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CHARACTER SPACE AND GELFAND TYPE REPRESENTATION OF LOCALLY C*-ALGEBRA

SANTHOSH KUMAR PAMULA AND RIFAT SIDDIQUE

ABSTRACT. In this article, we identify a suitable approach to define the character space of a commu-
tative unital locally C*-algebra via the notion of the inductive limit of topological spaces. Also we
discuss topological properties of the character space. We establish the Gelfand type representation
between a commutative unital locally C*-algebra and the space of all continuous functions defined
on its character space. Equivalently, we prove that every commutative unital locally C*-algebra is
identified with the locally C*-algebra of continuous functions on its character space through the
coherent representation of projective limit of C*-algebras. Finally, we construct a unital locally C*-
algebra generated by a given locally bounded normal operator and show that its character space is
homeomorphic to the local spectrum. Further, we define the functional calculus and prove spectral
mapping theorem in this framework.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

In 1971, A. Inoue introduced the notion of locally C*-algebras [6]. In the literature, locally
C*-algebras are also referred to as LMC*-algebras [ 14], b*-algebras [ 1], pro C*-algebras [13, 15]
and multinormed C*-algebras [4]. However in the simplest way, a locally C*-algebra can be seen
as the projective limit of projective system of C*-algebras [5].

In case of commutative unital C*-algebras, the well-known Gelfand representation gives a com-
plete characterization in terms of space of continuous functions on a compact Hausdorff space.
In fact, the compact Hausdorff space is given by space of all characters or multiplicative linear
functionals ([16]). Our aim in this article is to bring out a suitable notion of character space of a
commutative unital locally C*-algebra, establish a Gelfand type representation and define contin-
uous functional calculus at a given locally bounded normal operator. The authors of [2, 11, 14]
have studied the similar aspects upto some extent. However, in this work, we give a complete
characterization.

We organize this article into three sections. In the first section, we recall important aspects like
projective limit, inductive limit of locally convex spaces [5, 8, 10]. This helps in understanding
definitions of locally C*-algebras and locally Hilbert spaces respectively. In Remark 1.4 and the
discussion that followed will reiterate the fact that every locally C*-algebra is a projective limit of
C*-algebras. Both Example 1.6 and Example 1.13 give clear description of the concepts defined
in this section. Further, we recall the class of locally bounded operators on a given locally Hilbert
space or quantized domain following notations given in [3, 4, 5].

In section 2, we give a brief discussion on search for a suitable definition of character space of
commutative unital locally C*-algebra .. Firstly, we show that a multiplicative linear functional
on ./ is not necessarily continuous (see Example 2.1). In Example 2.4, we show that a multiplica-
tive linear functional may not also be induced from corresponding multiplicative linear functional
on every quotient C*-algebra. Using these observations, the character space is defined in Defi-
nition 2.5 and we prove that it is an inductive limit of inductive system of compact Hausdorff
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spaces (see Equation (2.7)). Moreover, the character space is completely regular with respect to
the inductive limit topology (defined in Equation (2.5)) and shown in Theorem 2.10 that there is
one to one correspondence with certain class of maximal ideals in .</.

In the last section, we define Gelfand type representation from ./ to the space of continuous
functions defined on its character space. In fact, this is a coherent representation (see Theorem
3.3). Next, we define local spectrum of a locally bounded operator and through Example 3.7, we
point out an important observation that local spectrum is different from unbounded spectrum (the
well-known spectrum of densely defined unbounded operator). Finally, we introduce the notion
of unital locally C*-algebra generated by a locally bounded normal operator and by using this we
define continuous functional calculus, via local spectrum, of the locally bounded normal operator
(see Definition 3.13 and Theorem 3.14). We conclude this section by proving the (local) spectral
mapping theorem.

Definition 1.1. [5] A pair ({”f/a}aeA, {¢a,ﬂ}a§ﬁ) is said to be a projective (or inverse) system of
locally convex spaces, if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) (A, <)is a directed POSET,

(2) {¥,}qen is a net of locally convex spaces,

(3) Whenever a < f3, the map ¢, g: ¥ — ¥, is a continuous surjective linear map such that
¢4, is the identity map on ¥, for all a € A,

(4) The following transitive property holds true:

oy = Pap©Ppy, whenevera < ff <.
Here the condition (4) implies that the following commuting diagram holds true:

"1/,3—>"V

\”D/

A systematic construction of the “projective limit” is described in Section 1.1 of [5]. For the sake
of completion, we give few details here. Suppose that ({"1/0(}(1e o {Paptas /5) is a projective system
of locally convex space, then consider the vector space

l_[ aya = {{va}aeA: Vg € nj/a)a € A};
a€A
equipped with the product topology (i.e., the weakest topology on | [ ¥, such that the projection
a€A

from (l_[ "Va) to ¥, is continuous for all @ € A). The subspace given by
a€A

Vo= {{va}aeA € l_[”l/a : ¢qp(vg) = v, whenever a < [5} c l_[ Va (1.1)

a€A a€A
is equipped with the weak topology induced by the family {¢,},ca of maps from ¥ to ¥, defined
by

¢a({vﬂ }ﬁeA) =v,, forall a € A.
Here the weak topology on ¥ is the smallest topology such that each of these linear maps ¢,
continuous. Then the pair (¥, {¢,}.ep) is called a projective limit (or inverse limit) of locally
convex spaces induced by the projective system ({”I/a}ae o {Paptas ,5) and it is denoted by

V= h(Ln V-

aceA
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Firstly, note that ("1/ Abatae A) is compatible with the projective system ({”f/a}aeA, {¢a’ﬁ}a$ﬁ),

in the sense that
¢$o = Pap° Pp, Whenever a < f3.
Suppose # is a locally convex space and there exists a continuous linear map v, : # — ¥, for
each a € A, such that the pair (“// AV tae A) is compatible with the projective system ({"1/0(}0[e ro1Paplas ﬁ).
That is, Y, = ¢qp © Y p, whenever a < . It follows that, for any w € #/, the net {,(W)},ep €
lim ¥,. Further,
—
a€A
(1) there is a natural continuous linear map 1y : # — h(_m ¥, defined by
a€eA

YP(w) = {wa(w)}aeA, for everyw € %
such that ¢, = ¢, 01, for each a € A. That is, the following diagram commutes:

W Y > V.
lim ¥,
—

aceA

(2) Such a map v is unique: if there is any other continuous linear map ¢’': # — h(Ln Y,
a€A

satisfying vy, = ¢, o)’, for each a € A, then
an(w (w)) =Y, (w), foreveryac A,we¥.

Since each ¢, is a coordinate projection of lln v, we get ) =1)’.
a€A
This shows that, the projective limit is unique upto compatibility.
Now we recall the notion of coherent map between projective limits of two projective systems
of locally convex spaces.

Definition 1.2. Let (A, <) be a directed POSET. Suppose (¥, {¢q}acr) and (#,{y,}q4ecp) are

projective limits of projective systems ({”I/a}aeA, {qﬁa’ﬁ}aﬂj) and ({‘/ﬂa}ae/\, {wa,ﬁ}asﬁ) of locally
convex spaces respectively. A linear map f: ¥ — # is said to be coherent if there exists a net

{fs}aen of linear maps from ¥, to #/,, such that ¢, o f = f, o ¢, for all a € A. Equivalently,

{7}

In the beginning of this section, a brief discussion on projective limit of projective system of
locally convex spaces is presented. We use this notion to recall the definition of a locally C*-
algebra.

Definition 1.3. Let . be a unital complex *-algebra. A seminorm p on .¢f is said to be a C*-
seminorm, if
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(@ p(1y)=1 (c) p(a*)=p(a)

(b) p(ab) < p(a)p(d) (@ p(a*a) =p(a)?,

for all a, b € .&/. Suppose that (A, <) is a directed POSET, then

(1) a family {p,}4en of C*-seminorms is called upward filtered, if for every a € .o/, we have
po(a) < pg(a), whenever a < 8 ;

(2) the unital x-algebra .«/ is said to be a locally C*-algebra if it has a complete Hausdorff
locally convex topology induced by an upward filtered family {p,},cr of C*-seminorms
defined on .«

Note that, in the literature, locally C*-algebras are also known as LM C*-algebras in [14], b*-
algebras in [1], pro C*-algebras in [13, 15] and multinormed C*-algebras in [4]. In the following
remark we construct locally C*-algebra from a certain family of C*-algebras.

Remark 1.4. Let (A, <) be a directed POSET and ({gga}aeA’ {¢a,ﬂ}agﬂ) be a projective system
of unital C*-algebras. That is, whenever a < f3 the map ¢, 5: B — %, is a unital surjective
C*-homomorphism, satisfying the properties listed in Definition 1.1. Following the Equation (1.1)
we consider the projective limit,

liLn By = {{xa}aa\ € l_[ By Pap(xp) = x4, whenever a < /3}. (1.2)
aeA aeA

It is clear from earlier discussion that it is a linear space. Let {xX,}qen, {Vataer € lln By, WE
a€A

define
{Xa}aeA : {ya}aeA = {Xaya}aeA and {Xa}zeA = {Xz}aeA-
Since ¢a,ﬁ (x[j.yﬁ) = ¢a,ﬁ (xﬁ )¢a,[5 (.yﬁ) = XqYq and ¢a,ﬁ (XE) = ¢a,ﬁ (xﬁ )= X; whenever a < 8,
it follows that lim 4,, is a unital x-algebra. Suppose that for each 8 € A, if we define the semi-norm
(—
a€A
on lim 4, as,
(—
aEA
qﬁ({xa}aeA) = ”xﬁ ”‘%ﬁ
then by using the fact that ¢, g is contractive (whenever a < f8) we see that {q, },e, is an upward
filtered family of C*-seminorms. Further, it follows that the locally convex topology induced by this
family {g,}qen is the weakest topology such that the map ¢, : h(Ln By — B, given by {x,}ger —

aEA
x, continuous for every a € A. Since each 93, is complete, from [5, Section 1.1] we conclude that

liLn B, is complete with respect to the locally convex topology generated by an upward filtered

a€A
family {q,},ep Of C*-seminorms. Hence h(Ln B, is a locally C*-algebra.

aceA

In the Remark 1.4 we have shown that the projective limit of projective system of C*-algebras is
a locally C*-algebras. The converse of the statment holds true, that is, every locally C*-algebra can
be seen as a projective limit of a projective system of C*-algebras. We recall the main construction
from [5]. Let ./ be a locally C*-algebra and #(.«/) denotes the collection of all continuous
C*-seminorms on .¢f. Here continuity is with respect to the Hausdorff locally convex topology
mentioned in the above Definition 1.3. Then #(.«/) is a directed POSET with respect to the
partial order "<" given by

p <qin () iff p(a) < q(a), foralla € .«/.
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Without loss of generality, we consider the upward filtered family {p,},ca of continuous C*-
seminorms, where (A, <) is a directed POSET. For each a € A, define
£, = {a € .d:py,la)= 0}.
Clearly, .#, is a closed two sided *-ideal in .«/, and .«f,: = .« /., is a quotient C*-algebra with
respect to the C*- norm ||.||, given by
lla+ £2,|l, =pqla), foralla e .«.

So, we get a family {.¢/,},c of C*-algebras. Whenever a < f3, we see that .#g C ., and there is
a natural surjective C*-homomorphism 7, 5: .@/g — .</, defined by

T pla+Fp)=a+.9,, forevery a € .o.

Then ({ﬂa}aeA, {na’ﬁ}aﬂj) forms a projective system of C*-algebras. Now, for each a € A, by
considering the canonical quotient map 7, : .¢/ — .o/, we see that the pair (J?f » Aot ae A) is com-
patible with the projective system ({,afa}ae/\, {map }asﬁ) since 7, gomg(a) = m,(a), whenever a <
B.

On the other hand, if we define 11<_m ./, defined as in Equation (1.2), then for each a € A the

aEA
map Y, : 11<_m <, — <, given by
a€A
wa({xa}a) = Xa, for every {Xa}aeA € ll(LIl "Qia
a€A

is a surjective *-homomorphism such that for every {x,},cr, we have
(Tca,ﬁ ° wﬁ)({xa}aej\) = na,ﬁ(xﬁ) =Xgq = 11bot({xot}oteA)) whenever a < f3.

It shows that the pair ( h(_m Ay {Vatae A) is compatible with the projective system ({ﬂa Yoo {Tapla<p )
a€A
Therefore, there exists a unique x-homomorphism v : .o/ — lln <, given by a — {a + ﬂa}
a€A

aEA
and satisfying,
(Wgoy)a)=vyv,({a+ £,})=a+ %, =mn,(a), foreverya e .&, a €A.

By the uniqueness (upto compatibility) of projective limit, we conclude that ./ = 11<_m /. Hence

a€A
every locally C*-algebra can be seen as a projective limit of projective system of C*-algebras.

Note 1.5. In order to show a unital x-algebra is locally C*- algebra, from the above discussion, it
is enough to show that given *-algebra is compatible with some projective system of C*-algebras.

Now, we describe the notion of locally C*-algebra with an example below.

Example 1.6. Let A = N and let ./, = C([—n,n]) be the unital C*-algebra of complex valued
continuous functions on the interval [—n, n], (for all n € N) with respect to supremum norm. For
every m < n, define ¢, , : ./, — .o/, by

Prmn(f) =f|[_m,m], for all f € .o/,

Clearly, ¢, , is a surjective C*-homomorphism of C*-algebras and so ({Jz{n}neN, {qﬁm’n}mSn) isa
projective system. Now we consider the unital x-algebra C(R) of continuous functions on R and
for each n € N, define the seminorm p, on C(R) by

pa(f) = sup{lf(t)l: te [—n,n]}, for all f € C(R).

Here p,,(f) < p,(f), for all f € C(R), whenever m < n. Note that C(R) is equipped with the
locally convex topology given by the upward filtered family {p, },cn of C*-seminorms. It follows
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that the map ¢,, : C(R) — C([—n, n]) defined by
$n(F) = F |y forall f € C(R),
is continuous for all n € N. For which consider an open set U given by
U= {f e C([—n,n]): |f(x)| <, forall x € [—n,n]}
in C([—n,n]). Then
¢ 1 (U)={f €eCR): |¢,(f)(D) <, forall t € [—n,n]}
= {f eCR): |f(t)|<r, forall t [—n,n]}

=p;'(B(0,r)),

where B(0,r) is an open ball in C of radius r centered at 0. Thus, d);l(U) is open in the locally
convex topology and consequently ¢,, is continuous for all n € N. Further, whenever m < n, we
have

¢m,n ° ¢n(f) = ¢m,n(f|[_n,n]) =f|[—m,m] = ¢m(f)a

forall f € C(R). So, the pair (C (R), {¢,, }HGN) is compatible with the projective system ({ﬂn}neN, {q&m,n}ms,q)
of C*-algebras. Hence
C(R) = lim C([~n, )
neN

Equivalently, C(R) is a locally C*-algebra.
Note 1.7. Every C*-algebra is a locally C*-algebra with respect to the C*-norm. The converse may
not be true. For instance in Example 1.6 we have seen that C(R) is a locally C*-algebra but not a
C*-algebra.
1.1. Inductive limit. In order to understand the notion of locally Hilbert space, we recall from
[5, Subsection 1.2] the concept of inductive limit of inductive system of locally convex spaces.
Definition 1.8. A pair ({.%a} aens {Wp atas ,3) is called an inductive system of locally convex spaces
if it satisfies the following conditions:

(@) (A, <) is a directed POSET,

(b) {Z,}aen is a net of locally convex spaces,

(c) Whenever a < 3, the map g , : Z, — X is a continuous linear map such that ¢, , is

the identity map on %, for all @ € A,
(d) The following transitive condition holds true:

Yya=Yy,p0YPpq whenevera <ff <7.
In other words, the following commuting diagram holds true:
wﬁ,a

%, > %
wkl Aﬁ
Zy

An explicit description of the inductive limit of an inductive system is given below. Firstly,
consider the direct sum,

@g{a i={{Xa}aer € l_[%a: {Xa}aen is of finite support} C l_[%a
a€A a€eA a€A

is endowed with the strongest locally convex topology such that the canonical inclusion maps
Zp — D %, continuous, for all § € A. For £ € X, we denote 6; by the vector in P %, that

acA aceA
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has £ at 8 and zero elsewhere. It follows that each %, is canonically identified with a subspace
of P %, through the map &, > x, — 0, . Now we consider the linear subspace &, of P X,

aeA aeA
defined by
Xy = span{5xa — 5wﬁa(xa): a,feNa<lpB,x, € %a}. (1.3)
It is immediate to see that &, is a closed subspace of @ Z,. The inductive limit is defined by the
a€A
following quotient space,
lim 2, := (P 2. )/ 2. (1.4)
aEA aEA
Typically, vectors in h'_r)n%a are cosets of the form {x,},cr + Xy, Where {x,}, € P Z,. For each
a€A a€A
a € A, there is a natural canonical linear map ¢, : X, — h_n} %, defined by
aEA

Yalxq) =0y, + X, for every x, € Z,,.
The topology on li_n}%a is the strongest locally convex topology such that the linear maps v,

aEA
continuous, for all a € A. It is known as the inductive limit topology. Further, if x, € &, and
a<pthend, —by, (x,) € Xoand so,

11bot(xot) = 5xa + '%O = 5¢ﬁ’a(xa) + '%O = wﬁ(wﬁ,a(xa)) = (¢p ° wﬁ,a)(xa)-
Since x,, is arbitrary in &, we conclude that

Yy =v%pop,, whenever a < f. (1.5)

Therfore, the pair (h_n} Lo {Watae A) is compatible with the inductive system ({%a} aens {¥p,atas< /5)

a€A
in the sense that Equation (1.5) holds true. Equivalently, we have the following commuting dia-

gram:

x, Ya g
DN
Zp

Let us consider (%, {k4}qcr), Where % is a locally convex space and x,: &, — % is a contin-
uous linear map, for each a € A. Suppose that (%, {k,}.cp) is compatible with the inductive
system ({%a}aeA, {wﬂ,a}agﬂ) , which means x, =g o g ,, whenever a < 3, then we have the
following observations.

(1) we can define a continuous linear map « : h_r)n Z,— ¥ by
a€A

n
K({xa}a + ‘%0) = Z K(X@ (xag ))
=1
where {a, € A : 1 < { < n} is the support of {x,},ep. Further, for each a € A with
x, € &, the map satisfy that

(K o¢a)(xa) = K(éxa + ‘%O) = Ka(xa)-
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Equivalently, we have the following commuting diagram.
Y - > X
N A
X,
(2) The map « defined above is unique. Assume that there is another continuous linear map

0: h'_r)n,%a — % satisfying,

aEA

0o, =K, foralla €A. (1.6)
If {a, € A: 1 <{ < n} is the support of the vector {x,},er + Zp € h'_r)n.%a, then

aEA

9({xa}aeA + ‘%0) =0 (Z 5xa[ + ’%0) - Z 9(5,(0‘[ + 3{0)
(=1 (=1
= > 0(tq,(x4,)
(=1
= ZK(I[(X(I[)
(=1

= K({xa}aeA + ‘%0)'
Since {x,}4ecp is arbitrary, we get that 6 = k.

Now, we conclude from observations (1), (2) that, the inductive limit h_r)n X {Wa}aea |isunique

a€A
upto compatibility. This means, if there is another pair (%, {k,},ca) compatible with the inductive

system ({%a} aens {1V atas ,3) , then by Observation (2), there is a unique continuous linear map
K: h'_r)n.%a — % such that k o), = Kk, for all a € A.

aEA

The following definition describes certain class of maps known as coherent map between induc-
tive limits of two inductive systems.

Definition 1.9. Let (A, <) be a directed POSET. Suppose (Z,{Y 4}aecr) and (¥, {x,}q4ecp) are
inductive limits of inductive systems ({Z}gen, {¥p,ata<p) and (%, {xp o }a<p) of locally convex
spaces respectively. A linear map g: & — % is said to be coherent if there exists a net {g,},ea Of
linear maps from &, to %, such that g o1, =k, o g, for all @ € A. Equivalently,

lgl

Now we illustrate the notion of inductive limit with an example below.

Example 1.10. LetA=Nand C ([_—1 l]) denote the class of complex valued continuous functions
on[— ’H] for n € N. For each m < n the map v, ,,: ([_—1 l:|)—>C( - )gwenby

Yom(f)=f 1)

[=11] orallfGC([Fl %
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is a continuous linear map. Clearly, ({C([_Tl, %])}n o ‘W’n,m}mSn) is an inductive system of

locally convex spaces. Now we compute its inductive limit. If we define ¢,,: C ( _71, % ) — C by
1

Pal(f)=F(0), forall f € c([_?l, =)

n
then v, is a continuous linear map, for all n € N. Further, for m < n we have ¢, 0, ,, = ,,. This

shows that ((C, {wn}neN) is compatible with the inductive system ({C ([ _71, %])}HGN, {wn,m}mgn)
and hence ((C, {y n}neN) is the inductive limit of the inductive system ({C ([ _Tl , % ])}neN, {¢n,m}msn)-
Therefore, by the uniqueness of inductive limit (upto compatibility) we have
-1 1

limc([—,=])=cC.

— n'n

neN
Note 1.11. In the Definition 1.8, if we consider &, € Zg and Y ,: X, — Zp is an inclusion map
(.e., Ypq(x)=xforall x € Z,) whenever a < f then the inductive system ({%a}ae/\, {wﬁ,a}agﬁ)

is called a strict inductive system. For a strict inductive system ({%a} aens {1V atas ,3), we see that
Xy = {0} from Equation (1.3) and by following Equation (1.4), we have

1EE£%Q::(<}93Ka)LQ%:: LJ‘%%-

ach a€A aEA

Now we recall the definition of locally Hilbert space [5].

Definition 1.12. A family {¢,},c, of Hilbert spaces is said to be a strictly inductive system if

(@) (A, <) is a directed POSET,

(b) {#€,},cn is a net of Hilbert spaces where the inner product on 52, is denoted by (-, )
for a € A,

(c) s, C #}, whenever a < f3,

(d) Whenever a < f3, the inclusion map Ig , : 5, — 5} is isometric, i.e.

ll,

<X,y>a = <Xsy>ﬁ5 for all X,y € %a-
For the strict inductive system {3%, },c, of Hilbert spaces, the inductive limit
9 =lim #, = | ] #,
aEA aEA
is called a locally Hilbert space.
In this work, we use the following terminology for locally Hilbert space, namely quantized
domain [ 3, Definition 2.3]. A quantized domain in a Hilbert space 5 is represented with a triple

{s0;8;9}, where & = {,},cp be an upward filtered family (or strictly inductive system) of
closed subspaces of 5, 2 = | | #, and # = 9. The following example is motivated from [3,

a€A
Example 2.9] and gives clear description of Frechet domain (when A = N) of Hilbert spaces [4].

Example 1.13. Let # = (%(N) and {e,, : n € N} be an orthonormal basis of . Consider ./, :=
span{ej,eq, -+ ,e,}, ¥ n € N. Then each 5%, is a finite dimensional Hilbert space (closed subspaces
of £2(N)) for all n € N. Further, & := {#,: n € N} is a strict inductive system or an upward filtered
family of Hilbert spaces since %, C 5,1, for all n € N. Then the inductive limit is given by

9= U 7, = spanf{e;: i € N},
neN

which is dense in ¢2(N). Therefore, the triple {ZZ(N); ;9 } is a quantized domain in the Hilbert
space £2(N).
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Note that, every Hilbert space is a locally Hilbert space, but the converse need not be true (see
Example 1.13).
We recall the notion of locally von Neumann algebra using the notations of quantized domain. For
a detailed discussion, the reader is directed to [7].

Definition 1.14. Let {3#; &; 2} be a quantized domain associated to the Hilbert space 5.

(1) If £(2) denotes the set of all linear operators on 2, then the x-algebra of all non-
commutative continuous functions on {3¢; &; 9} is defined in [4] as,

Ci(2):={T € £L(2): Py T C TPy & TPy € B(,), forall a € A},

where P, is the projection of 5 onto .

It is worth to mention that for every locally C*-algebra .o/, there exists a quantized
domain {#;&;92} for which there is a local isometrical *-homomorphism from ./ to
C3(2) (see Theorem 7.2 of [4]).

(2) If x € 9, then there exists a € A such that x € 5, and q,(T) = ||T(x)||,, for all
T € C;(2) defines a seminorm. The strong operator topology on Cgz(2) is the locally
convex topology induced by the family {q,: x € 2} of seminorms.

(3) Alocally C*-subalgebra of C;(2) is called locally von Neumann algebra if it is closed under
the strong operator topology. An equivalent description is given in [7, Proposiotion 3.14]
that, every locally von Neumann algebra is the projective limit of a projective system of
von Neumann algebras.

Remark 1.15. If § = {s£,: a€ A}and 2 = U 7%, then ({%(%”a)}ae,\, {qﬁa’ﬁ}aﬂj) is a projective
a€A
system of C*-algebras, where ¢, 5: B(#3) — PB(£,) is a restriction map, whenever a < f3.

Clearly, ¢, is a C*-representation. For each a, ¢,(T) = T| L defines a x-homomorphism from

C4(2) to $(s£,) such that $op © Pp = ¢, whenever a < . In other words, (C;:,(@), {¢a}aeA)
is compatible with ({%(%”a)}ae/\, {¢a,ﬂ}a§ﬁ)~ It follows that, C%(2) = lln B(£,) is a locally

a€A
C*-algebra. In view of this, for every T € C;x(2), we denote it by

a € A.

T = h(LnTa, where T, =T o,

aEA

2. CHARACTER SPACE OF A LOCALLY C*-ALGEBRA

In this section, our aim is to define the character space of a commutative unital locally C*-
algebra and study its topological properties. In the literature, the authors of [9, 14] have made
a few remarks about the spectrum of an element of a locally C*-algebra. However, there is no
explicit description of character space in this setting. Here we define the class and describe it in
full details.

Let .&/ be a commutative unital locally C*-algebra and {p,},cs be a family of C*-seminorms.
Then by taking, .4, :={a € .« : p,(a) =0} and .&, := ./ /.#4,, we have seen that ./ = H(Lnﬂfa,

a€A
the projective limit of commutative unital C*-algebras {.«/,},c,. Recall that the projective limit

topology on .«¢ is the smallest locally convex topology on .« such that the quotient map n,: .« —
., is continuous, for all a € A. From now onwards, ./ denotes a commutative unital locally C*-
algebra unless it is specified otherwise.

For each a € A, the maximal ideal space of ./, is denoted by

My, = {(,Oa 1., = C: ¢, is multiplicative and linear}.

Recall that, .#, is a non-empty weak*-compact in .¢/; and it has one to one correspondence with
all maximal ideals of .« (for details, see [16]). Before we propose the notion of character space,
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let us understand the behaviour of multiplicative linear functional defined on .«/. Firstly, note that
for any a € A and ¢, € 4, , the map ¢, o 7, is a multiplicative linear functional on ./ and
it is continuous since both ¢, and 7, are continuous. This shows that the collection of multipli-
cation linear functionals on .¢/ is non-empty. Precisely, each multiplicative linear functional on a
commutative unital C*-algebra .o/, induces a continuous multiplicative linear functional on the
commutative unital locally C*-algebra .o/ .

Note that, a multiplicative linear functional on .« is not necessarily continuous. We give an
example below.

Example 2.1. Llet & =C ([O, oo)) denote the class of complex valued continuous functions on
[0, c0) and let A = N. Consider that .«/ is equipped with the locally convex topology induced by
the family {p,},cn of seminorms, where

t< n} .

pn(f)—SUP{If(t)I

Here ./ is a locally convex commutative unital x-algebra. Since for every f € .o,

2
pulf f)—sup{|f(r)|2 1oy Sn}—SUp{If(tN LY Sn} = P.(f)
and whenever m < n, we have
pm(f)—sup{|f(t)| Loy Sm}<SUP{|f(t)| 1o, Sn}ZPn(f),

it follows that {p, },cy is an upward filtered family of C*-seminorms on .&/. Firstly, note that for
m < n,themap ¢, ,: ([2, n]) - C ([2, m]) givenby f — f| is a surjective x- -homomorphism

[\Jl'—‘

of C*-algebras. It is easy to see that ({C([z, ]) }neN’{‘bm,n}mSn) forms a projective system of
commutative unital C*-algebras. Similarly, for each n € N we define ¢,,: .o/ — C ([%, n]) by

¢n(f) =f|[%’n], forall f € .o/

is a continuous *-homomorphism satisfying, ¢, , © ¢,, = ¢,, for m < n. That is, (., {¢}en) is
compatible with the projective system ({C[%, n]}n o {qu,n}mgn) . Therefore, .«/ is a commutative
unital locally C*-algebra.

Now consider the map ®: ./ — C given by ®(f) = f(0), for all f € .&/. Clearly, ® is a multi-
plicative linear functional. We claim that & is not continuous. For this, let us consider the open
ball B (0, %) of radius % around 0 in C and see that

o (5(02))= {x s tmn <1},

Now we show that ! (B (O, %)) is not open in Projective limit topology. For every £ € N, define
8¢:[0,00) > C by

1
t)=——-+, for0<t < o0.
&=

Note that each g, is a continuous decreasing function. For every n € N, we have
1 2 1
=su t StSn = —|l=—<-.
Pa(&e) p{lge( )l } ge(z) 21027
Further, g,(0) = 5 L and so, g, ¢ 7! ( ( )) In summary, we have shown that for every {,n € N
thereisa g, € pn —1 (B(O, Z)) such that g, ¢ &~ (B ( , 2)) Equivalently, p, —1 (B(O, 6)) is not entirely
contained in &~ (B (0, 2)) for every £,n € N. Hence @ is not continuous.
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In the following graph, we draw the functions g;, g7, g5 that are defined in Example 2.1 to
display their nature.

05,
0.4 |
03]

>

02| |

0.1

Now we show that certain continuous multiplicative linear functional on a commutative unital
locally C*-algebra must be induced from multiplicative linear functional on some quotient C*-
algebra.

Theorem 2.2. Let ./ be a commutative unital locally C*-algebra and ®: .of — C be a multiplicative
linear functional. If ® is continuous and for some ag € A,

sup{|<I>(x)| DX €., Po,(x) < 1} =1. 2.1
then the map given by ¢, (n:ao(x)) = &(x), x € .4, is a well-defined multiplicative linear functional

on ., . In other words, ® = ¢, o, .

Proof. From the hypothesis, it is clear that |®(x)| < 1 whenever p, (x) < 1. Assume that p, (x) =
0, then for any n € N we have p, (nx) =0 < 1. It follows that

1 1
|®(x)| = =|®(nx)| < =, for every n € N.
n n
So, ®(x) = 0. The map ¢, : .o/, — C given by
Pay (g, (X)) = @(x), for all x € .o/
is well-defined linear map. Further,
Pa (e () Tay (1)) = Py (Tay(x3)) = B(xy) = (X)IB(Y) = P (T4(x)) Pa, (Ta(¥)),
for any x,y € .« and
sup{ |cpa0 (n:ao(x))| P x €., [, (X)) < 1} = sup{|<I>(x)| DX €., pg,(x) < 1} =1.
Therefore, ¢, € A Ay O
Remark 2.3. If (A, <) is a totally ordered set, the the condition given in Equation 2.1 of Theorem
2.2 is redundant. That is, for a continuous multiplicative linear functional ¢ defined on a com-
mutative unital locally C*-algebra ./, there exists an a, € A such that Equation 2.1 superfluous.

This can be seen as follows: since @ is continuous, there exists an € > 0 and {a1,a5, -+, ay} C A
satisfying

N
p,' (B(0,€)) €&~ (B(0,1)).
i=1

1



CHARACTER SPACE AND GELFAND TYPE REPRESENTATION OF LOCALLY C*-ALGEBRA 13

Since A is a totally ordered set, by choosing ay = min{a;, a,,- - ,ay} we have

|®(x)| <1 whenever p, (x) <e. (2.2)

Equivalently, (pgo1 (B(0, e))) is bounded in C. Now we claim that Equation 2.1 holds true. If

€ > 1 then the result follows from Equation (2.2). Suppose that € < 1 and there exists an x € .&/
such that p, (x) <1 but [®(x)| > 1 then

Da, (ex™) = €Da, (x") < epao(x)n <§¢,
but the sequence {®(ex™)}, ey is not bounded since |®(ex™)| = €|®(x)|". Therefore, Equation
(2.2) holds true for € > 0. Hence ¢, defined as in Theorem 2.2 is in ./ e and ® = ¢, 0y, .

It is worth to point out that even when a multiplicative linear functional ¢: .o — C is continu-
ous, the map ¢, given in Theorem 2.2 may not be well defined for every a € A. We illustrate this
situation with the an example below.

Example 2.4. Let us consider the commutative unital locally C*- algebra C(R). As described in
Example 1.6, we see that
C(R) = lim € ([—n,n])
neN
In fact, .«¢ is equipped with the locally convex topology induced by the upward filtered family
{Pn}nen of C*-seminorms, where

pa(f)=sup{lf(t)]: —n<t<n}.
Following Remark 1.4, there is a canonical quotient map 7, : C(R) — C(R)/.#, is continuous for
each n € N. Here ¢, = {f e C(R): p,(f) = O} is a closed two sided *-ideal of .¢/ for all n € N.
Now define : C(R) — C by

®(f)=f(2), for all f € C(R).

Then & is clearly a multiplicative linear functional on C(R). Further, if we define ¢, : C(R)/.%, —» C
by

@2 (m2(f)) = f(2), for all f € C(R)
then ¢, a multiplicative linear functional on the commutative unital C*-algebra C(R)/.#, and so,
& = p, 0 7,y is continuous. Indeed, the map ¢, : C(R)/.#, — C given by cpn(nn(f)) = ®(f) is
well-defined and ® = ¢, o m, for n > 2. However, we show that ¢;: C(R)/.#; — C given by
w1 (m1(f)) = f(2) is not well defined. For if consider the following two continuous functions,

f(t)=t, forallteR

and
-1, ift<-1.
g(t)=11t, if—1<t<1
1 ift >1.

3

It is clear that p,(f — g) = sup{l(f —g)(t)]: 1<t < 1} = 0, that is, 7;(f) = m,(g) but
®(f)=2#1=2®(g). Hence ¢, (m1(f)) = ®(f) is not well-defined. Equvalently, ® # ¢, o 7.

We draw the functions f and g defined in the Example 2.4 here. We point out that any two
continuous functions coincide on the interval [—1,1] and differ at the point 2 will serve as an
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example.
Y
f(t)

1! g(t)

Now we are in a situation to define the character space of a commutative unital locally C*-
algebra. In view of Theorem 2.2 we consider the multiplicative linear functional that are induced
from the multiplicative linear functional on the quotient C*-algebra. We give the formal definition
below.

Definition 2.5. Let .o be a commutative unital locally C*-algebra and let (A, <) be a directed
POSET. For each a € A, the quotient algebra ./, is a commutative unital C*-algebra and 7, : .o —
., is a continuous cononical quotient map. We denote the character space of .« by .# , and
define as,

My = {<1>: -/ — C is multiplicative linear map : & = @, o 74, for some ¢, € M , @ € A}.

It is evident from Definition 2.5 that ./, is non-empty set since each ./, is non-empty, for
a € A. Moreover, if ® € 4 , then ® is a unital map. Since # , C .&/*, the class of all continuous
linear functionals on ./, one can consider . , is equipped with weak*-topology. However, unlike
the case of C*-algebras, .# , may not be weak*-compact (see Example 2.6).

Example 2.6. Consider the commutative unital locally C*-algebra . = C(R). It is shown in
Example 1.6 that
C(R) = h(Ln C([—n,n]).
neN
By Eberlein-Smulian theorem, .# (g, is weak*-compact if and only if every sequence in .#(g) has
a convergent subsequence. Let v, denotes the evaluation functional at x € R given by

v.(f) = f(x), forall f € C(R).
Now consider the sequence {n},cy and a continuous function g: R — R given by g(x) = x, for all
x € R. Since the sequence {v,(g) = n},ey is not cauchy in R, it follows that the sequence {v, },en
of evaluation functionals does not have a weak*-convergent subsequence and consequently ./# )
is not weak*-compact.

2.1. M is the inductive limit of {.# },cA. Next, we explore the connection between our
notion of character space .# , (see Definition 2.5) and the well known maximal ideal space of
a commutative C*-algebra .«/,, where ./, = ./ /.#,, for a € A (see Remark 1.4). Let us recall
that the map 7, g: .9/g — .o/, defined by 7, g(a + Fg) = a + .4, is surjective C*-homomorphism
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(whenever a < 3) and ({sza} {mapta< /3) is projective system such that

o/ =lim .¢/,.
(—

aEA

aceN’

Firstly, assume that a < . If p, € ./  , then for a, b € .o/ we see that
Va0 Tgp ((a + ) (b +ﬂﬁ)) =@, 0 na,ﬁ(a b +ﬂﬁ)
=¢q(a-b+.2)
= gq((a+2) (b +.4))
= pala+9,) po(b+2,)

=40 na,ﬁ(a + ﬂﬁ) “Pg O na,ﬁ(b + ,ﬂﬂ).
Thatis, p,om, 5 € M - InView of this, whenever a < f3, there exists anaturalmap ¥g o: M o —
M o, defined by

Yﬁ,a(wa) =Pa°Typ, for all ¢, € /ﬂﬂa'
N
To show that ¥ , is continuous, let us consider an open set V = ﬂ vnl( )(U ) in ./ for some

open U in C, where Vi (x;) is evaluation map and xq, X5, , Xy € JZf then

Yﬂa(v)_{wae/ﬂd Pa© Ty ﬁeﬂvn;(x)( )}

Il
=

{(pa € '/ﬂd Pa®Tap € v;;(xi)(U)}

...
I
—

Il
IDE

(W $u€ Ma,: 00 map(npx)) €U}

...
I
—

Il
IDE

{(,an-/ﬂﬂ : LpaOTEa(Xi)EU}

—~.
—_

=z

- ﬂ v;a(xi)(U),
i=1

which is open in .#, . This implies that Y , is continuous whenever a < . Also 1, , is the
identity map on ./, . Moreover, if a < # < 6 then

Yé,ﬂ o Y/S,a(tpa) = YE,/S(LPOL o 7Tot,ﬂ) =PaCTgpOTps = Pa®Tas = YE,a((pa); (2.3)

forall p, € # , . By adopting the notion given in Definition 1.8, we say that ({ o taens 1Y [j’a}agfj)
is an inductive system of topological spaces (more precisely, weakly compact spaces).

In order to compute the inductive limit of inductive system ({//l o Yaer> 1V ﬂ,a}agﬂ), we con-
struct a corresponding strict inductive system. For each a € A, define

Zy = {(pa 0Ty Pa € '/ﬂda}
It is the collection of all those multiplicative linear functionals .¢/ induced from .#, . We shall

show that {fZ’a}ae , is astrict inductive system. To see this, let us assume thata < f and ¢, € 4 4,
then from previous observation, we know that ¢ g := p 07,5 € M oy BY using the fact that
Tqp O T = My, We get

(Paona:‘Pao(“a,/So“/&):wﬂonﬂGgﬁ'
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It follows that &, € Z5 whenever a < 5. Now we define a topology on Z,. For a € A, let Q, be

the collection of all subsets S € %, of the form S = {(pa O, Pq € 0’a} for some open set 0, in
M o . Then we see that

(1) both @, &, € Qg;
(2) if §; = {Lpa OT,: Yq € 0’(1,1} for some 0, ; open in .# , , i €1 (indexing set), then

USi = U{L,OaOTCaZ Pa € 0(1,1'} = {(paOTCa: Pa € Uﬁa,i} €Qy;

iel iel iel

(3) ifs; = {Lpa 0Ty Py € 0(1,1'} for some 0, ; openin A, 1=1,2,---,n, then

n n n
ﬂsi = ﬂ{¢aona: Pa € ﬁa,i} ={pa oMy pg € ﬂ ﬁa,i} € Q.

i=1 i=1 i=1

Therefore, {(2"&, Qa)} is a strict inductive system of topological spaces. Moreover,

aceA

My=|] 2%, (2.4)

aEA
Here ./ ., is equipped with (strict) inductive limit topology, that is the strongest topology on
M ; under which each inclusion map i,: %, — 4, is continuous, for all a € A. Now we give

an explicit description of the inductive limit topology on .4 . Let us define 7 as follows,
T={SC M, :S N %, isopenin Z,, for all a}. (2.5)
Firstly, we show that 7 is a topology on ./ .

(a) Clearly, 0, # , €.
(b) If{V;},c; € 7 for some arbitrary index set I, then V;N%,, is openin &, foralla € A,i 1.

It follows that
(Uw) nZ, = JWin)
i€l i€l
is open in %, for each @ € A. That is, | JV; € 7.
i€l
(@ If {Vi};_; € 7 then V; N %, is open in Z,, foralla € A and k =1,2,---,n. This implies

that
n n
(ﬂ Vk)OQPO,: VN2,

k=1 k=1

n
is open in %, for each a € A. Hence ﬂ Vi eT.
k=1

Therefore, 7 is a topology on .# . Let a € A and for any S € 7, then i;l(S) = SN %, is open
in %,. As a result, every inclusion map i,: %, — .4, is continuous. Further, we show that 7 is
the strongest topology under which each inclusion map is continuous. Suppose 7’ is a topology
on .# , under which each i, is continuous. If S € 7’ then for every a € A we have

SN%, = igl(S) is open in Z,.

Equivalently, S € 7. This shows that 7/ C 7.

Now we establish a concrete relation between the character space of commutative unital locally
C*-algebra .« and the inductive system of maximal ideal spaces of corresponding quotient C*-
algebras. In order to show that .#, is an inductive limit of ({-# 4 }yen, {Yp,a}a<p), for each
a € A we define the map v, : A, — M 4 Dy

Ya(‘/’a) = Pa° Ty, for all Pa € /ﬂﬂa'
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We prove that 7, is continuous. Note that .# , is equipped with the weak*-topology. Let a € A
be fixed. If S € 7 then SN %, is open in %,, that is, there is an open set g, in .# , such that

SN%,={Y,0m,: Py € 0,}. It follows that
P € Ygl(S) if and only if p, o T, € SN %, if and only if ¢, € 0,.

This shows that Y;l(S )is openin ./ forany S € 7. Therefore, 7, is continuous for every a € A.
Whenever a < f3, we get

(Y/S o Yﬂ,a) ((pa) = Y/S(Lpa o 7Tot,ﬂ) = (Lpa o 7Tot,ﬂ) o TE/B =PaC Ty = Ya((pa); (2-6)
for every p, € M, . Asaresult, YgoYg , =Y, whenever a < . Since ./, is a topological space

and {Y,}4en is a family of continuous maps satisfying Equation (2.6), we see that (o, {Y 4} acn)
is compatible with the inductive system ({/ﬂ o Yaen> 1V B atas< /5) . Therefore,

a€A
Remark 2.7. There is a comparison between inductive limit topology and weak*-topology on .# .
(1) The inductive limit topology on ., is finer than the weak*-topology on .# . This is
N
because, if ) v;l(U) is open in  ;, for some x1, x5, -+, Xy € ./ and some open set U

i=1
in C, then

N N
()5 ) = {va € M, a0 ma e[ W)
=1 =1

i i

-

{Lpa € '/ﬂda: Pa Ty € v;il(U)}

_.
Il
-

-

{ea€ My, 0q0my(x;) €U}

Il
—_

Il

=

<
Qi
E\H
=
—

c

—

|
—_

which is weak*-open in .# . This is, ¥ is continuous for every a € A.
2) # o, is homeomorphic to %,. Consider the continuous map i;l 0Yy: M o, = Za where
i;l °Yalpy) = pg 0 my, for all , € A, . Note that, i;l oY, is bijective. To see this,
consider @, Y, in A, suchthati;'ov,(¢,) =i;' o7,(3,). Then
PeO Mg =Yya0m, = Y,0n,(a)=1Y,omn,(a), foralla €./
= gy la+F)=Y,(a+4,), forallae o
= Qg =Yg

Therefore i;l oY, is injective. Moreover by the definition of i;l oY, it is surjective, hence
bijective. Further, for any open set S = {¢p, o n,: ¢, € G,} in Z,, where g, is open in
My,

(io_Ll © Ya)_l(s) = Y;l ° ia(s) = Y;l ({(pa 0Tyt Pg € ﬁa}) = O,
which is weak*-open in ., . Therefore, (io_t1 07Y,)"! is continuous and consequently,
i oy, is a homeomorphism.

Proposition 2.8. Let .«/ be a commutative unital locally C*-algebra. Then . . with inductive limit
topology is completely regular. In particular,
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(1) if the underlying directed POSET A =N, then .#  is o-compact.
(2) If o is a locally von-Nuemann algebra, then # , is the inductive limit of extremally discon-
nected spaces.

Proof. We know from (2) of Remark 2.7 that .# , is homeomorphic to Z,, for every a € A. Since
AM o is weak*-compact and Hausdorff, it follows that %, is compact and Hausdorff with respect
to Q. Further, from Equation (2.4), it follows that .# , is locally compact and Hausdorff (being
strict inductive limit of Hausdorff spaces). Therefore .# , possesses a one point compactification,
say M, and 4 ., is compact Hausdorff space, hence normal. This implies that .# ,, is completely
regular and so /4 .

Proof of (1): Suppose A =N, then .#_, = | ] %,, the countable union of compact sets and hence
neN
M . is o-compact.

Proof of (2): In particular if .«# is commutative unital locally von Neumann algebra, then each .«
is commutative unital von Neumann algebra. By Theorem 9.6 of [16], the maximal ideal space
AM o is extremally disconnected space (in fact it is a Stonean space) for each a € A. So %, is
extremally disconnected from (2) of Remark 2.7. It follows that, ./ , is the (strict) inductive limit
of extremally disconnected spaces. O

Note 2.9. Now we point out a few observations in regard to maximal ideals in a commutative
unital locally C*-algebra .« and give a relation between the character space of .& and certain
type of maximal ideals. Firstly note that, if & € #, then & = g o 7g, for some § € A and
Pp € M 4, It follows that

J :=Ker(®) = {x € d(x)= 0}
= {x €d:pg(ng(x))= 0}
= {x €. mg(x) EKer(cpﬁ)}.

It is immediate to see that, ¥ CJ and 7g(J) = Ker(yg) is a maximal ideal in .o/ (follows from
[16, Theorem 4.3]). Consequently, J is a maximal ideal. This can be seen as follows: suppose J
is not a maximal ideal, then there is a proper ideal J’ of ./ such that J C J’ C .. There exists
an x € J' with x ¢ J and so, m,(x) € n,(J')\ 7, (J). Since £, C J, we see that ©,(J') is a
proper ideal in .¢/, such that 7,(J) € 7,(J') S .o/,. This is a contradiction to the fact that 7 ,(J)
is maximal in .¢f,,.

From the above observation, the maximal ideals of ./ containing .#, for some a € A seem to
have a connection with the members of .# ,,. The following result gives one to one correspondence
between them.

Theorem 2.10. If .«/ is a commutative unital locally C*-algebra, then ., is in one to one corre-
spondence with the maximal ideals in .«/ containing .%,, for some a € A.

Proof. Firstly, take ® = pgomg € M, for some 5 € A, then by Note 2.9 ¥ C Ker(®) and Ker(®)
is a maximal ideal. Conversely, if J is a maximal ideal in ./ containing .#,, for some a € A. We
show that 7, (J) is maximal ideal in ./, . If possible assume that 7,(J) is not maximal in .¢/,, then
there is a proper ideal K(®) in .¢7, with 7,(J) € K%' € .o7,. This implies that n;l(K (@) is a proper
ideal in ./ satisfying,
JSn MKW ¢ ..

This is a contradiction to the fact that J is a maximal ideal in .e/. Therefore 7, (J) is maximal in
-/, By Theorem 4.3 of [16], there exists ¢, € # ,_ such that Ker(1,) = 74(J). It follows that
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the map ¥ =1, o, € 4, and since .$, C J, we have
Ker(¥) = {x ed: nyu(x)e Ker(l,ba)} = {x e :x+ 84, € Tfa(J)} =J.

We conclude that the map ¢ — Ker(®) defines one-to-one correspondence between the space
M and the collection of all maximal ideals in ./ containing .¢, for some a € A. O

3. GELFAND TYPE REPRESENTATION OF LOCALLY C* ALGEBRAS

In this section, we establish a Gelfand type representation of commutative unital locally C*-
algebra .. Recall that if (A, <) is the underlying directed POSET, then .« = h(_m -, where .o, :=
aEA
o /%, is a commutative unital C*-algebra and ({ﬂa}aeA, {na’ﬁ}asﬁ) is a projective system (see
Definition 1.1). From the well-known Gelfand representation theorem[16] of commutative unital
C*-algebra, for each a € A, there is an isometric *-isomorphism (C*- representation) T, : ./, —
C(A ) given by
To(x)(pe) = ¢alxy), forall x, € o, ,p, € '/ﬂda' (3.1)
Note that T,,(x,) is a continuous function on .# , for each a € A.

Theorem 3.1. For a commutative unital locally C*-algebra ./, we have
C(AM )= lim C(A ).

aeA

In other words, C(M ) is a commutative unital locally C*-algebra.

Proof. Let us consider the family {C (A )} " of commutative unital C*-algebras and whenever
" Ja

a < fB,define &, 4 C(//tdﬁ) — C(A ) by

Eap(fp) =fpoVpq forall fy € C(A ),
where Y 4(py) = g © T4 p is @ continuous map from ./ to M 4, (see Section 2.1). It is easy
to see that, for a < 3, £, 4 is a C*-homomorphism. The surjectivity of {, g can be seen as follows:
suppose f, € C(# ) then the map g,: %, — C given by

ga(tpa ° na) = fa(‘pa)) for all p, € /ﬂda'

is a well-defined and continuous. Since % is normal (being compact Hausdorff space with respect

to Qa) and %, is compact in %, by Tietze-extension theorem, there is a continuous map gg: Zp —
C such that

gﬁ(tpa ° na) = ga((pa ° na)) for every g, € /ﬂﬂf’a'
Now define the map fp: o, — Cas,
fplep) =gplppomp), forall pg € M 4,
It follows that fg € C(-ﬁﬂﬁ). Moreover, if ¢, € # 4 , then g o7, 5 € /ﬂdﬁ and we get

Eap(f5)(0a) = (f507pa) (@) = f5 (Pa© ap)
=gp ((pqo Tqp)© 7T/3)
=gp(pa074)
= 8a($q 0 Tq)
= fa(@q)-

As ¢, € M, is chosen arbitrarily, we conclude that £, 3(fg) = f,. Thus &, g is a surjective
C*-homomorphism, whenever a < f3. The following diagram gives a clear description about the
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surjectivity of £, g via bridge maps.

Further, whenever a < § < 6 and f5 € C(4 ), by using Equation (2.3) we see that

(Eapotps)(fs)=Eap(fsorsp)=(f50755)0Ypa=Ffs°Y5a=Eas(fs).

This shows that £, g 0 £ 5 = £, 5 whenever a < 8 < 6 and hence ({C(//lﬂa)}a@\, {Ea’ﬁ}agﬁ) is
a projective system of C*-algebras.

On the other hand, for each a € A, we define q,(f) = ||f ©Ylloo, Where vo: M o — M 4 is @
continuous map (see Subsection 2.1) and f € C(# ). Note that f oy, € C(A ) and M, is
compact, so f oy, is bounded. Whenever a < 8 and f € C(.# ), we have

2a(F) =If o Yalloo =sup{If o va(@)l: 0o € My} =sup{If (pu0 M) 00 € My, }

= SUP{ If ((paomap)omp)|: @ue /ﬂ%}-
Since ¢, 0 7T, g € M 4, for every ¢, € M, , it follows that q,(f) < qg(f). Also, we get
a a,p g a oy a B

40 F) = qallF ) = I P 0 Vel o = sup{If (00 0 mP : 9 € Moy, } = qu(F)

Thus {qa}ae » is an upward filtered family of C*-seminorms on C(.# ) . As a result, we consider
the unital *-algebra C(.# ) equipped with the locally convex topology induced by the family
{qa}aeA. Finally, for each a € A, let &, : C(A ) — C(M ;) be defined by

Ef)=for,, forall f € C(A ).

To show that £, is continuous, let U be open in C(# , ) given by U = {g €EC(AMy): |Iglleo < r} ,
for some r > 0. Then,

EMU) ={f €C(M): If oValloo <7}
={f €C(My): qu(f) <1}
=q.'(B(0,1)),

where B(0,r) is an open ball in C of radius r centered at 0, is open in locally convex topology in
C(A ). Thus, &, is continuous. Further, we have

ga,[jOgﬁ(f)zga,[}(fOyﬂ):fo}//}OYﬁ,a:fOYazga(fL
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for all f € C(# ) whenever a < 3. This shows that (C(//t ) 1€a}ac A) is compatible with the
projective system ({C(//{%)}aej\, {€ap }agﬁ) and hence

C(AM )= lim C(A ).
aeA

O
Remark 3.2. Every f € C( ) can be identified with the net {f oya}aeA e[] C(A ). Indeed
aeA

the net {f OYa}aeA issuch that £, g(f oyg) =forgorp,e=f ©7q whenever a < f5.

3.1. Gelfand type representation. Recall that .« is a commutative unital locally C*-algebra and
for each a € A, the Gelfand representation of C*- algebra .«/,, denoted by T, (see Equation (3.1)).
We give a Gelfand type representation for .« and establish a connection with the family {T,;},ex.
Since the character space .# , consists of all those multiplicative linear functional of the form
¢q 0 Ty for some a € A and ¢, € M , we define I': .o/ — C(A ;) by

T(a)(pyomy) =g 0 my(a) =p,la+.2,), foralla € «. (3.2)
In the following theorem we show that I' is a coherent representation of locally C*-algebras.

Theorem 3.3. The map T defined in Equation (3.2) is a coherent representation of locally C*-algebras
o and C(M ). In fact, T is a unital local contractive (isometric) *- homomorphism.

Proof. We know from Section 2 that (ﬂ, {Tfa}ae/\) is a projective limit of ({ﬂfa}ae/\, {maplacp })

and as shown in Theorem 3.1 (C(//{ﬂ), {Ea}ae/\) is a projective limit of({C(//tda)}aeA, {5(1’,3}(15/3).
Firstly note that, for a fixed a € A, a € o, ¢, € M , We see that

£a(T(@)(¢a) = T(@)(va(¥a)) = T(@) (g © o) = (g © T4 )(@)
= pala+.9,)
=Tu(a+9)(¢q)
=T (14(a2)) (9a)
= (Ta 0 o )(@)(0).
Since a € .« and ¢, € M 4 are chosen arbitrarily, we conclude that
Eqol'=T,0m,, forevery a € A.

Here we have shown that, there exists a net {Fa}a <, of C*-representations I, : .o/, —» C(AM ), a €
A such that the following diagram commutes:

o >
| o)
C( M) —— C( M)
Equivalently, whenever a < 8, ¢, € #, and a € .o/, we have
Eap(Tpla+9p))(0u) =Tp(a+Ip) o vp,a(9a)
=Tg(a+ L) Py 0 map)
= pgomyplat+ )

= @a(mqpla+ )
= (Fa o Tca,ﬁ)(a + yﬁ)((pa)
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Since a € ./ and ¢, € 4 are chosen arbitrarily, we get that
Eapolp =T 0m,p, whenever a < f.
Hence T is a coherent representation of locally C*-algebras. Now we show that I is a unital local
contractive (isometric) x-homomorphism. If 1 , € ./ is a unit, then
T(1g)paome) = 9a(ma(ly)) =wa(ly)=1

for every a € ./ and ¢, € M 4, so I is unital. Clearly, I' is a homomorphism. For a € .¢/ and
o € My, @ €N we have

F(a*)((:oa o na) = Soa(a* + ja) = (pa((a + ja)*) = Soa(a + ya)* = F(a)*((Pa o na)-
Thus I'(a*) = I'(a)*. Further, by using the fact that T, is an isometry for each a € A, we get

4(1(@) = [IT(@) © Yalloo = sup {| (M(@) 0 Y) (wa)l : 0 € Mo, )
= sup{IN@) (9 o) 9 € Ay, )
= sup {|pu(ma(@)] : gu € M}

= sup{|L, (ma(@) (9| : 0o € Mo, }
= |ITy (mg(a)lloo
= |lmq(a)ll
= pa(a),
for every a € A. Hence T is a local contractive (isometric) *-homomorphism. Ol

Note 3.4. An appeal to Remark 3.2, we see that for every a € ./, the continuous function I'(a)
on .4, is identified with the net {F(a) o Ya}ae - However, it follows from Theorem 3.3 that
I'(a) oy, =T, omy(a), for each a € A. As a result, I' can be identified with {T,},c in the sense
that

£4(I(a)) =Ty(m,(a)), foralla € .o.

3.2. The Continuous Functional Calculus. In this subsection, we define the functional calculus

of locally bounded normal operator on a locally Hilbert space. Recall that if & := {5, },¢cx is an

upward filtered family of Hilbert spaces and 2 := h_r)n #, = | #, is alocally Hilbert space, then
a€A a€A

C4(2) is a unital locally C*-algebra (see (1) of Definition 1 .14). Firstly, we discuss the spectrum of

locally bounded operators. Let T € Cz(2). Then T is locally bounded, that is, each %, is reducing

under T and T, := T| s € B(H,) for every a € A. The local resolvent of T is defined as,

Pioc(T) :== {A €C: (A-I45—T) is invertible in C;(@)},

where I,, is the identity operator on 2. In other words, A € p;,.(T) if and only if there is a unique
(locally bounded operator) S € C;(2) such that

The local spectrum of T is denoted by 0;,.(T) and we define this as,
O'loc(T) :(C\ploc(T)- (3.4)

Theorem 3.5. Let T € CZ(2). Then 0,,.(T) is a non-empty subset of C. Moreover,
O-loc(T) = U G(Ta))

aceA
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where T, := T| 4 and o(T,) is the spectrum of the bounded operator T,.

Proof. Let A € C. Then A € p;,(T) if and only if there is a unique S € C;z(2) satisfying Equation
(3.3). Since S is locally bounded, we know that S, := S| . € B(H,) and

SaMye, — Ty) = (A yp, — Ty )So = L, for every a € A.
That is, A € p(T,) for every a € A. We have shown that p;,(T) = () p(T,). Equivalently,

aEA
O-loc(T) = U G(Ta)-
aEA
Since 0(T,) is a non-empty compact subset of C, it follows that 0;,.(T) is non-emtpy. O

Remark 3.6. Alocally bounded operator T : 2 — 2 can be seen as a densely defined (unbounded)
operator, not necessarily closed. Suppose . is the completion of 2. The (unbounded) spectrum
of T € C4(2) is given by

o(T) = {A € C: (Al — T) does not have a bounded inverse}.

The reason we call the notion of spectrum of locally bounded operator T as “local spectrum” and
denoted by 0,,.(T) in order to point out that it is different from o (T). The same is described in
the following example.

Example 3.7. Let us consider the locally Hilbert space 2 = | | #,, where #, :=span{e;, ey, - ,e,}

neN
subspace of £?(N) (as in Example 1.13)for each n € N. Now define T : 2 — 92 by
1 00 0O
03000
0 0 3 0O
T'=loooio
0 0 0O 0 5

That is, T(x1,Xq,X3,X4,"") = (xl, %,ng, %,---) for every {x,},eny € 2. It follows that each

€, is reducing under T and T,, = T| » € B(5,) and so, T € Cz(2). Also, T is an unbounded

operator. Now we show that T is not closed. Let us consider the sequence {X,},cy in 2, where
n—1

X{=e and X,,=e;+ > —ey, forn>1.
1 1 n 1 ;2]( 2k

oo o0
X :i=e + Y oeq Yi=e + D, ﬁezk, then X,Y € ¢%(N) such that
k=1 k=1

n—1
X2} oy — X and {T(X)}, = {el + Z #ez,(} —Y,
k=1 neN
as n — 0o, but X ¢ 2. This shows that T is not a closed operator.
Firstly, note that each T, is a finite rank operator. So, the spectrum of T,, is computed as,

{1,3,3---2m—1},  ifn=2m—11is odd;
o(T,) =

{1,5,3---2m—1,5=},  if n=2m is even.
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Therefore, the local spectrum of T is,
1 1
OlOC(T) = {1, 553, Z, 55 o }'

On the other hand, the (unbounded) spectrum of T, is given by o(T) = {2k— 1, ﬁ 1k e N} u{o}.
Indeed, 0 is in approximate point spectrum of T. Since 0 ¢ 0;,.(T), we conclude that 0,.(T)
o(T).

Note 3.8. Suppose that T € Cz(2) is a normal operator, then it follows that T, = T| , is a

bounded normal operator on ¢, for every a € A. Now, for each a € A, consider C*{I, , Ty, T},
the C*-algebra generated by T,. Since T, is normal, C*{I, T,, T*} is a commutative unital
C*-algebra and the class of polynomials p(T,, T;;) is dense in C*{I , T4, T;} by [16, Proposition

10.1] . Whenever a < 3, define qﬁaﬁ(p(Tﬁ,T*)) = p(T,, T};) for every polynomial p(Tﬁ,T*) €
c*{1 s Tps T*}. By using the fact that T | s = Tq, we see that ¢, g is surjective and

e p(P(Tp, Tg))”% = Ip(To, Tl s, = sup {11p(Te, T()se 2 lIx]l = 1, x € 7, }
< sup {Ip(Tp, T®lle, ¢ llxll = 1, x € A5}
=11p(Tp, Tg)ll s -

In particular, a < 3 <y, we have

¢aﬁo¢ﬂy(p( s Y)) Qba,ﬂ(p(TﬂsTE)):p(Ta’ a) ¢ay(p( v Y))

for all p(T,,T. ;‘) e C*{I s, T T }. As a consequence, ¢, g has a unique continuous extension,
again we denoted it by d)a B from c* {I%ﬁ, Tg, T*} onto C*{I, , T4, T, } such that
GapoPpy = Pqy whenevera < ff <v.

This follows that ({C*{I s, Tas a}}a cr {d)a B }a < /3) is a projective system of commutative unital
C*-algebras. By the construction of projective limit given in Equation (1.1),

lim C*{L,, T, a}—{{R }aeAel_[c {Ie,, Ty Ti}: bap(Rg) =Ry whenevera</5}

aceA aceA

is a commutative unital locally C*-algebra.
Now we define the locally C*-algebra generated by given locally bounded operator.

Definition 3.9. Let T € C;(2) be normal. The unital locally C*-algebra generated by T is denoted
by .[T ] and we define this as,

A[T]:= {R =limR,: {RY}YeA € lim C*{Ig,, Ty, a}} (3.5)
acA aceA

Here the symbol li(LnRa denotes a locally bounded normal operator on 2 whose restriction to ¢,
a€A

is R, for every a € A (see Remark 1.15).

Itis clear that ./[ T ] is a subalgebra of C;(2). Now we show that .¢/[ T ] is a commutative unital
locally C*-algebra. Firstly note that, the map ¢, : ./[T] — C*{l, ,T,, T;} defined by

$,R) =R|%,a, for all R=limR, € .«/[T]

aceN

> a
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is a x-homomorphism. Further, .o/[T ] together with the family {¢,},cp Of *-homomorphisms is
compatible with the projective system ({C*{I s, Tas T;}}ae A {¢a’/5 }a < /5) of C*-algebras since

Pap o Dp(R) = Pap(R|,, ) =R| ., = u(R),
forallR € ./[T], whenever a < f3. It follows that .&/[ T ] is also the projective limit of the projective
system ({C*{I%, To T;}}aeA, {¢a,/5}ag/5)' Thus by Remark 1.4, .&/[T] is a commutative unital
locally C*-algebra. In order to develop functional calculus for a locally bounded normal operator,

we shall understand the relation between the character space .# 1] and the local spectrum
O10c(T). We give the result below.

Theorem 3.10. Let T € C3(2) be normal. Then the character space M 1] is homeomorphic to
Gloc(T)~

Proof. Since ./ [T ] is the projective limit of the projective system ({C*{I%,a, Ty T;}}aeA, {¢a,ﬁ }a<ﬁ) ,
consisting of locally bounded operators R = h(_mRa € Cz(9) satisfying ¢, g(Rg) = R, whenever

aEA
a < f3, there is a natural way of defining seminorm s,(R) = |[R,|| , , for every a € A. This gives an
upward filtered family {s,},c, of C*-seminorms that generate complete Hausdorff locally convex
topology on ./[T]. If we define ., = sgl(O), then .#, is a closed two sided *-ideal in .&/[ T ] and
A[T]/#, is a C*-algebra with the norm induced by s,, for every a € A. Now for a fixed a € A,
we define 6,: F[T]/F, — C{Iy , Ty, T;} by

0,(R+.9,)=R,, forallR+.%, € A[T]/59,. (3.6)

IfR+ ., =R + 4, then R—R’ € .4, and so R, = R,. This shows that 6, is a well-defined linear
map. Now we show that 6, is C*-isomorphism. Let R + .#,, R’ + ¢, € ./[T]/.#,. Then

0, (RR' + #,) =R,R, and 0, (R* + ) =0, (R+ .%,)".
Moreover,
”9(1 (R + ya)”jfa = ”Ra”}fa =3Sa (R) .
It follows that 6, is injective. Also 6, is surjective because given any R, € C*{l , Ty, T;}, there

as
exists an Rg € C*{I%ﬁ, Tg, T;‘;} such that ¢, g(Rg) = R,, whenever a < 5 and li(LnRﬁ + S¢a is the
BeA

desired pre-image of R, under the map 6,. Therefore, 6, is an isometric *-isomorphism of C*-
algebras. As a consequence, we have that maximal ideal spaces ./ (114, and ¢+ L, Ta T2} @T€
homeomorphic. Since T, € B(,) is normal, it follows from the spectral theorem [ 16, Theorem
10.2] that ¢y oo T T2} equipped with the weak*-topology is homeomorphic to the spectrum
o(T,) for each a € A. Finally, 4 11/, is homeomorphic to o(T,) for each a € A.

On the other hand, from Definition 2.5, the character space of the commutative unital locally
C*-algebra generated by the locally bounded normal operator T is given by

%ﬂ[’[‘] = U {(Paona: Pa E/ﬂﬂf[T]/J"a}'

aEA
It is equipped with the inductive limit topology as described in Section 2. Note that, whenever
a < f3 we see that 0(T,) € 0(Tp) and the family {0(T,)}qen forms a strictly inductive system of
compact topological spaces in C. Hence the inductive limit given by

O-loc(T) = U G(Ta))
aEA

is equipped with the inductive limit topology. By using (2) of Remark 2.7 and the above various
homeomorphism relations, we conclude that there is a homeomorphism between . 1) and
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O1oc(T). In fact, the map A: A 471 — 01,.(T) defined by

A(pqoma)=(9ao0;") (o),
for any ¢, € M 4171/9,, @ € A is a homeomorphism. O

Next we turn our discussion towards the functional calculus of locally bounded normal operator
T. Let us recall the Gelfand representation in this context. It follows from [16, Theorem 10.2]
that, for each a € A, the Gelfand representation T,,: C*{I , Ty, T;} — C(O‘(Ta)) is defined such
that

T(P (T, TD)A) = (A, A), for every P (Ty, TX) € C*{lLye, To, Ti}, A € 0(Ty).

Since the class of polynomials p(T,, T;) is dense in C*{I , T, T}, then I, has a unique contin-
uous extension and it is again denoted by T,,. Note that each o(T,) is a compact Hausdorff space
and o(T,) € o(Tp) since Tﬁ|% = T, whenever a < f8. As a result, 0;,.(T) = | Jo(T,) can be

a
seen as an (strictly) inductive limit of the strictly inductive family {o(T,)},en of toplogical space.
In fact, by Proposition 2.8 we see that 0,,.(T) is completely regular. Similar to the result proved
in Theorem 3.1, C(O'ZOC(T)) is a commutative unital locally C*-algebra. A continuous function

fec (O'ZOC(T)) is uniquely represented by its restrictions f |O(T Y for a € A.

Theorem 3.11. Let T € Cx(2) is normal and f € C(O'IOC(T)). For every a € A, define f,, :=f|a(T )

then the family {F{;l( fa)} A of bounded operators satisfy that 7, is a reducing subspace of F/g_ I fp)
a
and

F,g_l(f/s)|%a =T_'(f,), whenever a < 3.

Proof. Since T € Cgz(2) is normal, for each a € A, the operator T, = T| . € B(H,) is normal.

Therefore, for every f € C(0,.(T)), the mapping f, — F;l(fa) = fo(T,) from C(O'(Ta)) onto
C*{L,, Ty, T;} is the continuous functional calculus for the normal operator T, .

Suppose a < 3 and Since o(T) is compact, for fg € C (O‘(Tﬁ )) there is a sequence {2, },en
of polynomials converges uniformly to fg on o(Tpg). Moreover, {#,},cy converges uniformly to
faon o(Ty). If Q, p: #5 — 3 is an orthogonal projection onto %, then by using the fact that
QapTp =TpQqp, for any x € 5, we have

Quply " (fp)x = Qupl( lim T () J = Qg fim, 24 (5. 77) )
= lim (Qup#: (5. 75) )x
= lim @, (Tp, T;) Qupx
=T, (fp)Qupx-
This shows that 5%, is a reducing subspace of F/s_ ! ( fﬁ). Since Tp | s = Ty, for every x € 7€, we get
Ip ' (fp)x = lim T (#,)x = lim 2, (1p.75)x = lim 2, (T,, T;)x

= Jim 17 (@)

=T '(f,)x.
Therefore, T Y(fp) o= T, *(f.), whenever a < . Consequently, we see that the family {I";*(f,)} _,
is in li(LnC*{I%a,Ta,T;}. O

aceA
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Remark 3.12. In view of Theorem 3.11 and Equation (3.2), for a locally bounded normal operator
T € C4(9), the Gelfand type representation I': .o/ [T ] — C(alOC(T)) is given by

F(R)|0(Ta) =T,(R,), forallR= limRg € A[T].
peA

Clearly, the map I' is well-defined since if R = R’, then I,,(R,) = I,(R), for all a € A.

Definition 3.13. For a given f € C(0,.(T)), by using Theorem 3.11 we define the continuous
functional calculus of f at T as the locally bounded operator f(T) given by is the projective limit
of the family {T*(f,)} .. Thatis,

F(T):=1m T (f,). 3.7

aceA

Theorem 3.14. Let T € C;4(2) be a normal operator. Then the map ®: C(alOC(T)) — .o/ [ T] defined
by
_ —1; —1
3(f)=£(T) = IimT;(£,),
acA
is a coherent local contractive (isometric) x-homomorphism. Moreover,

(1) If #(z,%) is a polynomial of two variables, then 2 (T) = liLn@(T T*). In particular, if

a t g
aEA
f(2) = g is the identity function on C(O'ZOC(T))), then f(T)=T.
(2) T is self adjoint if and only if 0;,.(T) € R.
(3) T is unitary if and only if 0;,.(T) € D, where D ={z € C: |z| < 1}.

Proof. Since 0;,.(T) is a (strict) inductive limit of strictly inductive system {o(T,)},ep of com-

pact sets, one can see that C (0;,.(T)) is the projective limit of projective system {C (G(Ta))}ae A

of commutative unital C*-algebras. In fact, f — [[fyllco = sup{lfa(t)| ot € O'(Ta)} de-
fines an upward filtered family of C*- semi-norm on C (0,.(T)). For each a € A, the map
{at C(01(T)) = C(0(T,) defined by (o(f) = fo = f|yp,, for all f € C01e(T)) is a -
homomorphism.

Let f,g € C(0¢,.(T)) and A € C. Then

®((f +28)) = (f +Ag)(T) = Lim T (f; +2g};)

a€A
=Um I (f,)* + AUmT; " (g,)*
a€A a€A
= ®(f)" + Ad(g)"*
Therefore ¢ is a x-homomorphism. As shown in Theorem 3.11, there is a family {F;l : C(O‘(Ta)) —

C{Ly,, Ta, Ta}}ae/\ of C*-representations satisfying,

($q 0 @) (f) = da(f(T)) = b4 (lg_m F,Ql(fﬁ)) =T, () =T, (f|oer,) = (T 0 L) (N,

BeA
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forevery f € C (al OC(T)). Equivalently, we have the following commuting diagram:

C(GZOC(T)) 2

"1

C(o(Ty)) % C*{l, Ty T2}

This shows that @ is a coherent representation of locally C*-algebras. Further, we see that the
map & is a local isometric representation in the sense that for each a, we have

sa(@(f)) = s,(F(T)) = IT, ' Fllse, = I fulloo, for all f € C(o70(T)).
Hence ® is a coherent local contractive (isometric) *-homomorphism.
Proof of (1) : If f(z) = p(z,%), then F{;l(Ta) = fo(T,) = p(T,,T}). Consequently, f(T) =
li(an(Ta, T}). In particular, if f (z) = z, then f(T) = h(Ln T,=T.

a€A a€A
Proof of (2): Since T = T*, for each a, T, is a bounded self adjoint operator. So by [ 16, Theorem

10.4(a)] o(T,) SR, for all a € A. Therefore by Theorem 3.5, we have 0;,.(T) = | J o(T,) S R.
aceA

On the other hand, if 0},.(T) C R, then T = T,, for every a € A and hence T = T*.
Proof of (3) : For every a € A, T, is unitary if and only if o(T,) € dD. Finally the result follows
from Theorem 3.5. U

The following example, motivated from [4, Example 3.1], gives a description of the notion of
continuous functional calculus and illustrates a particular example of Spectral mapping theorem
in this set up, which will be proved in Theorem 3.16.

Example 3.15. Let us consider the directed POSET (N, <) and the Hilbert space 5 = L2(R). For
each n € N, define

S, = {h € L*(R) : supp(h) C [—n, n]},
which is a closed subspace of 5 and hence a Hilbert space. Further, if m < n then 5%, C 5¢,. This
implies that & := {% } is an upward filtered family of Hilbert spaces. Therefore, 2 = U I,

neN

is a locally Hilbert space and 2 = #. Now define T: 9 — @ by

T(h)(x) = xh(x), for all h € 9, x € supp(h).
In particular, for each n € N, it follows that T, = T| e € B(#,) is normal with o(T,)) = [—n,n].
As aresult, T € C;(2) is normal. The local spectrum of T (see Equation 3.4) is given by

o10(T) = | o(T,) = | J[—n,n] =

neN neN
Let f € C(R). For each n € N, f, € C([—n,n]) and the bounded operator f,(T,) is given by the
functional calculus of T,,. Following Theorem 3.11 Equation (3.7) we have f(T) = lln fa(T,). For

neN
instance, consider f(x) =e*, x € R. If h € 9 then supp(h) C [—n,n] for some n € N and

f(T)(h)(x) = e*h(x) for all x € [—n, n].

Further, the local spectrum of f(T) is computed as,

o0c(f(T)) = U o(fu(Ty)) = U {eX: xe[-n,n]} ={e* : x eR}.
neN

neN

It follows that o,.(f(T)) = f(07,.(T)).
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In the following theorem, our aim is to generalize the last observation we made in Example
3.15 to a locally bounded normal operator T. We call this result as the local spectral mapping
theorem in this context as it gives the relation between the local spectrum of f(T) and the range
of f on the local spectrum of T, for any f € C (aloc(T )). For the spectral mapping theorem for
unbounded normal operator, we refer the reader [12, Theorem 6.3]. However, our result can be
seen as a refiend one to the result given in [ 12, Theorem 6.3] in the special case of locally bounded
operators (not necessarily a closed operator).

Theorem 3.16. (The local spectral mapping theorem) Let T € CZ(2) and f € C(0,.(T)). Then
T10c(f (T)) = f(016e(T)) = {f(A): X € 0(T)}.

Proof. If we denote T, = T| L, then T, € B(,) is normal and o (T,) is compact for each a € A.

Since f, € C(0(T,)), by the sf;ectral mapping theorem [ 16, Theorem 10.3(c) ] of bounded normal
operators, we have

o (fa(Ta)) = fa (U(Ta)) 5

for every a € A. Following Equation (3.7) and Theorem 3.5, we get

Troc(F(T) = | o(fu(T) = | fu (0 (T)) = | ] f (0(TL))

a€A a€A a€A
=f({Jo(12)
a€A
:f (UZOC(T))
={f): 201D}
Therefore, f(alOC(T)) = aloc(f(T)). O
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