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TOWARDS A CLASSIFICATION OF UNITARY ELEMENTS OF C*-ALGEBRAS

LAURENT CANTIER

ABSTRACT. In [6] the author conjectures and partially shows that the Cuntz semigroup classifies
unitary elements of unital AF-algebras. We provide a complete proof by addressing the existence
part of the conjecture, under a mild adjustment of both domain and codomain of the functor Cu.
We also tackle the classification beyond the AF case and more particularly, we look at unitary
elements of what we call AHj-algebras. We obtain positive progress as far as the existence part is
concern. Nevertheless, we reveal some crucial information needed for the uniqueness part of the

classification that the Cuntz semigroup fails to capture.

1. INTRODUCTION

Classification of C*-algebras is a vast and long-standing field in operator algebras. A powerful and
modern approach, consisting in classifying *-homomorphisms has yielded many deep classification
results, e.g. [23], [I5], or [I8, M9]. Most noticeable results ought to be the completion of the
Elliott’s conjecture where many hands have completed the classification of a large class within
the simple Z-stable setting in terms K-theory and traces, see [27] for a general overview, along
with the classification of (non-simple) unital one dimensional NCCW-complexes with trivial K;-
group and their inductive limits by means of Cuntz semigroup. The latter result might well be
the most advanced, although underrated classification result in the non-simple setting. It was
obtained by Robert in [23], and the main proof is based on the previous work done by Ciuperca
and Elliott in [I1] followed by the work of Robert and Santiago in [24] where they engage the
classification of *-homomorphisms from Cy(]0,1]) to any C*-algebra of stable rank one in terms
of Cuntz semigroup. Uniqueness part of the classification is done in [II] and improved in [24]
while the existence part of the classification is achieved in [24]. Subsequently, Robert was able to
expand the domain Cy(]0,1]) to the class of direct sums one dimensional NCCW-complexes with
trivial Kj-group and their inductive limits. (The non-unital case is dealt with an augmented version
of the Cuntz semigroup.) As a corollary, he immediately concludes a complete classification of
the latter class of C*-algebras, which includes Al-algebras, that follows from the now well-known
approximate intertwining argument. Natural questions are arising: can we go beyond the trivial K;-
group hypothesis? In particular, could we apply a similar procedure to classify e.g. AT-algebras? A
first step towards this direction would consist in classifying *-homomorphisms from C(T) to distinct
classes of C*-algebras. A main obstruction is immediately arising if our candidate is again the Cuntz
semigroup alone and our codomain class is somewhat too large. This has been illustrated in many
situations (e.g. in [7]) and some kind of K;-information or its Hausdorffized version will be needed.

Note that these questions have also been raised in [16, Question 16.7].
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This paper is meant to serve as a starting point for this new and promising investigation. The
results we obtain are multiple. We first focus on a well-chosen codomain class, namely the unital
AF-algebras and we complete the classification of unitary elements of these C*-algebras by means
of the Cuntz semigroup following up the work done in [6]. In other words, we show that the Cuntz
semigroup classifies *~homomorphisms from C(T) to any unital AF-algebra A. As a matter of fact,
we need a mild adjustment of the functor Cu: Cgy, — Cuysp, that we now define from the category
(unital) C*-algebras with (unital) weakly semiprojective *-homomorphisms to the category of Cu-

semigroups and what we call weakly semiprojective Cu-morphisms, to prove the following theorem.

Theorem. Let A be a unital AF-algebra. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A) be a scaled weakly semipro-
jective Cu-morphism. Then there exists a unitary element u in A, unique up to approximate unitary
equivalence, such that o = Cu(gy).

As a consequence, Cu: Cgy, — Cuwsp classifies unitary elements of unital AF-algebras.

Note that throughout the paper, we speak about classification of unitary elements instead of
*_homomorphisms from C(T), due to the bijective correspondence between unitary elements in a
C*-algebra A and Home-(C(T), A). See more details below. Let us mention that, at the time of
writing, it is not known nor clear whether any abstract Cu-morphism a: Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A4) is
automatically weakly semiprojective whenever A is ‘nice enough’ e.g., A is an AF-algebra.

Subsequently, we naturally go beyond the AF case. However, we exhibit a couple of examples
which provide obstructions to the uniqueness part of the classification and suggest which extra-
information should be added to the Cuntz semigroup to obtain satisfactory results. We gather them
in the following theorem, but the the reader should be aware that they will appear in separate

instances since their nature and purpose are quite different.

Theorem. Let A be either the Jiang-Su algebra Z or C(X) ® Mo where X is any one-dimensional
compact CW-complex. Then there exists two unitary elements u,v in A, i.e. two *~homomorphisms
Gus by : C(T) — A such that Cu(¢,) = Cu(dy) and yet du *aue Gu-

We highlight that the above examples illustrate that even in a slightly larger codomain where
there is no Kj-information, such as Al-algebra, the Cuntz semigroup alone fails to classify unitary
elements. More specifically, the information employed to distinguish these *-homomorphisms lies
within the de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant which is related to the Hausdorflized algebraic K-
group and hence finer than usual Kj-group. We still have a look at the existence part of the
classification and we obtain satisfactory results since we are able to approximately lift any abstract
Cu-morphism, up to arbitrary precision for a large class of unital C*-algebras. We even get the
following result, even though, current methods do not suffice to conclude to an actual lift, as it

would require to have a uniqueness result.

Theorem. Let A be a unital AH;-algebra. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A) be a scaled weakly semipro-
jective Cu-morphism.
Then there exists a sequence of unitary elements (un)n in A such that (Cu(¢u,, ))n is Cauchy and

converges towards o with respect to ddcy .

Finally, we also obtain another uniqueness result by means of the Cuntz semigroup in the real
rank zero, stable rank one and trivial K;i-group setting. We end the manuscript with some open

questions and partial leads towards future classification results.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

e Unitary elements - Classification of *-homomorphisms. Let us first establish some details
about the classification of *-homomorphisms from C(T). There is a bijective correspondence between
the set U(A) of unitary elements of a (unital) C*-algebra A and the set Home~ 1(C(T), A) of unital

*_homomorphisms from C(T) to A, defined through functional calculus. More specifically, we have

¢ :U(A) ~ Homes 1 (C(T), A)
U— Pu

where ¢, (f) := f(u) for any f € C(T). (We remark that whenever a unitary u has a spectrum
strictly contained in T then this induces a map C(T) — C(spu), and thus there is no need to
specify the spectrum of u when defining the above bijective correspondence.)

Let A, B be unital C*-algebras and let ¢,v¢ : A — B. We say that ¢ is approximately unitarily
equivalent to 1 and we write ¢ ~gye 1 if, there exists a sequence of unitary elements (uy), in B
such that u,¢(z)u, = Y(z) for all z € A.

Let F : C* — C be a functor. We say that F classifies *-homomorphisms from A to B if
Home(F(A), F(B)) ~ Home= (A, B)/ ~aue- The injectivity of the latter map is often referred to as
the uniqueness part of the classification, while the surjectivity is often referred to as the existence
part of the classification.

In our context, we shall say that a functor F' classifies unitary elements of A whenever F' clas-
sifies unital *-homomorphisms from C(T) to A. We may naturally say that F distinguishes unitary

elements of A whenever we (only) have the uniqueness part of the classification.

e Cuntz semigroups - Distance between morphisms. The Cuntz semigroup has been intro-
duced in [I3] and has been a powerful tool for classification. We refer the reader [I6] for a state
of the art survey on the matter where they shall find all the basics they might need. (The reader
can also check the preliminaries of e.g. [4],[5] or [7].) Another fundamental and complete paper can
be found in [I] and recent important work in [2]. Let us briefly remind the basic definitions and a

specific property regarding the category Cu.

2.1. Let (S, <) be an ordered monoid and let z,y in S. We say that x is way-below y and we write

x < y if, for all increasing sequences (2, )nen in S that have a supremum, if sup z,, > y, then there
neN
exists k such that zx > z. This is an auxiliary relation on S called the way-below relation or the

compact-containment relation. In particular x < y implies z < y and we say that = is a compact
element whenever r < x.
We say that S is an abstract Cuntz semigroup, or a Cu-semigroup, if S satisfies the above axioms.
(O1) Every increasing sequence of elements in S has a supremum.

(O2) For any x € S, there exists a <-increasing sequence (&, )nen in S such that sup x,, = x.
neN

(03) Addition and the compact containment relation are compatible.
(04)

04) Addition and suprema of increasing sequences are compatible.
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We say that a map a : S — T is a Cu-morphism if « is an ordered monoid morphism preserving

the compact-containment relation and suprema of increasing sequences.

As far as the manuscript is concerned, we recall some facts on the comparison of Cu-morphisms
and more specifically on Cu-morphisms with domain Lsc(T,N) ~ Cu(C(T)). A metric on
Homcy (Lsc(T, N), T') has been introduced in e.g. [20] as follows.

2.2 (Cu-metric). For any two Cu-morphisms «, 3 : Lsc(T,N) — T we define
deu(a, B) = inf{r > 0| YU € O(T), a(1y) < A(1y,) and B(1y) < a(lUT)}

where O(T) := {Open sets of T} and U, := UUBT(:L'). If the infimum does not exist, we set the
S

value to co. This defines metric that we refer to as the Cu-metric.

On the other hand, a topologically equivalent semi-metric has been introduced in [6]. To define

it, we first need to introduce the abstract notion of comparison of Cu-morphisms.

Definition 2.3. [6] Definition 3.9] Let S,T be Cu-semigroups and let A C S. Consider maps
a, f: A — T preserving the order and the compact-containment relation.

(i) We say that o and 8 compare on A and we write « o B if, for any g, h € A such that ¢ < h
(in S), we have that a(g) < B(h) and S(g) < a(h).

(ii) We say that « and g strictly compare on A and we write « 7 B if, for any g, h € A such that
g < h (in S), we have that a(g) < B(h) and B(g) < a(h).

2.4 (Discrete Cu-semimetric). Let n € N and let (z;)2" be an equidistant partition of T of size 2
with g = xon. For any k € {1,...,2"}, we define the open interval Uy :=|xg_1;xk[ of T. It is

immediate to see that {Uy}3" is a (finite) closed cover of T. Now define
Ap = {f € Lsc(T, {0,1}) | fiy, is constant for any k € {1,...,2"}}.
For any two Cu-morphisms «, 3 : Lsc(T,N) — T we define

1
ddcu(a, B) := inf {—
cule, f) = inf {2

a ~ B},
o = 8)
If the infimum does not exist, we set the value to co. We refer to ddg, as the discrete Cu-semimetric.

Throughout the paper, we will make use of the discrete Cu-semimetric for practical reasons.
We recall that these two metrics are topologically equivalent as shown in [6] Proposition 5.5].
More specifically, one has that ddcy, < docu < 2ddc. and hence, ddc, satisfies the 2-relaxed
triangle inequality, in the sense that ddcy(a,vy) < 2(ddcu(e, 8) + ddcu(B,7)) for any a, 8,7 €
Homc, (Lsc(T,N), T') where T is any Cu-semigroup.

Furthermore, for any two unitary elements u, v of a unital C*-algebra A, one always have

dCu (Cu(¢u)a Cu(¢v))a ddCu(Cu(¢u)a Cu(¢v)) < dU (¢ua ¢v)
where dy (¢u, ¢o) == inf = sup [lwdu(f)w* — du(f)]-

weU(A) feLip(T)
The (proof of the) uniqueness result obtained in [6] roughly shows that converse holds whenever

A is a unital AF-algebra. More particularly, it stipulates that Cu distinguishes unitary elements of
unital AF-algebras. (See [6, Corollary 5.12].)
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We take the opportunity to remark that the proof relies on [6, Lemma 5.7] that has been proven
for inductive sequences (instead of inductive systems) and hence the result should be narrowed down
to the separable case. Nevertheless, [6, Lemma 5.7] can be extended to any inductive systems by a

similar proof using the following characterization of inductive limits in the category Cu.

Proposition 2.5. (See e.g. [26l Lemma 3.8].) Consider an inductive system (S;,0:;)ier in Cu.
Then a cocone (S, 0iso )i for (Si,0i5)icr is the inductive limit if and only if it satisfies the following
properties:
(L1) For any s,t € S with s K t, there exists s; € S; for some i € I such that s € 000 (s;) < t.
(L2) Let s,t be elements in S; such that 000 (8) < 0io(t). For any s’ < s, there exists j > i such
that 0,;(s") < 045(t).

We end these preliminaries with some basic facts about the de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant

introduced in [I4] that will play a key role in providing obstructions.

e De la Harpe-Skandalis determinant. We refer the reader to [14] for details on this determi-
nant and we briefly recall some facts that will be needed later on. For a unital C*-algebra A, we
denote the subgroup of A generated by additive commutators [a, b] := ab—ba by [A, A] and we define

the universal trace on A to be the quotient map Tr: A — A/[A, A]. We extend this (continuous)
tracial linear map to Mo (A) in a canonical way that we also denote Tr : My (A) — A/[A, A].
Now for any smooth path ¢ : [0,1] — GIZ (A), we define

« 1 [t L

Ar (&) == — [ Tr(&'(t)E 1 (t))dt

O A )

and the application Ary naturally induces a group morphism Tr : Ko(4) — A/[A, A] by send-
ing [e] — Tr(e) for any projection e € My (A). (This is done via the identification Ko(A) ~
m1(GI% (A)).) We finally get a group morphism called the de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant as

follows
Ay : GIY (A) — coker(Tk)

u— [Ar ()]
where &, is any smooth path connecting the identity to u. In particular, A (e?™") = [Tr(h)] for
any self-adjoint h € M, (A). Note that the above construction can be done for any tracial state

7: A — C, but we will not need such constructions. We end this part by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. Let u,v € A be unitary elements connected to the

identity. Then Aty (u) = A (v) whenever u ~gye v.

Proof. Observe that for any unitary element w € A, the element wuw*u* belongs to the subgroup
DU(A) of U(A) generated by multiplicative commutators (u,v) := wvu~!v~!. Moreover using
a well-known trick, namely writing (uwilvil 1 1) = (u u™t 1) (U 1 ot ) (u71 u 1) (fl 1 U) we
deduce that DU(A) C DUy(Ms3(A)) C DGIS (A).

Now let (wy, )n be a sequence of unitary elements in A such that w,uw’ — v. Then lim wy,uw u*
n—o0 n

belongs to DU(A) € DGII (A) = ker Ar,.. (The second step is given by [14, Proposition 4].)
Therefore Ay (lim wyuwu*) = 0, i.e. An(limw,uw?) + A (u*) = 0 from which we conclude
ATY(’U) = ATr(u). O
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3. UNITARY ELEMENTS OF AF ALGEBRAS

This section is dedicated to the existence part of the classification of unitary elements of unital
AF-algebras. Observing that C(T) is semiprojective, it seems natural (and probably necessary)
to impose some analogous property on the abstract Cu-morphisms we are aiming to lift. More
specifically, we define a notion of weakly semiprojective Cu-morphisms and we prove that for any
unital AF-algebra A and any (scaled) weakly semiprojective Cu-morphism « : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A4),
we can find a *-homomorphism ¢ : C(T) — A lifting «, i.e. such that Cu(¢) = «. The line of
attack is similar to the uniqueness part: we prove the result in the finite dimensional case, and use
then use the weak semiprojectivity to conclude the general case.

As a first step, let us focus on the finite dimensional case. We show that we can lift any ab-
stract Cu-morphism, up to arbitrary precision, and the desired lift will then be built combining the
uniqueness result. Let us mention that there are no property assumed whatsoever on the morphism
in this specific setting. Before diving into the core of the matter, let us give an outlook of the proof.
The strategy consists of explicitly constructing a unitary element in the given finite dimensional
C*-algebra. To do so, we first look at the values of the Cu-morphism evaluated at (indicator maps
of) some well-chosen connected arcs obtained from the canonical finite closed cover {Uj}?" of T.
These values are being used to ‘fill-up’ a diagonal matrix with entries in T which defines a unitary
element of B, whose induced *-homomorphism gives rise to Cu-morphism whose distance with «a is
bounded by 2%

Theorem 3.1. Let B be a finite-dimensional C*-algebra. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(B) be a Cu-
morphism such that a(lr) = [1p].

For any n € N, there exists a unitary element u, in B such that « = Cu(ey,)-

n

Proof. Let n € N. We first show the result assuming that B := My(C) and the general case will
follow. Recall that Cu(B) ~ N and that we denote {z}}2", with zg = x2, the equidistant partition
of T that induces A,,. For each 1 < k < 2™, we define ¢, to be the center of the open arc U and
Vi := int(Uy, U Upy1). Equivalently, Vi := Uy, U {x1,} U Upy1. (With convention Upni1 = Uy.)

We will recursively build a unitary element of B that has the required properties. Let u be an

empty matrix. For any 1 < k£ < 2", we write

ar = a(ly,) i = a(ly,) — (a(ly,) + a(lu,,))

and we ‘fill-up’ u as follows:
(1) u = u @ diag,, (ck)-
(2) If 7 > 0, then u = u @ diag,, (zx). (Note that ry > 0.)

In other words, we have

ding,, (cx)
diag,., (k)

The matrix u has entries in T and hence u is a unitary element of some matrix algebra My (C). Let
us write 8 := Cu(¢,). We aim to show that d = d’ and that « o B.

n
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To do so, we first deduce from the construction of u that a(ly,) = B(1y,) and a(ly,) = B(1v,)

r—1 _
for any 1 < k < 2". Now let W be an open connected arc of the form W :=U, U ( |J Ug)UU,.

k=l+1
We have . .
lw+ (Y 1y) =) ly, in Lse(T,N).
k=Il+1 k=l

Applying the Cu-morphisms « and (3, we get the following equalities in N

{ a(lw) + Y51 ally) = X a(ly).
Bw) + 1 Bu,) =X B(w).

Since a and 3 agree on each Vj, we deduce that

o(lw) + 3 alle,) = Alw) + 3 B(1p) in 1.
I+1 I+1

Finally, using cancellation in N and the fact that o and 8 also agree on each Uy, we conclude that
a(lw) = B(1w). In other words, @ and § agree on each g € A,, with connected support. Therefore,
we deduce that d’ = d = [15] and that o and 8 agree on A,,. mi

Corollary 3.2. Let B be a finite-dimensional C*-algebra. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(B) be a Cu-
morphism such that a(lt) = [15].

Then there exists a unitary element u in B, unique up to approximate unitary equivalence, such
that a = Cu(gy,).

Proof. We only have to prove the existence part of the statement. Let n € N. We know that there

exists a unitary element w, in B such that g, := Cu(¢y,) = a We obtain a sequence (uy,)n of

unitary elements in B and for any n,m € N with n < m, we cdmpute that

ddCu (ﬁna ﬁm) S 2(ddCu (Bna a) + ddCu (aa ﬁm))
1 1
on " om)
1 1
o o)
1

on—2"

<2(

< 2(

<

By the uniqueness result obtain in [6], Theorem 5.11], we deduce that there exists a unitary element
Wp,m such that |\wn7munw;,m — U || < 2,%2 We deduce that dy(un, um) < QTL%% i.e. the sequence
(tn)n is Cauchy with respect to the metric diy. On the other hand, it is well-known (at least, not
hard to prove) that the set of unitary elements of a unital C*-algebra is complete with respect
to dy. Therefore, the sequence (uy), converges towards a unitary element u € B. Let us write
B = Cu(¢,). We have

ddCu (Oé, B) S 2(ddCu(aa ﬁn) + ddCu(Bna B))
S 2ddCu (aa ﬁn) + 2dU (una ’U,)

< 1 + 2dy (up,u)

and we easily see that the right side of the inequality tends to zero as n goes to oo, which shows
that ddcy(a, 8) = 0, or equivalently, that « = §. m|
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The next step is to pass existence results that we have obtained to inductive limits. One could
hope that a similar method as done for uniqueness in [6] via a factorization result analogous to [6]
Lemma 5.7] would be satisfactory. Nevertheless, we do not known whether an abstract Cu-morphism
a: Lsc(T,N) — h_H}l S; can be approximated by a factorization through a finite stage. (Whereas for
concrete Cu-morphisms, this was made possible by the fact that unitary elements of lim A; can be
approximated by unitary elements of a finite stage, or equivalently, that C(T) is semipro?'ective.) As
a consequence, it is relevant to define a weak semiprojectivity property for Cu-morphisms analogous
to that of weak semiprojectivity for *-homomorphisms. Let us mention that we have been inspired
by the C*-version exposed in [25] Definition 2.1 - Remark 2.6].

Definition 3.3. Let S, T be Cu-semigroups. We say that a Cu-morphism a: S — T is weakly
semiprojective if, for any inductive system (V;, v;;) in Cu and any Cu-morphism 7: T — l_ir_r>1(Vi, Vij)
and any finite set F© C S, there exists a finite index ir and a Cu-morphism ap: S — V;, such
that v;,00 0 aF ~p 7o .

In other words, the following diagram approximately commutes within F'

ap _ — —_ V;F
-
~ ~p \LViFao
~
S o T T g}n(%’yij)

We immediately deduce the following theorem from the latter property together with[Theorem 3.1}

Theorem 3.4. Let A be a unital AF-algebra. Let a: Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A) be a weakly semiprojective
Cu-morphism such that o(1lt) = [14].
Then there exists a unitary element u in A, unique up to approximate unitary equivalence, such

that o = Cu(gy,).

Proof. We know that there is an inductive system of finite dimensional C*-algebras such that
(A, dino )i := ligl(Ai, ®i;). We conveniently write S; := Cu(4;), 055 := Cu(¢;;) and 000 1= Cu(dioo)-
Let n € N. By the weak semiprojectivity of a, we can find «,: Lsc(T,N) — S, such that
T, 000 Qp, A_f: a. By[Theorem 3.] there exists a unitary element u,, in A;, such that Cu(gy,, ) A_’: Q-

Even more so, we know that Cu(¢,,, ) and a,, agree on A,. This implies that ;o 0 Cu(¢y,) ~a

Write vy, = ¢4, 0o () and B, := Cu(¢(vy)). Then (vy,)y is a sequence of unitary elements of A and

we have ddcy (B, @) < 5. We now compute

i 27].
ddCu (ﬁna ﬁm) S 2(ddCu (Bna a) + ddCu (aa ﬁm))

1 1
<2(— + —
< (2n+2m)
1 1
CTRETY
1
2n—2'

<2(

<

Arguing similarly as in the proof of it follows from the uniqueness result obtain
in [6, Theorem 5.11] that the sequence (v, ), is Cauchy with respect to dy and hence, converges
towards a unitary element v € A. We also similarly compute that ddcy, (a, Cu(¢y,)) < 2ddcy (o, Bn) +
2dy (vp, v) = 0 and we conclude that Cu(¢,) = a. mi
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We now have all the tools to complete the classification of unitary elements of unital AF-algebras
by mean of (a mild reformulation of) the Cuntz semigroup. More particularly, we will precise new
suitable domain and codomain to formally obtain the classification result by the reformulated func-

tor, that we also write Cu.

[The category Cy,] Recall the definition of weakly semiprojective C*-algebras and *-homo-
morphisms from [25, §2.1 - Remark 2.6]. By definition, the identity morphism on a C*-algebra A
is weakly semiprojective if and only if A is weakly semiprojective. Therefore, in order to construct
a suitable subcategory, we need to ‘manually add’ identity morphisms whenever A is not weakly
semiprojective.

Let us consider the category Cgy, € C* consisting of C*-algebras together with weakly semipro-
jective *-homomorphisms and the identity morphisms on each object.

That CF, is a subcategory follows from the fact the composition of weakly semiprojective *.
homomorphisms is again weakly semiprojective (and identity morphisms do not cause any particular
issue). We finally remark that C(T) is (weakly) semiprojective, i.e., id¢(r) is weakly semiprojective

and we deduce that Home: (C(T), A) = Home- (C(T), A) for any A € C*.

[The category Cuysp] Recall the definition of a weakly semiprojective Cu-morphism from
Let us mention that it is not clear that the identity morphism on Cu(A) is weakly
semiprojective even if A is weakly semiprojective and it is certainly not true in the general abstract
setting. Again, in order to construct a suitable subcategory, we need to ‘manually add’ identity
morphisms.

Let us consider the category Cuwsp C Cu consisting of Cu-semigroups together with weakly
semiprojective Cu-morphisms and the identity morphisms on each object.

That Cuysp is a subcategory follows from the fact the composition of weakly semiprojective
Cu-morphisms is again weakly semiprojective (and identity morphisms do not cause any particular
issue). That the image of Cj, by Cu lies in Cuys), is readily checked.

[The restricted functor Cu] As a result, we can restrict the functor Cu: Cj, — Cuysp and

we obtain an immediate corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let A be a unital AF-algebra. Then the (scaled) functor Cu: Cfy, — Cuywsp

wsp

classifies unitary elements of unital AF-algebras.

Proof. By (weak) semiprojectivity of C(T), we have that Homc; (C(T), A) = Home-(C(T), A) for
any C*-algebra and in particular for any AF-algebra and the result follows from [Theorem 3.4 O

Remark 3.6. (i) A theory of (weakly) semiprojective Cu-semigroups could be develop further, yet
it does not lie in the scope of the paper and hence, we do not pursue this idea here. Nevertheless, it
should be mentioned that Cu(C(T)) will a priori not be (weakly) semiprojective even though C(T) is.
A more interesting question is: when is Homey (Lsc(T, N), Cu(A)) = Homcy,,, (Lsc(T,N), Cu(A))?
(ii) In the simple setting, one could use classification machinery (exposed e.g. [10]) to deduce that

the ‘unrestricted’ functor Cu: C* — Cu classifies unitary elements of unital simple AF-algebras.
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4. UNITARY ELEMENTS OF AH;-ALGEBRAS

In the sequel, we are interested in matrix algebras of continuous functions over any compact
1-dimensional CW-complex, their direct sums and their inductive limits. These C*-algebras are
precisely the inductive limits of (direct sums of) homogeneous C*-algebras with one-dimensional
spectrum. Therefore, we refer to the latter class of C*-algebras as AHj-algebras. Observe that
AH;-algebras contain AF, Al and AT-algebras and always have a torsion-free K;-group. We divide
this section in two parts. We first provide an obstruction to uniqueness by exhibiting two unitary
elements in C([0,1]) ® Mas that agree at level of Cu and yet, fail to be approximately unitarily
equivalent. In a second time, we dig into existence part of the classification. We show some
satisfactory results, namely that any scaled Cu-morphism « : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A), where A is
any AH;-algebra, can be approximately lifted up to arbitrary precision. By introducing a notion of
Cauchy sequences, we are able to improve the latter result by exposing a Cauchy sequence (Cu (¢, ))n
of concrete Cu-semigroup converging towards « with respect to ddc,. However, we are not able to
achieve an existence result without invoking a uniqueness argument, which does not hold in this

case as shown by the following example.

4.A. Obstruction to Uniqueness. Let A := C([0, 1])® Mas. In order to define the desired unitary
elements of A, we first construct a unitary element w of Ms~. Recall that My~ is constructed as
the inductive limit of the inductive sequence (Man, dpim)n where ¢dpni1 @ Man —> Mon+1 sends
a+— (*,). Now for any n € N we consider a unitary element in Ma» defined by
! o2im/n
Wy 1=
" 2in(n—1)/n
It is not hard to compute that dy (W, Prm(wy)) < 1/2™ —1/2™. (Roughly speaking, allowing uni-
tary equivalence allows to re-arrange the diagonal terms.) We deduce that the sequence (¢noo(wn))n
is Cauchy with respect to the metric dyy. Similarly as before, we know that the set of unitary ele-
ments of Mo is complete with respect to dyy. Therefore, the latter sequence converges towards a

unitary w € Ms~ whose spectrum is T. We now define unitary elements of A as follows
=1l @w and vi=e2midoa @ gy
We first aim to show that v and v agree at level of Cu. To do so, we introduce for any n € N
= N @ belwn)  and = TN © G

For notational purposes, let us write a := Cu(¢,) and § := Cu(¢,). Respectively a,, := Cu(¢y,)
and B, := Cu(dy,, ).

Let n € N. We highlight that for an open set U of T, the image of the indicator map 1y by
a, Br evaluated at some ¢ € [0, 1] corresponds to the number of eigenvalues of w,, v, contained in
the ‘space’ U C T at ‘time’ t € [0,1]. Therefore, we compute that for g,h € A, such that g # Ig
and g < h, and any ¢ € [0, 1]
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where k is the number of connected components of supp g. This leads to

{ an(9)(t) < Bu(h)(t)
Br(9)(t) < an(h)(t)

For the particular case g = 1, we have a,,(g)(t) = Bn(g)(t) = 2™ for all ¢ € [0,1]. Tt follows that
ddcu(an, Brn) < 1/2™. In the end, we have computed that

dU(unau); dU(Un; 'U); ddCu(an; Bn) S 1/2n

from which we conclude ddcy, (e, 8) = 0. Equivalently u and v agree at level of Cu. However, it
seems almost inevitable that they are not close with respect to diy. The intuition behind the fact
that v and v are far apart with respect to dy relies on the fact that v has ‘movement’ induced
by id[g 1), while u ‘stays put’ due to 1jp ;). This ‘movement information’ can be captured by the
de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant. We recall that A is isomorphic to C([0, 1], Ma~). It follows
that A/[A, A] is isomorphic to C([0,1], My /[Mae, Ma~]). From now on, we abusively use this
identifications, in the sense that we picture elements of A as continuous functions from X to Mse.
(Similarly for elements of A/[A, A].) On the other hand, it is well-known that My~ has a unique
trace Tps which happens to be the universal trace on Ms~. A fortiori Mo /m ~ C.

Therefore, the universal trace Tr on A is sending any f € C([0, 1], Max) to

Tr(f): [0,1] — C
t—r T (f(1))

Moreover f € C([0,1], Mas) is a projection if (and only if) f is constant with value a projection of
My We deduce that Ko(A) =~ Ko(Mae) ~ Z[%]. We hence compute that the de la Harpe-Skandalis
determinant A, for A has codomain C([0, 1], C/Z[1]).

Finally, observe that there exists a self-adjoint element h € My~ such that e*™ = w. (Take the
limit of the Cauchy sequence ¢po(diag,, (1,1/n,...,(n —1)/n)).) We compute that

ATY(U) t— [TM(h)]C/Z[%] and ATI(’U) e [T]\/[(h) + t]C/Z[%]

It is now obvious that v and v have distinct de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant which implies that
they are not approximately unitarily equivalent. (See )
We remark that similar examples can be easily constructed in C(X)® Maw, for any other compact

1-dimensional CW complex X.

4.B. On the path towards Existence. We focus now on the existence part of the classification.
Namely, given a unital AH;-algebra A, we seek to know whether any (scaled) Cu-morphism « :
Cu(C(T)) — Cu(A) lifts to a *-homomorphism ¢, : C(T) —> A. As for the AF-case, we first have
a look at ‘building blocks’ In other words, we consider C*-algebras B that are (finite) direct sums
of matrix algebras of the form My(C(X)), where X is any compact 1-dimensional CW complex.
Our strategy roughly consists in splitting X into (finitely many) pieces on which the restriction of
the abstract Cu-morphism ‘behaves’ as in the finite dimensional case. We then use the previous
lifting result on each of the pieces and obtain (finitely many) constant matrices with entries in T.
Subsequently, we ought to carefully connect continuously each of these matrices to build a unitary

element of B with the desired properties.
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Before diving into the main proof, let us present a couple of lemmas that will be of use when

cutting X into pieces and glueing continuously the matrices associated to each piece.

Notation 4.1. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space.
(i) Let U be an (open) set in X. For any § > 0 we write Us := |J B(z,d). We also write ints(U)

to be the largest open set V' contained in U such that V5 C U. Ngcv)geU that for dim X = 1, we always
have (ints(U))s = U.

(ii) Let f € Lsc(X,N). Recall that the chain-decomposition of f is given by (1£-1(jn,00]) )Jnen and
we denote it by depen (f). (See [6l, Section 4] for more details.) In the sequel, it will be convenient to
reindex it as follows: dcpen(f) = (1w, )n>1 where W, := f=1(Jn—1, 00]) for all n > 1. In particular,
we get that f‘(Wif\Wif;l) = .

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a compact I-dimensional CW complex and let fi,..., fp be elements in
Lsc(X,N)«. Then there exists a (mazimal) finite closed cover {Ti}7* of X such that the restrictions
fi\Tz are constant for all 1 <i<pandalll <l <m.

Proof. Recall that each f; has a unique chain-decomposition depen(fi) = (W{,..., W}, ) where

m; = m%gc{ fi(t)} < oo. We need to take into account all the possible values taken simultaneously
te
by all the f;. To do so, we consider the finite set £ := {(l1,...,1,)} of p-tuples whose i-th coordinate
p
belongs to {0,...,m;}. We point out that card(g) := [[(m; + 1) and thus we can index the

=1
elements of €. Let (I1,...,1,) to be the I-th element of £. We define the open set 7} of X associated
to (l1,...,1,) as follows: »
Ty o= () int(W}._, \ W;.) where W := int(X \ W7).
i=1

By construction, we have that f;j;; = [; for all 1 <7 < p. Also that T; is maximal, in the sense
that for any other open set T" such that fi 7. =; for all 1 <4 <p, then 7" C T}. Consequently, we
deduce that {7}}52"4* is a finite closed cover of X with the desired properties. O

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a compact 1-dimensional CW complex. Let f, g be elements in Lsc(X,N) such
that f < g and let Wi € depen(f) be the I-th element in the chain-decomposition of f, respectively

Z) € depen(g) for g.
Then, for any open set U C W, there exists § > 0 such that Us C Z;.

Proof. By [6, Theorem 4.4], we know that W, is compactly contained in Z; for each [ € N. (Remark
that W, is ultimately empty.) Equivalently, W; C Z; from which we deduce that there exists § > 0
such that (W;)s C Z;. The lemma follows after observing that Us C (W;), for any § > 0. O

Let us now prove the following approximate lifting result.

Theorem 4.4. Let B be a direct sum of matrix algebras of continuous functions over I1-dimensional
compact CW-complexes. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(B) be a Cu-morphism such that o(lt) = [1p].

For any n € N, there exists a unitary element w,, in B such that « s Cu(gpy,)-
n—2

Proof. As in the finite dimensional case, we first prove the theorem for B = My(C(X)), where d € N
and X is any compact 1-dimensional CW complex and the general case shall follow. Let n € N. For
each 1 < k < 2", we write Vj, := int(mﬂ Uky1)-
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Step 1: We cut X into finitely-many well-chosen pieces on which we can apply the lifting result
obtained for the finite dimensional case.

By [Lemma 4.2] there exists a (maximal) finite closed cover {T;}{" such that a(g)r, is constant
for all g € A,, and all 1 <1 < m. Consequently, for each 1 <[ < m, we can mimic the construction
done in the proof of [Theorem 311 (pluging the integers a(1y, )7,, ®(ly,,, )7, and a1y, )7, into the
‘algorithm’) to obtain a diagonal unitary matrix u; € My(T) associated to Tj.

Step 2: We show via the Hall’s marriage theorem that there exists a bijective correspondence oy
between the eigenvalues of u; and wy satisfying ||id —oy || < 2%, whenever Ty N Ty # 0.
For any 1 < [ < m, we write X; to be the set of eigenvalues of u;. Fix [,1’ such that T, N Ty # ()

and consider the bipartite graph G- := (X; + Xy, Ej ;) where
2
El,l/ = {(/\,I/) e X x Xy | H)\* I/H < 2_n .

Let 2 C X; and let gg the minimal element of A,, such that Q C supp(gn). We write hq := min{h €
Ay | ga < h}. (The existence of go and hg can be justified by an explicit construction that we
leave to the reader.) Observe that T; C a(ga)~'(Jni;oc]), where n; := a(ga); — 1. Thus, by
[Cemma 4.3] there exists d;;7 > 0 such that (Tl)éz,z/ C a(hq)~*(Jny; oc]). Further, Ty N Ty # () implies
that (Tl>5u' N7y # (. We deduce that there exists t € Tp» such that a(go)r, = m+1 < alhe)(t) =

a(hq)|z;, - On the other hand

a(ga)|r, = card(X; Nsupp go) = cardQ
a(hq) T, = card(Xy N supp hq)

Lastly, we remark that for any Uy C supp go, we have that U, N Q # (. (By minimality of gq.)
It follows that for any element v € supp hq, there exists an element A € X; N supp go such that
|[v — Al < &. In particular, this is true for any v € supp hg N Xp. Thus, X Nsupp ko C eg, , ()

and we finally conclude that
card ) = a(ga)|r, < alha)r, < card €G, (Q).

By Hall’s marriage theorem, see e.g. [0, Theorem 5.10], we obtain a bijective correspondence
onr + Xi — Xy such that |A — o0 (V)| < & for any A € X,.

Step 3: We construct diagonal smooth path matrices pyy : [0,1] — M4(T) connecting w; to uy
satisfying ||piy (t) — p(0)|| < = for all t € [0,1], whenever Ty NIy # 0.

Fix [,1’ such that T; Ty # 0 and let A € X;. We can build a smooth path pl):l/ :10,1] — T that
connects A to o7,/(A) and such that pp, (t) € B(X, 2 ). We subsequently define a diagonal ‘path
matrix’ pyp = diag(pyy | A € X))

Step 4: We construct a unitary u in B piecewisely via the matrices w; and py .

Note that B ~ C(X, M) and hence, we will construct u as a continuous map from X to M.
Let x be a singularity point, i.e. x € lg@(Tl). We first assume that there exists a unique pair
of indices [, !’ such that € T; N Ty. (Equivalently, only two closed sets T, T} are meeting at x.)
In particular, there exists a unique pair of connected component L,, R, of 1;, T} respectively such

that z € L, N R,. Now choose 4,0z, > 0 small enough, e.g. 6, < diam(L,)/8, respectively
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Opr, < diam(R;)/8. We define C;, to be the largest open set that contains x and does not intersect
with ints, (L) U ints, (Rz). In other words, C, is the connected component of x in the set
(Lz \ints,, (Ly) U (R \ ints,, (Ry). Let us illustrate these sets in the following picture.

ints,, (Lz) C, intsp,_ (R.)

A A A

X

~ ~

Ly R,

Now construct a continuous map u on ints, (L,)UC, Uints, (R,) piecewisely as follows.

u(t) = w for all t € ints, (L)
u(t) = uy for all t € ints, (R,)
u(t) =pLr o ’Lz(t) fort € C_I

where i, : C, ~ [0, 1] is a continuous map identifying m NC, with 0, Cy N W with
1, and such that i,(xz) = 1/2.

In the general case, there might be (finitely many) other edges meeting at x. (Note that the
singular point z has to coincide with a vertex of X for that to happen.) In other words, there might
exists some 1 < [ < m distinct from [ ,I' such that = € T; N Tl Similarly as before, we define @,
to be the connected component of T; such that z € Q. and D, to be the largest open set that
contains x and does not intersect with ints, (L.) U ints, (Q.). (See picture above.) However,
we already have constructed the map u on the set L, N C,. Therefore, we are left to define u on
D;NQyU ints, (Qr). We first define u on ints, (Q.) by

u(t) = u; for all t € ints, (Qz).

Secondly, let us concatenate the smooth paths p;;» and p, ; to obtain the following diagonal smooth
path matrix
0+ [0.1] — My(T)
(1/2—1t) fort €10,1/2
o [ ez n e
D [(215 —1) for t € [1/2,1]
Observe that ¢, ;(0) = u(x) and ¢, ;(1) = u;. Moreover, for each A € X, the path q;‘[ keeps satisfying
that qlAj(t) € B(\,2) forall t € [0,1].
Lastly, we define v on D, N Q, by

u(t) = a4 0jz(t) for t € Dy, N Qg

where j, : D, N Q. ~ [0,1] is a map identifying = with 0 and D, N m with 1.
We highlight during the time interval D, the map u continuously connects each A to o, i(A) and
stays within B(\, 2%) Further, if more edges are meeting at z, they are dealt similarly as [.
Finally, in the particular case where only one index [ is meeting a given singular point z (which
implies that z is not only a vertex of X but also a sink) then we simply define u(t) := u; on the
remaining piece.

In the end, we have built a continuous map u : X — My(T), i.e. a unitary element u of B.
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Step 5: We compute that Cu(¢,) and « are close with respect to ddcy.
Let us write § := Cu(¢,). We aim to prove that « W B. It is sufficient to show that

-2

a(g) < B(gssen) and B(g) < algssen) for any g € A,. Let g € A, and let 2, L, Cy, Ry be as
before. (Respectively x, L,, D, Q, which is dealt similarly.) Arguing similarly as in the proof of
[Theorem 3.31 we know that a(g) and B(g) agree on m (respectively W) We are
left to deal with the interval C,. First, we expose and prove the following properties.

Since 0C; C ints, (L.)Uints, (R.), we get that

(1) a(g)(t) = B(g)(¢) for all t € OC,.
Combining [Lemma 4.3 and the fact that a(g), a(gy j2n) are constant on C;, \ {z}, we also get
(2) a(g)(t) < alg1/2n)(t') for all t,t" € C.

We know that during the time interval C,, the path matrix pl)‘l, o1, is moving from diag(\ | A € X)
to diag(oyr (M) | A € X)) in such a way that p;, oi.(t) € B(X, ) for all t € C, and all A € X;. In
other words, the unitary element w is moving each point A of X; to a (unique) point oy (A) of X/

staying at all time at distance at most 5 from A. A fortiori, we obtain that

(3) B(9)(t) < B(gzyan)(t') for all t, 1" € C.
Let t € C, and let ¢’ € OC,. Then

{ Blg)(t) < Blga/on)(t') = algasen) (') < al(g2/2n)1/20)(t) = gz /2n ) ().
a(g)(t) < algiyzn)(t') = B(g1/20) (") < B((g1/27)2/20) () = B(gz/2n)(1)-
(We have successively applied (3)-(1)-(2) in the first inequality and (2)-(1)-(3) in the second.) Ulti-
mately, we have shown that a(g) < 8(gs/2») and B(g) < a(gs/2n) for any g € A,,. The result follows
after observing that for any h,h’ € A, such that h < h’, then h < hg/on < h'. m|

We would like to deduce from the previous theorem that we can find an actual lift. However,
as mentioned at the beginning of the section, it seems that a uniqueness argument is needed to
conclude. With current methods, we are only able to deduce a weaker result in terms of what we
call Cauchy sequences. These were originally introduced in the first version of this manuscript for
uniformly based Cu-semigroups. Nevertheless, in the meantime, the author has obtained a more
general result in a joint work with E. Vilalta. Therefore, we are stating an adapted version of the
general statement for our particular context and we omit the proof. We refer the reader to [9]
Definition 3.4/3.5 - Theorem 3.8] for more details.

Lemma 4.5. Let T be a Cu-semigroup and let C' € Ry be a positive constant. Let (o), be a
sequence in Homey (Lsc(T,N), T) such that ddcy(cn—1, ) < 2% for any n € N. Then the sequence

converges with respect to ddcy towards a unique Cu-morphism «: Lsc(T,N) — T.

Proof. This is a particular case of [9] Theorem 3.8]. ]

As in [9], we may refer to (ay,), as a Cauchy sequence and to « as the limit of the sequence, or
simply say in this context, that the sequence (v, ), converges towards a with respect to with respect
to ddcy.
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Corollary 4.6. Let B be a direct sum of matrixz algebras of continuous functions over 1-dimensional
compact CW-complexes. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(B) be a Cu-morphism such that a(1t) = [1p].
Then there exists a sequence of unitary elements (un )y, in B such that (Cu(ey,, ))n is Cauchy and

converges towards o with respect to ddcy.

Proof. Let n € N. By [Theorem 4.4l we know that there exists a unitary element u,, in B such that

B = Cu(gy, ~ «. We obtain a sequence (u,), of unitary elements in B and for any n,m € N
A
n—2

with n < m, we compute that

ddcy (ﬂnv ﬂm) < 2(ddCu (5717 O‘) + ddcy (a, ﬂm))

1 1

<25z *+ gwms)
1 1

2n—2 + 2n—2)

1

S 2n74 :

<2(

The sequence (3,)n satisfies the Cauchy criteria of [Lemma 4.5 and hence converges towards an
element 3 : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(B). We now compute that

ddCu(a; ﬂ) < 2(ddCu(av ﬂn) =+ ddCu(ﬂn; ﬂ))
< 2ddCu(O‘v Bn) + 2ddCu(ﬂnv ﬂ)

and it is readily checked that the right hand side of the inequality tends to zero as m goes to oo,
which shows that ddcy, (e, 8) = 0, or equivalently, that a = . m]

Theorem 4.7. Let A be a unital AH;-algebra. Let o : Lsc(T,N) — Cu(A) be a weakly semipro-
jective Cu-morphism such that a(1t) = [14].
Then there exists a sequence of unitary elements (un)n in A such that (Cu(du,, ))n is Cauchy and

converges towards o with respect to ddcy.

Proof. Arguing similarly as in the proof of [Theorem 3.4 we can find a sequence (uy), of uni-
tary elements of A such that ddcy(Cu(¢uy, ), @) < & for some constant C' > 0. We deduce that
ddcy (Cu(du, _, ), Cu(dy,)) < % for some constant C’ > 0 and the result follows from [Lemma 4.5

m

5. REAL RANK ZERO AND BEYOND

This ending part studies how uniqueness results could be extended to a more general class of C*-
algebras within the stable rank one context. A first and very natural place to start is the real rank
zero case, as these C'*-algebras enjoy a lot of nice properties such as an abundance of projections
or the (1 + €) exponential rank for unitary elements that are connected to the identity. In a first
part, we show that Cu distinguishes unitary elements of C*-algebras of stable rank one real rank
zero that have trivial K;-group. As a corollary, we are able to obtain a weaker, but somehow not
satisfactory, result when removing the trivial K;-hypothesis. Finally, we exhibit an obstruction to
uniqueness outside of the real rank zero setting by constructing two unitary elements in a C*-algebra
of stable rank and real rank one, namely the Jiang-Su algebra Z, that agree at level of Cu but are
not approximately unitarily equivalent. This obstruction reveals once more the importance of the

de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant in the classification of unitary elements.
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5.A. Real rank zero - On the path towards Uniqueness. Let us recall some nice properties
that we have access to whenever being in the stable rank one and real rank zero setting. Let A be a
unital C*-algebra of stable rank one. It is known that the functor Cu classifies self-adjoint elements
of A. (Seee.g. [I1,[24].) If moreover A has real rank zero, then any self-adjoint can be approximated
by a linear combination of projections up to arbitrary precision. (See e.g [I7].) Further, any unitary
element in the connected component of the identity can be approximated by the exponential of a

self adjoint element up to arbitrary precision.

Proposition 5.1. Let A be a unital C*-algebra of stable rank one. Let h,h' be self-adjoint elements
in A. Then dcu(Cu(@ezinn ), Cu(@zinn)) < deu(Cu(én), Cul(ens)). The converse inequality holds
(and hence, there is equality) whenever sp(e2™) U sp(e2i™') # T.

Proof. The idea behind this proof relies on the fact that for any h € As,, the element uy, := e2™"
obtained by functional calculus belongs to C*(h) and that whenever sp(up) is not full, there exists
a well-chosen (continuous) logarithm log : Co(sp(up)) — C such that log(up) = h and hence, h
belongs to C*(up). Under such circumstances, we have that C*(h) = C*(up) and hence, ¢p and
¢, determine one another.

More specifically, let h,h' € A, be contractions and let exp € Co([—1,1] \ {0}) be the map that

sends t — e2i7t

. Now define up, := exp(h) and up := exp(h’). Then, for any g € C(T), we have
Ou,, (9) = ¢n(g o exp). (Similarly with h’.) Observe that for any open arcs U,V in T such that
U C V and any r > 0 such that U, C V, we have that (exp~*(U)), C exp~ (V) in [-1,1] \ {0}.
Also, for any g € C(T) such that suppg = U, we have supp(gy o exp) = exp }(U). In particu-
lar, let v := dcu(Cu(gp), Cu(gpn ) let U,V in T such that U, C V, we have that Cu(gy, )(1y) =
Cu(n)(Lexp-1(v)) < Cu(dn)L(exp-1(v)),) < Culdn)(Lexp-1(v)) = Cu(dy; )(1v). Similarly, inter-
changing h and h'. It follows that dou(Cu(@ezinn ), Cu(@zinn)) < dou(Cu(dn), Culen)).

A similar argument gives us the converse inequality, but one needs to make sure that there exists
a continuous logarithm that ‘simultaneously’ gives back h and h’. It is sufficient that there exists a

point A € T that does not belong to sp(u) U sp(v). o

Proposition 5.2. Let A be a unital C*-algebra with stable rank one. Let u,v be unitary elements
in A such that ddc,(Cu(¢y), Cu(¢y)) < 5+ and such that sp(u) Usp(v) # T.

Then there exists a unitary element w € A such that |Jwuw* — v|| < 5.
Proof. As stated before, the fact that there exists A € T such that A does not belong to sp(u)Usp(v) #
T allows us to find a ‘common’ continuous logarithm log € C(T)\ {\}. Applying functional calculus,
we get two self adjoint contractions h :=log(u) and [ := log(v). Arguing similarly as in the previous
proof, we know that ddc,(Cu(¢y), Cu(¢r)) < 5. It follows that deu(Cu(én), Cu(¢r)) < 5. Now
using Ciuperca and Elliott’s result (see [I1]), improved by Robert and Santiago (see [24, Theorem
1]), we deduce that dy(h,l) < 5:i5. That is, there exists a unitary element w € A such that

|whw* — || < 5i5. The result follows after noticing that for any f € Co([—1,1]\ {0}) and any

unitary w € A, we have that f(whw*) = wf(h)w*. (The latter claim is easily proven for polynomial

functions first and then for any continuous function by a density argument.) O

Observe that the assumption sp(u) Usp(v) # T (which implies that [u] = [v] = Ok, (4)) is the best
we can achieve. If we fix X = [0, 1] in the example of [Section 4.A] we obtain two unitary elements

of a C*-algebra with stable rank one that agree at level of Cu, have the same (trivial) K;-class but
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are not approximately unitarily equivalent. (The union of the spectrums is indeed covering T.) We
next narrow down to the real rank zero and stable rank one setting and we are able to get rid of

the assumption on the spectra.

Theorem 5.3. Let A be a unital C*-algebra with stable rank one and real rank zero. Let u,v be

unitary elements in A such that ddc,(Cu(ey), Cu(dy,)) < 5 and [u]k, = [v]k, .

(i) For any unitary element z in A such that [z] + [u] = 0 in K1(A), e.g. u* or v*, there exists a
unitary element w € Ma(A) such that ||w(u ® z)w* — (v @ 2)|| < 5.

(ii) If moreover u (and v) are in the connected component of the identity, then w can be chosen

in A. In other words, there exists a unitary element w € A such that |wuw* —v|| < 5i=.

Proof. Let us first prove case (ii) where [u] = [v] = 0 in K;(A). We use the (1 + €) exponential rank
obtained in [2I, Theorem 5] to find self-adjoint elements /', in A such that |ju — e>™|| < 5L
and [[v — e*™'|| < 5L5. Next, we use the characterization of real rank zero to find self-adjoints
elements h,l with finite spectrum and such that [|h’ — h|| < 5tz and ||/ = || < 525z. We know

compute that |lu — e*™|| < L7 and |jv — €*™|| < L. Also that

ddcu ((bemwh s (bemwz) < 2ddcy ((bemwh , ¢u) + 4ddcy, (¢u, ¢v) + 4ddcy, (qﬁv, Qﬁezml)

1 1 1
14— 19—
1
— on-3°

We are now able to compute that
dU(u,v) < dU(u,e2i7rh) + dU(eQiﬁh,€2iﬂ‘l) + dU(,U,€2i7rl)

1
< —+ 8ddCu(¢e2i‘"h 5 d)em”) +

= gntl nl

< b

S o7
where we have applied the previous proposition to €™ and €2 in the second line. The general
case (i) follows after noticing that M>(A) also has real rank zero and that [u® z] = [v@® 2] =0 in
K;(A) and applying the latter result. m|

Corollary 5.4. The functor Cu distinguishes unitary elements of any unital C*-algebra with stable

rank one, real rank zero and trivial Ki-group.

5.B. Real rank one - Obstruction to Uniqueness. As observed earlier, the real rank zero is
a necessary condition in the above theorem/corollary. Although this fact is already illustrated in
the example constructed in [Section 4.Al which provides an obstruction in the real rank one setting,
we reinforce it by exhibiting another example in the famous Jiang-Su algebra Z. More specifically,
we exhibit two unitary elements u,v in Z such that Cu(¢,) = Cu(¢,) and yet u #44e v. Apart
from providing another obstruction to uniqueness in the real rank one setting, (and the simple case
this time) the subsequent construction is also worth considering in its own right for the methods it
employs.

Let us start by recalling some facts about the Jiang-Su algebra Z. We refer the reader to [16]
Section 7] for more details. The Jiang-Su algebra is a unital simple (infinite-dimensional) C*-algebra

that has stable rank one, real rank one, trivial Kj-group and a unique tracial state 7 : Z2 — C.
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(And hence, there exists a unique trace that we also write 7 : Z; — R;). The Cuntz semigroup
of the Jiang-Su algebra Cu(Z) is isomorphic to NU]0, oo] where the mixed sum and mixed order
are defined as follows: for any z. := k € N, any x5 := k €]0,00] and any € > 0, we have that
s < 2o € x. < x5 + €. Moreover, z. + xs = 2x5. A fortiori, the compact elements are N and
the non-compact elements |0, 00] constitute an absorbing Cu-subsemigroup. Finally, we have a
dichotomy that will be of use in the sequel. (See also [3].)

Fact: Let a € (Z® K)4 and let d, : Cu(Z) — R, be the functional induced by the (unique)
trace 7 on Z. Then one (and only one) of the following holds.
Either

(i) {0} is an not isolated point in sp(a) U {0}, which is equivalent to

(”) There exists x5 €]0, 00] with [a] = x5, i.e. [a] is not compact, and we have d,([a]) = z.
Or

(ii) {0} is an isolated point in sp(a) U {0}, which is equivalent to

(ii") There exists . € N with [a] = x., i.e. [a] is compact, and we have d,([a]) = z;. (Where x4

is the ‘non-compact version’ of the integer x..)

We next recall a theorem by Markov-Riesz that links measures on the Borel algebra B(X) and
tracial states on the C*-algebra Co(X). This will allow us to assign a measure to each positive

element of Z.

Theorem 5.5 (Riesz Theorem for measures). Let X be a Hausdorff locally compact space and let
T : Co(X) — C be a tracial state. Then there exists a unique extended Borel measure p: B(X) —
Ry that is finite on compact sets and such that 7(f) = fx fd,.

Now, let a € Z; be a positive element. Post-composing ¢, with 7, we obtain a faithful tracial
state 7, := T 0 ¢q : Co(sp(a) \ {0}) — C. Using the Markov-Riesz theorem, we can find a unique
measure p, such that 7,(f) = fsp(a)\{O} fdug for any f € Co(sp(a) \ {0}). We will refer to this

unique measure u, as the measure associted to a.

Proposition 5.6. (i) For any a € Z;1 and any f € Co(sp(a) \ {0})+ we have that d.[f(a)] =
ta(supp(f)). In particular, [f(a)] = pe(supp(f)) whenever [f(a)] is not compact.
(ii) For any k € N there exists a positive element ap in Z with spectrum 10, k] such that its

associated measure [i,, s m/k, where m is the Lebesgue measure.

Proof. (i) Let g, : t — t'/™. We know that d,([f(a)]) = HTILnT(gn o f(a)) = h};nra(gn of) =

lm [ 03 (9n © F)dya = pra(supp f).
(ii) Let k € N and consider the assignement

ay, : Lsc(]0, k], N) — Cu(Z2)
[ Jio4g(f/F)dm

It can be checked that « is a Cu-morphism. (E.g. using the chain-decomposition properties of [6]
Theorem 4.4].) By the deep result [23, Theorem 1.0.1] of Robert, there exists a *-homomorphism
ok : Co(]0, k]) — Z lifting a, i.e. such that Cu(¢y) = ay. Finally, by the bijective correspondence
between Home-(Co(R%), Z) and Z,., we obtain a positive element ay := ¢y (id) in Z whose spectrum

is |0, k] and associated measure is m/k. mi
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Theorem 5.7. Let k,l € N and consider the positive elements ay,a; in Z as constructed in the
above proposition. Write uy, := €™ and u; := e*™u,

Then Cu(¢y,) = Cu(py,) and yet, u +que v whenever [klz oz # [l]z/22-

Proof. Let k,l € N and let f € C(T)y. We first have to show that Cu(¢y,)(f) = Cu(ey,)(f)
However, we know that Cu(¢y,)(f) = Cu(¢a,)(f o expy), where exp, is the restriction of the
exponential map exp : t — €% to the domain |0, k]. Similarly for u;, a; and exp;. Now using (i)

of the above propostion, we get that

Cu(¢u,)(f) = Cu(a, )(f 0 exp)
= fa, (supp(f o expy,))
=m/k({t €]0,k] | f oexp(t) # 0})
=m/l({t €]0,{] | f oexp(t) # 0})
= f1a, (supp(f o exp;))
= Cu(ou,)(f)-

Thus, the unitary elements u; and u; agree at level of Cu. We next show that they cannot be
approximately unitarily equivalent since they have distinct de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant. More
concretely, we observe that the codomain of the determinant associated to the (unique) trace 7 is

(Z/[Z, 2])/7(Ko(Z)) ~ C/Z ~ C*. Moreover, we compute that

k k
Br(@) = r(anllerz = | | tdhaJosz = (| (¢/K)dmlesz = [k/2lcsz
0 0
and the result follows from m

It seems plausible that the converse of the above theorem is also true. Namely, that ur ~gue u;
if and only if [k] = [I] in Z/2Z. More generally, the construction of the associated measure and
its properties stay valid for any self-adjoint element of Z and hence, we can conjecture that the

following data distinguishes (some, but almost all) unitary elements of the Jiang-Su algebra.

Conjecture: Let h, h' be self adjoint elements in Z. Assume that [7(h)] = [7(h')] in C/Z and that
pn(sp(R) \ {0}) = o (sp(1') \ {0}) then €™ ~vgye €™,

6. CLOSING REMARK

In the aim of classifying a larger class of non-simple C*-algebras than the class classified by
Robert in [23], it is clear that one needs a variation of the Cuntz semigroup that incorporates some
kind of Kj-information. The author have been introducing the unitary Cuntz semigroup Cu; in [4]
and extensively studying its properties in [4] and [5]. The unitary Cuntz semigroup has even been
able to successfully distinguish two non-simple C*-algebras in [7] where the invariant (Cu, K;) could
not. The unitary Cuntz semigroup could even be a candidate to answer [16, Question 16.9] that
focuses on the simple case.

Nevertheless, as highlighted in the present manuscript via the obstruction examples, the incor-
poration of the Hausdorflized algebraic K;-group, written K?lg (which is intimately related to the

de la Harpe-Skandalis determinant through the Nielsen-Thomsen sequence, see [22]) instead of the
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usual Kj-group seems indispensable if one wishes to extend the classification of Robert, say to AT-
algebras. This is comforted by the fact that K?lg is used the classification of simple AT-algebras
done in [22]. Consequently, the author has been working on a generic method modeled after the
construction of the unitary Cuntz semigroup to build distinct variations of the Cuntz semigroup
which enjoy numerous properties and tools for classification. (See [8].) A fortiori, this method
allows to define an Hausdorffized version of the unitary Cuntz semigroup. This invariant is a strong
candidate to the uniqueness part and hence the classification of unitary elements of AH;-algebras

which would give a positive answer to [16, Question 16.7].

Conjecture: The Hausdorffized unitary Cuntz semigroup classifies unitary elements of any unital
AH;-algebra.

We point out that if the conjecture turns out to be true, we could obtain a complete classification
of certain unital ASH;-algebras, including all AT-algebras as a corollary. (A torsion-free Kj-group

kind of assumption would surely arise without the incorporation of the total K-Theory.)
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