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A SIMPLE NUCLEAR C*-ALGEBRA WITH AN INTERNAL ASYMMETRY

ILAN HIRSHBERG AND N. CHRISTOPHER PHILLIPS

We construct an example of a simple approximately homogeneous C*-algebra such that its Elliott invariant
admits an automorphism which is not induced by an automorphism of the algebra.

Classification theory for simple nuclear C*-algebras reached a milestone recently. The results of
[Elliott et al. 2015; Tikuisis et al. 2017], building on decades of work by many authors, show that simple
separable unital C*-algebras with finite nuclear dimension satisfying the universal coefficient theorem
are classified via the Elliott invariant, Ell(-), which consists of the ordered Kg-group along with the
class of the identity, the K{-group, the trace simplex, and the pairing between the trace simplex and the
Ko-group. Earlier counterexamples due to Toms [2008] and Rgrdam [2003], related to ideas of Villadsen
[1998], show that one cannot expect to be able to extend this classification theorem beyond the case
of finite nuclear dimension, at least not without either extending the invariant or restricting to another
class of C*-algebras. An important facet of the classification theorems is a form of rigidity. Starting
with two C*-algebras A and B and an isomorphism & : Ell(A) — ElI(B), one not only shows that A
and B are isomorphic, but rather that there exists an isomorphism from A to B which induces the given
isomorphism @ on the level of the Elliott invariant.

The goal of this paper is to illustrate how this existence property may fail in the infinite nuclear
dimension setting, even when restricting to a class consisting of a single C*-algebra. Namely, we
construct an example of a simple unital nuclear separable AH algebra C, along with an automorphism
of Ell(C), which is not induced by any automorphism of C. This can be viewed as a companion of
sorts to [Toms 2008, Theorem 1.2], where it was shown that when such automorphisms exist, they
need not be unique in the sense described. The mechanism of the example is that if there were such an
automorphism ¢, there would be projections p, g € C such that ¢(p) = ¢ but such that the corners pCp
and gCgq have different radii of comparison [Toms 2006] (the definition is recalled at the beginning of
Section 1). This further shows that simple unital AH algebras can be quite inhomogeneous. In particular,
extending the Elliott invariant by adding something as simple as the radius of comparison will not help
for the classification of AH algebras which are not Jiang—Su stable.
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We now give an overview of our construction. We start with the counterexample from [Toms 2008,
Theorem 1.1]. We consider two direct systems, described diagrammatically as follows:

C(Xo) =—= CX)®M,(1) — C(X) QM) ——F -+
C(10, 11) == C ([0, 1)) ® M, (1) == C ([0, 1) ® M,2) == - --

The ordinary arrows indicate a large (and rapidly increasing) number of embeddings which are carefully

(0-1)

chosen, and the dotted arrows indicate a small number of point evaluation maps, thrown in so as to ensure
that the resulting direct limit is simple. The spaces in the upper diagram are contractible CW complexes
whose dimension increases rapidly compared to the sizes of the matrix algebras. (Toms uses cubes; in our
construction we found it easier to use cones over products of spheres, but the underlying idea is similar.)
The direct system is constructed so as to have positive radius of comparison. We use [Thomsen 1994] to
choose the lower diagram so as to mimic the upper diagram, and produce the same Elliott invariant. As
the resulting algebra on the bottom is Al, it has strict comparison, and therefore is not isomorphic to the
one on the top. (In [Toms 2008] it isn’t important for the two diagrams to match up nicely in terms of the
ranks of the matrices involved. However, we will show that it can be done, as it is important for us.)
Our construction involves moving the point evaluations across, so as to merge the two systems:

C(Xo) == C(X)) @ M,y =3 C(X2) ® M, (3) E% e
C([0,1) == €0, 1) ® M;(1) == C((0, 1]) ® M, 2 E*: e

With care, one can arrange for the flip between the two levels of the diagram to make sense as an
automorphism of the Elliott invariant. The resulting C*-algebra has positive radius of comparison and
behaves roughly as badly as Toms’ example. Nevertheless, we can distinguish a part of it which roughly
corresponds to the rapid dimension growth diagram on the top from a part which roughly corresponds to
the AI part on the bottom. Namely, if at the first level C(Xg) @& C([0, 1]) we denote by ¢ the function
which is 1 on X, and 0 on [0, 1], and we define g = 1 — ¢, then the Ko-classes of ¢ and ¢ will be
switched by the automorphism of the Elliott invariant we construct. However, we can tell apart the corners
gCq and g+ Cq™ by considering their radii of comparison.

Section 1 develops the choices needed to get different radii of comparison in different corners of the
algebra we construct. Section 2 contains the work needed to assemble the ingredients of the construction
into a simple C*-algebra whose Elliott invariant admits an appropriate automorphism. The main theorem
is in Section 3.

1. Upper and lower bounds on the radius of comparison

We recall the required standard definitions and notation related to the Cuntz semigroup. See Section 2
of [Rgrdam 1992] for details. For a unital C*-algebra A, we denote its tracial state space by T(A).
We take M, (A) = UZOZl M, (A), using the usual embeddings M,,(A) — M, +1(A). For t € T(A), we
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define d; : Moo (A)4+ — [0, 00) by d;(a) =lim,_ t(a'/"). If a,b € My (A)4, then a < b (a is Cuntz
subequivalent to b) if there is a sequence (v,);2 | in M (A) such that lim,_, , v,bv, =a.

Following [Toms 2006, Definition 6.1], for p € [0, 00), we say that A has p-comparison if whenever
a,b e My (A); satisfy d;(a) + p < d;(b) for all T € T(A), then a = b. The radius of comparison of A,
denoted by rc(A), is

rc(A) =inf({p € [0, 00) | A has p-comparison}).

We take rc(A) = oo if there is no p such that A has p-comparison. Since AH algebras are nuclear, all
quasitraces on them are traces by [Haagerup 2014, Theorem 5.11]. Thus, we ignore quasitraces. Also, by
[Phillips 2014, Proposition 6.12], the radius of comparison remains unchanged if we replace My, (A) by
K ® A throughout. Thus, we may work only in My, (A).

Our construction uses a specific setup, with a number of parameters of various kinds which must be
chosen to satisfy specific conditions. Construction 1.1 lists for reference many of the objects used in it,
and some of the conditions they must satisfy. It abstracts the diagram (0-2). Construction 1.6 specifies the
choices of spaces and maps needed for the results on Cuntz comparison, and Construction 2.17, together
with the additional maps in parts (11), (12), and (13) of Construction 1.1, is used to arrange the existence
of a suitable automorphism of the tracial state space of the algebra we construct. Because of the necessity
of passing to a subsystem at one stage in this process, we must start the proof of the main theorem with a
version of just the top row in the diagram (0-1); this is Construction 3.3. Many of the lemmas use only a
few of the objects and their properties, so that the reader can refer back to just the relevant parts of the
constructions. In particular, many details are used only in this section or only in Section 2. Some of the
details are used for just one lemma each.

Construction 1.1. For much of this paper, we will consider algebras constructed in the following way
and using the following notation:

(1) (d(n))n=0.1.2... and (k(n))p=0.12,... are sequences in Zg, with d(0) = 1 and k(0) = 0. Moreover,

for n € Z>y,
n

[n)=dm) +k@), rmy=[]I1(). and sm)=]]d0).

j=0 j=0
Further define ¢ (n) inductively as follows. Set #(0) = 0, and
tmn+ 1) =dn+Dt(n) +k(n+ D[rn) —t(n)].

(See Lemma 1.14 for the significance of 7(n).)
(2) We will assume that k(n) < d(n) for all n € Z>y.
(3) We define

Kk = Inf ——

For estimates involving the radius of comparison, we will assume « > %
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(4) The numbers w, @ € (0, oo] are defined by

o]

SR ST N
k()4+d(1) k(n)+d(n)

n=2

We will require o’ < w < % In particular,

> k()
> e <o
— k(n)+d(n)

(5) We will also eventually require that « as in (3) and w as in (4) are related by 2k — 1 > 2w. This can
easily be arranged with a suitable choice of d(1) and k(1).

(6) (Xn)n=0.1.2,... and (Y;)u=0.12.... are sequences of compact metric spaces. (They will be further
specified in Construction 1.6.)

(7) For n € Z>, the algebra C,, is
Cn = Mr(n) 02y (C(Xn) ® C(Yn))
We further make the identifications
C(Xns1, Mriuiy) = My ® C(Xpy1, M),
C(Yn-i-l, Mr(n-‘rl)) = Ml(n—H) ® C(Yn—&-l, Mr(n)),
C(Xn) &® C(Yn) = C(Xn a| Yn)v
C(Xn» Mr(n)) @ C(an Mr(n)) = C(Xn a| an Mr(n))-
(8) Forn € Z-(, we are given a unital homomorphism
Yo : C(Xp) @ C(Y,) — Ml(n+1)(C(Xn+l) @ C(Yuy1)),

and the homomorphism
1_‘In—i-l,n : Cn — Cn-‘rl

is given by I'y41,, = idp,,, ® yn. Moreover, for m, n € Z>¢ with m < n,

Fnm=Tnno10ln_1.n—20- -0l myim:Cn— Cy.
In particular, I', , =1idc,.
(9) We require that the maps

Yot C(Xn LYy) = M1y (C(Xp1 U Yn11))

in (8) be diagonal; that is, that there exist continuous functions

Suts Sn2s - o5 Sutaty Xyt WYy — X, LY,
such that for all f € C(X,, L1Y;), we have

Yu(f) =diag(foSu1, foSu2, ..\ fOSuim+1)-

(These maps will be specified further in Construction 1.6.)
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(10) We set C =lim, C,, taken with respect to the maps I', ,,. The maps associated with the direct limit
will be called I'sg 1, : C;yy = C form € Z>y.

As we need to work with two diagrams which are similar in most positions, as in diagrams (0-1)
and (0-2), we sometimes use additional objects and conditions in the construction, as follows:

(11) For n € Z-¢, we may be given an additional unital homomorphism
Y0 C(Xn) ® C(Yy) = Migni1y(C(Xni1) & C(Yuy1).
0)

n+l,n
is given as C O = lim, C,, taken with respect to the maps F,(z(,),)n, and the maps Fég),m :Cp — CO are

Then the maps I :Cp — Cyy, r,ﬁ"},l : C,, — C, are defined analogously to (8), the algebra cO

defined analogously to (10).
(12) In (11), analogously to (9), we may require that there be
S(O) S(O)

n,1> ~“n2> *-

0
SO ity Xurt U Y1 — X, 1Y,

such that for all f € C(X, LIY,) we have

. 0 0 0
v (f) = diag(f oSy}, fo S oos oS i)
(These maps will be specified further in Construction 1.6.)

(13) Assuming diagonal maps as in (9), we may require that they agree in the coordinates 1, 2, ...,d(n+1);

thatis, forneZ.gandk=1,2,...,d(n+ 1), we have S,(l?,)c = Snk-

Lemma 1.2. In Construction 1.1(1), the sequence (s(n)/r(n))n=12.... is strictly decreasing.
Proof. The proof is straightforward. (|

Lemma 1.3. In Construction 1.1(1), and assuming Construction 1.1(2), we have

t(0) (1) 12 1
0= < < << o
r@@ r() r@ 2
Proof. We have t(0) = 0 by definition. We prove by induction on n € Z. that

tin—1 @ 1 (1-1)

< <
rn—=1) rn) 2
This will finish the proof. For n = 1, we have

t() k(1)
r(1) k(D) 4+d)’

which is in (0, %) by Construction 1.1(2). Now assume (1-1); we prove this relation with n + 1 in place
of n. We have r(n) —t(n) > t(n), so
tn+1) din+Dt(n) +k(n+ D[r(n) —t(n)] - din+Dt(n) +k(n+ )t(n) _ t(n)
r(n+1) [din+1)4+k(n+1)]r(n) [din+ D) +k(n+Dlr(n)  rn)’

(1-2)
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Also, with
dn+1) t(n)
o= and f=——,
din+1)+k(n+1) r(n)

starting with the first step in (1-2), and at the end using o > % (by Construction 1.1(2)) and 8 < % (by the

induction hypothesis), we have

E D ap+ (=)l =)= 41 — Q= D1 —28)] < §
rin+1) 2 >
This completes the induction, and the proof. g

Lemma 1.4. With the notation of Constructions 1.1(1) and 1.1(4), and assuming the conditions in

Constructions 1.1(2) and 1.1(4), foralln € Z~ we have
t
w < 1) <w+o <2w.
r(n)

Proof. The third inequality is immediate from Construction 1.1(4).
By Lemma 1.3, the sequence (¢(n)/r(n)),=1.2,.. is strictly increasing. Also,

() k(D)

= =w 1-3
r(l) k()+d() (1-3)
The first inequality in the statement now follows.
Next, we claim that
1(n) <y .k(J) |
r(n) = k() +4d()
foralln € Z.¢. The case n =1 is (1-3). Assume this inequality is known for n. Then
t(n+1) _( dn+1) )(t(n))+< kn+1) )(r(n)—t(n))
rin+1)  \k(n+D+dn+1)/)\rn kin+1)+dn+1) r(n)
n+1 .
< 1(n) k(n+1) SZ .k(]) .
r(n) kmn+1)+dn+1) s k(j)+d(j)
as desired.
The second inequality in the statement now follows. (|

Notation 1.5. For a topological space X, we define
cone(X) = (X x [0, 1])/(X x {0}).

Then cone(X) is contractible, and cone( - ) is a covariant functor: if 7 : X — Y is a continuous map, then
it induces a continuous map cone(7’) : cone(X) — cone(Y). We identify X with the image of X x {1} in
cone(X).

Construction 1.6. We give further details on the spaces X, and Y, in Construction 1.1(6).
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(14) The space X,, is chosen as follows. First set Zg = S2. With (d(n))pn=0.12,.. and (s(n))n=012,.... asin
Construction 1.1(1), define inductively

Z _Zd(") (SZ)S(H)

Then set X,, = cone(Z,). (In particular, X,, is contractible, and Z,, C X,, as in Notation 1.5.) Further, for
neZspand j=1,2,...,d(n+1), we let P( " Zn+1 — Z, be the j-th coordinate projection, and we
set Q(") = cone(P( ) Xn+1 — X,.

(15) Y, =10, 1] for all n € Z.¢. (In particular, Y, is contractible.)
(16) We assume we are given points x,,, € X, for m € Z> such that, using the notation in (14), for all
n € 7/, the set
{0l o. 0@ M(xy) Im=n+1,n+2, ...andv; =1,2,....d(n+ j)

for j=1,2,...,m—n}
is dense in X,.

(17) We assume we are given a sequence (yx)x=0,1.2,... in [0, 1] such that for all n € Z> the set {yx | k > n}
is dense in [0, 1].
(18) The maps

Yn: C(X, UYy) = M1y (C(Xp1 U Y541))

will be as in Construction 1.1(9), with the maps S, ; : X,,;1 I Y,41 — X,, 1Y, appearing there defined
as follows:

(2) With 04" as in (14), we set S, ;(x) = Q" (x) forx € X,y and j =1,2,....d(n+1).
(b) Sp,j(x) = yn for
x€Xpy1 and j=dmn+D)+1,dn+1)+2,...,I(n+1).
(c¢) There are continuous functions
Rn1, Ry ooy Rujagst) : Yap1 = Yy

(which will be taken from Proposition 2.14 below) such that S, ;j(y) = R, ;(y) for y € ¥, | and
j=12,...,dn+1).

(d) S, j(y) =x, for

yeYyyr and j=dn+D+1,dn+1D)+2, ..., 1(n+1).
(19) The maps
Y0 C(X, U Yy) = Mgty (C(Xpp1 U Y,41))

will be as in Construction 1.1(12), with the maps S, © ) X1 UY,+1 — X, 1Y, appearing there given by
S\ =S, for j=1,2,....d(n+1) and to be spemﬁed later for j=d(n+ 1)+ 1, dn+1)+2, ...,
l(n +1).
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With the choices in Construction 1.6(18), the map
Yn: C(Xp) ®C(Yy) — C(Xng1, Minr1) © C(Yyg1, Miguiry)
in Construction 1.1(8), as further specified in Construction 1.1(9), is given as follows. With C¢™ viewed
as embedded in M, as the diagonal matrices, there is a homomorphism
8n 2 C(Yy) = C(Yyp1, CUFY) C CWotr, Maurny)

such that
ya(f. 8) = (diag(f o Q" fo 03", ... Fo QU 1)

) &)y -+ 8(yn)), diag(8,(8)s f(xn)s f(Xn)s -.ns f(xn))). (1-4)

k(n+1) times k(n+1) times

For the purposes of this section, we need no further information on the maps §,, except that they send
constant functions to constant functions.

Lemma 1.7. Assume the notation and choices in parts (1), (7), (8), and (10) of Construction 1.1, and in
Construction 1.6 (except part (19)) and the parts of Construction 1.1 referred to there. Then the algebra C
is simple.

Proof. Using Construction 1.6(16), this is easily deduced from [Dadarlat et al. 1992, Proposition 2.1]. [J

Notation 1.8. Let p € C (52, M») denote the Bott projection, and let L be the tautological line bundle over
$2 = CP!. (Thus, the range of p is the section space of L.) Recalling that X = cone(S?), parametrized
as in Notation 1.5, define b € C(Xg, M) by b(L) = A - p for A € [0, 1]. Assuming the notation and
choices in parts (1), (6), (7), (8), and (10) of Construction 1.1 and in Construction 1.6, for n € Z- set
by = (idy, ® I'n,0) (b, 0) € M2 (Cy).

We require the following simple lemma concerning characteristic classes. It gives us a way of estimating
the radius of comparison, which is similar to the one used in [Villadsen 1998, Lemma 1], but more
suitable for the types of estimates we need here.

Lemma 1.9. The Cartesian product L** does not embed in a trivial bundle over (S*)* of rank less
than 2k.

Proof. We refer the reader to [Milnor and Stasheff 1974, Section 14] for an account of Chern classes. The
Chern character c(L) is of the form 1+ ¢, where ¢ is a generator of H>(S?, Z), and the product operation

satisfies €2 = 0. Let Py, Pa, ..., Py : (Sz)k — S? be the coordinate projections. For j =1,2,...,k,
set&; = P;‘(e). The elements 1, &2, . .., & € H*((S®)¥, 2), along with 1 € HO((S%)%, Z) (the standard
generator) generate the cohomology ring of ($2)* and satisfy 8? =0for j=1,2,...,k. By naturality

of the Chern character [Milnor and Stasheff 1974, Lemma 14.2] and the product theorem [Milnor and
Stasheff 1974, (14.7) on page 164], we have c(L*%) = ]_[1;.:1(1 +¢j). Now, suppose L% embeds as
a subbundle of a trivial bundle E. Let F be the complementary bundle, so that L** @ F = E. By the
product theorem, c(Le(F)=c(L**@® F)=c(E)=1. Thus, ¢(F) =c(L**)~1 = H§:1 (I —¢;). Since
c(F) has a nonzero term in the top cohomology group H?!(($2)¥), it follows that rank(F) is at least k.
Thus, rank(E) = rank(L**) + rank(F) > 2k, as required. Il
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Lemma 1.10. Adopt the assumptions and notation of Notation 1.8. Let n € Z-o. Then b, |z, is the
orthogonal sum of a projection p, whose range is isomorphic to the section space of the Cartesian product
bundle L™ and a constant function of rank at most r(n) — s(n) — t (n).

We don’t expect b, |z, to be a projection, since some of the point evaluations occurring in the maps of
the direct system will be at points x € cone(Z,,) \ Z,, for values of m < n, and b,,(x) is not a projection
for such x.

We don’t need the estimate on the rank of the second part of the description of b,|z,; it is included to
make the construction more explicit. If there are no evaluations at the “cone points”

(Zm x {0}/ (Zin x {0}) € (Zy x [0, 11)/(Zin x {0})
(following the parametrization in Notation 1.5), then this rank will be exactly r(n) — s(n) —t (n).

Proof of Lemma 1.10. For n € Z> write b, = (¢, gn), with
cn € Mr(C(X,, Mr(n))) and g, € Ma(C(Y,, Mr(n)))-

Further, for j =1,2,...,s(n) let Tj(") (S?2)’™ - §2? be the Jj-th coordinate projection. We claim that
¢y 1s an orthogonal sum ¢, ¢ 4 ¢,.1, in which ¢, ¢ is the direct sum of the functions b o cone(Tj(”)) for
j=1,2,...,5(n) and ¢, ; is a constant function of rank at most r(n) — s(n) — t(n), and moreover that
gn 1s a constant function of rank at most #(n). The statement of the lemma follows from this claim.

The proof of the claim is by induction on n. The claim is true for n = 0, by the definition of b and
since s(0) =1, #(0) =0, and r(0) — s(0) —£(0) = 0.

Now assume that the claim is known for n, recall that I, 11, , = idp,,, ® ¥ (see Construction 1.1(8)),
and examine the summands in the description (1-4) of the map y,, (after Construction 1.6). With this
convention, first take (f, g) in (1-4) to be (cp,0, 0). The first coordinate I';,41 ,(cy.0, 0)1 is of the form
required for ¢, 41,0, while I',, 11, (cs.0, 0)2 is a constant function of rank k(n + 1)s(n) unless ¢, (x,) =0,
in which case it is zero. In the same manner, we see that:

e I'yi1.n(cn.1,0)1 is constant of rank at most d(n + 1)[r (n) —s(n) —t(n)].
e I'yi1.4(cn 1, 0)2 is constant of rank at most k(n 4 1)[r(n) —s(n) —t(n)].
e I'y41.,(0, gn)1 is constant of rank at most k(n + 1)t (n).
e ['11.2(0, g4)2 is constant of rank at most d(n + 1)z (n).

Putting these together, we get in the first coordinate of I',41 ,(b,) the direct sum of ¢,41,0 as described
and a constant function of rank at most

dn+Drn)—sm) —tm)]+k(n+ D).

A computation shows that this expression is equal to r(n + 1) —s(n + 1) —¢t(n + 1). In the second
coordinate we get a constant function of rank at most

kin+Dsn)+kn+Dr(n) —sn) —tm)]+dn+Dt(n) =t(n+1).

This completes the induction, and the proof. O
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Corollary 1.11. Adopt the assumptions and notation of Notation 1.8. Let n € Zsq. Let e = (e, e2) be an
element in Mo (Cy) = Moo (C(X,) @& C(Yy,)) such that ey is a projection which is equivalent to a constant
projection. If there exists x € Mo (Cy,) such that ||xex™ — b, || < % then rank(eq) > 2s(n).

Proof. Recall from Construction 1.6(14) and Notation 1.5 that
Z,=(8**™ and Z, Ccone(Z,) =X, C X, LY,.

Also recall the line bundle L and the projection p from Notation 1.8.

It follows from Lemma 1.10 that there is a projection ¢ € M2, (,)(C(Z,)) whose range is isomorphic
to the section space of the s(n)-dimensional vector bundle L ** ™ and such that g (b, z,)q9 = q. Now
lxex* —b,]| < % implies ||g(xex*|z,)g —q| < % Since e|z, and g|z, are projections, it follows that g|z,
is Murray—von Neumann equivalent to a subprojection of e|z, = e;|z,. Therefore rank(e;|z, ) > 2s(n) by
Lemma 1.9. So rank(e;) > 2s(n). O

Although not strictly needed for the sequel, we record the following.

Corollary 1.12. Assume the notation and choices in parts (1), (3) (including K > %), (M), (8), and (10) of
Construction 1.1, and in Construction 1.6 (except part (19)) and the parts of Construction 1.1 referred to
there. Then the algebra C satisfies rc(C) > 2k — 1 > 0.

Proof. Suppose p < 2k — 1. We show that C does not have p-comparison. Choose n € Z- such that
1/r(n) <2k —1—p. Choose M € Z>¢ such that p+1 < M /r(n) < 2k. Let e € M (C,,) be a trivial
projection of rank M. By slight abuse of notation, we use I';, , to denote the amplified map from M, (C,)
to M (Cy,) as well. For m > n, the rank of I',, ,(e) is Mr(m)/r(n), and the choice of M guarantees
that this rank is strictly less than 2s(m). Now, for any trace T on C,, (and thus for any trace on C), and
justifying the last step afterwards, we have

dr(Fm,n(e)) = T(Fm,n(e)) = L -M - M >1 +p0 > dt(bm) +p.
r(m) r(n)
To explain the last step, recall b,,, from Notation 1.8, and use Lemma 1.10 to see that the ranks of its
components (b,); € Ma(C (X, My(m))) and (by,)2 € Ma(C (Y, M, (m))) are both less than r(m), while
the identity element has rank r(m).
On the other hand, if s 0(b) = Too.n (e) then, in particular, there exists some m > n and x € M (Cp,)

such that ||[x[y, ,(e)x™ — by || < %, which contradicts Corollary 1.11. Il

Notation 1.13. We assume the notation and choices in parts (1), (6), (7), (8), and (10) of Construction 1.1.
In particular, Co = C(Xg) & C(Yp). Define go = (1, 0) € C(Xp) & C(Yp) and qOL =1—gqgg.ForneZ.y
define g, = T'.0(q0) € C, and ¢;- = 1 — g,,, and finally, define ¢ = 's,0(g0) € C and ¢t =1 —¢q.

Lemma 1.14. Make the assumptions in Notation 1.13. Further assume the notation and choices in
Construction 1.6 (except part (19)). Then the projection

I —gn € Mjiny(C(X,)) ® M) (C(Yy))

has the form (e, f) for a constant projection e € M,y (C (X)) = C(X,, My)) of rank t (n) and a constant
projection f € M) (C(Y,)) = C(Y,, My of rank r(n) — t(n).
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From Construction 1.6, we don’t actually need to know anything about the spaces X, and Y,,, we don’t
need to know anything about the points x, and y, except which spaces they are in, and we don’t need to
know anything about the maps QE") and R, ; except their domains and codomains.

Proof of Lemma 1.14. The proof is an easy induction argument, using the fact that the image of a constant
function under a diagonal map is again a constant function. O

Lemma 1.15. Assume the notation and choices in parts (1)—(10) of Construction 1.1, Construction 1.6
(except part (19)), and Notation 1.13, including k(n) < d(n) for all n € Z>9, k > %, w > o', and

2k — 1 > 2w. Then
Kk —1

2w

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Corollary 1.12, although the rank computations are somewhat more

2
re(gtCqh) =

involved. The difference is in the definition of d;. In this corner, d; is normalized so that d; (ql) =1 for
all T € T(C). To avoid redefining the notation, we will use t to denote a tracial state on C, and therefore
our dimension functions will be of the form a — d; (a)/t(g"), noting that t(¢*) = d, (¢*) since g is
a projection.

It suffices to show that for all p € (1, 2k — 1)/(2w)) N Q, we have rc(¢-Cq™t) > p.

Fix § € (0, w) such that
2k — 1
p<(1—8)< ) (1-5)
2w

)
e=———>0
2p(1=9)

Set
(1-6)

Since the sequence (s(n)/r(n)),=0,1.2,... 1S nonincreasing and converges to a nonzero limit «, there exists
no € Z>¢ such that, for all n and m with m > n > ng, we have

r(n)  s(m)
s r(m)

<é&

This implies that

rm) sm) _ r(m)

<e . (1-7)
r(n)  s(n) r(n)
Using (1-5) and § < w at the first step, we get
2k —1
l—w+2p0<1—-5642(1-9) w=2k(1—=75).
Now write p = a/B with «, € Z~o. Choose n > ng such that
i <2k(1—=6)— (1 —-—w+2pw).
r(n)
Then there exists N € Z. such that pN; € Z.¢ and
Ny
2k(1—=8) > — > 1—w+2pw. (1-8)

r(n)
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Set
N> = ,0N1. (1-9)
Using p > 1 at the last step, we have
Ny pN;
—=——>p(l—-w+4+2pw) > p(1 —w) +2w.
r(n) r(n

Now suppose e € Moo (Cy) = Mo (C(X,) ® C(Y,)) is an ordered pair whose first component is a trivial
projection on X, of rank N| and whose second component is a (trivial) projection on Y,, of rank N,. Let
m > n, and let f be the first component of I', ,(e); we estimate rank( f). (The second component is a
trivial projection over Y,, whose rank we don’t care about.) Now f is the direct sum of r(m)/r(n) trivial
projections, coming from C(X,, M,,)) and C(Y,, M,,). At least s(m)/s(n) of these summands come
from C(X,, M,@)). So at most r(m)/r(n) — s(m)/s(n) of these summands come from C(Y,, M,()).
The summands coming from C(X,,, M, )) have rank N; and the summands coming from C(Y,, M)
have rank N;. Since N, > Nj, we get

r(m) s(m) s(m) _r(m) r(m) s(m)
o s(n>)N2+ son M (r(n) 0

Combining this with (1-7) at the first step, and using (1-9) at the second step, (1-6) at the third step, (1-8)
at the fifth step, and Construction 1.1(3) at the sixth step, we get

rank(f)§< )(Nz—Nl)-

rank(f) < %-(Nl—{—eNz):;((—’:))(l—i-ep)-Nl
= rm) . 2—9 -Np < r(m) . M < 2kr(m) < 2s(m).
r(n) 2(1-9) r(n) 1-348

So Corollary 1.11 implies that there is no x € My (Cy,) for which [|xI"; () x™ — by, || < % Since m > n
is arbitrary,

Fooun(e) Z b. (1-10)

Now let 7 be a trace on C, and restrict it to C,, = M,,)(C(X,) @ C(Y,)). Denote by tr the normalized
trace on M,(,y. There is a probability measure © on X,, 1Y, such that 7(a) = f X, 117, tr(a) du for all
a € C,. Define A = u(X,), so 1 — A = u(Y,). Then, using (1-9) at the second step,

ANI+ (1 =2)N2  [A+p(1 =2)IN;
T(e) = = .
r(n) r(n)

Using Lemma 1.14 to calculate the ranks of the components of g1, we get

r(q,f): M(n)+(1—k)[r(n)—t(n)]’ (1-11)
r(n)

(gn) =1 —7(qh) = A[r(n)—t(n)]-i—(l—k)t(n).

r(n)

(1-12)



A SIMPLE NUCLEAR C*-ALGEBRA WITH AN INTERNAL ASYMMETRY 723

It follows from Lemmas 1.10 and 1.14 that d;(b,) < t(g,). Using this at the first step, and (1-11)
and (1-12) at the second step, we get

de(bp) _ 7(gn) _ Mr(n) —tm]+dA—Mtm)
(g T (g Am)+ A=V —tm]

So

@) —d:(by) (A +pd—=A)IN = @lr(n) —t()]+ A - At (n))
t(qy) T At(n) + (1 =1)[r(n) —t(n)] '

The last expression is a fractional linear function in A and is defined for all values of A in the interval
[0, 1]. Any such function is monotone on [0, 1]. In the following calculations, we recall from Lemma 1.4
that w <t(n)/r(n) <2w. If we set A = 1 and use (1-8), the value we obtain is

Ni/r(n) — (1 —t(n)/r(n)) - (l-w+2pw)—(1-0w) p
t(n)/r(n) 2w

If we set A =0, we get, using (1-8) at the first step and p > 1 at the last step,

pNi/r(n) —t(n)/r(n) p(l—w+2pw)—2w 20%w — 2w
> =p+ —

= > p.
1—t(n)/r(n) l—w l—w
Therefore
dr (Too,n(e)) d. (b)
L = 1
d-(q+) d-(q+)
for all traces T on C, so rc(g-Cq™r) > p, as required. (|

We now turn to the issue of finding upper bounds on the radius of comparison. For this, we appeal to
results from [Niu 2014]. Niu [2014, Definition 3.6] introduced a notion of mean dimension for a diagonal
AH-system. Suppose we are given a direct system of homogeneous algebras of the form

An == C(Kn,l) ® Mjn_] D C(Kn,Z) ® Mj,,,z D---D C(Kn,m(n)) ® Mj

n,m(n)

in which each of the spaces involved is a connected finite CW complex, and the connecting maps are
unital diagonal maps. Let y denote the mean dimension of this system, in the sense of Niu. It follows
trivially from [Niu 2014, Definition 3.6] that

. dim(K, ;)
y < lim max({.—’ )l: 1,2,...,m(n)}).

n—oo ]n I

Theorem 6.2 of [Niu 2014] states that if A is the direct limit of a system as above, and A is simple, then
rc(A) < y /2. Since the system we are considering here is of this type, Niu’s theorem applies. With that
at hand, we can derive an upper bound for the radius of comparison of the complementary corner.

Lemma 1.16. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 1.15, we have

Cqg) <
re(qCq) = T~
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Proof. The algebra C is simple by Lemma 1.7, so ¢Cgq is also simple. This fact and Lemma 1.14 allow
us to apply the discussion above, getting

rc(gCq) < 1 lim max
2 n—oo

( dim(X,,) dim(Y,,) )
rank(q,|x,) " rank(qaly,) )
As dim(Y;,) =1 for all n, the second term converges to 0. As for the first term, by Construction 1.6(14), we
have dim(X,) =2s(n)+ 1. Also, rank(g,|x,) =r(n)—t(n) by Lemma 1.14. Thus, by Construction 1.1(1)
and Lemma 1.4, and using d (n) — oo (which follows from Construction 1.1(4)) at the last step,
dim(X}) . 2s(n) +1 . 2r(n) +1 2
———=1lm —— <1 < .
n—oorank(g,|x,) n—oor(n)—t(n)  nooor(n)—tn)  1-2w

This gives us the required estimate. O

Lemma 1.17. Let the assumptions and notation be as in Notation 1.13, Construction 1.6(14), and
Construction 1.6(15). If e € C is a projection which has the same Ko-class as q then e is unitarily
equivalent to q. The same holds with q* in place of q.

Proof. This can be seen directly from the construction. For each n € Z-, since X, and Y,, are contractible
(Constructions 1.6(14) and (15)), if e € M (C,) is a projection which has the same Ky-class as ¢, then e
is actually unitarily equivalent to g,. The same holds for g;-. It follows that this is the case in C as well. [J

We point out that this lemma can also be deduced using cancellation. By [Elliott et al. 2009, The-
orem 4.1], simple unital AH algebras which arise from AH systems with diagonal maps have stable
rank 1. Rieffel has shown that C*-algebras with stable rank 1 have cancellation; see [Blackadar 1998,
Theorem 6.5.1].

2. The tracial state space

For a compact Hausdorff space X, we will need all of C(X, R) (the space of real-valued continuous
functions on X), the tracial state space of C(X) (and of C(X, M,)), and the space of affine functions on
the tracial state space. This last space is an order unit space, and much of our work will be done there.

For later reference, we recall some of the definitions, and then describe how to move between these
spaces. We begin with the definition of an order unit space from the discussion before Proposition 11.1.3
of [Alfsen 1971]. We suppress the order unit in our notation, since (except in several abstract results) our
order unit spaces will always be sets of affine continuous functions on compact convex sets with order
unit the constant function 1.

Definition 2.1. An order unit space V is a partially ordered real Banach space (see page 1 of [Goodearl
1986] for the axioms of a partially ordered real vector space) which is Archimedean (if v € V and
{Av| A € (0, 00)} has an upper bound, then v <0), with a distinguished element e € V which is an order unit
(that is, for every v € V there is A € (0, 0o) such that —le < v < Ae), and such that the norm on V satisfies

[v]| = inf({A € (0, 00) | —Ae < v < Ae})
forallv e V.
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The morphisms of order unit spaces are the positive linear maps which preserve the order units.

The morphisms of compact convex sets (compact convex subsets of locally convex topological vector
spaces) are just the continuous affine maps.

Definition 2.2. If K is a compact convex set, we denote by Aff(K) the order unit space of continuous
affine functions f : K — R, with the supremum norm and with order unit the constant function 1.

If K and L are compact convex sets and A : K — L is continuous and affine, we let A*: Aff(L) — Aff(K)
be the positive linear order unit preserving map given by A*(f) = f o A for f € Aff(L).

This definition makes K +— Aff(K) a functor.

Definition 2.3. If V is an order unit space with order unit e, we denote by S(V) (or S(V, e) if e is not
understood) its state space (the order unit space morphisms to (R, 1)), which is a compact convex set
with the weak™* topology.

If W is another order unit space and ¢ : V — W is positive, linear, and order unit preserving, we let
S(p) : S(W) — S(V) be the continuous affine map given by S(¢)(w) = w o ¢ for w € S(W).

This definition makes V +— S(V) a functor.

Theorem 2.4 [Goodearl 1986, Theorem 7.1]. There is a natural isomorphism S(Aff(K)) = K for compact
convex sets K, given by sending x € K to the evaluation map ev, : Aff(K) — R defined by ev, (f) = f(x)
for f € Aff(K).

Definition 2.5. For a unital C*-algebra A, we denote its tracial state space by T(A). If A and B are unital
C*-algebras and ¢ : A — B is a unital homomorphism, we let T(¢) : T(B) — T(A) be the continuous
affine map given by T(¢)(t) = 1 o ¢ for T € T(B). We let ¢ : Aff(T(A)) — Aff(T(B)) be the positive
order unit preserving map given by ¢(f) = f o T(p) for f € Aff(T(A)). (Thus, § = T(¢)*.)

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space. Then C(X,R), with the supremum norm and
distinguished element the constant function 1, is a complete order unit space. Restriction of tracial states
on C(X) is an affine homeomorphism from T(C (X)) to S(C(X, R)). The map from X to S(C(X, R))
which sends x € X to the point evaluation ev, : C(X, R) — R is a homeomorphism onto its image, and
the map Ry : Aff(S(C(X, R))) — C(X, R), given by Rx(f)(x) = f(evy) for f € Aff(S(C(X, R))) and
x € X, is an isomorphism of order unit spaces.

If Y is another compact Hausdorff space, then the function which sends a positive linear order unit
preserving map Q : C(X,R) - C(Y, R) to S(Q) : S(C(Y,R)) - S(C(X, R)), as in Definition 2.3, is a
bijection to the continuous affine maps from S(C (Y, R)) to S(C(X, R)). Its inverse is the map E given as
follows. For a continuous affine map X : S(C(Y, R)) — S(C(X, R)), using the notation of Definition 2.2,
define EQL) : C(X,R) > C(Y,R) by E(A\) = Ry o A* oR;(l.

A positive linear order unit preserving map from C (X, R) to C(Y, R) is called a Markov operator.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. 1t is immediate that C (X, R) is a complete order unit space. The identification of
S(C(X, R)) is also immediate. The fact that Ry is bijective follows from [Goodearl 1986, Corollary 11.20]
using the identification of X with the extreme points of S(C(X, R)).
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For the second paragraph, it is immediate that S sends positive linear order unit preserving maps to
continuous affine maps, and that E does the reverse. For the rest, we must show that So E and E o § are
the identity maps on the appropriate sets.

We first claim that for g € Aff(S(C(X, R))) and p € S(C(X, R)) we have

g(p) = p(Rx(g))- 2-1)

This formula is true by definition when p = ev, for some x € X. Since, for fixed g, both sides of (2-1)
are continuous affine functions of p, and since S(C (X, R)) is the closed convex hull of {ev, | x € X}, the
claim follows.

We next claim that if A : S(C(Y, R)) — S(C(X, R)) is continuous and affine, w € S(C(Y, R)), and
g € Aff(S(C(X, R))), then

(wo Ry)(gor) = (A(w)o Rx)(g). (2-2)

To prove this claim, for the same reasons as in the proof of the first claim, it suffices to prove this when
there is y € ¥ such that w = ev,. In this case, using the definition of Ry at the second step, and the
previous claim with p = A(evy) at the third step,

(evyoRy)(goX) = Ry(gor)(y) = (gor)(evy) = (A(evy) o Rx)(g),
as desired.
Now let A : S(C(Y,R)) — S(C(X, R)) be continuous and affine; we prove that S(E(A)) = A. Let
we S(C(X,R)) and let f € C(Y, R). Working through the definitions gives

S(EO))(@)(f) = (@o Ry)(Ry' (f) o).

By (2-2) with g = R;(l (f), the right-hand side is A(w)(f), as desired.
Finally, let Q : C(X, R) — C(Y, R) be a positive linear order unit preserving map; we show that
E(S(Q))=0. Let f € C(X,R) and let y € Y. Working through the definitions gives

ES(Q)()(y) =Rx'(f)(evy0 Q).

Applying (2-1) with g = R;(l (f)and p=ev,0Q, we see that the right-hand side is (ev, 0 Q) (f) = Q(f)(y).
This proves that E(S(Q)) = Q, and the proof is complete. U

Direct limits of direct systems of order unit spaces are constructed at the beginning of Section 3 of
[Thomsen 1994], including Lemma 3.1 there.

Proposition 2.7. Let ((Dy)n=0.12...., (¥n.m)o<m<n) be a direct system of unital C*-algebras and unital
homomorphisms. Set D = lim, D,. Then there are a natural homeomorphism

T(D) — im T(D,)

and a natural isomorphism
Aff(T(D)) — lim Aff(T(D,))

n
of order unit spaces.
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Proof. The first part is Lemma 3.3 of [Thomsen 1994].
The second part is Lemma 3.2 of [Thomsen 1994], combined with the fact (Theorem 2.4) that the state
space of Aff(K) is naturally identified with K. (|

Definition 2.8. Let V and W be order unit spaces, with order units e € V and f € W. We define the
direct sum V & W to be the vector space direct sum V @ W as a real vector space, with the order
(v1, wy) < (va, wyp) for vy, vy € V and wy, wy € W if and only if v; < vp and w; < w,, with the order
unit (e, f), and the norm || (v, w)|| = max(||v]|, lw]]).

Lemma 2.9. Let V and W be order unit spaces. Then V @ W as in Definition 2.8 is an order unit space,
which is complete if V and W are.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. U

Lemma 2.10. Let A and B be unital C*-algebras. Then, taking the direct sum on the right to be as in
Definition 2.8, there is an isomorphism

Aff(T(A @ B)) = Aff(T(A)) @ Aff(T(B)),

given as follows. Identify T(A) with a subset of T(A @ B) by, for T € T(A), defining i(t)(a,b) =
t(a) for alla € A and b € B, and similarly identify T(B) with a subset of T(A @ B). Then the map
Aff(T(A @ B)) — Aff(T(A)) @ Aff(T(B)) is f = (flry. flrs))-

Proof. 1t is clear that if f € Aff(T(A @ B)), then f|r) € Aff(T(A)) and f|r) € Aff(T(B)), and
moreover that the map of the lemma is linear, positive, and preserves the order units. One easily checks
that every tracial state on A @ B is a convex combination of tracial states on A and B, from which it
follows that if f|r4) =0 and f|r) =0 then f =0.

It remains to prove that the map of the lemma is surjective. Let g € Aff(T(A)) and h € Aff(T(B)).
Define f: T(A® B) — R by, for r € T(A & B),

f(@) =1(1,0)g(r(1,0)"'7|4) +7(0, Dg(z(0, D~ 'z|p)

(taking the first summand to be zero if 7(1, 0) = 0 and the second summand to be zero if (0, 1) = 0).
Straightforward but somewhat tedious calculations show that f is weak* continuous and affine, and
clearly f|ta) =g and f|r) = h. O

The following result generalizes Lemma 3.4 of [Thomsen 1994]. It still isn’t the most general Elliott
approximate intertwining result for order unit spaces, because we assume that the underlying order unit
spaces of the two direct systems are the same. The main effect of this assumption is to simplify the notation.

Proposition 2.11. Let (V,,)m=0.1.2... be a sequence of separable complete order unit spaces, and let

((Vm)m:O,l,Z,..., (Wn,m)()fmfn) and ((Vm)m:O,l,Z,..., (W;z,m)OSmSn)

be two direct systems of order unit spaces, using the same spaces, and with maps ¢, m, ¢y, * Vim = Va
which are linear, positive, and preserve the order units. Let V and V' be the direct limits

V= h_r)n((vm)mZO,I,Z,...’ ((Pn,m)OSmgn) and V' =h_r)n((vm)m:0,1,2,“.7 ((p;,,m)OSmSn),
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with corresponding maps
Yoo Vo=V and @, :V,— V'

forn € Zso. Forn € Zsq further let

vé"), vi"), ...€eV,

be a dense sequence in the closed unit ball of V,,, and define F,, C V, to be the finite set
n
Fo = JUenm@™) :0 <k <n}U{g,,,(00") :0 <k <n}].
m=0
Suppose that there are 8, 81, . .. € (0, 00) such that
o0
> bn<o0 (2-3)
n=0

and foralln € Z>y and all v € F,, we have

I @n+1,0 (V) = @iy, W < 8.

Then there is a unique isomorphism p : V. — V' such that for all m € 7= and all v € V,,, we have

P (Poom(v)) = Tim (¢, , 0 Pnm) (V).
Its inverse is determined by

P (@) = M (P09}, ,) (V)
form e Zxyand v € Vy,.

Proof. We first claim that for m € Z>¢ and v € F,,, the sequence (((péo’n © On.m)(V))n>m 1s a Cauchy
sequence in V'. For n > m, we estimate, using ||(,0(’merl I <1, vl <1, and ¢, ,,(v) € F; at the last step:

”((p/oo,n-uO(pn+l,m)(v)_((p/oo,nogﬂn,m)(v)” = ”((p/oo,n+1O‘pn-i-l,nO(Pn,m)(v)_((péo,n-q-lO(p;l-q-l,no(pn,m)(v)”
=< ”(p/oo,nJrl ” ||(pn+l,n((pn,m(v)) —(P;,H, n(‘Pn,m (U)) ” = 6n-

The claim now follows from (2-3).

Next, we claim that for m € Z>p and k € Z., the sequence (((p’oo’n o gon,m)(v,gm)))nzm is a Cauchy
sequence in V. Indeed, taking my = max(m, k), this follows from the previous claim and the fact that
<Pm0,m(v;§m)) € Fy,.

Now we claim that for m € Z~¢ and v € V,,, the sequence ((gogo’n 0 @n.m)(V))n>m 1s a Cauchy sequence
in V'. Without loss of generality ||v|| < 1. This claim follows from a standard /3 argument: to show that

”((péo,n] o (pnl,m)(v) - ((péo,nz o (pnz,m)(v) | <e

for all sufficiently large n; and n;, choose k € Z. ¢ such that ||[v — v,Em) || < &/3, and use the previous
claim.

Since V' is complete, it follows that limn_mo((péoﬁ o @n.m)(v) exists for all m € Z>p and v € V,,,. Since
||gaéo’n o@n.ml <1 whenever m, n € Z satisty m <n, it follows that for m € Z. ¢ there is a unique bounded
linear map p,, : V,, — V' such that || p, || < 1 and p,,(v) = limnﬁoo(q)éovn o @u.m)(v) forall v e V,.
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It is clear from the construction that p, 0@, ,, = o, Whenever m, n € Z satisfy m <n. By the universal
property of the direct limit, there is a unique bounded linear map p : V — V’ such that p o 9o = P
for all m € Z>. It is clearly contractive, order preserving, order unit preserving, and uniquely determined
as in the statement of the proposition.

The same argument shows that there is a unique contractive linear map A : V' — V determined in the
analogous way. For all m € Z, we have

X000 Qoo =AOPL = Poc,ms
so the universal property of the direct limit implies A o p = idy. Similarly p o A =idy-. U

Proposition 2.12. The isomorphism of Proposition 2.11 has the following naturality property. Let the
notation be as there, and suppose that, in addition, we are given separable complete order unit spaces Wy,
forn € Zs, direct systems

((Wm)m:O,l,Z,...’ (1//n,m)()§m§n) and ((Wm)m:O,l,Z,...v (w;l,m)OSmSn)

using the same spaces, with positive linear order unit preserving maps, with direct limits W and W', and
with corresponding maps

Yoo : Wy — W and v’c/x;n ‘W, > W’
forn € Z>q. Also suppose that for n € Z . there is a sequence
w(()"), wi"), ...eW,

which is dense in the closed unit ball of W,,, and that there is a sequence (€,)n=0.12.... in (0, 00) such that
Y o2 0 €n < 00 and, with

Gn = [ JUnmw{™) 10 <k <n}U{y,,,w™) |0 <k <n}],

m=0

foralln € Z>o and all w € G, we have

W41, 0 (W) = Yy, (W < &0

Let o : W — W' be the isomorphism of Proposition 2.11. Suppose further that we have positive linear
order unit preserving maps fin, |4, : V, = W, forn € Z=¢ such that

/ / / /
/“Ll’l o (pn,m = 110}’1,111 o I'Lm and /"Ln o (pn,m = l//n’m o Mm

forallm,n € Zsowithm <n. Let u:V — W and u' : V' — W' be the induced maps of the direct limits.
Then (' o p =0 o .

Proof. By construction, p : V — V' and o : W — W’ are determined by

P (Poom(v)) = Hm (¢, , 0 Pnm)(V) (2-4)
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form e Z-p and v € V,,;, and
0 (Voom(w)) = nli)ngo(lﬁéo,n ° Vn.m) (W) (2-5)

form € Z>o and w € W,,,. Using (2-4) at the first step and (2-5) at the last step, for m € Z-¢ and v € V),
we therefore have

(140 p)(Poom (V) = ' ( im (¢7, , 0 Pnm) (V) = lim (1" 0 @ , 0 Pnm) (V)

= lim (Y, , © Ynm © W) (V) = (0 0 1) (Poo,m (V).

n—oo
Since U;O:o ©¥oo.m (Vi) 1s dense in V, the result follows. O

Proposition 2.14 below can essentially be extracted from the proof of Lemma 3.7 of [Thomsen 1994].
We give here a precise formulation which is needed for our purposes. The difference between our
formulation and that of [Thomsen 1994] is that we need more control over the matrix sizes in the
construction. In the argument, the following result substitutes for Lemma 3.6 there.

Lemma 2.13 (based on [Thomsen 1994]). Let X and Y be compact Hausdorff spaces, with X path
connected. Let A : T(C(Y)) — T(C (X)) be affine and continuous. Let E(L) : C(X, R) - C(Y, R) be as
in Lemma 2.6. Then for every ¢ > 0 and every finite set F C C(X, R) there exists Ny € Z~ such that for
every N € Z-q with N > Ny there are continuous functions g1, g2, ..., gn . ¥ — X such that for every
f € F we have

<é&.
o]

N
mef) — Y fog;
j=1

Proof. It suffices to prove the result under the additional assumption that || f|| <1 for all f € F.
Let ¢ > 0. Since E()) is a Markov operator, Theorem 2.1 of [Thomsen 1994] provides n € Z-., unital
homomorphisms ¥, ¥, ..., ¥, : C(X) > C(Y), and a1, ap, .. ., @, € [0, 1] with Z;’Zl oy = 1 such that

HE(A)(f) - ;aﬂ/fz(f) “OO <3
for all f € F. Note that if 81, B2, ..., B, € [0, 1] satisfy > ;_, |y — 1| < &/2 then
HE()»)(f)—ZﬁH!fl(f)H <e
=1 o0

for all f € F. Choose Ny € Z~o such that Ny > 4n/e. Let N € Z.¢ satisty N > Ny. For/=1,2,...,n—1
choose By € (¢ —1/N, oy]N(1/N)Z, and set B, =1 — 72_11 Bi. Then

n n
1
Br. B ... Bu € 220, ;;31:1, and ;Iaz—ﬂz|<%-
Setm;=Np;forl=1,2,...,n. Then for all f € F we have

HE(k)(f) - memH <e.
=1 S



A SIMPLE NUCLEAR C*-ALGEBRA WITH AN INTERNAL ASYMMETRY 731

Now for/ =1,2,...,nlet h; : Y — X be the continuous function such that ¥;(f) = f o h; for all
feCX),andfor j =1,2,..., N define g; = h; when

-1 I
Sm<izYm
k=1 k=1
Then

n N
LS mn(H =13 fog
=1 j=1
for all f € C(X). ! O

Proposition 2.14. Let K be a metrizable Choquet simplex, and let (I(n)),=0.1.2.... be a sequence of integers
such thatl(n)>2 foralln>0. ForneZ>qsetr(n)= ]_[;le [(j). Then there existng<nj; <nz<---€Zso,
withng =0 and ny = 1, and a direct system

C([0, 1) ® My (ng) — C([0, 11) ® My (n;) = C([0, 1) @ M ny) —2> -+ -

with injective maps which are diagonal (in the sense analogous to Construction 1.1(9)) and such that the
direct limit A satisfies T(A) = K.

It is easy to arrange that the algebra A in this proposition be simple: by Proposition 2.11, replacement
of a small enough fraction of the maps gi; in the proof with suitable point evaluations does not change
the tracial state space. However, doing so at this stage does not help with later work.

The conditions np = 0 and n; = 1 are needed because we will later need to pass to a corresponding
subsystem of a system as in Construction 1.1 (more accurately, Construction 3.3 below), and we want to
avoid later complexity of the argument by preserving the value of w.

Proof of Proposition 2.14. We mostly follow the proof of Lemma 3.7 of [Thomsen 1994], using
Lemma 2.13 in place of Lemma 3.6 of [Thomsen 1994], and slightly changing the order of the steps to
accommodate the difference between our conclusion and that of Theorem 3.9 of [Thomsen 1994]. For
convenience, we will use Proposition 2.11 in place of Lemma 3.4 of [Thomsen 1994].

For convenience of notation, and following [Thomsen 1994], set P = T(C([0, 1])). Lemma 3.8 of
[Thomsen 1994] provides an inverse system ((Py)r=0,1
Ajk . Py — Pjsuchthat P, = P for all k € Z>( and

Um((Pr)k=o0,1,.... (Ajr)o<j<k) =K. (2-6)

Choose fy, f1,...€ C([0, 1], R) such that { fy, fi, ...} is dense in C([0, 1], R).
We now construct numbers ny € Z. for k € Z>, finite subsets F C C([0, 1], R) for k € Z>, positive
unital linear maps Y41 : C([0, 1], R) — C([0, 1], R) for k € Z-, and continuous functions

, (Ajk)o<j<k) with continuous affine maps

yaee

8k,1> 8k,2> -+ - » &k, r(mesn)/r(np) - [0, 11— [0, 1]
such that the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) Fo={fo} and for k € Z>,),

Frpr = FeU{fir 1} U EQ k1) (B U{ frt D U, o (B U { fri1 D).
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(2) no=0, ny =1, and np =2, and for k € Z.¢ with k > 2 we have ng1 > ny and r(ngy1)/r(ng) > 2k,

(3) Fork € Z>9 and f € C([0, 1], R),
r(ng+1)/r(ng)
r(ng)

Y. fog
=1

@) 1E e, k) () — Y1,k (F)Il < 27% for k > 2 and f € Fy.

We carry out the construction by induction on k. Define Fy = { fo}, no =0, and ny = 1. Take go; :
[0, 1] — [0, 1] to be the identity map for/ =1, 2, ..., r(1). Then define ¥r; ¢ by (3) and define F; by (1).
Now suppose k > 1 and we have Fj and ny; we construct

Vi1, k(f) =

r(niy1)

Fis1, Mgt 81y 8k2s - -5 8k, r(mgs)/r(n)»  and Yy .

Apply Lemma 2.13 with A = Ag g4+1, wWith ¢ = 27k and with F = F;, obtaining Ny € Z-y. Choose

ng+1 > ny and so large that
r(ng+1)

r(ng)
This gives (2). Apply the conclusion of Lemma 2.13 with N = r(ng41)/r(ng), calling the resulting
functions 8k, 1> 8k,25 ++ > 8k, r(ngr1)/r(ng)- Then define l/fk_,_]’k by (3) This giVCS (4) Finally, define Fk+1

> max(No, 2").

by (1). This completes the induction.
For j, k € Z>¢ with j <k, define v ; : C([0, 1], R) — C([0, 1], R) by
Vi, j =V k—10Vk—1,k—20---0Vjt1 j.

An induction argument shows that for j, k € Z>o with j <k, we have

Eji)(fj) € Fr and Yy ;j(f)) € Fy.

This condition, together with Proposition 2.11, allows us to conclude that, as order unit spaces, we have

lim((C ([0, 1], R))k=0.1...., (E(Aji))o<j<k) =Hm((C([0, 1], R))k=0.1..... (V. j)o<j<k)- (2-7)
For k € Z>( define
ari1, k- C([0, 1], My@wy) — CUO0, 11, My ) = My 1) /rmo (C((0, 1], My@y)))
by
a1,k (f) = diag(f o gr1, fo8k2s - -y [ 08k rtnsn)/ring)
for f € C([0, 1], M,(,,)). Let A be the resulting direct limit C*-algebra.

It is easy to check, and is stated as Lemma 3.5 of [Thomsen 1994], that @ = Yk+41.x. Letting V
and W be the order unit spaces

V =1lim((C([0, 1], R))k=o,1...., (E(Ajk))o<j<k)
W =1im((C ([0, 1], R))k=o.1..... (@, })o<j<k)s

(2-7) now says V = W. Lemma 3.2 of [Thomsen 1994] and (2-6) imply that V = Aff(K). Proposition 2.7
implies that Aff(7T(A)) = W. So Aff(T (A)) = Aff(K), whence T (A) = K by Theorem 2.4. Il
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Proposition 2.15. Let (Dy)n=0.1.2.... and (Cp)n=0.1.2.... be sequences of unital C*-algebras. Let

((Dn)n:0,1,2,...v (Qon,m)OfmSn)v ((Dn)n:0,1,2,...v ((p;,,m)Ofmfn)a
((Cn)n:O,l,2,...’ (Wn,m)OfmSn)v ((Cn)nzo,l,l,..., (llf,i,m)OSmSn)

be direct systems with unital homomorphisms, and call the direct limits (in order) D, D', C, and C".
Suppose further that we have unital homomorphisms (i, |, : Dy — Cy for n € Zs such that

’ ’ / ’
Mn ©Pnm = 1ﬁn,m O Um and My O Py m = an O Uy,

forallm,n € Z-g withm <n. Let u: D — C and ' : D" — C' be the induced maps of the direct limits.
Assume that for all m € Z>o we have

o o
> NG — @l <00 and Y NVm =yl < 00.

n=m n=m

Then there exist isomorphisms
p : Aff(T(D)) — Aff(T(D')) and o : Aff(T(C)) — Aff(T(C"))

such that ;/[’ o p =0 o[l Moreover, if C, = D, for alln € Z>o and Yry m = @n.m and V,, ,, = @n.m for all
m and n, then we can take o = p.

Proof. We can apply Propositions 2.11 and 2.12 using arbitrary countable dense subsets of the closed
unit balls of Aff(T(D,)) and Aff(T(C,)) for n € Z.o. Under the hypotheses of the last statement, the
uniqueness statement in Proposition 2.11 implies that o = p. U

Lemma 2.16. Adopt the notation of Construction 1.1, including (11) (a second set of maps), and (9)
and (13) (diagonal maps, agreeing in the coordinates 1,2, ...,d(n+1)). Then

P~ Tt Sdnt )4kt D
foralln € 7.

Proof. For a compact metrizable space Z, let M (Z) be the real Banach space consisting of all signed Borel
measures on Z. (That is, M (Z) is the dual space of C(Z, R).) Identify Z with the set of point masses
in M(Z). For n € Z¢, we can identify T(C,) with the weak* compact convex subset of M (X, L1Y,)
consisting of probability measures. Thus X,, L1 Y, C T(C,). For every function f € Aff(T(C,)), the
function ¢, (f)(2) = f(2) - 1m,, forz € X, 1Y, isin C(X, UY,, M) = Cp; and 7(1,(f)) = f(7) for
all t € X, Y, C T(C,), hence also all T € T(C,) by linearity and continuity.

For f € Aff(T(C,)) and t € T(C,+1), we can apply the formula in Construction 1.1(9) to ¢,(f) and
apply t to everything, to get

[(n+1) [(n+1)

05 S _ .
TP, ; oSy and Tt (@) = 1o ; 2(f 0 Su1).

Fff’jl (@) =
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Using (13), we get

[(n+1)

[t(f oS —T(foSu1)]
I(n+1) k:d(;m I

In+1)—dn+1)
< TCES QI flloo)-

The conclusion follows. O

rflojl (@) = Dot a(H(@)] =

We add additional parts to Constructions 1.1 and 1.6.

Construction 2.17. Adopt the assumptions and notation of all parts of Construction 1.1 (except (13)),
and in addition make the following assumptions and definitions:

(20) For all m € Z=0, the maps S}, ;. Sy : X1 LYy — X LLY,, satisfy

SV (X)) C Xy and S (Yug1) C Yoy
for j=1,2,...,1(m),

Sm,j(Xmy1) C Xy and S j (Y1) C Yy
for j=1,2,...,d(m), and

Sm,j(Xmy1) CY and Sy j (Y1) C X

for j =d(m)+1, dm)+2, ..., [(m).
(21) Form € Z~, define D,, = M, (u) ® M, (). Define <pm+1 ms Pmitm: Dm—> Dyy1 by, fora, b e My,

o1 (@, b) = (diag(a, a, ..., a), diag(b, b, ..., b)),

Om+1.m(a, b) = (diag(a,a,...,a,b,b,...,b), diag(b,b,...,b,a,a, ..., a)),

in which a occurs d (m) times in the first entry in the second line on the right and k() times in the second
entry, while b occurs k(m) times in the first entry and d(m) times in the second entry. For m,n € Z¢
with m < n, define

Onm = Pnn—1°90n—1,n—290"""OPp+1,m - D, — D,,

)

and define go(o : D, = D, similarly. Define AF algebras by

. . 0
D =lim(Dy, @m+1.m) and DO =lHm(Du, 91, ).
m m

and form € Z-¢ let 9o ;m : Dy — D and go(o) : D,, = D© be the maps associated to these direct limits.

(22) For m € Zxy, define w,, : D,, = C,, as follows. For a,b € M, let f € C(X,,, M,(n)) and
g € C(Y;n, M, () be the constant functions with values a and b. Then set w,,(a, b) = (f, g). Further,
following Lemma 2.18(2) below, let i : D — C and 1 © : D© — C© be the direct limits of the maps fi,,.

(23) For m € Zsy, define 6,, : D, — D, by 8,(a, b) = (b, a) for a,b € M,y). Further, following
Lemma 2.18(3) below, let 6 € Aut(D) and 8© e Aut(D©) be the direct limits of the maps 6y,.



A SIMPLE NUCLEAR C*-ALGEBRA WITH AN INTERNAL ASYMMETRY 735

Lemma 2.18. Under the assumptions of Constructions 1.1 (except (13)), 1.6, and 2.17, the following hold.:

(1) The direct system ((C,EO)),,:()J,QW, (F,(,?zn)ofmfn) is the direct sum of two direct systems

(CXns Mr))n=0,12,..o Ty 1C (Ko, My))0=mzn)s
((C(Yns My)))n=0.1.2...., (Fy(l?y)n|C(Yn,,M,(,n)))OSmSn)’
and C© is isomorphic to the direct sum of the direct limits A and B of these systems.
(2) Forallm,n € Z>o withm <n,

Fr(z(,);)n OUm = MUn © (pr(;?;)qq and 1—‘n,m OlUm = MUnOPnm-

Moreover, the maps (L, induce unital homomorphisms 1@ : D© — C© and u : D — C, and for all
m e ZZO’

Fég)m oy = M(O) o (pé(o)),m and Foo,m OUm = U O QPoo,m-

(3) Forallm,n € Z>o withm < n,

9020;31 00y =0p0 (p;(10;)11 and @n,m © Om =060 Dn,m-

The maps 6,, induce automorphisms 6 : D — D and 0© : D© — DO sych that

Doo,m © Op =00 Poo,m and <P<(>g),m 00 = 9(0) © (pég),m

forallm e Zxy.

4) Forallm € Z>o, (m)« : Ks(Dp) — K (Cy,) is an isomorphism, and

ps: K(D) = K(€) and (W) Ku(D) — K(C)
are isomorphisms.

Proof. The fact that all the maps in (4) are isomorphisms on K-theory comes from the assumption that
the spaces X,, and Y,, are contractible ((14) and (15) in Construction 1.6). Everything else is essentially
immediate from the constructions. O

3. The main theorem

We now have the ingredients to deduce the main theorem of this paper, Theorem 3.2.

To state the theorem, we first need to define automorphisms of Elliott invariants, so we need a category
in which they lie. For convenience, we restrict to unital C*-algebras, and we give a very basic list of
conditions.

Definition 3.1. An abstract unital Elliott invariant is a tuple G = (Gy, (Go)+, &, G1, K, p) in which
(Go, (Go)+, g) is a preordered abelian group with distinguished positive element g which is an order
unit, G| is an abelian group, K is a Choquet simplex (possibly empty), and p : Go — Aff(K) is an
order preserving group homomorphism such that p(g) is the constant function 1. (If K = &, we take
Aff(K) = {0}, and we take p to be the constant function with value 0.)
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If
0 0 0 1 1 1
G0 =Gy (G348 G KO, p®) and GV =(Gy, (G4, 8" GV KD, ™M)

are abstract unital Elliott invariants, then a morphism from G9to GDisa triple F' = (Fy, F1, S) in
which Fy : G(()O) — G(()l) is a group homomorphism satisfying

0 1
Fo((Gyh)+) C(Gy)y and  Fo(g®) =g,
F: G(IO) — Gio) is a group homomorphism, and S : KV — K'© is a continuous affine map satisfying

PV (Fo(m) =pP oS (3-1)
forall n € G(()O).
If
FO:69 56" and FO =P, FP, sV):6H - G

are morphisms of abstract unital Elliott invariants, then define
FO o pO — (Fél) o FSO), F1<1) o F1(0)7 SO o 5y,

(Note: S©@ o 5D not §M o SO
The Elliott invariant of a unital C*-algebra A is

Ell(A) = (Ko(A), Ko(A)+, [1], K1(A), T(A), pa),

in which py4 : Ko(A) — Aff(T(A)) is given by pa(n)(t) = 1.(n) for n € Ko(A) and T € T(A).

If A and B are unital C*-algebras and ¢ : A — B is a unital homomorphism, then we define ¢, :
Ell(A) — EIlI(B) to consist of the maps ¢, from Ky(A) to Ko(B) and from K;(A) to K(B), together
with the map T(¢) of Definition 2.5. We write it as (@x,0, @« 1, T(¢)).

Definition 3.1 is enough to make the abstract unital Elliott invariants into a category such that ElI( - ) is
a functor from unital C*-algebras and unital homomorphisms to abstract unital Elliott invariants.

Theorem 3.2. There exists a simple unital separable AH algebra C with stable rank 1 and with the
following property. There exists an automorphism F of EN(C) such that there is no automorphism o of
C satisfying a, = F. Moreover, the automorphism F in this example can be chosen so that F o F is the
identity morphism of EII(C).

We outline the proof. We make a first pass through Constructions 1.1 and 1.6, without the spaces Y,,, and
without specifying the point evaluation maps. This is Construction 3.3 below. We get a direct system; call
its direct limit C. Apply Proposition 2.14 using the sequence of matrix sizes in this system and K = T(E ).
Doing so requires passing to a subsequence of the sequence of matrix sizes. Replace the original system
with the corresponding subsystem; Lemma 3.5 below justifies this. Then make a second pass through
Constructions 1.1 and 1.6, taking the spaces X,, and the maps between them from this subsystem and
the spaces Y, and the maps between them from the system gotten from Proposition 2.14, as needed
substituting appropriate point evaluations for the diagonal entries of the formulas for the maps. This



A SIMPLE NUCLEAR C*-ALGEBRA WITH AN INTERNAL ASYMMETRY 737

requires sufficiently few changes that, by our work in Section 2, the tracial state space remains the same.
Therefore the algebra obtained from these constructions has an order two automorphism of its tracial state
space which corresponds to exchanging the two rows in the diagram (0-2). The constructions have been
designed so that there is also a corresponding automorphism of the K-theory. Our work in Section 1 rules
out the possibility of a corresponding automorphism of the algebra, because such an automorphism would
necessarily send a particular corner of the algebra to another one with a different radius of comparison.

We start with the following construction, which is “half” of Construction 1.1, and gives just the top
row of the diagram (0-1).

Construction 3.3. We will consider direct systems and their associated direct limits constructed as follows.

(1) The sequences (d(n))n=0,1,2.... and (k(n)),=0.1,2.... in Z>¢ are as in Construction 1.1(1) and satisfy
the condition of Construction 1.1(2). We further define (I(n)),=0.1.2..., " ("))n=0.12...., (s(1))n=0.1.2....,
and (¢(n)),=0.1,2,... as in Construction 1.1(1).

(2) Following Constructions 1.1(3) and (4), we define

s k(1) S k)
k = inf and o _Zk(n)—l—d(n)'

wetoor(m) O k() +d(l) s
(These will not be used directly in connection with this direct system.)

(3) As in Construction 1.6(14), we define compact metric spaces by X, = cone((S2)*™) for n € Z>,
and we define maps Q§") Xnt1 > Xy forneZspand j=1,2,...,d(n+1) to be the cones over the
projection maps

(Sz)s(n—i-l) — ((Sz)s(n))d(n+1) - (SQ)s(n)_

(4) We are given maps 6, : C(X,) = C(X,+1, Miu+1y) (as in Construction 1.1(8), but with only one
summand) which are diagonal; that is, there are continuous maps
Tn,lv Tn,2v ) Tn,l(n+1) : Xn+l - Xn
such that
Su(f)=diag(foTu1, foTua, ..., foTuimt1)
for f € C(X,). (Compare with Construction 1.1(9).) Moreover, T, ; = Q(/.") forj=1,2,...,d(n+1).
The maps T, ; are unspecified for j =d(n+1)+1,dn+1)+2, ..., [(n+1).

(5) Set A, = M,(») ® C(X,) (like in Construction 1.1(7) but with only one summand). Following
Construction 1.1(8), set
An-‘,—l,n = idM,(,,) Qbn: Ay = Anyi,

and for m, n € Z>o with m < n, take
An,m — An,n—] o An—l,n—2 0--+0 Am—i—l,m : Am - An-

(6) Define A =1lim, A,, taken with respect to the maps A, . Forn € Z>, let A, : Ay, — A be the
map associated with the direct limit.
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To avoid confusing notation, we isolate the following computation as a lemma.

Lemma34. Letn € Z.gandlet ki, k2, ..., Ky, 81,02,...,8, € (0,00). Then
1Lk - n?:1(5j + k) — H’}:I 8j
itk T [Ti=1@+x)
Proof. For j =1,2,...,n define
b= 81-’—2/(]-'

Then A; € (0, 1). Some calculation shows that the conclusion of the lemma becomes

pIrTES T [ (S ) (3-2)
j=1 j=1

We prove (3-2) by induction on n. For n =1 it is trivial. Suppose (3-2) is known for some value of 7.
Given Ay, Ag, ..., A1 €0, 1), set u=1—(1—Xx,)(1 — Ayy1). Then

ne,1) and p=2A,+rnt1 —AnAns1 < Ay + Apyi-

Applying the induction hypothesis on Ay, Az, ..., A,—_1, u at the second step, we then have
n+1 n—1 n—1 n+1
Dai=Y AjAp=1- []_[(1 —xj)](l —w=1-JJa-xrp.
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
This completes the induction, and the proof of the lemma. g

Lemma 3.5. Let a direct system as in Construction 3.3 be given, but using sequences (cz (n))n=0.12...
and (l;(n))n:o,l,z,__, in place of (d(n))p=0.12... and (k(n))n=0,1.2,.. Denote the additional sequences
analogous to those in Construction 3.3(1) by [, 7, and 5. Denote the numbers analogous to those
in Construction 3.3(2) by k, @, and @. Denote the spaces used in the system by X,. Letv :
Z>0 — Zsq be a strictly increasing function such that v(0) = 0 and v(1) = 1. Then the direct system
(C(fv(m), M5 (wm))))m=0,1,2,... is isomorphic to a system as in Construction 3.3, with the choices d(0) =1,
k(0) =0,

dim)=d(v(m —1)+1)d(w(m —1)+2)---d(v(m)), (3-3)

k(m) =I(wm — 1)+ DI(wm — 1) +2)---[(v(m)) — d(m) (3-4)
form € Z~o. Moreover, following the notation of Construction 3.3,

I(m) =I(wm — 1)+ DIwm —1)+2)---[(v(m)),
r(m)=r(v(m)), and s(m)==5(m))

(3-5)

form e Z=y, and

~ ~ / ~/
K=k, w=w, and w <.

Proof. Given the definitions of d and k, the proofs of the formulas for /, r, and s are easy.
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Using Lemma 1.2 at the first and fourth steps, we now get

sm) . r(m)) lim 50 _

n=00 F(n) ~ m—oo §((m)) ~ m—oo r(m)

We have w = @ because v(1) = 1.
Using Lemma 3.4 at the second step and (3-3), (3-4) and (3-5) at the third step, we have
v(m)

I k(j)
W = S A
n; j_v(;lm k() +d()j)
i Z ‘J,(”:)(m 1)+1[d(j) + k()] - H;(:l?(m_nﬂ d(j) i k(m) .
1 ey [ + RG] L k(m)+d(m)

Define X,, = X vim) form € Z>g. Clearly X,, = cone((S2)*™), as required. Denote the maps in the

system of the hypotheses by

Sn : C(in) — C(g,,ﬂ, M;, and An,m : (me — 5,1,

(n+1))

with 8, being built using maps

Tn,l, Tn,z, Tn,l(n+1) : yn+1 - }?m
as in Construction 3.3(4). For p =v(m), vim)+1, ..., vim+1) — 1, set
. r(p) ~ = =
J(p) =< =Il(wim)+ DIwim)+2)---1(p).
r(v(m))
Then define
89 C(Xom) = CXopmstys Mignrn)
by

8 = id s mi1)1) ® Suima1)—1 0 1M nr1r2) @ Suim+1)=2 0+ + 0 Sy

iy Since j(v(m)) = 1.) With this definition, one checks that 1da; ) ®(§m =
AU(er 1), v(m)» SO that the direct system gotten using the maps 8,51) in Construction 3.3 is a subsystem of

(In the last term we omit id .

the system given in the hypotheses.

We claim that 8,(,?) is unitarily equivalent to a map §,,: C (X)) = C (X,n+1, Min+1)) asin Construction 3.3.
This will imply isomorphism of the direct systems, and complete the proof of the lemma. First, 3(0)
given as in Construction 3.3 (4) using some maps from X v(m+1) tO X v(m)> hamely all possible compositions

~

Tv(m), ivm) © Tv(m)-i-], ivomy4+1 O 77 0 Tv(m+1)—1, Ty(m+1)—1°
withi,=1,2,..., i(p—l— 1) for p =v(m), vim)+1, ..., v(m—+1) — 1. Moreover, since the composition
of projection maps is a projection map, restricting toi, =1,2, ..., d(p+1) for all p gives exactly all

the maps Qi.m) : Xppi1 — X for j=1,2,...,d(n+1). Therefore 8% is unitarily equivalent to a map
as in Construction 3.3 by a permutation matrix. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. Choose N € 7 such that

1 3
N >5 and exp<—m> > Z (3-6)

(For example, N = 6 will work.) In Construction 1.1 (1) we make preliminary choices of the numbers d (1)
etc., calling them ci(n) etc. Take J(O) =1 and IE(O) =0, and take dN(n) = N" and lE(n) =1forneZ.y.
Then

n n
Im=N"+1, Fm)=]]N/+1), and §m)=][N’
j=1 j=1

for n € Z-¢o. We obtain numbers as in Construction 3.3(2) (equivalently, Constructions 1.1(3) and (4)),
which we call ¥, @, and @'. Further, adopt the definitions and notation of Construction 3.3, except that we
use i instead of X, and similarly throughout. That is, in Construction 3.3(3) we call the spaces i
instead of X,,, the pI'Q]eCthH maps Q( ") in Construction 3. 3(4) we call the maps of algebras §, and the
maps of spaces T,,, IE Xn+1 - X n» in Construction 3.3(5) we call the algebras A and the maps An s
and in Construction 3.3(6) we call the direct limit A and the maps to it Aoo,,,. As in Construction 3.3(4),
we take Tn ji= Q(") for j=1,2,. . d (n+1). For n € Z>( choose an arbitrary point X, € )N(n, and for
j= d(n +1)+1 let Tn ,j be the constant function on X,,+1 with value x,,. (Note that d(n +D)+1= l(n +1).)

We claim that the conditions in Constructions 1.1(3), 1.1(4), and 1.1(5) are satisfied, and moreover that

1 2k —1
- < =
1—-20® 20

For n € Z- ¢ we have, using log(m + 1) —log(m) < 1/m at the third step,

S _ - - . " 1
) l_[ N -I—l —exp(z —[log(N’ +1) —log(N/)]) > exp(— Zm) - eXp(_ﬁ)

j=1 j=1

So ik > exp(—1/(N —1)) > 43'1 by (3-6). Furthermore,

2 1 1 d o} i
w = < — an w =
4

o
1
<Y N =N
N+1 Ni+1 Ni N(N—l)

j=2 j=2
so the conditions @' < @ < % in Construction 1.1(4) and 2k — 1 > 2@ in Construction 1.1(5) are satisfied.
Moreover,
I _N+1 _N41_ 1 2(3)-1 2k—1
= — = < .
1-2& N-— 1 4 46 20 20

The claim is proved.

Apply Proposition 2.14 with K = T(A) and with [ (n) and 7(n) in place of /(n) and r(n), getting a
strictly increasing sequence, which we call (v(n)),=0,1.2,.., with v(j) = j for j =0, 1, an Al algebra By
(called A in Proposition 2.14) which is the direct limit of a unital system

C(10, 1) ® My (u(0)) —> C([0, 1) ® M, (1)) == C([0, 1) ® My 2y =5 -+,
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with injective diagonal maps «;,11,, given by

f'_> diag(foRn,l, fORn,Zv ceey fORn,r(vnH)/r(vn))

for continuous functions

Ry, Ruoy ooy Ry oty /romy = 10, 11— [0, 1],

and an isomorphism T(Bg) — T(A).

Apply Lemma 3.5 with this choice of v. Define the sequences (d(n)),—0.1.2,... and (k(1n))n=0.1.2.... as
in Lemma 3.5, and then make all the definitions in Constructions 1.1 and 1.6. (Some are also given in
the statement of Lemma 3.5.) Then, as in the proof of Lemma 3.5, X,, = X v(n)- We make the following
choices for the unspecified objects in these constructions. We choose points x, € X,, and y, € [0, 1] for
n € Z> such that the conditions in Constructions 1.6(16) and (17) are satisfied. (It is easy to see that this
can be done.) Use these points in parts (b) and (d) of Construction 1.6(18). Take the maps

Rui, Ruo, ooy Ry a+1) i Y1 —> Yy

in part (c) of Construction 1.6(18) to be those from the application of Proposition 2.14 above. For
j=1,2,...,l(n+1), let Sﬁ?}lxm : Xp41 — X, be the maps in the system obtained from Lemma 3.5,
and take S,(l(,);.lgm = R, j. The requirement S,g?;. =S, jforj=1,2,...,d(n+1) in Construction 1.6(19)
is then satisfied, so that the condition in Construction 1.1(13) is also satisfied. Moreover, with these
choices, the conditions in Construction 2.17(20) are satisfied.

By Lemma 3.5, the numbers «, @, and o’ from Constructions 1.1(3) and (4) satisfy

Kk=k, w=o, and o <&.

Therefore k > %, o <w< %, and 2« — 1 > 2w, as required in Constructions 1.1(3), (4), and (5); moreover

1 2Kk — 1
< .
1-2w 2w

(3-7)

The algebra C is simple by Lemma 1.7.

The algebras A and B of Lemma 2.18(1) are now A = A and B = By, so C©), as in Construction 1.1 (11),
is isomorphic to A @ By. The isomorphism T(By) — T(A) gives an isomorphism §(§0) : Aff(T(A)) —
Aff(T(B)). This provides an automorphism of Aff(T(A)) & Aff(T(B)), given by

f, &) = (@), 2.

Let ¢© be the corresponding automorphism of Aff(T(A @ B)) = Aff(T(C)) gotten using Lemma 2.10.
Clearly ;D670 s the identity map on Aff(T(C Oy).

Adopt the notation of Construction 2.17: C and C© are as already described, D and D@ are
the AF algebras from Construction 2.17(21), u : D — C and u© : D© — C© are the maps of
Construction 2.17(22) (which are isomorphisms on K-theory by Lemma 2.18(4)), and 8 € Aut(D) and
0O e Aut(D©) are as in Construction 2.17(23).
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Define E =lim, M, ), with respect to the maps a > diag(a, a, ..., a), with a repeated /(n) times.
The direct system defining D is the direct sum of two copies of the direct system just defined, so

DOZE@E and Aff(T(DQ)) = Aff(T(E ® E)).

Since E is a UHF algebra, we have Aff(T(E)) = R with the usual order and order unit 1. Using ldAff(T( E))
in place of g“ ) above, we we get an automorphlsm of Aff(T(D©®)). But this automorphism is just 90,
We claim that £© o 2@ = £© 66O, To prove the claim, we work with

Aff(T(E)) @ Aff(T(E)) and Aff(T(A)) ® Aff(T(B))

in place of Aff(T(D®)) and AFf(T(C©)), but keep the same names for the maps.

Since ¥ : E® E — A @ B is the direct sum of unital maps from the first summand to A and the
second summand to B, the map /I(\O) is similarly a direct sum of maps Aff(T(E)) — Aff(T(A)) and
Aff(T(E)) — Aff(T(B)). Let e and f be the order units of Aff(T(A)) and Aff(T(B)). The unique
positive order unit preserving maps Aff(T(E)) — Aff(T(A)) and Aff(T(E)) — Aff(T(B)) are a — «e
and B — Bf for a, B € R. Therefore ,u(o) (o, B) = (e, Bf). Since g ) is order unit preserving, we have

& () = £, 50
(O ae. pf) = (Be. af) = nO(B. ) = (1 00O (@, ).
The claim follows.
Using conditions (4) and (13) in Construction 1.1, Lemma 2.16, and Proposition 2.15, we get isomor-
phisms
0 Aff(T(D®)) — Aff(T(D)) and o : Aff(T(C?)) — Aff(T(C))
such that top =00 ;ﬁ. Define
n=po60op! e Aut(AfF(T(D))) and ¢ =00c® oo~ € Aut(AHF(T(C))).
A calculation now shows that the claim above implies
Coji=[Lon. (3-8)
We also have ¢ o ¢ = idas(T(c))-

We want to apply Proposition 2.15 with D, and ¢, ,, as in Construction 2.17(21), and (p(O) as there in
place of wn’m, so that D and D© are as already given, with C,, = D,, for all n € Z>¢ and ¥, ;» = @n.m
and w;;,m = (p,’L . for all m and n, and with 6,,, 0,50), 0, and 6 from Construction 2.17(23) in place of u,,

W, w, and p'. As before, this application is justified by conditions (4) and (13) in Construction 1.1, and
Lemma 2.16. The outcome is an isomorphism p’ : Aff(T(D©)) — Aff(T(D)) such that

0=p 0000 (p)l. (3-9)

We claim that n = . The “right” way to do this is presumably to show that p’ = p above, but the
following argument is easier to write. We have

Aff(T(D)) = Aff(T(D?)) = R?
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with order (, ) > 0 if and only if @ > 0 and 8 > 0 and order unit (1, 1). Since the state space S(R?)
of R? with this order unit space structure is an interval, and automorphisms of order unit spaces preserve
the extreme points of the state space, there is only one possible action of a nontrivial automorphism of R?
on S(R?). Theorem 2.4 implies that R? = Aff(S(R?)), so there is only one nontrivial automorphism of R
Since 6O is nontrivial, so is 6 by (3-9), and so is n by its definition. The claim follows.

The claim and (3-8) imply

Cofi=fod. (3-10)

Passing to state spaces and applying Theorem 2.4, we get an affine homeomorphism H : T(C) — T(C)
such that {(f) = f o H for all f € Aff(T(C)), and moreover H o H = idy(c). By Lemma 2.18(4),
the expression py 0 8, o (M*)_l is a well-defined automorphism of K, (C), of order 2. We claim that
F = (ux 00,0 (us)~ ', H) is an order two automorphism of ElI(C). We use the notation of Definition 3.1
for the Elliott invariant of a C*-algebra; in particular, pc and pp are not related to the maps p and p’
above. The only part needing work is the compatibility condition (3-1) in Definition 3.1, which amounts
to showing that

/OCOM*OQ*O(M*)il ={fopc.

To see this, we calculate, using at the second and last steps the notation of Definition 2.5 and the fact that
the morphisms of Elliott invariants defined by p and 6 satisfy (3-1) in Definition 3.1, and using (3-10) at
the third step,

fopc=Copcopso(u) ' =co0foppo(u)!

=fiofoppo(u) " =pcomsobio(m) ",
as desired.

Thus, we have constructed an automorphism F of Ell(C) of order 2. It remains to show that F is not
induced by any automorphism of C.

Using (3-10) on the last components, one easily sees that F o j1, = . o 6,. Let ¢ and g+ be
as in Notation 1.13. In the construction of D as in Construction 2.17(21), set ¢ = ¢o0,0((1, 0)) and
et =1—e=0x0((0,1)). Then (e) = e, u(e) =q, and u(et) = g*. Therefore F([q]) = [¢™].

Suppose now that there exists an automorphism « such that a, = F. Then [a(g)] = [¢*]. By
Lemma 1.17, a(g) is unitarily equivalent to g*. Let u be a unitary such that ua(q)u* = g*. Thus,
since a(qAq) = a(q)Aa(g) = u*q+Ag*tu, it follows that the ¢ Ag and g Ag~* have the same radius of
comparison. By (3-7), this contradicts Lemmas 1.15 and 1.16. U

Remark 3.6. One can easily check that, with C as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, there is a unique
automorphism of Ell(C) whose component automorphism of the tracial state space is as in the proof.
Therefore the conclusion can be slightly strengthened: there is an automorphism of T(C) which is
compatible with an automorphism of ElI(C) but which is not induced by any automorphism of C.

Question 3.7. Does there exist a compact metric space X and a minimal homeomorphism h : X — X
such that the crossed product C*(Z, X, h) has the same features as the example we construct here?
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Our construction provides an example of an automorphism of order 2 of the Elliott invariant which is
not induced by any automorphism of the C*-algebra. The question of whether there exists an example of
such an automorphism of the invariant which is induced by an automorphism of the algebra but not by
one of order 2 is an older question by Blackadar, which we record below. For Kirchberg algebras in the
UCT class, it is known that any order two automorphism of the Elliott invariant is induced by an order
two automorphism of the C*-algebra [Benson et al. 2003]; also see [Katsura 2008] for a generalization to
actions of many other finite groups. However, very little seems to be known in the stably finite case, even
for classifiable C*-algebras (and in fact even for AF algebras).

Question 3.8 (Blackadar). Does there exist a simple separable stably finite unital nuclear C*-algebra C
and an automorphism F of EIl(C) such that:

(1) F o F is the identity morphism of EllI(C).

(2) There is an automorphism o of C such that o, = F.

(3) There is no « as in (2) which in addition satisfies o o o = idc.
Can such an algebra be chosen to be AH and have stable rank 1?

Our method of proof suggests that, instead of being just a number, the radius of comparison should
be taken to be a function from V (A) to [0, co]. If one uses the generalization to nonunital algebras in
[Blackadar et al. 2012, Section 3.3], one could presumably even get a function from Cu(A) to [0, oo].
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