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DECOMPOSITION RANK OF #-STABLE C*-ALGEBRAS

AARON TIKUISIS AND WILHELM WINTER

We show that C*-algebras of the form C(X) ® %, where X is compact and Hausdorff and & denotes the
Jiang—Su algebra, have decomposition rank at most 2. This amounts to a dimension reduction result for
C*-bundles with sufficiently regular fibres. It establishes an important case of a conjecture on the fine
structure of nuclear C*-algebras of Toms and Winter, even in a nonsimple setting, and gives evidence that
the topological dimension of noncommutative spaces is governed by fibres rather than base spaces.

1. Introduction

The structure and classification theory of nuclear C*-algebras has seen rapid progress in recent years,
largely spurred by the subtle interplay between certain topological and algebraic regularity properties,
such as finite topological dimension, tensorial absorption of suitable strongly self-absorbing C*-algebras,
and order completeness of homological invariants; see [Elliott and Toms 2008] for an overview. In the
simple and unital case, these relations were formalized by A. Toms and W. Winter as follows.

Conjecture 1.1. For a separable, simple, unital, nonelementary, stably finite and nuclear C*-algebra A,
the following are equivalent:

(i) A has finite decomposition rank: in symbols, dr 4 < oc.
(i) Ais%-stable: A =~ AR %.
(iii) A has strict comparison of positive elements.

Here, decomposition rank is a notion of noncommutative topological dimension introduced in [Kirch-
berg and Winter 2004], % denotes the Jiang—Su algebra introduced in [Jiang and Su 1999], and strict
comparison essentially means that positive elements may be compared in terms of tracial values of their
support projections; compare [Rgrdam 2006]. If one drops the finiteness assumption on A, one should
replace (i) by

(i) A has finite nuclear dimension, dimp, 4 < oo,
where nuclear dimension [Winter and Zacharias 2010] is a variation of the decomposition rank that can

have finite values also for infinite C*-algebras.
The conjecture still makes sense in the nonsimple situation, provided one asks A to have no elementary
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subquotients (this is a minimal requirement for Z-stability); one also has to be slightly more careful about
the definition of comparison in this case.

Nuclearity in this context manifests itself most prominently via approximation properties with particu-
larly nice completely positive maps [Christensen et al. 2012; Hirshberg et al. 2012a].

Conjecture 1.1 has a number of important consequences for the structure of nuclear C*-algebras and it
has turned out to be pivotal for many recent classification results, especially in view of the examples given
in [Villadsen 1999; Rgrdam 2003; Toms 2008]. Moreover, it highlights the striking analogy between
the classification program for nuclear C*-algebras (see [Elliott 1995]) and Connes’ [1976] celebrated
classification of injective II; factors.

Implications (i), (i') = (ii) = (iii) of Conjecture 1.1 are by now known to hold in full generality
[Rgrdam 2004; Winter 2010; 2012]; (iii) = (ii) has been established under certain additional structural
hypotheses [Matui and Sato 2012; Winter 2012], all of which, in particular, guarantee sufficient divisibility
properties.

Arguably, it is (ii) = (i) which remains the least well understood of these implications. While there
are promising partial results available [Winter and Zacharias 2010; Lin 2011b; Winter 2012], all of these
factorize through classification theorems of some sort. This in turn makes it hard to explicitly identify the
origin of finite dimensionality.

In the simple purely infinite (hence Oxo-stable, hence %-stable [Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2002; Kirchberg
2006]) case, one has to use Kirchberg—Phillips classification [Kirchberg 1995; Kirchberg and Phillips
2000] as well as a range result providing models to exhaust the invariant [Rgrdam 2002] and then again
Kirchberg—Phillips classification to show that these models have finite nuclear dimension [Winter and
Zacharias 2010].

In the simple stably finite case, at this point only approximately homogeneous (AH) algebras or
approximately subhomogeneous (ASH) algebras for which projections separate traces are covered [Lin
2011a; Lin and Niu 2008; Winter 2004; 2007]. (This approach also includes crossed products associated
to uniquely ergodic minimal dynamical systems [Toms and Winter 2009; 2013].) While both of these
classes after stabilizing with % can by now be shown directly to consist of TAI and TAF algebras [Lin
2011b], again finite topological dimension will only follow from classification results [Elliott et al. 2007;
Winter 2010; Lin 2011a; Toms 2011] and after comparing to models which exhaust the invariant [Elliott
1996; Villadsen 1998]; see also [Rgrdam 2002] for an overview. (Note that certain crossed products
are shown directly to have finite nuclear dimension, or even finite decomposition rank [Hirshberg et al.
2012b; Szabo 2013]; however, %-stability is not assumed in these cases.)

L After this article appeared on the arXiv, Matui and Sato [2013] posted a very nice paper in which they prove finite
decomposition rank for separable, simple, unital, nuclear, and %-stable C*-algebras provided these are quasidiagonal and have a
unique tracial state. While this result is restricted to the simple and monotracial case (conditions we do not need at all), it only
uses quasidiagonality as additional structural hypothesis (and this is of course much more general than our local homogeneity);
see also [Sato et al. 2014]. Matui and Sato’s approach heavily relies on deep results of Connes and of Haagerup and, in a sense,
is almost perpendicular to ours; we believe that the two methods nicely complement each other.

2[Matui and Sato 2013] also contains a proof of finite nuclear dimension for simple purely infinite C*-algebras, which does
not rely on classification; see also [Barlak et al. 2014].



DECOMPOSITION RANK OF #-STABLE C*-ALGEBRAS 675

Once again, the classification procedure does not make it entirely transparent where the finite topological
dimension comes from, but at least Elliott—Gong-Li classification of simple AH algebras (of very slow
dimension growth — later shown to be equivalent to slow dimension growth and to %-stability [Winter
2012]) heavily relies on Gong’s deep dimension reduction theorem [2002]. Gong gives an essentially
explicit way of replacing a given AH limit decomposition with one of low topological dimension.
However, this method is technically very involved and requires both simplicity and the given inductive
limit decomposition. It does not fully explain to what extent the two are necessary; in particular, it is
in principle conceivable that a decomposition similar to that of Gong exists for algebras of the form
C(X)® 9, where 9 is the universal UHF algebra.>

In this article we show how finite topological dimension indeed arises for algebras of this type; in
fact, we are able to cover algebras of the form C(X) ® %, and hence also locally homogeneous %-stable
C*-algebras (not necessarily simple, or with a prescribed inductive limit structure). We hope our argument
will shed new light on the conceptual reasons why finite topological dimension should arise in the presence
of sufficient C*-algebraic regularity. Our method is based on approximately embedding the cone over the
Cuntz algebra O, into tracially small subalgebras of the algebra in question; these play a similar role as
the small corners used in the definition of TAF algebras [Lin 2004] or the small hereditary subalgebras
in property SI [Matui and Sato 2012]. We mention that we only obtain (a strong version of) finite
decomposition rank, whereas Gong’s reduction theorem yields an inductive limit decomposition; however,
for many purposes, finite decomposition rank is sufficient; see [Winter 2010; Toms and Winter 2013].

In [Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005], algebras of the form C(X) ® O, were shown to be approximated by
algebras of the form C(I') ® O, with I" one-dimensional. Since 05 is by now known to have finite nuclear
dimension [Winter and Zacharias 2010], this may be regarded as strong evidence that the topological
dimension of a C*-bundle depends on the noncommutative size of the fibres more than the size of the
base space. (A somewhat similar phenomenon was already observed for stable rank by Rieffel [1983].)

It is remarkable that [Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005] does not rely on a classification result in any way.
It does, however, mix commutativity (of the structure algebra) and pure infiniteness (of the fibres).

It is not clear from [Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005] whether such a dimension type reduction also occurs
in the setting of stably finite fibres. In the present article we show that it does, by developing a method
to transport [Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005] to the situation where the fibres are UHF algebras (to pass
to the case where each fibre is & then requires a certain amount of additional machinery — at least if
one wants to increase the dimension by no more than one). The crucial concept to link purely infinite
and stably finite fibres is quasidiagonality of the cone over 05, discovered by Voiculescu [1993] and
Kirchberg [1991]. In many ways it is most interesting just to know that the %-stable C*-algebras in
our main result have finite decomposition rank, and the very small bound that we are able to derive is
secondary. Certain technicalities can be circumvented, using [Carrién 2011, Lemma 3.1] in order to prove
just finite decomposition rank, as we describe in Remarks 4.8 and 4.9. We are indebted to one of the
referees for suggesting this shortcut.

3Added in proof: It turns out that this is not, in fact, conceivable; see [Tikuisis 2014].
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One should mention that the fact that the fibres are specific strongly self-absorbing algebras in both
[Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005] and in our result plays an important but in some sense secondary role: In
[Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005] (combined with [Winter and Zacharias 2010]) one can replace O with O,
or in fact with any UCT Kirchberg algebra, and still arrive at finite nuclear dimension. More generally,
our result yields the respective statement if the fibres have finite nuclear dimension and are %-stable, for
example, in the simple, nuclear, classifiable case.

While at the current stage we only cover the case of highly homogeneous bundles, it will be an important
task to handle bundles with non-Hausdorff spectrum, for example, B ® # with B subhomogeneous,
in order to also cover transformation group C*-algebras. This will be pursued in subsequent work by
combining our technical Lemma 4.7, with the methods of [Winter 2004]; in preparation, we have stated
Lemma 4.7 in a form slightly more general than necessary for the current main result Theorem 4.1. One of
the referees has raised the question of whether (local) triviality of C(X) ® % is needed to show that it has
finite decomposition rank, particularly in light of the interesting examples of C (X )-algebras appearing in
[Dadarlat 2009b; Hirshberg et al. 2007]; in response, we have added Section 5, in which we show that
our result easily extends to nontrivial bundles such as these examples.

We would like to take this opportunity to thank both referees for their careful proofreading and inspiring
comments.

We remind the reader that the Jiang—Su algebra % is an inductive limit of so-called dimension-drop
C*-algebras

Zpo.pr ‘=1 € C([0,1], Mp, ® Mp,) : f(0) € Mp, ®C-1p, and f(1) €C-1p, @ Mp,},  (1-1)

where pg, p1 € N are coprime, and it can be defined as the unique simple, monotracial limit of such
algebras. It has also been realized as an inductive limit of generalized dimension-drop algebras, which
are defined as in (1-1), but with pg, p1 taken to be coprime supernatural numbers (so that M, denotes a
UHF algebra) [Rgrdam and Winter 2010, Theorem 3.4]. The connecting maps in this inductive limit have
the crucial feature of being trace-collapsing.

2. Decomposition rank of homomorphisms

In this section we introduce the notions of decomposition rank and nuclear dimension of *-homomorphisms,
building naturally on the respective notions for C*-algebras, just as nuclearity for *-homomorphisms
arises from the completely positive approximation property for C*-algebras. We first recall from [Winter
2003] the notion of completely positive contractive (c.p.c.) order zero maps.

Definition 2.1. Let A, B be C*-algebras and let ¢ : A — B be a c.p.c. map. We say that ¢ has order zero
if it preserves orthogonality in the sense that if a, b € A4 satisty ab = 0, then ¢ (a)¢p(b) = 0.

Definition 2.2. Let o : A — B be a *-homomorphism of C*-algebras. We say that « has decomposition
rank at most n, and write dr(«) < n, if, for any finite subset % C A and any € > 0, there exists a finite
dimensional C*-algebra F and c.p.c. maps

Yv:A—F and ¢:F—B



DECOMPOSITION RANK OF #-STABLE C*-ALGEBRAS 677

such that ¢ is (n + 1)-colourable, in the sense that we can write
F=FOg...g F®
and ¢| ru) has order zero for all i, and such that ¢ is point-norm close to «, in the sense that, for a € &,

la(a) =gy (a)| <e.

We may define nuclear dimension of « similarly (and write dimp,(e¢) < n), where instead of requiring
that ¢ is contractive, we only ask that ¢| g is contractive for each i.

Remark 2.3. The decomposition rank (respectively nuclear dimension) of a C*-algebra, as defined in
[Kirchberg and Winter 2004, Definition 3.1] (respectively [Winter and Zacharias 2010, Definition 2.1]) is
just the decomposition rank (respectively nuclear dimension) of the identity map.

The following generalizes some permanence properties for decomposition rank and nuclear dimension
of C*-algebras. Proofs are omitted, as they are essentially the same as those found in [Kirchberg and
Winter 2004; Winter 2003; Winter and Zacharias 2010].

Proposition 2.4. Let A, B be C*-algebras and let @ : A — B be a *-homomorphism.

(i) Suppose that A is locally approximated by a family of C*-subalgebras (A)) p, in the sense that, for
every finite subset % C A and every tolerance € > 0, there exists A such that % C¢ A). Then

dr(er) < supdr(« |Ax) and  dimpyc (@) < sup dimpyc(c |A)L )-
A A

(ii) If C C A is a hereditary C*-subalgebra, then
dr(ac) =dr(e) and dimpyc(ac) < dimpye(e),
where ¢ = a|c : C — her(a(C)).

When computing the decomposition rank (or nuclear dimension), it is often convenient to replace the
codomain by its sequence algebra, defined to be

(/@)

noo:l_[A—>Aoo
N

We shall denote by

the quotient map, and by t : A — A the canonical embedding as constant sequences.

Proposition 2.5. Let a : A — B be a *-homomorphism.
Then

dr(e) =dr(tec o) and dimpye (o) = dimpye(too 0 ).

Proof. Straightforward, using stability of the relations defining c.p.c. order zero maps on finite dimensional
domains [Kirchberg and Winter 2004]. O
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Proposition 2.6. Let 9 be a strongly self-absorbing C*-algebra (as defined in [Toms and Winter 2007]),
and let A be a @-stable C*-algebra.
Then

dr(4) = dr(idg ® 1g) and  dimpue(A) = dimpue(idg ® 19).

Proof. This follows easily from the fact that id4 has approximate factorizations of the form

g 1% g 99 % A0,

where ¢ is a *-isomorphism. O

3. C(X)-algebras and decomposition rank

For a locally compact Hausdorff space X, a Co(X)-algebra is a C*-algebra A equipped with a nonde-
generate *-homomorphism Co(X) — Z.M(A), called the structure map [Kasparov 1988, Definition 1.5].
Here M (A) refers to the multiplier algebra of A and ZA(A) to its centre; note that if A is unital, so is the
structure map. In this section, we study the decomposition rank of such structure maps. Proposition 3.2
below is reminiscent of [Winter 2003, Proposition 2.19], which shows that the completely positive rank
of C(X) equals the covering dimension of X.

Definition 3.1. Let A be a Co(X)-algebra and let a € A. Define the support of a to be the smallest closed
set ' C X such that ag = 0 whenever g € Co(X\F) C Co(X). (This is easily seen to be well defined.)

We note the following property of order zero maps, which was obtained in the proof of [Kirchberg and
Winter 2004, Proposition 5.1] (sixth line from the bottom of p. 79): if ¢ : A — B is an order zero map
and A is a unital C*-algebra, then

¢l = llg(La)llllx]|  forany x € A. (3-1

Proposition 3.2. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space, and let A be a unital C(X)-algebra with structure
map t: C(X) — Z(A).
The following are equivalent:
(1) dr(t) <n.
(i) dimpyc(e) < n.

(iii) The definition of dr(t) < n holds with the additional requirements that F is abelian and \ is a unital
*-homomorphism.

(iv) For any finite open cover W of X, any € > 0, and any b € C(X )+, there exists an (n + 1)-colourable

€-approximate finite partition of b; that is, positive elements b @D e 4 Jori=0,...,n,j =1,
such that
(a) for each i, the elements b(.), .. b(.) are pairwise orthogonal,

(b) foreachi, j, the support of b( oF is contained in some open set in the given cover U, and

©) sz(’) (b <e.
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Proof. (iii)) = (i) = (ii) is obvious.

(ii)) = (iv). Let us first assume b = 1. Let F be a finite partition of unity such that, for each f € %, there
exists Uy € U such that supp f C Uy. Set

€

Use dimy,c(t) < n to obtain
C(x)i) FOg...gg F®™ i)A

such that ¥ is c.p.c., ¢| o) is c.p.c. and order zero for all i =0,...,n, ¢(Y(f)) =, f for f € F, and
(Y (1)) =¢/2 1. Set

ri
FO = D Mg, j).
j=1

(By throwing in some zero summands if necessary, we may as well assume all the r; to be equal.)

Foreachi =0,...,nand j =1,...,r;, we set
(l) ¢V (lex) I, ;) —
m.7) 2(n +1)/4
For each i, since ¢|rq) is order zero, a( 2N aﬁl) are orthogonal. We estimate

l=¢pp(¥(1) = Z Z¢(w(1>1Mm(, ) =g Za(’)

i=0j=1

where the last approximation is obtained using the fact that the inner summands are orthogonal.

Lastly, we must verify that each a( D has support contained in an open set from the cover U. Fix i

@ ;

and j. Let f; ; € ¥ maximize f > || W( )M, |- We shall show that the support of a;’ is contained

in the support of fl by showing that a( )| x =0, where
={xeX: fi,; =0}

Since 1 = ) f, we must have
feF

”W(fl',j)le(i,j)” = |Je| ”W(l)le(, j)” (3-3)
Noting that
Jij =0 ¢W(fi.;) Z ¢ W (fi. )M, )

we must have
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We get
(3-D

16 W (D, ) =" 110 At ) KM (D155

3)
= ||¢(1Mm(,,))|K” |@| ”W(ﬁ,})le(,,) ”

(3-D

= oW (fi, )M )k
(3-2) €

2 €.

G4y 2(n+1)°

therefore, a(i)| x = 0, as required.
If b is not the unit, we may still assume that ||b|| < 1 and use the argument above to obtain an
(n 4 1)-colourable approximate partition of unity (a ) subordinate to U. Then simply set b(’) ba(l).

(iv) = (ii). It will suffice to prove the condition in (iii) assuming that & consists of self-adjoint
contractions.

Take an open cover AU of X along with points xyy € U for every U € AU such that, for any f € F
Ue€al,and x € U,

HOENCHIESS (3-5)

Use (iv) with b =1 to find an (n + 1)-colourable €/2-approximate partition of unity

subordinate to 9. By a standard rescaling argument, we may assume that » a(l)

U(i, j) € AU be such that suppaj( D Uuga,j).
Define ¢ : C(X) — (C")" by

< 1. Foreachi, j, let

V(f) = (f(Xu@,j))i=0,n; j=1,..r

and define ¢ : (C")" — C(X, A) by

i,j

Clearly, ¥ is a *-homomorphism, while ¢ is c.p.c. and its restriction to each copy of C” is order zero.
To verify that ¢ o ¢ approximates 6 in the appropriate sense, fix f € % and x € X. We shall show that

l¢v (f)(x) — f(X)[| < € (in the fibre A(x)). Let

S={@GJj)e{0,....n}x{1,....r}:x €U, j)},
so that

SN =Y fxue)) a’ @) and 1=y, Y al(x).

@, j)es @, j)es
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By (3-5), | |
F@=¢/2- Y al@ = Y foug-a @)
@,/)es N
<(f0)+e€/2)- Y al ().

@,j)es
It follows that

pW (=D flyan) a = f)- Y al? = f(0).

@,))es @.))es
as required. O

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a locally compact metrizable space with finite covering dimension, and let A
be a Co(X)-algebra all of whose fibres are isomorphic to 0. Let U C X be an open subset such that U
is compact.

Then Co(U)A = Co(U, 03) as Co(U)-algebras.

Proof. [Dadarlat 2009a, Theorem 1.1] says that A|g = C(U,03), as C(U)-algebras. Viewing Co(U)A
as an ideal of A|g, the result follows. O

4. Decomposition rank of Cy(X, %)

In this section, we prove our main result.

Theorem 4.1. Let A be a C*-algebra which is locally approximated by hereditary subalgebras of C*-
algebras of the form C(X,¥), with X compact Hausdorff.
Then
dr(A®%) <2.

In particular, any %-stable AH C*-algebra has decomposition rank at most 2.

In our proof, we will make use of the huge amount of space provided by the noncommutative fibres in
two ways. First, we exhaust the identity on X by pairwise orthogonal functions up to a tracially small
hereditary subalgebra. This will be designed to host an algebra of the form Co(Z) ® O», which is possible
by quasidiagonality of the cone over 0,. The first factor embedding of Cy(Z) into the latter can be
approximated by 2-colourable maps as shown by Kirchberg and Rgrdam (see below). Together with the
initial set of functions, we obtain a 3-colourable, hence 2-dimensional, approximation of the first factor
embedding of C(X) into C(X) @ %.

We will first carry out this construction with a UHF algebra in place of %; a slight modification will
then allow us to pass to certain C ([0, 1])-algebras with UHF fibres, which immediately yields the general
case.

In fact, if one is only concerned with showing that A ® % has finite decomposition rank, our argument
can be significantly shortened; using [Carrién 2011, Lemma 3.1], it suffices to show that A ® U has
finite decomposition rank, when U is an infinite dimensional, self-absorbing UHF algebra. Remarks 4.8
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and 4.9 describe how one can easily modify (and skip some long technicalities in) the arguments below
in order to efficiently prove that A ® % has finite decomposition rank.

As noted above, a result of Kirchberg and Rgrdam [2005, Proposition 3.7] on 1-dimensional approx-
imations in the case of 0,-fibred bundles is a crucial ingredient; this in turn relies on the fact that the
unitary group of C(S!,0,) is connected [Cuntz 1981]. We note the following direct consequence which
is more adapted to our needs.

Theorem 4.2. For any locally compact Hausdorff space X, the decomposition rank of the first factor
embedding Co(X) — Co(X, 03) is at most one.

Proof. We begin with the case that X is compact and metrizable. By [Kirchberg and Rgrdam 2005,
Proposition 3.7], there exists a *-subalgebra A C C(X, 02) which contains C(X)®1¢, and is isomorphic to
C(Y) where Y is compact metrizable with covering dimension at most one. Therefore, the decomposition
rank of the first factor embedding C(X) — C(X) ® 05 is at most the decomposition rank of the inclusion
C(X)® 1lg, C A, which in turn is at mostdr 4 < 1.

For X compact but not metrizable, C(X) is locally approximated by finitely generated unital subalge-
bras, which are of the form C(Y') where Y is compact and metrizable. Therefore, by Proposition 2.4(i),
the claim holds in this case too.

For the case that X is not compact, we let X denote the one-point compactification of X. Then
Co(X, 0) is the hereditary subalgebra of C ()? , 05) generated by Co(X), and therefore the result follows
from Proposition 2.4(ii). O

Remark 4.3. The preceding result also implies that dimpy.(4 ® O3) < 3 for A as in Theorem 4.1 — this
can be seen using Proposition 2.6, [Winter and Zacharias 2010, Theorem 7.4], and the analogue of [Winter
and Zacharias 2010, Proposition 2.3(ii)].

In what follows, D, denotes the diagonal subalgebra of M,,.

Lemma 4.4. Let Iy, ..., I, C (0, 1) be nonempty closed intervals and let ay/, € Co((0,1), D)+ be a
function of norm 1 such that, for t € I, the s-th diagonal entry of ay»(t) is 1.
Then there exist ag, ay, eg, e1/2. €1 € C([0, 1], Dy)+ such that

(i) eg and ey are orthogonal,
(ii) ap +ayp +ar =ep+eyp+er =1,
(iii) fori =0,1, we have a; (i) = 1,,
(iv) eo, ey act like a unit on ag, a1, respectively, and
(V) ay; acts like a unit on ey 5.

Proof. Since D, =~ C", it suffices to work in one coordinate at a time — that is, to assume that n = 1.

Then define
1 —aj/p(x) if x is to the left of /1,

0 otherwise,

ap(x) := {

1 —aj/p(x) if x is to the right of Iy,

ai(x):= {0

otherwise.
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Note that since a1/, = 1 on Iy, these are continuous. Now, we may find continuous orthogonal functions
eq, e1 such that eq is 1 to the left of /1, and e is 1 to the right of /1. Finally, set e/, := 1 — (e +e1).
Then (i), (i1), and (iii) clearly hold by construction. (iv) holds since each a; is nonzero only on one side
of 71, and the corresponding e; is identically 1 on that side. Likewise, (v) holds since e; /5 is nonzero
only on [y, where ay, is identically 1. O

We mention the following well-known fact explicitly for convenience. Here ® denotes the minimal
tensor product.

Proposition 4.5. Let A1, A, By, and By be C*-algebras, and suppose that ¢(i) :Ai = (Bi)oo is a
*-homomorphism fori = 1,2 with a c.p. lift (¢Ig))N cAi = [y Bi-
Then
$1® 2 = oo 0 (¢ ® 7 )n 1 A1 ® A2 — (B1 ® B2)oo

is a *-homomorphism.

Lemma 4.6. Let A be an infinite dimensional UHF algebra.
Then there exist positive orthogonal contractions

ag, a1 € C([0, 1], A)oo,
a *-homomorphism
Y 1 Co(Z,02) = Co((0, 1), A)oos
where Z = (0, 112, and a positive element ¢ € Co(Z,C - 1¢,) such that V¥ (c) commutes with ag, ay,
ao+ar+y(c) =1, (4-1)

and ao(0) = a1 (1) = 1. In addition, there exist positive contractions eg, €12, e1 € C([0, 1], A)oo such
that

(1) eq, e1 are orthogonal,
(i) eo +ey2+e1 =1,
(iii) ¥ (c) acts like a unit on ey 5,
@iv) e; acts like a unit on a; fori =0, 1, and
(v) eo, ey1/2, €1, a0, ay, ¥(c) all commute.

Proof. Let A = My »,.. where ny,ny, ... are a sequence of natural numbers > 2. Since the cone over
05 is quasidiagonal (see [Voiculescu 1991] and [Kirchberg 1993, Theorem 5.1]) there exists a sequence
of c.p.c. maps

¢k : CO((Oa 1], @2) - Mn1"-nk
which are approximately multiplicative and approximately isometric, meaning that

1px (@) (b) — dr(ab)|| - 0 and g (a)|| — llal| as k — oo
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for all a, b € Cy((0, 1], 02). Fix a positive element
d € C.((0,1],C- 1¢,)

of norm 1.
For each k, let A; denote the greatest eigenvalue of ¢y (d). Note that

A = llor(d)|| =1 as k — oc.
Fix k for a moment and let/ = ny---ng. Let
Ii,.... I
be nonempty disjoint closed intervals in (0, 1). Let
Ui,...,u; € M
be unitaries such that, for each s, us¢y (d)uj is a diagonal matrix whose s-th diagonal entry is Aj. Let
hi,....,h; € Co((0,1))

be positive normalized functions with disjoint support, such that hg|;, = 1 for each s. Set Z := (0, 1]?
and define

Wk . CO(Z7 @2) = CO((O’ 1]) 02 CO((O’ 1]’ ©2) - C([O’ 1]) & Ml = C([()? 1]? Ml) C C([Ov 1]’ A)
by ]
Yi(f ®b) =) f(hs) @user(b)u;.

s=1

Let f € C.((0, 1]) be a function satisfying f(1) = 1 and set
c=f®deC(Z,C-1g,).
By construction, ¥ (c) € C((0, 1), D;)+, and for ¢ € I, the s-th diagonal entry is A. Let
¢, € C([0,1], Dp)+
be of norm 1, such that
lleg =¥l = 1= Akl
and for ¢ € I, the s-th diagonal entry is 1. Feeding
ayni=c
to Lemma 4.4, let
ok A1,k €0,ks €1/2,k- €1,k € C([0,1], Dp) +
be the output, satisfying (i)—(v) of Lemma 4.4.
Having found these for each k, set

V= Teo 0 (Y1, ¥2,...) : Co(Z,02) = C([0, 1], A)o.
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Set

aj ‘= moo(ai,1,ai2,...)
fori =0,1 and

e 1= Too(€i,1,€i2....)
fori =0,1, 1.

b 25
Since all unitaries in M; (and in particular, all the u;) are in the same path component, ¥ is unitarily

equivalent to o ® ¢y, where
a : Co((0,1]) — C€([0,1])

is the *-homomorphism given by

f fhi+-+h).

From this observation and Proposition 4.5, it follows that ¥ is a *-homomorphism.
Notice further that

V(c) = moolcy, Chy- .,
and therefore, drawing on the finite stage results, we see that
ap+ar+v(c)=1
and that (i)—(v) hold. O

Lemma 4.7. Let p,q > 1 be natural numbers. Let X = [0, 1] for some m and let € > 0.
Then there exist positive orthogonal elements
ho, ce ,hk (S C(X,gf)oo,
a *-homomorphism

¢:Co(Z,02) > C(X,%)o

for some locally compact, metrizable, finite dimensional space Z, and a positive element c € C.(Z, C-1¢,)
such that ¢ (c) commutes with hy, . .., h,

ho+---+hx+¢(c)=1,
and the support of h; has diameter at most € fori =0, ...,k with respect to the £°° metric on [0, 1]™.
In addition, there exist positive contractions eg, €1/2,¢1 € C (X, %) oo such that

(i) eq, e1 are orthogonal,

(i) eo +ey2t+e1 =1,
(i) e; is identically 1 on {j} x [0, 17"Y, for j = 0,1,
(iv) ¢(c) acts like a unit on ey,

(v) eo + eq acts like a unit on h; foralli =0, ...k, and

(vi) eg,ey/2.e1,ho, ..., hi, ¢(c) all commute.
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Remark 4.8. This lemma of course holds with a self-absorbing UHF algebra in place of # (since such a
UHF algebra contains %). But, in fact, this variation is shown in Steps 1 and 2 of the proof below, and, as
we will see in Remark 4.9, this variation is sufficient to prove that A ® % as in Theorem 4.1 has finite
decomposition rank. A reader only interested in showing finite decomposition rank may therefore skip
the third step of the proof below.

Proof. This will be proven in three steps. In Step 1, we will prove the statement of the proposition with %
replaced by a UHF algebra of infinite type and with m = 1. In Step 2, we will still replace A by a UHF
algebra of infinite type, but we will allow any m € N. Step 3 will be the proof of the proposition.

Step 1. Let A be a UHF algebra of infinite type. Let
ao,ai, y,c.eq, €y y. €1, Z

be as in Lemma 4.6, with e] in place of e;. Note that each a; has a positive normalized lift

(ai,)52, €[] €(0. 1], 4)
N

1

such thata; (1) =6; 1 foralli,t =0, 1 and all j; likewise, each elf, i=0,5,

lift

1, has a positive normalized
(] N2y e [[C0.1]. 4)
N

such that, fori =0, 1, e] j(i) =1.
Let k > 2 /¢ be a natural number. Fori =0,...,k, j € N, and ¢ € [0, 1], set

0 iftf%ortz—izl,
, . . i—1 i
hi j(t) =4 ay;(kt — (i — 1)) lfl‘El:T,E], (4-2)
ao.; (kt —1) ifze[]’cé,%].

Note that the endpoint conditions on a;, ; make h; ; well defined and continuous on [0, 1]. Likewise, set
e; ;(0) ifr=0,

. 1
e, j(t):= el{,j(l) ifr > % (4-3)

e (ki) ifte [o, ﬂ
Set
hi ==neo(hi1. hia,...),e; :=nx0(ei1,€i2,...) € C([0,1], A)oo
fori =0, 1. Choose a c.p.c. lift for v, that is, c.p.c. maps
Y+ Co(Z,02) = Co((0,1), A) € C([0, 1], A)
such that

V=m0 (Y1, ¥2,...).
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Define
¢j : Co(Z,02) — C([0, 1], 4)
by
$j(a)(t) = yj(a)(kt —i), (4-4)
ifi e Nissuch that 7 € [i/k, (i +1)/k]. Note that this is well defined since the image of v; is contained
in Co((0, 1), A). Use (qﬁ] | to define

¢ =Tl © (¢1,¢2, .. ) . C()(Z,@z) — C([O, 1], A)oo-
Then ¢ is a *-homomorphism.
Let us first show that g + - - - + hg + ¢ (c) = 1, and then that (i)—(vi) hold. For ¢ € [0, 1], let i be such
thatf € [i/k, (i + 1)/k]. Then, by (4-2), we have, for all i,
hi(t) =ao(kt —i), hiy1(t) =ai1(kt—i), hj(t)=0
for j #i,i + 1. Thus

(ho+++++hi + (@) Z aokt —i) +ar(kr —i) + () (ke —i) =1,

Properties (i) and (ii) hold by Lemma 4.6(i) and (ii), and since, for each ¢ € [0, 1], there exists s such
that e; () = e; "(s) for j = 0,11 (by (4-3)). Property (iii) holds since e; (i) = e/ (i) (by (4-3)) and since
aii)=1.

(iv): ey is supported on [0, 1/k], so it suffices to show that

(@(c)er2)(t) = eq)2(1)

727

for t € [0, 1/k]. But, for such ¢,

(@(c)e 1/2)(f)( 4)W(C)(kf)€1/2(kl‘) z(kl) = €1/2(f)

(v): By a similar computation, this time using Lemma 4.6(iv), we see that epag = ag, while eja; = a;
fori =1,...,k.

(vi) is clear from (4-2), (4-3), (4-4), and Lemma 4.6(v).
Finally, also, for each i, the support of /; is contained in

Lemma 4.6(iii) ,

i—1 i+1

- T]’ which has diameter at most €.

Step 2. From Step 1, let
go0,..., 8k €C([0,1], A) o

be orthogonal positive contractions,
Y Co(Y,02) > C([0,1], A) o

a *-homomorphism for some locally compact, metrizable, finite dimensional space Y, and d € C.(Y, C-1¢,)
a positive contraction such that ¥ (d) commutes with go, ..., gx,

go++ge +Y(d) =1
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and the support of g; has diameter at most € for i =0, ..., k’; furthermore, let
66,8’1/2, e/l € C([0,1], A) oo
be such that
(") e, e} are orthogonal,
(ii") e +e/1/2 +e) =1,
(iii") €] is identically 1 on {;} x [0, 1"~ for j =0,1,

(iv") ¥ (d) acts like a unit on ¢’

1/2°
(V') e + e} acts like a unit on g; foralli =0,...,k’, and
(vi") e(’),e/l/z,e’l,go, ..., &k ¥(d) all commute.

Fori = (i1,...,im) €{0,....k'}™, set
hi = gi, ® -+ ® gi, € (C([0,1], A)®™) o,
where we have used the canonical inclusion
(C(10,1], A)o0)®™ — (C([0, 1], A)®™)oo;

compare Proposition 4.5.

Then {h;} is a set of pairwise orthogonal positive contractions, and each one has support with diameter
at most € (recall that we are using the £°° metric on [0, 1]™). Proposition 4.5 gives us a *-homomorphism
¢ = ()P 1 C 1= (Co(Y,02) )" — (C([0. 1], Mpo2)®™)oo.

Set
ci=1-(1-d)®"eC.

We can easily see that ¢’(c) commutes with each /4;; a simple computation shows that

> hi+¢'(c)=1.
Setting i
ei=e ® 180m=1)  for i =0, % 1,
it is easy to see that (i), (ii), (iii), (v), and (vi) hold (with ¢’ in place of ¢). To see that (iv) holds, we
compute
¢'(©)ern = (1= =y (d)®™) (e}, ® 12"D)

= ¢/(C) - (6/1/2 — w(d)e’l/z) ® (- w(d))®(m—l)
.
We may set

k= +1)" -1

and relabel the h; as ho, ..., h.
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All that remains is to modify ¢’ to make it a map whose domain is Co(Z, 0;) for some Z. Set
Z' = (Y U{oo})*™.

Then C may be identified with a certain C(Z’)-subalgebra of C(Z’, @?m ). All of the fibres of C are

isomorphic to O, except for the fibre at (oo, ..., 00), which is C. One can easily verify that the element

cisin Co(U,C- 1 em) where U is some open subset of Z " whose closure does not contain (oo, ..., 00).
2 —

Let Z be an open subset of Z’ such that U C Z and whose closure does not contain (oo, ..., 00);

in particular, Z is a compact subset of Z’\{(co, ..., 00)}. By Proposition 3.3, Co(Z)C = Co(Z,03)
as Co(Z)-algebras. With this identification, we have ¢ € C.(Z, C- 1g,) (since c is in the image of the
structure map, which is fixed by the isomorphism Co(Z)C = Cy(Z,03)), and we may define

¢ :=¢|cozyc : Co(Z,02) - C(X, A)oo-

Step 3. Let pg, p1 be coprime natural numbers. Since prgo, pe (as defined in [Rgrdam and Winter
2010, Section 2]) embeds unitally into % [Rgrdam 2004, Proposition 2.2], it suffices to do this part with
%pgo,p?o in place of #.

From Step 2, fori =0, 1, we may find

h$. .. h € C(X. Mpeo)oo.
a *-homomorphism
¢i : Co(Zi, 02) = C(X. Mp>)oo
for some locally compact, metrizable, finite dimensional space Z;, and a positive element
¢ €C(Z;,C. 1@2)
such that ¢; commutes with h(()i), ... ,h,(f),
W 4o hD i) = 1,

and the support of h;i) has diameter at most € for j = 1,...,k. We may also find el(i) for/ =0, %, 1
satisfying (i)—(vi).

From Lemma 4.6, let

(SIS

ag,ai, ey, €y €1 € C([3. 3] 4)

be positive orthogonal contractions, let
¥ Co(Y.02) = Co((3. 3)- M(pop1)=) oo
be a *-homomorphism for some locally compact, metrizable, finite dimensional space Y, and let
deC/(Z,C-1q,)
be positive such that ¥ (d) commutes with ag, aq,

ap+a1+v(d) =1,
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ao(%) =a (%) = 1, and such that (i)~(v) of Lemma 4.6 hold. We continuously extend ao, a1, ey, 3/1/2’

e} to [0, 1] by allowing them to be constant on [0, 1] and on [3, 1].
Upon choosing an isomorphism

M(popi)oe ® Mpgo d Mp<l>o = Mpgo ® Mp?o

and using the diagonal restriction C (X, Mpg°)oo ® C(X, MpfO)oo - C(X, Mpgo ® Mp?o)oo, we obtain
a *-homomorphism

p:C(o, 1]7M(p0p1)°°)oo®C(X» Mpgo)oo®C(X’ Mp‘l’o)oo_> C([0,1]x X, M(POPI)OO ®Mp8° ®Mp‘1’°)oo
~ C([0,1]x X, Mpgo ®Mp‘1>°)oo,

and define

A

ho.j = plao @ ® le(xpyeer) and b= plar ® Lo @15
for j =1,..., k. Note that g; has a lift
(@i x)gey € [In €0, 1], M(pg py)so)
such that a; ¢ (t) € C-1 for t = 0, 1, and, consequently,
};i,j € C(X, prgo,pfO)oo.
Define a *-homomorphism
¢ : C([0,1]) ® Co(Y. 02)™ ® Co(Zo.02)™ ® Co(Z1.02)™ — C([0,1] X X, Mpgo @ Mpeo)oo

by

¢ :=po(idcqoa) ® (V) ® (dg) ® (97))-
Let

Y':={yeY:d(y)>0} and Z;:={z€Z;:ci(z)#0},
and, using these, set
C:= C* (CO[Ov 1) & ICO(Y,@z)N 02 CO(Zé)v ©2) 2 ICO(ZI,@z)N’

Co(0. 1] ® 1y (v,00)~ ® Lcy(Zo,00)~ ® Co(Z7.02),

Leo.an ® Co(Y', 02) ® ley(zo.00~ ® Lco(z1.0)~)-
Using Proposition 3.3 as in Step 2, C is a subalgebra of some Cy(Z)-algebra
D C C[0,1]® Co(Y,02)™ ® Co(Zo,02) ® Co(Z1,02)

for some open subset Z of

[0,1] x (Y U {oo}) X (Z U oo) x (Z7] U 00),
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and D is isomorphic, as a Cy(Z)-algebra, to Co(Z, 03), via an isomorphism taking C into C.(Z, 0>).
One easily sees that ¢(C) C C(X, %, p,)-
Let fp € Co[0, 1)1 be identically 1 on [O ] and let f1 € Co(0, 1]+ be identically 1 on [ 1] Set

63=f0®1®C()®1+f1®1®1®61+1®d®1®1EC.

Identifying D with Co(Z,03), we see that ¢ € C.(Z,C- 1¢,). It is straightforward to check that ¢(¢)
commutes with /; ; for all i, j, and we may easily compute

PO+ hij=1
i’j
Let g € Co(0, oo] be the function g(z) = max{¢, 1} and set

c:=g(0).
Then, by commutativity, it follows that
¢+ Y hij=1 (4-5)
i’j
Let g0.&1/2: &1 € C(X)+ be a partition of unity such that g; is identically 1 on {j } x [0, 171 for
j =0,1, go is supported on [O, %] x [0, 1], and g is supported on [%, 1] x [0, 1771, Let us define

ej =pleg®el’ ®1+ef®@1®el”)+gp(e] , @10 1) (4-6)
for j = 0,1 5, 1. Itis clear by their definitions that eg, 12, €1, ﬁo, e ﬁk, ¢(c) all commute.
Let us now check that (eg + el)ﬁ,-, j= h i,j- Certainly
(eo +€1)f;0,j
-6)

= (pleg® (e(()O) —i—elo)) Rl+e1®1® (e(()l) ®ell))) +(go —i—gl)/o(el/2 ®1®1))p(ao ®h(0) ®1)

L 0 © 0
L2 pao® (e +e )N ® 1)

Step 2
VO (a8 h0 @ 1) = .
and likewise, (eg + el)ﬁl = le ,j as required.
Since all terms in (4-5) commute, it is easy to see that for any € > 0, there exist orthogonal elements
hi, P < hl ,j Which commute with eg, €1/, e1 and ¢(c), such that

$O)+ > hij=cl
i?j
Then, by a diagonal sequence argument, it follows that there exist orthogonal elements /; ; with supports
contained in those of /;, ;, commuting with eq, €1/5, €1 and ¢(c), and such that

¢(c)+Y hij=1 and (eo+e)hi;=hi;.
i,J
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Hence (v) holds.
Now let us verify (i)—(iv).
(1) holds using the following orthogonalities:

e 1 i=0,1

go L g1,
eq Le,

(0)

p(1®1 ®ej(-1)) Lgij. j=0.1.
(ii): We compute
€0+e12+er © plep @ (e + eg% +e @1+ @10+ eil/)z +eM)
+(g0+ 812+ 8g1)pley ), ®1® 1)

Step 2(ii) (( el + 6’1+) 21® 1) Lemma
4. 6( i)
(iii): For x € {j}x [0, 1]"!
Step 2(iii) L
ej(x) = egtey+gi(x)e, 4C.r6n:(;a

(iv) follows from the fact that ¢ (¢)e;/» = e1/2¢(¢) > ey, by considering irreducible representations of
C*(¢(5)»€1/2)- U

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Proposition 2.4(i) and [Kirchberg and Winter 2004, Proposition 3.8], it suffices
to verify the theorem for C*-algebras A of the form C(X,¥), where X is compact and Hausdorff. By
[ibid., (3.5)], it suffices to prove it for A = C(X). Again by Proposition 2.4(i), it suffices to assume that
C(X) is finitely generated. Finally, when C(X) is finitely generated, it is a quotient of C([0, 1]™) for
some m, and so, by [ibid., (3.3)], the result reduces to showing that dr C(X,%¥) <2 for X = [0, 1]"*. By
Proposition 2.6, we must show that the first factor embedding C (X, %) — C(X, %) ®% has decomposition
rank at most 2.

We will do this in two steps. In Step 1, we will use Lemma 4.7 to show that the first factor embedding
to: C(X) — C(X) ®% has decomposition rank at most 2. In Step 2, we will use Step 1, with X replaced
by X x [0, 1], to prove the theorem.

Step 1. Due to Proposition 2.5, it suffices to replace ¢ by its composition with the inclusion C(X) ® % C
(C(X) ®%)o0, that is, tg is now

CX)=C(X)®1y CC(X)®% C (C(X) ®%)oo.

To show that dr¢g < 2, we verify condition (iv) of Proposition 3.2. Let AU be an open cover of X and let
€ > 0. By the Lebesgue covering lemma, we may possibly reduce € so that AU is refined by the set of all
open sets of diameter at most €. Then, it suffices to assume that U is in fact the set of all open sets of
diameter at most €.
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Let ho, ..., hx, ¢, c be as in Lemma 4.7. By Theorem 4.2 and condition (iv) of Proposition 3.2, we
may find

b € Co(X x Z.02) = C(X) ® Co(Z) ® 03
fori =0,1,j =0,...,r such that
(1) for eachi =0, 1, the elements b(()i), e bgi) are pairwise orthogonal,
(i1) for each i, j, the support of bj(-i) is contained in U x Z for some U € AU, and

(iii) Hij(-i) —lcx)® c” < € (note that ¢ € Co(Z) ® 1¢,).
i!j

Define
¢ :Co(X X Z,02) = C(X)® Co(Z,02) = C(X,%)oo

by H(f ®a) = f¢(a). This is a *-homomorphism. Fori =0,1and j =0,...,r, set
@) ._ 5@
a;’=¢(b;"),

and, for j =0,1...,k, set
2 .
a;” = hj.
Since qS is a homomorphism, a are pairwise orthogonal for i =0, 1. Also, by the definition
](-’) is contained in some set in AU, for i = 0, 1. Since the
2

supports of the &1; have diameter at most ¢, the respective statement holds for the a i as well. Finally,

k k k k
SR @D L D IETIEERS SUETICED SR
i, Jj=0 j=0 J=0

i=0,1 j=0

O o

of q3 and the choice of bj(.i), the support of each a

as required.

Step 2. Since ¥ is an inductive limit of algebras of the form %, ; (for p, g € N), by Proposition 2.4(i), it
suffices to show that the decomposition rank of the first factor embedding

vi=idexa, ) ® la C(X, %pg) — C(X,%pg) ®F 4-7)

is at most 2. The proof will combine Step 1 with the idea of Proposition 3.2(iv) = (iii).
Fort € [0, 1], we letev, : &, ; — M), ® M, denote the point-evaluation at ¢, while we also let

evo:%pg—> M, and evy:%,,—> My
denote the irreducible representations which satisfy
evo(-) =evo(-)®1p, and evi(:)=Ilp, ®@Vi(-).

Let # C C(X,%, 4) be the finite set to approximate, and let € > 0 be the tolerance. Let us assume that
% consists of contractions. Let AU be an open cover of X x [0, 1], such that, for all f € & and U € A, if
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(x,1),(x',t") e U, then
lleve (f(x)) —eve (f(X))I < e€/2.
Let us also assume that no U € U intersects both X x {0} and X x {1}.

Using Step 1 (with X x [0, 1] in place of X) and Proposition 3.2(iv), we may find a 3-colourable
€ /2-approximate partition of unity

@ imor im0, € CX X0, T 0

subordinate to AU, and such that
Za(.i) <1.

.....

with the support of each a( ) belng contained in U ](l)
For each i, j, we shall choose a matrix algebra F @ and produce maps

(l) (l)
C(X. fqu) > F) 5 C(X.%p ) ®%.

We distinguish three cases, depending on properties of the set U j(i) € Q. In every case, we arrange that
o v () =a ®ev,o (f(x)).

where (x(.i), t}i)) is a point from U j(i), and we make sense of the right-hand side by using the canonical
identification of C(X, %, 4) ® % with a subalgebra of

CXx[0,1)R@FQM, @M,

(determined by boundary conditions at X x {0} and at X x {1}).
Case 1. If Uj(i) N (X x{0}) # @, let (x](i), t](i) = () be a point in this intersection. We set Fj(i) =M,

and define
v O (f) ==o(f(xD)),
o(T):=aV @T ® 1,.

By assumption, Uj(i) N(X x{1}) =@, so, forall x € X,
evi(@{(T)(x)) =0

and therefore, the range of qﬁj(” liesin C(X,%,4) @%.

Case 2. If U /-(i )N (X x {1}) # @, as in Case 1, let (xj(" ) ¢t j(i )=1)bea point in this intersection. We set
F j(i) := My and define

W}i)(f) = e_vl(f(xj(i))) and ¢J(i)(T) = aJ(-i) Q1m,QT.
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Case 3. If Uj(i) N (X x{0}) = @ and UJ-(i) N (X x{1}) = @, then let (xj(i), t]-(i)) be any point in U]-(i). We
set Fj(i) = M, ® M, and define

VO =evp () and ¢0(T):=aP T,
We now set F := @Fj(i) and use (wj(i)) and (qﬁj(i)) to define

iJ
CX.%pg) L F 25 C(X. %)) @%.

We have that v is c.p.c. since all of its components are. Each d)}i ) is c.p. and order zero. For each i, ji,
J2,if j1 # jo, the images of ¢](.i) and ¢Jg) are orthogonal. Thus, for each i,
P, Fio>

is order zero. Also, ¢(1) =) aj(i) <1, so that ¢ is contractive.
Finally, let f € % and let us check that ¢ ( f) =¢ f. As in the proof of Proposition 3.2(iv) = (iii),
we have for each 7, j thatif x e U j(i ), then

evyi (f () =cj2 eve (f (),

and therefore,
€ ; €
Vi (f(0) =5 Impem, = evin (f(7) <evi(f() + 5 Im,omM,-

Since aj(.l) commutes with f, this gives

. c . .
0 (e (v (f () =5 - gy, ) = @ (. 0ev, 0 (f (5f)
j €
< a0 (v (SO + 5 Inom, ).
Moreover, since aj(.i) vanishes outside of U j(i), these inequalities continue to hold for all x € X and all

t €[0,1].
Summing over i, j, we find that

Za]('i)(x, t)(ev,(f(x)) - % : 1Mp®Mq> = Za](i)(x, t)evt]g[)(f(x](.i)))
i,J i .
<> af (v S () + 5 Iyen, ).

i,J

and therefore

eve(f()) =2 Y (. 0evi(f() =¢j2 Y a) (x.ev, o0 (f(67)) = eve(yr () ().

i,J i,J

Since this holds for all x € X, ¢ € [0, 1], this means that || f — @ ¥ (f)| < €, as required. O
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Remark 4.9. Here we describe how one can give a shorter proof that A ® ¥ has decomposition rank at
most 5, for A as in Theorem 4.1. Since A ® % is an inductive limit of A ® %, 400, it suffices to show
that the latter has decomposition rank at most 5. This algebra is a C ([0, 1])-algebra whose fibres are all
of the form A ® U, where U is a self-absorbing UHF algebra. Hence, by [Carrién 2011, Lemma 3.1],
A ® % poo goo has decomposition rank at most 5 = (dim[0, 1] + 1)(2 4 1) — 1 if we show that A ® U has
decomposition rank at most 2 for every infinite dimensional, self-absorbing UHF algebra.

As in the first paragraph of the proof above, it suffices to show that the first-factor embedding
C(X,U) - C(X,U)® U has decomposition rank at most 2, when X = [0, 1]"*. Since U is a limit of
finite dimensional C*-algebras, by Proposition 2.4(i), the decomposition rank of this first-factor embedding
agrees with the decomposition rank of the first-factor embedding ¢g : C(X) — C(X) ® U. Then following
Step 1 of the above proof verbatim, except with U in place of %, shows that this ¢y has decomposition
rank at most 2; moreover, we only need to use the variation of Lemma 4.7 where % is replaced by U,
and, as explained in Remark 4.8, the proof of that lemma can be simplified in that case.

5. %-stable C(X)-algebras

The proof of [Carrién 2011, Lemma 3.1] actually shows the following.

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a compact metric space, let A be a C(X)-algebra, and let B be a unital C*-algebra.
Denote by ic(x) : C(X) — C(X)® B and 14 : A— A ® B the first-factor embeddings. Then

driy 5(drtc(x)+1)(ma)>(<drA(x)+1)—1 (5-1)
pAS
and
dimyye tq4 < (dimyye tex) + 1)(ma))(< dimp, A(x) + l) —1. (5-2)
pAS]

Proof. Although this is essentially the same as the proof of [Carrién 2011, Lemma 3.1], we provide a
detailed proof of (5-1) for the reader’s convenience.

Set k := maxyey dr A(x) and [ := dric(x). Let ¥ C A be a finite subset and let € > 0. Without
loss of generality, & consists of self-adjoint contractions. As shown in the proof of [Carrién 2011,
Lemma 3.1], there exists an open cover U of X such that, for each U € U, there exists a finite dimensional
C*-algebra Fy and c.p.c. maps Yy : A — Fy, ¢u : Fy — A such that ¢y is (k + 1)-colourable and
pu Yy (a)(x) =¢/2 a(x) for all a € F and all x € U. By Proposition 3.2(iv), let (b(i))j_I, rii=0,...1 C
C(X)® B be an (I + 1)-colourable, € /2-approximate partition of 1, subordinate to AU, and, by a rescahng
argument, we may assume bj( 2 <1 for each i, j. Hence, for each i, j, we may pick some U @ e q

containing the support of b](-i). Define

w = @WUJQ) A — @FU;,')
i,J i,j

and ¢ : PF,i» > A® B by
i,] J

D) =3 by @) @b,
i,J
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One readily verifies that ¢ is (k + 1)(/ + 1)-colourable, and, as in the proof of Proposition 3.2(iv) =
(iii), that ¢y (a) =c a ® 1p for all a € F. O

Corollary 5.2. If A is a %-stable C(X)-algebra whose fibres have decomposition rank (respectively
nuclear dimension) bounded by M , the decomposition rank (respectively nuclear dimension) of A is at
most 3(M + 1) — 1.

Proof. We shall apply Lemma 5.1 with % in place of B. Using the notation of Lemma 5.1, Theorem 4.1
tells us that dimyye te(x) < dric(x) < 2. Thus, if the fibres of A4 have decomposition rank at most M,
then, by Lemma 5.1, driy <2+ 1)(M +1)—1. O

This shows in particular that the C(X)-algebra in [Hirshberg et al. 2007, Example 4.7] (which is
%-stable by [Dadarlat and Toms 2009]) has decomposition rank at most 2, and that the C(X)-algebra
E in [Dadarlat 2009b, Section 3] (which is Z-stable since it is an extension of patently %-stable C*-
algebras) has nuclear dimension at most 5. On the other hand, the C (X )-algebra in [Hirshberg et al. 2007,
Example 4.8] is not #-stable, and it is shown in [Robert and Tikuisis 2013, Section 7.4] that it does not
have finite nuclear dimension.

Another immediate application is the following strengthening of Theorem 4.1. See [Dadarlat and
Pennig 2013] for a discussion of C(X)-algebras with fibres & ® , where & is either % or an infinite
dimensional UHF algebra.

Corollary 5.3. If A is a #-stable C(X)-algebra whose fibres are all AF algebras tensored by %, then
dr4 <2.

Proof. It suffices to show that B := A ® %00 400 has decomposition rank at most 2. Note that B is a
%-stable C(X x[0, 1])-algebra with AF fibres. Therefore, by Corollary 5.2, dr B is at most 3(0+1)—1=2,
as required. O
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