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PRIME IDEALS IN C*-ALGEBRAS AND APPLICATIONS TO

LIE THEORY

EUSEBIO GARDELLA AND HANNES THIEL

Abstract. We show that every proper, dense ideal in a C∗-algebra is con-
tained in a prime ideal. It follows that a subset generates a C∗-algebra as a
not necessarily closed ideal if and only if it is not contained in any prime ideal.

This allows us to transfer Lie theory results from prime rings to C∗-algebras.
For example, if a C∗-algebra A is generated by its commutator subspace [A,A]
as a ring, then [[A,A], [A,A]] = [A,A]. Further, given Lie ideals K and L in A,
then [K,L] generates A as a not necessarily closed ideal if and only if [K,K]
and [L,L] do, and moreover this implies that [K,L] = [A,A].

We also discover new properties of the subspace generated by square-zero
elements and relate it to the commutator subspace of a C∗-algebra.

1. Introduction

An ideal I in a ring R is said to be prime if I 6= R and if whenever J,K ⊆ R are
ideals satisfying JK ⊆ I then J ⊆ I or K ⊆ I. Further, an ideal is semiprime if
I = R or if I is the intersection of prime ideals. A fundamental result in C∗-algebras
is that every closed ideal is semiprime. Indeed, every proper closed ideal is the
intersection of closed prime ideals. In particular, a proper closed ideal is contained
in a closed prime ideal, and the main result of this paper is a strengthening of this
result to ideals that are not necessarily closed. The following is Theorem 2.4:

Theorem A. Every proper, not necessarily closed, ideal in a C∗-algebra is con-
tained in a prime ideal.

If an ideal is not dense, then its closure is proper and therefore even contained in
a closed prime ideal. Thus, Theorem A is most interesting for proper, dense ideals.

We can view Theorem A as a generalization of the basic result that every proper
ideal in a unital C∗-algebra is contained in a maximal ideal. (Maximal ideals in
unital C∗-algebras are prime.) Recently, Lee [Lee22b, Lee22a] initiated the study
of Lie ideals in rings where every proper ideal is contained in a maximal ideal.
We expect that similar results can be shown for rings where every proper ideal is
contained in a prime ideal – and we demonstrate this in Section 3 for the case of
C∗-algebras.

Herstein’s characterization of Lie ideals in simple rings [Her55] was the starting
point for the development of a beautiful theory of Lie ideals in prime and semiprime
rings [Bax65, Her69, Her70, LM72]. Using that C∗-algebras are semiprime rings,
some of the Lie theory applies directly in this setting. For example, if A is a unital,
simple C∗-algebra, then a subspace L ⊆ A is a Lie ideal (see Paragraph 3.1 for
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definitions) if and only if L = {0}, L = C1 or [A,A] ⊆ L. By Pop’s theorem
[Pop02], A = [A,A] if and only if A admits no tracial states, and so in a unital,
simple C∗-algebra A without tracial states, the only Lie ideals are {0}, C1 and A.

Further, if A has a unique tracial state τ , then ker(τ) = [A,A] and A/[A,A] ∼= C
by work of Cuntz-Pedersen [CP79], and thus the only closed Lie ideals in A are

{0}, C1, [A,A] and A; see [MM98, Theorem 2.5].
More generally, if L is a Lie ideal in a C∗-algebra A then either L is contained

in the center Z(A), or there exists a nonzero (not necessarily closed) ideal I ⊆ A
such that [A, I] ⊆ L; see [Her70]. If I is semiprime, then one can pass to the
quotient A/I and continue the analysis there.

Using that closed ideals in C∗-algebras are semiprime, a comprehensive theory
for closed Lie ideals in C∗-algebras was developed by Miers [Mie81], Brešar-Kissin-
Shulman [BKS08] and Robert [Rob16]. Based on Theorem A, we are able to transfer
some results from the Lie theory of prime rings to the study of not necessarily closed
Lie ideals in C∗-algebras. The following is Theorem 3.3:

Theorem B. Given a Lie ideal L in a C∗-algebraA, the Lie ideal [A,L] generatesA
as a not necessarily closed ideal if and only if [L,L], or equivalently [[L,L], [L,L]],
does. Moreover, if this is the case, then [A,A] = [L,L] ⊆ L.

As an interesting special case of Theorem B we can consider A as a Lie ideal in
itself, and we deduce that [A,A] = [[A,A], [A,A]] whenever A is generated by [A,A]
as a not necessarily closed ideal; see Corollary 3.4.

Generalizing Theorem B to the case of two Lie ideals, we have Theorem 3.6:

Theorem C. Given Lie ideals K and L in a C∗-algebra A, the Lie ideal [K,L]
generates A as a not necessarily closed ideal if and only if [K,K] and [L,L] do.
Moreover, if this is the case, then [A,A] = [K,L].

In Section 4, we study the connection between the commutator subspace [A,A]
and the subspace N generated by the set of square-zero elements in a C∗-algebra A.
Robert proved that [A,A] = N if A is unital and has no characters; see [Rob16,
Theorem 4.2]. We generalized this to the case that A is a zero-product balanced C∗-
algebra ([GT23b, Theorem 5.3]), which includes all C∗-algebras whose multiplier
algebra has no characters ([GT23c]).

In [Rob16, Question 2.5] Robert asks if [A,A] = N holds for every C∗-algebra.
In general, it is known that every square-zero element is a commutator, and thus
N ⊆ [A,A]; see, for example, [Rob16, Lemma 2.1]. We substantially sharpen this
result. The following is Theorem 4.2:

Theorem D. Let N denote the not necessarily closed subspace generated by the
square-zero elements in a C∗-algebra. We have [N,N ] = N .

It is known that [A,A] and N have the same norm-closure; see [AEV+16, Propo-
sition 2.2], [Rob16, Corollary 2.3]. Using this in combination with Theorem D, we
also recover the result that [[A,A], [A,A]] and [A,A] have the same closure; see
Corollary 4.6.

In forthcoming work [GKT23] with Kitamura we give a characterization of
semiprime ideals in C∗-algebras, and use it to deduce that every semiprime ideal
is self-adjoint. In particular, it follows that all prime ideals in C∗-algebras are
automatically self-adjoint. (Although not all ideals in C∗-algebras are self-adjoint.)

It would also be interesting to explore to what extent the results of this paper can
be generalized to the setting of Lp-operator algebras; see [Gar21] for an introduction
to the subject
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With view towards Remark 2.3, one has to restrict to Lp-operator algebras
that ‘look like C∗-algebras’, for example group Lp-operator algebras of nondiscrete
groups [GT15, GT19, GT22] or groupoid Lp-operator algebras [GL17, CGT19].

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Leonel Robert for valuable comments
on earlier versions of this paper.

2. Prime ideals in C∗-algebras

Throughout this paper, by an ‘ideal’ in a C∗-algebra we mean a not necessarily
closed, two-sided ideal. To avoid confusion, we will nevertheless usually clarify
whether a considered ideal in a C∗-algebra is assumed to be closed or not.

In this section, we prove that C∗-algebras are never radical extensions over proper
(not necessarily closed) ideals; see Proposition 2.2. It follows that if I is a proper

ideal of a C∗-algebra, then the semiprime closure
√
I is a proper ideal as well. Thus,

every proper ideal in a C∗-algebra is contained in a prime ideal; see Theorem 2.4.
Note that prime ideals are proper by definition. For further details on prime and

semiprime ideals, we refer to [Lam01, Section 10].

A ring R is said to be a radical extension over a subring S ⊆ R if for every x ∈ R
there exists n ≥ 1 such that xn ∈ S. Given an ideal I of a ring R, the semiprime
closure

√
I is the intersection of all prime ideals containing I, with the convention√

I = R if there is no prime ideal containing I.

Lemma 2.1. Let A be a C∗-algebra and let I ⊆ A be a (not necessarily closed)
ideal. Let a ∈ A+ and b ∈ I+ satisfy a ≤ b1+ε for some ε > 0. Then a ∈ I.

Proof. Applying the polar decomposition in C∗-algebras (see, for example, [Bla06,
Proposition II.3.2.1]), there exists u ∈ A such that a = ubu∗. Since I is an ideal,
this implies that a ∈ I. �

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let I ⊆ A be a (not necessarily
closed) ideal such that A is a radical extension over I. Then I = A.

Proof. It suffices to show that I contains every contractive, positive element in A.
Fix a ∈ A+ with ‖a‖ ≤ 1, and let f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be defined as

f(t) :=

∞∑

n=1

1

2n
t

1

n

for t ∈ [0, 1]. Note that f is a continuous function with f(0) = 0.
Applying continuous functional calculus, we consider the positive contraction

f(a) ∈ A. By assumption, there exists n ≥ 1 such that f(a)n ∈ I. Then the

element 22n
2

f(a)n belongs to I as well.

We have 1
22n t

1

2n ≤ f(t) and therefore t ≤ (22n
2

f(t)n)2 for every t ∈ [0, 1]. This
implies that

a ≤
(
22n

2

f(a)n
)2 ∈ I.

Applying Lemma 2.1, we deduce that a ∈ I. �

Remark 2.3. The conclusion of Proposition 2.2 is false for non-selfadjoint operator
algebras: indeed, the nilpotent algebra

{
( 0 λ
0 0 ) : λ ∈ C

}
is a (nonzero) radical

extension of {0}.

Theorem 2.4. Let I ⊆ A be a proper (not necessarily closed) ideal in a C∗-algebra.

Then
√
I is a proper ideal of A as well.

In particular, every proper ideal of a C∗-algebra is contained in a prime ideal.
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Proof. By [Lam01, Theorem 10.7],
√
I consists of those elements x ∈ A such that

every m-system containing x has nontrivial intersection with I, and consequently√
I is a radical extension over I. If

√
I = A, then A would be a radical extension

over the proper ideal I, which is impossible by Proposition 2.2. Thus, we have√
I 6= A.
Since

√
I is the intersection of prime ideals, it follow that there exists a prime

ideal J ⊆ A such that
√
I ⊆ J . �

Corollary 2.5. A subset X generates a C∗-algebra A as a not necessarily closed
ideal if and only if X * I for every prime ideal I ⊆ A.

Corollary 2.6. In a C∗-algebra, every prime ideal that is maximal among all prime
ideals is also maximal among all ideals.

We end this section with some remarks and questions related to Theorem 2.4.

Remark 2.7. If I ⊆ A is a proper, dense ideal in a C∗-algebra, then a contin-
ued application of Theorem 2.4 provides an ascending chain of prime ideals that
continues indefinitely – unless one hits a maximal, dense ideal. For some classes
of C∗-algebras, including the commutative ones, it is known that they contain no
maximal, dense ideals, but in general the answer to the following question of Ozawa
[Oza] remains open:

Question 2.8 (Ozawa). Is every maximal ideal in a C∗-algebra closed?

3. Applications to Lie theory of C∗-algebras

In this section, we use that every proper ideal in a C∗-algebra is contained in a
prime ideal to transfer some results from the Lie theory of prime rings to the theory
of nonclosed Lie ideals in C∗-algebras.

3.1. Given subsets X and Y of a a C∗-algebra, we follow the standard convention
and use [X,Y ] to denote the liner span of the set of commutators [x, y] := xy − yx
for x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . Similarly, we use XY to the denote the linear span of the
set of products xy for x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . Note that [X,Y ] = [Y,X ].

We will frequently use the Jocobi identity [[a, b], c] + [[b, c], a] + [[c, a], b] = 0 for
a, b, c ∈ A. It implies that for subsets X,Y, Z ⊆ A, we have

[
[X,Y ], Z

]
⊆

[
[Y, Z], X

]
+
[
[Z,X ], Y

]
.

A subspace L ⊆ A is said to be a Lie ideal if [A,L] ⊆ L. If K and L are Lie
ideals in A, then so is [K,L]. In particular, [A,A] and [[A,A], [A,A]] are Lie ideals.

Given a C∗-algebra, we let Ã denote its minimal unitization. If M ⊆ A is a

subspace, then the not necessarily closed ideal generated by M is ÃMÃ = M +
AM + MA + AMA, and in general this is strictly larger than AMA since M

may not be contained in AMA. Of course, if A is unital then Ã = A and thus

ÃMÃ = AMA. The next result shows that this is also the case if A is nonunital
and M is the commutator subspace.

Proposition 3.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then

[A,A] ⊆ A[A,A]A = Ã[A,A]Ã.

Proof. It suffices to show the inclusion [A,A] ⊆ A[A,A]A. Let a, b ∈ A. We need
to verify that [a, b] ∈ A[A,A]A. Using bilinearity of the Lie product, and that
every element in A is a linear combination of positive elements, we may assume
that a and b are positive. Using the multiple Cohen factorization theorem ([DW79,
Theorem 17.1]) for a1/2 and b1/2, we obtain elements x, y, z ∈ A such that

a1/2 = xy, and b1/2 = xz.
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Then a = xyy∗x∗ and b = xzz∗x∗, and thus

[a, b] = x
(
yy∗x∗xzz∗ − zz∗x∗xyy∗

)
x∗

= x
(
yy∗[x∗x, zz∗] + yy∗zz∗x∗x− zz∗x∗xyy∗

)
x∗

= x
(
yy∗[x∗x, zz∗] + [yy∗, zz∗x∗x]

)
x∗,

which verifies [a, b] ∈ A[A,A]A. �

Given a Lie ideal L in a C∗-algebra A, the next result characterizes when [L,L]
generates A as a not necessarily closed ideal. For the case L = A, this question is
studied more thoroughly in [GT23a].

Theorem 3.3. Let L ⊆ A be a Lie ideal in a C∗-algebra. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) A = A
[
[L,L], [L,L]

]
A.

(2) A = A[L,L]A.
(3) A = A[A,L]A.

(4) A = Ã[A,L]Ã, that is, [A,L] generates A as a not necessarily closed ideal.

Further, if this is the case, then [A,A] = [L,L] ⊆ L.

Proof. Since L is a Lie ideal in A, we have [[L,L], [L,L]] ⊆ [L,L] ⊆ [A,L], which
shows that (1) implies (2), and that (2) implies (3). Clearly, (3) implies (4).

To show that (4) implies (1), assume that A = Ã[A,L]Ã, and consider the ideal
I := A[[L,L], [L,L]]A. To reach a contradiction, assume that I 6= A. Then, by
Theorem 2.4, there exists a prime ideal J ⊆ A containing I.

Consider the prime ring B := A/J , and let K denote the image of L in B.
Then K is a Lie ideal of B such that [[K,K], [K,K]] = {0}. In particular, M :=
[K,K] is a Lie ideal in B such that [M,M ] is contained in the center Z(B) of B.
Then [K,K] = M ⊆ Z(B) by [LM72, Lemma 7]. Applying the same result again
for K, we get K ⊆ Z(B), and thus [B,K] = {0}.

On the other hand, we haveA = Ã[A,L]Ã = A[A,L]A+A[A,L]+[A,L]A+[A,L].
Applying the quotient map A → B everywhere, we get

B = B[B,K]B +B[B,K] + [B,K]B + [B,K] = {0}.
which is the desired contradiction.

This shows that (1)-(4) are equivalent. Next, we establish the following claim:
Claim 1: Let K ⊆ A be a Lie ideal such that A = A[K,K]A. Then [A,A] ⊆ K.

Indeed, it is known that [A,A[K,K]A] ⊆ K holds in general (see, for example,
[Lee22a, Lemma 2.1]), and thus

[A,A] =
[
A,A[K,K]A

]
⊆ K.

This proves the claim.
Claim 2: If A = A[A,A]A, then [A,A] = [[A,A], [A,A]]. Indeed, if A =

A[A,A]A, then A = A[[A,A], [A,A]]A by the equivalence of (1) and (2) applied
for the Lie ideal L = A. Applying the same equivalence again, this time for [A,A],
we deduce that A = A[[[A,A], [A,A]], [[A,A], [A,A]]]A. Thus, for the Lie ideal
K = [[A,A], [A,A]], we have A = A[K,K]A, and thus [A,A] ⊆ K = [[A,A], [A,A]]
by Claim 1. The revers inclusion is clear, which proves the claim.

Now, assuming that (1)-(4) hold for L, let us verify that [A,A] = [L,L] ⊆ L. The
inclusions [L,L] ⊆ [A,A] and [L,L] ⊆ L are clear. By Claim 1, we have [A,A] ⊆ L.
Further, since A = A[L,L]A, we also have A = A[A,A]A. Using Claim 2 at the
first step, it follows that

[A,A] =
[
[A,A], [A,A]

]
⊆ [L,L],

as desired. �
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We highlight the following result, which was established as Claim 2 in the proof
of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Let A be a C∗-algebra that is generated by its commutators as a
not necessarily closed ideal. Then [[A,A], [A,A]] = [A,A].

It remains an open question if the conclusion of Corollary 3.4 holds in general:

Question 3.5. Does [[A,A], [A,A]] = [A,A] hold for every C∗-algebra?

Theorem 3.6. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let K,L ⊆ A be Lie ideals. Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) A = A[K,L]A.

(2) A = Ã[K,L]Ã, that is, [K,L] generates A as a not necessarily closed ideal.
(3) A = A[K,K]A = A[L,L]A.

(4) A = Ã[K,K]Ã = Ã[L,L]Ã, that is, [K,K] and [L,L] generate A as a not
necessarily closed ideal.

Further, if this is the case, then [A,A] = [K,L].

Proof. It is clear that (1) implies (2). By Theorem 3.3, (3) and (4) are equivalent.

To show that (2) implies (3), assume that A = Ã[K,L]Ã. Since [K,L] ⊆ [A,L], we

deduce that A = Ã[A,L]Ã, and thus A = A[L,L]A by Theorem 3.3. Similarly, we
get A = A[K,K]A.

To show that (3) implies (1), assume that A = A[K,K]A = A[L,L]A. Since
[K,K] ⊆ [A,A], we obtain that A = A[A,A]A and thus [A,A] = [[A,A], [A,A]] by
Corollary 3.4. Further, we have [A,A] ⊆ K,L by the last claim in Theorem 3.3. It
follows that

[A,A] =
[
[A,A], [A,A]

]
⊆ [K,L] ⊆ [A,A].

and thus these inclusions are equalities. �

4. The subspace generated by square-zero elements in a C∗-algebra

Given a C∗-algebra A, let N denote the subspace generated by the set N2(A) :=
{x ∈ A : x2 = 0} of square-zero elements in A. It is know that N ⊆ [A,A] (see,
for example, [Rob16, Lemma 2.1]), and Robert asks in [Rob16, Question 2.5] if the
converse inclusion also holds:

Question 4.1 (Robert). Do we have [A,A] = N? Is N a Lie ideal?

We show that [N,N ] = N always holds; see Theorem 4.2. We further show that

ANA = ÃNÃ = [A,N ]2, and while we are not able to show that N is a Lie ideal,
we prove that [A, [A,N ]] is always a Lie ideal; see Theorem 4.4.

Theorem 4.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let N denote the subspace generated by
the square-zero elements in A. Then N = [N,N ] and N ⊆ N2.

Proof. We first show that [N,N ] ⊆ N . Given x, y ∈ N2(A), we have

[x, y] = xy − yx = (1 + x)y(1− x) − y + xyx

and each of the last three summands belongs to N2(A), and so [x, y] ∈ N .

Next, we verify that N ⊆ [N,N ]. Let x ∈ N2(A). Let p, q ∈ A∗∗ be the right and
left support projections of x, that is, p is the smallest projection in A∗∗ satisfying
x = xp, and similarly for q with x = qx. Consider the polar decomposition x = v|x|
in A∗∗, with |x| = (x∗x)1/2 and v a partial isometry satisfying q = vv∗ and p = v∗v.

Then v|x|1/2, |x|1/2 and |x∗|1/2 belong to A, and we have |x|1/2 = p|x|1/2p and
|x∗|1/2 = q|x∗|1/2q. Using that x2 = 0 we deduce that pq = 0 and therefore

|x|1/2|x∗|1/2 = |x|1/2pq|x∗|1/2 = 0, and |x|1/2v = |x|1/2pqv = 0.
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Further, we have |x∗|1/2v = v|x|1/2. It follows that

x =
[
1
2v|x|

1/2, |x|1/2 − |x∗|1/2
]
.

Further, we have

|x|1/2 − |x∗|1/2 =
(
|x|1/4v∗

)(
v|x|1/4

)
−
(
v|x|1/4

)(
|x|1/4v∗

)
.

Since the elements 1
2v|x|1/2, |x|1/4v∗ and v|x|1/4 have square-zero, it follows that

x ∈
[
N, [N,N ]

]
⊆ [N,N ].

Finally, using that every commutator belongs to N2, we deduce that

N ⊆ [N,N ] ⊆ N2,

as desired. �

Remark 4.3. Note that if [A,A] = N , then
[
[A,A], [A,A]

]
= [N,N ] = N = [A,A],

and hence a positive answer to Question 4.1 entails a positive answer to Question 3.5.

Theorem 4.4. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let N denote the subspace generated by
the square-zero elements in A. Then

ANA = ÃNÃ = [A,N ]2, and
[
A, [A,N ]

]
=

[
ANA, [A,N ]

]
= [ANA,ANA].

In particular, [A, [A,N ]] is a Lie ideal in A.

Proof. We will repeatedly use that N = [N,N ] ⊆ N2 by Theorem 4.2. Since the

unit of Ã commutes with every element in A, we have [Ã,X ] = [A,X ] for every
subset X ⊆ A.

We have ANA ⊆ ÃNÃ. Conversely, since ÃN ⊆ A and NÃ ⊆ A, we also have

ÃNÃ ⊆ ÃN3Ã ⊆ ANA.

Thus, ANA = ÃNÃ. The inclusion [A,N ]2 ⊆ ÃNÃ is clear. We now show the
converse inclusion.

Given a, b ∈ Ã and x, y ∈ N2(A), we have a[x, y]b = a[[x, y], b]+ab[x, y] and thus

ÃNÃ = Ã[N,N ]Ã ⊆ Ã
[
[N,N ], Ã

]
+ Ã[N,N ].

Using that [[N,N ], Ã] = [N, Ã] = [N,A] = [A,N ], and [N,N ] ⊆ [A,N ], we get

(1) ÃNÃ ⊆ Ã[A,N ].

Further, using the Jacobi identity at the second step, we have

(2) [A,N ] =
[
A, [N,N ]

]
⊆

[
N, [N,A]

]
+
[
N, [A,N ]

]
=

[
[A,N ], N

]
.

Next, given a ∈ Ã and x, y ∈ N2(A), we have a[x, y] = [ax, y] + [y, a]x and thus

(3) Ã[A,N ] = Ã
[
[A,N ], N

]
⊆

[
Ã[A,N ], N

]
+ [N, Ã][A,N ] ⊆ [A,N ] + [A,N ]2.

We get

[A,N ]
(2)

⊆
[
[A,N ], N

]
=

[
[A,N ], [N,N ]

]
⊆

[
[A,N ], [A,N ]

]
⊆ [A,N ]2,

and it follows that

ÃNÃ
(1)

⊆ Ã[A,N ]
(3)

⊆ [A,N ] + [A,N ]2 ⊆ [A,N ]2.

We have verified that ANA = ÃNÃ = [A,N ]2.
Given a, x, y ∈ A, we have [a, xy] = [ax, y] + [ya, x], and thus

[
A, [A,N ]

]
⊆

[
A, [A,N ]2

]
⊆

[
A[A,N ], [A,N ]

]
+
[
[A,N ]A, [A,N ]

]
.
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Since [A,N ]2 = ANA is an ideal, we have A[A,N ], [A,N ]A ⊆ [A,N ]2 = ANA, and
thus [A, [A,N ]] ⊆ [ANA, [A,N ]]. The converse of this inclusion is clear.

Since [A,N ] ⊆ ANA, we have [ANA, [A,N ]] ⊆ [ANA,ANA]. Conversely, using
again that [a, xy] = [ax, y] + [ya, x] for a, x, y ∈ A, we have

[ANA,ANA] =
[
[A,N ]2, [A,N ]2

]
⊆

[
[A,N ]3, [A,N ]

]
⊆

[
ANA, [A,N ]

]
,

as desired. �

Question 4.5. Is every nilpotent element in a C∗-algebra a finite sum of square-
zero elements?

Robert showed in [Rob16, Lemma 2.1] that every nilpotent element in a C∗-
algebra A belongs to [A,A]. Therefore, a positive answer to Question 4.1 entails a
positive answer to Question 4.5.

We also recover the following result, which is implicit in [Rob16].

Corollary 4.6. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then [[A,A], [A,A]] = [A,A].

Proof. Let N denote the subspace generated by the square-zero elements in A. We
have N = [A,A]; see [AEV+16, Proposition 2.2], [Rob16, Corollary 2.3]. Using this
at the first and last step, and using Theorem 4.2 at the second step, we get

[
[A,A], [A,A]

]
= [N,N ] = N = [A,A],

as desired. �
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