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LIE THEORETIC APPROACH TO UNITARY GROUPS OF C∗-ALGEBRAS

HIROSHI ANDO AND MICHAL DOUCHA

Abstract. Following Robert’s [23], we study the structure of unitary groups and groups of
approximately inner automorphisms of unital C∗-algebras, taking advantage of the former being
Banach-Lie groups. For a given unital C∗-algebra A, we provide a description of the closed
normal subgroup structure of the connected component of the identity of the unitary group,
denoted by UA, resp. of the subgroup of approximately inner automorphisms induced by the
connected component of the identity of the unitary group, denoted by VA, in terms of perfect
ideals, i.e. ideals admitting no characters. When the unital algebra is locally AF, we show that
there is a one-to-one correspondence between closed normal subgroups of VA and perfect ideals
of the algebra, which can be in the separable case conviniently described using Bratteli diagrams;
in particular showing that every closed normal subgroup of VA is perfect. We also characterize
unital C∗-algebras A such that UA, resp. VA are topologically simple, generalizing the main
results from [23]. In the other way round, under certain conditions, we characterize simplicity of
the algebra in terms of the structure of the unitary group. This in particular applies to reduced
group C∗-algebras of discrete groups and we show that when A is a reduced group C∗-algebra of
a non-amenable countable discrete group, then A is simple if and only if UA/T is topologically
simple.

1. Introduction

Unitary groups of unital C∗-algebras and von Neumann algebras are objects that have been
studied from several different perspectives in various subjects such as operator algebras, infinite
dimensional differential geometry, mathematical physics, and topological group theory. Even
within the C∗-algebra theory, the interest is both in the intrinsic structure of these groups, such
as the normal subgroup structure when the corresponding algebra is simple, or in their relation
to areas such as K-theory (see e.g. the monograph [24]) and exponential rank and length (see
[21] and references therein). It was rarely used though that when equipped with the norm
topology these groups are linear Banach-Lie groups, i.e. very well behaved, in general, infinite-
dimensional Lie groups for which the powerful machinery of Lie theoretic techniques is available.
A rare innovative exception, from which also our inspiration comes, was the paper [23] of Robert
which shows that the closed commutator subgroup modulo its center of the connected component
of the unit of a unitary group of any simple unital C∗-algebra is topologically simple using Lie
theoretic methods. Robert also showed that the group of approximately inner automorphisms
induced by unitaries from the connected component of the unit of any simple unital C∗-algebra is
topologically simple resolving a long standing open problem from [11]. For another recent work
related to unitary groups of C∗-algebras from the Lie perspective, we refer e.g. to [7, 12, 2].

We remark that Robert himself was inspired by a result [6] on Lie ideals in C∗-algebras, another
area where Lie theory meets C∗-algebras and which has been already extensively studied (see
e.g. [19, 18, 16, 22, 13]).

It is the goal of this paper to continue in this line of research and study the connected compo-
nent of the unit of unitary groups, and their closely related cousins: the groups of approximately
inner automorphisms induced by unitaries from such components, using Lie group techniques.
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2 H. ANDO AND M. DOUCHA

We refine Robert’s description of normal subgroup structure of these groups from [23] and
relate them to perfect ideals, i.e. closed two-sided ideals admitting no characters. For a unital C∗-
algebra A, denote by UA the connected component of the unit of the unitary group of A (equipped
with the norm topology) and by VA the closure, in Aut(A), of the inner automorphisms coming
from UA.

Theorem A. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. There is a one-to-one correspondence between
perfect ideals of A and perfect closed normal subgroups of UA and VA, and an ‘almost’ one-to-
one correspondence between perfect ideals and general closed normal subgroups of UA and VA.

The vague wording ‘almost one-to-one’ will be made precise in Theorems 4.5 and 5.2 where
these results are proved.

For some C∗-algebras A we obtain precise description of the closed normal subgroups of VA.

Theorem B. Let A be a unital locally AF algebra. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence
between perfect ideals of A and closed normal subgroups of VA. Moreover, when A is separable,
as a consequence, there is a one-to-one correspondence between closed normal subgroups of VA
and directed and hereditary subsets of a Bratteli diagram of A that do not contain an infinite
path of 1s.

Denoting by V (A) the group of all approximatelly inner automorphims of a unital C∗-
algebra A, we have the normal series VA E V (A) E Aut(A) and the structure of the quotients
Aut(A)/V (A), resp. V (A)/VA can be understood in some cases (see e.g. [11]), we emphasize
that it is indeed important to understand the structure of VA when one is interested in Aut(A).

The rest of the paper concerns the following problems. First we note that the converse to
Robert’s theorem, i.e. that when the algebra A is simple, then the closed commutator sub-
group of UA modulo the center and VA are topologically simple, does not hold. We provide a
characterization of those C∗-algebras for which these groups are topologically simple. Then we
turn to the issue whether the simplicity of the algebra can be detected from the corresponding
unitary group structure. We provide several partial results in this direction that in particular
apply to the reduced group C∗-algebras of discrete groups, and among other things we prove the
following.

Theorem C. Let G be a countable discrete non-amenable group. Then A := C∗
r (G) is simple if

and only if UA/T is topologically simple.

The paper is organized as follows. The following Section 2 introduces all the necessary notions
and notations. Section 3 contains first preliminary results that are used in the sequel and
Sections 4 and 5 concern the normal subgroup structure of UA and VA respectively. In particular,
Theorems A and B are proved there. Section 6 contains some additional information about the
Lie structure of certain normal subgroups of UA which in particular shows that subalgebras that
are VA-invariant are also V (A)-invariant. Section 7 focuses on the simplicity of C∗-algebras and
Theorem C is proved there.

2. Preliminaries and notation

In this short section, we recall basic facts from (infinite-dimensional) Lie theory and C∗-
algebras. We also introduce here all the main notation that we shall work with throughout the
whole paper.

2.1. Infinite-dimensional Lie groups. A Banach-Lie group is a group that is also a Banach
manifold, i.e. an infinite dimensional smooth manifold modelled on a Banach space, and such
that the group operations are smooth. In this paper we solely work with a much more concrete
and tractable subclass of Banach-Lie groups that we define below.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a unital Banach algebra and denote by GL(A) the group of invertible
elements of A equipped with the norm topology. A closed subgroup G ⊆ GL(A) is a linear

Lie subgroup if the map exp : A → GL(A), a →
∑∞

k=0
ak

k! , is a local homeomorphism around 0
between L(G) := {a ∈ A | exp(ta) ∈ G∀t ∈ R} and G.
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It follows from [15, Definition 5.32 and Corollary 5.34] that G is then a Banach-Lie group
modelled on L(G), which is a Banach-Lie algebra of G. That is, a Banach subspace of A closed
under the bracket operation

[x, y] = xy − yx, x, y ∈ L(G).

In particular, the following properties hold true for G and L(G) that we shall use without
further reference in the sequel.

• The connected component G0 of the unit 1G of G is also a linear Lie group and L(G0) =
L(G).

• For each a ∈ L(G), exp(a) ∈ G0. Conversely, for each g ∈ G there are a1, . . . , an ∈ L(G)
such that g =

∏n
i=1 exp(ai).

• (The Trotter product formula)

exp(a+ b) = lim
n→∞

(
exp( 1na) exp(

1
nb)

)n
,

for every a, b ∈ L(G).
• (The commutator formula)

exp([a, b]) = lim
n→∞

(
exp( 1na) exp(

1
nb) exp(−

1
na) exp(−

1
nb)

)n2

,

for every a, b ∈ L(G).
• (The Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula)

exp(a) exp(b) = exp
(
a+ b+

1

2
[a, b] +

1

12
[a, [a, b]] −

1

12
[b, [a, b]] + . . .

)
,

for all sufficiently small a, b ∈ L(G). In fact, by [4, Theorem 5.56], the right hand side
converges whenever a, b ∈ L(G) satisfy ‖a‖+ ‖b‖ < 1

2 log 2.

Notice that in particular, GL(A) is a linear Banach-Lie group and L(GL(A)) = A.

2.2. Unitary groups of C∗-algebras. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. By Z(A) we shall denote
the center of A. Similarly, if G is a (topological) group, by Z(G) we shall denote the center of
G. For two subsets I, J ⊆ A we denote by [I, J ] the linear span of the commutators {xy − yx |
x ∈ I, y ∈ J} in A. Analogously, for subgroups H1,H2 of G the subgroup of G generated by
commutators (h1, h2) = h1h2h

−1
1 h−1

2 , h1 ∈ H1, h2 ∈ H2 is denoted by (H1,H2). Denote by U(A)
the unitary group, i.e. U(A) = {u ∈ A | uu∗ = u∗u = 1} ⊆ GL(A). Then U(A) is a linear Lie
group and its Lie algebra L(U(A)) is by definition the set of skew-adjoint elements, i.e. the set
{a ∈ A | a∗ = −a}. However, here we follow the standard practice from C∗-algebra theory and
mathematical physics and we identify L(U(A)) with the set Asa = {a ∈ A | a∗ = a} of self-adjoint
elements. Note that as a result we work with the exponential map a ∈ Asa → exp(ia) ∈ U(A)
and the bracket operation i[x, y], for x, y ∈ Asa. We also emphasize that we shall interchangeably
write both exp(a) and ea when using the exponential map as the latter is sometimes notationally
more convenient when writing down formulas.

For S ⊆ A, we denote by IdA(S) the closed two-sided ideal of A generated by S ⊆ A.
The connected component of the unit in U(A) will be denoted by UA. It is therefore again a

linear Lie subgroup with Asa as a Lie algebra. Moreover, if I ⊆ A is a closed two-sided ideal,
we define U(I) := {u ∈ U(A) | u − 1 ∈ I} and then UI to be the connected component of the
unit of U(A). We have that UI is a closed connected normal linear Lie subgroup of UA and
L(UI) = Isa := Asa ∩ I. This follows immediately from Definition 2.1 and the fact that the
exponential map a → eia maps I into 1 + I and the logarithm map, whenever defined, maps
1 + I into I. The closure of the commutator subgroup (UI , UA) (resp. (UI , UI)) is denoted by
CUI,A (resp. CUI). These two groups are actually equal and topologically perfect. The latter
is proved, for CUI , in [23, Theorem 3.6], the former is implicit in [23] and explicitly proved in
Lemma 3.2.

Denote by Aut(A) the group of all automorphisms of A equipped with the pointwise conver-
gence topology. For each u ∈ U(A), Ad(u) : A → A, defined by a → uau∗, is an automorphism
called an inner automorphism. Clearly, {Ad(u) | u ∈ U(A)} ⊆ Aut(A) is a subgroup, which is



4 H. ANDO AND M. DOUCHA

not closed in general. We denote by V (A) the closure {Ad(u) | u ∈ U(A)} in Aut(A), which is
called the group of approximately inner automorphisms. We shall also denote by VA the closure
{Ad(u) | u ∈ UA}. Notice that we have a normal series VA E V (A) E Aut(A).

For any closed two-sided ideal I ⊆ A, the groups V (I) and VI are defined analogously.

3. First results

In this section, we collect and prove several basic results that will become handy in the sequel.

3.1. Ideals and commutator subgroups. The next lemma is proved in [6, Proposition 5.25],
by an argument using W∗-algebras and a result from [20]. As is mentioned in the last paragraph
to [22, Lemma 1.4], it can be shown using quasi-central approximate units. Here we include such
a proof.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then [A,A]∩

I = [I, I] holds.

Proof. To ease notation for x, y ∈ A and ε > 0, we denote x
ε
∼ y to mean ‖x − y‖ < ε. It is

clear that [I, I] ⊆ [A,A] ∩ I. Let x ∈ [A,A] ∩ I and ε > 0. Then there exists x0 ∈ [A,A] such

that x
ε
∼ x0. Let (eλ)λ∈Λ be an approximate units for I that is quasicentral in A, meaning that

limλ ‖aeλ − eλa‖ = 0 for every a ∈ A (see e.g., [9, Theorem I.9.16]). We will use for functions

f, g : Λ → A the notation f(λ)
λ→∞
∼ g(λ) to mean limλ ‖f(λ)− g(λ)‖ = 0. By x ∈ I, there exists

λ0 ∈ Λ such that eλxeλ
ε
∼ x for every λ ≥ λ0. Because eλ’s are positive contractions, we also

have eλxeλ
ε
∼ eλx0eλ (λ ≥ λ0). Write

x0 =

n∑

k=1

(akbk − bkak), ak, bk ∈ A (1 ≤ k ≤ n).

Because (eλ)λ is quasicentral in A, we have

eλx0eλ
λ→∞
∼

n∑

k=1

(eλakeλbk − eλbkeλak),

so that there exists λ1 ≥ λ0 such that

eλx0eλ
ε
∼

n∑

k=1

[eλak, eλbk] =: x1(λ) ∈ [I, I], (λ ≥ λ1).

Then for λ ≥ λ1,

x
ε
∼ eλxeλ

ε
∼ eλx0eλ

ε
∼ x1(λ) ∈ [I, I].

Since ε is arbitrary, we obtain x ∈ [I, I]. �

Lemma 3.2. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then CUI =
CUI,A.

Proof. The inclusion CUI ⊆ CUI,A is obvious. To show the converse inclusion, note that by [23,
Lemma 3.1], the set {eic | c ∈ [I,A] ∩Asa} generates CUI,A as a topological group. Therefore it
suffices to show that eic ∈ CUI for every c ∈ [I,A]∩Asa. But in this case it holds by Lemma 3.1

that c ∈ [A,A] ∩ Isa = [I, I] ∩Asa, which by [23, Lemma 3.1] again implies that eic ∈ CUI . �

The next lemma is essentially [23, Lemma 3.1] and the same proof works for it.

Lemma 3.3. Let I be a closed two-sided ideal of a unital C∗-algebra A. Then CUI is generated
by {eix | x ∈ [I, I] ∩Asa} as a topological group.

The next lemma improves Robert’s lemma above.

Lemma 3.4. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra, I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then the set
EI,A = {e[a,b] | a ∈ Isa, b ∈ Asa} generates CUI,A as a topological group.
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Proof. Let H be the closed subgroup of UA generated by EI,A. Then H is a normal subgroup

of UA, since ue
[a,b]u∗ = e[uau

∗,ubu∗] with uau∗ ∈ Isa, ubu
∗ ∈ Asa if a ∈ Isa, b ∈ Asa and u ∈ UA.

By [23, Lemma 3.1], the set E′
I,A = {eix | x ∈ [I,A] ∩ Asa} generates CUI,A as a topological

group. Because EI,A ⊆ E′
I,A, this implies that H ⊆ CUI,A. Thus we only have to show that

CUI,A ⊆ H. Let u ∈ UI and v ∈ UA, and we show that (u, v) ∈ H. For this purpose, we recall
the formula (essentially the same as [23, (2.1)] that for elements x, y, z in a group G,

(1) (z, xy) = (z, x)x(z, y)x−1.

Since for every r > 0 the exponentials of skew-adjoint operators of norm at most r > 0 in I
(resp. A) algebraically generates UI (resp. UA), by the formulas [23, (2.1)] and (1), we may
assume that u, v are of the form u = eia, v = eib for a ∈ Isa and b ∈ Asa such that their norms
are so small so that the Campbell–Baker–Hausdorff formula converges.

This implies that

(u, v) = eiae−ivav∗

= exp

(
i(a− vav∗)−

i

2
i[a, vav∗] +

1

12
([a, i[a, vav∗] + [vav∗, i[a, vav∗]]) · · ·

)
,

Moreover, note that f(t) = eitbae−itb is a norm-differentiable function in t ∈ R with f ′(t) =
eitb i[b, a]e−itb for every t ∈ R. Thus we can perform the vector-valued Riemann integration and
see that

i(a− vav∗) = i(a− f(1)) = ia− i

(
f(0) +

∫ 1

0
f ′(t)dt

)

= −

∫ 1

0
[eitbae−itb
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈Isa

, b]dt.

This in particular implies, by the standard approximation of vector-valued Riemann integrals
by vector-valued step functions, that there exists sequences xn, yn all of which are finite sums of
elements from the set {[c, d] | c ∈ Isa, d ∈ Asa}, such that i(a− vav∗) = limn→∞ xn, and that (by
the continuity of exp) (u, v) = limn→∞ exp(xn + yn). By a repeated application of the Trotter
product formula, we see that exp(xn+ yn) ∈ H for every n ∈ N, whence (u, v) ∈ H as well. This
shows the claim.

�

Proposition 3.5. Let I be a closed two-sided ideal of a unital C∗-algebra A. Then Z(CUI) =
Z(CUA) ∩CUI holds.

Proof. It is clear that CUI ∩ Z(CUA) ⊆ Z(CUI), so we prove the converse inclusion. Let
g ∈ Z(CUI) and we show that g commutes with every h ∈ CUA. By Lemma 3.4, the set

{e[a,b] | a, b ∈ Asa} generates CUA as a topological group, we may assume that h = e[a,b] where
a, b ∈ Asa. Let (eλ)λ∈Λ be an approximate unit in I that is quasi-central in A.

In order to prove gh = hg, it is sufficient to show that (g − 1)x = x(g − 1), where x = [a, b].
Because g − 1 ∈ I and (eλ) is an approximate unit for I that is quasicentral in A, we have (use
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also g ∈ Z(CUI))

(g − 1)(ab − ba) = lim
λ
(g − 1)e4λ(ab− ba) = lim

λ
(g − 1)(eλae

2
λbeλ − eλbe

2
λaeλ)

= lim
λ

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(g − 1) exp(t[eλaeλ, eλbeλ])︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈CUI

= lim
λ

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

exp(t[eλaeλ, eλbeλ])(g − 1)

= lim
λ
[eλaeλ, eλbeλ](g − 1)

= lim
λ
(ab− ba)e4λ(g − 1)

= (ab− ba)(g − 1).

Thus gx = xg, whence g ∈ Z(CUA) holds. �

Lemma 3.6. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra H,K be normal subgroups of UA. Then IdA([H,K]) =
IdA((H,K) − 1) holds.

Proof. Let h ∈ H, k ∈ K. Then

hk − kh = (hkh−1k−1 − 1)kh,

which shows that [H,K] ⊆ IdA((H,K) − 1). Therefore IdA([H,K]) ⊆ IdA((H,K) − 1) holds.
From the identity

hkh−1k−1 − 1 = (hk − kh)h−1k−1

we see that (H,K)− 1 ⊆ IdA([H,K]), whence IdA((H,K)− 1) ⊆ IdA([H,K]). �

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then
IdA([I, I]) = IdA([CUI , CUI ]).

Proof. By Lemma 3.6 and since CUI is topologically perfect, we have

IdA([CUI , CUI ]) = IdA((CUI , CUI)− 1)

= IdA((CUI , CUI)− 1)

= IdA(CUI − 1) = IdA((UI , UI)− 1)

= IdA([UI , UI ]) = IdA([I, I]).

�

3.2. Perfect Ideals.

Definition 3.8. Let I be a closed two-sided ideal of a unital C∗-algebra A. We call I perfect if
I = IdA([I, I]) holds.

Remark 3.9. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then IdA([I, I]) =
IdI([I, I]) holds. Indeed, it is clear that IdI([I, I]) ⊆ IdA([I, I]). On the other hand, for all
a, b ∈ A and x, y ∈ I, we have

a[x, y]b = lim
j→∞

aej [x, y]ejb ∈ IdI([I, I]),

where (ej)j∈J is an approximate unit for I. Since IdA([I, I]) is the closed linear span of the
elements of this type, we obtain IdA([I, I]) = IdI([I, I]). From this observation it is safe to write
Id([I, I]) instead of IdA([I, I]). We will follow this convention in the sequel.

Proposition 3.10. Let I be a closed two-sided ideal of a unital C∗-algebra A. Then I ′ :=
Id([I, I]) is perfect. Moreover, it is the biggest perfect ideal contained in I.

Lemma 3.11. Let A be a (not necessarily unital) C∗-algebra. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent.

(1) A is perfect in itself: A = Id([A,A]).
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(2) There is no nonzero ∗-homomorphism (i.e., a character) A→ C.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) Any ∗-homomorphism χ : A→ C must vanish on [A,A], hence on Id([A,A]) =
A.
(2) =⇒ (1) If (1) does not hold, then I = Id([A,A]) is a proper closed two-sided ideal of A,
and B = A/I is then a nonzero abelian C∗-algebra. Thus any pure state χ : B → C is a
nonzero ∗-homomorphism. By composing χ with the quotient map A→ B, we obtain a nonzero
∗-homomorphism A→ C, whence (2) fails. �

Proof of Proposition 3.10. It is clear that the only ∗-homomorphism Id([I, I]) → C is the trivial
homomorphism, so I ′ is perfect by Lemma 3.11.

The ‘moreover’ part is clear. �

Remark 3.12. Even though the set {eix | x ∈ [A,A]sa} generates CUA as a topological group, it

is not in general true that the Lie algebra of CUA is [A,A]sa. For example, let A be the hyperfinite
II1 factor, and fix θ ∈ [0, 1]\Q and consider unitaries u, v ∈ U(A) = UA satisfying (u, v) = e2πiθ1.

Then because θ is irrational, CUA contains T. If [A,A]sa were the Lie algebra of CUA, then for

each s ∈ R, the condition eist ∈ CUA (t ∈ R) implies that s = i−1 d
dt

∣∣
t=0

eist ∈ [A,A]sa, whence

[A,A]sa ⊃ R, which is a contradiction (the unique tracial state on A vanishes on [A,A]sa, but

not on R. Note that by [8, Proposition 2.7], Asa = [A,A]sa + R1 holds).

4. Normal subgroup structure of UA

Here the core of the paper starts. In this section we prove the results concerning the normal
subgroup structure of UA, hereby proving half of Theorem A.

Proposition 4.1. Let H be a closed normal subgroup of UA, for a unital C∗-algebra A. Then
(H,H) is a topologically perfect closed normal subgroup of UA - the biggest topologically perfect
subgroup contained in H - and it is of the form CUI , where I ⊆ A is a closed two-sided ideal.

Proof. Let H be a closed normal subgroup of UA. We prove that (H,H) is topologically perfect.
It will be automatically normal, since it is normal in H and H is normal in UA, so by [23,
Theorem 3.7] it is normal in UA. It will be also the biggest subgroup with such a property, since

every closed topologically perfect subgroup H ′ ≤ H must be contained in (H,H), which follows

from the equality H ′ = (H ′,H ′).
Set I := Id([H,A]). We show

(H,H) = (H,UA) = CUI ,

and this will finish the proof since CUI is topologically perfect. In fact, it is enough to show
that (H,UA) = CUI since the former will be then a topologically perfect subgroup of H which

thus must be contained in (H,H), and obviously contains (H,H). However, by [23, Theorem

3.3] we have (H,UA) = (UI , UA) and the latter is equal to CUI by Lemma 3.2. �

Lemma 4.2. Let I be a closed two-sided ideal of a unital C∗-algebra A. Then CUI = CUI′,
where I ′ = Id([I, I]).

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, the set {eix | x ∈ [I, I] ∩Asa} generates CUI as a topological group and
if x ∈ [I, I] ∩Asa ⊆ I ′ then clearly eix ∈ UI′ . Therefore we have CUI ⊆ UI′ . By Proposition 4.1,

CUI′ = (UI′ , UI′) is the biggest topologically perfect normal subgroup of UI′ . On the other hand,
CUI is a topologically perfect normal subgroup of UI′ , thus CUI ⊆ CUI′ . Since I

′ ⊆ I, we have
also CUI′ ⊆ CUI , and so CUI = CUI′ holds. �

We will need the next well-known result. We include the proof for completeness.

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. Then UA spans A.

Proof. Since Asa spans A, it suffices to show that any self-adjoint contraction x ∈ A is in the

linear span of UA, and note that the standard argument produces the unitary u(x) = x+i(1−x2)
1

2
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such that x = 1
2(u(x) + u(x)∗), and u(x) is homotopic to 1 by the continuous path [0, 1] ∋ t 7→

e−
πi

2
(1−t)u(tx) ∈ U(A). �

Lemma 4.4. Let I and J be perfect ideals of a unital C∗-algebra A. If CUI = CUJ , then I = J .

Proof. Let I and J be perfect ideals such that CUI = CUJ . We show that I = J . Assume by
contradiction that I 6⊆ J . By the perfectness of I and I 6⊆ J , we have [I, I] 6⊆ J . Note that since

UI spans Ĩ by Lemma 4.3, the set {xu−ux | x ∈ Isa, u ∈ UI} spans [I, I]. Thus there exists x ∈ Isa
and u ∈ UI such that ux−xu ∈ [I, I]\J , whence uxu∗−x = u(xu∗)−(xu∗)u ∈ [I, I]\J . We may
also assume that ‖x‖ is small enough so that uxu∗−x lies in a neighborhood of 0 in A where exp
is a local homeomorphism. Then by Lemma 3.3, we have v := exp(i(uxu∗ − x)) ∈ CUI , however
v /∈ UJ , thus v /∈ CUJ , which is a contradiction. Therefore, I ⊆ J holds, and by symmetry, the
same argument shows J ⊆ I as well. �

Theorem 4.5. There is a one-to-one bijection between perfect ideals I ⊆ A and topologically
perfect closed normal subgroups of UA of the form I → CUI .

Proof. For every two-sided ideal I ⊆ A, CUI is a topologically perfect closed normal subgroup
of UA.

By Lemma 4.4, the map I → CUI is injective when restricted to perfect ideals. We check that
the map I → CUI is onto the set of all topologically perfect closed normal subgroups of UA. Let
H be a topologically perfect closed normal subgroup of UA. Then H = (H,H), where the right
hand side is by Proposition 4.1 equal to CUI for some ideal I ⊆ A. But then for I ′ := Id([I, I])
we have that I ′ is perfect by Proposition 3.10 and CUI = CUI′ by Lemma 4.2. �

Definition 4.6. For a closed two-sided ideal I of a unital C∗-algebra A, we define NI = {u ∈

UA | (u,UA) ⊆ Ĩ}.

Lemma 4.7. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra, I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then NI = {u ∈
UA | (u,UA) ⊆ CUI} holds.

Proof. Denote the set on the right hand side by MI . Clearly, MI ⊆ NI . The converse follows
immediately from [23, Lemma 3.2] and Lemma 3.2. �

As an immediate consequence of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.7 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.8. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra, I be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Then NI = NI′

holds.

Theorem 4.9. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. The set of all closed normal subgroups of UA is
equal to the disjoint union

⊔

I⊆A perfect ideal

{H ≤ UA | CUI ≤ H ≤ NI}.

Proof. Let H ⊆ UA be a closed normal subgroup. By [23, Theorem 3.3] the ideal I = Id([H,A])

satisfies CUI,A = (H,UA) ⊆ H. By Lemmas 3.2 and 4.2, we have CUI,A = CUI = CUI′ , and

I ′ is a perfect ideal by Proposition 3.10. Moreover, the equality (H,UA) = CUI , together with
Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8 implies that H ⊆ NI = NI′ .

Conversely, suppose that H is a closed subgroup of UA such that for some perfect ideal I of
A, we have CUI ≤ H ≤ NI . We claim that H is normal in UA. Pick h ∈ H and u ∈ UA. Since
H ⊆ NI we have uhu∗h∗ ∈ CUI , thus uhu

∗ ∈ hCUI ⊆ H.
It remains to show that the union from the statement is taken of disjoint sets. Suppose

that H ⊆ UA is a closed normal subgroup and there are two perfect ideals I and J such that
CUI ≤ H ≤ NI and CUJ ≤ H ≤ NJ . Then since (NI , NI) ⊆ CUI = (CUI , CUI) by the

definition of NI and since CUI is topologically perfect, we have (NI , NI) = CUI = (CUI , CUI)

and (NJ , NJ) = CUJ = (CUJ , CUJ). Therefore, (H,H) must be equal to both CUI and CUJ ,
showing that CUI = CUJ , which implies, by Lemma 4.4, that I = J . �
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Robert proves in [23, Corollary 3.8] that when a unital C∗-algebra is simple, then CUA/Z(CUA)
is topologically simple. The converse is not true though. Theorem 4.9 however allows us to com-
pletely characterize when CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple. We provide this characterization
in Theorem 5.10 in the next section jointly with the characterization when VA is topologically
simple.

5. Normal subgroup structure of VA

This section is parallel to the previous one. Here we prove the results concerning the normal
subgroup structure of VA, having then proved the second half of Theorem A. We also provide a
characterization of those unital C∗-algebras satisfying that CUA/Z(CUA) and VA are topologi-
cally simple.

We start with the following lemma that appears in [1, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 5.1. Let A be a unital C∗-alegebra. For every φ ∈ VA and every closed two-sided ideal
I we have φ[I] ⊆ I, thus φ naturally induces πI ◦ φ =: PI(φ) ∈ VA/I , where πI : A→ A/I is the
quotient map. The map PI : VA → VA/I is a continuous homomorphism satisfying PI(Ad(u)) =
Ad(πI(u)).

Notice that VI ⊆ ker(PI). The converse is in general not clear.
The following theorem, concerning the normal subgroup structure of VA, is analogous to

Theorem 4.9 that concerns the normal subgroup structure of UA.

Theorem 5.2. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. The set of all closed normal subgroups of VA is
equal to the disjoint union

⊔

I⊆A perfect ideal

{H ≤ VA | VI ≤ H ≤ ker(PI)}.

We need a few lemmas for the proof. The first one is an immediate corollary to [23, Corol-
lary 3.8 and Lemma 3.9] (it is mentioned in [23, Theorem 3.10]).

Lemma 5.3 ([23]). Let A be a unital C∗-algebra I be a closed two-sided ideal. Then VI is

topologically perfect and the equality VI = Ad(CUI) holds.

Proof. By [23, Lemma 3.9] and Lemma 3.2, VI = Ad(CUI,A) = Ad(CUI), and by [23, Theo-
rem 3.6], CUI is topologically perfect. Thus

(VI , VI) = (Ad(CUI),Ad(CUI)) = Ad((CUI , CUI)) = Ad(CUI) = VI .

�

Lemma 5.4. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. Then VA has trivial center.

Proof. Suppose that φ ∈ Z(VA). Then for each u ∈ UA and x ∈ A,

Ad(u∗) ◦ φ ◦ Ad(u)(x) = φ(x).

The left hand side of the above equality is u∗φ(u)φ(x)φ(u∗)u = γ(u)φ(x)γ(u)∗, where γ(u) =
u∗φ(u). Since φ is onto and x is arbitrary, it shows that γ(u) is in the center of A. By [23,
Lemma 3.11], φ is trivial. �

The next lemma is analogous to Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 5.5. Let I and J be perfect ideals of a unital C∗-algebra A. If VI = VJ , then I = J .

Proof. Set

Ĩ := Id({φ(x)−x | φ ∈ VI = VJ , x ∈ A}) = Id({uxu∗−x | Ad(u) ∈ VI = VJ , x ∈ A}) = Id([CUI , A]),

where the first equality between the ideals is straightforward and the second follows from the
fact that Ad[CUI ] is dense in VI = VJ by Lemma 5.3. Analogously, we set

J̃ := Id({φ(x)−x | φ ∈ VI = VJ , x ∈ A}) = Id({uxu∗−x | Ad(u) ∈ VI = VJ , x ∈ A}) = Id([CUJ , A]).
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Notice that we have Ĩ = J̃ , so it suffices to check that I = Ĩ and J = J̃ . We show the former
equality. By Lemma 3.7, we have

Ĩ = Id([CUI , A]) ⊃ Id([CUI , CUI ]) = Id([I, I]) = I ′ = I,

since I is perfect. On the other hand, for every u ∈ UI and x ∈ A, we have uxu∗−x ∈ I, whence

Ĩ ⊆ I. Therefore I = Ĩ and I = J holds. �

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let H be a closed normal subgroup of VA. Set

I := Id({φ(x) − x | φ ∈ H,x ∈ A}).

By [23, Theorem 3.10], we have (H,VA) = VI . Without loss of generality, we may assume that I
is perfect. Indeed, otherwise we replace I by I ′ := Id([I, I]) which is perfect by Proposition 3.10.
Then by Lemma 4.2 we have CUI = CUI′ and so by Lemma 5.3, we get

VI′ = {Ad(u) | u ∈ CUI′} = {Ad(u) | u ∈ CUI} = VI .

Since H is normal and closed we have (H,VA) ⊆ H, thus we get VI ≤ H ≤ NVI , where

NVI := {φ ∈ VA | (φ, VA) ⊆ VI}.

We now claim that NVI = ker(PI). First, we show that ker(PI) ⊆ NVI . By repeating the
argument from the paragraph above with the closed normal subgroup H := ker(PI) we get that
ker(PI) ⊆ NVJ , where

J := Id({φ(x)− x | φ ∈ ker(PI), x ∈ A}).

However, J ⊆ I, so ker(PI) ⊆ NVJ ⊆ NVI . Indeed, for every φ ∈ ker(PI) and x ∈ A we have
(where πI : A→ A/I is the quotient map)

πI
(
φ(x)− x

)
= PI(φ)

(
πI(x)

)
− πI(x) = 0,

implying that φ(x)− x ∈ I, which in turn implies that J ⊆ I.
Next we prove the other inclusion NVI ⊆ ker(PI). Pick φ ∈ NVI and u′ ∈ UA/I , and let

u ∈ UA be such that u′ = πI(u). Since (φ,Ad(u)) ∈ VI we have that PI(φ) and Ad(u′) commute.
As u′ ∈ UA/I was arbitrary and {Ad(u) | u ∈ UA/I} is dense in VA/I , we get PI(φ) ∈ Z(VA/I). By
Lemma 5.4, it follows that PI(φ) is trivial, in other words, φ ∈ ker(PI). Therefore, ker(PI) = NVI
holds. We thus obtain VI ≤ H ≤ ker(PI).

Conversely, if I is a perfect ideal andH is a closed subgroup of VA such that VI ≤ H ≤ ker(PI),
then we claim that H is normal in VA. Indeed, pick any φ ∈ H and ψ ∈ VA. Then since φ ∈ NVI ,
we have ψφψ−1φ−1 ∈ VI , thus ψφψ

−1 ∈ VIφ ⊆ H, showing that H is normal in VA.
By Lemma 5.5, we have that if I and J are perfect ideals, and VI = VJ , then I = J .

Finally, we show that the union from the statement consists of disjoint sets. This is done
similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.9. Suppose that H ⊆ VA is a closed normal subgroup
and there are perfect ideals I and J such that VI ≤ H ≤ ker(PI) and VJ ≤ H ≤ ker(PJ). Since
ker(PI) = NVI and ker(PJ ) = NVJ , the quotients ker(PI)/VI and ker(PJ )/VJ are abelian and

we have that (H,H) must be equal to both VI and VJ . Therefore, by the argument from the
previous paragraph, I = J holds. �

Corollary 5.6. There is a one-to-one bijection between perfect ideals I ⊆ A and perfect closed
normal subgroups of VA of the form I → VI .

Proof. The proof that the map I → VI is injective, when restricted to perfect ideals, is given in
the proof of Theorem 5.2. For each perfect ideal I of A, VI is topologically perfect by Lemma
5.3. Now if H ≤ VA is any topologically perfect closed normal subgroup, then by Theorem 5.2
there is a perfect ideal I ⊆ A such that VI ⊆ H ⊆ ker(PI) = NVI . Since NVI/VI is abelian, it

follows that (NVI , NVI)/VI is trivial, so VI = (ker(PI), ker(PI)) = (VI , VI), thus because H is

topologically perfect, we have H = (H,H) = VI . �
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In view of Theorem 5.2, it is important to know under which conditions the two groups VI and
ker(PI) = NVI coincide, in which case we have a more precise description of all closed normal
subgroups of VA.

A step in this direction is a part of the main result from [1] (see [1, Theorem 2.4]) that in
particular answers in positive this question for unital locally AF algebras, and the following is
therefore an immediate corollary of Theorem 5.2 and [1]. We note that in [1], UI , for an ideal I
of a unital C∗-algebra A, is defined to be the connected component of the unit of unitary group
of the unitization Ĩ rather than {u ∈ UA | u − 1 ∈ I} as in this paper. The reader can readily
verify that these two definitions differ only by the presence of T and in particular induce the
same group VI .

Theorem 5.7. Let A be a unital locally AF algebra. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence
between perfect ideals of A and closed normal subgroups of VA, which is of the form

I → VI .

In particular, every closed normal subgroup of VA is topologically perfect.

Observe that Theorem 5.7 proves half of Theorem B from Introduction. We now focus on the
other half.

Recall that a unital separable AF algebra A which is a direct limit of a sequence (An)n∈N of
finite-dimensional algebras admits a convenient description using a Bratteli diagram D. To fix
a notation, vertices of D are denoted by pairs (p, i) which correspond to i-th direct summand
of Ap. We denote by d(p, i) the dimension of this summand. Recall that there may be multiple
arrows between vertices (p, i) and (p + 1, j) and the number of such arrows corresponds to the
multiplicity of the partial embedding between the i-th direct summand of Ap and j-th direct
summand of Ap+1. Recall, e.g. from [9, III.4], that there is a one-to-one correspondence between
ideals of A and directed and hereditary subsets of D, and that if S ⊆ D is a directed and
hereditary subset corresponding to an ideal I ⊆ A, then D \ S is a Bratteli diagram of the
quotient A/I.

Theorem 5.8. Let A be a seprable unital AF algebra with Bratteli diagram D. There is a one-
to-one correspondence between closed normal subgroups of VA and directed hereditary subsets of
D that do not contain a maximal infinite path (p, n0) → (p+1, n1) → (p+2, n2) → . . . such that
for all q ≥ p we have d(q, nq−p) = 1.

Proof. We view A as a direct limit of a sequence (An)n∈N of finite-dimensional algebras. We
retain the notation from the previous paragraph. Applying Theorem 5.7, it is equivalent to prove
a one-to-one correspondence between perfect ideals of A and and directed hereditary subsets of
D that do not contain a maximal infinite path (p, n0) → (p+1, n1) → (p+2, n2) → . . . such that
for all q ≥ p we have d(q, nq−p) = 1. Clearly, the multiplicity of each such partial embedding is
necessarily 1.

We claim that a directed and a hereditary subset S ⊆ D corresponding to an ideal I ⊆ A
defines a perfect ideal if and only if S does not contain a maximal infinite path (p, n0) →
(p + 1, n1) → (p + 2, n2) → . . . such that for all q ≥ p we have d(q, nq−p) = 1. Suppose that
S contains such a maximal path (p, n0) → (p + 1, n1) → (p + 2, n2) → . . . and denote by S ′

the vertices of this path. We claim that S \ S ′ is directed and hereditary. To see this, notice
that for every (q, nq−p) ∈ S ′ there is exactly one arrow (inside D) from (q, nq−p) (necessarily
to (q + 1, nq+1−p)) and at most one arrow to (q, nq−p). Therefore if (r, nr−p) ∈ S \ S ′ and
there is an arrow (r, nr−p) → (r + 1, nr+1−p) within S, then (r + 1, nr+1−p) /∈ S ′ as otherwise
d(r + 1, nr+1−p) = 1, thus also d(r, nr−p) = 1 and so (r, nr−p) ∈ S ′ because of maximality S ′,
a contradiction. This verifies directedness. Now if (r, nr−p) ∈ S is such that for every arrow
(r, nr−p) → (r + 1, nr+1−p) we have (r + 1, nr+1−p) /∈ S ′, then necessarily also (r, nr−p) /∈ S ′

since otherwise, if (r, nr−p) ∈ S ′, there is only one arrow from (r, nr−p) and by definition it is
into a vertex from S ′. This verifies the hereditary property. Therefore S \ S ′ defines a subideal
J ⊆ I and I/J corresponds to S ′ which clearly defines a one-dimensional C∗-algebra, i.e. C.
Therefore, I admits a non-trivial character, so it is not perfect by Lemma 3.11.
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Conversely, suppose that I is not perfect. Then by Lemma 3.11, I admits a non-trivial
character, so there exists a subideal J ⊆ I such that I/J = C. Let F ⊆ S be a directed and
hereditary subset that defines J . It follows that the quotient C = I/J corresponds to the Bratteli
subdiagram S \F . However, S \F may correspond to C only if for every (p, n) ∈ S \F we have
d(p, n) = 1. Since S \F is infinite, by Zorn’s lemma we can extract a maximal infinite path S ′ ⊆
S \F . In particular, S contains a maximal infinite path (p, n0) → (p+1, n1) → (p+2, n2) → . . .
such that for all q ≥ p we have d(q, nq−p) = 1. This finishes the proof of the claim. �

Remark 5.9. We remark that such a precise description of closed normal subgroups as it is done
for VA in Theorem 5.7 is rather impossible for UA or CUA. Indeed, notice that by Theorem 4.9,
for every proper non-trivial ideal I of a unital C∗-algebra A we get the closed normal subgroups
CUI ≤ UI ≤ NI of UA and by Lemma 6.1, UI ( NI if Z(A/I) is non-trivial. In particular,
picking B any unital simple AF algebra and setting A := B⊕B⊕B and I := B⊕{0}⊕{0}, we
get Z(A/I) is two-dimensional, so non-trivial. Therefore there is no one-to-one correspondence
between (perfect) ideals and closed normal subgroups of UA even when A is AF.

We conclude this section with the following result that generalizes the main results from
[23] that if A is a simple C∗-algebra, then CUA/Z(CUA) and VA are topologically simple, and
employs Theorems 4.9 and 5.2.

Theorem 5.10. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) For every closed two-sided ideal I of A, either I ⊆ Z(A) or A/I is abelian.
(2) The only perfect ideals of A are the trivial ideal {0} and Id([A,A]).
(3) VA is topologically simple.
(4) CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple.
(5) For every closed two-sided ideal I of A, VI is either trivial or equal to VA.
(6) For every closed two-sided ideal I of A, either CUI is trivial, or CUI = CUA.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2): let I ⊆ A be a perfect ideal. If I ⊆ Z(A), then [I, I] = {0} and so since
I = Id([I, I]) we get that I = {0}. If A/I is abelian, then necessarily [A,A] ⊆ I. It follows from

I ⊆ Id([I, I]) ⊆ Id([A,A]) ⊆ I

that I = Id([A,A]). Therefore, (2) holds.

(2) =⇒ (1): let I ⊆ A be a closed two-sided ideal and suppose that I 6⊆ Z(A). Since

by Lemma 3.1, [I, I] = [A, I] and the latter is nonzero as I * Z(A), we get that the perfect
ideal I ′ = Id([I, I]) is nonzero. By the assumption we must have that I ′ = Id([A,A]) but then
[A,A] ⊆ I, so A/I is abelian. Therefore (1) holds.

(2) =⇒ (3): since V{0} = {Id} and ker(P{0}) = {Id}, and also VId([A,A]) = VA and
ker(PId([A,A])) = VA, it immediately follows from Theorem 5.2 that the only closed normal
subgroups of VA are the trivial subgroup and VA itself, thus VA is topologically simple.

(3) =⇒ (2): Let I ⊆ A be a perfect ideal. Then VI ≤ VA is a perfect closed normal subgroup
and thus VI is either trivial or equal to VA which by Corollary 5.6 gives that I is either trivial
or equal to Id([A,A]).

(2) =⇒ (4): letH ′ ≤ CUA/Z(CUA) be a closed normal subgroup. By the fourth isomorphism
theorem, there is a closed normal subgroup Z(CUA) ≤ H ≤ CUA such that H ′ = H/Z(CUA).
By [23, Theorem 3.7], H is normal in UA, so by Theorem 4.9, there is a perfect ideal I ⊆ A such
that CUI ≤ H ≤ NI . If I = {0} then NI = Z(UA) and so H ⊆ CUA ∩ Z(UA) ⊆ Z(CUA), thus
H = Z(CUA). If I = Id([A,A]), then by Lemma 4.2, CUI = CUA and since CUI ≤ H ≤ CUA

we get that H = CUA. Therefore, CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple.

(4) =⇒ (2): we prove the contraposition. Suppose there is a perfect ideal I ⊆ A that
is neither equal to {0} nor equal to Id([A,A]). Then by Lemma 4.4, CUI is neither equal
to CU{0} = {1} nor equal to CUId[A,A] = CUA, and thus CUI is a non-trivial proper closed
normal subgroup of CUA. Let HI be the closed normal subgroup of CUA generated by CUI

and Z(CUA), which is the closure of CUI · Z(CUA). Set H ′
I = HI/Z(CUA), which is by
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the second isomorphism theorem topologically isomorphic to CUI/
(
CUI ∩ Z(CUA)

)
, which is

equal to CUI/Z(CUI) by Proposition 3.5. We claim that H ′
I is a proper non-trivial closed

normal subgroup of CUA/Z(CUA). H ′
I must be non-trivial as otherwise, CUI = Z(CUI),

which means that CUI is abelian, and this contradicts that CUI is non-trivial and topologically
perfect. It remains to show that H ′

I 6= CUA/Z(CUA), for which it suffices to show that HI 6=

CUA. However, (HI ,HI) = (CUI , CUI) = CUI , while (CUA, CUA) = CUA, and CUI ( CUA.
Therefore, (4) does not hold.

(5) =⇒ (3): let H be a closed normal subgroup of VA. Then by Theorem 5.2, there exists
a perfect ideal I ⊆ A such that VI ≤ H ≤ ker(PI). If VI = VA then clearly H = VA, and if
VI = {Id}, then I = {0}, so ker(PI) = {Id}, and thus H = {Id}. Thus VA is topologically
simple.

(3) =⇒ (5): let I ⊆ A be any closed two-sided ideal. Then VI is a closed normal subgroup
of VA. Since VA is topologically simple, VI must be either trivial or equal to VA, proving (5).

(4) =⇒ (6): let I ⊆ A be a closed two-sided ideal of A. Let HI be the closed subgroup of CUA

generated by CUI and Z(CUA), which is the closure of CUI · Z(CUA). Then H
′
I = HI/Z(CUA)

is a closed normal subgroup of the topologically simple group CUA/Z(CUA), which is, as showed
in the proof of (4) ⇒ (2), topologically isomorphic to CUI/Z(CUI). If H ′

I = {1}, then CUI ⊆
Z(CUI), so CUI is abelian and topologically perfect, whence CUI = {1}. IfH ′

I = CUA/Z(CUA),
then HI = CUA, so

CUA = (HI ,HI) = (CUI · Z(CUA), CUI · Z(CUA)) = (CUI , CUI) = CUI ,

so (6) holds.

(6) =⇒ (4): let H ′ ≤ CUA/Z(CUA) be a closed normal subgroup. By the third iso-
morphism theorem, there exists a closed normal subgroup Z(CUA) ≤ H ≤ CUA such that
H ′ = H/Z(CUA). By [23, Theorem 3.7] H is normal in UA so by Theorem 4.9, there exists a
perfect ideal I ⊆ A such that CUI ≤ H ≤ NI . Now we use the assumption. If CUI = CUA,
then H = CUA and H ′ = CUA/Z(CUA), so assume that CUI is trivial = CU{0}. However, then
I = {0} by the perfectness of I and Corollary 5.6, and arguing as in the implication (2) ⇒ (4)
we get that H ⊆ Z(CUA), thus H = Z(CUA) and so H ′ is trivial. Therefore, CUA/Z(CUA) is
topologically simple. �

6. Lie structure of UA and applications

In this section, we shall further investigate the Lie structure of UA. The main application,
proved in Corollary 6.5, is that C∗-subalgebras that are invariant under unitaries from the
connected component of the identity are invariant under all unitaries.

The following lemma is already implicit in [23] and it immediately follows from [23, Lemma
3.2] and Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 6.1. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and I ⊆ A be a two-sided closed ideal. Let PI : A→
A/I be the canonical quotient map. Then NI = P−1

I (Z(UA/I)) ∩ UA.

Let us define nI to be the set

{a ∈ Asa | [a,A] ⊆ [I, I]}.

Lemma 6.2. We have

nI = {a ∈ Asa | exp(ita) ∈ NI ∀t ∈ R};

i.e. nI is the Lie algebra of NI .

Proof. Denote the set on the right hand side from the statement as X.
First, let us show nI ⊆ X. Pick a ∈ nI and u ∈ UA. We may suppose that ‖a‖ is small enough

so that log
(
(u, eia)

)
= log

(
exp(iuau∗) exp(−ia)

)
is defined and equal to ic for some c ∈ Asa,

which is moreover a converging series given by the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula.
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By definition, we have ua − au ∈ [I, I] ⊆ I, and thus also uau∗ − a ∈ I. Since also, by the

Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, and since by definition [a,A] ∈ [I, I], we have

log
(
exp(iuau∗) exp(−ia)

)
− i(uau∗ − a) ∈ I,

we obtain log
(
exp(iuau∗) exp(−ia)

)
∈ I, so c ∈ I. It follows that (exp(ia), u) ∈ Ĩ, so exp(ia) ∈

NI . Clearly, exp(ita) ∈ NI , for any t ∈ R with |t| ≤ 1. Since NI is a group, exp(ita) ∈ NI for
any t ∈ R, and nI ⊆ X holds.

Now we show that X ⊆ nI . Pick some a ∈ X and u ∈ A. We check that [a, u] ∈ [I, I]. Since
the linear span of UA is A by Lemma 4.3, we may suppose that u ∈ UA. We may also suppose
that ‖a‖ is small enough so that log

(
exp(i(uau∗ − a))

)
is defined and equal to i(uau∗ − a).

Since a ∈ X, by applying the Trotter product formula, we obtain

exp(i(uau∗ − a)) = lim
n→∞

(
(exp(ia/n), u)

)n
∈ CUI .

It follows that uau∗ − a ∈ I, and thus also ua − au = [u, a] ∈ I. Since [A,A] ∩ I ⊆ [I, I] by
Lemma 3.1, we are done. �

Proposition 6.3. NI is a Banach-Lie group with nI as the Lie algebra.

Proof. We show that for every a ∈ Asa such that ‖a‖ is sufficiently small we have a ∈ nI if and
only if exp(ia) ∈ NI since then we will have that exp induces a local homeomorphism between
nI and NI and we can conclude by [15, Definition 5.32 and Corollary 5.34].

By Lemma 6.2, if a ∈ nI then exp(ia) ∈ NI . So conversely assume that eia ∈ NI and that ‖a‖ is

small enough so that log(eia) and log(eP (ia)) are defined (and equal to ia and P (ia) respectively).
We show that a ∈ nI . Again by Lemma 6.2, it suffices to show that eita ∈ NI , for all t ∈ R. It
is clear that in fact it is enough to prove that for t such that |t| ≤ 1. Let PI : A → A/I be the
quotient map. Then by Lemma 6.1 we have

PI(e
ia) ∈ Z(UA/I) = Z(A/I) ∩ UA/I ,

where the last equality holds since by Lemma 4.3, UA/I spans A/I.
Consequently,

PI(a) = PI

(
log(eia)/i

)
= log

(
PI(e

ia)
)
/i =∈ Z(A/I)

and thus also PI(ta) ∈ Z(A/I), for any t such that |t| ≤ 1.
Therefore exp(iPI(ta)) ∈ Z(A/I)∩UA/I = Z(UA/I) and since PI(exp(ita)) = exp(iPI(ta)) we

get that exp(ita) ∈ NI by Lemma 6.1.
�

Lemma 6.4. Every closed connected Lie normal subgroup of UA is normal in U(A).

Proof. Let H be a closed connected Lie normal subgroup of UA. By Theorem 4.9 there is a
perfect ideal I of A such that CUI ≤ H ≤ NI . Recall from the proof of Theorem 4.9 that we
have [H,A] ⊆ I. One can check directly from their respective definitions that both CUI and NI

are normal in U(A). It suffices to verify that for every u ∈ U(A) and g ∈ H we have (u, g) ∈ CUI

since then ugu∗ ∈ CUI ·H ⊆ H.
Let us first check (u, g) ∈ Ĩ . This follows since ug − gu ∈ I as [H,A] ⊆ I, thus for x =

ug − gu ∈ I we have ugu∗g∗ = (x+ gu)u∗g∗ = xu∗g∗ + 1 ∈ Ĩ.
Now since H is connected and Lie, g = eib1 · · · eibn , for some self-adjoint elements b1, . . . , bn

from the Lie algebra of H. Without loss of generality we can suppose that g = eib, for ‖b‖
small enough, so that c := log(u, g) is defined and the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula for
eiubu

∗

e−ib converges. Thus (u, eib) = eic. The rest of the argument is the same as [23, Lemma
3.2]. We include the argument for completeness. For each t ∈ R, eitb ∈ H, so we differentiate
(u, eitb)− 1

t
∈ Ĩ at t = 0 to obtain ubu∗−b ∈ Ĩ, which implies [u, b] ∈ Ĩ and thus [u, b] ∈ I. Then

(u, eib)− (ubu∗ − b) = eiubu
∗

e−ib − (ubu∗ − b)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈I

∈ [A,H] ⊂ I,

whence eic ∈ I ∩ [A,A] = [I, I] and thus eic ∈ CUI by Lemma 3.3. �
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Corollary 6.5. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and let B ⊆ A be a C∗-subalgebra that is AdUA
-

invariant. Then B is AdU(A)-invariant.

Proof. Let A and B be as in the statement. Then UB is a closed normal subgroup of UA,
which is moreover connected and Lie. Thus by Lemma 6.4, UB is normal in U(A), i.e. it is
AdU(A)-invariant. Since UB spans B by Lemma 4.3, also B is AdU(A)-invariant. �

7. Group characterizations of simplicity of C∗-algebras

In this final section, we investigate conditions on the structure of UA that guarantee simplicity
of A. That is, in a way, a reverse problem to what we consider in Theorem 5.10. We find
applications to reduced group C∗-algebras.

7.1. General conditions on simplicity of C∗-algebras.

Lemma 7.1. (well-known) Let A be a unital simple C∗-algebra. Then Z(A) = C.

Proof. Let a ∈ Z(A) \ {0}. Consider I = Aa = aA, which is a closed two-sided ideal of A. Since
A is unital, a ∈ I, so I 6= {0}. Therefore by the simplicity of A, I = A holds. Thus there exists
b ∈ A such that ‖ba − 1‖ < 1. Then ba, hence a is invertible. This shows that any nonzero
element in Z(A) is invertible, whence Z(A) = C by Banach–Mazur theorem. �

The following result of Cuntz and Pedersen from [8, Proposition 2.7] will be used often, so we
state it here. For a unital C∗-algebra A, we denote by T (A) the state of all tracial states on A.

Theorem 7.2 ([8]). Let A be a C∗-algebra. If A does not admit a tracial state, then [A,A] = A

holds. If A admits a tracial state, then [A,A] =
⋂

τ∈T (A) ker(τ) holds.

Lemma 7.3. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. If A does not admit a tracial state, then UA = CUA,
and if A admits exactly one tracial state, then UA/CUA is trivial or equal to T.

Proof. If A does not admit a tracial state, then by Theorem 7.2, [A,A] = A, thus by the
combination of Lemma 3.1 and [23, Lemma 3.1] we get that CUA = UA. Suppose that A

admits exactly one tracial state. Then again by Theorem 7.2 we get A = [A,A] ⊕ C. Denote
by Q the quotient map UA → UA/CUA. Let u ∈ UA. Write u as exp(ia1) · · · exp(ian), where

a1, . . . , an ∈ Asa. Write ak = bk + rk1, bk ∈ [A,A]sa, rk ∈ R for each k = 1, . . . , n. Then

u = eib1 · · · eibn exp(ir)

where r =
∑n

k=1 rk, so Q(u) = Q(eir) because eibk ∈ CUA by [23, Lemma 3.1]. Consequently,
Q[UA] = Q[T]. Since Q is continuous and UA is connected, UA/CUA is a connected quotient of
T, thus either trivial, or isomorphic to T. �

Theorem 7.4. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra with at most one tracial state which we then more-
over require not to be a character. Then A is simple if and only if CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically
simple and Z(CUA) ⊆ T.

Proof. Suppose first that A is simple. By [23, Corollary 3.8], CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically
simple. Set H := Z(CUA). It is a closed normal subgroup of CUA and by [23, Theorem 3.7],
it is also normal in UA. Therefore, by Theorem 4.9, there exists a perfect ideal I ⊆ A such
that CUI ≤ H ≤ NI . If I = Id([A,A]), then H = CUA, implying that CUA is abelian and
topologically perfect, whence trivial.

So suppose that I = {0}. Then H ≤ NI = Z(UA). Since A is simple, by Lemma 7.1,
Z(A) = C, so Z(UA) = T (cf. Lemma 4.3) and we have Z(CUA) ⊆ T.

Now we prove the converse. Let I ⊆ A be a non-zero closed two-sided ideal. By Theorem 5.10,
either I ⊆ Z(A) or A/I is abelian.

Case 1. I ⊆ Z(A). Assume first that A admits a unique tracial state τ . Pick a non-zero b ∈ Isa.

By Theorem 7.2, we can write b = a + r1, where a ∈ [A,A] and r ∈ R. Since b ∈ Z(A), also
a ∈ Z(A). Then by [23, Lemma 3.1], for every t ∈ R,

exp(ita) ∈ CUA ∩ Z(UA) ⊆ Z(CUA) ⊆ T.
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By differentiating the left hand side at t = 0, we obtain a ∈ R, which implies a ∈ R∩[A,A] = {0}.
Therefore, for every b ∈ Isa we have b = r ∈ I ∩ C×. Thus I = A ⊆ Z(A), so A is an abelian
C∗-algebra with a unique tracial state. Thus A = C, which admits a character, a contradiction.

Next, assume that A does not admit a tracial state. Then by Theorem 7.2 and Lemma 7.3,
we have A = [A,A], UA = CUA, and Z(UA) = Z(CUA) ⊆ T. Thus Z(UA) = T. This implies
that Z(A) = C. Since A does not admit a tracial state, A 6= C and thus I is a proper ideal of A
contained in C, proving that I = {0}, which is a contradiction.

Case 2. A/I is abelian. It follows that [A,A] ⊆ I ⊆ A. Assume that A admits a unique tracial
state τ .

Since again by Theorem 7.2, A = [A,A] ⊕ C and if I 6= A we get that I = [A,A]. Thus it
follows that A/I = C and so A admits a non-trivial character, a contradiction. Thus I = A.

Next assume that A does not have a tracial state. Then by Theorem 7.2, A = [A,A] = I.
This concludes that A is simple. �

7.2. Simplicity of reduced group C∗-algebras. Let G be a countable discrete group, C∗
r (G)

be the reduced group C∗-algebra of G. Denote by Rep(G) the class of all unitary representations
of G, and Repλ(G) the subclass of all π ∈ Rep(G) with π ≺ λ. Here, λ is the left regular repre-
sentation of G and ≺ denotes the weak containment (we refer to [3, Part II] for a background on
unitary representations of groups, weak containment, and its relations with group C∗-algebras).
For π ∈ Rep(G) acting on a Hilbert space H and for any x ∈ CG (the group algebra of G), we
define

π(x) =
∑

g∈G

agπ(g), x =
∑

g∈G

ag · g ag ∈ C.

We will be using the following characterization of the weak containment of representations.

Proposition 7.5. For π1, π2 ∈ Rep(G), the following conditions are equivalent.

(1) π1 ≺ π2.
(2) ‖π1(x)‖ ≤ ‖π2(x)‖ for every x ∈ CG.
(3) There exists a unital ∗-homomorphism Φ: C∗

π2
(G) → Cπ1

(G) such that Φ(π2(g)) =
π1(g) for every g ∈ G.

See [3, Theorem F.4.4] for a proof. The next result is well-known. We include the proof for
completeness.

Proposition 7.6. Let G be a countable discrete group. The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) There exists a unital surjective ∗-homomorphism from C∗
r (G) onto a unital abelian

C∗-algebra.
(2) There exists a unital surjective ∗-homomorphism from C∗

r (G) onto C.
(3) G is amenable.

Proof. (3) =⇒ (2) Assume that G is amenable and let ιG be the trivial representation of G. Then
ιG ≺ λG, whence there exists a unital surjective ∗-homomorphism from C∗

r (G) onto C = C∗
ιG
(G).

(2) =⇒ (3) Assume that there exists a unital surjective ∗-homomorphism Φ: C∗
r (G) → C.

Then π(g) = Φ(λ(g)), (g ∈ G) defines a unitary representation : G→ T. Let N = ker(π). Then
the restriction λG|N of the left regular representation λG of G to the subgroup N is unitarily
equivalent to a multiple of λN and π|N is unitarily equivalent to a multiple of ιN . Thus for every
x ∈ CN , we have

‖ιN (x)‖ = ‖π(x)‖ ≤ ‖λG(x)‖ = ‖λN (x)‖,

which shows that ιN ≺ λN , whence N is amenable. Since subgroups of T are abelian hence
amenable, and amenability passes to extensions, it follows that G is also amenable.

(2) =⇒ (1) is trivial.
(1) =⇒ (2) Unital abelian C∗-algebras have pure states, and they are nonzero ∗-homomorphisms
onto C. �
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Recall that an infinite group is called ICC (infinite conjugacy classes) if all the non-trivial
conjugacy classes are infinite. Recall also that every locally compact group contains a largest
normal amenable subgroup called the amenable radical. It is known for a discrete group G that
if C∗

r (G) is simple, then the amenable radical of G is trivial (see [10, Proposition 3] and that if
G has trivial amenable radical (which by Breuillard–Kalantar–Kennedy–Ozawa theorem from[5]
is equivalent to C∗

r (G) having the unique tracial state), then G is ICC (see e.g. [14, Theorem
4.3]). We summarize the above results.

Theorem 7.7 ([5, 14, 10]). Let G be a countable discrete group. Consider the following condi-
tions.

(1) C∗
r (G) is simple.

(2) C∗
r (G) has unique tracial state.

(3) G has trivial amenable radical.
(4) G is ICC.

Then (1) =⇒ (2) ⇐⇒ (3) =⇒ (4).

Proposition 7.8. Let G be a countable discrete ICC group. Then for A := C∗
r (G) we have

that all proper quotients of A are abelian if and only if CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple.
Moreover, in that case Z(CUA) ⊆ Z(UA) = T.

We will need the following well-known lemma.

Lemma 7.9. Let G be a countable discrete ICC group, A = C∗
r (G) be the reduced group C∗-

algebra of G. Then Z(A) = C.

Proof. Note that A is a C∗-subalgebra of the group von Neumann algebra M = L(G) acting
on ℓ2(G). Thus if z ∈ Z(A), then write z =

∑
g∈G z(g)λ(g) in the 2-norm expansion inside M .

Exactly as in the proof that M is a (type II1) factor, the condition λ(h)zλ(h)∗ = z (h ∈ G)
implies that for any nontrivial element g ∈ G \ {1}, z(h−1gh) = z(g) for all h ∈ G, which by the
condition

∑
g∈G |z(g)|2 < ∞ and the ICC property imply that z(g) = 0, whence z = z(1)1 ∈ C

holds. �

Proof of Proposition 7.8. First, notice that by Lemma 7.9, Z(A) = C which is equivalent with
Z(UA) = T.

Suppose first that all proper quotients of A are abelian. Let H ′ ≤ CUA/Z(CUA) be a closed
normal subgroup and, by the fourth isomorphism theorem, let Z(CUA) ≤ H ≤ CUA be a closed
normal subgroup such that H ′ = H/Z(CUA). By [23, Theorem 3.7], H is also normal in UA.
Therefore by Theorem 4.9 there exists a perfect ideal I ⊆ A such that CUI ≤ H ≤ NI .

Suppose that I 6= {0}. Because A/I is abelian, [A,A] ⊆ I holds. It follows, by [23, Lemma
3.1], that CUA ≤ UI and thus, since by Proposition 4.1, CUI is the largest closed perfect normal
subgroup contained in UI , that CUA = CUI . So since CUI ≤ H ≤ CUA we get H = CUA.

Suppose that I = {0}. Then Z(CUA) ≤ H ≤ NI = Z(UA) = T. Since Z(UA) ∩ CUA ⊆
Z(CUA) we get H = Z(CUA) and so H ′ is trivial.

Therefore, CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple.

Now we conversely assume that CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple. By Theorem 5.10 we
get that for every nonzero proper ideal I ⊆ A we have that either I ⊆ Z(A) or A/I is abelian.
However, the former is not possible since Z(A) = C by Lemma 7.9.

Notice that by the first part of the proof, with H ′ being the trivial subgroup, we get that
Z(CUA) ⊆ Z(UA) = T.

�

Lemma 7.10. Let G be a countable discrete group and suppose that C∗
r (G) is simple. Then

UA/T = CUA/Z(CUA).

Proof. By Theorem 7.7, G is necessarily ICC and so by Proposition 7.8, Z(CUA) ⊆ Z(UA) = T.
Moreover, by Theorem 7.7 again, C∗

r (G) has a unique tracial state and so by Theorem 7.2,

A = [A,A] ⊕ C.
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We define a topological isomorphism T : UA/T → CUA/Z(CUA). For u ∈ UA, we denote
by [u]1 its equivalence class in UA/T, and for u ∈ CUA, we denote by [u]2 its equivalence
class in CUA/Z(CUA). Let [u]1 ∈ UA/T be an element with a representative u ∈ UA. Then

u = exp(i(a1 + r1)) · · · exp(i(an + rn)), where a1, . . . , an ∈ [A,A] and r1, . . . , rn ∈ R. We set

T ([u]1) := [exp(ia1) · · · exp(ian)]2.

Then T is well-defined. Indeed, if u = ei(a1+r1) · · · ei(an+rn) and u′ = ei(a
′

1
+r′

1
) · · · ei(a

′

m+r′m) are
elements in UA which defines the same class in UA/T where a1, . . . , an, a

′
1, . . . , a

′
m ∈ [A,A]sa and

r1, . . . , rn, r
′
1, . . . , r

′
m ∈ R, then there exists z ∈ T such that u′ = zu, whence

eia
′

1 · · · eia
′

m = weia1 · · · eian ,

where w = zλ
λ′ , λ = exp(i(r1 + · · · + rn)), λ

′ = exp(i(r′1 + · · · + r′m) ∈ T. In particular, w ∈
CUA ∩ T = Z(CUA) holds. Therefore,

[eia1 · · · eian ]2 = [eia
′

1 · · · eia
′

m ]2,

whence T is well-defined.
It is clear that T is a surjective group homomorphism. In order to check that T is a home-

omorphism, it is enough to check that T is injective and continuous, since then T−1 is a Borel
homomorphism between Polish groups, thus continuous (see [17, Theorem 9.10]).

To show that T is injective, pick [u]1 6= 1 ∈ UA/T, where u ∈ UA. Then u /∈ T, so writing

u = exp(i(a1 + r1)) · · · exp(i(an + rn)), where a1, . . . , an ∈ [A,A] and r1, . . . , rn ∈ R, and then
defining u′ := exp(ia1) · · · exp(ian), we get that u

′ 6= 1. Moreover, u′ /∈ T and since Z(CUA) ⊆ T
we get

T ([u]1) = [u′]2 6= 1.

Since [u]1 ∈ UA/T was arbitrary, we get that T is injective. Finally, we check the continuity.
Suppose un ∈ UA satisfies [un]1 → [1] in UA/T. Without loss of generality, we may assume

that un → 1UA
. For each n, write un as ei(a1+r1) · · · ei(am+rm) and denote by u′n ∈ CUA the

corresponding element eia1 · · · eian . Notice that for each n, we have un = u′ntn, where tn ∈ T. By
compactness of T and passing to a subsequence if necessary we may suppose that tn → t ∈ T.
Since un → 1UA

we get u′n → t ∈ T. Then t ∈ CUA ∩ T = Z(CUA) and since T ([un]1) = [u′n]2
for each n, we get T ([un]1) → CUA/Z(CUA). This finishes the proof. �

Theorem 7.11. Let G be a countable discrete non-amenable ICC group. Then A := C∗
r (G) is

simple if and only if UA/T is topologically simple.

Proof. If A is simple, then by Proposition 7.8, CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple and so by
Lemma 7.10, UA/T is topologically simple.

Conversely, suppose that UA/T is topologically simple. We claim that CUA/Z(CUA) is then
topologically simple. Indeed, let H ′ be a closed normal subgroup of CUA/Z(CUA) and let
Z(CUA) ≤ H ≤ CUA be a closed normal subgroup such that H ′ = H/Z(CUA). Again by [23,
Theorem 3.7], H is normal in UA, so either H ⊆ T or H = UA. Notice that this argument,
applied to H = Z(CUA), in particular implies that Z(CUA) ⊆ T as the case Z(CUA) = UA is
impossible.

Case 1. H = UA: this implies that CUA = UA, and thus CUA/Z(CUA) = CUA/T = UA/T is
topologically simple.

Case 2. H ⊆ T: It follows that H is central in CUA and thus H = Z(CUA), so H
′ is trivial.

We have therefore proved that CUA/Z(CUA) is topologically simple. So by Proposition 7.8, all
the proper quotients of C∗

r (G) are abelian. However, since G is not amenable, by Proposition 7.6,
C∗
r (G) is simple. �
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