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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 A . Firstly, we show that a multiplicative linear functional
onA 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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2 PAMULA AND SIDDIQUE

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 A .

In the last section, we define Gelfand type representation from A 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
�

{Vα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

is said to be a projective (or inverse) system of
locally convex spaces, if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) (Λ,≤) is a directed POSET,
(2) {Vα}α∈Λ is a net of locally convex spaces,
(3) Whenever α ≤ β , the map φα,β : Vβ →Vα is a continuous surjective linear map such that

φα,α is the identity map on Vα for all α ∈ Λ,
(4) The following transitive property holds true:

φα,γ = φα,β ◦φβ ,γ , whenever α≤ β ≤ γ.

Here the condition (4) implies that the following commuting diagram holds true:

Vβ Vα

Vγ

φα,β

φβ ,γ φα,γ

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

�

{Vα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

is a projective system
of locally convex space, then consider the vector space

∏

α∈Λ

Vα =
�

{vα}α∈Λ : vα ∈ Vα,α ∈ Λ
	

,

equipped with the product topology (i.e., the weakest topology on
∏

α∈Λ
Vα such that the projection

from

�

∏

α∈Λ

Vα

�

to Vα is continuous for all α ∈ Λ). The subspace given by

V :=
¦

{vα}α∈Λ ∈
∏

α∈Λ

Vα : φα,β (vβ) = vα whenever α ≤ β
©

⊆
∏

α∈Λ

Vα (1.1)

is equipped with the weak topology induced by the family {φα}α∈Λ of maps from V to Vα defined
by

φα
�

{vβ}β∈Λ
�

= vα, for all α ∈ Λ.

Here the weak topology on V is the smallest topology such that each of these linear maps φα
continuous. Then the pair (V , {φα}α∈Λ) is called a projective limit (or inverse limit) of locally
convex spaces induced by the projective system

�

{Vα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

and it is denoted by

V = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Vα.
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Firstly, note that
�

V , {φα}α∈Λ
�

is compatible with the projective system
�

{Vα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

,
in the sense that

φα = φα,β ◦φβ , whenever α ≤ β .

Suppose W is a locally convex space and there exists a continuous linear map ψα : W → Vα, for
eachα ∈ Λ, such that the pair

�

W , {ψα}α∈Λ
�

is compatible with the projective system
�

{Vα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

.
That is, ψα = φα,β ◦ψβ , whenever α ≤ β . It follows that, for any w ∈ W , the net {ψα(w)}α∈Λ ∈
lim
←−
α∈Λ

Vα. Further,

(1) there is a natural continuous linear map ψ: W → lim
←−
α∈Λ

Vα defined by

ψ(w) =
�

ψα(w)
	

α∈Λ
, for every w ∈W

such that ψα = φα ◦ψ, for each α ∈ Λ. That is, the following diagram commutes:

W Vα

lim
←−
α∈Λ

Vα

ψ

ψα

φα

(2) Such a map ψ is unique: if there is any other continuous linear map ψ′ : W → lim
←−
α∈Λ

Vα

satisfying ψα = φα ◦ψ
′, for each α ∈ Λ, then

φα
�

ψ′(w)
�

=ψα(w), for every α ∈ Λ, w ∈W .

Since each φα is a coordinate projection of lim
←−
α∈Λ

Vα we get ψ=ψ′.

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 (Λ,≤) be a directed POSET. Suppose (V , {φα}α∈Λ) and (W , {ψα}α∈Λ) are
projective limits of projective systems

�

{Vα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

and
�

{Wα}α∈Λ, {ψα,β}α≤β
�

of locally
convex spaces respectively. A linear map f : V → W is said to be coherent if there exists a net
{ fα}α∈Λ of linear maps from Vα to Wα, such that ψα ◦ f = fα ◦φα for all α ∈ Λ. Equivalently,

V W

Vα Wα

φα

f

ψα

fα

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 A be a unital complex ∗-algebra. A seminorm p on A is said to be a C∗-
seminorm, if
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(a) p(1A ) = 1

(b) p(ab) ≤ p(a)p(b)

(c) p(a∗) = p(a)

(d) p(a∗a) = p(a)2,

for all a, b ∈ A . Suppose that (Λ,≤) is a directed POSET, then

(1) a family {pα}α∈Λ of C∗-seminorms is called upward filtered, if for every a ∈ A , we have
pα(a) ≤ pβ (a), whenever α≤ β ;

(2) the unital ∗-algebra A is said to be a locally C∗-algebra if it has a complete Hausdorff
locally convex topology induced by an upward filtered family {pα}α∈Λ of C∗-seminorms
defined onA .

Note that, in the literature, locally C∗-algebras are also known as LMC∗-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 (Λ,≤) be a directed POSET and
�

{Bα}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β

�

be a projective system

of unital C∗-algebras. That is, whenever α ≤ β the map φα,β : Bβ → Bα is a unital surjective
C∗-homomorphism, satisfying the properties listed in Definition 1.1. Following the Equation (1.1)
we consider the projective limit,

lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα =
¦

{xα}α∈Λ ∈
∏

α∈Λ

Bα : φα,β(xβ ) = xα, whenever α≤ β
©

. (1.2)

It is clear from earlier discussion that it is a linear space. Let {xα}α∈Λ, {yα}α∈Λ ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα, we

define
{xα}α∈Λ · {yα}α∈Λ = {xα yα}α∈Λ and {xα}

∗
α∈Λ = {x

∗
α}α∈Λ.

Since φα,β (xβ yβ) = φα,β(xβ )φα,β(yβ ) = xα yα and φα,β (x
∗
β
) = φα,β(xβ)

∗ = x∗α whenever α ≤ β ,
it follows that lim

←−
α∈Λ

Bα is a unital ∗-algebra. Suppose that for each β ∈ Λ, if we define the semi-norm

on lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα as,

qβ
�

{xα}α∈Λ
�

:= ‖xβ‖Bβ
then by using the fact that φα,β is contractive (whenever α≤ β) we see that {qα}α∈Λ is an upward
filtered family of C∗-seminorms. Further, it follows that the locally convex topology induced by this
family {qα}α∈Λ is the weakest topology such that the map φα : lim

←−
α∈Λ

Bα→Bα given by {xα}α∈Λ 7→

xα continuous for every α ∈ Λ. Since eachBα is complete, from [5, Section 1.1]we conclude that
lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα is complete with respect to the locally convex topology generated by an upward filtered

family {qα}α∈Λ of C∗-seminorms. Hence lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα is a locally C∗-algebra.

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 A be a locally C∗-algebra and P (A ) denotes the collection of all continuous
C*-seminorms on A . Here continuity is with respect to the Hausdorff locally convex topology
mentioned in the above Definition 1.3. Then P (A ) is a directed POSET with respect to the
partial order "≤" given by

p ≤ q in P (A ) iff p(a) ≤ q(a), for all a ∈A .
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Without loss of generality, we consider the upward filtered family {pα}α∈Λ of continuous C∗-
seminorms, where (Λ,≤) is a directed POSET. For each α ∈ Λ, define

Iα =
�

a ∈A : pα(a) = 0
	

.

Clearly, Iα is a closed two sided ∗-ideal in A , and Aα : = A /Iα is a quotient C∗-algebra with
respect to the C∗- norm ‖.‖α given by

‖a+Iα‖α = pα(a), for all a ∈A .

So, we get a family {Aα}α∈Λ of C∗-algebras. Whenever α ≤ β , we see that Iβ ⊆ Iα and there is
a natural surjective C∗-homomorphism πα,β :Aβ →Aα defined by

πα,β(a+Iβ ) = a +Iα, for every a ∈A .

Then
�

{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β
�

forms a projective system of C∗-algebras. Now, for each α ∈ Λ, by

considering the canonical quotient map πα :A →Aα we see that the pair
�

A , {πα}α∈Λ
�

is com-

patible with the projective system
�

{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β
�

sinceπα,β◦πβ(a) = πα(a), whenever α ≤
β .

On the other hand, if we define lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα defined as in Equation (1.2), then for each α ∈ Λ the

map ψα : lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα→Aα given by

ψα
�

{xα}α
�

= xα, for every {xα}α∈Λ ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα

is a surjective ∗-homomorphism such that for every {xα}α∈Λ, we have
�

πα,β ◦ψβ
�

({xα}α∈Λ) = πα,β(xβ) = xα =ψα({xα}α∈Λ), whenever α≤ β .

It shows that the pair
�

lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα, {ψα}α∈Λ
�

is compatible with the projective system
�

{Aα}α, {πα,β}α≤β
�

.

Therefore, there exists a unique ∗-homomorphism ψ: A → lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα given by a 7→
�

a + Iα
	

α∈Λ

and satisfying,

(ψα ◦ψ)(a) =ψα({a +Iα}) = a+Iα = πα(a), for every a ∈A , α ∈ Λ.

By the uniqueness (upto compatibility) of projective limit, we conclude that A = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα. Hence

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 ∗-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 Λ = N and let An = 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 φm,n :An→Am by

φm,n( f ) = f
�

�

[−m,m], for all f ∈An

Clearly, φm,n is a surjective C∗-homomorphism of C∗-algebras and so
�

{An}n∈N, {φm,n}m≤n

�

is a
projective system. Now we consider the unital ∗-algebra C(R) of continuous functions on R and
for each n ∈ N, define the seminorm pn on C(R) by

pn( f ) = sup
�

| f (t)| : t ∈ [−n, n]
	

, for all f ∈ C(R).

Here pm( f ) ≤ pn( 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 {pn}n∈N of C∗-seminorms. It follows
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that the map φn : C(R)→ C([−n, n]) defined by

φn( f ) = f
�

�

[−n,n], for all f ∈ C(R),

is continuous for all n ∈ N. For which consider an open set U given by

U =
�

f ∈ C([−n, n]): | f (x)| < r, for all x ∈ [−n, n]
	

in C([−n, n]). Then

φ−1
n
(U) =

�

f ∈ C(R): |φn( f )(t)| < r, for all t ∈ [−n, n]
	

=
�

f ∈ C(R): | f (t)| < r, for all t ∈ [−n, n]
	

= p−1
n

�

B(0, r)
�

,

where B(0, r) is an open ball in C of radius r centered at 0. Thus, φ−1
n (U) is open in the locally

convex topology and consequently φn is continuous for all n ∈ N. Further, whenever m ≤ n, we
have

φm,n ◦φn( f ) = φm,n( f
�

�

[−n,n]) = f
�

�

[−m,m] = φm( f ),

for all f ∈ C(R). So, the pair
�

C(R), {φn}n∈N
�

is compatible with the projective system
�

{An}n∈N, {φm,n}m≤n

�

of C∗-algebras. Hence
C(R) = lim

←−
n∈N

C([−n, n]).

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
�

{Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β
�

is called an inductive system of locally convex spaces
if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) (Λ,≤) is a directed POSET,
(b) {Xα}α∈Λ is a net of locally convex spaces,
(c) Whenever α ≤ β , the map ψβ ,α : Xα →Xβ is a continuous linear map such that ψα,α is

the identity map on Xα for all α ∈ Λ,
(d) The following transitive condition holds true:

ψγ,α =ψγ,β ◦ψβ ,α,whenever α ≤ β ≤ γ.

In other words, the following commuting diagram holds true:

Xα Xβ

Xγ

ψγ,α

ψβ ,α

ψγ,β

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

⊕

α∈Λ

Xα :=
�

{xα}α∈Λ ∈
∏

α∈Λ

Xα : {xα}α∈Λ is of finite support
	

⊆
∏

α∈Λ

Xα

is endowed with the strongest locally convex topology such that the canonical inclusion maps
Xβ ,→

⊕

α∈Λ
Xα continuous, for all β ∈ Λ. For ξ ∈ Xβ , we denote δξ by the vector in

⊕

α∈Λ
Xα that
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has ξ at β and zero elsewhere. It follows that each Xα is canonically identified with a subspace
of
⊕

α∈Λ
Xα through the map Xα ∋ xα 7→ δxα

. Now we consider the linear subspace X0 of
⊕

α∈Λ
Xα

defined by
X0 := span

�

δxα
−δψβ ,α(xα)

: α,β ∈ Λ,α ≤ β , xα ∈ Xα
	

. (1.3)

It is immediate to see that X0 is a closed subspace of
⊕

α∈Λ
Xα. The inductive limit is defined by the

following quotient space,

lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα :=
�⊕

α∈Λ

Xα

��

X0. (1.4)

Typically, vectors in lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα are cosets of the form {xα}α∈Λ +X0, where {xα}α ∈
⊕

α∈Λ
Xα. For each

α ∈ Λ, there is a natural canonical linear map ψα :Xα→ lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα defined by

ψα(xα) = δxα
+X0, for every xα ∈ Xα.

The topology on lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα is the strongest locally convex topology such that the linear maps ψα

continuous, for all α ∈ Λ. It is known as the inductive limit topology. Further, if xα ∈ Xα and
α≤ β then δxα

−δψβ ,α(xα)
∈ X0 and so,

ψα(xα) = δxα
+X0 = δψβ ,α(xα)

+X0 =ψβ
�

ψβ ,α(xα)
�

=
�

ψβ ◦ψβ ,α

�

(xα).

Since xα is arbitrary in Xα, we conclude that

ψα =ψβ ◦ψβ ,α, whenever α≤ β . (1.5)

Therfore, the pair

�

lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα, {ψα}α∈Λ

�

is compatible with the inductive system
�

{Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β
�

in the sense that Equation (1.5) holds true. Equivalently, we have the following commuting dia-
gram:

Xα X

Xβ

ψβ ,α

ψα

ψβ

Let us consider (Y , {κα}α∈Λ), where Y is a locally convex space and κα : Xα → Y is a contin-
uous linear map, for each α ∈ Λ. Suppose that (Y , {κα}α∈Λ) is compatible with the inductive
system

�

{Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β
�

, which means κα = κβ ◦ ψβ ,α, whenever α≤ β , then we have the
following observations.

(1) we can define a continuous linear map κ: lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα→Y by

κ
�

{xα}α +X0

�

=

n
∑

ℓ=1

καℓ(xαℓ),

where {αℓ ∈ Λ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n} is the support of {xα}α∈Λ. Further, for each α ∈ Λ with
xα ∈ Xα the map satisfy that

�

κ ◦ψα
�

(xα) = κ
�

δxα
+X0

�

= κα(xα).
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Equivalently, we have the following commuting diagram.

Y X

Xα

κ

κα ψα

(2) The map κ defined above is unique. Assume that there is another continuous linear map
θ : lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα→Y satisfying,

θ ◦ψα = κα, for all α ∈ Λ. (1.6)

If {αℓ ∈ Λ: 1≤ ℓ≤ n} is the support of the vector {xα}α∈Λ +X0 ∈ lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα, then

θ
�

{xα}α∈Λ +X0

�

= θ

�
n
∑

ℓ=1

δxαℓ
+X0

�

=

n
∑

ℓ=1

θ
�

δxαℓ
+X0

�

=

n
∑

ℓ=1

θ
�

ψαℓ(xαℓ)
�

=

n
∑

ℓ=1

καℓ(xαℓ)

= κ
�

{xα}α∈Λ +X0

�

.

Since {xα}α∈Λ is arbitrary, we get that θ = κ.

Now, we conclude from observations (1), (2) that, the inductive limit

�

lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα, {ψα}α∈Λ

�

is unique

upto compatibility. This means, if there is another pair (Y , {κα}α∈Λ) compatible with the inductive
system

�

{Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β
�

, then by Observation (2), there is a unique continuous linear map
κ: lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα→Y such that κ ◦ψα = κα, for all α ∈ Λ.

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

Definition 1.9. Let (Λ,≤) be a directed POSET. Suppose (X , {ψα}α∈Λ) and (Y , {κα}α∈Λ) are
inductive limits of inductive systems ({Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β) and (Yα, {κβ ,α}α≤β ) of locally convex
spaces respectively. A linear map g : X →Y is said to be coherent if there exists a net {gα}α∈Λ of
linear maps from Xα to Yα, such that g ◦ψα = κα ◦ gα for all α ∈ Λ. Equivalently,

X Y

Xα Yα

g

ψα

gα

κα

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

Example 1.10. LetΛ = N and C
��
−1
n , 1

n

��

denote the class of complex valued continuous functions

on [−1
n , 1

n], for n ∈ N. For each m≤ n the map ψn,m : C
��
−1
m , 1

m

��

→ C
�

[−1
n , 1

n]
�

given by

ψn,m( f ) = f
�

�

[−1
n , 1

n ]
, for all f ∈ C

��−1

m
,

1

m

��
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is a continuous linear map. Clearly,
��

C
��
−1
n , 1

n

��	

n∈N
, {ψn,m}m≤n

�

is an inductive system of

locally convex spaces. Now we compute its inductive limit. If we define ψn : C
�

[−1
n , 1

n]
�

→ C by

ψn( f ) = f (0), for all f ∈ C
��−1

n
,
1

n

��

thenψn is a continuous linear map, for all n ∈ N. Further, for m ≤ n we haveψn◦ψn,m =ψm. This

shows that
�

C, {ψn}n∈N
�

is compatible with the inductive system
��

C
��
−1
n , 1

n

��	

n∈N
, {ψn,m}m≤n

�

and hence
�

C, {ψn}n∈N
�

is the inductive limit of the inductive system
��

C
��
−1
n , 1

n

��	

n∈N
, {ψn,m}m≤n

�

.

Therefore, by the uniqueness of inductive limit (upto compatibility) we have

lim
−→
n∈N

C
��−1

n
,
1

n

��

= C.

Note 1.11. In the Definition 1.8, if we considerXα ⊆Xβ andψβ ,α : Xα→Xβ is an inclusion map

(i.e., ψβ ,α(x) = x for all x ∈ Xα) wheneverα≤ β then the inductive system
�

{Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β
�

is called a strict inductive system. For a strict inductive system
�

{Xα}α∈Λ, {ψβ ,α}α≤β
�

, we see that
X0 = {0} from Equation (1.3) and by following Equation (1.4), we have

lim
−→
α∈Λ

Xα = (
⊕

α∈Λ

Xα)/X0 =
⋃

α∈Λ

Xα.

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

Definition 1.12. A family {Hα}α∈Λ of Hilbert spaces is said to be a strictly inductive system if

(a) (Λ,≤) is a directed POSET,
(b) {Hα}α∈Λ is a net of Hilbert spaces where the inner product on Hα is denoted by 〈·, ·〉

α
,

for α ∈ Λ,
(c) Hα ⊆Hβ , whenever α≤ β ,
(d) Whenever α ≤ β , the inclusion map Iβ ,α :Hα→Hβ is isometric, i.e.

〈x , y〉α = 〈x , y〉β , for all x , y ∈Hα.

For the strict inductive system {Hα}α∈Λ of Hilbert spaces, the inductive limit

D = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα

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 spaceH is represented with a triple
{H ;E ;D}, where E = {Hα}α∈Λ be an upward filtered family (or strictly inductive system) of
closed subspaces of H , D =

⋃

α∈Λ

Hα and H = D. The following example is motivated from [3,

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

Example 1.13. Let H = ℓ2(N) and {en : n ∈ N} be an orthonormal basis of H . Consider Hn :=
span{e1, e2, · · · , en}, ∀ n ∈ N. Then eachHn is a finite dimensional Hilbert space (closed subspaces
of ℓ2(N)) for all n ∈ N. Further, E := {Hn : n ∈ N} is a strict inductive system or an upward filtered
family of Hilbert spaces sinceHn ⊆Hn+1, for all n ∈ N. Then the inductive limit is given by

D =
⋃

n∈N

Hn = span{ei : i ∈ N},

which is dense in ℓ2(N). Therefore, the triple
�

ℓ2(N);E ;D
	

is a quantized domain in the Hilbert
space ℓ2(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 {H ;E ;D} be a quantized domain associated to the Hilbert space H .

(1) If L (D) denotes the set of all linear operators on D, then the ∗-algebra of all non-

commutative continuous functions on {H ;E ;D} is defined in [4] as,

C∗E (D) :=
�

T ∈ L (D) : PHαT ⊆ T PHα & T PHα ∈B(Hα), for all α ∈ Λ
	

,

where PHα is the projection ofH ontoHα.
It is worth to mention that for every locally C∗-algebra A , there exists a quantized

domain {H ;E ;D} for which there is a local isometrical ∗-homomorphism from A to
C∗E (D) (see Theorem 7.2 of [4]).

(2) If x ∈ D, then there exists α ∈ Λ such that x ∈ Hα and qx(T ) = ‖T (x)‖Hα , for all
T ∈ C∗E (D) defines a seminorm. The strong operator topology on C∗E (D) is the locally
convex topology induced by the family {qx : x ∈ D} of seminorms.

(3) A locally C∗-subalgebra of C∗E (D) 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 E = {Hα : α ∈ Λ} andD =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα, then
�

{B(Hα)}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

is a projective

system of C∗-algebras, where φα,β : B(Hβ ) → B(Hα) is a restriction map, whenever α ≤ β .

Clearly, φα,β is a C∗-representation. For each α, φα(T ) = T
�

�

Hα
defines a ∗-homomorphism from

C∗E (D) to B(Hα) such that φα,β ◦φβ = φα whenever α ≤ β . In other words,
�

C∗E (D), {φα}α∈Λ
�

is compatible with
�

{B(Hα)}α∈Λ, {φα,β}α≤β
�

. It follows that, C∗E (D) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

B(Hα) is a locally

C∗-algebra. In view of this, for every T ∈ C∗E (D), we denote it by

T = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Tα, where Tα = T
�

�

Hα
, α ∈ Λ.

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 A be a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra and {pα}α∈Λ be a family of C∗-seminorms.
Then by taking, Iα := {a ∈ A : pα(a) = 0} and Aα :=A /Iα, we have seen that A = lim

←−
α∈Λ

Aα,

the projective limit of commutative unital C∗-algebras {Aα}α∈Λ. Recall that the projective limit
topology onA is the smallest locally convex topology onA such that the quotient map πα :A →
Aα is continuous, for all α ∈ Λ. From now onwards,A denotes a commutative unital locally C∗-
algebra unless it is specified otherwise.

For each α ∈ Λ, the maximal ideal space of Aα is denoted by

MAα =
�

ϕα :Aα→ C : ϕα is multiplicative and linear
	

.

Recall that,MAα is a non-empty weak∗-compact inA ∗α and it has one to one correspondence with
all maximal ideals ofAα (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 onA . Firstly, note that
for any α ∈ Λ and ϕα ∈ MAα , the map ϕα ◦ πα is a multiplicative linear functional on A and
it is continuous since both ϕα and πα are continuous. This shows that the collection of multipli-
cation linear functionals on A is non-empty. Precisely, each multiplicative linear functional on a
commutative unital C∗-algebra Aα induces a continuous multiplicative linear functional on the
commutative unital locally C∗-algebraA .

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

Example 2.1. Let A = C
�

[0,∞)
�

denote the class of complex valued continuous functions on
[0,∞) and let Λ = N. Consider that A is equipped with the locally convex topology induced by
the family {pn}n∈N of seminorms, where

pn( f ) = sup
§

| f (t)| :
1

2
≤ t ≤ n

ª

.

Here A is a locally convex commutative unital ∗-algebra. Since for every f ∈A ,

pn( f
∗ f ) = sup

§

| f (t)|2 :
1

2
≤ t ≤ n

ª

= sup
§

| f (t)| :
1

2
≤ t ≤ n

ª2

= Pn( f )
2

and whenever m ≤ n, we have

pm( f ) = sup
§

| f (t)| :
1

2
≤ t ≤ m

ª

≤ sup
§

| f (t)| :
1

2
≤ t ≤ n

ª

= pn( f ),

it follows that {pn}n∈N is an upward filtered family of C∗-seminorms on A . Firstly, note that for
m ≤ n, the mapφm,n : C

�

[1
2 , n]

�

→ C
�

[1
2 , m]

�

given by f 7→ f
�

�

[ 1
2 ,m] is a surjective ∗-homomorphism

of C∗-algebras. It is easy to see that
��

C
�

[1
2 , n]

� 	

n∈N
, {φm,n}m≤n

�

forms a projective system of

commutative unital C∗-algebras. Similarly, for each n ∈ N we define φn :A → C
�

[1
2 , n]

�

by

φn( f ) = f
�

�

[ 1
2 ,n], for all f ∈A

is a continuous ∗-homomorphism satisfying, φm,n ◦φn = φm for m ≤ n. That is, (A , {φn}n∈N) is

compatible with the projective system
��

C[1
2 , n]

	

n∈N
, {φm,n}m≤n

�

. Therefore,A is a commutative
unital locally C∗-algebra.

Now consider the map Φ : A → C given by Φ( f ) = f (0), for all f ∈ A . Clearly, Φ is a multi-
plicative linear functional. We claim that Φ is not continuous. For this, let us consider the open
ball B

�

0, 1
2

�

of radius 1
2 around 0 in C and see that

Φ
−1
�

B

�

0,
1

2

��

=

§

x ∈ A : |Φ(x)|<
1

2

ª

.

Now we show that Φ−1
�

B
�

0, 1
2

��

is not open in Projective limit topology. For every ℓ ∈ N, define
gℓ : [0,∞)→ C by

gℓ(t) =
1

2+ tℓ2
, for 0≤ t <∞.

Note that each gℓ is a continuous decreasing function. For every n ∈ N, we have

pn(gℓ) = sup
§

|gℓ(t)| :
1

2
≤ t ≤ n

ª

= gℓ

�

1

2

�

=
2

4+ ℓ2
<

1

ℓ
.

Further, gℓ(0) =
1
2 and so, gℓ /∈ Φ

−1
�

B
�

0, 1
2

��

. In summary, we have shown that for every ℓ, n ∈ N

there is a gℓ ∈ p−1
n

�

B(0, 1
ℓ )
�

such that gℓ /∈ Φ
−1
�

B
�

0, 1
2

��

. Equivalently, p−1
n

�

B(0, 1
ℓ )
�

is not entirely

contained in Φ−1
�

B
�

0, 1
2

��

for every ℓ, n ∈ N. Hence Φ is not continuous.
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In the following graph, we draw the functions g1, g2, g3 that are defined in Example 2.1 to
display their nature.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

g1(x)

g2(x)g3(x)

x

y

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. LetA be a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra and Φ : A → C be a multiplicative

linear functional. If Φ is continuous and for some α0 ∈ Λ,

sup
�

|Φ(x)| : x ∈A , pα0
(x)< 1

	

= 1. (2.1)

then the map given by ϕα0

�

πα0
(x)
�

= Φ(x), x ∈A , is a well-defined multiplicative linear functional

onAα0
. In other words, Φ= ϕα0

◦πα0
.

Proof. From the hypothesis, it is clear that |Φ(x)| ≤ 1 whenever pα0
(x)< 1. Assume that pα0

(x) =

0, then for any n ∈ N we have pα0
(nx) = 0< 1. It follows that

|Φ(x)|=
1

n
|Φ(nx)| ≤

1

n
, for every n ∈ N.

So, Φ(x) = 0. The map ϕα0
: Aα0

→ C given by

ϕα0
(πα0

(x)) = Φ(x), for all x ∈ A

is well-defined linear map. Further,

ϕα0

�

πα0
(x)πα0

(y)
�

= ϕα0

�

πα0
(x y)

�

= Φ(x y) = φ(x)Φ(y) = ϕα0
(πα(x)) ϕα0

(πα(y)) ,

for any x , y ∈A and

sup
� �

�ϕα0

�

πα0
(x)
��

� : x ∈A , ‖πα0
(x)‖< 1

	

= sup
�

|Φ(x)| : x ∈A , pα0
(x)< 1

	

= 1.

Therefore, ϕα0
∈MAα0

. �

Remark 2.3. If (Λ,≤) 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 Φ defined on a com-
mutative unital locally C∗-algebra A , there exists an α0 ∈ Λ such that Equation 2.1 superfluous.
This can be seen as follows: since Φ is continuous, there exists an ε > 0 and {α1,α2, · · · ,αN} ⊂ Λ
satisfying

N
⋂

i=1

p−1
αi
(B(0,ε)) ⊆ Φ−1 (B(0,1)) .
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Since Λ is a totally ordered set, by choosing α0 =min{α1,α2, · · · ,αN} we have

|Φ(x)|< 1 whenever pα0
(x)< ε. (2.2)

Equivalently, Φ
�

p−1
α0
(B(0,ε))

�

is bounded in C. Now we claim that Equation 2.1 holds true. If

ε ≥ 1 then the result follows from Equation (2.2). Suppose that ε < 1 and there exists an x ∈ A
such that pα0

(x)< 1 but |Φ(x)|> 1 then

pα0
(εxn) = εpα0

(xn)≤ εpα0
(x)n < ε,

but the sequence {Φ(εxn)}n∈N is not bounded since |Φ(εxn)| = ε|Φ(x)|n. Therefore, Equation
(2.2) holds true for ε > 0. Hence ϕα0

defined as in Theorem 2.2 is inMAα0
and Φ = ϕα0

◦πα0
.

It is worth to point out that even when a multiplicative linear functional Φ : A → C is continu-
ous, the map ϕα given in Theorem 2.2 may not be well defined for every α ∈ Λ. 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

C ([−n, n])

In fact, A is equipped with the locally convex topology induced by the upward filtered family
{pn}n∈N of C∗-seminorms, where

pn( f ) = sup
�

| f (t)| : − n≤ t ≤ n
	

.

Following Remark 1.4, there is a canonical quotient map πn : C(R)→ C(R)/In is continuous for
each n ∈ N. Here In =

�

f ∈ C(R): pn( f ) = 0
	

is a closed two sided ∗-ideal of A for all n ∈ N.
Now define Φ : C(R)→ C by

Φ( f ) = f (2), for all f ∈ C(R).

ThenΦ is clearly a multiplicative linear functional on C(R). Further, if we defineϕ2 : C(R)/I2→ C
by

ϕ2 (π2( f )) = f (2), for all f ∈ C(R)

then ϕ2 a multiplicative linear functional on the commutative unital C∗-algebra C(R)/I2 and so,
Φ = ϕ2 ◦ π2 is continuous. Indeed, the map ϕn : C(R)/In → C given by ϕn

�

πn( f )
�

= Φ( f ) is
well-defined and Φ = ϕn ◦ πn for n ≥ 2. However, we show that ϕ1 : C(R)/I1 → C given by
ϕ1 (π1( f )) = f (2) is not well defined. For if consider the following two continuous functions,

f (t) = t, for all t ∈ R

and

g(t) =







−1, if t ≤ −1.

t, if −1≤ t ≤ 1

1, if t ≥ 1.

It is clear that p1( f − g) = sup
�

|( f − g)(t)| : −1 ≤ t ≤ 1
	

= 0, that is, π1( f ) = π1(g) but
Φ( f ) = 2 6= 1= Φ(g). Hence ϕ1 (π1( f )) = Φ( f ) is not well-defined. Equvalently, Φ 6= ϕ1 ◦π1.

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.

−3 −2 −1 1 2 3
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y

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 A be a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra and let (Λ,≤) be a directed
POSET. For each α ∈ Λ, the quotient algebraAα is a commutative unital C∗-algebra and πα :A →
Aα is a continuous cononical quotient map. We denote the character space of A by MA and
define as,

MA =
¦

Φ :A → C is multiplicative linear map : Φ= ϕα ◦πα, for some ϕα ∈MAα , α ∈ Λ
©

.

It is evident from Definition 2.5 thatMA is non-empty set since eachMAα is non-empty, for
α ∈ Λ. Moreover, if Φ ∈MA then Φ is a unital map. SinceMA ⊆A

∗, the class of all continuous
linear functionals onA , one can considerMA is equipped with weak∗-topology. However, unlike
the case of C∗-algebras,MA may not be weak∗-compact (see Example 2.6).

Example 2.6. Consider the commutative unital locally C∗-algebra A = C(R). It is shown in
Example 1.6 that

C(R) = lim
←−
n∈N

C ([−n, n]) .

By Eberlein-Smulian theorem,MC(R) is weak∗-compact if and only if every sequence inMC(R) has
a convergent subsequence. Let νx denotes the evaluation functional at x ∈ R given by

νx( f ) = f (x), for all f ∈ C(R).

Now consider the sequence {n}n∈N and a continuous function g : R→ R given by g(x) = x , for all
x ∈ R. Since the sequence {νn(g) = n}n∈N is not cauchy in R, it follows that the sequence {νn}n∈N
of evaluation functionals does not have a weak∗-convergent subsequence and consequentlyMC(R)

is not weak∗-compact.

2.1. MA is the inductive limit of {MAα}α∈Λ. Next, we explore the connection between our
notion of character space MA (see Definition 2.5) and the well known maximal ideal space of
a commutative C∗-algebra Aα, where Aα = A /Iα, for α ∈ Λ (see Remark 1.4). Let us recall
that the map πα,β : Aβ →Aα defined by πα,β(a +Iβ) = a +Iα is surjective C∗-homomorphism
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(whenever α≤ β) and
��

Aα
	

α∈Λ
, {πα,β}α≤β

�

is projective system such that

A = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα.

Firstly, assume that α≤ β . If ϕα ∈MAα , then for a, b ∈A we see that

ϕα ◦πα,β

�

(a+Iβ ) · (b+Iβ)
�

= ϕα ◦πα,β

�

a · b+Iβ
�

= ϕα
�

a · b+Iα
�

= ϕα
�

(a +Iα) · (b+Iα)
�

= ϕα
�

a +Iα
�

·ϕα
�

b+Iα
�

= ϕα ◦πα,β

�

a+Iβ
�

·ϕα ◦πα,β

�

b+Iβ
�

.

That is,ϕα◦πα,β ∈MAβ . In view of this, wheneverα≤ β , there exists a natural map γβ ,α :MAα →
MAβ defined by

γ
β ,α(ϕα) = ϕα ◦πα,β , for all ϕα ∈MAα .

To show that γβ ,α is continuous, let us consider an open set V =
N
⋂

i=1
ν−1
πβ (xi)

(U) in Aβ for some

open U in C, where νπβ (xi)
is evaluation map and x1, x2, · · · , xN ∈A then

γ−1
β ,α(V ) =

¦

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα,β ∈
N
⋂

i=1

ν−1
πβ (xi)

(U)
©

=

N
⋂

i=1

¦

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα,β ∈ ν
−1
πβ (xi)

(U)
©

=

n
⋂

i=1

¦

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα,β(πβ (x i)) ∈ U
©

=

n
⋂

i=1

¦

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα(x i) ∈ U
©

=

N
⋂

i=1

ν−1
πα(xi)

(U),

which is open in MAα . This implies that γβ ,α is continuous whenever α ≤ β . Also γα,α is the
identity map onMAα . Moreover, if α ≤ β ≤ δ then

γ
δ,β ◦ γβ ,α(ϕα) = γδ,β(ϕα ◦πα,β) = ϕα ◦πα,β ◦πβ ,δ = ϕα ◦πα,δ = γδ,α(ϕα), (2.3)

for allϕα ∈MAα . By adopting the notion given in Definition 1.8, we say that
�

{MAα}α∈Λ, {γβ ,α}α≤β
�

is an inductive system of topological spaces (more precisely, weakly compact spaces).
In order to compute the inductive limit of inductive system

�

{MAα}α∈Λ, {γβ ,α}α≤β
�

, we con-
struct a corresponding strict inductive system. For each α ∈ Λ, define

Zα :=
�

ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈MAα
	

.

It is the collection of all those multiplicative linear functionals A induced from MAα . We shall

show that
�

Zα
	

α∈Λ
is a strict inductive system. To see this, let us assume thatα ≤ β andϕα ∈MAα

then from previous observation, we know that ψβ := ϕα ◦ πα,β ∈ MAβ . By using the fact that
πα,β ◦πβ = πα, we get

ϕα ◦πα = ϕα ◦
�

πα,β ◦πβ
�

=ψβ ◦πβ ∈ Zβ .
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It follows that Zα ⊆ Zβ whenever α ≤ β . Now we define a topology on Zα. For α ∈ Λ, let Ωα be

the collection of all subsets S ⊆ Zα of the form S =
�

ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα
	

for some open set Oα in
MAα . Then we see that

(1) both ;, Zα ∈ Ωα;
(2) if Si =

�

ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα,i

	

for some Oα,i open inMAα , i ∈ I (indexing set), then
⋃

i∈I

Si =
⋃

i∈I

{ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα,i} = {ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈
⋃

i∈I

Oα,i} ∈ Ωα;

(3) if Si =
�

ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα,i

	

for some Oα,i open inMAα , i = 1,2, · · · , n, then
n
⋂

i=1

Si =

n
⋂

i=1

{ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα,i}= {ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈
n
⋂

i=1

Oα,i} ∈ Ωα.

Therefore,
��

Zα, Ωα
�	

α∈Λ
is a strict inductive system of topological spaces. Moreover,

MA =
⋃

α∈Λ

Zα. (2.4)

Here MA is equipped with (strict) inductive limit topology, that is the strongest topology on
MA under which each inclusion map iα : Zα ,→MA is continuous, for all α ∈ Λ. Now we give
an explicit description of the inductive limit topology onMA . Let us define τ as follows,

τ = {S ⊆MA : S ∩ Zα is open in Zα, for all α}. (2.5)

Firstly, we show that τ is a topology onMA .

(a) Clearly, ;,MA ∈ τ.
(b) If {Vi}i∈I ⊆ τ for some arbitrary index set I , then Vi∩Zα is open in Zα, for all α ∈ Λ, i ∈ I .

It follows that �

⋃

i∈I

Vi

�

∩Zα =
⋃

i∈I

(Vi ∩Zα)

is open in Zα, for each α ∈ Λ. That is,
⋃

i∈I

Vi ∈ τ.

(c) If {Vk}
n
k=1 ⊆ τ then Vk ∩Zα is open in Zα, for all α ∈ Λ and k = 1,2, · · · , n. This implies

that �

n
⋂

k=1

Vk

�

∩Zα =
n
⋂

k=1

Vk ∩Zα

is open in Zα, for each α ∈ Λ. Hence
n
⋂

k=1

Vk ∈ τ.

Therefore, τ is a topology on MA . Let α ∈ Λ and for any S ∈ τ, then i−1
α (S) = S ∩ Zα is open

in Zα. As a result, every inclusion map iα : Zα →MA is continuous. Further, we show that τ is
the strongest topology under which each inclusion map is continuous. Suppose τ′ is a topology
onMA under which each iα is continuous. If S ∈ τ′ then for every α ∈ Λ we have

S ∩Zα = i−1
α (S) is open in Zα.

Equivalently, S ∈ τ. This shows that τ′ ⊆ τ.
Now we establish a concrete relation between the character space of commutative unital locally

C∗-algebra A and the inductive system of maximal ideal spaces of corresponding quotient C∗-
algebras. In order to show that MA is an inductive limit of ({MAα}α∈Λ, {γβ ,α}α≤β), for each
α ∈ Λ we define the map γα :MAα →MA by

γα(ϕα) = ϕα ◦πα, for all ϕα ∈MAα .
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We prove that γα is continuous. Note thatMAα is equipped with the weak∗-topology. Let α ∈ Λ
be fixed. If S ∈ τ then S ∩ Zα is open in Zα, that is, there is an open set Oα in MAα such that

S ∩Zα =
�

ψα ◦πα : ψα ∈ Oα
	

. It follows that

ϕα ∈ γ
−1
α (S) if and only if ϕα ◦πα ∈ S ∩Zα if and only if ϕα ∈ Oα.

This shows that γ−1
α (S) is open inMAα for any S ∈ τ. Therefore, γα is continuous for every α ∈ Λ.

Whenever α ≤ β , we get
�

γβ ◦ γβ ,α

�

(ϕα) = γβ(ϕα ◦πα,β) =
�

ϕα ◦πα,β

�

◦πβ = ϕα ◦πα = γα(ϕα), (2.6)

for every ϕα ∈MAα . As a result, γβ ◦γβ ,α = γα whenever α ≤ β . SinceMA is a topological space
and {γα}α∈Λ is a family of continuous maps satisfying Equation (2.6), we see that (MA , {γα}α∈Λ)
is compatible with the inductive system

�

{MAα}α∈Λ, {γβ ,α}α≤β
�

. Therefore,

MA = lim
−→
α∈Λ

MAα . (2.7)

Remark 2.7. There is a comparison between inductive limit topology and weak∗-topology onMA .

(1) The inductive limit topology on MA is finer than the weak∗-topology on MA . This is

because, if
N
⋂

i=1
ν−1

xi
(U) is open inMA , for some x1, x2, · · · , xN ∈ A and some open set U

in C, then

γ−1
α

� N
⋂

i=1

ν−1
xi
(U)

�

=
�

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα ∈
N
⋂

i=1

ν−1
xi
(U)

	

=

N
⋂

i=1

�

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα ∈ ν
−1
xi
(U)

	

=

N
⋂

i=1

�

ϕα ∈MAα : ϕα ◦πα(x i) ∈ U
	

=

N
⋂

i=1

ν−1
πα(xi)

(U),

which is weak∗-open inMAα . This is, γα is continuous for every α ∈ Λ.
(2) MAα is homeomorphic to Zα. Consider the continuous map i−1

α ◦γα :MAα →Zα, where
i−1
α ◦ γα(ϕα) = ϕα ◦ πα, for all ϕα ∈ MAα . Note that, i−1

α ◦ γα is bijective. To see this,
consider ϕα, ψα inMAα such that i−1

α ◦ γα(ϕα) = i−1
α ◦ γα(ψα). Then

ϕα ◦πα =ψα ◦πα =⇒ ϕα ◦πα(a) =ψα ◦πα(a), for all a ∈ A

=⇒ ϕα(a +Iα) =ψα(a +Iα), for all a ∈A

=⇒ ϕα =ψα.

Therefore i−1
α ◦γα is injective. Moreover by the definition of i−1

α ◦γα, it is surjective, hence
bijective. Further, for any open set S = {ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα} in Zα, where Oα is open in
MAα ,

(i−1
α ◦ γα)

−1(S) = γ−1
α ◦ iα(S) = γ

−1
α ({ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈ Oα}) = Oα,

which is weak∗-open in MAα . Therefore, (i−1
α ◦ γα)

−1 is continuous and consequently,
i−1
α ◦ γα is a homeomorphism.

Proposition 2.8. LetA be a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra. ThenMA with inductive limit

topology is completely regular. In particular,
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(1) if the underlying directed POSET Λ = N, thenMA is σ-compact.

(2) IfA is a locally von-Nuemann algebra, thenMA is the inductive limit of extremally discon-

nected spaces.

Proof. We know from (2) of Remark 2.7 thatMAα is homeomorphic to Zα, for every α ∈ Λ. Since
MAα is weak∗-compact and Hausdorff, it follows that Zα is compact and Hausdorff with respect
to Ωα. Further, from Equation (2.4), it follows thatMA is locally compact and Hausdorff (being
strict inductive limit of Hausdorff spaces). ThereforeMA possesses a one point compactification,
say �MA and �MA is compact Hausdorff space, hence normal. This implies that �MA is completely
regular and soMA .

Proof of (1): Suppose Λ= N, thenMA =
⋃

n∈N
Zn, the countable union of compact sets and hence

MA is σ-compact.

Proof of (2): In particular ifA is commutative unital locally von Neumann algebra, then eachAα
is commutative unital von Neumann algebra. By Theorem 9.6 of [16], the maximal ideal space
MAα is extremally disconnected space (in fact it is a Stonean space) for each α ∈ Λ. So Zα is
extremally disconnected from (2) of Remark 2.7. It follows that,MA is the (strict) inductive limit
of extremally disconnected spaces. �

Note 2.9. Now we point out a few observations in regard to maximal ideals in a commutative
unital locally C∗-algebra A and give a relation between the character space of A and certain
type of maximal ideals. Firstly note that, if Φ ∈ MA , then Φ = ϕβ ◦ πβ , for some β ∈ Λ and
ϕβ ∈MAβ . It follows that

J := Ker(Φ) =
�

x ∈A : Φ(x) = 0
	

=
�

x ∈A : ϕβ (πβ(x)) = 0
	

=
�

x ∈A : πβ (x) ∈ Ker(ϕβ)
	

.

It is immediate to see that, Iβ ⊆ J and πβ(J) = Ker(ϕβ) is a maximal ideal in Aβ (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 A such that J ( J ′ ( A . There exists
an x ∈ J ′ with x /∈ J and so, πα(x) ∈ πα(J

′) \ πα(J). Since Iα ⊆ J , we see that πα(J
′) is a

proper ideal in Aα such that πα(J) ( πα(J
′) (Aα. This is a contradiction to the fact that πα(J)

is maximal inAα.

From the above observation, the maximal ideals of A containing Iα for some α ∈ Λ seem to
have a connection with the members ofMA . The following result gives one to one correspondence
between them.

Theorem 2.10. If A is a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra, then MA is in one to one corre-

spondence with the maximal ideals inA containing Iα, for some α ∈ Λ.

Proof. Firstly, take Φ= ϕβ ◦πβ ∈MA for some β ∈ Λ, then by Note 2.9 Iβ ⊆ Ker(Φ) and Ker(Φ)

is a maximal ideal. Conversely, if J is a maximal ideal in A containing Iα, for some α ∈ Λ. We
show that πα(J) is maximal ideal inAα. If possible assume that πα(J) is not maximal inAα, then
there is a proper ideal K(α) inAα with πα(J) ( K(α) (Aα. This implies that π−1

α (K
(α)) is a proper

ideal inA satisfying,
J ( π−1

α (K
(α)) (A .

This is a contradiction to the fact that J is a maximal ideal in A . Therefore πα(J) is maximal in
Aα. By Theorem 4.3 of [16], there exists ψα ∈MAα such that Ker(ψα) = πα(J). It follows that



CHARACTER SPACE AND GELFAND TYPE REPRESENTATION OF LOCALLY C∗-ALGEBRA 19

the map Ψ =ψα ◦πα ∈MA and since Iα ⊆ J , we have

Ker(Ψ) =
�

x ∈A : πα(x) ∈ Ker(ψα)
	

=
�

x ∈ A : x +Iα ∈ πα(J)
	

= J .

We conclude that the map Φ 7→ Ker(Φ) defines one-to-one correspondence between the space
MA and the collection of all maximal ideals inA containing Iα for some α ∈ Λ. �

3. GELFAND TYPE REPRESENTATION OF LOCALLY C* ALGEBRAS

In this section, we establish a Gelfand type representation of commutative unital locally C∗-
algebraA . Recall that if (Λ,≤) is the underlying directed POSET, thenA = lim

←−
α∈Λ

Aα, whereAα :=

A /Iα is a commutative unital C∗-algebra and
�

{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β
�

is a projective system (see
Definition 1.1). From the well-known Gelfand representation theorem[16] of commutative unital
C∗-algebra, for each α ∈ Λ, there is an isometric ∗-isomorphism (C∗- representation) Γα : Aα →
C(MAα) given by

Γα(xα)(ϕα) = ϕα(xα), for all xα ∈ Aα ,ϕα ∈MAα . (3.1)

Note that Γα(xα) is a continuous function onMAα for each α ∈ Λ.

Theorem 3.1. For a commutative unital locally C∗-algebraA , we have

C(MA ) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

C(MAα).

In other words, C(MA ) is a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra.

Proof. Let us consider the family
¦

C(MAα)
©

α∈Λ
of commutative unital C∗-algebras and whenever

α≤ β , define ξα,β : C(MAβ )→ C(MAα) by

ξα,β( fβ ) = fβ ◦ γβ ,α for all fβ ∈ C(MAβ ),

where γβ ,α(ϕα) = ϕα ◦πα,β is a continuous map fromMAα toMAβ (see Section 2.1). It is easy
to see that, for α ≤ β , ξα,β is a C∗-homomorphism. The surjectivity of ξα,β can be seen as follows:
suppose fα ∈ C(MAα) then the map gα : Zα→ C given by

gα(ϕα ◦πα) = fα(ϕα), for all ϕα ∈MAα .

is a well-defined and continuous. SinceZβ is normal
�

being compact Hausdorff space with respect

toΩα
�

andZα is compact inZβ , by Tietze-extension theorem, there is a continuous map gβ : Zβ →
C such that

gβ(ϕα ◦πα) = gα(ϕα ◦πα), for every ϕα ∈MAα .

Now define the map fβ :MAβ → C as,

fβ (ϕβ ) = gβ(ϕβ ◦πβ ), for all ϕβ ∈MAβ .

It follows that fβ ∈ C(MAβ ). Moreover, if ϕα ∈MAα , then ϕα ◦πα,β ∈MAβ and we get

ξα,β( fβ )(ϕα) = ( fβ ◦ γβ ,α)(ϕα) = fβ
�

ϕα ◦πα,β

�

= gβ
�

(ϕα ◦πα,β) ◦πβ
�

= gβ (ϕα ◦πα)

= gα (ϕα ◦πα)

= fα(ϕα).

As ϕα ∈ MAα is chosen arbitrarily, we conclude that ξα,β( fβ ) = fα. Thus ξα,β is a surjective
C∗-homomorphism, whenever α ≤ β . The following diagram gives a clear description about the
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surjectivity of ξα,β via bridge maps.

MAβ

Zβ

C

Zα

MAα

i−1
β
◦γβ

fβ

gβ

gα

jβ ,α
γβ ,α

i−1
α ◦γα

fα

Further, whenever α ≤ β ≤ δ and fδ ∈ C(MAδ), by using Equation (2.3) we see that
�

ξα,β ◦ ξβ ,δ

�

( fδ) = ξα,β ( fδ ◦ γδ,β) =
�

fδ ◦ γδ,β

�

◦ γβ ,α = fδ ◦ γδ,α = ξα,δ( fδ).

This shows that ξα,β ◦ ξβ ,δ = ξα,δ whenever α ≤ β ≤ δ and hence
�

{C(MAα)}α∈Λ, {ξα,β}α≤β
�

is
a projective system of C∗-algebras.

On the other hand, for each α ∈ Λ, we define qα( f ) = ‖ f ◦ γα‖∞, where γα :MAα →MA is a
continuous map (see Subsection 2.1) and f ∈ C(MA ). Note that f ◦ γα ∈ C(MAα) andMAα is
compact, so f ◦ γα is bounded. Whenever α≤ β and f ∈ C(MA ), we have

qα( f ) = ‖ f ◦ γα‖∞ = sup
¦

| f ◦ γα(ϕα)| : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= sup
¦

| f (ϕα ◦πα)| : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= sup
¦ �

� f
�

(ϕα ◦πα,β) ◦πβ
��

� : ϕα ∈MAα

©

.

Since ϕα ◦πα,β ∈MAβ for every ϕα ∈MAα , it follows that qα( f ) ≤ qβ( f ). Also, we get

qα( f
∗ f ) = qα(| f |

2) =


| f |2 ◦ γα




∞
= sup

¦

| f (ϕα ◦πα)|
2 : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= qα( f )
2.

Thus
�

qα
	

α∈Λ
is an upward filtered family of C∗-seminorms on C(MA ) . As a result, we consider

the unital ∗-algebra C(MA ) equipped with the locally convex topology induced by the family
�

qα
	

α∈Λ
. Finally, for each α ∈ Λ, let ξα : C(MA )→ C(MAα) be defined by

ξα( f ) = f ◦ γα, for all f ∈ C(MA ).

To show that ξα is continuous, let U be open in C(MAα) given by U =
�

g ∈ C(MAα): ‖g‖∞ < r
	

,
for some r > 0. Then,

ξ−1
α (U) = { f ∈ C(MA ): ‖ f ◦ γα‖∞ < r}

= { f ∈ C(MA ): qα( f ) < r}

= q−1
α (B(0, r)),

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

ξα,β ◦ ξβ( f ) = ξα,β( f ◦ γβ ) = f ◦ γβ ◦ γβ ,α = f ◦ γα = ξα( f ),
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for all f ∈ C(MA ) whenever α ≤ β . This shows that
�

C(MA ), {ξα}α∈Λ
�

is compatible with the

projective system
�

{C(MAα)}α∈Λ, {ξα,β}α≤β
�

and hence

C(MA ) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

C(MAα).

�

Remark 3.2. Every f ∈ C(MA ) can be identified with the net
�

f ◦γα
	

α∈Λ
∈
∏

α∈Λ

C(MAα). Indeed

the net
�

f ◦ γα
	

α∈Λ
is such that ξα,β( f ◦ γβ ) = f ◦ γβ ◦ γβ ,α = f ◦ γα, whenever α≤ β .

3.1. Gelfand type representation. Recall thatA is a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra and
for each α ∈ Λ, the Gelfand representation of C∗- algebraAα, denoted by Γα (see Equation (3.1)).
We give a Gelfand type representation forA and establish a connection with the family {Γα}α∈Λ.
Since the character space MA consists of all those multiplicative linear functional of the form
ϕα ◦πα for some α ∈ Λ and ϕα ∈MAα , we define Γ :A → C(MA ) by

Γ (a)(ϕα ◦πα) = ϕα ◦πα(a) = ϕα(a+Iα), for all a ∈ A . (3.2)

In the following theorem we show that Γ is a coherent representation of locally C∗-algebras.

Theorem 3.3. The map Γ defined in Equation (3.2) is a coherent representation of locally C∗-algebras

A and C(MA ). In fact, Γ is a unital local contractive (isometric) ∗- homomorphism.

Proof. We know from Section 2 that
�

A , {πα}α∈Λ
�

is a projective limit of
�

{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β}
�

and as shown in Theorem 3.1
�

C(MA ), {ξα}α∈Λ
�

is a projective limit of
�

{C(MAα)}α∈Λ, {ξα,β}α≤β
�

.
Firstly note that, for a fixed α ∈ Λ, a ∈A , ϕα ∈MAα , we see that

ξα
�

Γ (a)
�

(ϕα) = Γ (a)
�

γα(ϕα)
�

= Γ (a)(ϕα ◦πα) = (ϕα ◦πα)(a)

= ϕα(a +Iα)

= Γα(a +Iα)(ϕα)

= Γα (πα(a)) (ϕα)

=
�

Γα ◦πα
�

(a)(ϕα).

Since a ∈A and ϕα ∈MAα are chosen arbitrarily, we conclude that

ξα ◦ Γ = Γα ◦πα, for every α ∈ Λ.

Here we have shown that, there exists a net
�

Γα

	

α∈Λ
of C∗-representations Γα :Aα→ C(MAα), α ∈

Λ such that the following diagram commutes:

A Aα

C(MA ) C(MAα)

Γ

πα

Γα

ξα

Equivalently, whenever α ≤ β , ϕα ∈MAα and a ∈ A , we have

ξα,β

�

Γβ (a +Iβ)
�

(ϕα) = Γβ (a+Iβ ) ◦ γβ ,α(ϕα)

= Γβ (a+Iβ )(ϕα ◦πα,β)

= ϕα ◦πα,β(a +Iβ)

= ϕα(πα,β(a +Iβ))

=
�

Γα ◦πα,β

�

(a+Iβ )(ϕα).
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Since a ∈A and ϕα ∈MAα are chosen arbitrarily, we get that

ξα,β ◦ Γβ = Γα ◦πα,β , whenever α≤ β .

Hence Γ is a coherent representation of locally C∗-algebras. Now we show that Γ is a unital local
contractive (isometric) ∗-homomorphism. If 1A ∈A is a unit, then

Γ (1A )(ϕα ◦πα) = ϕα(πα(1A )) = ϕα(1Aα) = 1

for every a ∈ A and ϕα ∈ MAα , so Γ is unital. Clearly, Γ is a homomorphism. For a ∈ A and
ϕα ∈MAα , α ∈ Λ we have

Γ (a∗)(ϕα ◦πα) = ϕα
�

a∗ +Iα
�

= ϕα
�

(a+Iα)
∗
�

= ϕα
�

a +Iα
�∗
= Γ (a)∗(ϕα ◦πα).

Thus Γ (a∗) = Γ (a)∗. Further, by using the fact that Γα is an isometry for each α ∈ Λ, we get

qα(Γ (a)) = ‖Γ (a) ◦ γα‖∞ = sup
¦

| (Γ (a) ◦ γα) (ϕα)| : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= sup
¦

|Γ (a) (ϕα ◦πα) | : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= sup
¦

|ϕα(πα(a))| : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= sup
¦

|Γα (πα(a)) (ϕα)| : ϕα ∈MAα

©

= ‖Γα (πα(a))‖∞

= ‖πα(a)‖

= pα(a),

for every α ∈ Λ. Hence Γ is a local contractive (isometric) ∗-homomorphism. �

Note 3.4. An appeal to Remark 3.2, we see that for every a ∈ A , the continuous function Γ (a)
on MA is identified with the net

�

Γ (a) ◦ γα
	

α∈Λ
. However, it follows from Theorem 3.3 that

Γ (a) ◦ γα = Γα ◦πα(a), for each α ∈ Λ. As a result, Γ can be identified with {Γα}α∈Λ in the sense
that

ξα
�

Γ (a)
�

= Γα
�

πα(a)
�

, for all a ∈ A .

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 E := {Hα}α∈Λ is an
upward filtered family of Hilbert spaces and D := lim

−→
α∈Λ

Hα =
⋃

α∈Λ
Hα is a locally Hilbert space, then

C∗E (D) is a unital locally C∗-algebra
�

see (1) of Definition 1.14
�

. Firstly, we discuss the spectrum of
locally bounded operators. Let T ∈ C∗E (D). Then T is locally bounded, that is, eachHα is reducing
under T and Tα := T

�

�

Hα
∈B(Hα) for every α ∈ Λ. The local resolvent of T is defined as,

ρloc(T ) :=
¦

λ ∈ C : (λ · ID − T ) is invertible in C∗E (D)
©

,

where ID is the identity operator on D. In other words, λ ∈ ρl oc(T ) if and only if there is a unique
(locally bounded operator) S ∈ C∗E (D) such that

S (λID − T ) = (λID − T )S = ID . (3.3)

The local spectrum of T is denoted by σloc(T ) and we define this as,

σl oc(T ) = C \ρloc(T ). (3.4)

Theorem 3.5. Let T ∈ C∗E (D). Then σl oc(T ) is a non-empty subset of C. Moreover,

σl oc(T ) =
⋃

α∈Λ

σ(Tα),
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where Tα := T
�

�

Hα
and σ(Tα) is the spectrum of the bounded operator Tα.

Proof. Let λ ∈ C. Then λ ∈ ρl oc(T ) if and only if there is a unique S ∈ C∗E (D) satisfying Equation
(3.3). Since S is locally bounded, we know that Sα := S

�

�

Hα
∈B(Hα) and

Sα(λIHα − Tα) = (λIHα − Tα)Sα = IHα , for every α ∈ Λ.

That is, λ ∈ ρ(Tα) for every α ∈ Λ. We have shown that ρl oc(T ) =
⋂

α∈Λ

ρ(Tα). Equivalently,

σl oc(T ) =
⋃

α∈Λ

σ(Tα).

Since σ(Tα) is a non-empty compact subset of C, it follows that σl oc(T ) is non-emtpy. �

Remark 3.6. A locally bounded operator T : D →D can be seen as a densely defined (unbounded)
operator, not necessarily closed. SupposeH is the completion of D. The (unbounded) spectrum
of T ∈ C∗E (D) is given by

σ(T ) =
�

λ ∈ C : (λID − 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 σl oc(T ) in order to point out that it is different from σ(T ). The same is described in
the following example.

Example 3.7. Let us consider the locally Hilbert spaceD =
⋃

n∈N
Hn, whereHn := span{e1, e2, · · · , en}

subspace of ℓ2(N)
�

as in Example 1.13
�

for each n ∈ N. Now define T : D →D by

T =

















1 0 0 0 0 · · ·

0 1
2 0 0 0 · · ·

0 0 3 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 1
4 0 · · ·

0 0 0 0 5 · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

. . .

















That is, T (x1, x2, x3, x4, · · · ) =
�

x1, x2
2 , 3x3,

x4
4 , · · ·

�

for every {xn}n∈N ∈ D. It follows that each

Hn is reducing under T and Tn = T
�

�

Hn
∈ B(Hn) and so, T ∈ C∗E (D). Also, T is an unbounded

operator. Now we show that T is not closed. Let us consider the sequence {Xn}n∈N in D, where

X1 = e1 and Xn = e1 +

n−1
∑

k=1

1

2k
e2k, for n≥ 1.

If X := e1 +
∞
∑

k=1

1
2k e2k, Y := e1 +

∞
∑

k=1

1
4k2 e2k, then X , Y ∈ ℓ2(N) such that

�

Xn

	

n∈N
−→ X and

�

T (Xn)
	

n∈N
=

¨

e1 +

n−1
∑

k=1

1

4k2
e2k

«

n∈N

−→ Y,

as n→∞, but X /∈ D. This shows that T is not a closed operator.
Firstly, note that each Tn is a finite rank operator. So, the spectrum of Tn is computed as,

σ(Tn) =







�

1, 1
2 , 3 · · ·2m− 1

	

, if n= 2m− 1 is odd;

�

1, 1
2 , 3 · · ·2m− 1, 1

2m

	

, if n= 2m is even.
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Therefore, the local spectrum of T is,

σl oc(T ) =
¦

1,
1

2
,3,

1

4
,5, · · ·

©

.

On the other hand, the (unbounded) spectrum of T , is given by σ(T ) =
�

2k−1, 1
2k : k ∈ N

	

∪{0}.
Indeed, 0 is in approximate point spectrum of T . Since 0 /∈ σl oc(T ), we conclude that σl oc(T ) (

σ(T ).

Note 3.8. Suppose that T ∈ C∗E (D) is a normal operator, then it follows that Tα = T
�

�

Hα
is a

bounded normal operator onHα for every α ∈ Λ. Now, for each α ∈ Λ, consider C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α},
the C∗-algebra generated by Tα. Since Tα is normal, C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} is a commutative unital
C∗-algebra and the class of polynomials p(Tα, T ∗α) is dense in C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} by [16, Proposition

10.1] . Whenever α ≤ β , define φα,β

�

p(Tβ , T ∗
β
)
�

= p(Tα, T ∗α) for every polynomial p(Tβ , T ∗
β
) ∈

C∗{IHβ Tβ , T ∗
β
}. By using the fact that Tβ

�

�

Hα
= Tα, we see that φα,β is surjective and

‖φα,β

�

p(Tβ , T ∗β )
�

‖Hα = ‖p(Tα, T ∗α)‖Hα = sup
�

‖p(Tα, T ∗α)(x)‖Hα : ‖x‖= 1, x ∈Hα
	

≤ sup
¦

‖p(Tβ , T ∗β )(x)‖Hβ : ‖x‖= 1, x ∈Hβ

©

= ‖p(Tβ , T ∗β )‖Hβ .

In particular, α ≤ β ≤ γ, we have

φα,β ◦φβ ,γ

�

p(Tγ, T ∗γ )
�

= φα,β

�

p(Tβ , T ∗β )
�

= p(Tα, T ∗α) = φα,γ

�

p(Tγ, T ∗γ )
�

,

for all p(Tγ, T ∗γ ) ∈ C∗{IHγ , Tγ, T ∗γ }. As a consequence, φα,β has a unique continuous extension,
again we denoted it by φα,β , from C∗{IHβ , Tβ , T ∗

β
} onto C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} such that

φα,β ◦φβ ,γ = φα,γ, whenever α≤ β ≤ γ.

This follows that
�
�

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}
	

α∈Λ
,
�

φα,β

	

α≤β

�

is a projective system of commutative unital

C∗-algebras. By the construction of projective limit given in Equation (1.1),

lim
←−
α∈Λ

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} =

¨

�

Rα
	

α∈Λ
∈
∏

α∈Λ

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}: φα,β (Rβ) = Rα whenever α≤ β

«

,

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∗E (D) be normal. The unital locally C∗-algebra generated by T is denoted
byA [T ] and we define this as,

A [T ] :=

¨

R= lim
←−
α∈Λ

Rα :
�

Rγ
	

γ∈Λ
∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}

«

. (3.5)

Here the symbol lim
←−
α∈Λ

Rα denotes a locally bounded normal operator on D whose restriction toHα

is Rα, for every α ∈ Λ (see Remark 1.15).

It is clear thatA [T ] is a subalgebra of C∗E (D). Now we show thatA [T ] is a commutative unital
locally C∗-algebra. Firstly note that, the map φα :A [T ]→ C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} defined by

φα(R) = R
�

�

Hα
, for all R= lim

←−
α∈Λ

Rα ∈A [T ]
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is a ∗-homomorphism. Further, A [T ] together with the family {φα}α∈Λ of ∗-homomorphisms is

compatible with the projective system
��

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}
	

α∈Λ
,
�

φα,β

	

α≤β

�

of C∗-algebras since

φα,β ◦φβ(R) = φα,β

�

R
�

�

Hβ

�

= R
�

�

Hα
= φα(R),

for all R ∈A [T ], whenever α≤ β . It follows thatA [T ] is also the projective limit of the projective

system
�
�

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}
	

α∈Λ
,
�

φα,β

	

α≤β

�

. Thus by Remark 1.4, A [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 MA [T] and the local spectrum
σl oc(T ). We give the result below.

Theorem 3.10. Let T ∈ C∗E (D) be normal. Then the character space MA [T] is homeomorphic to

σl oc(T ).

Proof. SinceA [T ] is the projective limit of the projective system
��

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}
	

α∈Λ
,
�

φα,β

	

α≤β

�

,

consisting of locally bounded operators R = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Rα ∈ C∗E (D) satisfying φα,β(Rβ ) = Rα whenever

α≤ β , there is a natural way of defining seminorm sα(R) = ‖Rα‖Hα , for every α ∈ Λ. This gives an
upward filtered family {sα}α∈Λ of C∗-seminorms that generate complete Hausdorff locally convex
topology on A [T ]. If we define Iα = s−1

α (0), then Iα is a closed two sided ∗-ideal in A [T ] and
A [T ]/Iα is a C∗-algebra with the norm induced by sα, for every α ∈ Λ. Now for a fixed α ∈ Λ,
we define θα :A [T ]/Iα −→ C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} by

θα(R+Iα) = Rα, for all R+Iα ∈ A [T ]/Iα. (3.6)

If R+Iα = R′ +Iα then R− R′ ∈ Iα and so Rα = R′α. This shows that θα is a well-defined linear
map. Now we show that θα is C∗-isomorphism. Let R+Iα, R′ +Iα ∈A [T ]/Iα. Then

θα
�

RR′ +Iα
�

= RαR′α and θα (R
∗ +Iα) = θα (R+Iα)

∗ .

Moreover,

‖θα (R+Iα)‖Hα = ‖Rα‖Hα = sα (R) .

It follows that θα is injective. Also θα is surjective because given any Rα ∈ C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}, there
exists an Rβ ∈ C∗{IHβ , Tβ , T ∗

β
} such that φα,β (Rβ) = Rα, whenever α ≤ β and lim

←−
β∈Λ

Rβ +Iα is the

desired pre-image of Rα under the map θα. Therefore, θα is an isometric ∗-isomorphism of C∗-
algebras. As a consequence, we have that maximal ideal spacesMA [T]/Iα andMC∗{IHα ,Tα,T∗α}

are
homeomorphic. Since Tα ∈B(Hα) is normal, it follows from the spectral theorem [16, Theorem
10.2] that MC∗{IHα ,Tα,T∗α}

equipped with the weak∗-topology is homeomorphic to the spectrum
σ(Tα) for each α ∈ Λ. Finally,MA [T]/Iα is homeomorphic to σ(Tα) for each α ∈ Λ.

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

MA [T] =
⋃

α∈Λ

¦

ϕα ◦πα : ϕα ∈MA [T]/Iα

©

.

It is equipped with the inductive limit topology as described in Section 2. Note that, whenever
α ≤ β we see that σ(Tα) ⊆ σ(Tβ ) and the family {σ(Tα)}α∈Λ forms a strictly inductive system of
compact topological spaces in C. Hence the inductive limit given by

σl oc(T ) =
⋃

α∈Λ

σ(Tα),

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 MA [T] and



26 PAMULA AND SIDDIQUE

σl oc(T ). In fact, the map ∆ :MA [T]→ σl oc(T ) defined by

∆ (ϕα ◦πα) =
�

ϕα ◦ θ
−1
α

�

(Tα),

for any ϕα ∈MA [T]/Iα , α ∈ Λ is a homeomorphism. �

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 α ∈ Λ, the Gelfand representation Γα : C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} → C

�

σ(Tα)
�

is defined such
that

Γα

�

P (Tα, T ∗α)
�

(λ) =P (λ, λ̄), for every P (Tα, T ∗α) ∈ C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}, λ ∈ σ(Tα).

Since the class of polynomials p(Tα, T ∗α) is dense in C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}, then Γα has a unique contin-
uous extension and it is again denoted by Γα. Note that each σ(Tα) is a compact Hausdorff space
and σ(Tα) ⊆ σ(Tβ ) since Tβ

�

�

Hα
= Tα whenever α ≤ β . As a result, σl oc(T ) =

⋃

α
σ(Tα) can be

seen as an (strictly) inductive limit of the strictly inductive family {σ(Tα)}α∈Λ of toplogical space.
In fact, by Proposition 2.8 we see that σl oc(T ) is completely regular. Similar to the result proved
in Theorem 3.1, C

�

σl oc(T )
�

is a commutative unital locally C∗-algebra. A continuous function

f ∈ C
�

σl oc(T )
�

is uniquely represented by its restrictions f
�

�

σ(Tα)
, for α ∈ Λ.

Theorem 3.11. Let T ∈ C∗E (D) is normal and f ∈ C
�

σl oc(T )
�

. For every α ∈ Λ, define fα := f
�

�

σ(Tα)

then the family
¦

Γ
−1
α ( fα)

©

α∈Λ
of bounded operators satisfy thatHα is a reducing subspace of Γ−1

β
( fβ )

and

Γ
−1
β
( fβ )

�

�

Hα
= Γ−1

α ( fα), whenever α≤ β .

Proof. Since T ∈ C∗E (D) is normal, for each α ∈ Λ, the operator Tα = T
�

�

Hα
∈ B(Hα) is normal.

Therefore, for every f ∈ C(σl oc(T )), the mapping fα 7→ Γ
−1
α ( fα) = fα(Tα) from C

�

σ(Tα)
�

onto
C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α} is the continuous functional calculus for the normal operator Tα.

Suppose α ≤ β and Since σ(Tβ ) is compact, for fβ ∈ C
�

σ(Tβ )
�

there is a sequence {Pn}n∈N
of polynomials converges uniformly to fβ on σ(Tβ ). Moreover, {Pn}n∈N converges uniformly to
fα on σ(Tα). If Qα,β :Hβ →Hβ is an orthogonal projection ontoHα, then by using the fact that
Qα,βTβ = TβQα,β , for any x ∈Hβ , we have

Qα,βΓ
−1
β

�

fβ
�

x = Qα,β

�

lim
n→∞

Γ
−1
β (Pn)

�

x = Qα,β

�

lim
n→∞

Pn

�

Tβ , T ∗β

��

x

= lim
n→∞

�

Qα,βPn

�

Tβ , T ∗β

��

x

= lim
n→∞

Pn

�

Tβ , T ∗β

�

Qα,β x

= Γ−1
β

�

fβ
�

Qα,β x .

This shows thatHα is a reducing subspace of Γ−1
β

�

fβ
�

. Since Tβ
�

�

Hα
= Tα, for every x ∈Hα we get

Γ
−1
β

�

fβ
�

x = lim
n→∞

Γ
−1
β
(Pn) x = lim

n→∞
Pn

�

Tβ , T ∗β

�

x = lim
n→∞

Pn

�

Tα, T ∗α

�

x

= lim
n→∞

Γ
−1
α (Pn) x

= Γ−1
α

�

fα
�

x .

Therefore, Γ−1
β

�

fβ
��

�

Hα
= Γ−1

α

�

fα
�

, wheneverα≤ β . Consequently, we see that the family
�

Γ
−1
α ( fα)

	

α∈Λ

is in lim
←−
α∈Λ

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}. �
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Remark 3.12. In view of Theorem 3.11 and Equation (3.2), for a locally bounded normal operator
T ∈ C∗E (D), the Gelfand type representation Γ :A [T ]→ C

�

σl oc(T )
�

is given by

Γ (R)
�

�

σ(Tα)
= Γα(Rα), for all R= lim

←−
β∈Λ

Rβ ∈A [T ].

Clearly, the map Γ is well-defined since if R= R′, then Γα(Rα) = Γα(R
′
α), for all α ∈ Λ.

Definition 3.13. For a given f ∈ C(σl oc(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

�

Γ
−1
α ( fα)

	

α∈Λ
. That is,

f (T ) := lim
←−
α∈Λ

Γ
−1
α ( fα). (3.7)

Theorem 3.14. Let T ∈ C∗E (D) be a normal operator. Then the map Φ : C
�

σl oc(T )
�

→A [T ] defined

by

Φ( f ) = f (T ) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Γ
−1
α ( fα),

is a coherent local contractive (isometric) ∗-homomorphism. Moreover,

(1) If P (z, z̄) is a polynomial of two variables, then P (T ) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

P (Tα, T ∗α). In particular, if

f (z) = z is the identity function on C
�

σl oc(T ))
�

, then f (T ) = T.
(2) T is self adjoint if and only if σl oc(T ) ⊆ R.
(3) T is unitary if and only if σl oc(T ) ⊆ ∂D, where D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}.

Proof. Since σl oc(T ) is a (strict) inductive limit of strictly inductive system {σ(Tα)}α∈Λ of com-
pact sets, one can see that C (σl oc(T )) is the projective limit of projective system

�

C(σ(Tα))
	

α∈Λ

of commutative unital C∗-algebras. In fact, f 7→ ‖ fα‖∞ := sup
¦

| fα(t)| : t ∈ σ(Tα)
©

de-

fines an upward filtered family of C∗- semi-norm on C (σl oc(T )). For each α ∈ Λ, the map
ζα : C (σl oc(T )) → C(σ(Tα)) defined by ζα( f ) = fα = f

�

�

σ(Tα)
for all f ∈ C

�

σl oc(T )
�

is a ∗-
homomorphism.

Let f , g ∈ C(σl oc(T )) and λ ∈ C. Then

Φ (( f +λg)∗) = ( f +λg)∗(T ) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Γ
−1
α

�

f ∗α + λ̄g∗α

�

= lim
←−
α∈Λ

Γ
−1
α ( fα)

∗ + λ̄ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Γ
−1
α (gα)

∗

= Φ( f )∗ + λ̄Φ(g)∗

ThereforeΦ is a ∗-homomorphism. As shown in Theorem 3.11, there is a family
¦

Γ
−1
α : C

�

σ(Tα)
�

→

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}
©

α∈Λ
of C∗-representations satisfying,

(φα ◦Φ) ( f ) = φα
�

f (T )
�

= φα

 

lim
←−
β∈Λ

Γ
−1
β
( fβ )

!

= Γ−1
α ( fα) = Γ

−1
α

�

f
�

�

σ(Tα)

�

=
�

Γ
−1
α ◦ ζα

�

( f ),
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for every f ∈ C
�

σl oc(T )
�

. Equivalently, we have the following commuting diagram:

C
�

σl oc(T )
�

A [T ]

C
�

σ(Tα)
�

C∗{IHα , Tα, T ∗α}

ζα

Φ

φα

Γ
−1
α

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

sα(Φ( f )) = sα( f (T )) = ‖Γ
−1
α ( fα)‖Hα = ‖ fα‖∞, for all f ∈ C

�

σl oc(T )
�

.

Hence Φ is a coherent local contractive (isometric) ∗-homomorphism.
Proof of (1) : If f (z) = p(z, z̄), then Γ−1

α (Tα) = fα(Tα) = p(Tα, T ∗α). Consequently, f (T ) =

lim
←−
α∈Λ

p(Tα, T ∗α). In particular, if f (z) = z, then f (T ) = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Tα = T.

Proof of (2): Since T = T ∗, for each α, Tα is a bounded self adjoint operator. So by [16, Theorem
10.4(a)] σ(Tα) ⊆ R, for all α ∈ Λ. Therefore by Theorem 3.5, we have σl oc(T ) =

⋃

α∈Λ

σ(Tα) ⊆ R.

On the other hand, if σl oc(T ) ⊆ R, then T ∗α = Tα, for every α ∈ Λ and hence T = T ∗.
Proof of (3) : For every α ∈ Λ, Tα is unitary if and only if σ(Tα) ⊆ ∂D. Finally the result follows
from Theorem 3.5. �

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 H = L2(R). For
each n ∈ N, define

Hn :=
¦

h ∈ L2(R) : supp(h) ⊆ [−n, n]
©

,

which is a closed subspace ofH and hence a Hilbert space. Further, if m ≤ n thenHm ⊆Hn. This
implies that E :=

�

Hn

	

n∈N
is an upward filtered family of Hilbert spaces. Therefore, D =

⋃

n∈N

Hn

is a locally Hilbert space and D =H . Now define T : D →D by

T (h)(x) = x h(x), for all h ∈ D, x ∈ supp(h).

In particular, for each n ∈ N, it follows that Tn = T
�

�

Hn
∈ B(Hn) is normal with σ(Tn) = [−n, n].

As a result, T ∈ C∗E (D) is normal. The local spectrum of T (see Equation 3.4) is given by

σl oc(T ) =
⋃

n∈N

σ(Tn) =
⋃

n∈N

[−n, n] = R.

Let f ∈ C(R). For each n ∈ N, fn ∈ C ([−n, n]) and the bounded operator fn(Tn) is given by the
functional calculus of Tn. Following Theorem 3.11 Equation (3.7) we have f (T ) = lim

←−
n∈N

fn(Tn). For

instance, consider f (x) = ex , x ∈ R. If h ∈ D then supp(h) ⊆ [−n, n] for some n ∈ N and

f (T )(h)(x) = ex h(x) for all x ∈ [−n, n].

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

σl oc

�

f (T )
�

=
⋃

n∈N

σ
�

fn(Tn)
�

=
⋃

n∈N

�

ex : x ∈ [−n, n]
	

=
�

ex : x ∈ R
	

.

It follows that σl oc

�

f (T )
�

= f
�

σl oc(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

�

σl oc(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 ∈ C∗E (D) and f ∈ C(σl oc(T )). Then

σl oc( f (T )) = f (σl oc(T )) =
�

f (λ): λ ∈ σl oc(T )
	

.

Proof. If we denote Tα = T
�

�

Hα
then Tα ∈ B(Hα) is normal and σ(Tα) is compact for each α ∈ Λ.

Since fα ∈ C(σ(Tα)), by the spectral mapping theorem [16, Theorem 10.3(c)] of bounded normal
operators, we have

σ ( fα(Tα)) = fα (σ(Tα)) ,

for every α ∈ Λ. Following Equation (3.7) and Theorem 3.5, we get

σl oc( f (T )) =
⋃

α∈Λ

σ
�

fα(Tα)
�

=
⋃

α∈Λ

fα (σ(Tα)) =
⋃

α∈Λ

f (σ(Tα))

= f
� ⋃

α∈Λ

σ(Tα)
�

= f (σl oc(T ))

=
¦

f (λ): λ ∈ σl oc(T )
©

.

Therefore, f
�

σl oc(T )
�

= σl oc

�

f (T )
�

. �
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