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Hyperrigidity II: R-dilations and ideals

Pawe l Pietrzycki and Jan Stochel

Abstract. In this paper, we study hyperrigidity for C∗-algebras. The ab-
sence of the unit in hyperrigid set creates the possibility of the existence of
R-dilations with non-isometric R. This gives rise to the study of when a hy-
perrigid set is annihilated by a state, or more generally, by a UCP map, which
in turn, is closely related to the concept of rigidity at 0 introduced by G. Sa-
lomon, who studied hyperrigid subsets of Cuntz-Krieger algebras. Moreover,
we obtain a characterization of hyperrigid sets analogous to that obtained by
Hansen and Pedersen for operator convex functions.

1. Introduction

The classical approximation theorem due to P. P. Korovkin [19] states that for
any sequence of positive linear maps Φk : C[0, 1] → C[0, 1], k ∈ N,

lim
k→∞

‖Φk(xj) − xj‖ = 0 ∀j ∈ {0, 1, 2} =⇒ lim
k→∞

‖Φk(f) − f‖ = 0 ∀f ∈ C[0, 1],

where N stands for the set of all positive integers. In other words, the asymptotic
behaviour of the sequence {Φk}

∞
k=1 on the C∗-algebra C[0, 1] is uniquely deter-

mined by the vector space G spanned by {1, x, x2}. This theorem unified many
existing approximation processes such as the Bernstein polynomial approximation
of continuous functions. It is worth mentioning that positive approximation process
plays a fundamental role in the approximation theory and its applications. Another
major achievement was the discovery of geometric theory of Korovkin sets by Y.
A. Šaškin [26]. Namely, Šaškin observed that the key property of G is that its
Choquet boundary (see Section 3 for the definition) coincides with [0, 1]. Detailed
surveys of most of these developments can be found in [6, 1, 2].

A natural non-commutative analogue of Korovkin-type rigidity would be a
subset G of a unital C∗-algebra A with the property that for any sequence of
unital completely positive (UCP) maps1 Φk : A → A (k ∈ N),

lim
k→∞

‖Φk(g) − g‖ = 0 ∀g ∈ G =⇒ lim
k→∞

‖Φk(a) − a‖ = 0 ∀a ∈ A .
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In fact, Arveson introduced even more non-commutativity in this picture. Namely,
motivated both by the fundamental role of the classical Choquet boundary in clas-
sical approximation theory, and by the importance of approximation in the con-
temporary theory of operator algebras, he introduced hyperrigidity as a form of
approximation that captures many important operator-algebraic phenomena. For
the purposes of this paper, we use the concept of hyperrigidity in a more general
context. Unlike Arveson’s definition of hyperrigidity (see [5, Definition1.1]), we do
not require that the set G, a candidate for a hyperrigid set, be separable or generate
a given C∗-algebra A . If G is finite or countably infinite and generates the C∗-
algebra A , then the current definition of hyperrigidity coincides with that given
by Arveson. Through of the paper, B(H,K) stands for the Banach space of all
bounded linear operators from a Hilbert space H into a Hilbert space K (all Hilbert
spaces considered hereinafter are complex). We abbreviate B(H,H) to B(H) and
regard it as a C∗-algebra; I denotes the identity operator on H.

Definition 1.1. A nonempty subset G of a unital C∗-algebra A is said to be
hyperrigid (relative to A ) if for any faithful representation π : A → B(H) on a
Hilbert space H and for any sequence Φk : B(H) → B(H) (k ∈ N) of UCP maps,

lim
k→∞

‖Φk(π(g)) − π(g)‖ = 0 ∀g ∈ G =⇒ lim
k→∞

‖Φk(π(a)) − π(a)‖ = 0 ∀a ∈ A .

Note that even in the case when A is commutative, a priori this phenomenon is
stronger than the one observed by Korovkin, as we allow the maps Φk to take values
outside of A . Arveson initiated a study of what might be called noncommutative
approximation theory, focusing on the problem of when a finite or countably infinite
set of generators of a unital C∗-algebra A is hyperrigid. Arveson himself gave in
[5, Theorem 2.1] a characterization of hyperrigidity that replaces the limit process
by the so-called unique extension property. A more intrinsic characterization of the
unique extension property can be found in [3, Proposition 2.4]). Arveson proved
that if T ∈ B(H) is a selfadjoint operator and A is the C∗-algebra generated by
T , then G = {T, T 2} is hyperrigid in C∗(G), the unital C∗-subalgebra of B(H)
generated by G ∪ {I}. Moreover, if V1, . . . , Vn ∈ B(H) is a finite set of isometries
that generates a C∗-algebra A , then G = {V1, . . . , Vn, V1V

∗
1 + · · · + VnV

∗
n } is a

hyperrigid set of generators for A .
In accordance with Šaškin’s insightful observation, Arveson [5] (see also [3,

4]) conjectured that hyperrigidity is equivalent to the non-commutative Choquet
boundary of G being as large as possible, in the sense that every irreducible repre-
sentation of C∗(G) should be a boundary representation forG. This is now known as
Arveson’s hyperrigidity conjecture (see [5, Conjecture 4.3]). Some positive solutions
of Arveson’s hyperrigidity conjecture were found for certain classes of C∗-algebras
(see [5, 18, 9, 11, 25, 16, 28, 23]). In full generality, Arveson’s hyperrigidity
conjecture turns out to have a negative solution. Recently, a counterexample has
been found by B. Bilich and A. Dor-On in [8] (see also [7]). However, Arveson’s
hyperrigidity conjecture is still open for commutative C*-algebras (even the singly
generated case is not resolved).

In recent years, this issue has attracted considerable interest in various parts of
operator algebras and operator theory [17, 18, 11, 12, 13, 33]. In particular, it
is related to the Arveson-Douglas essential normality conjecture involving quotient
modules of the Drury-Arveson space [17, Theorem 4.12].
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2. Main results

In this section we will formulate the main results of this paper. The proofs of
Theorems 2.3 and 2.11 appear in Section 4.

In a recent paper [23] we studied, in the context of a unital commutative
C∗-algebra A generated by a single element t ∈ A , which of the sets G =
{t∗mtn : (m,n) ∈ Ξ} with Ξ ⊆ Z2

+ are hyperrigid in A , where Z+ stands for the
set of all nonnegative integers. We have shown that under some mild constraints
imposed on Ξ, the assumption that the set G generates the C∗-algebra A implies
the hyperrigidity of G (see [23, Theorem 2.4]). As a consequence, we obtained
two criteria for hyperrigidity of G, one dependent on the geometry of the spectrum
of the generating element t, the other independent (see [23, Theorem 2.5]). The
independent case reads as follows.

Theorem 2.1 ([23, Theorem 2.5(i)]). Let A be a unital commutative C∗-

algebra generated by t ∈ A and let Ξ be a set satisfying the following condition2:

{(p, q), (r, r)} ⊆ Ξ ⊆ Z2
+ for some p, q, r ∈ Z+ such that

p 6= q and p+ q < 2r, and gcd{m− n : (m,n) ∈ Ξ} = 1.

Then the set G := {t∗mtn : (m,n) ∈ Ξ} generates A and is hyperrigid in A .

Regarding Theorem 2.1, it is worth pointing out that if a unital commutative
C∗-algebra A is generated by an element t, then, by [24, Theorem 11.19], A can be
identified (up to the C∗-algebra isomorphism) with C(X), where X is a nonempty
compact subset of C, and t can be identified with the function ξ : X → C, called
the coordinate function on X , defined by

ξ(z) = z, z ∈ X ; (2.1)

here C(X) stands for the C∗-algebra of all continuous complex functions on X
equipped with supremum norm. Now, if 0 ∈ X and (0, 0) /∈ Ξ, then f(0) = 0 for
every f ∈ G, or equivalently G ⊆ kerχ, where χ is the character of C(X) given by
χ(f) = f(0) for f ∈ C(X). In fact, as shown in Corollary 4.3, for any character χ
of a singly generated commutative unital C∗-algebra A , there exists a hyperrigid
set G of generators of A such that G ⊆ kerχ. This, in turn, is closely related to the
concept of rigidity at 0 introduced by Salomon, who studied hyperrigid subsets of
(unital and non-unital) Cuntz-Krieger algebras (see, e.g., [25, Example 5.5]). The
original definition (see [25, Definition 3.1]) states that a set G generating a C∗-
algebra A is rigid at 0 in A if for every sequence {ψn}

∞
n=1 of contractive positive

maps ψn : A → C,

lim
n→∞

ψn(g) = 0 ∀g ∈ G =⇒ lim
n→∞

ψn(a) = 0 ∀a ∈ A .

If A is separable, then G is rigid at 0 if and only if there are no states on A that
vanish on G (see [25, Theorem 3.3]). Therefore, if A is unital and separable and G
is not rigid at 0, then G does not contain the unit of A . For example, if G satisfies
the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 with A = C(X) and t = ξ and (0, 0) /∈ Ξ, then
G contains the unit of C(X) if and only if X is a closed subset of the unit circle
T := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}.

2The abbreviation “gcd” stands for “the greatest common divisor“ (always assumed to be
positive). It follows from the well-ordering principle that if J is a nonempty set of integers, not all
0, then gcd(J) exists and there exists a finite nonempty subset J ′ of J such that gcd(J) = gcd(J ′).
For simplicity, writing gcd(J) means that J contains a nonzero integer.
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Continuing the above discussion, let us recall the following dilation approach
to characterizing hyperrigidity of subsets of C(X).

Theorem 2.2 ([23, Theorem 2.2]). Let X be a nonempty compact subset of C
and G be a set of generators of C(X). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) G is hyperrigid,

(ii) for all Hilbert spaces H and K such that H ⊆ K, and all normal operators

T ∈ B(H) and N ∈ B(K) with spectra in X,

f(T ) = Pf(N)|H ∀f ∈ G =⇒ PN = NP,

where P stands for the orthogonal projection of K onto H,

(iii) for all Hilbert spaces H and K, all normal operators T ∈ B(H) and N ∈
B(K) with spectra in X, and every isometry V : H → K,

f(T ) = V ∗f(N)V ∀f ∈ G =⇒ V T = NV. (2.2)

Moreover, conditions (i)-(iii) are still equivalent regardless of whether the Hilbert

spaces considered in either of them are separable or not.

If we replace the isometry V : H → K in the if-clause of implication (2.2) by
any operator R ∈ B(H,K), i.e.,

f(T ) = R∗f(N)R, f ∈ G, (2.3)

then R is an isometry if G contains the unit 1 of C(X). The absence of the unit 1 in
G creates the possibility of the existence of non-isometric solutions R of (2.3). All of
this together gives rise to the study of when a hyperrigid set G in A is annihilated
by a state, or more generally, by a UCP map. This is explored in Section 4 (see,
e.g., Theorem 2.8). The results given there and below are formulated for general
unital C∗-algebras A , so condition (2.3) should be replaced by the following:

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R, g ∈ G,

where π : A → B(H) and ρ : A → B(K) are representations of A and R ∈
B(H,K). As discussed in [25], when considering hyperrigidity for non-unital C∗-
algebras, UCP maps must be replaced by completely contractive completely positive
(CCCP) maps. It turns out that even in the unital case, as long as the set G
generating the C∗-algebra in question does not contain unit, CCCP maps naturally
fit into the context of hyperrigidity. This is shown in Theorem 2.3 below. But
first let us recall that according to [20, Theorem 2.1.7] and the Stinespring dilation
theorem (see [29, Theorem 1]):

A linear map Ψ : A → B(H) is CCCP if and only

if Ψ is completely positive and ‖Ψ(e)‖ 6 1.
(2.4)

Given a unital C∗-algebra A , we denote by MA the set of all characters of A , i.e.,
the set of all one-dimensional representations χ : A → C.

Theorem 2.3. Let G be a nonempty subset of a unital C∗-algebra A and φ be

a state on A . Consider the following conditions:

(i) G is hyperrigid,

(ii) for all Hilbert spaces H and K, all representations π : A → B(H) and

ρ : A → B(K) and every contraction R ∈ B(H,K),

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R ∀g ∈ G =⇒ Rπ(a) = ρ(a)R ∀a ∈ A , (2.5)
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(iii) for all Hilbert spaces H and K, all representations π : A → B(H) and

ρ : A → B(K) and every contraction R ∈ B(H,K),

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R ∀g ∈ G =⇒ π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R





∀a ∈ A if R∗R = I

∀a ∈ kerχ if R∗R 6= I

for some χ ∈ MA ,

(2.6)

(iv) for all Hilbert spaces H and K, all representations π : A → B(H) and

ρ : A → B(K) and every contraction R ∈ B(H,K),

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R ∀g ∈ G =⇒ π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R ∀a ∈ kerφ,

(v) for every Hilbert space H, every representation π : A → B(H) and every

CCCP map Ψ : A → B(H),

π(g) = Ψ(g) ∀g ∈ G =⇒ π(a) = Ψ(a) ∀a ∈ kerφ.

Then

(a) (iv)⇒(iii)⇒(ii) and (iv)⇔(v),
(b) if G generates A , then (ii)⇒(i) and (ii)⇔(iii),
(c) if φ ∈ MA , then (iv)⇒(ii),
(d) if G ⊆ kerφ, then

(d.1) (i)⇒(ii), (i)⇒(iii), (i)⇒(iv) and (i)⇒(v),
(d.2) if G is hyperrigid, π and ρ are representations and R is a non-iso-

metric contraction satisfying the if-clause of (2.5), then φ ∈ MA ,

(d.3) if C∗(G) = A , then conditions (i)-(iii) are equivalent,

(d.4) if C∗(G) = A and φ is a character of A , then (i)-(v) are equivalent.

Corollary 2.4. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra which has no characters and let

G be a nonempty subset of A such that G ⊆ kerψ for some state ψ on A . Then

the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) G is hyperrigid,

(ii) for all Hilbert spaces H and K, all representations π : A → B(H) and

ρ : A → B(K) and every contraction R ∈ B(H,K),

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R ∀g ∈ G =⇒ π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R ∀a ∈ A ,

(iii) for every Hilbert space H, every representation π : A → B(H) and every

CCCP map Ψ : A → B(H),

π(g) = Ψ(g) ∀g ∈ G =⇒ π(a) = Ψ(a) ∀a ∈ A .

Moreover: if (ii) holds, then R is an orthogonal projection; if (iii) holds, then Ψ is

a UCP map.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii) Let (π, ρ,R) be as in (ii) and π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for all g ∈ G.
Since A has no characters, implication (i)⇒(iii) of Theorem 2.3 shows that R is
an isometry and the identity π = R∗ρR holds on the whole algebra A .

(ii)⇔(iii) This equivalence is a direct consequence of (2.4) and the Stinespring
dilation theorem. In particular, by the previous paragraph, Ψ is a UCP map.

(iii)⇒(i) In view of (2.4) and [23, Theorem B.2(iii)] ([5, Theorem 2.1]), this
implication is obvious. �
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The existence of a non-isometric contraction R in the if-clause of implication
(2.5), under the assumption of hyperrigidity of G, is closely related to the rigidity
of G at 0 and the existence of a character of the C∗-algebra A vanishing on G.
This is discussed in the two corollaries below.

Corollary 2.5. Let G be a hyperrigid set of generators of a unital C∗-algebra

A . Let π : A → B(H) and ρ : A → B(K) be representations on Hilbert spaces

H and K respectively, and R ∈ B(H,K) be a non-isometric contraction such that

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for every g ∈ G. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) G is rigid at 0,
(ii) there is no character of A vanishing on G.

Moreover, there exists at most one state ψ on A such that G ⊆ kerψ, and if such

a state exists, then it is a character of A .

Proof. In view of Theorem 2.3(b), only the “moreover” part requires the
proof. Since R is not an isometry, we see that e /∈ G, where e is the unit of A .
Suppose that ψ1 and ψ2 are states on A vanishing on G. From Theorem 2.3(b),
it follows that ψ1 and ψ2 are characters of A that coincide on the set G. Since G
generates the C∗-algebra A , we conclude that ψ1 = ψ2. �

Corollary 2.6. Let G be a hyperrigid subset of a unital C∗-algebra A . Then

the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) there exists a character χ of A such that G ⊆ kerχ,
(ii) there exist representations π : A → B(H) and ρ : A → B(K) on Hilbert

spaces H and K, a non-isometric contraction R ∈ B(H,K) and a state ψ
on A such that G ⊆ kerψ and π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for g ∈ G.

Moreover, if there exists a character of A vanishing on G, say χ, then any state

on A vanishing on G coincides with χ.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii) Take nonzero Hilbert spaces H and K. Define the represen-
tations π : A → B(H) and ρ : A → B(K) by

π(a) = χ(a)IH and ρ(a) = χ(a)IK for every a ∈ A .

Set ψ = χ. Take an arbitrary R ∈ B(H,K). Then π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for every g ∈ G
and Rπ(a) = ρ(a)R for every a ∈ A .

(ii)⇒(i) This implication is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.3(b).
The “moreover” part follows from the “moreover” part of Corollary 2.5 and the

implication (i)⇒(ii). �

Remark 2.7. We have shown in the proof of implication (i)⇒(ii) of Corol-
lary 2.6 that if there exists a character χ of A such that G ⊆ kerχ, then for all
Hilbert spaces H and K there exist representations π : A → B(H) and ρ : A →
B(K) such that for every R ∈ B(H,K), π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for every g ∈ G. ♦

The next two results model the objects appearing in assertion (b) of Theo-
rem 2.3 and condition (ii) of Corollary 2.6. Below, given a contractionR ∈ B(H,K),
we write

△ = I −R∗R and △∗ = I −RR∗. (2.7)

The operators △1/2 and △
1/2
∗ are called the defect operators of R (cf. [31]). Fol-

lowing W. Kaufman [15], we call an operator R ∈ B(H) a pure contraction if
‖Rh‖ < ‖h‖ for every nonzero vector h ∈ H.
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Theorem 2.8. Let G be a hyperrigid subset of a unital C∗-algebra A and φ be

a state on A such that G ⊆ kerφ. Let H and K be Hilbert spaces, π : A → B(H)
and ρ : A → B(K) be representations and R ∈ B(H,K) be a contraction such that

π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for all g ∈ G. Then

Rπ(a) = ρ(a)R ∀a ∈ A & kerφ ⊆ J & J is a closed ∗-ideal in A , (2.8)

where3 J := {a ∈ A : π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R}. Moreover, if R is non-isometric, then

(i) kerφ = J and φ is a character of A ,

(ii) △ commutes with π and △∗ commutes with ρ (see (2.7)),

(iii) H1 := R(△) 6= {0} reduces π and K1 := R(△∗R) reduces ρ,
(iv) R = R0 ⊕ R1, where R0 ∈ B(H0,K0) is an isometry with H0 := H⊥

1 and

K0 := K⊥
1 , and R1 ∈ B(H1,K1) is a pure contraction with dense range,

(v) π = π0 ⊕ φIH1
and π0 = R∗

0ρ0R0, where π0 := π|H0
and ρ0 := ρ|K0

,

(vi) ρ = ρ0 ⊕ φIK1
.

And vice versa, the following holds.

Theorem 2.9. Let G be a nonempty subset of a unital C∗-algebra A and φ
be a character of A such that G ⊆ kerφ. Let R ∈ B(H,K) be a contraction

of the form R = R0 ⊕ R1 with Rj ∈ B(Hj ,Kj) for j = 0, 1, π = π0 ⊕ χIH1
,

ρ = ρ0 ⊕ χIK1
and π0 = R∗

0ρ0R0, where π0 : A → B(H0) and ρ0 : A → B(K0)
are representations. Then π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for all g ∈ G and R0 is an isometry.

Moreover, if R (equivalently R1) is non-isometric, then

(i) conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.8 hold,

(ii) H1 = R(△) provided R1 is a pure contraction,

(iii) K1 = R(△∗R) provided R1 is a pure contraction with dense range.

Our next result, Theorem 2.11, is inspired by the characterizations of operator
convex functions given by Hansen and Pedersen.

Theorem 2.10 ([14, Theorem 2.1]). If f is a continuous, real function on the

half-open interval [0, α) (with α 6 ∞), the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) f is operator convex and f(0) 6 0,
(ii) f(A∗XA) 6 A∗f(X)A for all A with ‖A‖ 6 1 and every selfadjoint X

with spectrum in [0, α),
(iii) f(A∗XA+B∗Y B) 6 A∗f(X)A+B∗f(Y )B for all A,B with A∗A+B∗B 6

I and all X,Y with spectra in [0, a),
(iv) f(PXP ) 6 Pf(X)P for every projection P and every selfadjoint X with

spectrum in [0, a).

To be more precisely, conditions (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 2.11 and condition
(ii) of Theorem 2.2 correspond to conditions (ii), (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 2.10,
respectively. Condition (iii) of Theorem 2.11 is also related to [22, Theorem 1.5].

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that X is a nonempty compact subset of C, µ is a Borel

probability measure on X and G is a finite or countably infinite set of generators

of C(X) such that
∫
X fdµ = 0 for every f ∈ G. Fix an integer n > 2. Then the

following conditions are equivalent:

(i) G is hyperrigid,

3By automatic continuity of representations of C∗-algebras, the ideal J is closed.
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(ii) for all Hilbert spaces H and K, all normal operators T ∈ B(H) and N ∈
B(K) with spectra in X, and every contraction R ∈ B(H,K),

f(T ) = R∗f(N)R ∀f ∈ G =⇒ RT = NR, (2.9)

(iii) for all Hilbert spaces H, K1, . . . ,Kn, all normal operators T ∈ B(H),
N1 ∈ B(K1), . . . , Nn ∈ B(Kn) with spectra in X, and all operators R1 ∈
B(H,K1), . . . , Rn ∈ B(H,Kn) such that

∑n
i=1R

∗
iRi 6 I,

f(T ) =
n∑

i=1

R∗
i f(Ni)Ri ∀f ∈ G =⇒ RiT = NiRi ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, (2.10)

(iv) for all Hilbert spaces H, K1, . . . ,Kn, all normal operators T ∈ B(H),
N1 ∈ B(K1), . . . , Nn ∈ B(Kn) with spectra in X, and all operators R1 ∈
B(H,K1), . . . , Rn ∈ B(H,Kn) such that

∑n
i=1R

∗
iRi 6 I,

f(T ) =

n∑

i=1

R∗
i f(Ni)Ri ∀f ∈ G =⇒ f(T ) =

n∑

i=1

R∗
i f(Ni)Ri ∀f ∈ Cµ(X),

where Cµ(X) := {f ∈ C(X) :
∫
X
fdµ = 0}. Moreover, the following hold:

(a) conditions (i)-(iv) are still equivalent regardless of whether the Hilbert

spaces considered in either of them are separable or not,

(b) if G is hyperrigid and T,N,R (resp., T,N1, . . . , Nn, R1, . . . , Rn) satisfy

the if-clause of (2.9) (resp., (2.10)) with R∗R � I (resp.,
∑n

i=1R
∗
iRi � I),

then µ is the Dirac measure at some (uniquely determined) point of X.

3. Prerequisites

In this paper, we use the following notation. The fields of real and complex
numbers are denoted by R and C, respectively. The symbols Z+, N and R+ stand
for the sets of nonnegative integers, positive integers and nonnegative real numbers,
respectively. We write B(X) for the σ-algebra of all Borel subsets of a topological
Hausdorff space X .

Given a unital C∗-algebra A and a nonempty subset G of A , we denote by
C∗(G) the unital C∗-subalgebra of A generated by G ∪ {e}, where e is the unit of
A . If t ∈ A , then we write C∗(t) = C∗({t}). The spectrum of a ∈ A is denoted
by σ(a). By an ideal in an algebra we always mean a two-sided ideal. It is well-
known that every ideal in a C∗-algebra is selfadjoint, i.e., it is closed under adjoints
(see [20, Theorem 3.1.3]). However, for the sake of completeness, we will continue
to use the term “∗-ideal”. If A is a unital C∗-algebra, the notation “J ⊳ A ”
means “J is a closed ∗-ideal in A ”. All representations of unital C∗-algebras are
always assumed to preserve involution and units. A completely positive (linear) map
between unital C∗-algebras that preserves units is called a unital completely positive

(UCP) map. We will abbreviate “completely contractive completely positive map”
between unital C∗-algebras to “CCCP map”.

Let H and K be (complex) Hilbert spaces. Denote by B(H,K) the Banach
space of all bounded linear operators from H to K. If A ∈ B(H,K), then A∗,
N (A) and R(A) stand for the adjoint, the kernel and the range of A, respectively.
We abbreviate B(H,H) to B(H) and regard it as a C∗-algebra with unit I, where
I = IH denotes the identity operator on H. We write σ(A) and σp(A) for the
spectrum and the point spectrum of A ∈ B(H), respectively. We say that A ∈
B(H) is normal if A∗A = AA∗, selfadjoint if A = A∗ and positive if 〈Ah, h〉 > 0
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for all h ∈ H. Each positive operator A ∈ B(H) has a unique positive square
root denoted by A1/2. If A ∈ B(H), we write |A| := (A∗A)1/2. Recall that
N (A) = N (|A|).

Let A be a σ-algebra of subsets of a set X and let F : A → B(H) be a
semispectral measure. Denote by L1(F ) the vector space of all A -measurable
functions f : X → C such that

∫
X
|f(x)|〈F (dx)h, h〉 < ∞ for all h ∈ H. Then for

every f ∈ L1(F ), there exists a unique operator
∫
X fdF ∈ B(H) such that (see

e.g., [30, Appendix])
〈∫

X

fdFh, h
〉

=

∫

X

f(x)〈F (dx)h, h〉, h ∈ H. (3.1)

If F is a spectral measure, then
∫
X
fdF coincides with the usual spectral integral.

In particular, if F is the spectral measure of a normal operator A ∈ B(H), then we
write f(A) =

∫
C
fdF for any F -essentially bounded Borel function f : C → C; the

map f 7→ f(A) is called the Stone-von Neumann calculus. For more information
needed in this article on spectral integrals, including the spectral theorem for normal
operators and the Stone-von Neumann calculus, we refer the reader to [24, 32, 27].

4. Proofs of Theorems 2.3, 2.8, 2.9 and 2.11

We begin by describing completely positive maps using UCP maps.

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a C∗-algebra with unit e, H be a Hilbert space and

Ψ : A → B(H) be a map. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Ψ is completely positive,

(ii) there exist a UCP map Φ : A → B(H) and a completely positive map

Ψ̃ : B(H) → B(H) such that

Ψ = Ψ̃ ◦ Φ, (4.1)

(iii) there exist a UCP map Φ : A → B(H) and R ∈ B(H) such that R > 0 and

Ψ(a) = RΦ(a)R, a ∈ A .

Moreover, if (iii) holds, then R = Ψ(e)1/2.

Proof. (i)⇒(iii) By the Stinespring dilation theorem (see [29, Theorem 1]),
there exist a Hilbert space K, an operator B ∈ B(H,K) and a representation
π : A → B(K) such that

Ψ(a) = B∗π(a)B, a ∈ A . (4.2)

Since Ψ is positive, Ψ(e) > 0. We may assume without loss of generality that

dim R(Ψ(e))
⊥

6 dim R(B)
⊥

. (4.3)

Indeed, there exists a cardinal number n > 1 such that n · dimK > dimH. Set
M =

⊕
ω∈Σ Kω and KM = K ⊕M, where Σ is a set of cardinality n and Kω = K

for every ω ∈ Σ. Clearly, dimM = n·dimK. Define the operator BM ∈ B(H,KM)
and the representation πM : A → B(KM) by BMh = Bh ⊕ 0 for h ∈ H and
πM = π ⊕

⊕
ω∈Σ πω with πω = π. Then

dim R(Ψ(e))
⊥

6 dim
(
R(B)

⊥

⊕M
)

= dim
(
R(B) ⊕ {0}

)⊥
= dim R(BM)

⊥

.

Clearly (4.2) is valid with πM and BM in place of π and B, respectively.
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Assume that (4.3) holds. Substituting a = e into (4.2), we get

‖Bh‖2 = ‖Ψ(e)1/2h‖2, h ∈ H. (4.4)

Since R(Ψ(e)1/2) = R(Ψ(e)), we deduce from (4.4) that there exists a unique

unitary operator Ũ ∈ B(R(Ψ(e)),R(B)) such that Bh = ŨΨ(e)1/2h for every
h ∈ H. Hence, by (4.3) there exist an isometry U ∈ B(H,K) such that

B = UΨ(e)1/2. (4.5)

Define the map Φ : A → B(H) by Φ(a) = U∗π(a)U for a ∈ A . The map Φ, being
a composition of the representation π and the UCP map B(K) ∋ Y 7→ U∗Y U ∈
B(H), is a UCP map. By (4.2) and (4.5) we have

Ψ(a) = B∗π(a)B = Ψ(e)1/2Φ(a)Ψ(e)1/2, a ∈ A .

This means that (iii) holds with R = Ψ(e)1/2.

(iii)⇒(ii) Let Φ and R be as in (iii). Then the map Ψ̃ defined by Ψ̃(Y ) = RY R
for Y ∈ B(H) satisfies (4.1).

(ii)⇒(i) This implication is obvious. �

Proof of Theorem 2.8. If R is an isometry, then by the unique extension
property [23, Theorem B.2(iii)] ([5, Theorem 2.1]) and Stinespring dilation theo-
rem, J = A , i.e., π = R∗ρR. This implies that

(R∗ρ(a)R)∗(R∗ρ(a)R) = π(a)∗π(a) = π(a∗a) = R∗ρ(a)∗ρ(a)R, a ∈ A . (4.6)

By [22, Lemma 3.2], we have

ρ(a)R = R(R∗ρ(a)R) = Rπ(a), a ∈ A , (4.7)

so (2.8) is valid. Therefore, we can assume that R is non-isometric. Define the
map Ψ0 : A → B(H) by Ψ0(a) = φ(a)△ for a ∈ A . Since states on C∗-algebras
are UCP maps (see [21, Proposition 3.8]), we infer from [21, Lemma 3.10] that
the map Ψ0 is completely positive. Let us define the maps Ψ1, Φ : A → B(H) by
Ψ1(a) = R∗ρ(a)R and Φ(a) = Ψ0(a) + Ψ1(a) for a ∈ A . By [29, Theorem 1], Ψ1

is completely positive. Hence, since Ψ0(e) = △, Φ is a UCP map (e is the unit
of A ). As G ⊆ kerφ, we see that π(g) = Φ(g) for all g ∈ G. Therefore, by [23,
Theorem B.2(iii)] ([5, Theorem 2.1]), π = Φ, i.e.,

π(a) = Ψ0(a) + Ψ1(a), a ∈ A . (4.8)

Now we prove that R intertwines π and ρ. Take finite sequences {aj}
n
j=1 ⊆ A

and {hj}
n
j=1 ⊆ H. Since Ψ0 is completely positive and the matrix [a∗kaj ]

n
k,j=1 is pos-

itive, we deduce that
∑n

j,k=1〈Ψ0(a∗kaj)hj , hk〉 > 0. This together with (4.8) yields

∥∥∥∥
n∑

j=1

π(aj)hj

∥∥∥∥
2

=
n∑

j,k=1

〈π(a∗kaj)hj , hk〉

=

n∑

j,k=1

〈ρ(a∗kaj)Rhj , Rhk〉 +

n∑

j,k=1

〈Ψ0(a∗kaj)hj , hk〉

>

n∑

j,k=1

〈ρ(a∗kaj)Rhj , Rhk〉 =

∥∥∥∥
n∑

j=1

ρ(aj)Rhj

∥∥∥∥
2

.
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Since π(e) = IH, the vectors
{
π(a)h : a ∈ A , h ∈ H

}
span H. As a consequence,

there exists a unique contraction R̂ ∈ B(H,K) such that R̂π(a) = ρ(a)R for every

a ∈ A . Substituting a = e, we see that R̂ = R. Therefore, we have

Rπ(a) = ρ(a)R, a ∈ A . (4.9)

Our next goal is to show that J is a closed ∗-ideal in A . Clearly, J is a closed
selfadjoint vector subspace of A . It follows from (4.9) that R∗ρ(a) = π(a)R∗ for
every a ∈ A , which implies that for all a ∈ J and b, c ∈ A ,

π(bac) = π(b)π(a)π(c) = π(b)R∗ρ(a)Rπ(c)

= R∗ρ(b)ρ(a)ρ(c)R = R∗ρ(bac)R. (4.10)

This shows that J is a closed ∗-ideal in A . By (4.8), kerφ ⊆ J , so (2.8) is valid.
It remains to prove the “moreover” part.
(i) Since the ∗-ideal J is proper (as R is non-isometric), kerφ ⊆ J and kerφ

has codimension 1 in A , we conclude that kerφ = J and consequently that φ is a
character of A , which completes the proof of (i).

(ii) Since (4.9) implies that R∗ρ(a) = π(a)R∗ for all a ∈ A , we get

R∗Rπ(a) = R∗ρ(a)R = π(a)R∗R, a ∈ A .

so △ commutes with π. Similarly, △∗ commutes with ρ because

ρ(a)RR∗ = Rπ(a)R∗ = RR∗ρ(a), a ∈ A ,

which completes the proof of (ii).
(iii) This follows from (ii), (4.9) and the assumption that R is non-isometric.
(iv) Since R△ = △∗R, we get R(R(△)) ⊆ R(△∗R), so R(H1) ⊆ K1. In turn,

if h ∈ H0 = ker△, then

〈Rh,△∗Rg〉 = 〈Rh,R△g〉 = 〈R∗Rh,△g〉 = 〈h,△g〉 = 〈△h, g〉 = 0, g ∈ H,

which implies that Rh ∈ K⊥
1 = K0. Hence R(H0) ⊆ K0. This yields R = R0 ⊕R1,

where Rj ∈ B(Hj ,Kj) for j = 0, 1 are given by Rjh = Rh for h ∈ Hj and j = 0, 1.
That R0 is isometric follows from the equality H0 = ker(△). If h ∈ H1 and
‖R1h‖ = ‖h‖, then 〈△h, h〉 = 0, which together with △ > 0 implies that h ∈ H0,
so h = 0. Thus R1 is a pure contraction. Since R = R0 ⊕R1 and △|H0

= 0, we get

△∗R = R△ = R0△|H0
⊕R1△|H1

= 0 ⊕R1△|H1
. (4.11)

However, ker(△|H1
) = {0}, so R(△|H1

) = H1, which together with (4.11) yields

K1 = {0} ⊕R1(R(△|H1
)) = {0} ⊕ R(R1).

As a consequence, R1 has dense range.
(v) & (vi) It follows from (4.8), (4.9) and (i) that

π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R+ χ(a)△ = π(a)R∗R+ χ(a)△, a ∈ A . (4.12)

This implies that π(a)△ = χ(a)△ for all a ∈ A . Therefore, π|H1
= χIH1

and
consequently π = π0 ⊕ χIH1

. In turn, by (4.9), (4.12) and (ii), we have

R∗ρ(a) = π(a)R∗ = R∗ρ(a)RR∗ + χ(a)△R∗ = R∗RR∗ρ(a) + χ(a)△R∗, a ∈ A .

This yields

R∗△∗ρ(a) = χ(a)△R∗ = χ(a)R∗△∗, a ∈ A .
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Taking adjoints, we see that

ρ(a)△∗R = χ(a)△∗R, a ∈ A .

This implies that ρ|K1
= χIK1

and thus ρ = ρ0 ⊕ χIK1
. Note that by (4.12),

π0(a) ⊕ χ(a)IH1
= π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R + χ(a)△

= R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 ⊕R∗

1ρ(a)|K1
R1 + χ(a)0 ⊕△|H1

= R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 ⊕ (χ(a)R∗

1R1 + χ(a)△|H1
)

= R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 ⊕ χ(a)(R∗R|H1

+ △|H1
)

= R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 ⊕ χ(a)IH1

, a ∈ A .

As a consequence, π0(a) = R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 for all a ∈ A . �

Remark 4.2. It is easy to see that the conclusion of Theorem 2.8 remains valid
if instead of G ⊆ kerφ we assume that G ⊆

⋂
ι∈Λ kerφι, where {φι}ι∈Λ is a family

of states on A . But then the expression “kerφ ⊆ J” in (2.8) must be replaced
by “kerφι ⊆ J ∀ι ∈ Λ”, and condition (i) must now read “kerφι = J and φι is
a character of A for every ι ∈ Λ”, so φι = φ for every ι ∈ Λ. In particular, if
Ψ : A → B(M) is a nonzero completely positive map (e.g., a USP map) such that
G ⊆ kerΨ , where M is any nonzero Hilbert space, then G ⊆

⋂
f∈Ω kerφf , where

Ω := {f ∈ H : ‖f‖ = 1 & 〈Ψ(e)f, f〉 6= 0} and φf is the state on A defined by

ψf (a) =
1

〈Ψ(e)f, f〉
〈Ψ(a)f, f〉, a ∈ A , f ∈ Ω.

This is due to the fact that kerΨ =
⋂

f∈Ω kerφf . The inclusion “⊆” is obvious,
while its converse “⊇” follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

|〈Ψ(a)f, f〉|2 6 〈Ψ(a∗a)f, f〉〈Ψ(e)f, f〉, f ∈ H, a ∈ A . ♦

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Since G ⊆ kerχ, it is routine to verify that π(g) =
R∗ρ(g)R for all g ∈ G. Taking the values of both sides of the equality π0 = R∗

0ρ0R0

at the unit of A , we see that R0 is an isometry.
To prove the “moreover” part, assume that R1 is non-isometric.
(i) Note that a ∈ A is in J if and only if

R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 ⊕ χ(a)IH1

= π0(a) ⊕ χ(a)IH1

= π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R = R∗
0ρ0(a)R0 ⊕ χ(a)R∗

1R1,

or equivalently if and only if χ(a)(IH1
−R∗

1R1) = 0. Since R1 is non-isometric, we
conclude that J = kerχ.

Now we show that △∗ commutes with ρ. To this end, observe that

(R∗
0ρ0(a)R0)∗(R∗

0ρ0(a)R0) = π0(a)∗π0(a)

= π0(a∗a) = R∗
0ρ0(a)∗ρ0(a)R0, a ∈ A .

By [22, Lemma 3.2], ρ0(a)R0 = R0R
∗
0ρ0(a)R0 for all a ∈ A . Multiplying by R∗

0

on the right side, we see that ρ0(a)R0R
∗
0 = R0R

∗
0ρ0(a)R0R

∗
0 for all a ∈ A . Taking

adjoints, we obtain R0R
∗
0ρ0(a) = ρ0(a)R0R

∗
0 for all a ∈ A . Therefore, we have

RR∗ρ(a) = R0R
∗
0ρ0(a) ⊕ χ(a)R1R

∗
1

= ρ0(a)R0R
∗
0 ⊕ χ(a)R1R

∗
1 = ρ(a)RR∗, a ∈ A ,
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so △∗ commutes with ρ. This implies that

π0(a)R∗
0R0 = R∗

0ρ0(a)(R0R
∗
0)R0 = R∗

0R0(R∗
0ρ0(a)R0) = R∗

0R0π0(a), a ∈ A .

Arguing as above, we conclude that △ commutes with π.
(ii) Since R0 is an isometry, we get

△ = (IH0
−R∗

0R0) ⊕ (IH1
−R∗

1R1) = 0 ⊕ (IH1
−R∗

1R1). (4.13)

However, R1 is a pure contraction, so ker(IH1
− R∗

1R1) = {0} and consequently

R(IH1
−R∗

1R1) = H1, which together with (4.13) yields R(△) = H1.
(iii) Arguing as in (ii), we obtain

△∗R = R△ = R0(IH0
−R∗

0R0) ⊕R1(IH1
−R∗

1R1) = 0 ⊕R1(IH1
−R∗

1R1),

which implies that

R(△∗R) = {0} ⊕R1(R(IH1
−R∗

1R1)) = {0} ⊕ R(R1) = K1.

This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. (i)⇒(ii) & (i)⇒(iv) (Assuming G ⊆ kerφ) Apply
Theorem 2.8(i).

(ii)⇒(i) if G generates A (not assuming G ⊆ kerφ). Let π : A → B(H) be

a representation of A on a Hilbert space H and Φ̃ : A → B(H) be a UCP map

such that Φ̃|G = π|G. It follows from the Stinespring dilation theorem (see [29,
Theorem 1]) that

Φ̃(a) = Pρ(a)|H, a ∈ A , (4.14)

where ρ : A → B(K) is a representation of A on a Hilbert space K such that
H ⊆ K, and P ∈ B(K) is the orthogonal projection of K onto H. Applying (ii)
to the operator R ∈ B(H,K) defined by Rh = h for h ∈ H, we deduce that

π(a) = ρ(a)|H for every a ∈ A , and thus H reduces ρ. Therefore, by (4.14), Φ̃ is a

representation of A . Since G generates the C∗-algebra A , we infer from Φ̃|G = π|G
that Φ̃ = π, which means that π|G has the unique extension property. Finally, using
[23, Theorem B.2(iii)] ([5, Theorem 2.1]), we obtain (i).

(i)⇒(iii) (Assuming G ⊆ kerφ) Let (π, ρ,R) be as in (iii) and π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R
for all g ∈ G. If R is isometric, then using the Stinespring dilation theorem and
the unique extension property [23, Theorem B.2(iii)] ([5, Theorem 2.1]) yields
π = R∗ρR. If R is non-isometric, then applying Theorem 2.8(i), we conclude that
there exists χ ∈ MA such that kerχ = J , so π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R for every a ∈ kerχ.

(ii)⇒(iii) if G generates A (not assuming G ⊆ kerφ) Indeed, let (π, ρ,R) be
as in (iii) and π(g) = R∗ρ(g)R for all g ∈ G. Set J = {a ∈ A : π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R}.
By (ii), Rπ(a) = ρ(a)R for all a ∈ A , so R∗ρ(a) = π(a)R∗ for all a ∈ A . Hence,
arguing as in (4.10), we see that J is a closed ∗-ideal in A . If R is an isometry, then
e ∈ J , so J = A . Suppose now that R is non-isometric. Then the ideal J is proper.
Denote by AG the non-unital ∗-algebra generated by G. By assumption G ⊆ J , so
AG ⊆ J . We claim that A = J ∔ Ce. Take a ∈ A . Since G generates the unital
C∗-algebra A , there exist sequences {bn}

∞
n=1 ⊆ AG ⊆ J and {λn}

∞
n=1 ⊆ C such

that an := bn + λne → a as n → ∞ (e stands for the unit of A ). First, consider
the case when the sequence {λn}

∞
n=1 is unbounded. Passing to a subsequence, if

necessary, we can assume without loss of generality that limn→∞ |λn| = ∞. Then
limn→∞

1
λn

an = 0, which yields e = − limn→∞
1
λn

bn ∈ J , so the ideal J is not
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proper, a contradiction. Therefore, the sequence {λn}
∞
n=1 is bounded. In view of

Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume
without loss of generality that limn→∞ λn = λ for some λ ∈ C. Then the sequence
{bn}

∞
n=1 is convergent and a = b+ λe, where b = limn→∞ bn ∈ J . This shows that

A = J ∔ Ce. Hence, there exists a unique character χ of A such that kerχ = J .
(iii)⇒(ii) (not assuming G ⊆ kerφ) Let (π, ρ,R) be as in (ii) and π(g) =

R∗ρ(g)R for all g ∈ G. By (iii) the then-clause of (2.6) is valid. Consider first the
case when π = R∗ρR. Then arguing as in (4.6) and (4.7) we see that ρ(a)R = Rπ(a)
for every a ∈ A . The second and only possibility is that

π(a) = R∗ρ(a)R, a ∈ kerχ, (4.15)

where χ ∈ MA . Since kerχ is a ∗-ideal in A , if a ∈ kerχ, then a∗a ∈ kerχ, which
together with (4.15) implies that (cf. (4.6))

(R∗ρ(a)R)∗(R∗ρ(a)R) = π(a)∗π(a) = π(a∗a) = R∗ρ(a)∗ρ(a)R, a ∈ kerφ.

By [22, Lemma 3.2], we get ρ(a)R = Rπ(a) for all a ∈ kerχ. Since kerχ is a
subspace of A of codimension 1, we deduce that ρ(a)R = Rπ(a) for every a ∈ A .

(iv)⇔(v) (not assuming G ⊆ kerφ) This equivalence is a direct consequence
of (2.4) and the Stinespring dilation theorem.

(iv)⇒(iii) (not assuming G ⊆ kerφ) This can be verified using the fact that
for any χ ∈ MA , A = kerχ∔ Ce.

(iv)⇒(ii) if φ ∈ MA (not assuming G ⊆ kerφ) Let us combine implications
(iv)⇒(iii) and (iii)⇒(ii).

Summarizing, we have proved that (a), (b), (c), (d.1), (d.3) and (d.4) hold.
Condition (d.2) can be deduced from Theorem 2.8(i). �

Corollary 4.3. Let A be the commutative unital C∗-algebra generated by a

single element t ∈ A . Then, for every character χ of A , there exists at most a

two-element hyperrigid set G of generators of A such that G ⊆ kerχ. Moreover, if

G is a hyperrigid subset of A , then there exists at most one character χ of A such

that G ⊆ kerχ.

Proof. By [24, Theorem 11.19], there is no loss of generality in assuming that
A = C(X) and t = ξ, where X is a nonempty compact subset of C and ξ is as in
(2.1). Given ω ∈ X , we can define the map τω : X → X − ω by τω(z) = z − ω for

z ∈ X . Then 0 ∈ τω(X). Set G̃ω = {ξω, ξ̄ωξω}, where ξω is the coordinate function

on τω(X). By Theorem 2.1, G̃ω is a hyperrigid set of generators of C(τω(X)) and

f(0) = 0 for every f ∈ G̃ω . Define the composition map πω : C(τω(X)) → C(X)
by πω(f) = f ◦ τω for f ∈ C(τω(X)). Then πω is a unital C∗-algebra isomorphism.

As a consequence, Gω := πω(G̃ω) is a hyperrigid set of generators of C(X) (see
e.g., [23, Corollary B.3]). It is easy to see that f(ω) = 0 for every f ∈ Gω, or
equivalentlyGω ⊆ kerχω, where χω is the character of C(X) given by χω(f) = f(ω)
for f ∈ C(X). Since characters of C(X) are of the form χω with ω ∈ X (see [24,
p. 271, Example (a)]), this implies that for every character χ of C(X), there exists
a hyperrigid set G of generators of C(X) such that G ⊆ kerχ.

The “moreover” part follows from Corollary 2.6. �
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Proof of Theorem 2.11. (i)⇔(ii) First, observe that if π : C(X) → B(H)
is a representation, then π(ξ) is a normal operator and π takes the form

π(f) = f(π(ξ)), f ∈ C(X). (4.16)

Indeed, σ(π(ξ)) ⊆ σ(ξ) = X . Since both sides of the above equality are representa-
tions of C(X) which coincide at f = ξ (see (2.1)) and, by the Stone-Weierstrass the-
orem, ξ generates C(X), we deduce that (4.16) is valid. Also, if ρ : C(X) → B(K)
is a representation and R ∈ B(H,K), then Rπ(f) = ρ(f)R for all f ∈ C(X) if
and only if Rπ(ξ) = ρ(ξ)R. This means that with A := C(X), the conditions
(ii) of Theorems 2.3 and 2.11 are equivalent. Defining the state ψ on C(X) by
ψ(f) =

∫
X fdµ for f ∈ C(X), we infer from Theorem 2.3 that conditions (i) and

(ii) are equivalent.
(ii)⇒(iii) Apply (ii) to the triplet (K, R,N) defined by K := K1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Kn,

Rh := R1h⊕ · · · ⊕Rnh for h ∈ H, and N := N1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Nn.
(iii)⇒(ii) Set Ki = K and Ni = N for i = 1, . . . , n, R1 = R and Ri = 0 for

i = 2, . . . , n. Substituting these objects into (iii) yields NR = RT .
(i)⇔(iv) This follows from equivalence (i)⇔(iv) of Theorem 2.3 via the above

arguments.
(a) Let us denote by (i∗)-(iv∗) the versions of (i)-(iv) in which the considered

Hilbert spaces are assumed to be separable. A close inspection of the above reason-
ings shows that (ii∗)⇔(iii∗). It is easy to see that (ii∗) implies Theorem 2.2(iii∗),
which, by the “moreover” part of this theorem, implies (i∗), that is (ii∗)⇒(i∗). Since
(i)-(iii) are equivalent, (iii)⇒(iii∗) and, by [23, Theorem B.2], (i∗)⇒(i), we conclude
that all the conditions (i)-(iii) and

(b) This can be deduced from what was done above, and from Theorem 2.3(d.2)
and the equality MC(X) = X . �

References

[1] F. Altomare, M. Campiti, Korovkin type approximation theory and its applications, de
Gruyter Studies in Mathmatics, Berlin, New York, 1994.

[2] F. Altomare, Korovkin-type theorems and approximation by positive linear operators, Sur-
veys in Approximation Theory, Vol. 5, 2010, pp. 92-164.

[3] W. Arveson, The noncommutative Choquet boundary. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 21 (2008), 1065-
1084.

[4] W. Arveson, The noncommutative Choquet boundary III: operator systems in matrix alge-
bras, Math. Scand. 106 (2010), 196-210

[5] W. Arveson, The noncommutative Choquet boundary II: hyperrigidity, Israel J. Math.
184(2011), 349-385.

[6] H. Berens, G. G. Lorentz, Geometric theory of Korovkin sets, J. Approx. Theory, 15 (1975),
161-189.

[7] B. Bilich, Maximality of correspondence representations, arXiv: 2407.04278.
[8] B. Bilich, A. Dor-On, Arveson’s hyperrigidity conjecture is false, arXiv: 2404.05018.
[9] L. G. Brown, Convergence of functions of self-adjoint operators and applications, Publ. Mat.

60 (2016), 551–564.
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