkin algebra is norm closed. This is equivalent to requiring
that A+K(H) to be closed in B(H).

Example 3.5. (i) C∗-algebras are automatically essentially closed, since the range
of ∗-homomorphisms on C∗-algebras are closed. More generally, if B is a C∗-
algebra, A is a C∗-subalgebra and J is a closed ideal, then A+J is closed in B [24,
1.8.4].
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(ii) It was shown by Arveson the discrete triangular algebra is essentially closed:
every set P of projections in B(H) determines a weakly closed unital algebra algP ,
consisting of all operators T ∈ B(H) satisfying (1 − P )TP = 0, for every P ∈ P .
Given an increasing sequence {Pn} of finite rank projections such that Pn ↑ 1 in
SOT, T :=alg{Pn} is essentially closed [6, Proposition 2.1]. Indeed, T + K(H) =
QT , consisting of all quasitriangular operators w.r.t. {Pn} [6, Corollary of Theorem
2.2].

(ii) The result of Arveson is extended by Loebl and Muhly to all nest algebras
[41].

(iii) The algebra of subnormal operators and Toeplitz algebra are also known to
be essentially closed [22].

(iv) There is a commutative weakly closed operator algebraA such that A+K(H)
is not closed [22, Proposition 2]: let {en} be a basis for ℓ2(Z). Let U be the bilateral
shift P be the rank one projection onto Ce0. Let T = U + P and let A be the
weakly closed algebra generated by T , then A ∩ K(H) = 0 and ‖T n‖ ≥ √

n while
‖q(T n)‖ = ‖q(Un)‖ = 1, and so A+K(H) is not closed by Remark 3.6(i).

Remark 3.6. (i) An operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) is essentially closed if and only
if A/(A∩K(H)) and q(A) = (A+K(H))/K(H) are isomorphic as Banach algebras
[22, Proposition 1]. When A ∩K(H) = 0, this is equivalent to the quotient map q
being bounded below on A [22, Corollary 1].

(ii) The assumption than an operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) is essentially closed
doesn’t mean that the canonical map from A/(A ∩ K(H)) to (A + K(H))/K(H)
is an isometry (where as the conserve is clearly true, since complete subspaces of
Banach spaces are closed).

(iii) As a special case of Example 3.5(i), if I and J are closed two-sided ideals
of a C∗-algebra, then I + J . Combes and Perdrizet extended this observation by
showing that the sum of a closed left ideal and a closed right ideal of a C∗-algebra
is always closed [15, Proposition 6.2]. This was rediscovered by Rudin [49, Example
4.6] (see also, [26, Corollary 32.2]), and again by Kirchberg [39, Lemma 4.9(iv)],
and Wassermann [61, Lemma 8.1]. In fact, more is true: if L is a closed left ideal
and R is a closed right ideal in a Banach algebra B such that L has a bounded right
approximate identity, or R has a bounded left approximate identity, then L+R is
closed. If moreover, the approximate identity is bounded by 1, then the canonical
map from L/(L ∩R) to (L+R)/R is an isometry [25, Proposition 2.4].

(iv) If B is an approximately unital operator algebra (i.e., an operator algebra
with a contractive approximate identity) and I and J are ideals in B such that I
has a contractive approximate identity (cai), then I/(I∩J) = (I+J)/J , completely
isometrically isomorphically. In particular, I+J is closed in B [2, Theorem 2.3] (the
closedness of I+J also follows under the weaker condition that I is only a hereditary
subalgebra with cai, where hereditary here means that IBI ⊆ I [2, Corollary 4.3]).
A closed inspection of the proof shows that a complete isometric version of part
(ii) above also holds here: if B is an approximately unital operator algebra and
I and J are left and right ideals in B, respectively, such that I has a contractive
right approximate identity, then I/(I ∩ J) = (I + J)/J , completely isometrically
isomorphically. In particular, for B = B(H) and J = K(H), if an operator algebra
A ⊆ B(H) is a left ideal in B(H) with a contractive right approximate identity,
then the canonical map from A/(A ∩ K(H)) to (A + K(H))/K(H) is not only an
isometry, but indeed a complete isometry. In particular, this holds when A is unital
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and a left ideal (indeed following the proof, one can see that it is enough to have
K(H)A ⊆ A), however such a condition might be too strong (for instance when we
further assume that A∩K(H) = 0, then K(H)A ⊆ A could not hold unless A = 0).

(v) It is not true that if the restriction of the quotient map q : B(H) →
B(H)/K(H) to an operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) is a complete isometry, then the
same holds for the C*-algebra C∗(A) generated by A: let A be the norm-closed
algebra generated by the unilateral shift S in B(ℓ2(Z)). This is complete isomet-
rically isomorphic to the disc algebra, and the image in the Calkin algebra is the
same, while C∗(S) ⊇ K(ℓ2(Z)).

Remark 3.6(iv) motivates the following stronger version of Definition 3.4.

Definition 3.7. An operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) is called essentially embedded if
the canonical map from A/(A∩K(H)) to (A+K(H))/K(H) is a complete isometry.

Example 3.8. (i) All C∗-algebras are automatically essentially embedded, since
injective ∗-homomorphisms on C∗-algebras are automatically complete isometric.

(ii) The discrete triangular algebra T considered by Arveson is essentially em-
bedded [6, Proposition 2.1]: for T ∈ B(H), ‖q(T )‖ = limn ‖(1 − Pn)T (1 − Pn)‖
by [5, Lemma 1, page 292]. Indeed, the limit on the RHS is clearly 0 when T
is of rank 1, and so when T is of finite rank, and so it also happens when T is
compact, as the set of operators for which RHS=0 is closed under norm. Next
lim supn ‖(1 − Pn)T (1 − Pn)‖ = lim supn ‖(1 − Pn)(T + K)(1 − Pi)‖ ≤ ‖T +K‖,
for each K ∈ K(H) and so lim supi ‖(1 − Pn)T (1 − Pn)‖ ≤ ‖q(T )‖, where as,
‖q(T )‖ ≤ lim infn ‖(1− Pn)T (1− Pn)‖, as each (1 − Pn)T (1− Pn) is a finite rank
perturbation of T . Now if T ∈ T then (1 − Pn)T (1 − Pn) = T + Kn, where
Kn = −PnT − TPn + PnTPi is a finite rank operator in T (this is a crucial part
of the proof, as in general one cannot guarantee that Kn is in the given operator
algebra). This implies that ‖q(T )‖ ≥ ‖T + (A ∩ K(H))‖, while the inequality in
other direction always hold. A similar argument for amplifications shows that the
quotient map q is indeed a complete isometry.

(iii) If S is a weak∗-closed subspace of B(H) such that S ∩K(H) is weak∗-dense
in S, then S is essentially embedded [20, Corollary 11.7].

(iv) Any non-commutative irreducible algebra A of almost normal operators
containing the identity fails to be essentially embedded (since the identity repre-
sentation on C∗(A) is a boundary representation [5, Theorem 2.2.2], see Remark
3.14(iii)).

The next lemma related the notion of essential embedding to representations
modulo the compacts.

Lemma 3.9. Let A be an operator algebra and the complete contraction π : A →
B(H) be a faithful representation modulo the compacts, then the operator algebra
generated by π(A) is essentially embedded in B(H).

Proof. Let q be the quotient map onto the Calkin algebra on H . Since π is faithful
modulo the compacts, for each a ∈ A,

‖q(π(a))‖ = ‖a‖ ≥ ‖π(a)‖,
and as the reverse inequality is automatic, q is isometric on π(A). Since q is
a continuous homomorphism, it follows that q is also isometric on the operator
algebra generated by π(A). A similar argument on amplifications shows that q is
indeed a complete isometry on this operator algebra. �
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Remark 3.10. (i) Note that the converse of the above lemma is not true: if the
operator algebra generated by the range of a complete contraction π : A → B(H)
is essentially embedded, π may fail to be faithful modulo the compacts (indeed, if
π is not an isometry, then so is q ◦ π).

(ii) One could use the above lemma to construct examples of operator algebras
which are essentially embedded and QT.

(iii) More examples could be constructed using nest algebras as follows: Let
P := {PnH} be the nest consisting of the ranges of finite rank projection SOT-
increasing to the identity. Let T (P) and QT (P) be the set of operators T with
(1− Pn)TPn = 0 and (1−Pn)TPn → 0, respectively. It follows from [20, Theorem
12.2] that QT (P) = T (P)+K(H) (we warn the reader that T (N )+K(H) need not
consist of quasitriangular operators, for a general nest N ; c.f., [20, Chapter 21]).
By [20, Theorem 12.1], QT (P) is norm closed, and the quotient map:

σ : T (P)/(T (P) ∩K(H)) → (T (P) +K(H))/K(H)

is isometric (Indeed, T (P) is weak∗-closed and by the Erdös Density Theorem
[20, Theorem 3.11], T (P) ∩ K(H) is weak∗ dense, and so an M-ideal in T (P) [20,
Theorem 11.5, Corollary 11.6] and so the quotient map is isometric by [20, Theorem
11.3]). Repeating this argument for the inflation σ(n) for the Hilbert space H ⊗ ℓ2n,
we get that σ is indeed completely isometric). Thus T (P) is essentially embedded.
Since QT (P) + K(H) = T (P) + K(H) and QT (P) ∩ K(H) = T (P) ∩ K(H), it
follows that QT (P) is also essentially embedded. Now, QT (P) is clearly QT, but
it is not triangular or block triangular, as it contains all compact operators.

Lemma 3.11. Let A ⊆ B(H) be an essentially embedded operator algebra with
A ∩ K(H) = 0. Then each c.c. representation π : A → B(K) extends to c.c.
representation π̄ : A+K(H) → B(K) which is zero on K(H).

Proof. Since A is essentially embedded and A ∩ K(H) = 0, there is a surjective
c.i. homomorphism σ : (A + K(H))/K(H) → A. The composition π̄ := π ◦ σ ◦ q :
A+K(H) → B(K) has all the required properties. �

The next result is an slight extension of Voiculescu-Weyl-von Neumann theorem
to separable operator algebras.

Lemma 3.12. Let A ⊆ B(H) be a separable unital essentially embedded operator
algebra and π : A→ B(K) be a u.c.c. map with π(A ∩K(H)) = 0. Then there are
isometries Vn : K → H with π(a) − V ∗

n aVn ∈ K(K), for each a ∈ A and n ≥ 1,
such that adVn

→ π, point-norm on A.

Proof. By Lemma 3.11, we get a c.c. representation π̄ : A+ K(H) → B(K) which
vanishes on K(H). By [4, 1.2.3, 1.2.8], π̄ extends to a completely positive map
π̃ : B(H) → B(K), still vanishing on K(H). Thus without loss of generality we
may assume that A contains K(H) and π vanishes on K(H). Next, the C∗-algebra
B generated by the operator system A+A∗ in B(H) is a separable C∗-algebra
containing K(H) satisfying π̃(B ∩K(H)) = π̃(K(H)) = 0. By the Voiculescu-Weyl-
von Neumann theorem (c.f. [21, II.5.3]), there are isometries Vn : K → H with
π̃(b)− V ∗

n bVn ∈ K(K), for each b ∈ B and n ≥ 1 such that adVn
→ π̃, point-norm

on B. The same isometries do the job for A as well. �

Lemma 3.13. Let A ⊆ B(H) be a separable operator algebra and let (π,Hπ) and
(σ,Hσ) be representations of A such that there are partial isometries Vn : Hπ → Hσ
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with image projection 1 such that ‖σ(a)Vn−Vnπ(a)‖ → 0, for a ∈ A. Then if σ(A)
is a QT set of operators, so is π(A).

Proof. By definition, for finite subsets Fn ⊆ Hσ and Fn ⊆ A, there are finite rank
projections Pn ∈ B(Hσ) such that

‖Pnσ(a) − Pnσ(a)Pn‖ ≈ 0, ‖Pnξ‖ ≈ ‖ξ‖ (a ∈ Fn, ξ ∈ Fn).

Given Gn ⊆ Hπ, let Fn := Vn(Gn) and Qn := V ∗
nPnVn. Then each Qn ∈ B(Hπ) is

a projection, since VnV
∗
n = 1, and it is of finite rank, since Pn is so. Also,

‖Qnπ(a)−Qnπ(a)Qn‖ = ‖V ∗
nPnVnπ(a)− V ∗

nPnVnπ(a)V
∗
n PnVn‖

= ‖V ∗
nPnσ(a)Vn − V ∗

nPnσ(a)PnVn‖
≤ ‖Pnσ(a)− Pnσ(a)Pn‖ ≈ 0,

as required. �

Now we are ready to prove the analog of Voiculescu theorem for QT algebras.
The original proof (c.f. [13, 7.2.5]) is based on Voiculescu constants

ηπ(a) := 2max
(

‖π(a∗a)− π(a∗)π(a)‖ 1

2 , ‖π(aa∗)− π(a)π(a∗)‖ 1

2

)

,

defined for faithful representations π modulo the compacts for the case of C∗-
algebras (c.f. [13, 1.7.6]). This argument is obviously not usable for operator
algebras, and instead we employ the above lemma (which gives an alternative way,
also suggested by the work of Voiculescu). Also note that a proof by reduction
to the C∗-algebra generated by the given operator algebra does not seem to be
possible, as it is not the case that if an operator algebra is QT as a family of
operators, the it generated a C∗-algebra which is a QD family of operators (this is
because the notion of QT families defined by Halmos is an upper quasitriangular
family which switches to a lower quasitriangular family, when taking adjoint).

Proof of Theorem 2.5. (i) ⇒ (iii). Since A is separable, we may choose a sequence
of completely contractive maps φn : A→ Mkn

(C) which are asymptotically isomet-
ric and asymptotically multiplicative, that is,

‖φn(a)‖ ≈ ‖a‖, ‖φn(ab)− φn(a)φn(a)‖ ≈ 0,

for a ∈ Fn, where 1 ∈ F1 ⊆ F2 ⊆ · · · is an increasing sequence of finite subsets of A
with dense union. Take any faithful unital essential representation π : A → B(H)
in a separable Hilbert space H . Consider the faithful representation modulo the
compacts Φ := ⊕φn : A→ ∏∞

n=1 Mkn
(C), which is a u.c.c. map. Compose Φ with

the quotient map q fromB(
⊕∞

n=1 ℓ
2
k(n)) onto its Calkin algebra and embed the latter

in B(K), for some Hilbert spaceK, to get a u.c.c. map Π := q◦Φ : A→ B(K). Since
π is essential, we may assume that A ⊆ B(H) with π(A ∩K(H)) = 0. By Lemma
3.12 (switching the role of Vn and V ∗

n ), there are partial isometries Vn : H → K
with range projection 1 such that Π(a) − Vnπ(a)V

∗
n ∈ K(K), for each a ∈ A and

n ≥ 1, and
‖Π(a)− Vnπ(a)V

∗
n ‖ ≈ 0, (a ∈ A).

By Lemma 3.13, it is enough to show that Π(A) is a QT set of operators, which
is in turn follows if we show that Φ(A) is a QT set of operators (since q is norm
decreasing). Put X :=

⊕∞

n=1 ℓ
2
k(n) and let X(k) and X(∞) be the direct sum of k

and countably many copies of X with itself, respectively. Consider representations
Φ(k) and Φ(∞) of A on X(k) and X(∞). Let Pn be the projection in X onto ℓ2k(n),
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and not that the relations of asymptotic isometry and asymptotic multiplicativity
could be rewritten in terms of projections Pn as

‖PnΦ(a)Pn‖ ≈ ‖a‖, ‖PnΦ(a)− PnΦ(a)Pn‖ ≈ 0,

for a ∈ Fn. Let Xk :=
⊕∞

n=k ℓ
2
k(n)and let Qk be the orthogonal projection onto Xk.

Then

[Qk,Φ(a)] =
⊕

n≥k

[Pn, φn(a)] ∈ K(X),

for a ∈ ∪nFn, and so by density for any a ∈ A. Now since adQn
◦ Φ : A → B(X)

is a faithful representation modulo the compacts and A is essentially embedded,
then applying Lemma 3.12 again, there are partial isometries Un : X(k) → X with
ℑ(Vn) ⊆ Xn such that ‖UnΦ

(k)(a) − Φ(a)Un‖ ≈ 0, for a ∈ A. To see that Φ(A) is
a QT set of operators, without loss of generality we may consider the finite subsets
Φ(Fn) ⊆ Φ(A) and F ⊆ X(k) and first choose Nn ≥ 1 such that for the orthogonal

projection Q̃n onto
⊕N−n

i=n ℓ2
k(i),

‖Q̃nΦ(a)− Q̃nΦ(a)Q̃n‖ ≈ 0, ‖(1− Q̃n)Unξ‖ ≈ 0 (a ∈ Fn, ξ ∈ F ).

Next, letWk : X → X(∞) be the isometry mapping X onto its (k+1)-copy in X(∞)

and put W̃n := U∗
n⊕Wn(1−UnU

∗
n), and observe that ‖W̃nΦ(a)−Φ(∞)(a)W̃n‖ ≈ 0,

for a ∈ A. Finally, put P̃n := W̃nQ̃nW̃
∗
n , and observe that

‖P̃nΦ(a)− P̃nΦ(a)P̃n‖ ≤ ‖Q̃nΦ(a)− Q̃nΦ(a)Q̃n‖ ≈ 0,

and

‖P̃nξ‖ ≤ ‖Q̃nUnξ‖ ≈ ‖ξ‖,
for a ∈ Fn and ξ ∈ F , as required.

(iii) ⇒ (ii). This is immediate.
(ii) ⇒ (i). If π : A→ B(H) is a faithful QT representation on a separable Hilbert

space and Pn’s are finite rank projections with Pn ↑ 1 in SOT, and ‖Pna−PnaPn‖ →
0, for each a ∈ A, as n→ ∞. If k(n) is the rank of Pn, we identify PnB(H)Pn with
Mk(n)(C) and regard φn(a) := PnaPn as a map from A into Mk(n)(C). Then

‖φn(ab)− φn(a)φn(b)‖ = ‖PnabPn − PnaPnbPn‖
≤ ‖Pnab− PnaPnb‖
≤ ‖Pna− PnaPn‖‖b‖ ≈ 0,

for each a, b ∈ A. Also,

‖φn(a)− a‖ = ‖PnaPn − a‖ ≈ ‖PnaPn − Pna‖ ≈ 0,

for each a ∈ A. �

Remark 3.14. (i) A boundary representation of a unital operator algebra A con-
sists of a completely isometric homomorphism φ : A→ C, where C is a C*-algebra
and C∗(φ(A)) = C, together with a representation π : C → B(H) such that the
only completely positive map on C agreeing with π on φ(A) is π itself. (In the
original definition by Arveson, boundary representations are also assumed to be
irreducible, but this condition was dropped later). It immediately follows that in
Theorem 2.5, in part (iii) “essential representation” could be replaced by “essential
boundary representation”. Furthermore, since every separable operator algebras is
known to posses a faithful boundary representation [7], [39] the same replacement
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could be done in part (ii). This observation is for those who prefer to work with ho-
momorphisms with extension to ∗-homomorphisms on the C∗-algebra generated by
the image of A. The boundary representations appear in the study of the noncom-
mutative Choquet boundary (the peak points of the Shilov boundary) of operator
systems [7]. Arveson showed that unital operator algebras have enough boundary
representations to generate the enveloping C∗-algebras. This is extended to opera-
tor systems by Ken Davidson and Matt Kennedy [23], and reconfirmed by a result
of Dritschel and McCullough who showed (dropping the irreducibility condition of
Arveson) that any family of representations of an operator algebra or an opera-
tor space (in Agler’s sense) has boundary representations [28], and thereby gave a
direct proof of Arveson’s result (compare to the results in [33]).

(ii) One might suspect that since boundary representations extend to represen-
tations of an enveloping C∗-algebra, an indirect proof of the above result is possible
for such representations by extending and using Voiculescu theorem for the envelop-
ing C∗-algebra, but this is not possible, since the the enveloping C∗-algebra of a
QT operator algebra is not necessarily QD. Also, the extension of a faithful (resp.,
essential) boundary representation need not be faithful (resp., essential).

(iii) The boundary theorem of Arveson relates boundary representations to
essentially embedded (non closed) operator systems as follows: if S is an irre-
ducible set of operators on a Hilbert space H containing the identity and the
enveloping C∗-algebra C∗

e (S) contains K(H). Then the identity representation
of C∗

e (S) is a boundary representation on S if and only if, the quotient map
q : B(H) → B(H)/K(H) is not completely isometric on the linear span of S ∪ S∗

[5, Theorem 2.1.1].

To prove Proposition 2.6 we need a bit of preparation. The proof of the next
lemma is an easy adaptation of that of [12, Lemma 15.3], which is given here just
for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.15. Let A be a separable operator algebra with a faithful representation
with QT range (as a set of operators), then A has such a representation on a
separable Hilbert space.

Proof. We shall prove a bit more by showing that for each faithful representation π :
A→ B(H) with QT range, H has a π-invariant separable subspace K such that the
corresponding sub-representation πK has a QT range. We do this by constructing
an increasing sequence (Kn) of separable π-invariant subspaces of H and finite rank
projections Qn with range inside Kn+1 such that ‖Qnπ(a) − Qnπ(a)Qn‖ → 0, as
n→ ∞ and Qn → 1 (SOT) on the union of Kn’s.

By separability of A, we may choose a dense sequence (ai) in the unit ball of
A and unit vectors ξi,n with ‖π(ai)ξi,n‖ > ‖ai‖ − 2−n, for each i, n. Let H1 be
the span closure of the set of all vectors ξi,n and K1 be the closure of π(A)H1.
This is a separable π-invariant subspace of H and the sub-representation πK1 ,
being isometric on the sequence (ai), is faithful. Let (e1,k) be an ONB for K1,
then by assumption there is a finite rank projection Q1 in B(H) with ‖Q1π(a1) −
Q1π(a1)Q1‖ < 2−1 and ‖Q1(e1,1)−e1,1‖ as small as we wish. Indeed by an argument
similar to that of [12, Proposition 3.4], we may also arrange for equality Q1(e1,1) =
e1,1 to hold. Let’s do so and take H2 the be the span closure of Im(Q1) ∪K1 and
K2 be the closure of π(A)H2. Let (e2,n) be an ONB for K2 and choose a finite rank
projectionQ2 in B(H) with ‖Q2π(ai)−Q2π(ai)Q2‖ < 2−2, for i = 1, 2, such that Q2
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fixes a finite ONB of Im(Q1) (which means that Q2 ≥ Q1). Proceeding inductively,
we get an increasing sequence of separable π-invariant subspaces Kn with ONB
(en,k) and increasing sequence of finite rank projections Qn with range inside Kn+1

satisfying Qn(ei,j) = ei,j , for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, and ‖Qnπ(ai) − Qnπ(ai)Qn‖ < 2−n,
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Now the closure K of the union of Kn’s is a separable π-invariant
subspace of H and the range of the corresponding (faithful) sub-representation πK

is QT. �

Now let A be a separable operator algebra and π : A → B(H) be a faithful
representation. Then by the above lemma and an argument as in the proof of
[12, Lemma 15.4] there exists a separable π-invariant subspace K of H such that
πK is faithful with πK(a) finite rank if and only if π(a) is so (with equal ranks).
This could be used to make another useful observation in the spirit of the previous
lemma: for each faithful representation π : A → B(H), if L is the span closure of
π(A)H , then π has a QT range (as a set of operators) iff its non-degenerate sub-
representation πL is so (it is wise to handle the unital case first, c.f. [12, Lemma
15.5]).

Next take any faithful essential representation π : A → B(H). Since quasitrian-
gularity of a set of operators is defined via approximation on finite sets, the range
of π is a QT set of operators if π(B) is QT for each separable operator subalgebra
B of A. Moreover, when H is non separable, for each finite subset F ⊆ H , by the
first observation in the last paragraph, there is a separable π-invariant subspace K
of H containing F such that the corresponding sub–representation πK is faithful
and essential. This plus Theorem 2.5 proves the next lemma, which shows that
part of Theorem 2.5 also holds for the non separable case. This is recorded in the
next lemma.

Lemma 3.16. Let A be a QT operator algebra then the range of each faithful
essential representation of A is QT set of operators.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. The necessity is obvious. To prove the sufficiency, let
π : A→ B(H) be a faithful essential representation. Then for each finitely generated
subalgebra B of A, the restriction of π to B is a faithful essential representation
and so by Lemma 3.16, the image of B under π is a QT set of operators. Since
this holds for each finitely generated subalgebra, it immediately follows from the
definition that π(A) is also QT. �

In the last stage of the above proof, note that although B is separable, we still
need to appeal to the above lemma as H is not assumed to be separable.

The next proof is an adaptation of an argument by Arveson [8, Theorem 2].

Proof of Theorem 2.8. We only need to show the necessity, since B + K(H) is a
quasitriangular set of operators. We may assume that F is contained in the unit
ball of A. Take an increasing sequence F ⊆ F1 ⊆ F2 ⊆ F3 ⊆ . . . of finite sets with
dense union in the unit ball of A. Again by Theorem 2.5, A is a quasitriangular
set of operators and there is an increasing sequence of finite rank projections Pn

converging to 1 (SOT) such that ‖Pna − PnaPn‖ → 0 for each a ∈ A. Passing
to a subsequence, we let ‖Pna − PnaPn‖ < ε/2n, for a ∈ Fn. Put P0 = 0 and
let En = Pn − Pn−1, then

∑

nEn = 1 in SOT and a 7→ δ(a) :=
∑

nEnaEn is a
complete contraction on A satisfying a − δ(a) =

∑

n(aEn − EnaEn) in SOT. Let
B be the operator algebra generated by the image of δ in B(H), which is clearly a
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block triangular algebra. When a ∈ Fn for some n ≥ 1, the last sum also converges
in the norm and a − δ(a) ∈ K(H). By density of the union of Fn’s and norm
continuity of δ, a− δ(a) ∈ K(H) for each a ∈ A. This in particular shows that A is
essentially closed iff B is so. Since a− δ(a) ∈ K(H), δ induces a well-defined linear
map

δ̃ : (A+K(H))/K(H) → (B +K(H))/K(H); a+K(H) 7→ δ(a) +K(H),

which is contractive, since

‖a+ k‖ = ‖δ(a) + (k + a− δ(a))‖ ≥ ‖δ(a) +K(H)‖,
for each k ∈ K(H), thus taking infimum over k, ‖a + K(H)‖ ≥ ‖δ(a) + K(H)‖.
Indeed, δ̃ is an isometry, as the above argument could be symmetrically repeated
the other way around. Now, by the same argument applied to amplifications of δ,
δ̃ is also a complete isometry. Also, δ is a homomorphism modulo compacts, since

δ(ab)− δ(a)δ(b) = (δ(ab)− ab)− (δ(a)− a)δ(b)− δ(a)(δ(b)− b)

+ (δ(a) − a)(δ(b)− b) ∈ K(H),

for each a, b ∈ A, therefore, δ̃ is a homomorphism.
Now if A is essentially embedded and meets compacts trivially, the restriction of

the quotient map q : B(H) → B(H)/K(H) to A is a complete isometry. On the other
hand, since B is block-triangular, it is essentially embedded by Example 3.7(ii),
therefore, the canonical map qB : B/(B∩K(H)) → (B+K(H))/K(H) is a complete

isometry, and so is the composition map q−1
B ◦ δ̃ ◦ (q|A) : A→ B/(B ∩K(H)). �

Two operator algebras A and B are homotopic if there are homomorphisms
φ : A → B and ψ : B → A such that φ ◦ ψ is homotopic to the identity on B and
ψ◦φ is homotopic to the identity on A. It is desirable to show that quasitriangularity
passes from one operator algebra to the other when they are homotopic, but at this
point it is not clear if the argument in [56, Theorem 5] passes to non selfadjoint
operator algebras. In particular, it is not known to us if contractible operator
algebras–i.e., those homotopic to the zero algebra–are quasitriangular.

Fortunately, this could be taken care of for cones. The notions of the cone and
suspension could be defined for an operator algebra A by CA := C0(0, 1]⊗ A and
since C0(0, 1] is a nuclear C

∗-algebra, the min and max tensor products are the same
here [44, Proposition 2.9]. The same holds for the suspension SA := C0(0, 1)⊗ A.
If an operator algebra A is sitting in a C*-algebra D, then CA sits in the QD
C*-algebra CD, and so CA is QT.

Remark 3.17. Indeed more is true by a result of Salinas [52]. In order to describe
the result of Salinas we need some notations: let D be a unital separable C*-algebra
and let Ext(D) be the set of equivalence classes of unital ∗-monomorphisms of D
into the Calkin algebra Q, and Ext−1(D) be the group of invertible in Ext(D).
An extension τ is said to be QT w.r.t. a closed subalgebra A if π−1(τ(A)) is QT,
where π is the quotient map onto the Calkin algebra. Salinas showed that if B sits
in a unital separable C*-algebra A and γ : [0, 1] → Ext−1(D) is continuous so that
γ(0) is QT then so is γ(1) [52, Theorem 5.10].

Remark 3.18. (i) If the embedding A ⊆ B(H) is not essential, then Ã := A/(A∩
K(H)) has a natural essentail embedding: consider the chain of identification and
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inclusions
Ã = (A+K(H))/K(H) ⊆ B(H)/K(H) ⊆ B(K),

for a Hilbert spaceK. It is known that the Calkin algebra B(H)/K(H) is antiliminal
[25, 4.7.22(b)], so it has no non-zero liminal closed ideal [25, page 99], in particular,

(B(H)/K(H)) ∩K(K) = 0, thus Ã ∩K(K) = 0.
(ii) Every operator algebra has a faithful essential representation: take any

faithful representation σ : A → B(H) and let π = σ(∞) : A → B(H(∞)) be direct
sum of countably many copies of σ, then π is faithful and essential.

Remark 3.19. (i) Theorem 2.8 provides a non selfadjoint analog of a result of
Goodearl and Menal [30] as follows: Every unital, separable operator algebra A ⊆
B(H) whose cone CA := C0(0, 1]⊗A is essentially embedded in B(L2(0, 1]⊗H), is a
quotient of a block triangular operator algebra. Indeed, let us consider a C*-algebra
D containing A and observe that CA is contained in CD, which is contractible
and so QD. Hence, CA is QT, and so is (id ⊗ π)(CA), for any faithful essential
representation π : A→ B(H) (which exists by Remark 3.18(ii)). Since π is faithful,
id⊗π is a complete isometry, thus (id⊗π)(CA) is essentially embedded. By Theorem
2.8, we get an essentially embedded RFD operator algebra B ⊆ B(L2(Ω)⊗H) with

(id⊗ π)(CA) +K(K) = B +K(K),

for Ω := (0, 1] and K := L2(Ω) ⊗ H . Identifying A with π(A), we may identify
Cπ(A) = (id ⊗ π)(CA) with CA. Passing to the Calkin algebra and using the
second equality and the fact that both B and CA are essentially embedded, we
observe that

CA/(CA ∩K(K)) ≃ B/(B ∩K(K)),

complete isometrically. Finally,

A ≃ CA/SA ≃ CA/(CA ∩K(K))

(SA+ CA ∩K(K))/(CA ∩K(K))
,

where the last (complete) isometry follows from the isomorphism theorems for op-
erator algebras [1, Theorems 3.1.4, 3.1.5] and Remark 3.6(iv) applied to I := SA
and J := CA ∩ K(K) (note that I has a cai, since A is unital). Now the com-
pletely isometric homomorphism from CA/CA ∩ K(K) onto B/B ∩ K(K) maps
(SA+CA∩K(K))/CA∩K(K) to a closed ideal L/B ∩K(K), for a closed ideal L
of B containing B ∩K(K), and we have completely isometric isomorphisms

CA/CA ∩K(K)

(SA+ CA ∩K(K))/CA ∩K(K)
≃ B/B ∩K(K)

L/B ∩K(K)
≃ B/L,

by the above mentioned isomorphism theorems. Summing up, A is (isometrically
isomorphic to) a quotient of the block triangular operator algebra B.

(ii) Note that the condition of A or CA being essentially embedded is automatic
in the selfadjoint case. The assumption of the cone being essentially embedded
(which is automatic for C*-algebras) seems to be crucial in the non selfadjoint case
(at least in the above proof). However, at this point we don’t know examples of
non selfadjoint operator algebras with an essentially embedded cone (except trivial
examples, such as finite dimensional triangular matrix algebras).

(iii) The above cited result of Goodearl and Menal fails when A is not separable
(even if H is separable). Indeed Larry Brown has used Zorn lemma to construct
maximal quasidiagonal subsets of B(H) and Nate Brown have used this to give
counterexamples even in the selfadjoint case (c.f. [12, Remark 3.7]).
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(iv) Finally, the unitality assumption could be relaxed to approximate unitality,
i.e., the existence of a net consisting of real positive elements in A which is a
contractive approximate identity in any C*-algebra which is generated by A as a
closed Jordan subalgebra [11].

(v) By the isomorphism A ≃ CA/SA, every operator algebra is a quotient of
a QT operator algebra and the quotient could be explicitly given. Also, for any
operator algebra A ⊆ B(H) with H separable, since B(H) is a quotient of an RFD
C*-algebra [13, Excercise 7.1.4], every separable operator algebra is a quotient of
an RFD operator algebra. We have just proved a stronger result for separable,
essentially embedded operator algebras.

Proof of Proposition 2.9. By the proof of Theorem 2.5, we can choose a sequence
of unital complete contractions ϕk : A → Mn(k)(C) which form an approximate
isometric sequence of approximate homomorphisms. Take a WOT-cluster point τ
of trn(k) ◦ ϕk and observe that τ is a state. The tracial property follows from the
fact that the sequence (ϕk) is approximately multiplicative. �

Note that even nice unital QD C∗-algebras (like the unitization of the compact
operators) fail to have a faithful tracial state. On the other hand, the situation
could be saved in the simple case. An operator algebra is simple if it has no proper
closed ideal. A state τ on an operator algebra A is faithful if x = 0 for each
x ∈ A+ := A∩C∗(A)+ with τ(x) = 0, where C∗(A) is the C∗-algebra of generated
by A in a faithful representation. Now every simple unital operator algebra which
is contained in a QD C*-algebra has a faithful trace: First note that since QD
passes to subalgebras [13, Proposition 7.1.10], the last assumption is the same as
requiring that C∗(A) is QD. Choose a tracial state τ on C∗(A) by [13, Proposition
7.1.16]. We use simplicity to show that the restriction of τ to A is faithful. Let

Iτ := {x ∈ C∗(A) : τ(xx∗) = 0}
be the ideal kernel of τ . Take a ∈ A+ := A ∩ C∗(A)+ with τ(a) = 0 and choose
y ∈ C∗(A) with a = yy∗. Then τ(yy∗) = τ(a) = 0 and so y ∈ Iτ . But this is
an ideal, thus a = yy∗ ∈ Iτ . If a is not zero, then we have a nonzero closed ideal
A ∩ Iτ̃ of A, which by simplicity has to be equal to A, which means that A ⊆ Iτ .
But then A∗ := {x∗ : x ∈ A} ⊆ Iτ , leading to the equality Iτ = C∗(A), which is
absurd, since A is unital and τ(1) = 1.

Remark 3.20. (i) The assumption that A is contained in a QD C*-algebra is
stronger than assuming that A is itself QT (see Remark 3.14(ii)).

(ii) It doesn’t seem plausible to prove the existence of a faithful trace on a simple
unital QT operator algebra, using a modification of the above argument: if we start
with a tracial state τ on A (which exists by roposition 2.9 when A is QT), it is not
possible in general to extend it to a trace on C∗(A).

Indeed, let A be the norm-closed algebra generated by the unilateral shift in
B(ℓ2(N∪{0})). This is completely isometrically isomorphic the disc algebra, which
is in turn the (universal) operator algebra of a contraction. Since the disc algebra is
abelian and its character space is the closed unit disc, all its characters are tracial
states.

On the other hand, if we have a tracial state τ on the Toeplitz algebra (the C∗-
algebra generated by the unilateral shift) then it should annihilate the compacts:
Let pn be the orthogonal projection on ℓ2 projecting to the n-th coordinate. Then,



18 M.AMINI, M. MORADI, I. MOUSAVI

τ(V V ∗) = τ(V ∗V ) = 1, and so τ(p0) = τ(I−V V ∗) = 0. Also, τ(V 2(V 2)∗) = 1, and
so τ(p0 + p1) = τ(I − V 2(V 2)∗) = 0, that is, τ(p1) = 0. By an inductive argument,
we get τ(pn) = 0, for each n. Now consider the (n, n)-compression state τn on
the Toeplitz algebra, that is, τn(x) = pnxpn. This state does not annihilate the
compacts, and by the above argument, its restriction to A gives zero Fourier scalars
(note that, every element in A admits a representation as an analytic function on
the open unit disc), and so is tracial.
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