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Abstract

We prove the following representation theorem: A partially ordered commutative ring R is
a subring of a ring of almost everywhere defined continuous real-valued functions on a compact
Hausdorff space X if and only if R is archimedean and localizable. Here we assume that the positive
cone of R is closed under multiplication and stable under multiplication with squares, but we also
show that one of these assumptions implies the other. An almost everywhere defined function on
X is one that is defined on a dense open subset of X. These functions can be added and multiplied
pointwise so that the result is again almost everywhere defined. A partially ordered commutative
ring R is archimedean if the underlying additive partially ordered abelian group is archimedean,
and R is localizable essentially if its order is compatible with the construction of a localization
with sufficiently large, positive denominators. As application we obtain several more specific
representation theorems: representations by continuous real-valued functions on some topological
space if R is o-bounded, and representation of lattice-ordered commutative rings (f-rings), of

partially ordered fields, and of commutative operator algebras.
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1 Introduction

Consider a commutative ring R, which we always assume to have a unit. For any field [F a question of
general interest is whether or not R is isomorphic to a subring of the ring FX of F-valued functions
on a suitable set X (with addition and multiplication defined pointwise). In particular if [F is the field
of real numbers R, then partial answers to this question are provided e.g. by the Gelfand-Naimark

theorem for commutative real C*-algebras and by the real Nullstellensatz:

e If R is a commutative real C*-algebra with trivial *-involution r* := r for all » € R, then R is

isomorphic to the ring of R-valued continuous functions on a compact Hausdorff space X.

e If R is a finitely generated commutative real algebra and formally real (i.e. Zle 7“]2 = 0 with
T1,...,7% € R implies 1y = --- = rp = 0), then R is isomorphic to the ring of polynomial

functions on a real algebraic set.
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However, it is not hard to show that there cannot be a general answer along the lines of the real
Nullstellensatz — more precisely, whether or not R is isomorphic to a subring of the ring R¥ on some
suitable set X cannot be decided by examining only finitely generated subrings of R:

As an example take R = R(x), the field of rational functions in one variable z. Every finitely
generated subring S C R(x) is isomorphic to a subring of RE\" with P C R the finite set of poles of
elements of S. Yet R(z) itself cannot be isomorphic to any subring of R¥ for any set X because there
does not even exist a single unital ring morphism ¢: R(z) — R as this would lead to the contradiction
1= o((z - p() ez —p(x) = 0.

In contrast to this, a commutative ring R clearly is formally real if and only if every finitely gener-
ated subring of R is formally real. To give just another elementary example, a ring is commutative if
and only if all its finitely generated subrings are commutative. Properties of this type are abundant,
but they cannot characterize the rings of R-valued functions among all rings.

Note that rings of R-valued functions carry an additional structure, the partial order of point-
wise comparison. Because of this, questions of representability by R-valued functions should rather
be examined for partially ordered commutative rings, i.e. for commutative rings endowed with a
translation-invariant partial order < such that the positive cone R* :== {r € R | 0 < r} is closed
under multiplication and contains all squares. This, however, does not make a substantial difference:
whether or not a partially ordered commutative ring R is isomorphic to a subring of R¥ for some
suitable set X cannot be decided by examining only finitely generated subrings of R as demonstrated
by the same example of R(x), now also endowed with the partial order of pointwise comparison al-
most everywhere. Any characterization of the rings of R-valued functions inside all partially ordered
commutative rings must therefore include a more involved condition which might feel less natural
(e.g. existence of R-valued ring morphisms, or closedness of the positive cone in a topology with
suitable properties, see [12, Cors. 3.4 and 4.23], etc.).

The solution is to broaden the question and to consider representations in the larger class of rings
of almost everywhere defined continuous functions. In this setting, our main Theorem 31 shows that

for any partially ordered commutative ring R the following are equivalent:

e There exists a compact Hausdorff space X such that R is isomorphic (as a partially ordered
commutative ring) to a subring of &, .(X), the almost everywhere defined continuous R-valued

functions on X.
e R is archimedean and strongly localizable.

In Proposition 6 we also show that the properties of being archimedean or strongly localizable can be
checked by examining only finitely generated subrings.

A representation theorem of this type, i.e. by almost everywhere defined continuous R-valued
functions, has essentially already been developed many decades ago for certain lattice-ordered rings,
see [4]. The formulation there is only slightly different, using continuous functions on a compact
Hausdorff space X with values in the extended real line R U {—o00, 400} that are finite on an open
dense subset of X. This has the disadvantage that such functions in general do not form a ring. Up
to such technicalities, this classical result in the lattice-ordered setting can essentially be obtained

as a corollary of our main Theorem 31 here. On the way we will also examine some weaker forms



of representations, namely by equivalence classes of R-valued continuous functions that coincide on
some element of a given set of open (but not necessarily dense) subsets of a topological space.

This article is organized as follows: After discussing some preliminaries in the next Section 2 we
define and examine the rings of almost everywhere defined continuous R-valued functions on a com-
pact Hausdorff space in Section 3. In Sections 4 and 5 we introduce the main technical tools required
in the proof of our main Theorem 31, namely the space of extended positive characters of a partially
ordered commutative ring and the extended Gelfand transformation. Theorem 27 in Section 5, char-
acterizing the elements that have positive image under the extended Gelfand transformation, is also
of independend interest. In Section 6 we then prove our main Theorem 31, and in the final Section 7
we discuss some applications: The o-bounded case, lattice-ordered rings (f-rings), partially ordered
fields, and operator algebras (the first two of these applications are known theorems, the last two

seem to be new results).

2 Preliminaries

The natural numbers are denoted by N := {1,2,3,...} and Ny := N U {0}. Similarly, the rings of
integers, rationals, real and complex numbers are Z, QQ, R, and C, respectively. A ring is always
supposed to have a multiplicative unit 1, and accordingly, a subring of a ring R is meant to contain
the multiplicative unit of R. Next we recall some basic notions concerning partially ordered abelian
groups and commutative rings:

A partially ordered abelian group is an abelian group (G,+,0) endowed with a translation-
invariant partial order <, i.e. < is a reflexive, transitive, and antisymmetric relation on G and
g+ f <h+ f holds for all f,g,h € R that fulfil g < h. In this case we write GT :={ge G|0<g}
for the positive cone of G. This positive cone GV is a submonoid of G such that Gt N (—=G)* = {0},
and two elements g, h € G fulfil g < h if and only if h — g € G*. Conversely, given an abelian group
(G,+,0), then any submonoid M of G satisfying M N (—M) = {0} induces a unique translation-
invariant partial order < on G such that GT = M.

A partially ordered abelian group (G, +,0) is called archimedean if the following holds: Whenever
two elements g, h € G fulfil kg + h € G for all k € N, then g € GT. This archimedean property is
crucial in the theory of partially ordered abelian groups, see e.g. [3]. We will call a commutative ring
endowed with a translation-invariant partial order archimedean if the underlying partially ordered
abelian group is archimedean. This should not be confused with the unrelated notion of archimedean
preorderings (preprimes / semirings, quadratic modules, ...) of commutative rings in real algebraic

geometry. For any submonoid M of an abelian group (G, +,0) we write
M= { g € G| there is h € G such that kg +h € M for all k € N }. (1)

It is easy to check that M? is again a submonoid of G and M C M?*. The operation - has been
examined in various contexts before, mostly for convex cones of real vector spaces where - is a

sesquential closure as in [2, 6, 9, 11]|. In |2] one also finds a counterexample showing that in general
(MH)* 2 M*. A partially ordered abelian group G is archimedean if and only if (G*) = G*.



Let R be a commutative ring, then a preordering of R is a subset T" of R that is closed under
addition and multiplication and such that 2 € T for all » € R. A partially ordered commutative ring
is a commutative ring R endowed with a translation-invariant order < on the underlying additive
group such that RT is a preordering of R. In this case 7t < st holds for all 7,s € R that fulfil
r < s and all t € R*. All non-trivial partially ordered commutative rings fulfil 1 € Rt but —1 ¢ R
and in particular have characteristic 0. Any subring S of a partially ordered commutative ring R
automatically becomes a partially ordered commutative ring by endowing & with the relative order
inherited from R.

Now consider two partially ordered commutative rings R and S and a ring morphism ®: R — S.
We say that ® is positive if ®(r) € ST for all r € RT, i.e. ®(RT) C ST. A positive ring morphism
®: R — Sis called an order embedding if conversely also ®~1(ST) C R* holds (hence @~ 1(S+) = R*
by positivity of ®). In this case ® is automatically injective. An isomorphism of the partially ordered
commutative rings R and S is an isomorphism ® of the underlying rings such that ® and its inverse
®~1 are positive. Equivalently, a positive ring morphism ®: R — S is an isomorphism of partially
ordered commutative rings if and only if ® is a surjective order embedding.

We are interested in partially ordered commutative rings that fulfil an additional assumption:

Definition 1 Let R be a commutative ring endowed with a translation-invariant partial order < on
the underlying additive group. An element s € 1+ Rt :== {1+t |t € RT } is called localizable if the
following holds: Whenever an element r € R fulfils rs € R, then r € RY. We write Loc(R) for the
set of all localizable elements in 1+ RT and we say that R itself is localizable if for all r € R there
exists s € Loc(R) such that —s < r < s. Moreover, we say that R is strongly localizable if r2 € R*
for allr € R and Loc(R) =1+ RT.

Clearly 1 € Loc(R) and Loc(R) is closed under multiplication. We also make the following observation:
If R is localizable, then Loc(R) C R*. Indeed, if R is localizable, then there exists at least one element
s € Loc(R) that fulfils —s < 0 < s, in particular s € RT, therefore 1 € R™ by localizability of s, and
consequently Loc(R) C 1+ R C R*.

Localizability of elements of rings with a partial order has been introduced in [11] but has im-
plicitly been present in real algebraic geometry for a long time, e.g. in the denominator of the strict
Positivstellensatz. Localizability is also the key to multiplicativity of extremal positive functionals,
see [12, Thm. 4.20], and to automatic associativity and commutativity of the multiplication of par-
tially ordered (extended) rings, see [13]. As strong localizability requires squares to be positive, it

indeed implies localizability as the name suggests:

Proposition 2 Let R be a commutative ring endowed with a translation-invariant partial order <

on the underlying additive group and assume that R is strongly localizable, then R is localizable.

Proof: Consider an element r € R. Then 2((1 4+ 7)? —7) = (1 +7)* + 1> + r> € R" holds, and
therefore (1 +7)%2 —r € R because 2 = 1+ 12 € 1 + Rt C Loc(R). This shows that r < (1 4 7)?,
and, by substituting r with —r, —r < (1—7)2. Soset s == (1+7)? 4+ (1-r)2=1+12+2r2 € 1+ R T,
then —s <r < s and s € Loc(R) by strong localizability. O



In the archimedean case, the converse is often also true as we will see in our main Theorem 31. This
has also already been observed in [13, Thm. 32|.

Definition 1 was formulated in a setting more general than partially ordered commutative rings
because of the following two technical propositions inspired by [11, Thm. 3.2 and Prop. 3.5]. These
show that some axioms of localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative rings are redundant.

This will later on be helpful for the construction of examples. As a preparation we note:

Lemma 3 Let R be a commutative ring endowed with a translation-invariant partial order < on the

underlying additive group. Assume also that R is archimedean and localizable. Then N C Loc(R).

Proof: Recall that 1 € Loc(R) C R by localizability and therefore N C 1 + R*. Consider n € N
and let 7 € R be given such that nr € R*. For all m € {1,...,n— 1} there exists s,, € Loc(R) C R*

such that —s,, < mr < s,,. Set § := 2&21 Sm, then 0 < mr+s, <mr+s§forallme{1,...,n—1}.
It follows that fnr +mr +§ € R* for all £ € Ny and all m € {1,...,n — 1}, so kr + § € R" for all
k € N, and therefore r € R™ because R is archimedean. O

Proposition 4 Let R be a commutative ring endowed with o translation-invariant partial order < on
the underlying additive group such that R is closed under multiplication. If R is archimedean and

localizable, then r2 € R for allT € R so that R in particular is a partially ordered commutative ring.

Proof: Assume that R is archimedean and localizable, then N C Loc(R) by the previous Lemma 3.
Let any r € R be given, then there is s € Loc(R) such that —s <r < s. For k € N\ {1} define

k
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then S, € R because s+r,s—r € R* and because R is closed under multiplication by assumption.
Moreover, expanding (k — 2¢)? = k? — 4¢(k — 1) +4£(¢ — 1) and applying the binomial theorem shows
that
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so 524 (k —1)r2 € R* because N C Loc(R) and s € Loc(R). This shows that s + kr? € R* for all
k € N and therefore r? € RT because R is archimedean. O



Proposition 5 Let R be a commutative ring endowed with o translation-invariant partial order < on
the underlying additive group such that R* is stable under multiplication with squares, i.e. r2s € RY
for allr € R, s € R*. If R is archimedean and localizable, then pq € R for all p,q € RT so that R

wn particular is a partially ordered commutative ring.

Proof: Assume that R is archimedean and localizable, then N C Loc(R) by the previous Lemma 3.
Let p,q € R™ be given. In order to show that pg € R™ we essentially approximate a square root of p.
By localizability of R there exists s € Loc(R) such that p < s. We will use the shorthand s, :== s(2k),
S0 $g = s, and Sg41 = si and s € Loc(R) hold for all k& € Ng. The crucial technical step is to show
that 2 1pg + s(1 +¢%) € R* for all £ € N.

We recursively define a sequence (1 )ken, in R as ro :== p and 741 = 2557 — Tz, for all k£ € Ny.
Then sp41— 711 = (s —1%)% € RT for all k € Ny, and therefore s, — 7, € R for all k € Ny because
in the case k = 0 this reduces to the assumption that p < s. Moreover, we can prove by induction
that 7, € R™ for all k € Ng: For k = 0 this is just the assumption that p € R™; if r, € R for some
k € Ny, then r,%(sk — 1) + (55 — r3) 2 + sirk € RT because R is stable under multiplication with
squares, and a quick calculation shows that ri(sk —rg)+ (sg — rk)Qrk + sirk = SpTk41, S0 i1 € RT
by localizability of s;. We have thus shown that 0 < r, < si, for all £k € Ng. For any ¢ € N define

/-1

{—1
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Sy = Z 2 <Hj:k sj) T4,
k=0
then Sy € R because ¢ € R' and because R is stable under multiplication with squares. Moreover,
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and therefore 2¢*1 (Hﬁ;(l) sj)pq — 2req € R by localizability of s,. Now note that

so(L+¢%) +2req = (se — o)1+ @) +re(1+¢°) + 2reqg = (se — o) (1 + ¢°) + re(1 + q)* € RT

because sy —rp € RT and 7, € R as discussed above and because R is stable under multiplication
with squares. Adding these two elements of Rt yields 2¢+1 (Hf;é Sj)pq + s¢(1 + ¢?) € R*. Finally,
note that sy = (H?;E sj)s, which is easily checked by induction over ¢, so by localizability of s; with
j €40,...,£ — 1} we obtain the desired result that 2/*1pq + s(1 + ¢?) € R*.

In order to complete the proof it only remains to show that this implies kpq + s(1 + ¢?) € R for

all k € N, then pg € R" because R is archimedean by assumption. So let k € N be given, then there



exists £ € N such that & < 21 and 27 kpg + ks(1 + ¢?) € RT. Note that s(1 + ¢?) € RT because
s € R* and because R is stable under multiplication with squares. Therefore (2¢+1 —k)s(1+¢?) € RT
and consequently 21 kpg+2-1s(1+¢%) € RT. As 2 € Loc(R) this shows that kpg+s(1+¢%) € RT.0O

We also note that strong localizability and the archimedean property descend to subrings, i.e. if
a partially ordered commutative ring R is archimedean or strongly localizable, then all its subrings
are also archimedean or strongly localizable, respectively. Conversely, strong localizability and the

archimedean property can actually be checked by looking at only the finitely generated subrings:
Proposition 6 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then the following holds:
i.) R is archimedean if (and only if) all finitely generated subrings of R are archimedean.

ii.) R s strongly localizable if (and only if ) all finitely generated subrings of R are strongly localizable.

Proof: The “only if”-part is clear in both cases. Given r,s € R then we write (({r,s} ) for the
subring (with unit) of R that is generated by the two elements r and s.

First assume all finitely generated subrings of R are archimedean. If r,s € R fulfil kr +s € R for
all k € N, then kr +s € ({({r, s} >>rg)+ for all k € N and therefore r € ({({r,s} >>rg)+ C R* because
{({r, s} )rg is archimedean. This shows that whole R is archimedean.

Now assume all finitely generated subrings of R are strongly localizable. By the definition of
partially ordered commutative rings, 7> € Rt forallr € R. Ifr € R, s € 1+ R* fulfil rs € RT, then
sel+ (({rs} >>rg)+ and rs € ((({r,s} >>rg)+, and consequently r € ({({r, s} >>rg)+ C R™T by strong
localizability of (({r,s} ))s. This shows that whole R is strongly localizable. O

3 Almost everywhere defined continuous functions

Consider any map ®: X — Y between two sets X and Y, then we write dom ® := X for its domain.
We also write ®|4: A =Y, x — ®|4(x) := ®(x) for the restriction of ® to a subset A of X.

For the partially ordered commutative ring of continuous R-valued functions (with pointwise oper-
ations and pointwise order) on a topological space X we write € (X) :={ f: X — R | f continuous }.
We also write € (A) for the ring of continuous R-valued functions defined on a subset A of the topo-

logical space X, where it is understood that A carries the relative topology of X.

Definition 7 An admissible set of domains D on a topological space X is a set of open subsets of X
with X € D and such that AN B € D for all A,B € D. For any such admissible set of domains D
on any topological space X we define addition and multiplication on the (disjoint) union \J cp € (A):
Given f,g € Upep € (A), then their sum and product f + g, fg € € (dom f Ndomg) C Uyep €(A)

are defined as the pointwise sum and products of their restrictions to dom f N domg, i.e.

f"’g:: f|domfﬂdomg+g|domfﬁdomg and fg = f|domfﬂdomgg|domfﬁdomg- (2)

One easily checks that these operations are associative and commutative and they fulfil the usual dis-

tributivity of multiplication over addition. The constant-0-function with domain X is the (necessarily



unique) neutral element of addition, denoted simply by 0, and the constant-1-function with domain
X is the (necessarily unique) neutral element of multiplication, denoted by 1. However, in general,
the pointwise negative function —f: dom f — R, z — (—f)(z) := —f(x) is not the additive inverse
of f € Upep @ (A), because f + (—f) = 0lgom f, which in general does not equal 0. This deficiency

can be cured by passing to a suitable quotient:

Definition 8 Consider an admissible set of domains D on a topological space X. Then we define a
relations S and ~ on |J cp €(A) as follows: Given f,g € Upep C(A), then f < g if and only if
there exists A € D, A C dom f Ndom g, such that f|a < g|a holds with respect to the order of €(A),
i.e. the pointwise one. Moreover, f = g if and only if f < g and g < f.

One easily checks that < is a quasi-order on |J,.p €(A), i.e. a reflexive and transitive relation. This

quasi-order is also compatible with addition and multiplication in the sense that
ct+e<Sd+e, 0 < fg, and 0<é? (3)

hold for all ¢,d,e, f,g € Jgep €(A) with ¢ S dand 0 < f, 0 < g. Moreover, = is an equivalence
relation on |J,cp € (A) that is explicitly given, for f,g € Uyep € (A), by f = g if and only if there
exists A € D, A C dom f Ndom g such that f|4 = g|4. It is now easy to check that addition descends
to the quotient (|Jep € (A))/~. Moreover, as f + (—f) = Olgom s ~ 0 for all f € (Ugep €(A))/~,
this quotient (Jep € (A))/~ becomes an abelian group. Similarly, multiplication also descends to
the quotient (| ep € (A))/~, turning it into a commutative ring. Finally, if f, f’,g,¢' € Uep € (A)
fulfil f =~ f', g ~ ¢, and f < g, then also f < ¢’ by transitivity of <. This allows to equip the
quotient (|J,ep €(A))/~ with a welldefined order <:

Definition 9 Consider an admissible set of domains D on a topological space X. Then we define
the commutative ring 6x(D) = (Usep €(A))/~ and the canonical projection onto the quotient
[-]: Usep €(A) — €x(D). Moreover, we endow €x~(D) with the relation < that is defined, for

[19 €Uaep € (A), as [f] < [g] if and only if f < g.

From (3) it follows that ¢~(D) is a partially ordered commutative ring. Moreover:

Proposition 10 Consider an admissible set of domains D on a topological space X. Then the par-

tially ordered commutative ring €x~(D) is strongly localizable.

Proof: Assume f,g € [Jyep €(A) fulfil [g] € €x(D)T and [f(1 + g)] € G~(D)*. This means that
there are A, B € D such that g(x) > 0 forallz € A and f(x)(1+g(z)) > 0 for all 2 € B. Consequently
f(z)>0forallz € AN B, so [f] € €~(D)™. O

In the construction of such strongly localizable partially ordered commutative rings é~(D) it is of
course desireable that the empty set () is not an element of D: The ring €~ (D) is trivial, i.e. [0] = [1],
if and only if @ € D.

Example 11 Consider an admissible set of domains D on a topological space X and assume that

Nacp A € D (this is the case e.g. if D consists of only finitely many elements). Set Apin == (cp A



Then the relation < on |J,ep €(A) can be described as f < g for f,g € Uyep €(A) if and only if
flag, < 9gla,,,- It is now easy to check that the map €' (Amin) 3 f — [f] € €~ (D) is an isomorphism

of partially ordered rings.

Example 12 Let X be a topological space, C' a non-empty closed subset of X, and D the set of
all open subsets of X that contain C. Then D is an admissible set of domains on X and %~(D) is
the usual partially ordered commutative ring of germs of continuous R-valued functions around C.
Examples of this type are typically not archimedean, e.g. consider X := [—1,1] and C' := {0}. Then
the germ at 0 of f € €([-1,1]), 2 — f(x) := —2? is not positive, but the germ at 0 of 1 + kf is
positive for all £ € N.

Lemma 13 Let X be a topological space and let D be the set of dense open subsets of X. Then D is

an admissible set of domains on X.

Proof: Clearly X € D. Consider A, B € D. Given any non-empty open subset C' of X, then the
open subset AN C of X is non-empty because A is dense in X, therefore (AN B)NC =BN(ANC)
is non-empty because B is dense in X. This shows that the open subset AN B of X is again dense in
X,ie. ANBeD. O

Due to this Lemma 13 we can define a certain partially ordered commutative ring %,(X) on any

topological space X:

Definition 14 Let X be a topological space, then we write €y (X) = €~(D) with D the set of dense
open subsets of X. An element of €. (X) is called an almost everywhere defined continuous R-valued

function on X.

Proposition 15 Let X be a compact Hausdorff space, then €,.0(X) and all its subrings are strongly

localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative rings.

Proof: By Proposition 10, %, (X) is a strongly localizable partially ordered commutative ring, so
all its subrings are strongly localizable, too. It only remains to check that %, (X) is archimedean
(which also implies that all its subrings are archimedean):

Let D be the set of dense open subsets of X and f,g € () 4ep € (A) such that [kf +g] € Cae(X)T
for all & € N. This means there is a sequence (Ag)ren in D such that Ar C dom f N domg and
(kf + g)|a, > 0 pointwise for all & € N. Write Ao, = (\cn Ar and consider any z € A, then
the estimate kf(z) + g(z) > 0 holds for all £ € N. This shows that f(xz) > 0 for all x € A. As
X is a compact Hausdorff space by assumption, and in particular a Baire space, A is still a dense
subset of X and therefore A is dense in dom f. It follows that f(x) > 0 for all z € dom f, hence
[f] € Gae(X)T. O

Our main Theorem 31 essentially shows that the converse of this Proposition 15 is also true.

Proposition 16 Let X be a topological space and a € €, (X), then there is a unique representative

amax € a that fulfils f = amax|dom ¢ for all f € a. In particular, dom amax 2 dom f for all f € a.



Proof: The union |J fea dom f of open subsets of X is again an open subset of X. As the equivalence
class a is non-empty, there exists f € a, and as dom f is already dense in X it follows that | J feq dom f
is also dense in X. Now consider = € Uf€a dom f and f, f’ € a such that z € dom f Ndom f’. There
exists a dense open subset A of X fulfilling A C dom f Ndom f" and f|4 = f’|4. Then A is also dense
in dom f N dom f, 50 fldom frdom f* = f'ldom fndom s by continuity of f and f’, and in particular
f(x) = f'(z). It follows that the function amax: Use, dom f — R,

T+ amax(z) = f(x) with f € a any representative for which = € dom f (4)

is welldefined. By this definition, amax(z) = f(z) for all f € a and all x € dom f, i.e. f = Gmax|dom ¢
for all f € a. Consequently apax is continuous, because for all x € | feq dom f there exists f € a
with x € dom f, so that dom f is an open neighbourhood of x on which amax coincides with the
continuous function f. As the domain of apax, i-e. |J fea dom f, is a dense open subset of X, it follows
that amax € a. This shows existence of a representative amax € a such that f = amax|dom s for all

f € a, and it is clear that this condition uniquely determines amax. O

Proposition 17 Let X be a topological space and let D be the set of dense open subsets of X. Moreover,
let D' be an admissible set of domains on X such that D' C D. Then the canonical inclusion map
v Unep €(A) = Unep €(A), f = u(f) = [ descends to a welldefined positive ring morphism
i: 6~(D') = €~(D) = Gae(X), and this positive ring morphism [ is an order embedding.

Proof: We write <’ and < for the quasi orders on |J,cp €(A) and (Jcp € (A), respectively. Con-

sider any f,g € Uep € (A). It is clear that «(f + g) = o(f) + t(g) and «(fg) = o(f)i(g) hold. If
f <! g, then certainly also ¢(f) < i(g). Conversely, if «(f) < t(g), then there exists a dense open
subset A of X fulfilling A C dom f Ndom g and such that f|4 < g|4 pointwise. As A is dense in X
A is in particular dense in dom f N dom g, and therefore f|qom fndomg < 9]dom fndom g Pointwise. As
dom f Ndom g € D’ this shows that f < g.

It is now straightforward to check that ¢ descends to a welldefined map i: €x(D') — é~(D) =
GuelX), 111 = 111)) o= (), where [-]'s Upery G(A) — €x(D') and [-]: Uyep %(A) - €a(D) are

the canonical maps onto the quotient, and that 7 is a positive ring morphism and an order embedding.O

By slight abuse of notation, dropping the canonical order embedding I, we can therefore treat any
partially ordered commutative ring €~ (D’) like in the above Proposition 17 as a subring of €, ..(X).
In this sense, @~(D’) consists of all those elements a € %,.(X) that have a representative f € a
fulfilling dom f € D', or equivalently,

6~(D') = { a € Gao(X) ‘ there is A € D’ such that A C dom apax } (5)

~

where dom sy is the maximal domain of an element a of &, (X) like in Proposition 16.

4 Extended positive characters

Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then Loc(R) is a multiplicative submonoid of R and
cancellable, i.e. whenever r € R, s € Loc(R) fulfil rs = 0, then r = 0, because rs =0 € RT N (—R™)
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implies r € RT N (—R™) = {0}. This simplifies the construction of the localization Rioe of R (with
respect to Loc(R)):

Rioc is the commutative ring whose underlying set is (R X LOC(R)) /~, the quotient of the cartesian
product of the sets R and Loc(R) modulo the equivalence relation ~ that is defined, for p,r € R
and ¢, s € Loc(R), as (p,q) ~ (r,s) if and only if ps = gr (transitivity of ~ holds because Loc(R) is
cancellable). For an equivalence class in R x Loc(R) with respect to ~ we simply write p/q € Rioc

with representatives p € R, ¢ € Loc(R). Addition and multiplication of R, are defined as

p/q+r/s:=(ps+qr)/(gs) and  (p/q)(r/s) = (pq)/(rs)  forp/q,r/s € Rioc.  (6)
This way, Rioc becomes a welldefined commutative ring with unit 1/1 € Rj,.. Moreover, write

ngc = {p/q {pGRﬂqGLoc(R)}, (7)

then ngc is a preordering of Rj, and an element p/q € Rio with p € R and ¢ € Loc(R) fulfils
p/q € R;, if and only if p € RT: Indeed, p € R implies p/q € R, by definition, and if p/q € R} _,
then there exist r € R" and s € Loc(R) such that p/q = r/s, i.e. ps = rq € RT, sop € RT
by localizability of s. In particular, p/g = 0 € R\ N (=R;..) implies p € RT N (=RT) = {0}, so
R0 (RS,

for p,r € R and ¢, s € Loc(R), by p/qg < r/sif and only if r/s —p/q € R

) = {0}. Therefore Ry, becomes a partially ordered commutative ring with order given,
+

locs OF equivalently, ps < rq.

We summarize the preceeding discussion:

Proposition 18 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then its localization Riec s a partially
ordered commutative ring and the canonical inclusion t: R — Rioe, T+ 1(r) :=1r/1 is a positive ring

morphism and an order embedding.

In the next step we investigate the subring of the localization that is given by its uniformly
bounded elements and the corresponding space of positive characters. So let R be a partially ordered
commutative ring, then we define the subset

Rbd .= {a € Rioc | there exists n € Ng such that —n <a <n } (8)

loc

of uniformly bounded elements of Ry,. In particular r/s € RP4 forr € R, s € Loc(R) with —s < r < s.

loc

Proposition 19 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then RPY is a subring of Rioe.

loc

Proof: This is wellknown, just note that, if a,b € Rioc and m,n € Ny fulfil —-m < a < m and
—n < b < n, then

3mn —ab=(m—a)(n+b)+ (m~+a)n+mn—>b) e R,
and

3mn+ab= (m+a)(n+b)+ (m—a)n+mn—>b) € R

loc?

i.e. =3mn < ab < 3mn. O

11



bd

loc

Note that 1/q € (R4

loc

is a partially ordered commutative ring with positive cone (Rﬁi)+ = thc N ’R,Fodc

)T for all ¢ € Loc(R) because Loc(R) C 1+ R" by definition.

We can now give another of the central definitions of this article:

In particular, R

Definition 20 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then an extended character of R is a
bd

loc

ring morphism from 7?,})0% to R. Such an extended character ¢: RS — R is called positive if p(a) > 0

for all a € (RP)T. We write

K(R) = {¢: RM S R | ¢ a positive ring morphism } 9)

loc

bd
loc

for the topological space of all positive extended characters of RS, equipped with the weak-*-topology,

i.e. the topology obtained from the subbasis of all the (by definition) open subsets
Ouy = {9 € K(R) | ¢(a) eV} CK(R) (10)
with a € RE&: and with V' an open subset of R.

Proposition 21 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring with N C Loc(R) and let ¢ € K(R)
and a neighbourhood U of ¢ in K(R) be given. Then there exists b € RPL such that ¢ € Op,]—o0,0] € U.

loc

Proof: Note that N C Loc(R) implies @ C RES:- There are n € N, elements ay,...,a, € RFO%,
and open subsets Vi,...,V, of R such that ¢ € Og, 1, N--- N Oy, v, € U. In particular ¢(a;) € V;
for all j € {1,...,n} and therefore there is € € ]0,00[ N Q such that Jp(a;) — €, ¢(a;) + €[ C V; for
all j € {1,...,n}. There also are A1,...,\, € @ such that |p(a;) — A;| < min{e/v4n,e/4} for all

je{l,...,n}. Set b= —1+2¢2 > j—ila; — Aj)? e RPA, then

loc?

p(0) = —14+262> Jp(a;) — M < =1+ 2ne2(2/(4n)) = —1/2 < 0.
j=1
This shows that ¢ € Op)_o o[-
Moreover, for every 1) € K(R) \ U there is j' € {1,...,n} such that 1 ¢ Oq, v, i.e. ¥(a;) & Vj
and in particular [1(a;) — ¢(a;)| > €. It follows that [¢p(aj) — Aj/| > € —€/4 = 2¢, so

n 3 2
P(b) = -1+ 22 Zh/)(aj) — )\j|2 > -1+ 2672|¢(aj/) - )\j/|2 > -1+ 2(1) =1/8 >0,
j=1

so Y ¢ Ob,]—oo,o[- This shows that Ob,}—oo,o[ CcU u

5 The extended Gelfand transformation

To every partially ordered commutative ring R we can first assign its topological space K(R) of
positive extended characters, and, after choosing a suitable admissible set of domains Dj,.(R) on
K(R), we will obtain another partially ordered commutative ring %~ (DIOC(R)). We then relate these
by constructing a positive ring morphism ~: R — %~ (DlOC(R)), the extended Gelfand transformation.
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Definition 22 Let R be a partially ordered commautative ring. For all s € Loc(R) we define the open
subset Os<oo = O1/5]0,00] 0f K(R) and we write Dyo.(R) = {OS<Oo { s € Loc(R) }

Proposition 23 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then Og<oo N Oscoo = Ogs<oo for all
q,s € Loc(R) and O1<oo = K(R), s0 Dioc(R) is an admissible set of domains on KC(R).

Proof: Clearly O1<coc = O1/1]0,00 = K(R). Now consider ¢,s € Loc(R) and ¢ € K(R). Then
¢ € Ogeoo N Oscno if and only if p(1/q) > 0 and ¢(1/s) > 0. Similarly, ¢ € Ogs<oo if and only
if p(1/(gs)) > 0. If p(1/q) > 0 and ¢(1/s) > 0, then of course ¢(1/(gs)) = ¢(1/q)p(1/s) > 0.
Conversely, if ¢(1/(gs)) = ¢(1/q)¢(1/s) > 0, then either ¢(1/q) > 0 and ¢(1/s) > 0, or ¢(1/q) < 0
and ¢(1/s) < 0. The latter, however, is not possible because ¢ is a positive ring morphism and

1/q,1/s € (RP4)*. 0

loc
Before defining the extended Gelfand transformation we need to check the following:

Lemma 24 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring. For r € R and s € Loc(R) satisfying
r/s € R define the function ry: Ogeno — R,

loc

@ > 15() = p(1/s)  o(r/s). (11)

Then s is continuous. Moreover, ifr € R and s,s' € Loc(R) fulfilr/s,r/s' € RPL, thenry(¢) = ry(p)

loc?

for all ¢ € Ogcoo N Ogicoo. In particular, rs and ry are representatives of the same =~-equivalence

class in Gx (DIOC(R))'

Proof: Consider 7 € R and s € Loc(R) such that r/s € RP9. Then Oscoo 3 ¢ — ¢(1/s) € ]0,00]
and Os<oo D p — (r/s) € R are continuous by definition of the weak *-topology on IC(R). It follows
that r is also continuous.

Now consider r € R and s, s’ € Loc(R) satisfying r/s,r/s" € 7?,})0% Then for all ¢ € Osc00NOyrceo
the identity

o(1/5) 7 o(r/s) = o(1/s) (1)) (1)) ¢(r/s)
o(1/5) " (1)) e(1/s) p(r/s')
o(1/s") p(r/s)

holds. As Og<oo, Og/cop € Dioe(R) by definition, therefore Ogcoo N Ogcoe € Dine(R), it follows that

re and ry are representatives of the same ~-equivalence class in 6x (DIOC(R)). O

Note also that for any element r of a localizable partially ordered commutative ring R there is s €
Loc(R) such that —s < r < s, hence r/s € RP9. This observation and Lemma 24 allow us to define:

Definition 25 Let R be a localizable partially ordered commutative ring, then the extended Gelfand
transformation is the map ~: R — %~ (DlOC(R)), r — T that assigns to every element r € R the
~-equivalence class of the function ry € € (Os<o0) from the previous Lemma 2/, where s € Loc(R) is

any element satisfying r/s € RES:-
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Proposition 26 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then the extended Gelfand transfor-
mation ~: R — €~ (DloC(R)) is a positive ring morphism.

Proof: Clearly 1 is the equivalence of the constant 1-function on K(R). Givenr € R* and s € Loc(R)
such that /s € RP4, then ¢(1/s)7Lp(r/s) > 0 for all ¢ € Oycoo because 1/s,7/s € (REA)F, so

7 € G~(Dioc(R))*. Now consider p,7 € R and ¢, s € Loc(R) such that p/q,r/s € RPS hold. Then
for all ¢ € Ogcoo N Osco the identities

o(1/a) " olp/q) + e(1/s) " o(r/s) = o(1/q) " o(1/s) " (0(1/s)e(p/q) + o(1/q)p(r/s))
= o(1/(g5)) o0 +7)/(as))

and

0(1/a) Y o(p/a) e(1/s) Yo(r/s) = p(1/(as) " e ((pr)/(as))

hold, i.e. pq(@) +7rs(p) = (p+ T)qS(SD) and pq(%p)TS(SD) = (p?“)qs(gp). Sop+7= p/—{——\r and pr =pr. O

While the extended Gelfand transformation is not an order embedding in general, we can precisely
describe the defect:

Theorem 27 Let R be a localizable partially ordered commutative ring with N C Loc(R). Then K(R)

is a compact Hausdorff space and
{reR|7€%(Dc(R)} = (R (12)
with the operation -* from (1).

Proof: This is an application of the Positivstellensatz for archimedean preorderings [5, Sec. “Préordres

archimédiens”] (see also e.g. |7, Sec. 5| for a more modern reference) to the preordering (RP9)* of

RPd: From N C Loc(R) it follows that @ C ’R,Ejdc By definition of Rﬁi, for every a € RPY there

loc* loc

exists n € Ng such that —n < a < n with respect to the order of Ry or, equivalently, the order of
RP4. In other words, the preordering (RP4)*+ of RPY is “archimedean” in the sense of [7, Def. 5.2.1].

loc*
Therefore, by [7, Thm. 5.7.2], K(R) is a compact Hausdorff space and, whenever an element a € R4

loc

fulfils ¢(a) > 0 for all ¢ € K(R), then a € (RPA) =R NRRI.
So assume that 7 € Ga(Dioc(R)) T, ie. for any s € Loc(R) fulfilling r/s € RPY the representative

rs of 7" like in Lemma 24 fulfils 0 < 7. This means that there is ¢ € Loc(R) such that Ogcoo € Oscoo
and 0 < 75(p) = ¢(1/s)"Lp(r/s) for all ¢ € Oycoo, 50 0 < p(1/5) for ¢ € Ogcoo. Then 7/(gs) € R4
and ¢(r/(gs)) = ¢(1/q)p(r/s) > 0 for all ¢ € K(R): Indeed, by positivity of ¢ either ¢(1/q) =0 or
¢(1/q) > 0 holds, and in the latter case ¢ € Ogeoo so that ¢(r/s) > 0. Therefore p(1/n +1/(gs)) >
1/n >0 for all n € N and all ¢ € C(R), so the Positivstellensatz for archimedean preorderings shows
that (nr + ¢s)/(ngs) = 1/n+1/(¢gs) € (RP4)T C R} forall n € N, ie. nr+gs € R' forall n € N
by Proposition 18, and therefore r € (R1)*.

Conversely, assume that r € (R*)%, then there is s € R such that nr + s € R* holds for all
n € N. By localizability of R there exists ¢t € Loc(R) such that 1 + r2 4+ 52 <t Then —t <r <t

because 2t +2r =t + (t — (1 +r2 4+ 52)) + (1 £7)2 + s2 € RT for both choices of the sign 4 and
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because 2 € Loc(R) by assumption, and similarly —t < s < ¢. This shows that r/t,s/t € RP4
and therefore also (nr + s)/t = n(r/t) + s/t € R2 for all n € Np. Consequently, every ¢ € K(R)
fulfils p(r/t) = Lo((nr + s)/t) — Lo(s/t) > —2¢(s/t) for all n € N, and therefore (r/t) > 0. It
follows that the representative 7: Oicoo — R of 7 is pointwise positive on Oy, which shows that

7€ Cu(Dioe(R))*. O

This result is similar to some of the strict Positivstellensétze for preorderings like [8], but without any

assumption of boundedness or finiteness.

Corollary 28 Let R be a localizable partially ordered commutative ring with N C Loc(R). Then the
kernel of the extended Gelfand transformation =: R — Ga(Dioc(R)) T is

ker T ={reRr ! there is s € R such that —s <nr <sforalln € N} (13)

Proof: By the previous Theorem 27, ker = = (R)*N(—(RT)). Consider any r € (RT) N (—(R)H),
then by definition there are e, f € R such that e +nr € RT and f —nr € RT for all n € N. So set
s=e+f=(e+r)+(f—-r)eR, then —s=—e—f<—-e—r<nr<f-r<e+f=sforall
n € N. This proves the inclusion C, and the converse inclusion follows immediately from the identity
ker = = (RT) N (—(R*)}) and from the definition of the operation - . O

6 Representation by almost everywhere defined continuous functions

We can almost put all the pieces together and prove the main theorem. The only missing part ist the

following observation:

Proposition 29 Let R be a localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring and consider
any element q € Loc(R). Then Ogcoo is dense in K(R).

Proof: Note that N C Loc(R) by Lemma 3 so that Proposition 21 applies. Assume to the contrary
that there are p € K(R) and a neighbourhood U of ¢ in K(R) such that U N Oy<oo = 0. By Propo-
sition 21 there is b = r/s € RPI with r € R, s € Loc(R) such that ¢ € Op,]—cc,0f € U. In particular,
Op,)-00,0/NOg<oc = 0, 50 Y(r/(sq)) = w(b)v(1/q) = 0forall ¥ € Ogeoo. As Oggcce = Osc00NOgeno €
Og<oco by Proposition 23, the representative 75 € 7, Ogqcoc 3 ¥ — ¥(1/(sq)) " ¢ (r/(sq)) € R ful-
fils 74 > 0 pointwise, so I € Cx (DIOC(R))+. Theorem 27 now shows that r € (RT)%. As R is
archimedean by assumption, this means that r € RT, i.e. b € (RE%)*‘ But this would imply #(b) > 0
for all i) € K(R), in particular p(b) > 0, which is impossible because ¢ € Op]_ o[- O

As an immediate consequence we obtain:

Corollary 30 Let R be a localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring, then, in the
sense of Proposition 17 and Equation (5), €x~(Dioc(R)) C Gae(K(R)). So by slight abuse of notation

we can treat the extended Gelfand transformation as a positive ring morphism ~: R — Cga,e_(lC(R)).

We finally state and prove our main theorem:
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Theorem 31 Let R be a partially ordered commutative ring, then the following are equivalent:

i.) There exists a compact Hausdorff space X such that R is isomorphic (as a partially ordered
commutative ring) to a subring of the partially ordered commutative ring Ge(X) of almost

everywhere defined continuous R-valued functions on X.

ii.) R is localizable and the extended Gelfand transformation =: R — Gx(Dioc(R)) is an order
embedding.

iii.) R is archimedean and localizable.

iv.) R is archimedean and strongly localizable.

If these equivalent statements hold, then €~ (Dloc(R)) g(ﬁa_e,(K(R)) like in the previous Corollary 30.

Proof: Assume that R is archimedean and localizable. Consider r € R such that 7 € x(Dioc(R)) ™,
then 7 € (RT)* by Theorem 27, so r € RT due to the assumption that R is archimedean. This
shows that the extended Gelfand transformation =: R — %~ (Dioc(R)) is an order embedding. As
the extended Gelfand transformation is always a ring morphism by Proposition 26, this means that
R and its image under - are isomorphic as partially ordered commutative rings. By the previous
Corollary 30, %~ (DloC(R)) - Cé\_e,(lC(R)), so R is isomorphic as a partially ordered commutative
ring to a subring of ‘ﬁa,e_(lC(R)), with IC(R) a compact Hausdorff space by Theorem 27. This shows
that 4ii. ) implies both 7.) and i.).

Conversely, we first show that 4. ) implies 4. ), so assume that ii.) holds. Then R is archimedean:
Given r,s € R such that nr +s € Rt forall n € N, ie. r € (RT), then 7 € €x(Dioc(R))T by
Theorem 27. As ~: R — 6~ (DlOC(R)) is an order embedding by assumption, it follows that » € RT.

Finally, i.) implies iv. ), because for any compact Hausdorff space X, the partially ordered commu-
tative ring %, (X) and all its subrings are archimedean and strongly localizable by Propositions 15.

Proposition 2 shows that 7v.) implies iii. ). O

Remark 32 For the implication #i.) = 1i.) in the previous Theorem 31, the assumption that the
multiplication of the archimedean localizable partially ordered commutative ring R is associative and
commutative is redundant by [13], and the assumption that R™ contains all squares is redundant by
Proposition 4: Consider an archimedean partially ordered abelian group R endowed with a biadditive
binary operation p: R x R — R that admits a (necessarily unique) neutral element 1 € R and
that satisfies u(u,v) € R* for all u,v € R*. We adapt localizability to this more general setting by
assuming that for all » € R there exists s € 14+ R such that —s < r < s and such that s is localizable
in the following sense: Whenever some element v € R fulfils u(r’,s) € R* or u(s,r’) € R, then
r’ € R™. Then the restriction of i to R is associative and commutative by [13, Cor. 13, Props. 21-22],
and therefore 1 is associative and commutative on whole R. So Proposition 4 shows that r? € R* for

all r € R, i.e. R in particular is a partially ordered commutative ring, and Theorem 31 applies.

By Proposition 16, every equivalence classes of an almost everywhere defined continuous function
a on a topological space X has a unique representative apyax € a with maximal domain. This allows
to decide whether or not that function can be defined at some given point of X. We apply this to the

extended Gelfand transformation:
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Definition 33 Let R be a localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring. Then for any

positive extended character ¢ € K(R) we define a map @: dom ¢ — R with domain

domp:={reR |y e dommmpax } (14)
that is given by
o(r) = Fmax(®) for all v € dom @. (15)

Here we identify €a (DlOC(R)) with a subring of‘fa,e_(lC(R)) as discussed in Proposition 17 and Corol-
lary 30 and treat the extended Gelfand transformation as a map ~: R — G~ (DlOC(R)) C Cé\_e,(lC(R)).

Lemma 34 Let R be a localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring and s € Loc(R),

then Ogcoo = dom Spax.

Proof: Clearly s/s =1/1 € Rﬁi, 50 85 € €(Os<0) is a representative of 5, and Ogzcoo C dom Spax.
Conversely, forn € Nset U, .= {¢ € K(R) | ¢(1/s) < 1/n}. Then U, Ndom Spax N Os<o0 is dense in
U, Ndom Spax because O is dense in K(R) by Proposition 29 and because U, Ndom Syax is open
in K(R). Moreover, for all 1) € U,, N dom Syax N Os<oo the estimate Spax (@) = ss(9) = p(1/s)71 >n
holds, and consequently Smax(®) > n for all ¢ € U, N dom Spax. Clearly (), o Un = K(R) \ Os<oo

and so it follows that

(K(R)\ Os<o0) N dom Spax = (ﬂneN Un) N dom Smax = [, (Un N dom a) = 0.

This shows that dom Spmax € Ogcoo. O

Proposition 35 Let R be a localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring and consider
v € K(R). Then dom @ is a subring of R and ¢: dom ¢ — R is a positive ring morphism. Moreover,
ifr € R and s € dom @ N Loc(R) fulfil v/s € R4

e, then also r € dom @.

Proof: Clearly 1 € dom ¢ because Tmax is the constant 1-function on K(R). Consider r,s € dom @
and write A := dom Fyax, B = dom Syax, then ¢ € AN B. Note that yax|AnB + Smax|anB € €(ANB)
is a representative of F+s=74+ 8, and Tmax|AnBSmax|AnB € € (AN B) is a representative or s = 7's.
This shows that AN B C dom(r/—i—\s)max and AN B C dom(78)max, S0 7+ s € dom @ and rs € dom @.
It also follows that

P(r+5) = (" + 8)max(¥) = (Pmax| 408 + Smax|4nB) (9) = Fnax(9) + Smax () = (1) + B(s)

and

P(rs) = (78)max(#) = (Tmax|AnBSmax| AnB) () = Tmax(#)Smax(p) = B(r)B(s).
Next consider 7 € (dom @)t = (dom @) N R, then 7 € €,(K(R))", so there exists a representative
f € 7 that is pointwise positive on its domain dom f, which is a dense open subset of €, (K(R)). In
particular dom f is dense in dom Fyax, SO (7)) = Fmax(p) > 0.
Finally, assume two elements r € R and s € dom $NLoc(R) fulfil /s € RP9. Then ry € €'(Os<o0)
is a representative of 7 and in particular Ogcoo € domTiax. The previous Lemma 34 shows that

Os<o0 = dom Spax, 80 @ € dom Spayx € dom Py, i.e. 7 € dom @. O
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7 Applications

We finally discuss some applications: In the o-bounded or lattice-ordered case, the main Theorem 31
essentially reproduces some already known results. The applications to partially ordered fields and

to commutative operator algebras seem to be new.

7.1 The o-bounded case

We adapt [12, Def. 3.1] to partially ordered commutative rings:

Definition 36 A partially ordered commutative ring is o-bounded if there exists a sequence (Sp)neN
in RT such that for all v € R there is n € N for which —s,, < r < s, holds.

Recall the construction of the maximal domain dom fp,x € X of an element f € €,.(X) from

Proposition 16 for X any topological space.

Theorem 37 Let R be a o-bounded localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring, then
Kin(R) ==, cr dom Trax is a dense subset of IK(R) and the map ~g,: R — %(Kﬁn(R)),

T Thy = ?maX‘Kﬁn(R)

18 a positive ring morphism and an order embedding.

Proof: By Proposition 35 all the maps R 3 7 — Ta,(¢) = @(r) € R with ¢ € Kg,(R) are positive
ring morphisms, so “g,: R — %(Kﬁn(R)) is a positive ring morphism.

By o-boundedness of R there is a sequence (s),)nen in RT with the property that for all r € R
there exists n € N for which —s/, < r < s/ holds. Moreover, by localizability of R, for every
n € N there is s, € Loc(R) satisfying s/, < s,. It follows that for all » € R there is n € N such
that r/s, € RFO%, hence dom 7ypax 2 dom((,sf;)max) by Proposition 35, and therefore Kgn(R) =
Nrer dom Tnax = (,en dom((,f’f,})max). As K(R) is a compact Hausdorff space by Theorem 27 and
in particular a Baire space, and as dom(($y)max) is a dense open subset of K(R) for all n € N, it
follows that ICgqn(R) is dense in K(R).

Now consider 7 € R\ RT, then 7 € %,.(K(R)) \Cga,e_(lC(R))Jr because the extended Gelfand
transformation ~ is an order embedding by Theorem 31. So { ¢ € dom yax | Fmax() < 0} is a non-
empty open subset of K(R) and has non-empty intersection with Kg,(R) by denseness of Kg,(R) in
K(R). Therefore Fimax|ics, (r) € € (Kin(R))\ € (Ksn(R)) ' This shows that the positive ring morphism
“hn: R — %(Kﬁn(R)) is an order embedding. O

This representation theorem for o-bounded localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative

rings is essentially [12, Thm. 4.24].

7.2 The lattice-ordered case

A commutative f-ring is a partially ordered commutative ring R such that for all r,s € R the

supremum 7 V s := sup{r, s} € R and infimum r A s := inf{r, s} € R exist (i.e. R is lattice-ordered)
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and such that the following condition is fulfilled: Whenever r,s € R fulfil r A s = 0, then (rt) As =10
for all t € R*. Note that, in contrast to the original definition [1, Sec. 8], we here require rings to have
a unit. Moreover, by Eq. (18) in [1, Sec. 8], the axiom of positivity of squares is actually redundant

for f-rings.

Theorem 38 Let R be an archimedean commutative f-ring (with multiplicative unit), then R 1is
localizable and the extended Gelfand transformation ~: R — CKa_e,(lC(R)) is a positive ring morphism

and an order embedding.

Proof: In [13, Prop. 26] it was shown that all f-rings (in particular commutative f-rings with mul-

tiplicative unit) are strongly localizable, so Theorem 31 applies. O

This representation theorem for (unital) archimedean commutative f-rings is essentially [4, Thm. 2.3].

7.3 Partially ordered fields

We define a partially ordered field as a partially ordered commutative ring IF' in which every element
f € F\ {0} has a multiplicative inverse f~!. Note that f~' = (f~1)2f € F* for all f € F*\ {0}. As
—1 ¢ FT because 1 € FT, this in particular means that (1 + f)~! € F* exists for all f € F+, and
therefore every partially ordered field is strongly localizable. Applying our main Theorem 31 yields:

Theorem 39 Let IF be an archimedean partially ordered field, then IF is localizable and the extended

Gelfand transformation ~: F — Cga,e_(lC(IF)) s a positive ring morphism and an order embedding.

A typical example of a partially ordered field that is a subring of the partially ordered commutative
ring €,.c(X) for some compact Hausdorff space X is the field of rational functions on R (or on the

1-point compactification of R).

7.4 Commutative operator algebras

Consider a dense linear subspace D of a complex Hilbert space 5, with inner product denoted
by («|-): # x # — C (antilinear in the first, linear in the second argument). An adjointable
endomorphism of D is a (necessarily linear) map a: D — D for which there exists another (necessarily
linear) map a*: D — D such that (¢|a(y)) = (a*(¢)|9) holds for all ¢, € D. This map a*,
if it exists, is uniquely determined, adjointable, and (a*)* = a. We write £*(D) for the set of all
adjointable endomorphisms of D, then £*(D) with pointwise addition, pointwise scalar multiplication,
and composition as multiplication, is a complex algebra with unit 1 :=idp: D — D, ¢ — idp(¢) = ¢.
The map -*: L*(D) — L*(D), a — a* is an antilinear involution fulfilling (ab)* = b*a* for all
a,b € L*(D). In other words, £L*(D) is a *-algebra. A *-subalgebra of L£*(D) is a subalgebra A of
L*(D) with 1 € A that is stable under the *-involution, i.e. a* € A for all a € A.

Now let A be a commutative *-subalgebra of £*(D), then its space of hermitian elements Ay =
{a € A|a* =a} is a commutative ring (even a commutative real algebra) and carries a canonical

translation-invariant partial order <, the operator order: for a,b € Ay, the operator order is given by
a<h = (8]al®)) < ($b(@)) for all ¢ € D. (16)
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This operator order is indeed an antisymmetric relation as a consequence of the polarization identity
(¢pla(e)) = 1323 i % (o + "¢ |a(p + i) for ¢,9p € D and a € L*(D). Clearly 1 € A and
a’b = a*ba € .A}T for a € Ap, b € A, so .A}T is stable under multiplication with squares as in
Proposition 5. Moreover, Ay, is archimedean: If a,b € A, fulfil ka + b € .»4;; for all £ € N, then

(816(0)) _ . (6](ka+b)(@))

(6]a(0)) = (6]a(9)) + lim LTy LELELEIND] > (17)

for all ¢ € D and therefore a € .A; Note that this means that Proposition 5 applies to A whenever
Ay, is localizable. Every element of A}, is, by definition, a densely defined symmetric (but in general
unbounded) operator on the surrounding Hilbert space . It therefore makes sense to ask whether

or not an element of Ay is (essentially) selfadjoint.

Theorem 40 Let D be a dense linear subspace of a complex Hilber space 7 and A a commutative
*~subalgebra of L*(D). Assume that all elements of 1 + A}T are essentially selfadjoint. Then Ay, with
the operator order is a localizable archimedean partially ordered commutative ring, and the extended

Gelfand transformation - : Ay, — Cér,\_e,(lC(./élh)) s a positive ring morphism and an order embedding.

Proof: Consider b € Ap, \ A} and a € 1+ A}, then there exists ¢ € D such that (¢ |b(¢)) < 0. Set

= min{1, (14 [0l + [5G 1) ™| 16))] } €10.1]

and

5= (]l+b2)a6]l+.»4;;.

As s is essentially selfadjoint by assumption and 1 < s, the image of s is dense in J# and in particular
there exists ¢ € D such that ||(1 + b?)y — s(¢)|| < € (see e.g. [10, Prop. 3.9]). Then

v = a(@)]|* + [|p(v — a()) ||* = (v — a(e) | (1 +b2>( —a(9)))
< v = a(@)|| | (1 +0) (v — ale)) |
< e|[y — a(e)||

holds. So, firstly, [[¢0 — a(#)||?> < €|l — a(¢)|| shows that ||tp — a(¢)| < e, and then, secondly,

1b(¢ — a(¢))]* < €|l — a(e)| < &2 shows that b(¢) — a($))| < e. It follows that

[(16()) = (¢1a°6(8)] = [(¥1b(¥)) = (a(g)] ba())]
= |(v—a(e) b)) + <a<¢> — ] b(¥ = a(9) ) + (v [ b( - a()))]
< 1Y = a(@)| o) + llas) — | [b(v — a(@)) || + 11 [b( — a(e)) |
< e ()l + e + 1)

1
< Sl(w 1))

holds. As (¢ |b(1)) < 0 this shows that (¢ |a?b(¢)) < 0, and in particular a?b ¢ A"
We have thus proven that a? € Loc(Ay) for all @ € 1 + .Aﬂ' . This shows that Ay}, is localizable:
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Indeed, given any a € Ay, and set b := 1+(a/2)% € 1+A;, then —b < a < b because b+a = (1+a/2)?
and b —a = (1 — a/2)?, and then b < b+ (a/2)*b = b* € Loc(Ay) and —b* < a < b? hold. So Ay, is
archimedean, localizable, and by Proposition 5, a partially ordered commutative ring. Therefore our
main Theorem 31 applies and shows that the extended Gelfand transformation ~: Ay — (fa_e.(lC(Ah))

is a positive ring morphism and an order embedding. O
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