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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 A € F' if it satisfies

P(a)P(b) = P(aP(b)) + P(P(a)b) + A\P(ab),  Va, 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
A =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].
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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 TW*-
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 x-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 (*-algebras

2.1 (*-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) |la]] > 0 for any a € A, and ||a|| = 0 if and only if a = 0;



(ii) |la+ 0| < |la|l + ||b]] for any a,b € A,
(iii) ||Aal| = |A|||a|| for any a € A and A € F;

(iv) labl] < lallljl] 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— a* is called an involution if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) (a*)* =a for any a € A;
(ii) (a+0b)" = a* +b* for any a,b € A;
(iii) (M\a)* = Aa* for any a € A and \ € F;
(iv) (ab)* =b*a* for any a,b € A.
An algebra with an involution * is called a x-algebra. Finally, a Banach x-algebra A is
called a (F-linear) C*-algebra if it satisfies
la*a]| = |lal®

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 x 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
¢ : A — B is called a x-homomorphism if it satisfies

(i) ¢(a+b) = ¢(a) + ¢(b) for any a,b € A,
(ii) ¢(Aa) = A¢(a) for any a € A and \ € F}
(iii) ¢(ab) = ¢(a)¢(b) for any a,b € A;

(iv) ¢(a*) = ¢(a)* for any a € A.

We recall the definition of the direct sum of C*-algebras. Let { Ay }ren be a family
of C*-algebras. We define the direct sum

P A = {(Clk)keA | ax € Ay for any k € A, supllax| < OO} :
ke

kel

Then @@ Ay is a C*-algebra under the following operators:
keA

(1) (ar) + (bx) = (ar + br);

(i) AMar) = (Aar), (A€ F);
(iii) (ar)(br) = (arbr);

(v) [l(ax)ll = supl|ax[;

(v) (ar)" = (ag)-

For any k € A, it is natural to regard Ay as a C*-subalgebra of € Ay.
keA



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 A € F on A if it satisfies:

P(a)P(b) = P(aP (b)) + P(P(a)b) + AP(ab), Va, b e A.
If P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight A, then it is easy to verify that
P=—)\idy—P
is also a Rota-Baxter operator of weight .

Definition 2.2. A Rota-Baxter C*-algebra of weight A is a pair (A, P) consisting of
a C*-algebra A, and a Rota-Baxter operator P : A — A of weight X\ 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

IF1l = Sup}lf(l‘)l,

z€[0,1

and the involution f* of f is given by
fr(w) = flz), Veel0,1].
The linear operator T on C([0,1]) defined by

T(f)(x) = / " f(s)ds, Vf € C(0,1), Yx € [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-Bazxter 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) C I. A Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homo-
morphism ¢ : (Ay, P) — (A, P5) between two Rota-Baxter C*-algebras of the same
weight A is a x-homomorphism such that ¢ o P, = P, o ¢.

In below, we always take ' = 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 0 : A — A is called a derivation if

d(ab) = d(a)b+ ad(b), Va, b e 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.



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 ¢ is a derivation on A, then § = 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. O

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 Ay be a C*-subalgebra of A. A Rota-
Bazter operator P on A is called symmetric on A; if

for any a € Ay. 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 Ezample 2.3 is symmetric.

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

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

(1) the set of symmetric Rota-Baxter operators of weight A on A;
(2) the set of R-linear Rota-Baxter operators of weight X on A°.

Proof. Denote by I' the set of symmetric Rota-Baxter operators of weight A on A, and
by I'y the set of R-linear Rota-Baxter operators of weight A on 4°.
Let P € I'. Then for any a € A*, we have

Hence we get a restriction P|4s : A° — A®, which is an element of I'y. Therefore we
have a map ® : I' — I'y, such that ®(P) = P| 4.
Conversely, let P, € I';. For any a € A, we have a = a; + ias, where 1 = /—1 and

1 1
a1:§(a+a*)€A5, a2:2—l_(a—a*)€A5.
Then we get a map P : A — A by setting P(a) = Pi(a1) + iPy(az). It is obvious that
P is linear.
We show that P satisfies the Rota-Baxter relation. Let b = b; + iby be another
element of A with by, by € A° defined similarly as above. We have

P(a)P(b) =(Pi(ay) +iPy(az))(Pi(b1) + iPi(by))
=Pi(a1)Pi(by) — Pi(ag) Py(by) + i(Py(az) Pi(b1) + Pr(a1)Pi(b)).



Since P; is a Rota-Baxter operator on A*, we find

P(a)P(b) =Pi(a1Pi(by) + Pi(a1)by + Aayby) — Pi(asPi(be) + Pi(as)bs + Aagbs)
+iPy(asPy(by) + Pi(az)by + Aaghy) + iPy(a Pi(by) + Pi(ay)bs + Aajbs)
=Pi(a1Py(b1)) — Pi(agPi(by)) +iPy(asPy(b1)) + 1P (a1 Pi(b))
+ Py(Pi(ay)by) — Py(Pi(a2)bs) + i Py (Py(ag)by) + 1P (Pr(ay)bs)
+ AP (a1by — ashy) + iAPy(agby + a1bs).

According to the following decompositions

ab = (albl — agbg) + ’i(a,gbl -+ &162),
CLP(b) = (alPl(bl) — CLQPl(bQ)) + i(agpl(bl) + alPl(bg)),
P(a)b = (Pl(al)bl — Pl(a2>b2) + i(Pl(a2)b1 + Pl(al)bg),

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

which means that P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight A on A.
Now we show that P is symmetric. Since we have the decomposition a* = a; — ias,
we get
P(a*) = Pl(al) — z'Pl(ag).

On the other hand, we have
P(a)* = (Pl(al) + ’iP1<CL2>>* = P1<CL1)* — iPl(ag)* = Pl(al) — iPl(a2).

Hence P(a*) = P(a)* and then P is symmetric.

Therefore we get a map ¥ : I'y — I, such that W(P;) = P.

Finally, it is easy to verify that ® o W and W o ® are identity maps. And the
proposition is proved. O

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-Bazter operator of weight —1 on A;

(2) There is a direct sum decomposition A = A; & As, such that Ay and Ay are
C*-subalgebras of A and P is the projection of A onto A;.

Proof. Assume that P is an idempotent and symmetric Rota-Baxter operator of weight
—lon A. Let A; = P(A) and Ay = P(A), where P =id 4 —P. Then from [8, Theorem
1.1.13], we know that A; and A, are subalgebras of A, A = A; & A, is a direct sum
decomposition, and P is the projection of A onto A;. For any a = P(b) € A; with
b e A, we have

a* = P(b)" = P(b") € A;.

Hence A; is closed under the involution x and then self-adjoint. Now let {P(b,)} be
a sequence in A; that uniformly converges to a € A. Then since P is bounded and
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idempotent, we get {P(b,)} uniformly converges to P(a) € A;. Therefore A; is a
C*-subalgebra of A. It is similar to show that Aj is a C*-subalgebra of A.

Conversely, assume that we have a direct sum decomposition A = A; & A,, such
that A; and Ay are C*-subalgebras of A, and P is the projection of A onto A;.
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 = a; + a with a; € Ay and ay € A, then we
have a* = a] + a3. Since A; is a C*-subalgebra of A, we get a] € A;. Hence

P(a*) = a; = 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

lall = max({lar ][, [las]]) = flas [} = [ P(a)]]-

Hence we have

P
O

acAazo lall =
which means that P is bounded. O

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 z,y € H there is a product (x,y) which satisfies the following
properties:

(1) (z,y) = (y, ) for any z,y € H;
(ii) (Mz1 + Aaxa,y) = A1 (w1, y) + A2 (22, ) for any A\, Ay € C and x1, 25,y € H;
(iii) (z,z) =0 for = 0 and (x,z) > 0 for any nonzero x in H.

Then the norm of H induced from the inner product is defined by ||z| = \/{(x, z) 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 = € H, we sometimes denote f(z) by f.z. From [18], we know
that B(H) is a C*-algebra. In fact, the algebra B(#) is a Banach algebra with the
norm given by

Ifll=sup [[f(x)ll, VfeBH).

lzll<lzer

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

(f(x),y) =z, f"(y)), VfeB(H), VrycH.

For a projection p on the Hilbert space H, we mean that p is a linear operator on
H satisfying p?> = p and p* = p. We set p* = idy —p. Then we have H = H; ® Ho,
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where H, = pH and H, = p-H are orthogonal closed subspaces of H. We call the
projection p on H nontrivial if p is not equal to 0 and idy.

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 L, on B(H)
by

Ly(a) = pa
for any a € B(H). It is easy to verify that L, is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1
on B(H). Then (B(H), L,) 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 H; = pH and Ho = p*H, A
is a C*-subalgebra of B(#H) and A; is a C*-subalgebra of A. Note that we have
H=H, D Hs.

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

P(a).f(z) = f(P(a).x) + f(a.f(z)) + M(ax), VYae A, Vo eH.

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 A\ on A, we set P = —\idy —P.

Lemma 3.3. Let P be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1 on A. Then P is a Rota-

Baater operator matching p on Ay if and only if for any a € Ay and any v € H, we
have P(a).p(x) € Hy and P(a).p*(z) € Hs.

Proof. Assume that P matches p on A;. For any z € H and any a € A;, we have

P(a).p*(x) = p(P(a).p(x)) + p(a.p*(z)) — pla.p(z)).

As p? = p, we have
P(a).p(x) = p(P(a).p(z)) € Ha.
Similarly, one can show that P(a).pt(z) € Ho.
Conversely, assume that for any a € Ay and any = € H, we have P(a).p(x) € H;
and P(a).p(x) € Hy. We write # = 21+, with z; = p(z) € H, and 25 = p(z) € Ha.
Then we have

p(P(a).x) + plap(x)) — pla.r)

p(P(a).(z1 + x2)) + pla.21) — pla.(z1 + 2))
(P(a).
(P(a).

p(P(a).x1) + p(P(a).x2) — pa.xs)

)
P(a).x1) — p(P (a)wg).

P a

oo



Since P(a).z1 € Hy and P(a).z5 € Ha, we have

p(P(a).x) + pla.p(z)) — pla.x) = Pa).x1 = P(a).p(z),

which shows that P matches p on Aj;. O
As pt 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 Ay if and only if P matches p* on Aj.

Now we write an element x = x1+x9 € H with z; = p(z) € H; and 25 = pH(x) € Hs

as a vector r = El} . As shown in [3,Theorem 2.10], for any a € B(H), since
2

a.x = a(p(x)) + a(p™(z))
=p(a(p(x))) + p-(a(p(z))) + plalp*(2))) + p(a(p™(z)))
(

=(pap)(z1) + (pap ) (w2) + (prap)(z1) + (prap™)(z2),

@11 A12
)
A21  A22

we may write a as a matrix

S
I

with
a1 = pap : Hi — Ha, a9 :papl : Ho — Ha,
o1 = pLap cHy — Ha,  age = pLotpl tHo — Ho.

It is easy to show that the operations in B(#) coincides with the corresponding matrix
operations. For example, we have
ay, a;
o= o),
A1z Ao

which comes from

(a*)11 = pa*p = (pap)” = ajy,

(a*)12 = pa*p™ = (prap)* = a3,
( )21 = PLa*p = (papl)* = aba
(a”)

22 = PL@*pl (P ap ) = Q-

bll b12

And if b = {521 Doy

} € B(H), then

ab = a11011 4 a12b21  a11b12 + aj2ba
21011 4 agebar  ag1bia + ageba

In fact, we have
ab =(pap + pap™ + pap + prap™) (pbp + pbp™ + p-bp + prbp"h)
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=pappbp + pap™pbp + pappbp™ + pappbp* + pTappbp
+ praptptbp + prappbpt + praptpop*

=p(ai1bi1 + a12b21)p + paribia + a12bg2)p™ + pT (a2 by + assbar)p
+ PL(azlbm + 022522)PL-

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 Ay if and only if for any a € Ay, we have P(a)y; =0 and P(a)12 = ajs.

Proof. Assume that P matches p on A;. For any x; € H;, we have

P(a)zi(w1) = (p=P(a)p)(p(x)) = p~(P(a)-p(x)).
By Lemma 3.3, P(a).p(x) € H,. Hence P(a)2(z1) = 0 and then P(a)y; = 0. Similarly,
for any x5 € Ho, we have

P(a)iz(z2) = (pP(a)p™)(p (x)) = p(P(a).p™(x)).

Since P = id — P, we have

P(a)12(w2) = plap™(z)) — p(Pla).p™(z)) = ara(a) — p(P(a).p™(2)).
By Lemma 3.3, P(a).p*(z) € Hy. Therefore P(a)ia(xs) = ara(x3) and then P(a)y, =
aig.
Conversely, assume that for any a € A;, we have P(a)y; = 0 and P(a)12 = ap2. For
any x € H, we have

P(a).p(x) =pP(a)p(a1) + p* P(a)p(x1)
=pP(a)p(z1) + P(a)s(x1) = pP(a)p(x1) € Hi,

and
P(a).p"(z) =pP(a)p*(x2) + p* Pla)p* (z2)
=pap™ (x3) — pP(a)p*(z2) + p* Pla)p™ (z2)
=(a1z — P(a)12) () + p* P(a)p™(22) = p~ P(a)p™ (z2) € Ha.
Hence by Lemma 3.3, the Rota-Baxter operator P matches p on Aj. O

Note that the direct sum B(H;) & B(H2) can be regarded as a C*-subalgebra of
B(H) by the following embedding

0 a9

L B(H1) @ B(Hs) — BH); (ay, as) [al 0} :

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 Hi = pH
and Ho = 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-Baater operators of weight —1 on B(H1) ® B(H2).

Proof. Denote by I" the set of Rota-Baxter operators of weight —1 on B(#) matching
pon B(H), and by A the set of Rota-Baxter operators of weight —1 on B(H1)® B(Ha).

Assume that P € I". For any a; € B(H1) and ay € B(Hs), we have a = {cu 0] c

0 (05}
B(H) and

_|P@un 0
P(a) = [ 0 P(a)m} € B(H1) @ B(H>)

by Proposition 3.5. Hence we get a linear operator P’ on B(H;) ® B(H>) defined by
P" = P|pay)eBs)- 1t is obvious that P’ is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1 on
B(H1) @& B(Hz). Hence we have a map ® : I' — A defined by ®(P) = P'.

Conversely, assume that P’ € A. For any a = le 312] € B(H), we have
21 (22
{a(l]l aO } € B(H1) @ B(H2). We then define an operator P on B(H) by
22

_ a0 0 an
e )+ %]
It is obvious that P is linear.
We show that P is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1 on B(#). Assume that

/
P ([6%1 aO ]) = {aél a(’] } , then we have
22 22

_-CI,/H 0 0 192
Play=14 a;JJF{o o}‘

T /
For another element b = [2; 2:2 € B(H), we set P’ ({b(l]l b(zj) = {b(l)l bgj.

Hence we have

P(a)P(b) = {a/n aa| [0, b12} _ {a’llb’l1 al bia +a12b’22} |

0 a’22_ L 0 b 0 oy
Since _
aP(b) _ ailp apg 5/11 bio _ 0115/11 ay1b1a + a12b/22
agr age| [0 b agibyy  agibiy + anabiy |’
we get
_ CLHb/H 0 0 CL11b12 —+ a12b’22
PlaP(b)) = P ({ 0 ambus +asby| ) T |0 0 '

Similarly, we have

o [ |a11bin + ai2ba 0 0 alybi2 + ar2be
P(P(a)b) =P <[ 0 b + 0 0
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and

o [ |a11bin + aizba 0 0 aiibiz + ai2ba
Plab) = P ({ 0 a1b1 +a22b22D * [0 0 ] ‘

Therefore we find

P(aP(b)) + P(P(a)b) — P(ab)

:P, allb’ll + a’llbll — allbll 0 + 0 a126’22 + a/llblg
0 a22b/22 + CL/22b22 — CL22b22 0 0 '

On the other hand, since P’ € A, we have
ay, 0 []|b; O
0 aby| |0 by

:P, a1 0 blll 0 + CL,H 0 bll 0 - CL11b11 0
0 a2 0 b,22 0 CL/22 0 622 0 aggbgg '

Then we get

/ / / /
P(aP(b)) + P(P(a)b) — P(ab) = anby 0 10 anby, +anbi )
0 agby 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 W : A — I" defined by V(P’) = P.

It is easy to verify that W o ® and ® o U are identity maps. And so there is a 1-1
correspondence between A and I'. O

Remark 3.7. We can’t extend the above theorem to the C*-subalgebra A of B(H). For
a Rota-Bazter operator P’ of weight —1 on pAp ® ptAp*, 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(H,) & B(Hz).
The following lemma gives a method to construct Rota-Baxter operators on B(H;) &
B(H2).

Lemma 3.8. Let Ay and Ay be two C*-algebras. If P, and P, are Rota-Bazxter opera-
tors of weight A € C on Ay and As, respectively, then the operator

P=P & P: A& A — A & Ay; (a1,a2) — (Pi(ar), Pa(a2))
is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight X on A; & A,.

Proof. Is is trivial to check. O
Then using Lemma 3.8 and Theorem 3.6, we get

12



Corollary 3.9. Let P, be a Rota-Bazter operator of weight —1 on B(Hi) and let Py
be a Rota-Bazter operator of weight —1 on B(Hs). Then the operator

P [;5 1 };ﬂ : B(H) = B(H); [Zi Z;j —~ [Pl(g . pjéiig]

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

Recall that a Rota-Baxter operator P of weight A on A is called symmetric on A;
provided that
P(a*) = P(a)", Va € A;.

Proposition 3.10. If there is a Rota-Baxter operator P of weight —1 on A which is
symmetric and matches p on Ay, then we have Ay C B(H1) ® B(Ha).

aip aig

€ Ay, from Proposition 3.5, we have
a21  A22

Proof. For any a = [

po= " i)

On the other hand, since P is symmetric on 4, we have

_ e | (P(@)11)” 0
Play=pay =[P L 0]

Then we get a;2 = 0 and ay = 0. So A; C B(H1) & B(Hs). O

To state the last result of this subsection, we recall the definition of *-representation
from [18]. A s-representation m of the C*-algebra A is a x-homomorphism 7 : A —
B(H) with H a Hilbert space. We denote this *-representation of A by {m, H}. We
say {m, H} is topologically irreducible if 7(.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 {m, H} irreducible when either of the two conditions holds.

Corollary 3.11. Let {m, H} be a x-representation of a C*-algebra A. Then the repre-
sentation {m, 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 w(A) for some nontrivial projection
p on H.

Proof. If there is such a Rota-Baxter operator on 7(.A), then from Proposition 3.10,
we have 7(A) C B(pH)® B(p*H). Hence m(A) has a proper invariant closed subspace
pH of H. Therefore {m, H} is not irreducible.

Conversely, if the representation {m, H} is not irreducible, then 7(.A) has a proper
invariant closed subspace H;. There exists a projection p on H such that H; = pH.
Therefore 7(A).pH C pH. Define a linear operator P on B(#H) by

P(a) = pap + pap™ + 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 € w(.A) , we have b = P(b) and b* = P(b*)
from Proposition 3.5. Hence we find

Pb) =b=(")" = P(b),

13



which means that P is symmetric on 7(.A). O
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

|/ (a)]

acAazo |lal

IfIl =

As in [5], the function f is called a state on A if f is a positive linear functional and
|fIl = 1. The state f is called a pure state if there is not a X € (0,1) and two states
fi1 and fs on A, such that f = \fi + (1 — A) fo.

From [5, Theorem 1.9.6], for any state f on A, we can construct a Hilbert space
My and a *-representation {mp, Hs} of A. This method of building representations
from states is called GNS-constructions. From [5, Theorem 1.9.8], we know that the
representation {my, Hs} 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-Baater operator of weight —1 which is symmetric and matches p on w¢(A) for
some nontrivial projection p on Hy.

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-Bazter operator of weight
A on A. Let H be a Hilbert space and let P’ be a Rota-Bazter operator of weight \ on
B(H). Let 7 : (A, P) — (B(H), P') be a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism and
let f be a linear operator on H. Then {m,H, f} is a Rota-Baxter x-representation of
(A, P) into (B(H), P") if P matches f on w(A).

Hence {7, 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

m(P(a))(f(h)) = f(x(P(a))(h)) + f(m(a)(f(h))) + Af(m(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-Bazter operator of weight —1 on B(pH) ® B(p*H) and let P be the Rota-Bazter
operator of weight —1 on B(H) matching p that corresponding to P’ (See Theorem
3.6.). Then the embedding v : B(pH) ® B(p*H) — B(H) is a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra
homomorphism.

Proof. It needs to show that ¢t o P’ = P o, which is obvious. 0

Lemma 3.15. Let m : (A, P) — (A, B) and m @ (A}, P)) — (AL, Py) be two
Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphisms. Then the map

T=m ®m: A & A = Ay @AY (a1, b1) — (mi(ar), m2(br))

1s a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism.

14



Proof. It is easy to verify that 7 is a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism. O
Then we state the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 3.16. Let Hy and Hsy be two Hilbert spaces. Fori = 1,2, let P! be a Rota-
Bazter operator of weight —1 on B(H;), A; be a C*-subalgebra of B(H;), and let P; be
a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1 on A;. Set H = H, ® Hs. Let P’ be the unique
Rota-Baaxter operator of weight —1 on B(H) corresponding to P{@& Py on B(H1)® B(Hz)
(See Theorem 3.6 and Lemma 3.8.). Let p be the projection from H onto Hy. Then
the following two statements are equivalent:

(a) There are Rota-Baxter x-representations {m;, H;,ids, } from (A, P;) into (B(H,;), P})
with 1 =1,2;

(b) There is a Rota-Baxter x-representation {m,H,p} from (A & Az, P, & Py) into
(B(H), P') such that w(A;) C B(H;) fori=1,2.

Proof. Set A=A ® Ay and P = P, & Ps.
(a) = (b) Assume that (a) holds. Using Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15, we have a Rota-
Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism

71 (AL ® Ay, P @ P) " (B(H1) @ B(Hs), Pl ® Py) = (B(H), P').

It is obvious that 7(A;) C B(H,;) for i =1,2.
We check that P’ matches p on 7(A). For any a = (ay,a2) € A with a; € A; and
any h = (hy, hy) € H with h; € H;, we have

p(m(P(a))(h)) + p(m(a)(p(h))) — p(r(a)(h))
=p(m1(Pi(a1))(h1), ma(Pa(az))(h2)) + p(mi(ai)(h1),0) — p(mi(ar)(hy), m2(as)(he))
=m1(Pi(a1))(h1),

and
m(P(a))(p(h)) = (m1(Pi(a1)), m2(Pa(az))) (b1, 0) = mi(Pi(ar))(h1).

Hence P’ matches p on 7(A).
(a) < (b) Assume that (b) holds. As 7 is a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism,
for any a; € Ay and ay € Ay, we have

7TOP<CL1,CL2) = P/O7T(CL1,CL2>.

Taking as = 0, we get mo Py(a;) = P’ on(ay). Since Py(ay) € A; and w(ay) € B(H,),
we have

o Pi(a)) = P om(ay).
Hence we get a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism
m = 7|4 (A, P1) = (B(Ha), P)).
Similarly, we have a Rota-Baxter C*-algebra homomorphism
Ty = 7|, : (As, P2) = (B(Ha), Py).

Finally, since P’ matches p on 7(.A), one can show that P/ matches idy, on m;(A;) for
i=1,2. 0
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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) = {\ € Cla — Al 4 is not invertible},

where 14 is the identity element of A. If A is nonunital, then from [18, Proposition
1.1.7], there is a unital C*-algebra A; such that A4; ~ A@ C. Then for any a € A,
the spectrum of a is the spectrum of a as an element of A;. 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 a,, € B(H) and a € B(H), we say that a,, — a as n — oo
in the strong operator topology if ||a,.h — a.h|| — 0 as n — oo 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 < py < p3 <

- on H, such that ||[d,p,]|| = 0 and p, — idy as n — oo 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 ezists an increasing sequence of finite rank projections p1 < ps < ps < ---
on H and a sequence of Rota-Baxter operators {P,} of weight —1 on B(H), such
that p, — idy as n — oo in the strong operator topology, and P, are symmetric
on C*(d) and matches p, on B(H) for anyn > 1.

Proof. For any x € H,n € N and b € B(H), we have p-bp,(x) € p-H and p,bp-(x) €
pnH. Therefore we find

H[bvpn]H = Hpi_bpn —pnbpin Z ||p7JL_prL||

And similarly we have
116, alll = [lpnbpy |-
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On the other hand, it holds

116, ]|l = |pwbpn — Pabpyy || < P bpall + Ipabpy ||

Therefore ||[b, p,]|| = 0 if and only if ||ptbp,|| = 0 and ||p,bp: || = 0.

(a) = (b) Assume that d is block diagonal. Then there exists an increasing sequence
of finite rank projections p; < ps < p3 < --- on H, such that ||[d,p,]|| = 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 = biby---b, with b, = d or d* for 1 < k < n, we set |b] = n. We first
prove that for any b € A, ||[b, p,]|| = 0 by induction on |b|. The case of |b] = 1 is trivial.
For |b] > 2, we can assume that there is a by € A such that |b;| = |b| — 1, and b = byd
without loss of generality. We have

1Py bpall = |pwbipad + pybi[d, py|
< lpwbipad|] + |lpy b1 [d, o] |
< Nlmbipalllldll + lox 11161111, pa]ll-

Hence using the inductive assumption ||p,ybip,|| = 0 and the fact ||[d, p,]|| = 0, we find
|lpbp,|| = 0. Similarly we get ||p,bp;-|| = 0. Therefore we have ||[b, p,.]|| = 0.

Using the above result, it is easy to know that for any b € C*(d), we have ||[b, p,]|| =
0. Define a linear operator P, on B(#) such that for any a € B(H) we have

P,(a) = paap, + praps + paap;-.

Then P, is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1 matching p, on B(H) by Corollary
3.9. Finally, for any b € C*(d), as

[Pn(b) = B (6%)"]|
= |[pubpn + Do 00y + Pabpy — Pabpy — Doy — Py bpa|
= l[pabp — prbpnl
< |[pabpy || + [lp5 bl = 0,
we have P, (b) = P, (b*)*.
(b) = (a) Assume that (b) holds. Then using Proposition 3.10, we know that
C*(d) C B(p,H) @ B(p:H) for any n € N. Hence ||p,dp.|| = ||pdp,|| = 0. Therefore

I[d, p]|| = 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 < py < p3 <

on H, such that ||[d,p,]|| = 0 as n — oo and p, — idy as n — oo 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:

17



(a) The operator d is quasidiagonal;

(b) There ezists an increasing sequence of finite rank projections p; < py < p3 <
on H and a sequence of Rota-Baxter operators { P,} of weight —1 on B(H), such
that P, matches p, on B(H) for anyn > 1, p, — idy and || P,(b) — P, (b*)*|| — 0
for any b € C*(d) as n — oo.

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

1[0, 2a]ll = llowbonll, b palll > l[pnboy |,
and
11, alll < 1o bon || + Ilpabpy |-

Therefore ||[b, p,]|| — 0 as n — oo if and only if ||prbp,|| — 0 and ||p,bp.|| — 0 as
n — 0o.

(a) = (b) Assume that d is quasidiagonal. Then there exists an increasing sequence
of finite rank projections p; < ps < p3 < --- on H, such that ||[d,p,]]| — 0 and
Pn — idy as n — oo.

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 — oo by induction on |b|. The case
of [b|] = 1 is trivial. For |b] > 2, we can assume that there is a by € A such that
|b1] = |b] — 1, and b = b;d without loss of generality. We have

Pl < Nl bapulllldll + llpz 1011, pall

Hence using the inductive assumption, we find ||pdp,|| — 0 as n — co. Similarly we
get ||pbpt|| = 0 as n — oo. Therefore we have ||[b, p,]|| — 0 as n — oc.

Using the above result, it is easy to know that for any b € C*(d), we have ||[b, p,.]|| —
0 as n — oo.

Define a linear operator P, on B(#) such that for any a € B(#) we have

P,(a) = ppap, + pyap; + pnap;..

Then P, is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight —1 matching p, on B(H) by Corollary
3.9. Finally, for any b € C*(d), as

1Pa(0) = Pu(6%) ]| < llpabpry | + Nl bpall,

we have || P,(b) — P,(b*)*]] = 0 as n — 0.
(a) < (b) Assume that (b) holds. For any ¢ > 0, there is a N such that for any
n > N we have
[1P(d) = Puld™)"|| < e.

Then we find

_ diz
it ~| o] < ]
= [|1Pu(d) = Po(d)"]| <e.
Hence ||p;tdp,|| — 0 as n — co. We can prove that ||p,dp.|| — 0 similarly. Finally we
have ||[d, p,]|| — 0 as n — oo. O

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