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RELATING THE ROE ALGEBRA OF A SPACE TO THE UNIFORM

ROE ALGEBRAS OF ITS DISCRETIZATIONS

V. MANUILOV

Abstract. The Roe algebra C∗(X) is a non-commutative C∗-algebra reflecting metric
properties of a space X , and it is interesting to understand relation between the Roe
algebra of X and the uniform Roe algebra of its discretizations. Here we construct, for
a simplicial space X , a continuous field of C∗-algebras over N∪{∞} with the fibers over
finite points the uniform C∗-algebras of discretizations of X , and the fiber over ∞ the
Roe algebra of X . We also construct the direct limit of the uniform Roe algebras of
discretizations and its embedding into the Roe algebra of X .

1. Introduction

Roe algebras play an increasingly important role in the index theory of elliptic operators
on noncompact manifolds and their generalizations [10, 6, 8]. Following the ideology
of noncommutative geometry [2], they provide an interplay between metric spaces (e.g.
manifolds) and (noncommutative) C∗-algebras.

Recall the definition of the Roe algebra of a metric space X [10]. Let HX be a Hilbert
space with an action of the algebra C0(X) of continuous functions on X vanishing at
infinity (i.e. a ∗-homomorphism π : C0(X) → B(HX)). For a Hilbert space H we write
B(H) (resp., K(H)) for the algebra of all bounded (resp., all compact) operators on H .
We will assume that

{π(f)ξ : f ∈ C0(X), ξ ∈ HX} is dense in HX (1)

and that

π(f) ∈ K(HX) implies that f = 0. (2)

An operator T ∈ B(HX) is locally compact if the operators Tπ(f) and π(f)T are compact
for any f ∈ C0(X). It has finite propagation if there exists some R > 0 such that
π(f)Tπ(g) = 0 whenever the distance between the supports of f, g ∈ C0(X) is greater
than R. The Roe algebra C∗(X,HX) is the norm completion of the ∗-algebra of locally
compact, finite propagation operators on HX . As it does not depend on the choice of HX

satisfying (1) and (2), it is usually denoted by C∗(X). It is convenient to have a Borel
measure on X . When the measure µ on X has no atoms, the simplest choice HX = L2(X)
with the standard action of C0(X) satisfies the properties (1) and (2), so it suffices to use
L2(X) to define the Roe algebra.

When X is discrete (with an atomic measure), the choice HX = l2(X) does not satisfy
the condition (2). In order to fix this, one may take HX = l2(X)⊗H with an infinitedi-
mensional Hilbert space H to obtain the Roe algebra. But there is also another option:
still to use HX = l2(X). The resulting C∗-algebra is called the uniform Roe algebra of
X , and is denoted by C∗

u(X). This C∗-algebra differs from the Roe algebra C∗(X). It is
more tractable, but has less relations with elliptic theory.

Manifolds and some other spaces X are often endowed with discrete subspaces D ⊂ X
that are ε-dense for some ε, e.g. lattices in Lie groups, or, more generally, Delone sets
in metric spaces [1]. Some problems related to X may become simpler when reduced
to such discretization D. In particular, it would be interesting to understand relation
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2 V. MANUILOV

between the Roe algebra of X and the uniform Roe algebras of its discretizations D. The
latter are embedded into C∗(X), and in [7] we have shown that a large class of non-trivial
projections in C∗

u(D) vanish in the K-theory of C∗(X). Delone sets on general metric
spaces are too vague to establish such relation, so we restrict ourselves to the case when
X is a simplicial complex. The set of vertices is a discretization of X , and in order to get
more dense discretizations we can divide the simplices of X into smaller simplices.

In this paper we construct a continuous field of C∗-algebras over N∪{∞} such that the
fiber over ∞ is the Roe algebra of X , while the fiber over any finite point is the uniform
Roe algebra of a certain discretization D(n), n ∈ N, of X . Such non locally trivial
continuous fields of C∗-algebras are interesting because they provide relations between
fibers over different points. In particular, they may provide a map from the K-theory
group of the fiber over ∞ to the K-theory group of the fibers over finite points (cf. [4]).
In [9] we have implemented a similar construction of a continuous field in the case X = R

using the group structure on R.
We also construct the direct limit of the uniform Roe algebras of discretizations D(n) of

X that become more and more dense, and an embedding of this direct limit into C∗(X).
Such direct limits are good candidates for what could be the uniform Roe algebra of a
non-discrete space.

Let X be a countable simplicial complex consisting of simplices ∆k
α of dimension k.

We assume that X is uniformly locally bounded, i.e. that each simplex has a uniformly
bounded number of adjacent simplices, and that X is finitedimensional, i.e. that all
dimensions of simplices are uniformly bounded. We say that a simplex has maximal
dimension if it is not a subset of another simplex (X may have simplices of different
maximal dimensions). We endow X with a metric d (resp., a Borel measure µ) such that
the restriction of d (resp., of µ) onto each simplex ∆k

α (resp. onto each simplex of maximal
dimension) coincides with the standard metric (resp., standard measure) on the standard
simplex

∆ = ∆(1) = {(x0, x1, . . . , xk) ∈ R
k+1 :

∑k

j=0
xi = 1; xj ≥ 0, j = 0, 1, . . . , k}. (3)

If x, y ∈ X do not lie in one simplex then d(x, y) is defined as the infimum of lengths of
paths connecting x and y. After fixing the isometric homeomorphisms of the simplices
of X with the standard simplex we shall use the coordinates on the standard simplex as
local coordinates on X .

2. Discretizations of X and partitions of unity

For the given simplicial structure of X , let D = D(1) denote the discrete metric space
consisting of all the vertices ∆0

α, α ∈ A. It is a 1-net for X . The assumption that X is
finitedimensional and uniformly locally bounded implies thatD(1) has bounded geometry,
i.e. the number of points of any ball of radius R in D(1) is bounded by some number
b(R) which depends only on R.

Consider a subdivision of the simplicial structure {∆k
α}α∈A = {∆k

α1
(1)}α1∈A1

of X into

smaller simplices ∆k
α2
(2), α2 ∈ A2, such that each simplex ∆k

α1
is the union of 2k simplices

∆k
α2
(2), α2 ∈ A2, isometric to the standard simplex

∆(2) = {(x0, x1, . . . , xk) ∈ R
k+1 :

∑k

j=0
xj =

1

2
; xj ≥ 0, j = 0, 1, . . . , k}.

Let D(2) be the metric space of all vertices of the new simplicial structure {∆k
α2
(2)}α2∈A2

.
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Proceeding, we obtain simplicial structures {∆k
αn
(n)}αn∈An

such that each ∆k
αn
(n) is

isometric to the standard simplex

∆(n) = {(x0, x1, . . . , xk) ∈ R
k+1 :

∑k

j=0
xj =

1

2n
; xj ≥ 0, j = 0, 1, . . . , k}.

We also obtain a sequence of discretizations D(1) ⊂ D(2) ⊂ · · · ⊂ X such that D(n) is
an 1

2n
-net in X . The metric spaces D(n) are also of bounded geometry for each n ∈ N.

For each vertex u = ∆0
αn
(n) ∈ D(n) let Stu ⊂ X denote the open star of u. Then

{Stu : u ∈ D(n)} is an open cover of X . Let {ϕn
u : u ∈ D(n)} be the piecewise linear

partition of unity for this cover. If u ∈ ∆k
αn
(n) ⊂ D(n) has coordinates ( 1

2n
, 0, . . . , 0) in

the standard simplex then ϕn
u(x) = x0 for any x ∈ ∆(n).

Let G = (guv)u,v∈D(n), where guv = 〈ϕn
u, ϕ

n
v 〉, be the Gram matrix for the set of functions

{ϕn
u}u∈D(n). With an abuse of notation we shall use the same G to denote the operator

on the Hilbert space l2(D(n)) with the matrix G with respect to the standard basis of

l2(D(n)), which consists of the functions δu, u ∈ D(n), given by δu(v) =

{

1, if v = u;
0, if v 6= u.

Clearly, the operator G is positive.

Theorem 1. There exists C > 0 such that the operator G on l2(D(n)) is bounded from

below by C
2n
.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim for n = 1, as the general case can be obtained by
scaling. We write ∆ for ∆(1) and D for D(1) to simplify the notation.

Let {∆β} be the set of simplices of maximal dimension. Note that

guv = 〈ϕu, ϕv〉 =

∫

X

ϕ̄u(x)ϕv(x)dµ(x) =
∑

β

∫

∆β

ϕ̄u(x)ϕv(x)dµ(x) =
∑

β
gβuv,

u, v ∈ D. Let Gβ be the operator on l2(D) with the matrix (gβuv)u,v∈D with respect to the
standard basis. Then G =

∑

β G
β, where the sum is ∗-stronlgy convergent due to finite

propagation of G. For ∆β let u0, u1, . . . , ui be the set of its vertices, and let qβ denote the
projection in l2(D) onto the linear span of δj , j = 0, 1, . . . , i.

We claim that there exists C > 0 such that Gβ ≥ Cqβ . Assuming that this claim holds,
it remains to note that each vertex lies in at least one simplex of maximal dimension,
hence

∑

β qβ ≥ 1, from which it follows that G =
∑

β G
β ≥ C

∑

β qβ ≥ C · 1.

Fix a simplex ∆k
β of maximal dimension k, with vertices u0, u1, . . . , uk. After iden-

tifying the simplex with the standard simplex (3), these vertices have coordinates
(1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, 0, . . . , 1), and the functions ϕui

are identified with the functions xi
on the standard simplex. Therefore,

gβuiuj
=

∫

∆k
β

xixjdµ(x).

By the definition of the projection qβ , the finite rank operator qβG
βqβ has (gβuiuj

)ki,j=0 as
its matrix.

It remains to show that the positive operator qβG
βqβ is separated from zero. Fix a

k-dimensional cube K with the sides of length a, centered at the center 1
k+1

(1, 1, . . . , 1)

of the simplex ∆k. If a is sufficiently small, K ⊂ ∆k. Then

gβuiuj
=

∫

K

xixjdµ(x) +

∫

∆k\K
xixjdµ(x) = g′uiuj

+ g′′uiuj
,

and both matrices, (g′uiuj
)ki,j=0 and (g′′uiuj

)ki,j=0 are positive, so it would suffice to prove
that the first one is separated from zero.
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Let us calculate g′uiuj
=

∫

K
xixjdµ(x). Let U be an orthogonal operator on Rk+1 that

moves the standard simplex to a subset of the hyperplane x0 = 1√
k+1

(and the center of

this simplex to the point ( 1√
k+1

, 0, . . . , 0)). Changing variables Ux = y, we get

(g′uiuj
)ki,j=0 =

∫

K

(xixj)
k
i,j=0dµ(x) = U

(
∫

U(K)

(ypyq)
k
p,q=0dµ(y)

)

U∗,

so it remains to separate the matrix
∫

U(K)

(ypyq)
k
p,q=0dµ(y) (4)

from zero.
If p 6= q then

∫

U(K)

ypyqdµ(y) =

∫ a

−a

· · ·

∫ a

−a

ypyq dy1 · · · dyk = 0,

so the matrix (4) is diagonal, and it remains to calculate
∫

U(K)

y2pdµ(y) =

∫ a

−a

· · ·

∫ a

−a

y2p dy1 · · · dyk,

which, for p = 0, equals (2a)k 1
k+1

, while for p > 0, it equals (2a)k−1 2a3

3
. If C is smaller

than both these two numbers then
∫

U(K)
(ypyq)

k
p,q=0dµ(y) ≥ CI, where I denotes the unit

matrix. �

Corollary 2. The operator G is bounded, invertible and has finite propagation.

Proof. Invertibility follows from Theorem 1. Finite propagation follows from the fact
that if u, v ∈ D(n) and if Stu ∩ Stv = ∅ then 〈ϕu, ϕv〉 = 0, so uniform local finiteness
of X implies that G has finite propagation. Finally, as all matrix entries are uniformly
bounded, an operator of finite propagation is bounded. �

3. Two maps

In this section we construct the maps αn : C∗
u(D(n)) → C∗(X) and βn : C∗(X) →

C∗
u(D(n)), n ∈ N. Let pn denote the projection, in L2(X), onto the closure Hn of the

linear span of ϕn
x, x ∈ D(n). The construction is the same for each n, so we shall skip n

from the notation and write D for D(n), H for Hn, and ϕu for ϕn
u.

Set C = G−1/2, C = (cuv)u,v∈D, where G is the operator determined by the Gram
matrix for {ϕu}, u ∈ D. By functional calculus, C can be approximated by polynomials
in G, hence C lies in the norm closure of operators of finite propagation, i.e. C ∈ C∗

u(D).
Set ψv =

∑

u∈D cuvϕu. Then

〈ψu, ψv〉 =
〈

∑

x∈D
cxuϕx,

∑

y∈D
cyvϕy

〉

=
∑

x,y∈D
c̄xucyv〈ϕx, ϕy〉

=
∑

x,y∈D
c̄xucyvgxy = (CGC)uv = δuv,

hence {ψu}u∈D is an orthonormal system. Invertibility of C implies that the closures of
the linear spans of {ϕu}u∈D and of {ψu}u∈D coincide. The advantage of this orthonormal
system with respect to the system obtained from {ϕu}u∈D by the Gram–Schmidt orthog-
onalization is that it is obtained from the original non-orthogonal system by using an
operator from C∗

u(Z).
Consider one more basis for H . By construction of C, for any ε > 0 there exists an

operator Cε ∈ B(l2(D)) of finite propagation Mε, with the matrix Cε = (cεuv), such that
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‖C − Cε‖ < ε. Set ψε
v =

∑

u∈D c
ε
uvϕu. The basis {ψε

v}v∈D is only almost orthonormal,
but, unlike {ψv}v∈D, it is compactly localized in D.

Let U : l2(D) → L2(X) be the isometry determined by U(δu) = ψu, u ∈ D. Then the
range of U is H ⊂ L2(X). Define a map α : C∗

u(D) → C∗(X) by α(T )(ξ) = UTU∗(pξ),
where ξ ∈ L2(X). Note that if T = (tuv)u,v∈D is the matrix of T ∈ B(l2(D)) then

α(T )(ξ) =
∑

u,v∈D
tuvψu〈ψv, ξ〉, ξ ∈ L2(X).

Clearly, α is a ∗-homomorphism, in particular, it is isometric. As T is bounded, α(T ) is
bounded as well.

Let also Uε : l
2(D) → L2(X) be an operator given by Uεδu = ψε

u, u ∈ D.
For a matrix A = (auv)u,v∈D define an operator γ(A) on H by γ(A)ϕv =

∑

u∈D auvϕu.
Then one can write α(T ) as α(T ) = γ(C−1TC).

Lemma 3. The map γ is bounded.

Proof. Let f =
∑

u∈D fuϕu ∈ H . Then, by Corollary 2, the norm ‖f‖2L2(X) =
∑

u,v∈D guvf̄ufv is equivalent to the norm ‖f‖22 =
∑

u∈D |fu|
2. Therefore, there exists

K > 0 such that

‖γ(A)f‖L2(X) ≤ K‖γ(A)f‖2 = K‖Aξ‖2 ≤ K‖A‖‖ξ‖2 ≤ K2‖A‖‖f‖L2(X),

where ξ =
∑

u∈D fuδu ∈ l2(D). �

Set αε(T ) = γ(C−1
ε TCε).

Lemma 4. For sufficiently small ε there exists M > 0 such that ‖α(T )− αε(T )‖ < Mε.

Proof. One should take ε small enough to provide invertibility of γ(Cε). Then

‖α(T )− αε(T )‖ ≤ ‖γ(C−1)− γ(C−1
ε )‖ · ‖γ(T )‖ · ‖γ(C)‖

+‖γ(C−1
ε )‖ · ‖γ(T )‖ · ‖γ(C)− γ(Cε)‖

≤ ‖γ(C − Cε)‖ · ‖γ(C
−1)‖ · ‖γ(C−1

ε ) · ‖γ(T )‖‖ · ‖γ(C)‖

+‖γ(C−1
ε )‖ · ‖γ(T )‖ · ‖γ(C − Cε)‖

< K2ε
(

‖γ(C−1)‖ · ‖γ(C−1
ε )‖ · ‖γ(C)‖+ ‖γ(C−1

ε )‖
)

‖γ(T )‖.

�

Lemma 5. α(T ) ∈ C∗(X) for any T ∈ C∗
u(D).

Proof. As T ∈ C∗
u(D), it can be approximated by finite propagation operators TN , N ∈ N,

with propagation N . This means that the matrix of TN has the property that tNuv = 0
when d(u, v) > c for some c > 0).

As α(TN) can be approximated by operators of the form αε(T
N), it suffices to show

that αε(T
N) ∈ C∗(X).

Let f ∈ C0(X) has compact support K ⊂ X . Then

αε(T
N)π(f)(g) =

∑

u,v∈D
tNuv〈ψ

ε
v, fg〉ψ

ε
u =

∑

u,v∈D
tNuv〈γ(Cε)ϕv, fg〉γ(Cε)ϕu (5)

As supp(fg) ⊂ K and as propagation of Cε ≤ Mε, the set supp(γ(Cε)ϕu) is intersects
only finitely many simplices. Therefore, 〈γ(Cε)ϕu, fg〉 6= 0 only for finitely many u ∈ D.
Together with finite propagation of TN , this shows that the sum (5) contains only fi-
nite number of non-zero summands, i.e. Ranαε(T

N)π(f) is finitedimensional. Similarly,
Ran π(f)αε(T

N) is finitedimensional. Thus α(T )π(f) and π(f)α(T ) are compact. Ap-
proximation of functions in C0(X) by functions f with finite support proves that α(T ) is
locally compact.
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Similarly one can show that α(TN) is of finite propagation. Indeed, let f, g ∈ C0(X)
are such that the distance between their supports is greater than R. Then

π(f)αε(T
N)π(g)(h) =

∑

u,v∈D
tNuv〈γ(Cε)ϕv, gh〉fγ(Cε)ϕu.

There exists L > 0 such that if d(v, supp g) > L then 〈γ(Cε)ϕv, gh〉 = 0, and if
d(u, supp f) > L then fγ(Cε)ϕu = 0. Also tNuv = 0 when d(u, v) > c. Thus, if R > 2L+ c
then π(f)αε(T

N)π(g) = 0. �

For S ∈ C∗(X) set (β(S))uv = 〈ψu, Sψv〉, u, v ∈ D. Then the operator β(S) ∈ B(l2(D))
can be written as β(S)(δv) =

∑

u∈D〈ψu, Sψv〉δu. It can be also written as β(S) = U∗SU ,
where U : l2(D) → L2(X) is the defined above isometry. In particular, this implies that
β(S) is bounded for any bounded operator S. Note that β is not a homomorphism.

Lemma 6. Let S ∈ C∗(X). Then β(S) ∈ C∗
u(D).

Proof. It suffices to show that β(S) ∈ C∗
u(D) for operators of finite propagation. For an

operator S of finite propagation set S̃ = U∗F ∗SFU , where F = CεC
−1. As ‖1 − F‖ <

ε‖C−1‖, β(S) can be approximated by operators of the form S̃. Let us show that S̃ has
finite propagation. We have

S̃uv = 〈ψu, F
∗SFψv〉 = 〈Fψu, SFψv〉 = 〈ψε

u, Sψ
ε
v〉.

As suppψε
u is compactly localized at u, and as S has finite propagation, S̃uv = 0 when

d(u, v) is sufficiently great. �

Note that β ◦ α(S) = pS|H .
As the constructions of the maps α and β work for each D(n), we have two sequences

of maps: αn : C∗
u(D(n)) → C∗(X) and βn : C∗(X) → C∗

u(D(n)). We also write Un :
l2(D(n)) → L2(X) for U , Uε;n for Uε, ψ

ε;n
u for ψε

u, etc.

4. Continuous field of Roe algebras

Continuous fields of C∗-algebras (aka bundles of C∗-algebras or C(T )-C∗-algebras) were
introduced by Fell ([5], see also Dixmier ([3], Section 10)). Recall that a continuous field
of C∗-algebras over a locally compact Hausdorff space T is a triple (T,A, πt : A → At),
where A and At, t ∈ A, are C∗-algebras, the ∗-homomorphisms πt are surjective, the
family {πt}t∈T is faithful, and the map t 7→ ‖πt(a)‖ is continuous for any a ∈ A.

Set T = N ∪ {∞}, An = C∗
u(D(n)), A∞ = C∗(X). Let F (T ) =

∏

t∈T At denote the
C∗-algebra of families (at)t∈T such that at ∈ At for each t ∈ T , and supt∈T ‖at‖ < ∞.
Consider two C∗-subalgebras in F (T ): let

J = {(at)t∈T ∈ F (T ) : a∞ = lim
t→∞

‖at‖ = 0} ∼= ⊕t∈NAt

and

B = {(βt(S))t∈T : S ∈ C∗(X)} ⊂ F (T ),

where β∞(S) = S (as βn is a contraction for any n ∈ N, (β(S))t∈T ∈ F (T )).
Let A = J + B ⊂ F (T ) be the ∗-algebra of the sums of elements of the two C∗-

subalgebras.

Lemma 7. The ∗-algebra A is norm closed.

Proof. First, let us show that

sup
n∈N

‖βn(S)‖ = ‖S‖ = lim
n→∞

‖βn(S)‖. (6)
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Consider the projections pn = UnU
∗
n in L2(X), where Un is given by Un(δu) = ψn

u . Note
that ‖U∗

nSUn‖ = ‖pnSpn‖. Let f ∈ C0(X) be a Lipschitz function with compact sup-
port K ⊂ X , and let L be the Lipschitz constant for f . Set gn =

∑

x∈D(n) f(x)ϕ
n
x

be a piecewise linear function such that gn(x) = f(x) for any x ∈ D. Then
|f(x) − gn(x)| ≤ L diam(∆k(n)) for any x ∈ X , where ∆k(n) is a simplex of maxi-
mal dimension from the n-th subdivision of the initial simplicial structure of X , hence
‖f − gn‖L2(X) ≤ L diam(∆k(n))µ(K). As diam(∆k(n)) vanishes as n→ ∞, ‖f − gn‖L2(X)

vanishes as well. Note that gn lies in the linear span of the functions ϕn
x, x ∈ D, so

gn = pngn. As ‖f − pnf‖L2(X) ≤ ‖f − pngn‖L2(X), we have limn→∞ f − pnf = 0. As Lips-
chitz functions with compact support are dense in L2(X), we conclude that the ∗-strong
limit of pn is the identity operator.

Consider the norm closure A of A in F (T ). Then J is a closed ideal in A. Let {fi +
β(Si)}i∈N, fi ∈ J , Si ∈ A∞, be a Cauchy sequence in A. Passing to the quotient C∗-
algebra A/J , the sequence {fi + β(Si) + J} = {β(Si) + J} is also a Cauchy sequence, as
the quotient ∗-homomorphisms have norm 1 ([3], Section 1.8). Note that

‖β(S) + J‖ = inf
f∈J

‖f + β(S)‖ ≥ lim
n→∞

‖f(n) + βn(S)‖ = lim
n→∞

‖βn(S)‖ = ‖S‖,

hence {Si}i∈N is also a Cauchy sequence. As A∞ is norm closed, this sequence has a limit
in A∞. But then {fi}i∈N is also a Cauchy sequence, and as J is norm closed, its limit lies
in J . Thus {fi + β(Si)}i∈N converges in A, hence A = A. �

Define πt : A→ At by πt(f + β(S)) = f(t) + βt(S), t ∈ T . These maps are well defined
as f1 + β(S1) = f2 + β(S2) implies that f1 = f2 and S1 = S2.

Theorem 8. The triple (T,A, πt : A→ At) is a continuous field of C∗-algebras.

Proof. Each πt is clearly surjective. If πt(f1 + β(S1)) = πt(f2 + β(S2)) for any t ∈ T
then, taking t = ∞, we conclude that S1 = S2. Then we see that f1(t) = f2(t) for any
t ∈ N, hence f1 = f2. Finally, we have to check that the map t 7→ ‖πt(a)‖ is continuous
at t = ∞, which follows from (6). �

5. Direct limit of uniform Roe algebras

The main observation of this section is existence of a ∗-homomorphism jn : C∗
u(D(n)) →

C∗(D(n+ 1)) such that the diagram

C∗
u(D(n))

jn
//

αn
&&▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲

C∗
u(D(n+ 1))

αn+1
ww♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣

C∗(X)

(7)

commutes.
There is an obvious inclusion of C∗

u(D(n)) into C∗
u(D(n+ 1)) induced by the inclusion

of D(n) into D(n+1), but this inclusion does not make the diagram (7) commute, so we
cannot pass to the direct limit.

Recall that Hn is the closed subspace of L2(X) spanned by the partition of unity
{ϕn

u}u∈D(n), which is a (non-orthonormal) basis for Hn. Our observation is the inclusion
Hn ⊂ Hn+1. Indeed, it is easy to see that

ϕn
u = ϕn+1

u +
1

2

∑

x∈D(n+1)\{u};x∼u
ϕn+1
x ,

where u ∈ D(n), and x ∼ u denotes that u and x lie in the same simplex ∆α(n + 1).
Denote the inclusion Hn ⊂ Hn+1 by In, and recall that we have constructed isometric
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isomorphisms Un : l2(D(n)) → Hn. Define Wn : l2(D(n)) → l2(D(n + 1)) by Wn =
U∗
n+1InUn. Then Wn is an isometry, different from the one induced by the inclusion of

D(n) into D(n + 1). Set jn(T ) = WnTW
∗
n . Then jn : C∗

u(Dn) → B(l2(D(n + 1))) is a
∗-homomorphism.

Lemma 9. jn(T ) ∈ C∗
u(D(n+ 1)) for any T ∈ C∗

u(D(n)).

Proof. Recall that besides the maps Un, we have constructed maps Uε;n : l2(Dn) → Hn

by setting Uε;n(δu) = ψε,n
u such that for any ε > 0 there exists L > 0 such that suppψε,n

u

lies in the ball of radius L centered at u ∈ D(n), and limε→0 ‖Un − Uε;n‖ = 0. As
〈Uε;n(δu), δv〉 = 〈δu, U

∗
ε;n(δv〉, the support suppUε;n(δu) also lies in the same ball. Set

Wε;n = U∗
ε;n+1InUε;n. Then limε→0 ‖Wε;n −Wn‖ = 0. As all the three operators U∗

ε;n+1, In
and Uε;n have finite propagation, so Wε;n has finite propagation too, and if T has finite
propagation then Wε;nTW

∗
ε;n also has finite propagation, hence lies in C∗

u(D(n+1)). Thus
we have approximated jn(T ) by finite propagation operators. �

Let C∗
u(X) be the direct limit C∗-algebra for the sequence of C∗-algebras C∗

u(D(n)) and
of ∗-homomorphisms jn.

Corollary 10. The sequence of maps αn : C∗(D(n)) → C∗(X) induces an injective

∗-homomorphism α : C∗
u(X) → C∗(X).

Proof. Commutativity of the diagram (7) implies that the direct limit map α is well
defined. As each αn is injective, hence an isometry, so is the limit map. �

Let us describe α(C∗
u(X)) ⊂ C∗(X) in more detail. For each u ∈ D(1) choose a closed

set Fu ⊂ X with the following properties:

• there exist r, R > 0 such that Br(u) ⊂ Fu ⊂ BR(u) for any u ∈ D(1);
• X = ∪u∈D(1)Fu;
• µ(Fu ∩ Fv) = 0 for any u, v ∈ D(1), u 6= v.

Then
L2(X) = ⊕u∈D(1)L

2(Fu), (8)

and it is shown in [10] that if we write an operator T on L2(X) as a matrix (Tuv)u,v∈D(1)

with respect to the decomposition (8) then T ∈ C∗(X) iff Tuv : L2(Fv) → L2(Fu) is
compact for any u, v ∈ D(n) and T lies in the closure of the operators of finite propagation.
Consider the subset Rm,l(X) ⊂ C∗(X) of operators T ∈ C∗(X) of propagation ≤ l such
that the rank of Tuv does not exceed m for any u, v ∈ D(1). If T, S ∈ Rm,l(X) then
TS ∈ Rmb(l),b(l)(X), where b(l) denotes the maximal number of points in a ball of radius
l in D(1) (recall that D(1) is assumed to have bounded geometry), hence ∪m,l∈NRm,l(X)
is a ∗-subalgebra in C∗(X). Denote its norm closure by R(X).

Lemma 11. One has α(C∗
u(X)) ⊂ R(X).

Proof. By definition, Tuv = PFv
TPFu

, u, v ∈ D(1), where PFu
denotes the projection onto

L2(Fu). If T lies in the range of αn then T = pnTpn, where pn is the projection onto
Hn ⊂ L2(X), so Tuv = PFv

pnTpnPFu
, and it suffices to estimate the rank of PFv

pn. Let
f ∈ Hn, then f =

∑

w∈D(n) fwϕ
n
w, fw ∈ C. Let χF denote the characteristic function

of the set F ⊂ X . Then the projection of f ∈ L2(X) onto L2(Fu) equals χFu
f . Thus,

PFv
f =

∑

w∈D(n) fwχFv
ϕn
w. The product χFv

ϕn
w is non-zero only when suppϕn

w ∩ Fw 6= ∅,

and there existsM(n) > 0 such that #{w ∈ D(n) : χFv
ϕn
w 6= 0} ≤M(n) for any v ∈ D(1).

Thus, rk((αn(T ))uv) ≤M(n) for any u, v ∈ D(1). �

It would be interesting to find the range of the map α at least for the case when X is
a manifold and the sets Fu can be the Voronoi cells isometric to each other.
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6. Remark on K-theory

Recall that a continuous field of C∗-algebras induces a homomorphism in K-theory.
Let S ∈ C∗(X), (βt(S))t∈T ∈ A, hence (βt(S)

2)t∈T ∈ A. If S ∈ C∗(X) is a projection,
i.e. satisfies S = S∗ = S2, then limn→∞ ‖βn(S)

2 − βn(S)‖ = ‖β∞(S)2 − β∞(S)‖ =
‖S2 − S‖ = 0, hence βn(S) is an almost projection for sufficiently great n ∈ N. This
also works for projections and for unitaries in matrix algebras, and equivalent projections
give equivalent almost projections, so this gives a map from K∗(C

∗(X)) to K∗(C
∗
u(X))

(different projections give almost projections in C∗
u(D(n)) for different n, but all of them

can be moved to the direct limit algebra C∗
u(X) using the maps jn). The inclusion

C∗
u(X) ⊂ C∗(X) induces a map in K-theory in the opposite direction. It is interesting

to evaluate the compositions of these two maps for general spaces. Here we show that
non-trivial elements of K∗(C

∗(X)) are mapped to non-trivial elements in K∗(C
∗
u(D(n)))

for the simplest non-trivial case X = R.
Recall that the generator of K1(C

∗(R)) can be given by the unitary V in the unitaliza-
tion of C∗(R) given by V = PU + (1 − P ), where (Uf)(s) = f(s− 1) is the shift on R,
and P is the projection onto the closure of the linear span of the characteristic functions
χk = Uk(χ[− 1

2
, 1
2
]), k ∈ Z, where χ[a,b] denotes the characteristic function of the segment

[a, b] ⊂ R [10]. (In fact, any function in L2([−1
2
, 1
2
]) would do instead of χ0.)

Theorem 12. [αn(βn(V ))] = [V ] in K1(C
∗(R)) for sufficiently great n.

Proof. Note that D(n) = 1
2n−1Z ⊂ R. Therefore, βn(U) is a shift in l2(D(n)), βn(U)(δu) =

δu+2n−1 , u ∈ D(n). Let us find a projection in C∗
u(D(n)) close to βn(P ). Set ω̃

n
k =

∑

ϕn
u,

where this sum is taken over those u ∈ D(n), for which suppϕn
k ⊂ [k− 1

2
, k+ 1

2
]; ωn

k =
ω̃n
k

‖ω̃n
k
‖ .

Then {ωn
k}k∈Z is an orthonormal system in L2(R), and limn→∞ ‖ωn

k − χk‖ = 0. Let qnk be
the projection onto ωn

k in L2([k − 1
2
, k + 1

2
]), Qn(f) = ⊕k∈Zq

n
k . Then

‖P −Qn‖ = sup
k∈Z

‖pk − qnk‖ ≤ 2‖ωn
0 − χ0‖,

where pk is the projection onto χk, vanishes as n→ ∞. Then limn→∞ ‖βn(P )−βn(Q
n)‖ =

0.
Recall that the bases {ϕn

u} and {ψn
u}, u ∈ D(n), are related by ψn

v =
∑

u∈D(n) c
n
uvϕu,

where the operator Cn with the matrix (cnuv)u,v∈D(n) is invertible and lies in C∗
u(Z), hence

C−1
n can be approximated by operators with band matrices. Let (dnuv)u,v∈D(n) be the

matrix of C−1
n . Then we can write ϕn

v =
∑

u∈D(n) d
n
uvψ

n
u , hence ω̃

n
k =

∑

v

∑

u∈D(n) d
n
uvψ

n
u ,

where the sum over v is taken for suppϕn
v ⊂ [k − 1

2
, k + 1

2
].

Then βn(Q
n) is the projection onto the linear span of gnk =

∑

v

∑

u∈D(n) d
n
uvδu ∈ l2(D(n))

(with the same condition on the sum over v). Approximating C−1
n by matrices with finite

number N of diagonals, we may approximate gnk by g̃nk =
∑

v

∑

u∈D(n);|v−u|≤ N

2n−1
dnuvδu.

As we have dn
u+ 1

2n−1
,v+ 1

2n−1

= dnuv, it is easy to see that limn→∞ ‖g̃nk − fn
k ‖ = 0, where

fn
k = 1

2n−1

∑

u∈(k− 1

2
,k+ 1

2
) δu. Therefore, limn→0 ‖βn(Q

n)−Rn‖, where Rn = ⊕k∈Zr
n
k , and r

n
k

denotes the projection onto fn
k . Now we have limn→∞ ‖βn(P )− Rn‖ = 0, and [βn(V )] =

[βn(U)Rn + (1− Rn)] in K1(C
∗
u(D(n))), which is non-trivial.

As rnk is a rank one projection, it is equivalent to the projection snk onto δ2n−1k. Then
αn(Rn) is equivalent to the projection αn(Sn) onto the linear span of the functions ψ2n−1k,
k ∈ N. Also αn(βn(U))ψu = ψu+2n−1 , thus [αn(βn(V ))] = [αn(Sn)W +(1−αn(Sn))], where
W ∈ B(L2(R)) is given by (Wf)(y) = y− 2n−1, and, clearly, [αn(Sn)W + (1−αn(Sn))] is
equivalent to V . �
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