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NUCLEAR DIMENSION OF EXTENSIONS OF

COMMUTATIVE C∗-ALGEBRAS BY KIRCHBERG

ALGEBRAS

SAMUEL EVINGTON, ABRAHAM C.S. NG, AIDAN SIMS, AND STUART WHITE

Abstract. We compute the nuclear dimension of extensions of C∗-
algebras involving commutative unital quotients and stable Kirchberg
ideals. We identify the finite directed graphs whose C∗-algebras are
covered by this theorem.

1. Introduction

By the Gelfand–Niamark theorem, every abelian C∗-algebra arises as the
algebra C0(X) of continuous functions that vanish at infinity on some lo-
cally compact Hausdorff topological space X. Thus C∗-algebras provide
a framework for non-commutative topology. Nuclear dimension is a non-
commutative generalisation of covering dimension for topological spaces to
the setting of C∗-algebras due to Winter and Zacharias ([69]). By Ostrand’s
theorem ([52]), the covering dimension of a normal topological space X is
the smallest n such that every locally finite open cover of X has a refine-
ment that can be (n + 1)-coloured with sets of the same colour pairwise
disjoint. The nuclear dimension of a C∗-algebra is defined by ‘colouring’ the
finite-dimensional approximations from the Choi–Effros–Kirchberg charac-
terisation of nuclearity ([18, 40]) with approximants of the same colour mu-
tually orthogonal. In particular, C∗-algebras of finite nuclear dimension
are nuclear; see Definition 2.1 below. For unital or separable abelian C∗-
algebras, nuclear dimension matches covering dimension: the classical proof
that abelian C∗-algebras satisfy the completely positive approximation prop-
erty shows that dimnuc(C0(X)) ≤ dimX; the reverse inequality is obtained
by taking a good finite nuclear dimension approximation for a partition of
unity (see [15], for example).

Since its introduction, nuclear dimension has been intimately linked with
the Elliott classification programme for simple separable nuclear C∗-algebras.
The additional control given by an (n+1)-coloured completely positive ap-
proximations, as opposed to standard completely positive approximations,
has structural consequences (see, for example, [66, 54]). Moreover, the
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2 NUCLEAR DIMENSION OF EXTENSIONS

original proof of the stably finite part of the unital classification theorem
([35, 36, 25, 61]) used finite nuclear dimension as the fundamental regular-
ity hypothesis so as to use Winter’s nuclear-dimension powered technique
of classification by embeddings ([67]). Conversely, classification has been
essential in obtaining optimal values of the nuclear dimension both directly
(by transferring explicit finite dimensional approximations from families of
model C∗-algebras to the general setting in [69, 27, 58, 57]) and more in-
directly (through the use of classification theorems for maps to construct
finitely colourable approximations as in [49, 59, 8, 17, 16, 9, 21, 34, 29]).

This paper is concerned with the computation of the nuclear dimension
of an extension

(1.1) 0 → J → E → B → 0

in terms of J and B. Finite nuclear dimension is preserved by extensions:

max(dimnuc(J),dimnuc(B)) ≤ dimnuc(E)

≤ dimnuc(J) + dimnuc(B) + 1.
(1.2)

Indeed, this result was one of the primary motivations for the introduction
of nuclear dimension in [69] (particularly in contrast with the earlier concept
of decomposition rank from [44]).1 The upper bound above is obtained by
taking an approximate unit (hn) for J that is quasicentral for E, and then
using the approximation

(1.3) a ≈ h1/2n ah1/2n + (1− hn)
1/2a(1− hn)

1/2, a ∈ E.

The point is that the first term h
1/2
n xh

1/2
n lies in J , so can be approximated by

a nuclear-dimension approximation for J , and for large n one can obtain an
approximation to the second term from a nuclear-dimension approximation
for the quotient B (this is the proof of [69, Proposition 2.9]).2

In their original paper [69], Winter and Zacharias highlighted the case of
the Toeplitz algebra T . This arises as an extension

(1.4) 0 → K → T → C(T) → 0,

and so3 has nuclear dimension 1 or 2. Despite the attention of experts, it
took 10 years until Brake and Winter obtained the exact value of 1 in [10].
In a nutshell, Brake and Winter found a clever way to approximate suitable
terms (1 − hn)

1/2a(1 − hn)
1/2 in (1.3) with the expected two colours (from

the dimension of the quotient C(T)) so that one colour lies orthogonal to hn.

This orthogonality means that approximations to h
1/2
n ah

1/2
n can be assigned

this same colour; since only one colour is needed to approximate h
1/2
n ah

1/2
n

due to 0-dimensionality of the ideal, the upshot is that only two colours are
needed in total. Essentially, Brake and Winter succeed in reusing one of the

1As C∗-algebras of finite decomposition rank are quasidiagonal and hence stably finite,
the Toeplitz algebra below has infinite decomposition rank.

2The number of colours used in an approximation is the nuclear dimension plus one, so
this sketch explains the upper bound on dimnuc(E) in (1.2): the number of colours needed
to approximate E is at most the sum of the number of colours used to approximate the
ideal and the quotient.

3The compacts K have nuclear dimension 0. Indeed a C∗-algebra has nuclear dimension
0 if and only if it is approximately finite dimensional (see [69, Remark 2.2(iii)]).
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two colours needed to approximate the quotient to approximate the ideal
(we will discuss this strategy in a bit more detail in Section 3).

The Brake–Winter result sparked the following question.

Question A. Let

(1.5) 0 → J → E → B → 0

be an extension of C∗-algebras. Is

(1.6) dimnuc(E) = max(dimnuc(J),dimnuc(B))?

In a small number of situations, a positive answer follows from general
structural properties of the extension:

• when both J and B are separable and commutative, as then so too
is E,4 and we may use the classical result [53, Corollary 3.5.8] to
compute the covering dimension of the spectrum of E;

• when J and B are both AF, in which case the extension E is AF
([12, 24]), and so has nuclear dimension zero;

• when both J and B are nuclear and O∞-stable, when so too is the
extension ([63, Section 3] or [42, Section 4]) which then has nuclear
dimension 1 ([9]);

• when the extension is quasidiagonal in the sense that there exists an
approximate unit (pn) for J which is quasicentral for E and consists
of projections (see [58, Proposition 6.3]);5

• when the extension arises from a minimal unitisation of a C∗-algebra
(see [69, Remark 2.11] and [44, Proposition 3.11]).

The first three cases are explained by “homogeneity” of the extension, by
which we mean that E belongs to a class of C∗-algebras for which nuclear
dimension is known, and that is closed under ideals, quotients and exten-
sions.

Following Brake and Winter’s work on the Toeplitz algebra, further posi-
tive answers to Question A were obtained. These results are summarised in
the following table (in which B is assumed separable and nuclear).

Paper J B Extension dimnuc(E)

[10] K C(T) Toeplitz 1
[21] Stable AF Kirchberg Unital 1
[29] Stable AF O∞-stable Full 1
[34] K C(X) Essential dimX

In all these results, the nuclear dimension of the ideal is strictly less than
that of the quotient, and this is crucial in deploying the Brake–Winter strat-
egy to obtain an optimal nuclear dimension estimate (albeit using different
powerful classification results in different cases to achieve the necessary or-
thogonality). Our main theorem provides a new family of extensions, where
this need not be the case, yet Question A still has a positive answer.

4This can be seen, for example, by identifying E with the pullback of the commutative
algebras M(J) and B with diagram (2.6).

5The point is that, as pn is a projection, it is orthogonal to 1− pn, so approximations
coming from the quotient can be combined with those coming from the ideal without
increasing the number of colours needed.
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Theorem B. Let J be a stable Kirchberg algebra and X a compact metric
space. Let

(1.7) 0 → J → E
π
−→ C(X) → 0

be an essential extension. Then dimnuc(E) = max(1,dim(X)).

When dimX > 1, the quotient has strictly bigger dimension than the
ideal, and our result fits in to the Brake–Winter framework. The main
challenge comes when dimX = 1, so the ideal and quotient each require 2
colours. In this situation the upper bound in (1.2) gives dimnuc(E) ≤ 3. To
prove Theorem B, we therefore need to reuse both colours from the quotient
in approximating the ideal. We do so by arranging for one colour from the
quotient to be orthogonal to both colours from the ideal (very similarly to
the dimX > 1 case) and simultaneously for one of the two colours of the
ideal to be orthogonal to both the colours from the quotient.

Our arguments are powered by uniqueness theorems for O∞-stable ∗-
homomorphisms, developed recently by Gabe ([33]), building on the work
of Kirchberg ([41]). These results allow us to transfer ideas of Gardner
and Tikuisis for extensions of C(X) by K ([34]), which were based on Lin’s
uniqueness theorem for approximately multiplicative maps from commuta-
tive C∗-algebras into matrices ([47]), to the purely infinite setting. In the
case when dimX = 1, a further subtle use of O∞-stable classification is
required to engineer the additional orthogonality required in the approxi-
mation of the ideal.

One of our motivations for this work – and in particular for focusing on
the case dimX = 1 – is the computation of the nuclear dimension of graph
C∗-algebras. The first results in this direction ([58]) used the technique
developed by Winter and Zacharias ([69]) for Cuntz algebras and Gabe’s
argument that stable extensions of graph C∗-algebras in which the quotient
is AF are quasidiagonal extensions to establish that graph C∗-algebras that
are an extension of an AF quotient by a purely infinite ideal have nuclear
dimension 1. Subsequent work ([27, 57]) used models built from graph C∗-
algebras to show that all simple Kirchberg algebras in the UCT class have
nuclear dimension 1, motivating subsequent general calculations of the op-
timal value ([8, 16, 17]). Moreover, with the striking classification results
for graph C∗-algebras of ([23, 22]) and the connection between classifiability
and low nuclear dimension for simple C∗-algebras ([17, 16]), it is natural
to wonder whether graph algebras likewise generically have small nuclear
dimension. Of particular relevance to Question A is that every finite graph
C∗-algebra has a composition series whose ideals and subquotients have nu-
clear dimension at most 1. Indeed, C∗-algebras associated to finite directed
graphs can be built up from iterated extensions of

• AF-algebras,
• C∗-algebras stably isomorphic to C(T), and
• Kirchberg algebras.

Therefore, if Question A has a positive answer, then every finite graph C∗-
algebra has nuclear dimension at most 1 (and hence by taking direct limits,
so too does every graph C∗-algebra).

Question C. Do all graph C∗-algebras have nuclear dimension at most 1?
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Our theorem is designed for the stably commutative quotient, Kirchberg
ideal setting (and indeed Theorem B readily extends to allow for stably
commutative quotients; see Corollary 4.2). We end the paper by giving
a geometric characterisation (Proposition 5.1) of the graphs for which our
methods apply. Our argument relies heavily on the explicit correspondence
between features of a graph and the ideal lattice of its C∗-algebra ([3, 38,
14]). In recent work, Farout and Schafhauser ([30]) show that the C∗-algebra
of any graph with condition (K) is an extension of an O∞-stable quotient
by a stable AF-ideal, and so obtain an upper bound of 2 in general, and
identify geometrically when [29] can be used to reduce the dimension further
to 1. Condition (K) precludes the presence of abelian subquotients with
nontrivial spectrum, so our result does not intersect theirs. Indeed, their
situation, where the quotient is O∞-stable and the ideal stably finite, is
complementary to ours, where the roles are reversed.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we set up our notational
conventions and collect some prerequisite results on Kirchberg algebras and
extensions. We open Section 3 with a high level outline of the proof of
Theorem B, and then in Subsections 3.1–3.3 we develop the technical ma-
chinery needed to implement it. Section 4 contains the proof of Theorem B.
In Section 5 we relate our result to graph C∗-algebras.

2. Preliminaries

We write Mn for the C∗-algebra of n × n matrices and K for C∗-algebra
of compact operators on ℓ2(N). The Cuntz algebra with countably infinitely
many generators from Cuntz’s seminal paper [20] is denoted O∞.

Let A be a C∗-algebra. We write A+ for the positive elements in A and
A∼ for the (forced) unitisation of A (so A∼ ∼= A ⊕ C when A is already
unital). We often implicitly work in the unitisation in our algebraic ma-
nipulations. The multiplier algebra of A is denoted by M(A), with corona
Q(A) =M(A)/A and quotient map qA :M(A) → Q(A).

In this paper, approximate units are always assumed to be increasing nets
of positive contractions, and are almost always sequential (as the C∗-algebras
of interest are separable). Following the language of [34], a sequential ap-
proximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 is said to be almost idempotent if hn+1hn = hn for

all n ∈ N. Every σ-unital C∗-algebra has an almost idempotent approximate
unit by [7, Corollary II.4.2.5].

Quasicentral approximate units will play a particularly important role in
this paper. Recall that given an ideal I ⊳ A in a C∗-algebra, a quasicentral
approximate unit (hλ)λ∈Λ for I relative to A is an approximate unit for I
with ‖hλa− ahλ‖ → 0 for all a ∈ A. The existence of quasicentral approx-
imate units is guaranteed by Arveson’s result [4, Theorem 1], whose proof
shows that the convex hull of any approximate unit contains a quasicentral
approximate unit. Consequently, when A is separable, every ideal I ⊳ A
has a sequential quasicentral almost idempotent approximate unit; see [7,
Proposition II.4.3.2].
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We fix a free ultrafilter ω on N for the entirety of the paper. The ultra-
product of a sequence of C∗-algebras An with respect to ω is the C∗-algebra

(2.1)
∏

n→ω

An =

∏
n∈NAn

{(an)∞n=1 : limn→ω ‖an‖ = 0}
.

We write [an]
∞
n=1 for the element of the ultraproduct represented by the

bounded sequence (an)
∞
n=1 ∈

∏
n∈NAn. We write Aω for the ultrapower of

a C∗-algebra A, i.e Aω =
∏
n→ω A.

We will make frequent use of the embedding ι11 : A→ M2(A) given by

(2.2) a 7→

(
a 0
0 0

)

for a variety of C∗-algebras A.
Let A and B be C∗-algebras. Recall that a completely positive (c.p.)

map φ : A → B is said to be order zero if it preserves orthogonality, i.e.
φ(a)φ(b) = 0 whenever a, b ∈ A+ satisfy ab = 0.

There is a bijection between completely positive and contractive (c.p.c.)
order zero maps φ : A → B and ∗-homomorphisms Φ: C0(0, 1] ⊗ A → B
established in [68, Corollary 3.1]. It will be convenient to have a standard
notation for this, so we will write Φ = HM(φ) and φ = OZ(Φ). So HM(φ)
is the unique ∗-homomorphism C0(0, 1] ⊗A→ B satisfying

(2.3) φ(a) = HM(φ)(id(0,1] ⊗ a), a ∈ A,

and OZ(Φ(a)) = Φ(id(0,1] ⊗a).
For completeness, we recall the definition of nuclear dimension of a com-

pletely positive map which is first formalised in [62] (for a ∗-homomorphism)
based on the seminal paper [69] introducing nuclear dimension for C∗-algebras.
We refer the reader to [69, 68] for more details on nuclear dimension and
order zero maps.

Definition 2.1 (c.f. [62, Definition 2.2]). A completely positive map η : A→
B between C∗-algebras is said to have nuclear dimension at most n if, for
any finite subset F ⊆ A and any ǫ > 0, there exist a finite-dimensional
C∗-algebra G, a c.p.c. map ψ : A→ G and a c.p. map φ : G→ B such that

(2.4) max
a∈F

‖η(a) − φ(ψ(a))‖ < ǫ

and G can decomposed as G = G(0) ⊕ · · · ⊕ G(n) where each restriction
φ|G(i) is c.p.c. and order zero. The nuclear dimension of η is defined to be
the least such n (or ∞ if no such n exists). Slightly rewriting history, the
nuclear dimension of a C∗-algebra A is the nuclear dimension of the identity
homomorphism idA.

Recall that a C∗-algebra is called Kirchberg when it is simple, separable,
nuclear, and purely infinite. We will make use of the fact that Kirchberg
algebras are O∞-stable (one of Kirchberg’s Geneva theorems from [41]; see
[43, Theorem 3.14]) and have real rank zero (see [70, Theorem 1]). The
existence of the following embeddings is well-known to experts but we supply
a proof for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a Kirchberg algebra.
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(i) There exists an embedding Mn → A for all n ∈ N.
(ii) For each compact metric space K, there exists an embedding C(K) →

A; if A is unital the embedding can be made unital.

Proof. (i): The matrix algebra Mn embeds (not unitally) in O∞ via the map
φ : Mn → O∞ given by φ(eij) = sis

∗
j , where (eij)

n
i=1,j=1 are the canonical

generators of Mn and (si)i∈N are the canonical generators of O∞. Since A
is a Kirchberg algebra, A ∼= A⊗O∞ and A contains a non-zero projection p
(as it has real rank zero). We can therefore define an embedding ψ : Mn →
A⊗O∞

∼= A via ψ(x) = p⊗ φ(x).
(ii): As in part (i) (taking p = 1A if A is unital), it suffices to show

that C(K) embeds unitally in O∞. By the Hausdorff–Alexandroff theorem
(see [2, 37]), it suffices to consider K = {0, 1}N, the Cantor space. Since
C
2 ∼= D2 := span{s1s

∗
1, (1 − s1s

∗
1)}, a unital subalgebra of O∞, injectivity

of the minimal tensor product gives C(K) ∼=
⊗

i∈ND2 ⊆
⊗

i∈N O∞
∼= O∞,

which is a unital embedding. �

We now turn to the theory of extensions of C∗-algebras. Our standard
reference is [6, Chapter 15]. An extension of C∗-algebras is a short exact
sequence

(2.5) 0 → J
j
−→ E

π
−→ B → 0.

We say that E is an extension of B by J . We typically identify J with the
ideal j(J) ⊳ E and B with the quotient E/J . The extension (2.5) is said to
be:

• unital if E is unital (which forces B to be unital);
• essential if J is an essential ideal in E, i.e. every non-zero ideal of E
intersects J non-trivially;

• trivial if there is a splitting B → E that is a ∗-homomorphism.

An extension as in (2.5) induces a canonical ∗-homomorphism mE : E →
M(J) given by mE(a)x = ax for a ∈ E and x ∈ J . The Busby invariant of
an extension ([13]) is the unique map ζ : B → Q(J) into the corona algebra
of J such that the following diagram commutes:

(2.6)

E B

M(J) Q(J).

π

mE ζ

qJ

The Busby invariant completely encodes an extension via a pullback con-
struction (see [6, Example 15.3.2]). In particular, an extension is unital if
and only if its Busby invariant is unital. It is essential if and only if its
Busby invariant is injective (see [6, Section 15.2]).

Two extensions with Busby invariants ζ1, ζ2 : B → Q(J) are strongly
unitarily equivalent if there exists a unitary u ∈ M(J) such that ζ2(b) =
qJ(u)ζ1(b)qJ (u)

∗ for all b ∈ B.
The direct sum of two extensions with Busby invariants ζ1, ζ2 : B → Q(J)

is the extension with Busby invariant ζ1 ⊕ ζ2 : B → M2(Q(J)) ∼= Q(M2(J))
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given by

(2.7) b 7→

(
ζ1(b) 0
0 ζ2(b)

)
.

In general this is an extension of B by M2(J); however, when J is stable
there is a canonical identification M2(J) ∼= J ; see [6, Section 15.6].

An extension of a separable nuclear C∗-algebra B by a separable stable
C∗-algebra J with Busby invariant ζ : B → Q(J) is absorbing if ζ ⊕ σ is
strongly unitarily equivalent to ζ for all trivial extensions σ.

For unital extensions, we need to adapt the definition slightly because ζ is
never strongly unitarily equivalent to ζ ⊕ 0 if ζ is unital. A unital extension
is unitally trivial if it admits a splitting that is a unital ∗-homomorphism. A
unital extension with Busby invariant ζ : B → Q(J) is unitally absorbing if
ζ⊕σ is strongly unitarily equivalent to ζ for every unitally trivial extension σ.

The following theorem is well-known to experts but we do not know an
explicit reference for the form we need, and so we show how to deduce it
from existing results.

Theorem 2.3. Let J be a stable Kirchberg algebra and B a separable nuclear
C∗-algebra. Then every (unital) essential extension of B by J is (unitally)
absorbing.

Proof. The unital version of this result follows from the general theory of
Elliott and Kucerovsky on absorbing extensions by combining [26, Theo-
rem 6] with [26, Theorem 17(ii)] (noting that, as B is nuclear, an extension
of B by J is ‘absorbing in the nuclear sense’ as given by [26, Theorem 6]
precisely when it is absorbing). However, this special case was first proven
by Kirchberg (see [41, Theorem 6]).

For the non-unital version, there are some additional subtleties first ob-
served by Gabe in [31]. Let ζ : B → Q(J) be the Busby invariant of a
non-unital essential extension of B by J . Then ζ is injective and non-unital.
It follows that the map ζ ′ : B∼ → Q(J) given by b+λ1B∼ 7→ ζ(b)+λ1Q(J) is
also injective. Since J is a stable Kirchberg algebra, Q(J) is simple by [55,
Theorem 3.2], so ζ is unitisably full in the sense of [31, Definition 2.5]. More-
over J satisfies the corona factorisation property by [50, Proposition 2.1].
Hence, by [31, Theorem 2.6], ζ is nuclearly absorbing. Since B is nuclear, ζ
is absorbing. �

3. Machinery of proof

In this section, we outline the global strategy for proving Theorem B and
isolate the technical results needed. The starting point is a decomposition
that has its roots in [10]. We formulate this as Proposition 3.1, and will
refer to this proposition throughout the paper to fix notation.

Proposition 3.1 (The Brake–Winter decomposition).
Let

(3.1) 0 → J
ι
−→ E

π
−→ C(X) → 0
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be an extension with µ : C(X) → E a c.p.c. splitting. Let (hn)
∞
n=1 be a

quasicentral approximate unit for J relative to E. Set

An = hnJhn, Bn = (hn+1 − hn)J(hn+1 − hn), and

Cn = (1− hn+1)E(1− hn+1).(3.2)

Define three sequences of c.p.c. maps

αn : E → An, a 7→ h1/2n ah1/2n ,

βn : C(X) → Bn, f 7→ (hn+1 − hn)
1/2µ(f)(hn+1 − hn)

1/2,

γn : C(X) → Cn, f 7→ (1− hn+1)
1/2µ(f)(1− hn+1)

1/2.

(3.3)

Let α : E →
∏
n→ω An ⊆ Eω, β : C(X) →

∏
n→ω Bn ⊆ Eω and γ : C(X) →∏

n→ω Cn ⊆ Eω be the induced c.p.c. maps into the respective ultraproducts.
Then α,β and γ are c.p.c. order zero maps, and we have

(3.4) α(a) + β(π(a)) + γ(π(a)) = a

for all a ∈ E.

Proof. Write h = [hn]
∞
n=1 ∈ Eω. Since (hn)

∞
n=1 is quasicentral, α(a) = ha =

ah for all a ∈ E. Hence, if a, b ∈ E+ satisfy ab = 0, then α(a)α(b) = habh =
0. Therefore, α is a c.p.c. order zero map.

Write ĥ = [hn+1]
∞
n=1 ∈ Eω. Since (hn)

∞
n=1 is an approximate unit for J ,

we have ha = a = ĥa for all a ∈ J ⊆ Eω. Hence, (ĥ−h)a = 0 = (1− ĥ)a for

all a ∈ J ⊆ Eω. Since (hn)
∞
n=1 is quasicentral, (ĥ− h) and (1− ĥ) commute

with all elements of E ⊆ Eω.
Let f1, f2 ∈ C(X)+. Then µ(f1)µ(f2) − µ(f1f2) ∈ J . Hence, (ĥ −

h)µ(f1)µ(f2) = (ĥ − h)µ(f1f2) and (1 − ĥ)µ(f1)µ(f2) = (1 − ĥ)µ(f1f2).
Therefore, if f1f2 = 0, then

(3.5) β(f1)β(f2) = (ĥ− h)2µ(f1)µ(f2) = (ĥ− h)2µ(f1f2) = 0,

and similarly γ(f1)γ(f2) = 0. Hence, β and γ are c.p.c. order zero maps.
Let a ∈ E. Then π(µ(π(a))) = π(a). Hence, µ(π(a)) − a ∈ J . Therefore,

(ĥ− h)µ(π(a)) = (ĥ− h)a and (1− ĥ)µ(π(a)) = (1− ĥ)a. Hence

α(a) + β(π(a)) + γ(π(a)) = ha+ (ĥ− h)µ(π(a)) + (1− ĥ)µ(π(a))

= ha+ (ĥ− h)a+ (1− ĥ)a(3.6)

= a. �

The power of the Brake–Winter decomposition comes from the fact that
when the quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 is almost idempotent, the

hereditary subalgebras An and Cn are orthogonal. This is important as a
sum of order zero maps with orthogonal ranges is again order zero. This
means that the colours used in nuclear dimension approximations for γn can
be re-used in nuclear dimension approximations for αn, so that

(3.7) dimnuc(αn + γn ◦ π) ≤ max(dimnuc(αn),dimnuc(γn ◦ π)).

Since the image of αn lies in J , we have dimnuc(αn) ≤ dimnuc(J); since
γn ◦ π factors through C(X), the estimate dimnuc(γn ◦ π) ≤ dim(X) is
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true in a limiting sense as n→ ∞.6 Therefore, Question A can be answered
affirmatively for a given extension by finding a suitable strategy for handling
the βn term without increasing the estimate of max(dimnuc(J),dim(X)).7

The strategy for handling the βn terms in the proof of Theorem B is as
follows: After approximating γn using a (dim(X) + 1)-coloured open cover
of X, we shall extend the collection of open sets corresponding to the first
colour to a Borel partition of X, which will be used to approximate βn. This
requires extending the domain of the approximately order zero c.p.c. maps
βn to include (some) Borel functions that are not continuous.

In Section 3.1, we use Gabe’s O∞-stable uniqueness theorem to prove a
suitable extension theorem for the c.p.c. order zero map β in the Brake–
Winter decomposition under the hypothesis that HM(β) is injective. In
Section 3.2, we show that the quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 can

be chosen such that the corresponding Brake–Winter decomposition does
indeed have the property that HM(β) is injective. As discussed in the intro-
duction, to prove Theorem B in the case dim(X) = 1 requires some extra
work: we also need to approximate the maps αn in such a way that one
colour is orthogonal to βn. This is the topic of Section 3.3.

3.1. Extending order zero maps. Starting from the Brake–Winter de-
composition (Proposition 3.1), the key idea in [34] is to choose the quasi-
central approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 so that the Bn are matrix algebras and

then use Lin’s uniqueness theorem for approximately multiplicative maps
into matrix algebras [47, Theorem 2.10] to extend β to a c.p.c. order zero
map on the C∗-algebra B(X) of all bounded Borel functions on X.

The appearance of matrix algebras and the applicability of Lin’s unique-
ness theorem is specific to the extensions considered in [34] where the ideal
is K. To transfer this idea to purely infinite ideals, we would like to prove
that a c.p.c. order zero map β : C(X) →

∏
n→ω Bn into an ultraproduct of

Kirchberg algebras can be extended to a c.p.c. order zero map defined on
the C∗-algebra B(X) of all bounded Borel functions on X. In fact, we prove
something slightly weaker: ι11 ◦β : C(X) → M2(

∏
n→ω Bn) can be extended

to any separable abelian C∗-algebra containing C(X) provided HM(β) is
injective. This is sufficient for the proof of Theorem B.

We begin by deriving the version of Gabe’s uniqueness theorem ([33,
Theorem B]) that we need to prove the extension theorem.

Proposition 3.2. Let Bn be a sequence of Kirchberg algebras. Write Bω =∏
n→ω Bn.

8 Let E be a separable nuclear C∗-algebra. Suppose φ,ψ : C0(0, 1]⊗
E → Bω are injective ∗-homomorphisms. Then there exists a unitary u in
the minimal unitisation M2(Bω)

∼ of M2(Bω) such that Ad(u) ◦ (ι11 ◦ φ) =
ι11 ◦ ψ.

Proof. Let A = C0(0, 1] ⊗ E for convenience. Since E is separable and
nuclear, A is separable and nuclear.

6The careful choice of wording is because γn is only approximately order zero.
7Note that, if the extension is a direct sum or has a quasicentral approximate unit

consisting of projections, then βn can be taken to be zero.
8This is the first occurrence of abuse of notation we will make use of in this paper: Bω

is just a shorthand for the ultraproduct of the Bn, not an ultrapower.
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To apply Gabe’s uniqueness theorem [33, Theorem B], we first use the
theory of separably inheritable properties (see [7, Section II.8.5]) to replace
Bω with a separable subalgebra D ⊆ Bω containing φ(A) and ψ(A) that is
both simple and O∞-stable.

Since each Bn is simple and purely infinite, Bω is simple by [42, Re-
mark 2.4]. Simplicity is separably inheritable by [7, Theorem II.8.5.6]. Since
each Bn is Kirchberg, we have Bn ∼= Bn⊗O∞ for all n ∈ N, so [60, Proposi-
tion 1.12] says that the ultraproduct is separably O∞-stable, meaning that
for every separable subalgebra C1 ⊆ Bω there is a separable O∞-stable sub-
algebra C2 with C1 ⊆ C2 ⊆ Bω. Being separably O∞-stable is separably
inheritable as O∞-stability is preserved by sequential inductive limits by [63,
Corollary 3.4]. Being both simple and separably O∞-stable is therefore sep-
arably inheritable by [7, Theorem II.8.5.3]. So the required simple separable
O∞-stable subalgebra D ⊆ Bω exists.

View φ and ψ as maps A → D. Since A is nuclear, φ and ψ are nuclear.
Since D is O∞-stable, φ and ψ are strongly O∞-stable by [33, Proposi-
tion 4.5]. Since D is simple, injectivity of φ and ψ ensures that they are
full. As D is separable, it is σ-unital. Since C0(0, 1] ⊗ E is homotopic to 0,
it follows that KKnuc(φ) = KKnuc(ψ) = 0. Therefore, by [33, Theorem B],
φ,ψ : A → D are asymptotically Murray–von Neumann equivalent (in the
sense of [32, Definition 3.4]) and hence so are φ,ψ : A→ Bω.

By [32, Proposition 3.10], ι11 ◦ φ, ι11 ◦ ψ : A → M2(Bω) are asymptoti-
cally unitarily equivalent via unitaries in M2(Bω)

∼. By an application of
Kirchberg’s ǫ-test ([42, Lemma A.4]), there exists u ∈ M2(Bω)

∼ such that
Ad(u) ◦ (ι11 ◦ φ) = ι11 ◦ ψ. �

We deduce the promised result on extending c.p.c. order zero maps.

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a compact metric space. Let Bn be a sequence
of Kirchberg algebras. Write Bω =

∏
n→ω Bn. Let β : C(X) → Bω be a

c.p.c. order zero map such that HM(β) is injective. Let D be a separable
abelian C∗-algebra containing C(X). Then ι11 ◦ β : C(X) → M2(Bω) can be
extended to an order zero map D → M2(Bω).

Proof. ViewD as C(Z) for a compact metric space Z. By Proposition 2.2(ii),
C([0, 1] × Z) embeds in Bn for each n ∈ N. Hence, there exists an embed-
ding, C([0, 1] × Z) → Bω. Let ψ : C0((0, 1] × Z) → Bω be the restriction of
this embedding to C0((0, 1] × Z).

Let φ = HM(β) : C0((0, 1] × X) → Bω be the ∗-homomorphism corre-
sponding to the c.p.c. order zero map β. By hypothesis, φ is injective.

Applying Proposition 3.2 with E = C(X) to φ and ψ, we see that ι11 ◦ φ
and ι11 ◦ ψ|C0((0,1]×X) are unitarily equivalent via a unitary u ∈ M2(Bω)

∼.
Then ι11(φ(f)) = uι11(ψ(f))u

∗ for all f ∈ C0((0, 1]×X). Therefore Ad(u)◦
(ι11 ◦ ψ) is an extension of ι11 ◦ φ to C0((0, 1] × Z). Hence g 7→ Ad(u) ◦
ι11(ψ(id(0,1]⊗g)) is a c.p.c. order zero extension of ι11 ◦ β. �

3.2. Ensuring injectivity. The Brake–Winter decomposition works for
any quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1. In this section, we shall show

that, for any essential extension of C(X) by a stable Kirchberg algebra, an
almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit can be chosen such that
the c.p.c. order zero map β in the Brake–Winter decomposition (using the
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notation of Proposition 3.1) has the property that HM(β) is injective. This is
necessary in order to apply our order zero extension result (Proposition 3.3).

The method of proof is to first construct a trivial extension where the
result holds, and then use that essential extensions of separable nuclear
C∗-algebras by Kirchberg algebras absorb trivial representations (see The-
orem 2.3). This technique has its roots in Gardner and Tikuisis’ work on
the nuclear dimension of generalised Toeplitz algebras [34]. Our starting
point is the following proposition, which is essentially a restatement of [34,
Lemma 3.1]. To simply notation, we write trω for the canonical limit trace
on

∏
n→ωMmn given by trω([xn]

∞
n=1) = limn→ω trmn(xn) – this is in fact the

unique trace on
∏
n→ωMmn by [51, Theorem 1.2].

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a compact metric space and let τ be a state on
C0(0, 1]⊗C(X). There exist a unital ∗-homomorphism ψ0 : C(X) →M(K),

an almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit (h
(0)
n )∞n=1 for K relative

to Tψ0 : = K+ ψ0(C(X)), and a sequence (mn)
∞
n=1 in N such that

(1) ψ0 = qK ◦ ψ0 : C(X) → Q(K) is an injective ∗-homomorphism,

(2) (h
(0)
n+1 − h

(0)
n )K(h

(0)
n+1 − h

(0)
n ) ∼= Mmn for all n ∈ N, and

(3) the c.p.c. order zero map given by

Ψ0 : C(X) →
∏

n→ω

Mmn , f 7→ [(h
(0)
n+1 − h(0)n )ψ0(f)]

∞
n=1(3.8)

satisfies

(3.9) trω(HM(Ψ0)(f)) = τ(f), f ∈ C0(0, 1] ⊗ C(X).

Proof. This is an ultraproduct reformulation of [34, Lemma 3.1]. The con-

struction of ψ0 and (h
(0)
n )∞n=1 are given there. We shall just explain the

reformulation.
Co-restricting ψ0 to a map C(X) → Tψ0 , we see that it defines a c.p.c.

splitting of the extension K → Tψ0 → ψ0(C(X)) ∼= C(X). Hence, Ψ0 is
just the β map in the Brake–Winter decomposition of this extension with

respect to (h
(0)
n )∞n=1. It is therefore is c.p.c. order zero by Proposition 3.1.

For k ∈ N and g ∈ C(X),

HM(Ψ0)(id
k
(0,1] ⊗g) = HM(Ψ0)(id(0,1] ⊗g

1/k)k

= [((h
(0)
n+1 − h(0)n )ψ0(g

1/k))k]∞n=1

= [(h
(0)
n+1 − h(0)n )k/2ψ0(g)(h

(0)
n+1 − h(0)n )k/2]∞n=1.

(3.10)

Hence, HM(Ψ0) is the map induced by the sequence of c.p.c. maps con-
structed in [34, Lemma 3.1]. Therefore, trω(HM(Ψ0)(f)) = τ(f) for all
f ∈ C0((0, 1] ×X) by [34, Lemma 3.1]. �

From the above result for extensions by the compacts, we now deduce a
similar result for extensions by stable Kirchberg algebras.

Corollary 3.5. Let X be a compact metric space and J a stable Kirchberg
C∗-algebra. There exist a unital ∗-homomorphism ψ : C(X) → M(J) and
an almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 for J relative

to J + ψ(C(X)) such that
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(1) ψ = qJ ◦ ψ : C(X) → Q(J) is an injective ∗-homomorphism, and
(2) the ∗-homomorphism HM(Ψ) associated to the c.p.c. order zero map

Ψ: C(X) →
∏

n→ω

(hn+1 − hn)J(hn+1 − hn)

f 7→ [(hn+1 − hn)ψ(f)]
∞
n=1

(3.11)

is injective.

Proof. Fix a faithful state τ on C0((0, 1] × X). Let ψ0 : C(X) → M(K)
be the unital ∗-homomorphism ψ0 : C(X) → M(K) coming from Proposi-

tion 3.4 and let (h
(0)
n )∞n=1 be the corresponding almost idempotent quasicen-

tral approximate unit.
The ∗-homomorphism HM(Ψ0) associated to the order zero map Ψ0 con-

structed by Proposition 3.4 is injective: if f ∈ C0((0, 1] × X) satisfies
HM(Ψ0)(f) = 0, then

(3.12) 0 = trω(HM(Ψ0)(f
∗f)) = τ(f∗f),

so f = 0, as τ is faithful.
By, for example, [70, Theorem 1], there exists a non-trivial projection

p ∈ J . The corner J0 := pJp is a unital full hereditary subalgebra and so J
and J0 are stably isomorphic by Brown’s theorem [11, Theorem 2.8]. Hence,
J0 ⊗K ∼= J ⊗K ∼= J ; we identify J with J0 ⊗K.

We define ψ : C(X) → M(J) by ψ(f) = 1J0 ⊗ ψ0(f) ∈ J0 ⊗ M(K) ⊆

M(J0 ⊗ K) = M(J) and take hn = 1J0 ⊗ h
(0)
n . Defining Ψ as in (3.11),

we have Ψ(f) = [1J0 ⊗ (h
(0)
n+1 − h

(0)
n )ψ0(f)]

∞
n=1, so we can identify Ψ with

1J0 ⊗Ψ0. For f ∈ C(X),

(1J0 ⊗HM(Ψ0))(id(0,1] ⊗f) = (1J0 ⊗HM(Ψ0))(id(0,1] ⊗f)

= 1J0 ⊗Ψ0(f)

= Ψ(f).

(3.13)

So the defining equation (2.3) shows that we can identify HM(Ψ) with 1J0 ⊗
HM(Ψ0), which is injective as HM(Ψ0) is injective. �

Next, we take an arbitrary essential extension of C(X) by a stable Kirch-
berg C∗-algebra and add on the trivial extension that we have just con-
structed. This proposition is analogous to [34, Corollary 3.2].

Proposition 3.6. Let X be a compact metric space and J be a stable
Kirchberg algebra. Let φ : C(X) → M(J) be a c.p.c. map such that φ =
qJ ◦ φ : C(X) → Q(J) is an injective ∗-isomorphism.

Then there exist a unital ∗-homomorphism ψ : C(X) → M(J) and an
almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 for M2(J) relative

to M2(J) + (φ⊕ ψ)(C(X)) such that

(1) ψ = qJ ◦ ψ is an injective ∗-homomorphism, and
(2) the ∗-homomorphism HM(Γ) corresponding to the c.p.c. order zero

map

Γ: C(X) →
∏

n→ω

(hn+1 − hn)M2(J)(hn+1 − hn)

f 7→ [(hn+1 − hn)(φ(f) ⊕ ψ(f))]∞n=1

(3.14)
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is injective.

Proof. Take ψ and (hψn)∞n=1 to be the ∗-homomorphism and the almost idem-
potent quasicentral approximate unit constructed in Corollary 3.5, and de-

fine Ψ as in (3.11) using the approximate unit (hψn)∞n=1.

Let (hφn)∞n=1 be any almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit for
J relative to J+φ(C(X)) and define Φ analogously to (3.11) with φ replacing

ψ and using the approximate unit (hφn)∞n=1. Note that Φ is c.p.c. order zero
by Proposition 3.1, as it can be viewed as the β map of the Brake–Winter
decomposition for the extension J → J + φ(C(X)) → φ(C(X)) ∼= C(X)

with respect to (hφn)∞n=1.

Set hn = hφn ⊕ hψn for n ∈ N. Then (hn)
∞
n=1 is an almost idempotent

quasicentral approximate unit for M2(J) relative to M2(J)+(φ⊕ψ)(C(X)).
By construction, Γ = Φ ⊕ Ψ. Hence, HM(Γ) = HM(Φ) ⊕ HM(Ψ). By
Corollary 3.5, HM(Ψ) is injective. Hence, so is HM(Γ). �

We can now prove the existence of a suitable Brake–Winter decomposition
with HM(β) injective in the setting of Theorem B.

Proposition 3.7. Let J be a stable Kirchberg algebra and X a compact
metric space. Let

(3.15) 0 → J → E
π
−→ C(X) → 0

be an essential extension. Then there exist a c.p.c. splitting µ : C(X) →
E and an almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 for J

relative to E such that the c.p.c. order zero map

β : C(X) →
∏

n→ω

(hn+1 − hn)J(hn+1 − hn)

f 7→ [(hn+1 − hn)µ(f)]
∞
n=1

(3.16)

corresponds to an injective ∗-homomorphism HM(β).

Proof. Let φ : C(X) → Q(J) be the Busby invariant of the extension (3.15).
As the extension is essential, φ is injective. As C(X) is separable and nu-
clear, the Choi–Effros theorem [18] yields a c.p.c. lift φ : C(X) → M(J).
The extension (3.15) is isomorphic to the extension

(3.17) 0 → J → J + φ(C(X)) → φ(C(X)) ∼= C(X) → 0

as both extensions have Busby invariant φ.
Let ψ : C(X) →M(J) be as in Proposition 3.6. The extension

(3.18) 0 → M2(J) → M2(J) + (φ⊕ ψ)(C(X)) → C(X) → 0

has a c.p.c. splitting given by the co-restriction of φ ⊕ ψ to the subalgebra
M2(J) + (φ ⊕ ψ)(C(X)). Proposition 3.6 shows that there is an almost
idempotent quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 for this extension such

that the ∗-homomorphism HM(β) associated to the c.p.c. order zero map β
in the Brake–Winter decomposition is injective.

Since φ is essential and ψ is unitally trivial, Theorem 2.3 ensures that φ
and φ⊕ψ are strongly unitarily equivalent. Hence, there is an isomorphism
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κ : E → M2(J)+(φ⊕ψ)(C(X)) such that the following diagram commutes:9

(3.19)

J E C(X)

M2(J) M2(J) + (φ⊕ ψ)(C(X)) C(X).

ι

κ|J

π

κ idC(X)

Pulling back the almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit and the
c.p.c. splitting for the extension (3.18) completes the proof. �

3.3. Approximating the Kirchberg ideal. Recall that the strategy for
proving Theorem B is to re-use one of the colours from the nuclear dimen-
sion approximation of γn to approximate βn (using the notation of Propo-
sition 3.1). The modified map will now have range in C∗(Bn ∪Cn), so is no
longer orthogonal to An. This is not a problem if dim(X) > 1, as we can
reuse the other colours from the approximation for γn to approximate αn.

However, when dim(X) ≤ 1, we need to approximate αn in such a way
that one of the two colours used is orthogonal to both Bn and Cn. That is
the goal of this subsection. For technical reasons, it is easier to work with
ι11 ◦ αn : E → M2(An) rather than αn.

We begin by using Gabe’s uniqueness theorem [33, Theorem B] and
Voiculescu’s theorem on the homotopy invariance of quasidiagonality [64] to
construct finite-dimensional approximations to certain injective ∗-homomor-
phisms out of cones. This is in the spirit of the nuclear dimension approxima-
tions for Kirchberg algebras, and more generally nuclear O∞-stable algebras
from [8, 9].

Proposition 3.8. Let Dn be a sequence of Kirchberg algebras, and write
Dω for their ultraproduct. Let E be a separable nuclear C∗-algebra. Suppose
that Φn : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → Dn is a uniformly bounded sequence of maps such
that the induced map Φ: C0(0, 1]⊗E → Dω is an injective ∗-homomorphism.
Then there exist a sequence of c.p.c. maps ηn : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → Mrn and a
sequence of ∗-homomorphisms ξn : Mrn → M2(Dn) such that

(3.20) lim
n→ω

‖ι11 ◦ Φn(f)− ξn ◦ ηn(f)‖ = 0

for all f ∈ C0(0, 1] ⊗ E.

Proof. We construct a sequence of maps Ψn : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → Dn satisfying
the conclusion of the proposition, then use Gabe’s uniqueness theorem to
relate the maps Φn to the maps Ψn.

The C∗-algebra C0(0, 1] ⊗ E is quasidiagonal by [64] and separable since
E is separable, so there exists a sequence of c.p.c. maps ηn : C0(0, 1]⊗E →
Mrn which are approximately multiplicative and approximately isometric.
The induced map η : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E →

∏
n→ωMrn is thus an isometric ∗-

homomorphism.
As eachDn is Kirchberg, there exist embeddings ξ′n : Mrn → Dn by Propo-

sition 2.2(i). Set Ψn = ξ′n ◦ ηn : C0(0, 1]⊗E → Dn for each n ∈ N. Since the

9Concretely, κ has the form λ ◦Ad(u) ◦mE, where λ : M(J) → M2(M(J)) is a canon-
ical isomorphism (using that J is stable), mE : E → M(J) is the canonical embedding
(using that J is essential), and u ∈ M(J) is the unitary implementing the strong unitary
equivalence.
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ξ′n are isometric and the ηn are approximately isometric, the induced map
Ψ: C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → Dω is an injective ∗-homomorphism.

Since both Φ and Ψ satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition 3.2, there exists
a unitary u ∈ M2(Dω)

∼ such that Ad(u) ◦ ι11 ◦Ψ = ι11 ◦ Φ.
We can lift the unitary u ∈ M2(Dω)

∼ to a representative sequence of
unitaries (un)

∞
n=1, where un ∈ M2(Dn)

∼. Define ∗-homomorphisms ξn :=
Ad(un) ◦ ι11 ◦ ξ

′
n : Mrn → M2(Dn).

Now fix f ∈ C0(0, 1] ⊗ E. Then (ξn(ηn(f)))
∞
n=1 and (ι11(Φn(f)))

∞
n=1 are

representative sequences for Ad(u) ◦ ι11 ◦Ψ(f) and ι11 ◦ Φ(f), respectively.
Since Ad(u) ◦ ι11 ◦Ψ(f) = ι11 ◦ Φ(f), we have

�(3.21) lim
n→ω

‖ι11 ◦ Φn(f)− ξn ◦ ηn(f)‖ = 0.

We now construct the desired two-colour approximations to the maps
ι11 ◦ αn. The idea, whose roots are in [8], is to split α : E →

∏
n→ω An into

two pieces using a positive contraction k with spectrum [0, 1] that commutes
with the image of α. We then approximate each piece using Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 3.9. Let E be a separable nuclear C∗-algebra and let J ⊳ E
be an essential ideal. Let (hn)

∞
n=1 be a quasicentral approximate unit for J

relative to E. Let αn : E → J be the approximately order zero c.p.c. map

given by a 7→ h
1/2
n ah

1/2
n .

Suppose that J is a Kirchberg algebra. Then there exist c.p.c. maps

η(0)n : E → M
r
(0)
n
, ξ(0)n : M

r
(0)
n

→ M2(hn−1Jhn−1),

η(1)n : E → M
r
(1)
n
, ξ(1)n : M

r
(1)
n

→ M2(hnJhn),
(3.22)

such that ξ
(0)
n and ξ

(1)
n are ∗-homomorphisms and

(3.23) lim
n→ω

∥∥ι11 ◦ αn(a)−
(
ξ(0)n ◦ η(0)n (a) + ξ(1)n ◦ η(1)n (a)

)∥∥ = 0

for all a ∈ E.

Proof. Write h = [hn]
∞
n=1 ∈ Jω and h̄ = [hn−1]

∞
n=1 ∈ Jω. Since (hn)

∞
n=1 is

quasicentral, the c.p.c. map α : E → Jω induced by the sequence (αn)
∞
n=1 is

order zero and satisfies α(a) = ha for all a ∈ E.
Since J is O∞-stable, there is a unital embedding O∞ →M(J)ω ∩ J ′ by

[56, Theorem 7.2.6]. Let S be the separable C∗-subalgebra of Jω generated
by J ∪ h̄E ∪ hE ∪ {h, h̄}. Since S ⊆ Jω is separable, there is a unital
embedding ιO∞

: O∞ →M(J)ω∩S
′ by Kirchberg’s ǫ-test ([42, Lemma A.4]).

Let ιO∞⊗S : O∞⊗S → Jω be the ∗-homomorphism given by t⊗s 7→ ιO∞
(t)s.

Then ιO∞⊗S is injective because every ideal of O∞⊗S is of the form O∞⊗I
for some I ⊳ S and ιO∞⊗S(1⊗ s) = s for all s ∈ S.

Let k′ ∈ O∞ be a positive contraction with spectrum [0, 1] and set k =
ιO∞

(k′). Then k has spectrum [0, 1] as ιO∞
is a unital embedding. We break

the map α : E → Jω into two parts by defining

α(0)(a) = kh̄a, and(3.24)

α(1)(a) = (1− k)h̄a+ (h− h̄)a(3.25)

for a ∈ E.
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Let a ∈ E. Since k commutes with both h̄ and h̄a, and h̄ commutes with
a as h̄ is quasicentral,

(3.26) kh̄a = h̄ak = ah̄k = akh̄.

Since k and h̄ commute, it follows that

α(0)(a) = akh̄(3.27)

= h̄1/2k1/2ak1/2h̄1/2.(3.28)

Using (3.28), we see that α(0) is a c.p.c. map with image in the hereditary
subalgebra

∏
n→ω hn−1Jhn−1. By (3.24) and (3.27), if a, b ∈ E satisfy ab =

0, then α(0)(a)α(0)(b) = 0. Hence, α(0) is c.p.c. order zero.
Similarly, α(1) is a c.p.c. order zero map with image in the hereditary

subalgebra
∏
n→ω hnJhn. The equations corresponding to (3.27) and (3.28)

in this case are

α(1)(a) = a(1− k)h̄+ a(h− h̄)(3.29)

= h̄1/2(1− k)1/2a(1− k)1/2h̄1/2 + (h− h̄)1/2a(h− h̄)1/2.(3.30)

We claim that HM(α(0)) is injective. Since J is an essential ideal of E, the
ideal C0(0, 1]⊗J is essential in C0(0, 1]⊗E.10 Hence, it suffices to show that

HM(α(0))|C0(0,1]⊗J is injective.11 Since (hn−1)
∞
n=1 is an approximate unit for

J , we have α(0)(a) = ka for all a ∈ J . Hence, HM(α(0))(f ⊗ a) = f(k)a for
all f ∈ C0(0, 1] and a ∈ J (as the right hand side defines a ∗-homomorphism

satisfying (2.3)). Therefore, HM(α(0))(f ⊗ a) = ιO∞⊗S(f(k
′) ⊗ a) for all

f ∈ C0(0, 1] and a ∈ J . The map C[0, 1] → O∞ given by f 7→ f(k′) is
injective as k′ has spectrum [0, 1]. Hence, by injectivity of the minimal
tensor product, the map C[0, 1]⊗S → O∞⊗S given by f ⊗a 7→ f(k′)⊗a is

injective. Since ιO∞⊗S is injective, HM(α(0))|C0(0,1]⊗J is injective, proving
the claim.

A similar argument shows that HM(α(1)) is injective. Indeed, it suffices to

show that HM(α(1))|C0(0,1]⊗J is injective. Since (hn)
∞
n=1 and (hn−1)

∞
n=1 are

quasicentral approximate units for J relative to E, we have α(1)(a) = (1−k)a
for all a ∈ J . Hence, HM(α(1))(f ⊗ a) = ιO∞⊗S(f(1 − k′) ⊗ a) for all
f ∈ C0(0, 1] and a ∈ J . As 1−k′ is a positive contraction with full spectrum,

HM(α(1))|C0(0,1]⊗J is injective. Therefore, HM(α(1)) is injective.
Since C0(0, 1]⊗E is separable and nuclear, the Choi–Effros theorem [18]

implies that we can lift HM(α(0)) to a sequence of c.p.c. maps α̂
(0)
n : C0(0, 1]⊗

E → hn−1Jhn−1 and that we can lift HM(α(1)) to a sequence of c.p.c. maps

α̂
(1)
n : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → hnJhn.
Applying Proposition 3.8 twice, we obtain c.p.c. maps

η̂(0)n : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → M
r
(0)
n
, ξ(0)n : M

r
(0)
n

→ M2(hn−1Jhn−1),

η̂(1)n : C0(0, 1] ⊗ E → M
r
(1)
n
, ξ(1)n : M

r
(1)
n

→ M2(hnJhn)
(3.31)

10Suppose f ∈ C0(0, 1]⊗E is non-zero. Then f(t0) 6= 0 for some t0 ∈ (0, 1], to there is
a ∈ J with f(t0)a 6= 0. Take g(t) = ta. Then g ∈ C0(0, 1]⊗ J and fg 6= 0.

11If Ker(HM(α(0))) 6= {0}, then Ker(HM(α(0))) ∩ (C0(0, 1]⊗ J) 6= {0}.
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such that ξ
(0)
n and ξ

(1)
n are ∗-homomorphisms and

lim
n→ω

‖ι11 ◦ α̂
(i)
n (f)− ξ(i)n ◦ η̂(i)n (f)‖ = 0(3.32)

for i ∈ {0, 1} and f ∈ C0(0, 1] ⊗ E. Define η
(i)
n : E → M

r
(i)
n

by η
(i)
n (a) =

η̂
(i)
n (id(0,1] ⊗a) for i ∈ {0, 1} and a ∈ E.
Let a ∈ E. Since

α(a) = α(0)(a) + α(1)(a)

= HM(α(0))(id(0,1]⊗a) + HM(α(1))(id(0,1]⊗a),
(3.33)

it follows from (3.32) that

�(3.34) lim
n→ω

‖ι11 ◦ αn(a)− ξ(0)n ◦ η(0)n (a)− ξ(1)n ◦ η(1)n (a)‖ = 0.

4. Proof of Theorem B

With the technical machinery in place, we are now ready to proceed with
the proof of the main theorem as outlined in Section 3.

Proof of Theorem B. By [69, Proposition 2.3], we have

(4.1) dimnuc(E) ≥ max(dimnuc(J),dimnuc(C(X))).

By [69, Proposition 2.4], we have dimnuc(C(X)) = dim(X). As J is Kirch-
berg, dimnuc(J) = 1 by [8, Theorem G]. Hence, dimnuc(E) ≥ max(1,dim(X)).
It remains to prove the reverse inequality.

By Proposition 3.7, there exist a c.p.c. splitting µ : C(X) → E and an
almost idempotent quasicentral approximate unit (hn)

∞
n=1 such that the cor-

responding Brake–Winter decomposition (see Proposition 3.1) has the prop-
erty that HM(β) is injective.

Resume the notation established in Proposition 3.1. Define the three fam-
ilies of hereditary subalgebras An = hnJhn, Bn = (hn+1 − hn)J(hn+1 − hn)

and Cn = (1− hn+1)E(1 − hn+1), and sequences of c.p.c. maps

αn : E → An, a 7→ h1/2n ah1/2n ,

βn : C(X) → Bn, f 7→ (hn+1 − hn)
1/2µ(f)(hn+1 − hn)

1/2,

γn : C(X) → Cn, f 7→ (1− hn+1)
1/2µ(f)(1− hn+1)

1/2.

(4.2)

Let α : E →
∏
n→ω An ⊆ Eω, β : C(X) →

∏
n→ω Bn ⊆ Eω and γ : C(X) →∏

n→ω Cn ⊆ Eω be the induced c.p.c. maps into the ultraproducts. Propo-
sition 3.1 ensures that α, β and γ are c.p.c. order zero maps, and we have

(4.3) α(a) + β(π(a)) + γ(π(a)) = a

for all a ∈ E. Write h = [hn]
∞
n=1 ∈ Eω and ĥ = [hn+1]

∞
n=1 ∈ Eω.

Let d = dim(X). There’s nothing to prove when d is infinite, so we may
assume d is finite. Fix k ∈ N. By [34, Lemma 4.1], there exist a finite open

cover Uk = {U
(i)
k,j : i = 0, . . . , d; j = 1, . . . , r(k, i)} of X and a finite Borel

partition Yk = {Yk,j : j = 1, . . . , r(k, 0)} of X such that:

(i) U
(i)
k,j ∩ U

(i)
k′,j′ = ∅ whenever j 6= j′ and for all r = 0, . . . , d;

(ii) each U
(i)
k,j and each Yk,j has diameter at most 2−k;
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(iii) U
(0)
k,j ⊆ Yk,j for j = 1, . . . , r(k, 0); and

(iv) U
(i)
k,j 6= ∅ for i 6= 0.

Let (g
(i)
k,j)i,j be a continuous partition of unity for C(X) subordinate to

Uk. Note, if U
(0)
k,j = ∅ then g

(i)
k,j = 0. For each triple (i, j, k) choose a point

t
(i)
k,j ∈ U

(i)
k,j unless U

(0)
k,j = ∅ in which case chose t

(0)
k,j ∈ Yk,j

Define ψk = (ψ
(i)
k )di=0 : C(X) → C

r(k,0) ⊕ · · · ⊕ C
r(k,d) by

(4.4) ψ
(i)
k (f) = (f(t

(i)
k,1), . . . , f(t

(i)
k,r(k,i))).

Define maps φ
(i)
k ) : Cr(k,i) → C(X) by

(4.5) φ
(i)
k (λ

(i)
1 , . . . , λ

(i)
r(k,i)) =

r(k,i)∑

j=1

λ
(i)
j g

(i)
k,j

and let φk : C
(r(k,0) ⊕ · · · ⊕ C

(r(k,d)) → C(X) be the sum of these maps:

(4.6) φk((λ
(i)
j )

r(k,0)
j=1 , · · · , (λ

(i)
j )

r(k,d)
j=1 ) =

d∑

i=0

φ
(i)
k (λ

(i)
1 , . . . , λ

(i)
r(k,i)).

Let B(X) be the C∗-algebra of bounded Borel functions X → C. Define
ρk : C

r(k,0) → B(X) by

(4.7) ρk(λ
(0)
1 , . . . , λ

(0)
r(k,0)) =

r(k,0)∑

j=1

λ
(0)
j χYk,j .

Note that ψk and ρk are ∗-homomorphisms and (from the disjointness con-

dition in (i)) each φ
(i)
k is a c.p.c. order zero map. Since continuous functions

on X are uniformly continuous, condition (ii) gives

(4.8) lim
k→∞

φk ◦ ψk(f) = f = lim
k→∞

ρk ◦ ψ
(0)
k (f) for all f ∈ C(X).

Let D ⊆ B(X) be the separable subalgebra generated by C(X) together
with the characteristic functions χYk,j for all k ∈ N and j = 1, . . . , r(k, 0).
By construction, the image of ρk is contained in D for all k ∈ N.

Abusing notation slightly, we write ι11 for the (1, 1)-corner embedding
ι11 : E → M2(E) and the induced map Eω → M2(Eω) as well as its restric-
tions to maps Aω → M2(Aω), Bω → M2(Bω), and Cω → M2(Cω).

Since HM(β) is injective, ι11 ◦ β : C(X) → M2(Bω) can be extended to a

c.p.c. order zero map β̂ : D → M2(Bω) by Proposition 3.3. We claim that

β̂ ◦ ρk + ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(0)
k is c.p.c. and order zero. Indeed, let ej ,ej′ ∈ C

r(k,0) be
distinct elements of the standard basis, and let (σm)

∞
m=1 be a sequence of

functions in C(X) supported on U
(0)
k,j′ with limm→∞ ‖σmg

(0)
k,j′ − g

(0)
k,j′‖ = 0.

Since supp(σm) ∩ Yk,j = ∅ (by condition (iii)), we have χYk,j ≤ 1 − σm.
Hence,

‖(β̂ ◦ ρk)(ej)(ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(0)
k )(ej′)‖ = ‖β̂(χYk,j )γ(g

(0)
k,j′)‖

≤ ‖β(1− σm)γ(g
(0)
k,j′)‖.

(4.9)
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Using repeatedly that h, ĥ ∈ Eω ∩ E′ and using, in the last line, that
{µ(f1)µ(f2)−µ(f1f2) : f1, f2 ∈ C(X)} ⊆ J , so is annihilated by (ĥ− h), we
compute:

β(1− σm)γ(g
(0)
k,j′) = (ĥ− h)µ(1 − σm)(1− ĥ)µ(g

(0)
k,j′)

= (ĥ− h)µ(1 − σm)µ(g
(0)
k,j′)(1− ĥ)

= (ĥ− h)µ((1 − σm)g
(0)
k,j′)(1− ĥ).

(4.10)

Since (1− σm)g
(0)
k,j′ → 0 as m→ ∞, it follows from (4.9) and (4.10) that

(4.11) (β̂ ◦ ρk)(ej)(ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(0)
k )(ej′) = 0.

Hence, β̂ ◦ ρk + ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(0)
k is c.p.c. order zero.

The image of β̂◦ρk+ι11◦γ ◦φ
(0)
k is contained in the hereditary subalgebra∏

n→ωM2((1− hn)E(1− hn)) of M2(Eω). Since the domain C
r(k,0) of the

order-zero map β̂◦ρk+ι11◦γ◦φ
(0)
k is a finite-dimensional abelian C∗-algebra,

[48, Lemma 4.6] (which reinterprets [1, Lemma 2.6])12 implies that we can

lift β̂ ◦ ρk + ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(0)
k to a sequence of order zero maps φ̂

(0)
k,n : C

r(k,0) →

M2((1 − hn)E(1 − hn)). Similarly, we can lift ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(i)
k to a sequence of

order zero maps φ̂
(i)
k,n : C

r(k,i) → M2(Cn) for each i > 0.

Since C(X) and J are separable and nuclear, E is separable and is nuclear

by [19, Corollary 3.3]. By Proposition 3.9, there exist c.p.c. maps η
(0)
n : E →

M
s
(0)
n

and η
(1)
n : E → M

s
(1)
n
, and ∗-homomorphisms ξ

(0)
n : M

s
(0)
n

→ M2(An−1)

and ξ
(1)
n : M

s
(1)
n

→ M2(An) such that

(4.12) lim
n→ω

‖ι11(αn(a)) − ξ(0)n (η(0)n (a))− ξ(1)n (η(1)n (a))‖ = 0

for all a ∈ E.
The image of ξ

(0)
n lies in M2(An−1), which is orthogonal to the hereditary

subalgebra M2((1 − hn)E(1 − hn)). Hence, ξ
(0)
n + φ̂

(0)
k,n is a c.p.c. order zero

map M
s
(0)
n

⊕ C
r(k,0) → M2(Eω). The image of ξ

(1)
n lies in M2(An), which is

orthogonal to M2(Cn). Hence, ξ
(1)
n + φ̂

(1)
k,n is also c.p.c. order zero.

We define an approximation Θk,n to the embedding ι11 : E → M2(E) that

factors through the finite-dimensional C∗-algebras (M
s
(i)
n
⊕C

r(k,i)) as follows:

the downward c.p.c. maps are

η(0)n ⊕ (ψ
(0)
k ◦ π) : E → M

s
(0)
n
(C)⊕ C

r(k,0),

η(1)n ⊕ (ψ
(1)
k ◦ π) : E → M

s
(1)
n
(C)⊕ C

r(k,1),

ψ
(i)
k ◦ π : E → C

r(k,i), i = 2, . . . , d;

(4.13)

12An explicit statement of this result, and indeed the more general liftability of c.p.c.
order zero maps with finite-dimensional domains (obtained by reinterpreting results from
[48]) can be found as [65, Proposition 1.2.4].
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the upward c.p.c. order zero maps are

ξ(0)n + φ̂
(0)
k,n : Ms

(0)
n
(C)⊕ C

r(k,0) → M2(E),

ξ(1)n + φ̂
(1)
k,n : Ms

(1)
n
(C)⊕ C

r(k,1) → M2(E),

φ̂
(i)
k,n : C

r(k,i) → M2(E), i = 2, . . . , d;

(4.14)

and we set

Θk,n(a) =
1∑

i=0

(ξ(i)n (η(i)n (a)) + φ̂
(i)
k,n(ψ

(i)
k (π(a))))

+
d∑

i=2

φ̂
(i)
k,n(ψ

(i)
k (π(a)))

=

1∑

i=0

ξ(i)n (η(i)n (a)) +

d∑

i=0

φ̂
(i)
k,n(ψ

(i)
k (π(a)))

(4.15)

for all a ∈ E. (If d ≤ 1, there are only two downward and two upward maps.

If d = 0, then ψ
(1)
k and φ̂

(1)
k,n should be interpreted as zero maps.)

Let a ∈ E and k ∈ N. Using (4.12) at the first equality, and the definition

of φ̂
(0)
k,n and φ̂

(i)
k,n for i = 1, . . . , d at the second, we compute in the ultrapower

Eω:

[Θk,n(a)]
∞
n=1 = ι11(α(a)) +

d∑

i=0

[φ̂
(i)
k,n(ψ

(i)
k (π(a)))]∞n=1

= ι11(α(a))

+ (β̂ ◦ ρk + ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(0)
k )(ψ

(0)
k (π(a)))

+
d∑

i=1

ι11 ◦ γ ◦ φ
(i)
k (ψ

(i)
k (π(a)))

= ι11(α(a)) + β̂(ρk ◦ ψ
(0)
k (π(a)))

+

d∑

i=0

ι11(γ(φ
(i)
k ◦ ψ

(i)
k (π(a)))).

(4.16)

Now, using (4.8) in the first line, β̂|C(X) = ι11 ◦ β in the second, and (4.3)
in the third, we obtain

lim
k→∞

[Θk,n(a)]
∞
n=1 = ι11(α(a)) + β̂(π(a)) + ι11(γ(π(a)))

= ι11(α(a)) + ι11(β(π(a))) + ι11(γ(π(a)))

= ι11(a).

(4.17)

Reformulating (4.17), we have

(4.18) lim
k→∞

lim
n→ω

‖ι11(a)−Θk,n(a)‖ = 0

for all a ∈ E. Therefore, by Definition 2.1, the nuclear dimension of ι11 : E →
M2(E) is at most max(1, d).
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Identify E with the hereditary subalgebra of M2(E) consisting of matrices
that are only non-zero in the (1,1) entry. Then idE is the co-restriction of ι11
to E. Hence, by [9, Proposition 1.6], we have dimnuc(E) ≤ max(1, d). �

We strengthen Theorem B a posteriori to allow for the quotient appearing
in the exact sequence (1.7) just to be stably isomorphic to C(X). We need
a simple stabilisation lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let B be a unital C∗-algebra, let A be a C∗-algebra stably
isomorphic to B, let J be a stable σ-unital C∗-algebra, and let

(4.19) 0 → J → E → A→ 0

be an extension. Then there is an extension 0 → J → F → B → 0 such that
F ⊗ K ∼= E ⊗ K. If (4.19) is essential, then the extension 0 → J → F →
B → 0 can be chosen also to be essential.

Proof. Since J is stable, by tensoring (4.19) throughout by K, we can assume
that A = B ⊗K. Fix a positive lift f ∈ E of the projection p := 1B ⊗ e11 ∈
B ⊗ K. Let F := J + fEf . By construction J ⊳ F and the quotient is
isomorphic to (1B ⊗ e11)(B ⊗ K)(1B ⊗ e11) ∼= B. If J ⊳ F is not essential,
there is a non-zero x ∈ F such that xJ = 0, which implies that J is not
essential in E.

By hypothesis, J is σ-unital, and A = B ⊗ K is σ-unital as B is unital.
Hence, there exist h ∈ J+ and a ∈ A+ with J = hJh and A = aAa. Let e ∈
E+ be a lift of a. Then E = (h+ e)E(h + e) and F = (h+ f)F (h+ f), so E

and F are σ-unital. Moreover, since F = (h+ f)E(h+ f), it is a hereditary
subalgebra of E, and it is full because it contains J and π(f) generates A
as an ideal. Therefore, [11, Theorem 2.8] implies that E ⊗K ∼= F ⊗K. �

Corollary 4.2. Let J be a stable Kirchberg algebra and X a compact metric
space. Suppose that A is a C∗-algebra that is stably isomorphic to C(X),
and let

(4.20) 0 → J → E
π
−→ A→ 0

be an essential extension. Then dimnucE = max(1,dim(X)).

Proof. Nuclear dimension is preserved by stable isomorphism [69, Corol-
lary 2.8(i)] and A and J are σ-unital, so by Lemma 4.1 we can replace A
with C(X); and then Theorem B applies. �

5. Graph algebras

In this section we relate our results to graph C∗-algebras, describing ex-
actly which finite graphs have C∗-algebras that satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem B (or rather, Corollary 4.2).

If E is a directed graph, then its vertex and edge sets are denoted E0

and E1 respectively. The range and source maps r, s : E1 → E0 encode
the directions of the edges. For n > 1, we write En := {e1 · · · en : ei ∈
E1, r(ei) = s(ei+1)} for the set of paths of length n, and for µ = e1 · · · en ∈
En we write s(µ) = s(e1) and r(µ) = r(en). We write E∗ :=

⋃
n≥0E

n. Note
that our edge direction conventions are as per the earlier papers on graph
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algebras, as these form the primary sources for almost all the results we cite.
Today it is more typical to use the opposite direction conventions.

A sink in E is a vertex v ∈ E0 such that s−1(v) = ∅. So we say that E
has no sinks if s : E1 → E0 is surjective. We say that E is connected if the
smallest equivalence relation ∼ on E0 such that r(e) ∼ s(e) for all e ∈ E1

is the complete equivalence relation. We say that E is strongly connected
if for all v,w ∈ E0 there exists µ ∈ E∗ such that s(µ) = v and r(µ) = w.
(With these conventions, the graph with one vertex and no edges is strongly
connected and has a sink.)

A subset V ⊆ E0 is hereditary if whenever e ∈ E1 satisfies s(e) ∈ V ,
we also have r(e) ∈ V . Equivalently, V is hereditary if whenever µ ∈ E∗

satisfies s(µ) ∈ V we also have r(µ) ∈ V .
A subset V ⊆ E0 is saturated if v ∈ V whenever v ∈ E0 has the property

that s−1(v) 6= ∅ and r(e) ∈ V for every e ∈ s−1(v). The saturation V of a
subset V ⊆ E0 is the smallest saturated set containing V . If E is finite and
has no sinks, as is the case for the graphs in this paper, then an induction
on the length of paths shows that

(5.1) {v ∈ E0 : ∃n ≥ 0 s.t. ∀µ ∈ En,
(
s(µ) = v =⇒ r(µ) ∈ V

)
} ⊆ V .

If, additionally, V is hereditary, then we have equality in (5.1). If V is
hereditary, then V is also hereditary.

Given any subset V ⊆ E0, the subgraph of E over V is the directed graph
with E0

V = V and E1
V = {e ∈ E1 : s(e) ∈ V and r(e) ∈ V }, and with

source and range maps inherited from E. If V is a hereditary set, then E1
V

is precisely s−1(V ).
A cycle in E is a path µ = e1 · · · en ∈ E∗ \E0 such that s(µ) = r(µ). An

exit from this cycle is an edge e ∈ E1 such that s(e) = s(ei) but e 6= ei for
some i ≤ n. For C ⊆ E0, we say that EC is a simple cycle if there is a cycle
µ = e1 . . . e|C| in EC with ei 6= ej for all i 6= j such that E1

C = {e1, . . . , e|C|}.

This forces E1
C 6= ∅, so the graph with one vertex and no edges is not a

simple cycle.
The graph C∗-algebra C∗(E) is the universal C∗-algebra generated by

mutually orthogonal projections {pv : v ∈ E0} and partial isometries {se :
e ∈ E1} with mutually orthogonal range projections such that s∗ese = pr(e)
and ses

∗
e ≤ ps(e) for all e ∈ E1, and pv =

∑
s(e)=v ses

∗
e whenever 0 <

|s−1(v)| <∞. For V ⊆ E0, we write IV for the ideal of C∗(E) generated by
{pv : v ∈ V }.

For µ = e1 · · · en ∈ E∗ we write sµ := se1 · · · sen . For any µ, ν ∈ E∗, the
projections sµs

∗
µ and sνs

∗
ν are orthogonal unless either µ factorises as νµ′ or

ν factorises as µν ′.
If µ is a cycle with an exit, say s(e) = s(ei) but e 6= ei, then ν = e1 · · · ei−1e

satisfies sµs
∗
µ ≤ ps(µ)− sνs

∗
ν < pr(µ) = s∗µsµ. So any C∗-subalgebra of C∗(E)

containing sµ has an infinite projection. The graph C∗-algebra of a strongly
connected finite directed graph E that has no sinks and is not a simple
cycle is a Kirchberg algebra; indeed by the work of [46, 45] it is a simple
Cuntz–Krieger algebra (see [56, Pages 78–80]).

We now state our characterisation of the finite graphs whose C∗-algebras
satisfy the hypotheses of Corollary 4.2.
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Proposition 5.1. Let E be a finite directed graph. Then there is an exact

sequence 0 → J → C∗(E)
π
→ A → 0 in which J is essential and is a stable

Kirchberg algebra and A is stably isomorphic to C(X) for some compact
Hausdorff space X if and only if there is a decomposition E0 = V0 ⊔ V1 ⊔ V2
such that

(1) the subgraph E0 = EV0 over V0 is the saturation of a nonempty
disjoint union

⊔
C∈C C such that each EC is a simple cycle,

(2) the subgraph E1 = EV1 over V1 contains no cycles,
(3) the subgraph E2 = EV2 over V2 is strongly connected, has at least

one edge, and is not a simple cycle,
(4) whenever i > j, there are no paths µ ∈ E∗ such that r(µ) ∈ Vj and

s(µ) ∈ Vi, and
(5) for each v ∈ V0 ∪ V1, there is a path µ ∈ E∗ such that s(µ) = v and

r(µ) ∈ V2.

In this case X ∼=
⊔
C∈C T is a disjoint union of circles.

To prove Proposition 5.1, we will twice use the following folklore lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let E be a finite directed graph with no sinks. Suppose that
C is a finite set of mutually disjoint subsets of E0 such that for each C ∈ C,
EC is a simple cycle. Let V :=

⋃
C∈C C. Then IV is stably isomorphic to⊕

C∈CM|C|(C).

Proof. The ideal IV is generated as an ideal by {pv : v ∈ C ∈ C}, so applying
[5, Theorem 4.1(c)] with X =

⊔
C∈C C, it follows that

⊕
C∈C C

∗(EC) is a full
corner in IV . Hence IV is stably isomorphic to

⊕
C∈C C

∗(EC) by Brown’s
theorem ([11, Theorem 2.8]). Since each EC is a cycle with no exit, its edge-
adjacency matrix is an irreducible permutation matrix of order |C|. Hence
[28, Theorem 2.2] implies that each C∗(EC) ∼=M|C|(C(T)). �

Proof of Proposition 5.1. First suppose that E0 = V0 ⊔ V1 ⊔ V2 satisfies
Conditions (1)–(5). Then V2 is hereditary by Condition (4). Conditions
(3) and (5) imply that E has no sinks. Since V1 is finite, Condition (2)
implies that there exists n ≥ 0 such that r(µ) 6∈ V1 for all µ ∈ En with
s(µ) ∈ V1; and then Condition (4) implies that r(µ) ∈ V2 for all µ ∈ En

with s(µ) ∈ V1. Consequently, V1 is contained in the saturation V2 of V2.
Condition (1) implies that V0 ∩ V1 ∪ V2 = ∅. So V1 ∪ V2 = V1 ∪ V2 = V2 is a
saturated hereditary subset of E0 whose complement is V0. Let J := IV2 , the
ideal of C∗(E) generated by {pv : v ∈ V2}. By [5, Lemma 4.3], J = IV1∪V2 .
Taking X = V2 in [5, Theorem 4.1(c)] we see that

(5.2) C∗({se, pv : v ∈ V2, e ∈ s−1(V2)}) ⊆ C∗(E)

is canonically isomorphic to C∗(E2), and is a full corner of J . By Brown’s
theorem ([11, Theorem 2.8]), J and C∗(E2) are stably isomorphic. Thus,
since C∗(E2) is a Kirchberg algebra (by Condition (3)), so too is J .

Taking H = V1 ∪ V2 in [5, Theorem 4.1(b)], we obtain an exact sequence

(5.3) 0 → J → C∗(E) → C∗(E0) → 0.

Since E0 is the saturation of a disjoint union
⊔
C∈C C of sets of vertices on

cycles with no exits, Lemma 5.2 implies that, writing X :=
⊔
C∈C T, we have

C∗(E0) is stably isomorphic to C(X).
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It remains to show that J is stable and essential. For the former, we
adapt the idea of [23, Proposition 6.4]. Let

(5.4) F := V2 ∪ {µ = e1 . . . en ∈ E∗ : r(µ) ∈ V2 and s(en) 6∈ V2} ⊆ E∗.

Since V2 is hereditary, if e1 · · · en ∈ F then s(ei) 6∈ V2 for all i. Hence, if
µ, ν ∈ F are distinct, then ν does not factorise as µν ′ and vice-versa, and
consequently sµs

∗
µsνs

∗
ν = 0. Fix v ∈ V2. Following arbitrary large repetitions

of a simple cycle in E0 (given by Condition (5)) by a path connecting it to v
(given by Condition (3)), it follows that Fv := {ν ∈ F : r(ν) = v} is infinite.
For each v ∈ V2, write λv1 = v and fix an enumeration (λvi )

∞
i=2 of Fv \

{v}. Since (sµs
∗
µ)µ∈F are mutually orthogonal, the elements (Si)

∞
i=1 defined

by Si :=
∑

v∈V2
sλvi are partial isometries with mutually orthogonal range

projections, and common initial projection
∑

v∈V2
pv, which is the identity

element of A := C∗({se, pv : v ∈ V2, e ∈ s−1(V2)}). Hence θi,j := SiS
∗
j

defines a family of matrix units generating a copy of the compact operators.
Direct calculation shows that there is a homomorphism π : A⊗K → J such
that π(a ⊗ θi,j) = SiaS

∗
j for all a ∈ A and i, j ∈ N, so its image π(A ⊗ K)

is stable, and it suffices to show that π(A ⊗ K) = J . By [5, Lemma 4.3],
J = span {sµs

∗
ν : r(µ) = r(ν) ∈ V2}, so it suffices to show that if r(µ) ∈ V2,

then sµ ∈ π(A ⊗ K). So fix µ ∈ E∗ with r(µ) ∈ V2. If s(µ) ∈ V2, then
sµ = π(sµ ⊗ θ1,1) as λv1 = v for all v ∈ V2. Otherwise we can factorise
µ = µ′µ′′ where µ′ ∈ F and s(µ′′) ∈ V2. Again sµ′′ = π(sµ′′ ⊗θ1,1), and since

µ′ ∈ F , it is equal to λ
r(µ′)
i for some i. Together this gives sµ′ = Sipr(µ′)S

∗
1 =

π(pr(µ′) ⊗ θi,1). Hence sµ = π(pr(µ′) ⊗ θi,1)π(sµ′′ ⊗ θ1,1) ∈ π(A⊗K).
To see that J is essential, fix a non-zero ideal I ⊳ C∗(E). Note that Con-

ditions (2) and (5) ensure that E has no sinks, and Conditions (3) and (5)
ensure that every cycle in E has an exit. Accordingly the Cuntz–Krieger
uniqueness theorem ([45, Theorem 3.7]) ensures that I contains pv for some
v ∈ E0 (otherwise the quotient map C∗(E) → C∗(E)/I would be an isomor-
phism). Since {w : pw ∈ I} is hereditary ([5, Lemma 4.2]), Conditions (3)
and (5) ensure that there exists w ∈ V2 with pw ∈ I and hence in I ∩ J .

Now suppose there is an essential extension 0 → J → C∗(E)
π
→ A → 0

with J a stable Kirchberg algebra and A stably isomorphic to C(X) for
some compact Hausdorff space X. Let W := {v ∈ E0 : pv ∈ J}, and
let V0 = E0 \W ; then W is saturated and hereditary by [5, Lemma 4.2].
Let V1 be the set of vertices in W that lie on no cycles in EW , and let
V2 = W \ V1. This V1 satisfies Condition (2) by definition. Since W is
hereditary and is disjoint from V0 there is no path µ ∈ E∗ with r(µ) ∈ V0
and s(µ) ∈ W , which gives Condition (4) for j = 0 and i ≥ 1. The ideal
IW = spanC∗(E){pw : w ∈ W}C∗(E) is contained in J . We claim that
W 6= ∅. Indeed, suppose for contradiction that W = ∅. Then J is an ideal
of C∗(E) containing no vertex projections, and so in the notation of [14,
Theorem 5.1],13 we have J = J∅,U for some function assigning a proper open

subset U(C) of T to each cycle C with no exit in E0 \∅ = E0. Let K be the
set of vertices that lie on a cycle with no exit in E. Then [14, Theorem 5.1]
says that J is generated as an ideal by elements of IK , and hence J ⊆ IK .

13Warning: the edge-direction convention in [14] is opposite to that in this paper.
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Lemma 5.2 implies that IK is stably finite, and this contradicts that J is
purely infinite. So W is nonempty as claimed, and hence IW is a non-zero
ideal of J . Since J is simple it follows that IW = J . By [5, Theorem 4.1(c)],
the C∗-algebra C∗(EW ) of the subgraph EW over W is Morita equivalent to
J and hence a Kirchberg algebra. In particular, C∗(EW ) is not AF, so [45,
Theorem 2.4] shows that V2 6= ∅.

We claim that for every v ∈ V2 and every w ∈W there exists µ ∈ E∗
W such

that r(µ) = v and s(µ) = w. To see this, fix v ∈ V2. Let K := W \ {s(ν) :
ν ∈ E∗

W and r(ν) = v}. We claim that K is saturated and hereditary. To
see that it is hereditary, suppose that e ∈ E1 has s(e) ∈ K. Then for every
ν ∈ E∗ with s(ν) = r(e), as W is hereditary, r(e) ∈W , and ν ∈ E∗

W . Then
r(ν) = r(eν) 6= v, by definition of K, and so r(e) ∈ K. To see that K
is saturated, suppose that w ∈ E0 has s−1(w) 6= ∅ and r(e) ∈ K for all
e ∈ E1 with s(e) = w. Then w ∈ W as W is saturated. Now fix ν ∈ E∗

with s(ν) = w. Then ν ∈ E∗
W (as W is hereditary) and ν = eν ′ for some

e ∈ E1 with s(e) = w. Hence r(e) ∈ K (as K is hereditary) and therefore
r(ν) = r(ν ′) 6= v. So w ∈ K. That is K is saturated and hereditary as
claimed. By definition, v 6∈ K, so K 6= W . Since C∗(EW ) is simple, [5,
Theorem 4.1(a)] implies that the only saturated hereditary subsets of E0

W
are ∅ and W , so K = ∅, proving the claim.

The claim of the preceding paragraph applied to each pair v,w ∈ V2 shows
that E2 is strongly connected. By [5, Proposition 5.1] for C∗(EW ) (which
applies as the previous paragraph shows EW has no sinks) every cycle in
EW has an exit, so E2 is not a simple cycle. So V2 satisfies Condition (3).
The claim also shows that for each v ∈ V1 there is a path µ ∈ E∗ such that
s(µ) = v and r(µ) ∈ V2, which verifies Condition (5) for v ∈ V1. Moreover, if
w ∈ W and there exists ν ∈ E∗ with s(ν) ∈ V2 and r(ν) = w, then ν ∈ E∗

W
because W is hereditary. So the claim applied with v = s(ν) gives a cycle
µν with source w, and hence w ∈ V2. Hence, if w ∈ V1, then there is no
path in E to w from V2. This verifies the remaining case of Condition (4)
(for i = 2 and j = 1).

Since C∗(E) is unital and J is stable, J 6= C∗(E), so V0 6= ∅. By [5,
Theorem 4.1(b)], we have A = C∗(E)/J ∼= C∗(E0). Hence C

∗(E0) is unital
and stably isomorphic to C(X), so stably finite. Thus no cycle in E0 has
an exit. Let V ′

0 be the set of vertices in V0 that lie on a cycle; so V ′
0 is a

finite union
⊔
C∈C C of subsets such that each EC is a simple cycle. To verify

Condition (1) we must show that V0 is the saturation in E0 of V ′
0 . To see

this, fix v ∈ V0, let n := |V0|+1, and suppose that µ ∈ En0 satisfies s(µ) = v.
By the pigeonhole principle µ must contain a cycle as a subpath. But since
no cycle in E0 has an exit in E0, we have r(µ) ∈ V ′

0 , and hence v belongs to
the saturation in E0 of V ′

0 . So V0 satisfies Condition (1).
It remains to check Condition (5) for v ∈ V0. Suppose for contradiction

that v ∈ V0, and there is no µ ∈ E∗ with s(µ) = v and r(µ) ∈ V2. Since V0
is the saturation of

⊔
C∈C C, there is a path ν in E∗

0 and an element C ∈ C
with s(ν) = v and r(ν) ∈ C. Since EC is strongly connected and there is no
path from v to V2, there is no path from C to V2. We already know from
Condition (4) that there are no paths from V2 to C, so if µ, ν ∈ E∗ satisfy
r(µ) ∈ C and r(ν) ∈ V2, then µ 6= νµ′ for any µ′ and ν 6= µµ′ for any µ′.
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Hence sµs
∗
µ and sνs

∗
ν are orthogonal. Since C is hereditary, [5, Lemma 4.3]

implies that the ideal IC is IC = span{sµs
∗
µ′ : r(µ) = r(µ′) ∈ C} and

J = IW = span{sνs
∗
ν′ : r(ν) = r(ν ′) ∈ V2}. Hence IC ⊥ J , which contradicts

that J is essential. This completes the verification of Condition (5). �

Remark 5.3. Every graph C∗-algebra is a direct limit of C∗-algebras of fi-
nite graphs [39], and the C∗-algebras of finite graphs have finite composition
series with ideals and subquotients that are either finite-dimensional, matrix
algebras over C(T) or Kirchberg algebras. All these building blocks have nu-
clear dimension at most 1. In addition, among graph C∗-algebras, extensions
of AF quotients by purely infinite ideals [58], of purely-infinite quotients by
AF ideals [21], and of commutative quotients by finite-dimensional ideals
[10, 34] have nuclear dimension equal to the maximum of that of the quotient
and that of the ideal. Corollary 4.2 adds extensions of stably commutative
quotients by stable Kirchberg ideals to this list.

Indeed, suppose that E is a finite graph with a single saturated hered-
itary subgraph E1 and complementary subgraph E0 (so C∗(E) has a sin-
gle nontrivial gauge-invariant ideal). Routine arguments show that if E1

has a cycle with no exit and E0 has no cycles, then C∗(E) has the form
Mm(C(T))⊕Mn, and that if both E0 and E1 have no cycles then C∗(E) has
the formMm⊕Mn. So we obtain the following table of values for the nuclear
dimension of C∗(E) (a question mark indicates that the value is unknown),
depending on whether each of the two components contains a cycle with an
exit, contains a cycle without an exit, or contains no cycles.

dimnuc(C
∗(E))

E1

cycle with cycle with- no cycle
exit out exit

E0

cycle with exit 1 [30] ? 1 [30]

cycle without exit 1 (Cor 4.2) ? 1 [34]

no cycle 1 [57] 1 [69] 0 [69]

Minimal examples of the two unknown cases are illiustrated below.

We suspect that computations of nuclear dimension of C∗(E) for each of
these two graphs E would be a significant step towards breaking the back
of Question C.
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