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Abstract

This paper introduces the notion of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras. Here a Rota-

Baxter C∗-algebra is a C∗-algebra with a Rota-Baxter operator. Symmetric

Rota-Baxter operators, as special cases of Rota-Baxter operators on C∗-algebra,

are defined and studied. A theorem of Rota-Baxter operators on concrete C∗-

algebras is given, deriving the relationship between two kinds of Rota-Baxter

algebras. As a corollary, some connection between ∗-representations and Rota-

Baxter operators is given. The notion of representations of Rota-Baxter C∗-

algebras are constructed, and a theorem of representations of direct sums of

Rota-Baxter representations is derived. Finally using Rota-Baxter operators,

the notion of quasidiagonal operators on C∗-algebra is reconstructed.
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1 Introduction

Let A be an associative algebra over a given field F . A linear operator P on A is called
a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ ∈ F if it satisfies

P (a)P (b) = P (aP (b)) + P (P (a)b) + λP (ab), ∀a, b ∈ A. (1.1)

An associative algebra with a Rota-Baxter operator is called a Rota-Baxter algebra,
which can be regarded as an analogue of a differential algebra. In fact, when taking
λ = 0, Eq. (1.1) is an algebraic abstraction of the formula of integration by parts.

The study of Rota-Baxter algebras originated from probability theory [2] and has
found applications in many areas of mathematics and physics. In the late 1990s, Rota-
Baxter algebras were found their applications in the work of Connes and Kremier [4]
regarding the renormalization of perturbative quantum field theory. Since 2000, the
connection between the classical Yang-Baxter equation in mathematical physics and
Rota-Baxter operators has been found in [1].

∗E-mail address: zhonghua li@tongji.edu.cn
†E-mail address: 2010165@tongji.edu.cn
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The representations of Rota-Baxter algebras were studied in [12], where some basic
concepts and properties were established. However, it is still in the early stages of devel-
opment. In [12], Lin and Qiao studied the representations and regular-singular decom-
position of Laurent series Rota-Baxter algebras. In [9], regular-singular decomposition
of Rota-Baxter modules were obtained under the condition of quasi-idempotency. And
in [15], representations of the polynomial Rota-Baxter algebras were studied.

The theory of operator algebras in Hilbert spaces was initiated by von Neumann [20]
in 1929. In [13], Murray and von Neumann laid the foundation of the theory of W ∗-
algebras. The notion of C∗-algebras was introduced by Gelfand and Naimark [6] in
1943. Basic theory of representations of C∗-algebras was established in [7, 10, 14, 19].
Derivations on C∗-algebras and W ∗-algebras were studied deeply in the 1960s and
1970s in [10, 11, 16, 17]. Especially, in [17], it was shown that all derivations on W ∗-
algebras are inner derivations. While Rota-Baxter operators on C∗-algebras have not
been studied.

In this note, we establish basic concepts of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras. Some special
Rota-Baxter operators in C∗-algebras, which are called symmetric Rota-Baxter opera-
tors and Rota-Baxter operators matching projections are studied. And representations
of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras are also established, which are special cases of traditional
Rota-Baxter representations.

A C∗-algebra A is a special algebra in the complex field. Combined with a Rota-
Baxter operator on A, the basic concepts of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras were established
in Subsection 2.2. A Rota-Baxter operator P on the C∗-algebra A is symmetric if
P (a∗) = P (a)∗ for any a ∈ A. In Subsection 2.3, We show that a C∗-algebra A can be
decomposed into a direct sum of two C∗-subalgebras if and only if there is a bounded
idempotent symmetric Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on A.

In Section 3, we study Rota-Baxter operators on the C∗-algebra B(H), where H is a
Hilbert space. In Subsection 3.2, the notion of Rota Baxter operators that match pro-
jections are introduced. We find that the Rota-Baxter operators matching projections
on Hilbert spaces have many good properties. In fact, we can construct Rota-Baxter
operators of this kind from Rota-Baxter operators on C∗-subalgebras of B(H). As a
corollary, we study the relationship between the Rota-Baxter operators matching pro-
jections and ∗-representations of C∗-algebras on a Hilbert space. In Subsection 3.3, we
construct representations of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras.

At last in Section 4, we reconstruct the notion of quasidiagonal operators of C∗-
algebras with the help of Rota-Baxter operators.

2 Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras

2.1 C∗-algebras

We first recall some basic concepts of C∗-algebras from [18]. Let F be the complex
field C or the real number field R.

Let A be an associative algebra over F . The algebra A is called a normed algebra
if associated to each element a in A there is a real number ‖a‖, called the norm of a,
with the properties:

(i) ‖a‖ ≥ 0 for any a ∈ A, and ‖a‖ = 0 if and only if a = 0;

2



(ii) ‖a + b‖ ≤ ‖a‖+ ‖b‖ for any a, b ∈ A;

(iii) ‖λa‖ = |λ|‖a‖ for any a ∈ A and λ ∈ F ;

(iv) ‖ab‖ ≤ ‖a‖‖b‖ for any a, b ∈ A.

The topology defined by the norm ‖ · ‖ on A is called the uniform topology. If A
is complete with respect to the norm, then A is called a Banach algebra. A map
A → A; a 7→ a∗ is called an involution if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) (a∗)∗ = a for any a ∈ A;

(ii) (a + b)∗ = a∗ + b∗ for any a, b ∈ A;

(iii) (λa)∗ = λa∗ for any a ∈ A and λ ∈ F ;

(iv) (ab)∗ = b∗a∗ for any a, b ∈ A.

An algebra with an involution ∗ is called a ∗-algebra. Finally, a Banach ∗-algebra A is
called a (F -linear) C∗-algebra if it satisfies

‖a∗a‖ = ‖a‖2

for any a ∈ A. Note that a C-linear C∗-algebra is natural a R-linear C∗-algebra.
A subset S of a C∗-algebra A is called self-adjoint if a∗ ∈ S for any a ∈ S. In

particular, an element a ∈ A is called self-adjoint if a∗ = a. A self-adjoint, uniformly
closed subalgebra of A is called a C∗-subalgebra of A, which is also a C∗-algebra.

As there is a new structure ∗ on a C∗-algebra, it is natural to consider the ∗-
homomorphisms between two C∗-algebras. Let A and B be two C∗-algebras. A map
φ : A → B is called a ∗-homomorphism if it satisfies

(i) φ(a+ b) = φ(a) + φ(b) for any a, b ∈ A;

(ii) φ(λa) = λφ(a) for any a ∈ A and λ ∈ F ;

(iii) φ(ab) = φ(a)φ(b) for any a, b ∈ A;

(iv) φ(a∗) = φ(a)∗ for any a ∈ A.

We recall the definition of the direct sum of C∗-algebras. Let {Ak}k∈Λ be a family
of C∗-algebras. We define the direct sum

⊕

k∈Λ

Ak =

{
(ak)k∈Λ | ak ∈ Ak for any k ∈ Λ, sup

k∈Λ
‖ak‖ < ∞

}
.

Then
⊕
k∈Λ

Ak is a C∗-algebra under the following operators:

(i) (ak) + (bk) = (ak + bk);

(ii) λ(ak) = (λak), (λ ∈ F );

(iii) (ak)(bk) = (akbk);

(iv) ‖(ak)‖ = sup
k

‖ak‖;

(v) (ak)
∗ = (a∗k).

For any k ∈ Λ, it is natural to regard Ak as a C∗-subalgebra of
⊕
k∈Λ

Ak.
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2.2 Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras

Now we introduce the concept of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a C∗-algebra. A linear operator P : A → A is called a
Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ ∈ F on A if it satisfies:

P (a)P (b) = P (aP (b)) + P (P (a)b) + λP (ab), ∀a, b ∈ A.

If P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ, then it is easy to verify that

P̃ = −λ idA −P

is also a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ.

Definition 2.2. A Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra of weight λ is a pair (A, P ) consisting of
a C∗-algebra A, and a Rota-Baxter operator P : A → A of weight λ on A.

We give an example of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras.

Example 2.3. Let C([0, 1]) be the set of all complex valued, continuous functions
on the closed interval [0, 1]. Then C([0, 1]) becomes a commutative algebra over C

under pointwise addition and multiplication. It was showed in [18] that C([0, 1]) is a
commutative C∗-algebra, where for any f ∈ C([0, 1]), the norm of f is defined by

‖f‖ = sup
x∈[0,1]

|f(x)|,

and the involution f ∗ of f is given by

f ∗(x) = f(x), ∀x ∈ [0, 1].

The linear operator T on C([0, 1]) defined by

T (f)(x) =

∫ x

0

f(s)ds, ∀f ∈ C([0, 1]), ∀x ∈ [0, 1]

is called the Volterra operator. It is easy to verify that T is a Rota-Baxter operator of
weight 0 on C([0, 1]). Then (C([0, 1]), T ) is a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra.

As in [18], basic concepts on C∗-algebras can be similarly defined for Rota-Baxter
C∗-algebras. Particularly, a Rota-Baxter C∗-subalgebra of a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra
A is a C∗-subalgebra I of A such that P (I) ⊆ I. A Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homo-
morphism φ : (A1, P1) → (A2, P2) between two Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras of the same
weight λ is a ∗-homomorphism such that φ ◦ P1 = P2 ◦ φ.

In below, we always take F = C. Hence all the Hilbert spaces and algebras are
assumed to be over the complex field C.

We recall the definition of derivations of C∗-algebras from [18]. Let A be a C∗-
algebra. A linear map δ : A → A is called a derivation if

δ(ab) = δ(a)b+ aδ(b), ∀a, b ∈ A.

It is easy to see that if P is an invertible Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0 on A, then
the inverse operator of P is a derivation of A. As an application, we have the following
proposition.
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Proposition 2.4. If A is a commutative C∗-algebra, then there is no invertible Rota-
Baxter operator of weight 0 on A.

Proof. From [18], we know that if δ is a derivation on A, then δ = 0. While if there
is an invertible Rota-Baxter operator P of weight 0 on A, then the inverse of P is an
invertible derivation on A, which is a contradiction.

2.3 Symmetric Rota-Baxter operators

In this subsection, we introduce the notion of symmetric Rota-Baxter operators.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a C∗-algebra and let A1 be a C∗-subalgebra of A. A Rota-
Baxter operator P on A is called symmetric on A1 if

P (a∗) = P (a)∗

for any a ∈ A1. If P is symmetric on A, we just call that P is symmetric.

Example 2.6. The Volterra operator T on C([0, 1]) in Example 2.3 is symmetric.

Let A be a commutative C∗-algebra. Let As be the set of all self-adjoint elements
in A. It is easy to verify that As is a R-linear subalgebra of A. We have the following
result.

Proposition 2.7. Let A be a commutative C∗-algebra and λ ∈ R. Then there is a 1-1
correspondence between the following two sets:

(1) the set of symmetric Rota-Baxter operators of weight λ on A;

(2) the set of R-linear Rota-Baxter operators of weight λ on As.

Proof. Denote by Γ the set of symmetric Rota-Baxter operators of weight λ on A, and
by Γ1 the set of R-linear Rota-Baxter operators of weight λ on As.

Let P ∈ Γ. Then for any a ∈ As, we have

P (a) = P (a∗) = P (a)∗.

Hence we get a restriction P |As : As → As, which is an element of Γ1. Therefore we
have a map Φ : Γ → Γ1, such that Φ(P ) = P |As.

Conversely, let P1 ∈ Γ1. For any a ∈ A, we have a = a1 + ia2, where i =
√
−1 and

a1 =
1

2
(a+ a∗) ∈ As, a2 =

1

2i
(a− a∗) ∈ As.

Then we get a map P : A → A by setting P (a) = P1(a1) + iP1(a2). It is obvious that
P is linear.

We show that P satisfies the Rota-Baxter relation. Let b = b1 + ib2 be another
element of A with b1, b2 ∈ As defined similarly as above. We have

P (a)P (b) =(P1(a1) + iP1(a2))(P1(b1) + iP1(b2))

=P1(a1)P1(b1)− P1(a2)P1(b2) + i(P1(a2)P1(b1) + P1(a1)P1(b2)).
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Since P1 is a Rota-Baxter operator on As, we find

P (a)P (b) =P1(a1P1(b1) + P1(a1)b1 + λa1b1)− P1(a2P1(b2) + P1(a2)b2 + λa2b2)

+ iP1(a2P1(b1) + P1(a2)b1 + λa2b1) + iP1(a1P1(b2) + P1(a1)b2 + λa1b2)

=P1(a1P1(b1))− P1(a2P1(b2)) + iP1(a2P1(b1)) + iP1(a1P1(b2))

+ P1(P1(a1)b1)− P1(P1(a2)b2) + iP1(P1(a2)b1) + iP1(P1(a1)b2)

+ λP1(a1b1 − a2b2) + iλP1(a2b1 + a1b2).

According to the following decompositions

ab = (a1b1 − a2b2) + i(a2b1 + a1b2),

aP (b) = (a1P1(b1)− a2P1(b2)) + i(a2P1(b1) + a1P1(b2)),

P (a)b = (P1(a1)b1 − P1(a2)b2) + i(P1(a2)b1 + P1(a1)b2),

we finally get
P (a)P (b) = P (aP (b)) + P (P (a)b) + λP (ab),

which means that P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on A.
Now we show that P is symmetric. Since we have the decomposition a∗ = a1− ia2,

we get
P (a∗) = P1(a1)− iP1(a2).

On the other hand, we have

P (a)∗ = (P1(a1) + iP1(a2))
∗ = P1(a1)

∗ − iP1(a2)
∗ = P1(a1)− iP1(a2).

Hence P (a∗) = P (a)∗ and then P is symmetric.
Therefore we get a map Ψ : Γ1 → Γ, such that Ψ(P1) = P .
Finally, it is easy to verify that Φ ◦ Ψ and Ψ ◦ Φ are identity maps. And the

proposition is proved.
The following result gives an equivalent condition for the idempotent and symmetric

Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on C∗-algebras.

Theorem 2.8. Let A be a C∗-algebra and let P be a bounded linear operator on A.
Then the following two statements are equivalent:

(1) P is an idempotent and symmetric Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on A;

(2) There is a direct sum decomposition A = A1 ⊕ A2, such that A1 and A2 are
C∗-subalgebras of A and P is the projection of A onto A1.

Proof. Assume that P is an idempotent and symmetric Rota-Baxter operator of weight
−1 on A. Let A1 = P (A) and A2 = P̃ (A), where P̃ = idA −P . Then from [8, Theorem
1.1.13], we know that A1 and A2 are subalgebras of A, A = A1 ⊕ A2 is a direct sum
decomposition, and P is the projection of A onto A1. For any a = P (b) ∈ A1 with
b ∈ A, we have

a∗ = P (b)∗ = P (b∗) ∈ A1.

Hence A1 is closed under the involution ∗ and then self-adjoint. Now let {P (bn)} be
a sequence in A1 that uniformly converges to a ∈ A. Then since P is bounded and
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idempotent, we get {P (bn)} uniformly converges to P (a) ∈ A1. Therefore A1 is a
C∗-subalgebra of A. It is similar to show that A2 is a C∗-subalgebra of A.

Conversely, assume that we have a direct sum decomposition A = A1 ⊕ A2, such
that A1 and A2 are C∗-subalgebras of A, and P is the projection of A onto A1.
From [8, Theorem 1.1.13], we have P is an idempotent Rota-Baxter operator of weight
−1 on A. For any a ∈ A, assume that a = a1 + a2 with a1 ∈ A1 and a2 ∈ A2, then we
have a∗ = a∗1 + a∗2. Since Ai is a C∗-subalgebra of A, we get a∗i ∈ Ai. Hence

P (a∗) = a∗1 = P (a)∗,

which means that P is symmetric. Finally, from [18, Corollary 1.2.6] and the definition
of the direct sum of C∗-algebras in Subsection 2.1, we know that

‖a‖ = max(‖a1‖, ‖a2‖) ≥ ‖a1‖ = ‖P (a)‖.

Hence we have

‖P‖ = sup
a∈A,a6=0

‖P (a)‖
‖a‖ ≤ 1,

which means that P is bounded.

3 Rota-Baxter operators matching projections on

Hilbert spaces

3.1 The C∗-algebra B(H)

We recall the notion of Hilbert spaces. A complex linear space H is an inner product
space if associated to any x, y ∈ H there is a product 〈x, y〉 which satisfies the following
properties:

(i) 〈x, y〉 = 〈y, x〉 for any x, y ∈ H;

(ii) 〈λ1x1 + λ2x2, y〉 = λ1 〈x1, y〉+ λ2 〈x2, y〉 for any λ1, λ2 ∈ C and x1, x2, y ∈ H;

(iii) 〈x, x〉 = 0 for x = 0 and 〈x, x〉 > 0 for any nonzero x in H.

Then the norm of H induced from the inner product is defined by ‖x‖ =
√
〈x, x〉 for

any x ∈ H. We call H a Hilbert space if it is complete with respect to the norm.
Let B(H) be the set of all bounded linear operators on the Hilbert space H. For

any f ∈ B(H) and any x ∈ H, we sometimes denote f(x) by f.x. From [18], we know
that B(H) is a C∗-algebra. In fact, the algebra B(H) is a Banach algebra with the
norm given by

‖f‖ = sup
‖x‖≤1,x∈H

‖f(x)‖, ∀f ∈ B(H).

And then B(H) is a C∗-algebra with the involution ∗ determined by

〈f(x), y〉 = 〈x, f ∗(y)〉 , ∀f ∈ B(H), ∀x, y ∈ H.

For a projection p on the Hilbert space H, we mean that p is a linear operator on
H satisfying p2 = p and p∗ = p. We set p⊥ = idH −p. Then we have H = H1 ⊕ H2,
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where H1 = pH and H2 = p⊥H are orthogonal closed subspaces of H. We call the
projection p on H nontrivial if p is not equal to 0 and idH.

Using the projections on H, we can construct Rota-Baxter operators on the C∗-
algebra B(H).

Example 3.1. Let p be a projection on H. We define a linear operator Lp on B(H)
by

Lp(a) = pa

for any a ∈ B(H). It is easy to verify that Lp is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1
on B(H). Then (B(H), Lp) is a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra.

3.2 Rota-Baxter operators on B(H)

From here to the end of this subsection, without further mention, we will always assume
that H is a Hilbert space, p is a projection on H with H1 = pH and H2 = p⊥H, A
is a C∗-subalgebra of B(H) and A1 is a C∗-subalgebra of A. Note that we have
H = H1 ⊕H2.

Definition 3.2. Let f be a linear operator on H and let P be a Rota-Baxter operator
of weight λ ∈ C on A. The operator P is called a Rota-Baxter operator matching f on
A1 if

P (a).f(x) = f(P (a).x) + f(a.f(x)) + λf(a.x), ∀a ∈ A1, ∀x ∈ H.

As a special case of the above definition, Rota-Baxter operators matching projec-
tions on the Hilbert space H are the central notion of the article. We first give an equiv-
alent condition for a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 which matching projections.
Recall that for a Rota-Baxter operator P of weight λ on A, we set P̃ = −λ idA−P .

Lemma 3.3. Let P be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on A. Then P is a Rota-
Baxter operator matching p on A1 if and only if for any a ∈ A1 and any x ∈ H, we
have P (a).p(x) ∈ H1 and P̃ (a).p⊥(x) ∈ H2.

Proof. Assume that P matches p on A1. For any x ∈ H and any a ∈ A1, we have

P (a).p2(x) = p(P (a).p(x)) + p(a.p2(x))− p(a.p(x)).

As p2 = p, we have
P (a).p(x) = p(P (a).p(x)) ∈ H1.

Similarly, one can show that P̃ (a).p⊥(x) ∈ H2.
Conversely, assume that for any a ∈ A1 and any x ∈ H, we have P (a).p(x) ∈ H1

and P̃ (a).p⊥(x) ∈ H2. We write x = x1+x2 with x1 = p(x) ∈ H1 and x2 = p⊥(x) ∈ H2.
Then we have

p(P (a).x) + p(a.p(x))− p(a.x)

=p(P (a).(x1 + x2)) + p(a.x1)− p(a.(x1 + x2))

=p(P (a).x1) + p(P (a).x2)− p(a.x2)

=p(P (a).x1)− p(P̃ (a).x2).

8



Since P (a).x1 ∈ H1 and P̃ (a).x2 ∈ H2, we have

p(P (a).x) + p(a.p(x))− p(a.x) = P (a).x1 = P (a).p(x),

which shows that P matches p on A1.
As p⊥ is also a projection, the above lemma has an immediate corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let P be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on A. Then P matches
p on A1 if and only if P̃ matches p⊥ on A1.

Now we write an element x = x1+x2 ∈ H with x1 = p(x) ∈ H1 and x2 = p⊥(x) ∈ H2

as a vector x =

[
x1

x2

]
. As shown in [3,Theorem 2.10], for any a ∈ B(H), since

a.x = a(p(x)) + a(p⊥(x))

=p(a(p(x))) + p⊥(a(p(x))) + p(a(p⊥(x))) + p⊥(a(p⊥(x)))

=(pap)(x1) + (pap⊥)(x2) + (p⊥ap)(x1) + (p⊥ap⊥)(x2),

we may write a as a matrix

a =

[
a11 a12
a21 a22

]
,

with

a11 = pap : H1 → H1, a12 = pap⊥ : H2 → H1,

a21 = p⊥ap : H1 → H2, a22 = p⊥ap⊥ : H2 → H2.

It is easy to show that the operations in B(H) coincides with the corresponding matrix
operations. For example, we have

a∗ =

[
a∗11 a∗21
a∗12 a∗22

]
,

which comes from

(a∗)11 = pa∗p = (pap)∗ = a∗11,

(a∗)12 = pa∗p⊥ = (p⊥ap)∗ = a∗21,

(a∗)21 = p⊥a∗p = (pap⊥)∗ = a∗12,

(a∗)22 = p⊥a∗p⊥ = (p⊥ap⊥)∗ = a∗22.

And if b =

[
b11 b12
b21 b22

]
∈ B(H), then

ab =

[
a11b11 + a12b21 a11b12 + a12b22
a21b11 + a22b21 a21b12 + a22b22

]
.

In fact, we have

ab =(pap+ pap⊥ + p⊥ap+ p⊥ap⊥)(pbp+ pbp⊥ + p⊥bp+ p⊥bp⊥)

9



=pappbp+ pap⊥p⊥bp + pappbp⊥ + pap⊥p⊥bp⊥ + p⊥appbp

+ p⊥ap⊥p⊥bp + p⊥appbp⊥ + p⊥ap⊥p⊥bp⊥

=p(a11b11 + a12b21)p+ p(a11b12 + a12b22)p
⊥ + p⊥(a21b11 + a22b21)p

+ p⊥(a21b12 + a22b22)p
⊥.

Using the above matrix notation, we may restate Lemma 3.3 as in the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 3.5. Let P be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on A. Then P

matches p on A1 if and only if for any a ∈ A1, we have P (a)21 = 0 and P (a)12 = a12.

Proof. Assume that P matches p on A1. For any x1 ∈ H1, we have

P (a)21(x1) = (p⊥P (a)p)(p(x)) = p⊥(P (a).p(x)).

By Lemma 3.3, P (a).p(x) ∈ H1. Hence P (a)21(x1) = 0 and then P (a)21 = 0. Similarly,
for any x2 ∈ H2, we have

P (a)12(x2) = (pP (a)p⊥)(p⊥(x)) = p(P (a).p⊥(x)).

Since P̃ = id−P , we have

P (a)12(x2) = p(a.p⊥(x))− p(P̃ (a).p⊥(x)) = a12(x2)− p(P̃ (a).p⊥(x)).

By Lemma 3.3, P̃ (a).p⊥(x) ∈ H2. Therefore P (a)12(x2) = a12(x2) and then P (a)12 =
a12.

Conversely, assume that for any a ∈ A1, we have P (a)21 = 0 and P (a)12 = a12. For
any x ∈ H, we have

P (a).p(x) =pP (a)p(x1) + p⊥P (a)p(x1)

=pP (a)p(x1) + P (a)21(x1) = pP (a)p(x1) ∈ H1,

and

P̃ (a).p⊥(x) =pP̃ (a)p⊥(x2) + p⊥P̃ (a)p⊥(x2)

=pap⊥(x2)− pP (a)p⊥(x2) + p⊥P̃ (a)p⊥(x2)

=(a12 − P (a)12)(x2) + p⊥P̃ (a)p⊥(x2) = p⊥P̃ (a)p⊥(x2) ∈ H2.

Hence by Lemma 3.3, the Rota-Baxter operator P matches p on A1.
Note that the direct sum B(H1) ⊕ B(H2) can be regarded as a C∗-subalgebra of

B(H) by the following embedding

ι : B(H1)⊕B(H2) → B(H); (a1, a2) 7→
[
a1 0
0 a2

]
.

The following is the main result of this note.

Theorem 3.6. Let H be a Hilbert space and let p be a projection on H. Set H1 = pH
and H2 = p⊥H. Then there is a 1-1 correspondence between the following two sets:
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(1) the set of Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H) matching p on B(H);

(2) the set of Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H1)⊕B(H2).

Proof. Denote by Γ the set of Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H) matching
p on B(H), and by Λ the set of Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H1)⊕B(H2).

Assume that P ∈ Γ. For any a1 ∈ B(H1) and a2 ∈ B(H2), we have a =

[
a1 0
0 a2

]
∈

B(H) and

P (a) =

[
P (a)11 0

0 P (a)22

]
∈ B(H1)⊕B(H2)

by Proposition 3.5. Hence we get a linear operator P ′ on B(H1) ⊕ B(H2) defined by
P ′ = P |B(H1)⊕B(H2). It is obvious that P ′ is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on
B(H1)⊕ B(H2). Hence we have a map Φ : Γ → Λ defined by Φ(P ) = P ′.

Conversely, assume that P ′ ∈ Λ. For any a =

[
a11 a12
a21 a22

]
∈ B(H), we have

[
a11 0
0 a22

]
∈ B(H1)⊕B(H2). We then define an operator P on B(H) by

P (a) = P ′

([
a11 0
0 a22

])
+

[
0 a12
0 0

]
.

It is obvious that P is linear.
We show that P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(H). Assume that

P ′

([
a11 0
0 a22

])
=

[
a′11 0
0 a′22

]
, then we have

P (a) =

[
a′11 0
0 a′22

]
+

[
0 a12
0 0

]
.

For another element b =

[
b11 b12
b21 b22

]
∈ B(H), we set P ′

([
b11 0
0 b22

])
=

[
b′11 0
0 b′22

]
.

Hence we have

P (a)P (b) =

[
a′11 a12
0 a′22

] [
b′11 b12
0 b′22

]
=

[
a′11b

′
11 a′11b12 + a12b

′
22

0 a′22b
′
22

]
.

Since

aP (b) =

[
a11 a12
a21 a22

] [
b′11 b12
0 b′22

]
=

[
a11b

′
11 a11b12 + a12b

′
22

a21b
′
11 a21b12 + a22b

′
22

]
,

we get

P (aP (b)) = P ′

([
a11b

′
11 0

0 a21b12 + a22b
′
22

])
+

[
0 a11b12 + a12b

′
22

0 0

]
.

Similarly, we have

P (P (a)b) = P ′

([
a′11b11 + a12b21 0

0 a′22b22

])
+

[
0 a′11b12 + a12b22
0 0

]
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and

P (ab) = P ′

([
a11b11 + a12b21 0

0 a21b12 + a22b22

])
+

[
0 a11b12 + a12b22
0 0

]
.

Therefore we find

P (aP (b)) + P (P (a)b)− P (ab)

=P ′

([
a11b

′
11 + a′11b11 − a11b11 0

0 a22b
′
22 + a′22b22 − a22b22

])
+

[
0 a12b

′
22 + a′11b12

0 0

]
.

On the other hand, since P ′ ∈ Λ, we have

[
a′11 0
0 a′22

] [
b′11 0
0 b′22

]

=P ′

([
a11 0
0 a22

] [
b′11 0
0 b′22

]
+

[
a′11 0
0 a′22

] [
b11 0
0 b22

]
−
[
a11b11 0
0 a22b22

])
.

Then we get

P (aP (b)) + P (P (a)b)− P (ab) =

[
a′11b

′
11 0

0 a′22b
′
22

]
+

[
0 a12b

′
22 + a′11b12

0 0

]
,

which implies that

P (a)P (b) = P (aP (b)) + P (P (a)b)− P (ab).

So P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(H). And from Proposition 3.5, we
see that P matches p on B(H). Then we have a map Ψ : Λ → Γ defined by Ψ(P ′) = P .

It is easy to verify that Ψ ◦ Φ and Φ ◦ Ψ are identity maps. And so there is a 1-1
correspondence between Λ and Γ.

Remark 3.7. We can’t extend the above theorem to the C∗-subalgebra A of B(H). For
a Rota-Baxter operator P ′ of weight −1 on pAp ⊕ p⊥Ap⊥, as p and p⊥ may not be
in A, we can’t construct a Rota-Baxter operator P of weight −1 matching p on A as
above.

From Theorem 3.6, we can construct Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H)
matching p on B(H) from the Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H1)⊕B(H2).
The following lemma gives a method to construct Rota-Baxter operators on B(H1)⊕
B(H2).

Lemma 3.8. Let A1 and A2 be two C∗-algebras. If P1 and P2 are Rota-Baxter opera-
tors of weight λ ∈ C on A1 and A2, respectively, then the operator

P = P1 ⊕ P2 : A1 ⊕A2 → A1 ⊕A2; (a1, a2) 7→ (P1(a1), P2(a2))

is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on A1 ⊕A2.

Proof. Is is trivial to check.
Then using Lemma 3.8 and Theorem 3.6, we get
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Corollary 3.9. Let P1 be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(H1) and let P2

be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(H2). Then the operator

P =

[
P1 id
0 P2

]
: B(H) → B(H);

[
a11 a12
a21 a22

]
7→

[
P1(a11) a12

0 P2(a22)

]

is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 matching p on B(H).

Recall that a Rota-Baxter operator P of weight λ on A is called symmetric on A1

provided that
P (a∗) = P (a)∗, ∀a ∈ A1.

Proposition 3.10. If there is a Rota-Baxter operator P of weight −1 on A which is
symmetric and matches p on A1, then we have A1 ⊆ B(H1)⊕ B(H2).

Proof. For any a =

[
a11 a12
a21 a22

]
∈ A1, from Proposition 3.5, we have

P (a) =

[
P (a)11 a12

0 P (a)22

]
.

On the other hand, since P is symmetric on A1, we have

P (a) = P (a∗)∗ =

[
(P (a∗)11)

∗ 0
a21 (P (a∗)22)

∗

]
.

Then we get a12 = 0 and a21 = 0. So A1 ⊆ B(H1)⊕B(H2).
To state the last result of this subsection, we recall the definition of ∗-representation

from [18]. A ∗-representation π of the C∗-algebra A is a ∗-homomorphism π : A →
B(H) with H a Hilbert space. We denote this ∗-representation of A by {π,H}. We
say {π,H} is topologically irreducible if π(A) has no proper invariant subspaces. It is
called algebraically irreducible if it has no proper invariant manifolds(subspaces of H
that are not necessarily closed). These two notions coincide for C∗-algebras from [5].
Hence we call {π,H} irreducible when either of the two conditions holds.

Corollary 3.11. Let {π,H} be a ∗-representation of a C∗-algebra A. Then the repre-
sentation {π,H} is irreducible if and only if there is no Rota-Baxter operator of weight
−1 on B(H) which is symmetric and matches p on π(A) for some nontrivial projection
p on H.

Proof. If there is such a Rota-Baxter operator on π(A), then from Proposition 3.10,
we have π(A) ⊆ B(pH)⊕B(p⊥H). Hence π(A) has a proper invariant closed subspace
pH of H. Therefore {π,H} is not irreducible.

Conversely, if the representation {π,H} is not irreducible, then π(A) has a proper
invariant closed subspace H1. There exists a projection p on H such that H1 = pH.
Therefore π(A).pH ⊆ pH. Define a linear operator P on B(H) by

P (a) = pap+ p⊥ap⊥ + pap⊥

for any a ∈ B(H). Then by the proof of Theorem 3.6, P is a Rota-Baxter operator of
weight −1 matching p on B(H). For any b ∈ π(A) , we have b = P (b) and b∗ = P (b∗)
from Proposition 3.5. Hence we find

P (b) = b = (b∗)∗ = P (b∗)∗,
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which means that P is symmetric on π(A).
At the end of this subsection, we see an example.

Example 3.12. Let f : A → C be a linear function, where A is a C∗-algebra. The
function f is called a positive linear functional if f(a) ≥ 0 for any a ≥ 0 in A (the
notion of a ≥ 0 can be found in Section 4). The norm of f is defined by

‖f‖ = sup
a∈A,a6=0

|f(a)|
‖a‖ .

As in [5], the function f is called a state on A if f is a positive linear functional and
‖f‖ = 1. The state f is called a pure state if there is not a λ ∈ (0, 1) and two states
f1 and f2 on A, such that f = λf1 + (1− λ)f2.

From [5, Theorem I.9.6], for any state f on A, we can construct a Hilbert space
Hf and a ∗-representation {πf ,Hf} of A. This method of building representations
from states is called GNS-constructions. From [5, Theorem I.9.8], we know that the
representation {πf ,Hf} is an irreducible representation of A if and only if f is a pure
state. Hence if f is not a pure state, then from Corollary 3.11, there is at least one
Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 which is symmetric and matches p on πf (A) for
some nontrivial projection p on Hf .

3.3 Representations of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras

We introduce the notion of representations of Rota-Baxter C∗-algebras.

Definition 3.13. Let A be a C∗-algebra and let P be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight
λ on A. Let H be a Hilbert space and let P ′ be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on
B(H). Let π : (A, P ) → (B(H), P ′) be a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism and
let f be a linear operator on H. Then {π,H, f} is a Rota-Baxter ∗-representation of
(A, P ) into (B(H), P ′) if P ′ matches f on π(A).

Hence {π,H, f} is a Rota-Baxter ∗-representation of (A, P ) into (B(H), P ′) if for
any h ∈ H and any a ∈ A we have

π(P (a))(f(h)) = f(π(P (a))(h)) + f(π(a)(f(h))) + λf(π(a)(h)).

We first prepare two lemmas.

Lemma 3.14. Let H be a Hilbert space and let p be a projection on H. Let P ′ be a
Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(pH)⊕B(p⊥H) and let P be the Rota-Baxter
operator of weight −1 on B(H) matching p that corresponding to P ′ (See Theorem
3.6.). Then the embedding ι : B(pH)⊕ B(p⊥H) → B(H) is a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra
homomorphism.

Proof. It needs to show that ι ◦ P ′ = P ◦ ι, which is obvious.

Lemma 3.15. Let π1 : (A1, P1) → (A2, P2) and π2 : (A′
1, P

′
1) → (A′

2, P
′
2) be two

Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphisms. Then the map

π = π1 ⊕ π2 : A1 ⊕A′
1 → A2 ⊕A′

2; (a1, b1) 7→ (π1(a1), π2(b1))

is a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism.
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Proof. It is easy to verify that π is a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism.
Then we state the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 3.16. Let H1 and H2 be two Hilbert spaces. For i = 1, 2, let P ′
i be a Rota-

Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(Hi), Ai be a C∗-subalgebra of B(Hi), and let Pi be
a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on Ai. Set H = H1 ⊕ H2. Let P ′ be the unique
Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 on B(H) corresponding to P ′

1⊕P ′
2 on B(H1)⊕B(H2)

(See Theorem 3.6 and Lemma 3.8.). Let p be the projection from H onto H1. Then
the following two statements are equivalent:

(a) There are Rota-Baxter ∗-representations {πi,Hi, idHi
} from (Ai, Pi) into (B(Hi), P

′
i )

with i = 1, 2;

(b) There is a Rota-Baxter ∗-representation {π,H, p} from (A1 ⊕ A2, P1 ⊕ P2) into
(B(H), P ′) such that π(Ai) ⊆ B(Hi) for i = 1, 2.

Proof. Set A = A1 ⊕A2 and P = P1 ⊕ P2.
(a) ⇒ (b) Assume that (a) holds. Using Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15, we have a Rota-

Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism

π : (A1 ⊕A2, P1 ⊕ P2)
π1⊕π2−→ (B(H1)⊕B(H2), P

′
1 ⊕ P ′

2)
ι−→ (B(H), P ′).

It is obvious that π(Ai) ⊆ B(Hi) for i = 1, 2.
We check that P ′ matches p on π(A). For any a = (a1, a2) ∈ A with ai ∈ Ai and

any h = (h1, h2) ∈ H with hi ∈ Hi, we have

p(π(P (a))(h)) + p(π(a)(p(h)))− p(π(a)(h))

=p(π1(P1(a1))(h1), π2(P2(a2))(h2)) + p(π1(a1)(h1), 0)− p(π1(a1)(h1), π2(a2)(h2))

=π1(P1(a1))(h1),

and
π(P (a))(p(h)) = (π1(P1(a1)), π2(P2(a2)))(h1, 0) = π1(P1(a1))(h1).

Hence P ′ matches p on π(A).
(a)⇐ (b) Assume that (b) holds. As π is a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism,

for any a1 ∈ A1 and a2 ∈ A2, we have

π ◦ P (a1, a2) = P ′ ◦ π(a1, a2).

Taking a2 = 0, we get π ◦ P1(a1) = P ′ ◦ π(a1). Since P1(a1) ∈ A1 and π(a1) ∈ B(H1),
we have

π ◦ P1(a1) = P ′
1 ◦ π(a1).

Hence we get a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism

π1 = π|A1
: (A1, P1) → (B(H1), P

′
1).

Similarly, we have a Rota-Baxter C∗-algebra homomorphism

π2 = π|A2
: (A2, P2) → (B(H2), P

′
2).

Finally, since P ′ matches p on π(A), one can show that P ′
i matches idHi

on πi(Ai) for
i = 1, 2.

15



4 Quasidiagonal operators and Rota-Baxter opera-

tors

In this section, all Hilbert spaces and C∗-algebras are assumed to be separable. Here
a topology space X is separable if it contains a countable dense subset.

We recall some basic definitions of quasidiagonal linear operators from [3]. Let A
be a C∗-algebra and let a be a self-adjoint element of A. If A is unital, the spectrum
of a is defined by

Spec(a) = {λ ∈ C|a− λ1A is not invertible},

where 1A is the identity element of A. If A is nonunital, then from [18, Proposition
1.1.7], there is a unital C∗-algebra A1 such that A1 ≃ A

⊕
C. Then for any a ∈ A,

the spectrum of a is the spectrum of a as an element of A1. The element a is called
positive if Spec(a) is contained in the non-negative reals. For any a, b ∈ A, we say that
a is not bigger than b if b− a is positive, and we denote this by a ≤ b. We also denote
ab− ba by the Lie bracket [a, b].

Let H be a Hilbert space. A projection p on H is of finite rank if pH is of finite
dimension. For any sequence an ∈ B(H) and a ∈ B(H), we say that an → a as n → ∞
in the strong operator topology if ‖an.h− a.h‖ → 0 as n → ∞ for any h ∈ H.

We first give the definition of block diagonal linear operators.

Definition 4.1. A bounded linear operator d on a Hilbert space H is called block
diagonal if there exists an increasing sequence of finite rank projections p1 ≤ p2 ≤ p3 ≤
· · · on H, such that ‖[d, pn]‖ = 0 and pn → idH as n → ∞ in the strong operator
topology.

We can construct an equivalent condition of block diagonal operators with the help
of Rota-Baxter operators. Let A be a C∗-algebra. For any a ∈ A, there is a C∗-
subalgebra of A generated by a, which is denoted by C∗(a). In fact, C∗(a) is the
intersection of all C∗-subalgebras of A containing a, and C∗(a) is the closure of the
algebra generated by a and a∗.

Proposition 4.2. Let H be a Hilbert space and d ∈ B(H). Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(a) The operator d is block diagonal;

(b) There exists an increasing sequence of finite rank projections p1 ≤ p2 ≤ p3 ≤ · · ·
on H and a sequence of Rota-Baxter operators {Pn} of weight −1 on B(H), such
that pn → idH as n → ∞ in the strong operator topology, and Pn are symmetric
on C∗(d) and matches pn on B(H) for any n ≥ 1.

Proof. For any x ∈ H, n ∈ N and b ∈ B(H), we have p⊥n bpn(x) ∈ p⊥nH and pnbp
⊥
n (x) ∈

pnH. Therefore we find

‖[b, pn]‖ = ‖p⊥n bpn − pnbp
⊥
n ‖ ≥ ‖p⊥n bpn‖.

And similarly we have
‖[b, pn]‖ ≥ ‖pnbp⊥n ‖.
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On the other hand, it holds

‖[b, pn]‖ = ‖p⊥n bpn − pnbp
⊥
n ‖ ≤ ‖p⊥n bpn‖+ ‖pnbp⊥n ‖.

Therefore ‖[b, pn]‖ = 0 if and only if ‖p⊥n bpn‖ = 0 and ‖pnbp⊥n ‖ = 0.
(a)⇒ (b) Assume that d is block diagonal. Then there exists an increasing sequence

of finite rank projections p1 ≤ p2 ≤ p3 ≤ · · · on H, such that ‖[d, pn]‖ = 0 for any
n ∈ N.

Let A be the set of elements which are finite products of d and d∗ in C∗(d). For
any b ∈ A, if b = b1b2 · · · bn with bk = d or d∗ for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, we set |b| = n. We first
prove that for any b ∈ A, ‖[b, pn]‖ = 0 by induction on |b|. The case of |b| = 1 is trivial.
For |b| ≥ 2, we can assume that there is a b1 ∈ A such that |b1| = |b| − 1, and b = b1d

without loss of generality. We have

‖p⊥n bpn‖ = ‖p⊥n b1pnd+ p⊥n b1[d, pn]‖
≤ ‖p⊥n b1pnd‖+ ‖p⊥n b1[d, pn]‖
≤ ‖p⊥n b1pn‖‖d‖+ ‖p⊥n ‖‖b1‖‖[d, pn]‖.

Hence using the inductive assumption ‖p⊥n b1pn‖ = 0 and the fact ‖[d, pn]‖ = 0, we find
‖p⊥n bpn‖ = 0. Similarly we get ‖pnbp⊥n ‖ = 0. Therefore we have ‖[b, pn]‖ = 0.

Using the above result, it is easy to know that for any b ∈ C∗(d), we have ‖[b, pn]‖ =
0. Define a linear operator Pn on B(H) such that for any a ∈ B(H) we have

Pn(a) = pnapn + p⊥n ap
⊥
n + pnap

⊥
n .

Then Pn is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 matching pn on B(H) by Corollary
3.9. Finally, for any b ∈ C∗(d), as

‖Pn(b)− Pn(b
∗)∗‖

= ‖pnbpn + p⊥n bp
⊥
n + pnbp

⊥
n − pnbpn − p⊥n bp

⊥
n − p⊥n bpn‖

= ‖pnbp⊥n − p⊥n bpn‖
≤ ‖pnbp⊥n ‖+ ‖p⊥n bpn‖ = 0,

we have Pn(b) = Pn(b
∗)∗.

(b) ⇒ (a) Assume that (b) holds. Then using Proposition 3.10, we know that
C∗(d) ⊆ B(pnH)

⊕
B(p⊥nH) for any n ∈ N. Hence ‖pndp⊥n ‖ = ‖p⊥n dpn‖ = 0. Therefore

‖[d, pn]‖ = 0, and (a) holds.
Now we give the definition of quasidiagonal linear operators.

Definition 4.3. A bounded linear operator d on a Hilbert space H is called quasidiag-
onal if there exists an increasing sequence of finite rank projections p1 ≤ p2 ≤ p3 ≤ · · ·
on H, such that ‖[d, pn]‖ → 0 as n → ∞ and pn → idH as n → ∞ in the strong
operator topology.

As above, we have an equivalent condition of quasidiagonal operators in terms of
Rota-Baxter operators.

Proposition 4.4. Let H be a Hilbert space and d ∈ B(H). Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:
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(a) The operator d is quasidiagonal;

(b) There exists an increasing sequence of finite rank projections p1 ≤ p2 ≤ p3 ≤ · · ·
on H and a sequence of Rota-Baxter operators {Pn} of weight −1 on B(H), such
that Pn matches pn on B(H) for any n ≥ 1, pn → idH and ‖Pn(b)−Pn(b

∗)∗‖ → 0
for any b ∈ C∗(d) as n → ∞.

Proof. For any x ∈ H and b ∈ B(H), similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.2, we
have

‖[b, pn]‖ ≥ ‖p⊥n bpn‖, ‖[b, pn]‖ ≥ ‖pnbp⊥n ‖,
and

‖[b, pn]‖ ≤ ‖p⊥n bpn‖+ ‖pnbp⊥n ‖.
Therefore ‖[b, pn]‖ → 0 as n → ∞ if and only if ‖p⊥n bpn‖ → 0 and ‖pnbp⊥n ‖ → 0 as
n → ∞.

(a) ⇒ (b) Assume that d is quasidiagonal. Then there exists an increasing sequence
of finite rank projections p1 ≤ p2 ≤ p3 ≤ · · · on H, such that ‖[d, pn]‖ → 0 and
pn → idH as n → ∞.

Let A be the set of elements which are finite products of d and d∗ in C∗(d). We
first prove that for any b ∈ A, ‖[b, pn]‖ → 0 as n → ∞ by induction on |b|. The case
of |b| = 1 is trivial. For |b| ≥ 2, we can assume that there is a b1 ∈ A such that
|b1| = |b| − 1, and b = b1d without loss of generality. We have

‖p⊥n bpn‖ ≤ ‖p⊥n b1pn‖‖d‖+ ‖p⊥n ‖‖b1‖‖[d, pn]‖.
Hence using the inductive assumption, we find ‖p⊥n bpn‖ → 0 as n → ∞. Similarly we
get ‖pnbp⊥n ‖ → 0 as n → ∞. Therefore we have ‖[b, pn]‖ → 0 as n → ∞.

Using the above result, it is easy to know that for any b ∈ C∗(d), we have ‖[b, pn]‖ →
0 as n → ∞.

Define a linear operator Pn on B(H) such that for any a ∈ B(H) we have

Pn(a) = pnapn + p⊥n ap
⊥
n + pnap

⊥
n .

Then Pn is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1 matching pn on B(H) by Corollary
3.9. Finally, for any b ∈ C∗(d), as

‖Pn(b)− Pn(b
∗)∗‖ ≤ ‖pnbp⊥n ‖+ ‖p⊥n bpn‖,

we have ‖Pn(b)− Pn(b
∗)∗‖ → 0 as n → ∞.

(a) ⇐ (b) Assume that (b) holds. For any ǫ > 0, there is a N such that for any
n > N we have

‖Pn(d)− Pn(d
∗)∗‖ < ǫ.

Then we find

‖p⊥n dpn‖ =

∥∥∥∥
[

0 0
−d21 0

]∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥
[

0 d12
−d21 0

]∥∥∥∥
= ‖Pn(d)− Pn(d

∗)∗‖ ≤ ǫ.

Hence ‖p⊥n dpn‖ → 0 as n → ∞. We can prove that ‖pndp⊥n ‖ → 0 similarly. Finally we
have ‖[d, pn]‖ → 0 as n → ∞.

Such a sequence {Pn} of Rota-Baxter operators of weight −1 on B(H) in (b) of
the above proposition is called a quasi symmetric Rota-Baxter operator sequence on
B(H).
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