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Abstract

The integro-differential algebra %y 5 is the C*-algebra generated by the following operators
acting on L?([0,1)Y — CM): 1) operators of multiplication by bounded matrix-valued
functions, 2) finite differential operators, 3) integral operators. Most of the operators and
their approximations studying in physics belong to these algebras. We give a complete
characterization of Zy in terms of its Bratteli diagram. In particular, we show that
Zn m does not depend on M but depends on N. At the same time, it is known that
differential algebras 7% s, generated by the operators 1) and 2), do not depend on both
dimensions N and M, they are all x-isomorphic to the universal UHF-algebra. We explicitly
compute the Glimm-Bratteli symbols (for J#y ) it was already computed earlier)

[e’s) n 0 RN 1 XN fe'e)
which characterize completely the corresponding AF-algebras.

Keywords: representation of integro-differential operators

1. Introduction

Discrete and continuous analogues of integro-differential algebras are actively used in
various applications, for example, in the development of computer algorithms for symbolic
and numerical solving of integro-differential equations, see, e.g., |1, 2, 13, 4]. On the other
hand, differential algebras are closely related to the rotation C*-algebras well studied in,
e.g., [5,16, 17, 8]. In contrast to the rotation algebras, the integro-differential algebras contain
operators of multiplication by discontinuous functions and integral operators. Nevertheless,
the integro-differential algebras are AF-algebras and, hence, they admit a classification in
terms of, e.g., the Bratteli diagrams.

2. Characterization of AF-algebras. Preliminary results.

Let us recall some facts about Bratteli diagrams. It is well known that any finite-
dimensional C*-algebra is *-isomorphic the direct sum of simple matrix algebras. Up to the
order of terms, this direct sum is determined uniquely. It is convenient to use the following
notation for finite-dimensional C*-algebras. Let p = (p;)j—; € N", then

M (p) = CPPr @ @ CPnr P, (1)
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Any x-homomorphism from .#(p) to .#(q) with p € N", q € N is internally (inside
each C%*%) unitary equivalent to some canonical x-homomorphism. Any canonical -
homomorphism is completely and uniquely determined by the matrix of multiplicities of
partial embeddings E € Z}"" (E-matrix) satisfying E(p;)j_, = (¢;)7~,, where g; < ¢;. For
example, the canonical *-homomorphism

¢ M(2,2,3) = M (4,4), AdBa®C+— (A 0) @ (0)

0 A
2 0 0
E‘(ooo)'

M(2,2,3) 25 M (4,4).

has the E-matrix

For simplicity, we can write

If a canonical *-homomorphism is unital then there are no zero rows in E-matrix, and we
should replace the above mentioned condition ¢; < ¢; with g; = ¢;. For example, the unital
embedding

M (2,2,3) 2 M (4,5), E:(é ? ?)

has the form
A 0 B 0
ABaCw— (0 A) ® (0 C)'

The AF-algebra is a separable C*-algebra, any finite subset of which can be approximated
by a finite-dimensional C*-sub-algebra. For convenience, we will consider unital AF-algebras
only. This is not a restriction because the unitalization of an AF-algebra is obviously an
AF-algebra. It is well known, that for any unital AF-algebra &7 there is a family of nested
finite-dimensional C*-subalgebras o7, C o7, satisfying

CH 2oy Ch CahC..., =] (2)
n=0

Since 7, are nested finite-dimensional C*-algebras, they are isomorphic to some canonical
algebras .# (p,), where p,, € N¥» M, € N, and the inclusions (2)) can be written as

E E; E>
%(po) — %(pl) — %(pz) — ..., (3)
where po = 1, My = 1, and E,, € Zf"“XM”. Moreover, due to the unital embeddings

M (prn) C M (Pry1), all E-matrices have no zero rows and columns and they satisty E,p,, =
Pni1. Because pg = 1, we obtain

Pu1 = Ep BB = [[ E,. (4)
=0
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We will always assume the right-to-left order in the product [[. Using (3])-(]), we conclude
that the matrices {E,} %) determine completely the structure of the unital AF-algebra <.
It is useful to note that the choice of E-matrices is not unique. For example, E-matrices
{E/}%, where E!, = Ey,,1Ey,, determine the same algebra /. This is because the
composition of two embeddings has the E-matrix equivalent to the product of E-matrices
corresponding to the embeddings. It is possible to describe the class of all E-matrices
determining the same unital AF-algebra.

Definition 2.1. Let € be the set of sequences of matrices {E, }2°, where E,, € Zf"“XM”
have no zero rows and columns, and My =1, M,, € N are some positive integer numbers. Let
us define the equivalence relation on €. Two sequences {A,}22, ~ {B,}r2, are equivalent

if there is {C,}72, € € such that

ri—1 mnp—1 Tnt1—1
Co = H A, Gy 1Cypn = H B;, C2,Cop1 = H A, n>1, (5)
=0 T=Mp—1 1=Tn

where 0 =rqg <1y <19 < .. and 0 =my < m; <my < .. are some monotonic sequences of
integer numbers. The corresponding set of equivalence classes is denoted by € := €/ ~.

It is convenient to denote the equivalence classes as

{Eulzo = H E,

because, see ([Hl),

o oo Tp4+1—1 00 Mpt+1—1
r[OAn_l_IOHA Hc HO 11 B_HB

In other words, we can perform the standard manipulations in the product of matrices
without leaving the equivalence class. Of course, the manipulations should not go beyond
¢, i.e. all the resulting matrices should have non-negative integer entries and should not
have zero rows and zero columns.

Let o/ be some unital AF-algebra. Following (2)- (), there is a Bratteli diagram {E, }°°
represented 7. Let us define the mapping

n: i s [ B (6)

n=0

Because the Bratteli diagram is not unique, the correctness of the mapping n should be
checked. It is already done in the main structure theorem for Bratteli diagrams.

Theorem 2.2. i) The relation ~ defined in (3) is the equivalence relation. ii) Let 2 be the
set of classes of non-isomorphic unital AF-algebras. Then n: 2 — & is 1-1 mapping.
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Note that the inverse mapping n~! has a more explicit form than n. For example,
n Y22, E,) is the C*-algebra o given by the inductive limit (3).

The proof of Theorem follows from the similar results formulated for the graphical
representations of Bratteli diagrams, see, e.g., [9, [10], and Theorem 3.4.4 in [11]. The
equivalence relation ~ defined in ([]) is the analogue of telescopic transformations of Bratteli
diagrams. While the Bratteli diagram is not unique, it provides a kind of classification
tool. Other types of classification of AF algebras, including the efficient K-theoretic Elliott
classification, are discussed in [12, [13, [14, [15]. The infinite product n(<”) representing the
Bratteli diagram for AF-algebra & can be called as the Glimm-Bratteli symbol. Using
supernatural symbols (numbers), when E,, are natural numbers in (@), J. Glimm provides
the classification of uniformly hyper-finite algebras in [16].

Let us consider some examples of AF-algebras.

1. Compact operators. Let % be the C*-algebra of compact operators acting on a
separable Hilbert space. Let %] = Alg(_#", 1) be its unitalization. It is well known that the
Bratteli diagram for J#7 is

eey

where the nodes represent simple matrix sub-algebras, and the edges show the multiplicity
of embedding: one line means the multiplicity equal to 1. The first node is always C'*!.
The dimensions of nodes are determined by the dimensions of nodes connected on the left
and by the multiplicities of embedding. The corresponding Glimm-Bratteli symbol is

- ()

Combining terms in the infinite product, we can write the another form of the Glimm-
Bratteli symbol

o= (L)) = (A0 ()= (T ) ()

which leads to the labeled Bratteli diagram

\{ 3 N4 N5 \6

In the labeled Bratteli diagram, the edge numbers are the multiplicities of embedding. The
multiplicity 1 is usually omitted.

2. CAR algebra. For the CAR algebra %, which is a UHF-algebra, we have the
Glimm-Bratteli symbol n(%) = 2°°. At the same time,

o= (0 () (0 ) B¢ 70

The corresponding Bratteli diagrams are as follows
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3. Direct sum of AF algebras. Above, we already used the notation @ for the direct
sum of matrix algebras and for their elements. We will use the same symbol in a little bit
different context, namely for the direct sum of not necessarily square E-matrices. Suppose
that ¢ = & @ A is the standard direct sum of two AF-algebras. If n(«) = [[~ A, and
n(#) =[],—,Bx then it can be shown that

n%) = <H Cn) <1) , where C,=A,®B, = <‘%" ];) ) .
n=0 "

4. Tensor product of AF-algebras. It is useful to note the following property of the
tensor product

M (p) @ M (q) = 4 (p®aq),
where
P= )i €EN", a=(g)jL, €N, p®aq=(pig);j2, € N".

Moreover, it is easy to check that if

M(pr) 2 M), M (ps) 2 M ()

then -
A (p1 @ p2) e A (1 @ q2),

where the tensor product of matrices is defined in the standard way

(Ai,j) ® (Br,s) = (C(i,r),(j,s))u C(i,r),(j,s) = Ai,jBr,s-

Hence, the standard tensor product ¢ = & ® A of two AF-algebras is AF-algebra which
satisfies

(@) = [[A. @B,
n=0
where n(«) = [[77 A, n(#) = [[,—, Bn, and the tensor product of matrices is then

bnA blNA bll blN
A®B = e B
barnA ... bygA byi o bun

We will also use the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let {A,}>2, be a commutative (multiplicative) semigroup of square matrices
with non-negative integer entries and with non-zero determinants. Let Ao be a matriz-
column with positive integer entries such that A1Ay is defined. Let {B,}>2; C {A,}>2, be



a subset consisting of not necessarily different matrices satisfying the condition (o): for any
p € N there are r,s € N such that AyA, =[];_, B;. Then

v ([IBr)A0) =0 ' (J] An)A). (7)

FEven if (o) is not fulfilled, LHS in (7) is a sub-algebra of RHS.

Remark. The universal UHF-algebra % is the AF-algebra generated by the multiplica-
tive semigroup of natural numbers

7 =o' ([ =o' Ir) =o' [r-p)™) =27 (] [(01--20)),

where p; = 2, po = 3, p3 = 5, ... are the prime numbers. Any UHF-algebra is a sub-algebra
of %. The CAR-algebra is the UHF-algebra generated by the multiplicative semigroups
{2": n € mN} for any m € N.

There is another useful proposition describing non-isomorphic classes of AF-algebras.

Theorem 2.4. Let NJM € N. Let {A,} c ZYN, {B,} € ZYM be two sequences of
matrices having non-zero determinants. Let Ag € Zf”, By € Zf” be two matriz-columns
without zero entries. If N # M then n ' (I[°2,A,) 2w '(I[°2,B,) are non-isomorphic
C*-algebras.

Suppose that we have two AF-algebras @7 and 7, acting on Hilbert spaces H; and Ho
respectively. Suppose that @] = o7 are isomorphic to each other. When can we construct
the unitary U : H; — H, inducing the C*-algebra isomorphism, i.e. @4 = U ahHhld?

Let us start with the simple situation o = C"*". Recall that we always consider unital
algebras in this paper. Then, there is a decomposition H; = @, Hy;, where all Hy; have
the same dimension. We may think that all H;; = H;; are the same Hilbert space. Any
operator @4 3 A ~ (a;;);;—; has the form A = (ajT)},_, : @j\le Hyy — @Y, Hyy, where
T : Hyy — Hiyp is the identity operator. We call any decomposition of H satisfying the
explained property as a decomposition associated with the simple algebra 7.

Taking a decomposition Hy = @Z]\il Hys associated with o7, we may state: the isomor-
phism between C*-algebras oy = ato(= C"*™) can be induced by a unitary U : Hy — Hy if
and only if dim Hy; = dim Hs,.

Suppose that we have a finite dimensional algebra

M(p) =CP P @ .. ®CPPY, p=(p)iL, (8)

acting on a separable Hilbert space H. Then there is a decomposition H = @f\il H; such that
each direct term in () acts on the corresponding H;. Hence, we can take a decomposition
H, = @le H;, associated with the corresponding simple direct term. Let us define q =
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(q;))Y,, where ¢; = dim H;;. To show the internal structure of the algebra .# (p), we will write
A (p;q). Let .4 (p1;q1) be some (unital) sub-algebra with the corresponding embedding

A (pi;ar) = 4 (piq) (p=Ep)).
Then, it is not difficult to check that the dimensions satisfy
A’ E=q.
Since the dimensions can be infinite, we should specify the rules:
a+b=o0ifa=ccorb=00, c0-0=0-00=0.

Any (unital) AF-algebra acting on a separable Hilbert space can be represented through its
Bratteli diagram

M (15q0) = M (P1; a1) — M (P2 @) — .. (9)
where the dimensions satisfy
p.=E., 1..Ey, q) 1 =q,E, 1, n>1 (10)
In order to include the dimensions q,, let us extend Definition 2.1l

Definition 2.5. Let § be the set of sequences of matrices and dimensions {E,,q,}>,,
where E,, € Z_]‘f"“XM" have no zero rows and columns, and My = 1, M, € N are some
positive integer numbers. The dimensions q, € (N U oo)M» satisfy

qy 1 =9q,En, n>1 (11)

Let us define the equivalence relation on §. Two sequences {A,,a,}5> o ~ {Bn, b,}2, are
equivalent if there is {C,,c,}>2, € § such that

r1—1 mnp—1 Trnt1—1
Co = H A, Cp1Cypp = H B;, C3,Cop1 = H A, n>1 (12)
=0 T=Mp—1 1=Tn
and
co=ay=Dby, cyp_1=a,,, Cyp=D>b,,, n=1, (13)

where 0 =rqg <1y <19 < ... and 0 =my < m; < my < ... are some monotonic sequences of
integer numbers. The corresponding set of equivalence classes is denoted by § := §/ ~.

Now, we can partially complement the results of Theorem 2.2l

Theorem 2.6. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. We call two C*-algebras <f) and <ty
unitary equivalent iff there is a unitary U : H — H such that o, = UehU™t. If A, and
As are unitary equivalent then they belong to the same equivalence class from § defined in

Definition [2.3.



While Theorem is trivial we leave it for possible future improvements. One of the
improvement is to rewrite the equivalence condition in § in such a way that the inverse
statement also becomes true. Namely: when is there 1 — 1 mapping between the classes
§ and unitary equivalent AF algebras. This statement is true for finite-dimensional C*-
algebras because Hilbert spaces of the same dimension are unitary isomorphic and we have
finite partition of the Hilbert space onto orthogonal sum of its Hilbert subspaces. For
infinite-dimensional AF-algebras there are counterexamples.

Example. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Let J# be C*-algebra of compact
operators acting on H. Consider an one-dimensional extension H; = C® H and C*-algebra
K = 0@ . It is seen that the corresponding unitalizations #; and #] belong to the
same class of equivalence in § but they are not unitary equivalent. This is because for any
e € H there is non-compact K € J#; such that Ke = 0. The last statement is not true for
J since vectors e # 0 from the one-dimensional supplement to H are not null vectors for
non-compact operators from 7.

3. Main results

Let N,M € N be positive integers. Let L3, = L*(TY — C") be the Hilbert
space of periodic vector valued functions defined on the multidimensional torus T, where
T =R/Z ~|0,1). Everywhere in the article, it is assumed the Lebesgue measure in the def-
inition of Hilbert spaces of square-integrable functions. Let R ), = R®(TN — CM*M) he
the C*-algebra of matrix-valued regulated functions with rational discontinuities. The regu-
lated functions with possible rational discontinuities are the functions that can be uniformly
approximated by the step functions of the form

S(x) =Y Xz (x)Sn, (14)

where P € N, S, € CM*M and y, is the characteristic function of the parallelepiped
g, = Hi]\il[pm, ¢in) With rational end points pi,, ¢ € Q/Z C T. In particular, continuous
matrix-valued functions belong to RY,,. Let us introduce the generating operators for
integro-differential algebras. These operators are operators of multiplication by a function
M, finite differential operators D, and integral operators Z, all of them act on L?V, M

Msu(x) = S(x)u(x)
Dipu(x) = hH(u(x + hey) —u(x)) ,  u(x) € Ly ,, xeTV, (15)
Iill = fO ll(X)d[L‘i

where the function S € RY )/, the index i € Ny = {1,..., N}, the step of differentiation
h € Q, the standard basis vector e; = (%»)jil, and 0;; is the Kronecker symbol. The
C*-algebra of finite-integro-differential operators is generated by all the operators (1)

FNM = A—lg%{M& Din, i - S € Ry, i €Ny, he€Q}, (16)
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where # = Byu = B(L ) is the C*-algebra of all the bounded operators acting on
L3 - The typical example of an operator A from % ; is

p 1
Aufa) = 30 Anfe)Prgu(o) + [ Koy, we Lz e,
n=1

where A, € R{, K € R, and p € N. Let us provide the characterization of Fy .
Theorem 3.1. The AF-algebra %y has the following Glimm-Bratteli symbol

o[ 90 @

n=2

In particular, Fnn and Fy, v, are isomorphic if and only if N = Nj.

Integro-differential algebras with different number of variables are non-isomorphic. This
fact distinguishes these algebras from the differential algebras #y ys generated by Mg and
D, . The algebras ¢y are isomorphic to the universal UHF-algebra % = @) -, C"*"
independently on the number of variables N and the number of functions M, see [17].

Example. Let us consider the C*-algebra of two-dimensional integro-differential opera-
tors %5 . We have

&: 3
N
-~
S
—_
—_ o
~_
®
no
N
—_ =
~__
®
no
Il
N
S S
~_
®
Do
I
B
S~—
V)
— = =

and
n+1)>2 0 0 0
n+1 0 ®2_ nn+1) n+1 0 0
n 1 nn+1) 0 mn+1 0
n? n n 1
Hence, the fragment of the Bratteli diagram for %, ) is
(n!)? (n!)? (n!)? (n!)?
3
— 7 +
3 A —
.t @x 1”2 % .
< Vs S
7 + "l * \
— 1)
Y Y Y Y
(n+1))? ((n+ 1)!)? (n+1))? ((n+1))?

Here, the vertices in the row represent direct summands of the finite dimensional sub-
algebra, the edges represent partial embeddings into the next finite-dimensional sub-algebra
appearing in the direct limit, and the edge labels are multiplicities of partial embeddings.
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Remark. Let us consider the algebra of one-dimensional scalar integro-differential op-
erators .#; 1. The E-matrices for .#; ; are given by Theorem [3.1]

(1 _(n+1 0
() e (1)
_(n+1 0\ (/1 0\"
(001G

n

It is clear that

Thus, there are arbitrary large sequences , n € N in the direct limit for % ;.

11
Remembering that these sequences correspond to the unitalized algebra of compact operators
Cl+4 2 (L7 ,), see above and, e.g., Example 3.3.1 in [11], we can expect that J¢(L},) C
Z#1,1. This is true because any compact operator can be uniformly approximated by finite-
dimensional operators in some orthonormal basis of Lil. Taking Walsh basis f,, n € N
consisting of step functions, we see that for any n, m € N the one-rank operator C,, ,,, given
by u — fn fol fnu, where u € Lil, belongs to %7 ;. Hence, any compact operator belongs
to J 1, since it can be uniformly approximated by linear combinations of C,, ,.
n+1 0
0 1
to the universal uniformly hyper-finite algebra % = ), -, C**" which has the supernatural
number n(% ) = [[,~, n. Generated by Mg and D, 5, see ([IT]), % is a sub-algebra of .7 ;.
Roughly speaking, .#; ; is a combination of the universal UHF-algebra % and the algebra
of compact operators 7.
The natural extension of % ; (or .#; ) is the AF-algebra %, generated by the following

commutative semigroup
v =T, " 0)

n=1m=1

Finally, note that < ) =(n+1) @ (1). E-matrices (n + 1), n € N correspond

This is the maximal commutative semigroup of 2 x 2-matrices from € having the eigenvectors

1
integro-differential operators from .#;.

(1) and <(1)) Perhaps, it would be interesting to see the ”physical meaning” of extended

4. Proof of the main results

Proof of Theorem [2.3] The conditions of Definition 2.1] will be checked. We set Cy =
Ay, C; = By, and 1 = 1, my = 2 correspondingly. Next, B; = A,,, for some n; > 1. We
take C, = H’::lal A;, or Cy = A, if n; = 1. In the first case we set 79 = n; + 1, in the
second case we set 19 = 3.

Anyway, Cy € {A,}2°,, since this is the semigroup. Hence, for some C3 € {A,}5°,, we
have (B;C3)Cs = [["% ' B; by the condition (¢). Thus C,Cs = [["2." B; because B is

1=mq
invertible and all the matrices are commute.
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By induction, suppose that for some n > 1 we already found 1 = r; < ... < r,, and
2 =my... <my, and C; € {A,}°°, satisfying

mj;—1 rj—1
Coj-1Cyj2 = H B, C3j2Cy_5= H A, 2<j<n. (18)
1=m;_1 1=rj_1

Let u(A) be the maximal element of the matrix A. It is true
H(AnA L) > max(u(An), 1(An), (19)

since A,,, A,, are matrices with non-negative integer entries, without zero rows and columns.
There are two possibilities: (a) lim, . u(C5,_;) = oo, and (b) p(C%,_,) are bounded. In
the case (a), for some sufﬁciently large p > 1 we have C5 |, = A,, where r > r,. We set
Ppp1 =7 +1, Cyy = CH 1 TTIZ) A Hence, we obtain

Tn+1—1

Co.Conr = [] A (20)

1=Tn

Note that Cs, € {A,}22,, since this is the semigroup. Another possibility: (b) u(C5,_;)
are uniformly bounded for all p. Then C% _, = C5, _, for some p > s because {Ch, _;} is
a sequence of matrices with bounded non-negative integer entries. The existence of inverse
matrix C,, , leads to C, °, = I is the identity matrix. We set 7,41 = 7, + 1, Cy, =
Ch*'A,,. These values also satisfy ([20). Note that E-matrices satisfying the condition
(b) correspond to a permutation of elements in the Bratteli diagrams.

Again, there are two possibilities: (a) lim, o u#(C5,_;) = oo, and (b) u(C5,_;) are
bounded. Consider the first case (a), the second (b) can be treated as above. There isp > 1
such that

c) > w([ B0 (1)

Hence, by the condition (¢), taking A, = ([]"% " B;)C%, (recall that the set {A,}°, is a

i=1
semigroup) we have
myp—1 Mpy1—1

H B;)Ch A H B, (22)

for some my, 1 > m, because of ([2I) and ([IJ). We set Cg,11 = CQ;IAT. Using (22)), we

deduce
Mn41— 1

C2n+1C2n - H Bz (23)

Thus, by induction we prove that [[)" A, and ([, B,)A, are equivalent, see Definition
2.1 By Theorem [2.2] they represent the same algebra.
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If u([T-, B;i) are bounded for all p then there is A, and 1 < m; < my < ... such
that [, B; = A, for all n. Thus, n"'(([[J2, Bn)Ao) = #(A,Ay) is a sub-algebra
of A ([, _,A), which, in turn, the sub-algebra of n™*([[,2,A,). Now, suppose that

p(IT_, B;) — oco. Then we can take 1 = m; < my < ... such that

Mp4+1—1

I[ Bi=A. n>1,

=M
where 0 = rg < 71 < ry < .... Denote

ri—1

D, = ﬁ A, En:H( H A;),

i=rp_1+1 j=1 i=r;_ 141

where E,, = I is the identity matrix if r, —2 < r,_1. Then the following infinite commutative
diagrams

M(Ag) 25 #(D1Ag) —22— #/(DyD;Ay) v ([, A
M (Ao) 5 (A Ay) —25 (AL, A, Ay) e —— 0 ([T, Ba)Ay)

show that n™*(([[,2, Bn)Ay) is the sub-algebra of n ' ([[°,A,). =
Proof of Theorem 2.4l Suppose that N > M. If n " Y([]°, A,) = n Y([[°, B,) then
there is the sequence of matrices {C}22, satisfying (5)), namely

rn—1 mnp—1 Tni1—1
Cau2Cons= [] A, CouiCona= ][ Biy CouConi= [ A
T=rp_1 T=Mp—1 1=Tn

for some n > 2. This yields to

Tnt1—1 mp—1
IT Ai=Cal J] Bi)Cons

The matrix in LHS has the full rank /N, while the matrix in RHS has a rank not more than
M. This is the contradiction. m
Proof of Theorem [B.1l Let us start from the 1D case N = M = 1. For h € Q,
define the shift operator S, = 1 — hD; ;. Define also the operators of multiplication by the
characteristic functions of intervals
Mip=M,,, IJ= t{y—), %), j€Z,=10,...,p—1}, peN (24)
J
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The operators satisfy some elementary properties
M pMp = 05 Mip, S%Mi,p = Mi-i—j,pS%a SpSit = Spt, M, = My,
S =84, SL=TS =0, TMpLi=p' (25
where 7,7 € Z,, h,t € Q, and p € N. For 7, j € Z,, define the basis operators

Bi; =pM; ,TiM;p, A7 = Mi,pSi_—pz ~ By, (26)

Using (28], we can directly check the properties

BB, = 0B, (BY;) =8B, ALAL L = 0AL, (A=A AiiBam = 0.
(27)
Identities (27]) means that
= Megl{AY;, Bl i,j €Ly} = M (p)® M (p) = A (p,p) (28)
with the x-isomorphism defined by
AP (5ln5]m)nm 0 D 01’7 Bp = 0 D (5 5 )nm 0 (29)

where 0, is the zero element in .#,. Let ¢ € N be some positive integer. Using (26]) and the
identity

(i+1)g—1
Mi,p = Z Mn,pqa
n=tq
we obtain
1 +1)g—1 (j4+1)g—1 (i+1)g—1
P __ i P
5 Z ZJ ngn7 AZ_] - ( 1;1 Mn,qp)SlCI—ngn-kn - BZ,_] —
(i+1)g—1 (i+1)g—1 (j+1)g—1
pq pq
Z (An-l—j —i) Bn—l—j —i)yg/ T Z Z B, (30)
n=iq n=iq m=jq

Identity (B0) shows how .77, is embedded into .77,,. Namely, the corresponding *-embedding
is defined by

AeBr (ARIL)® (AL, -A®(¢'1l,)+B®q¢'l,), (31)

where I, is the identity matrix in .4, and 1, = (1) € .#, is the matrix, which has all entries
equal to 1. The matrix ¢~'1, is the rank-one matrix and, hence, it is unitarily equivalent to
the matrix with one non-zero entry

1
g1, ~ [0 (32)
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Using (32) we conclude that *-embedding (31]) between %, = # (p, p) and 9, = 4 (pq, pq)

has E-matrix
_( a 0
E = (q 1 1) . (33)

The integral operator Z; belongs to all JZ,, since

=Y > Bl e (34)

1€Zp jELp

By definition, any S € R{9 can be uniformly approximated by step functions with rational
discontinuities. Thus, the operator of multiplication by the function Mg can be uniformly
approximated by linear combinations of M, ,, i € Z,. On the other hand, using (20), we
have

M, = AL, + B, € (35)

Hence, for any S € R7, the operator Mg can be uniformly approximated by the elements
from .72, with arbitrary precision when p — co. The identity operator 1 belongs to all J7,
since

p—1
1=Y) M, (36)
=0
The shift operators S, (with h = ¢/p € Q) belongs to 7, since
Sl Z(Apz 1+ Zl 1)6%7 S%:SEG% (37)
1€Lyp P

by (26]), [25), and (36). Hence, the finite differentials belong also to .77;:
Dip=h"'(1-8,) € 7, (38)

Using (34), (BY), and the mentioned above fact about the approximation of Mg (for any
S e Rfff’l) by the elements from .7, we conclude that .%#; ; is the inductive limit of .77, for
p — oo. In particular, taking p, = n! and using (33) for J%,, C 7, ., we obtain (I7) for
N=M=1.

The algebra #; )y = A (M) ® %1 has the same Glimm-Bratteli symbol as .#; 1, since

i =sans 2o = (1,2 1) ()= (I 5) () -
(6 D) G ) (0= (G0 D) ()= e

Let us discuss why the first identity in the last string of (89) is true. The matrices ([33]) form
a commutative (multiplicative) semigroup. Then, the infinite product with one duplicated
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term in LHS of ([B9) obviously satisfies the condition (¢) from Theorem 2.3] Hence, %
and .#; ; are isomorphic. There is also a more intuitive similarity with supernatural numbers

(G20 D) Gt D0 =6 )G D)) 0)-

n=2 n=1 j=1
= Pn 0\~ /1 _ = n 0 1
L6001 (0)-ILG5 ) 6)
n=1 n=2
where p; = 2, po = 3, p3 = 5, ... are prime numbers and M = Hlepfj is the prime

factorization of M. This similarity with supernatural numbers is possible because all the
matrices are commute.
Consider the case N > 1. Using the fact that L% ,, = @jﬂil([]il)@’]\f we deduce that

Fnm = M(M)® fl(g’fv This means that

s no 0"\ /1\*"
N (M) @ ) =n(Fin @ FH) = n(FHY) = (H <n -1 1) ) (1)

n=2

which proves (7). Thus, the C*-algebras Zn, a, and Fn, ar, are isomorphic if and only if
N; = Ny by Theorem 2.4, =
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