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THE DIAGONAL DIMENSION OF SUB-C*-ALGEBRAS

KANG LI, HUNG-CHANG LIAO, AND WILHELM WINTER

ABSTRACT. We introduce diagonal dimension, a version of nuclear
dimension for diagonal sub-C*-algebras (sometimes also referred to
as diagonal C*-pairs). Our concept has good permanence proper-
ties and detects more refined information than nuclear dimension.
In many situations it is precisely how dynamical information is
encoded in an associated C*-pair.

For free actions on compact Hausdorff spaces, diagonal dimen-
sion of the crossed product with its canonical diagonal is bounded
above by a product involving Kerr’s tower dimension of the ac-
tion and covering dimension of the space. It is bounded below
by the dimension of the space, by the asymptotic dimension of
the group, and by the fine tower dimension of the action. For
a locally compact, Hausdorff, étale groupoid, diagonal dimension
of the groupoid C*-algebra is bounded below by the dynamic as-
ymptotic dimension of the groupoid. For free Cantor dynamical
systems, diagonal dimension (defined at the level of the crossed
product C*-algebra) and tower dimension (an entirely dynamical
notion) agree on the nose. Similarly, for a finitely generated group
diagonal dimension of its uniform Roe algebra with the canonical
diagonal agrees precisely with asymptotic dimension of the group.
This statement also holds for uniformly bounded metric spaces.
We apply the lower bounds above to a number of further examples
which show how diagonal dimension keeps track of information not
seen by nuclear dimension.

INTRODUCTION

With every topological dynamical system G ~ X, where G is a dis-
crete group and X is a compact Hausdorff space, one can naturally and
canonically associate C*-algebras via various crossed product construc-
tions.

Important and notoriously hard questions then are to what extent
C*-algebras remember the underlying dynamical systems and how to
extract dynamical information from the algebras. In this paper we will
be interested in a particular aspect of the second question: How can
dimension type information of dynamical systems be read of from the
associated C*-algebras?

We will see that one can expect only very limited answers from
crossed products C(X) x G alone, and that one should be prepared
to also keep track of the canonical inclusion of C'(X) (which exists be-

cause we assume the group to be discrete). Then the underlying space
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is recorded as the spectrum of the abelian subalgebra, and our initial
questions now ask what the position of this subalgebra can tell us about
the dynamics. The problem remains hard, but a handle is provided by
the set of normalisers, i.e., by elements of the crossed product which
conjugate C(X) into itself.

Rigidity questions as above from the C*-algebra point of view are
particularly relevant when the group or at least the action is amenable.
In this situation there is essentially only one crossed product, which is
nuclear, and we have strong tools to analyse and compare such C*-
algebras. If the action is free and minimal, the crossed product is
simple and we even have far-reaching classification results available on
the C*-side. Such classification theorems allow us to decide whether
two crossed products, at least if they have finite nuclear dimension, are
isomorphic as C*-algebras by just computing their (ordered) K-theory
and determining their tracial state spaces. Here, tracial states corre-
spond to invariant Borel probability measures on the underlying topo-
logical space, and we have efficient tools to compute K-theory (which
is usually easier to describe in terms of the algebra than the dynamical
system). Nuclear dimension is a notion of noncommutative covering di-
mension which is defined in terms of approximations of the C*-algebra
by a uniformly bounded number (of which we think as colours) of finite
dimensional C*-algebras. If the underlying space is finite dimensional
and the group is sufficiently nice, e.g. the integers, then the crossed
product does have finite nuclear dimension, so classification as above
applies.

Dimension type properties occur at the level of dynamical systems in
many and sometimes subtle and surprising ways. On the one hand there
is covering dimension of the space, and on the other hand the group
(even if it is discrete hence zero dimensional as a topological space)
may have interesting dimension like features, most notably asymptotic
dimension in the sense of Gromov. More surprisingly, these properties
often interact and yield stunning phenomena and applications, e.g. to
embedding problems in topological dynamics (see [31], 22]), or to the
structure of flow spaces which in turn has been relevant for the Farrell-
Jones conjecture (see [4, 3]).

It is an intriguing consequence of classification that one can have
free and minimal, uniquely ergodic actions of the integers on non-
homeomorphic compact spaces with isomorphic crossed product C*-
algebras. Moreover, there are classes of dynamical systems with very
different dimension type properties, yet their crossed products all have
the same nuclear dimension (namely one). This shows that a crossed
product C*-algebral] C (X) %, G in itself can only be expected to carry

We have reduced crossed products in mind, and keep track of this point of view
in our notation, even though we will stick to situations where the groups or at least
the actions are amenable, hence the full and the reduced crossed products coincide.
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limited information about the underlying dynamics, and it is one of
the reasons to also consider the canonical inclusion of C'(X) and the
set of normalisers.

When the action is free, the sub-C*-algebra (C(X) C C(X) %, G) is
in fact a diagonal, i.e., C(X) is maximal abelian, it is the image of a
faithful conditional expectation, normalisers generate all of C'(X) %, G
as a C*-algebra, and every pure state on C(X) extends uniquely to
C(X) x;G. One can define diagonal pairs in this sense also when there
is no underlying dynamical system; the ambient C*-algebra of such a
pair (D C A) is then a groupoid C*-algebra. We study normalisers of
sub-C*-algebras and maps between them in Section [

Our main definition (Definition 2.1] below) describes a noncommu-
tative version of covering dimension in terms of colouring numbers of
completely positive approximations, which at the same time keep track
of the given abelian subalgebra and its normalisers.

Definition A. Let (D C A) be a sub-C*-algebra with D abelian. We
say (D C A) has diagonal dimension at most d, dimgi,e(D C A) < d, if
for every finite subset F C A and € > 0 there exist a finite-dimensional
C*-algebra FF = FO @ ... @ F¥ with a diagonal subalgebra Dy =
DO @ ... .® D@ and completely positive maps

A 254
such that

(1) v is contractive,

(2) [ey(a) — al| < ¢ for every a € F,

(3) for each i = 0,...,d, the map | is completely positive con-
tractive with order zero, i.e., it preserves orthogonality,

(4) ¢(D) < Dy,

(5) for each 7, p maps every normaliser of D@ in F(9) to a normaliser

of D in A.

When D = {0}, then conditions (4) and (5) are trivially satisfied and
diagonal dimension of (D C A) precisely agrees with nuclear dimension
of A, so our notion indeed generalises nuclear dimension to sub-C*-
algebras. If D contains an approximate unit for A, then finite diagonal
dimension implies that (D C A) is a diagonal in the sense explained
above. We introduce this concept and derive its basic properties in
Section

As one should expect, diagonal dimension has good permanence
properties with respect to direct sums, tensor products, hereditary sub-
algebras, unitisations, quotients, inductive limits, and stabilisations.
The zero-dimensional case can be characterised in terms of AF alge-
bras with canonical diagonals. We derive these results in Sections [3

and [l
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We are excited about the notion of diagonal dimension because it al-
lows to recover purely dynamical information from purely C*-algebraic
data. Let us recall the notion of tower dimension introduced by Kerr in
[26], Definition 4.3], in order to explain this in more detail (a full account
is given in Section [Hl). Suppose G ~ X is an action so that for every
finite subset £ C G there are finite families (V});c; of open subsets of
X and (S;) e of finite subsets of G, and a partition J = JOu...LJ@
such that

(1) UjeJ SV =X,
(2) for every x € X there are j € J and t € S; such that z € tV;
and Et C S;,
(3) for each ¢ € {0,...,d} the sets sV, are pairwise disjoint for
s€S;,jeJ0.
Then, the action is said to have tower dimension at most d, written
dimyey (X, G) < d.

We can now state our first main result (Theorem [5.4] below), which
relates the dynamical and C*-algebraic notions of covering dimension
described above. (We use the suggestive dim™ notation whenever our
statements involve products of dimensions, since then what matters is
the number of colours, i.e., the value of the dimension plus one.)

Theorem B. Let o : G ~ X be an action of a countable, discrete,
amenable group on a compact Hausdorff space. Then

dim;} ! (X, G)
< dimJ;,, (C(X) € C(X) %; G)
< dim{! (X, Q) - dim™(X).

In particular, if X is zero-dimensional then
dimgoy (X, G) = dimgiee (C(X) C C(X) %, G).

Let us now describe how diagonal dimension is relevant for coarse
geometry, which studies ‘large-scale’ properties of metric spaces. We
restrict ourselves to discrete metric spaces of bounded geometry, which
cover the important motivating examples of finitely generated discrete
groups equipped with word-length metrics. Following Gromov, such a
space X is said to have asymptotic dimension at most d, asdim(X) < d,
if for every R > 1 there is a cover U of X such that the members of U
have uniformly bounded diameter such that every R-ball in X intersects
at most d + 1 members of U

The uniform Roe algebra C:(X) associated with X can then be de-
fined as the C*-algebra generated by operators with finite propagation
on the Hilbert space /2(X); see [4I]. In the case of a finitely gener-
ated group G, it can be identified with the crossed product £>°(G) x, G
(with the action being left translation). It was shown only recently that
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the uniform Roe algebra determines X as a metric space up to coarse
equivalence (see [5]), a notion under which asymptotic dimension is
invariant. This in particular means that the asymptotic dimension of
X is encoded in the uniform Roe algebra; the question then is how
to read of this information. In [52], abstract properties of the sub-
C*-algebra (/>°(X) C C*(X)) were identified which ensure that every
such Roe Cartan subalgebra yields a coarse equivalence of the underly-
ing spaces. With diagonal dimension at hand we can now read of the

precise value of asymptotic dimension from the uniform Roe algebra
(combining Theorem [7.7 and Corollary [(.§)) as follows:

Theorem C. For X a discrete metric space with bounded geometry,
we have

dimgiag (0°(X) C C (X)) = asdim(X).
Moreover, we have
dimgiag (B C Ci (X)) = asdim(X)
for every Roe Cartan subalgebra (B C C}(X)).

Topological dynamical systems and metric spaces of bounded geom-
etry can be studied in the joint framework of (locally compact, Haus-
dorff, étale) groupoids; see [38] 21] and our Section [6l below. With such
a groupoid G one can associate a sub-C*-algebra (Cy(G¥) c C*(G)),
and it turns out that every diagonal sub-C*-algebra (hence in particu-
lar every sub-C*-algebra with finite diagonal dimension) indeed comes
from a groupoid which is principal (a notion analogous to freeness for
dynamical systems) and possibly twisted (a notion which we will not
require in our applications); see Proposition

Proposition D. Let (D4 C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra
with finite diagonal dimension. Then there is an — up to isomorphism
uniquely determined — twisted, étale, locally compact, Hausdorff, prin-
cipal groupoid (G, %) such that (Da C A) is isomorphic to (Co(G?) C
C:(G, ).

Guentner, Willett, and Yu have generalised asymptotic dimension
to the notion of dynamic asymptotic dimension for groupoids (written
dad(G); spelling out the definition requires some preparation and we
postpone it to Definition below). The concept has been related to
tower dimension in [26], and just like tower dimension, it provides a
lower bound for diagonal dimension of the associated sub-C*-algebra;
see Theorem below:

Theorem E. Let G be a locally compact, Hausdorff, étale groupoid.
Then

dad(G) < dimaing (Co(G"”) C C1(G)).
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The theorems above consist of upper and lower bounds for diagonal
dimension. The upper bounds yield a plethora of examples of sub-
C*-algebras with finite diagonal dimension. The proofs are essentially
contained in existing ones for nuclear dimension — we more or less just
have to follow those arguments and make sure they can be adjusted to
also keep track of diagonal subalgebras.

The lower bounds show that diagonal dimension is genuinely a more
sensitive invariant than nuclear dimension. The proofs, albeit some-
times technical to write down, are natural in the sense that the covers
required by tower dimension or by (dynamic) asymptotic dimension
can be constructed explicitly from completely positive approximations
in the sense of Definition [Al This process requires a certain amount
of rigidity, which is ensured by the order zero condition (3) in tandem
with the normaliser condition (5) of the definition.

Our examples for which diagonal dimension carries interesting infor-
mation range from Cantor actions of locally finite, or virtually nilpo-
tent, or Grigorchuk groups, over actions of amenable and residually
finite groups on profinite completions, to universal minimal flows with
finite asymptotic dimension. We work through these examples in Sec-
tion [71
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1. SUB-C*-ALGEBRAS AND NORMALISERS

For a C*-algebra A, we write A, for the set of positive elements in A
and A' and Al for the norm-closed unit balls of A and A, respectively.

Definition 1.1. If A is a C*-algebra containing another C*-algebra D
we write (D C A) for this setup and call it a sub-C*-algebra, or a pair
of C*-algebras, or just a C*-pair. A sub-C*-algebra (D C A) is said to
be nondegenerate if D contains an approximate unit for A.

Remarks 1.2. (i) Our notation is reminiscent of that for subfactors;
it indicates that all three pieces of data — D, A, and the position of D
in A — carry crucial information.

(ii) A sub-C*-algebra (D C A) is nondegenerate if and only if the
positive open unit ball of D forms an approximate unit for A. If (D C
A) is a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra and A is unital, then D contains
the unit of A.

Definition 1.3. Let (D C A) be a sub-C*-algebra. An element a € A
is called a normaliser of D in A if aDa* + a*Da C D. We also say a
normalises D. The collection of normalisers of D in A is denoted by

Na(D).

Note that N4(D) is closed under multiplication, involution, and
norm-limits. It is in general not closed under addition.

Definition 1.4 (see [29] 39, 40]). Let (D C A) be a sub-C*-algebra.
D is a Cartan subalgebra of A if

(0) (D C A) is nondegenerate,
(1) D is a maximal abelian *-subalgebra of A (a masa, for short),
(2) D is regular, in the sense that N4(D) generates A as a C*-
algebra, and
(3) there exists a faithful conditional expectation from A onto D,
i.e., a completely positive contractive map ® : A — D which is
injective on A, and satisfies ®|p = idp.
If, in addition, D has the unique extension property relative to A, that
is, every pure state on D extends uniquely to a pure state on A, then
D is said to be a diagonal in A. We note that condition (0) above was
shown in [36] to be redundant in connection with conditions (1) and

(2).

Example 1.5. Let (Dp C F) be a sub-C*-algebra with F' (hence also
Dp) finite-dimensional. If Dp is a masa, it is a diagonal. Moreover,
any two diagonals of F' are unitary conjugates of each other.

Definition 1.6. If F' is a finite-dimensional C*-algebra and Dp is a
masa of F', we say an element v in F' is a matriz unit with respect to Dp
if v*v and vv* are minimal projections in Dp. Note that every matrix
unit is a normaliser of Dp, and that, if v is a matrix unit, then so is
A - for every A € C with |A| = 1.
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The set of normalisers is obviously closed under multiplication, but
not at all under addition. The next proposition, taken from [29] Ex-
ample 2°], characterises normalisers of diagonals in finite-dimensional
C*-algebras. It nicely illustrates the role of orthogonality in this con-
text, and provides first evidence why order zero maps will play a role.
We will return to the matter in Proposition and in Section 2]

Proposition 1.7. If F is a finite dimensional C*-algebra with a diago-
nal Dg, then any normaliser for Dg is a linear combination of pairwise
orthogonal matrixz units with respect to Dp.

It is not hard to conclude from the proposition above that any pos-
itive normaliser of Dp in fact belongs to Dp. This fails if Dp is not
maximal abelian (take for example Dp = {0}). However, any positive
normaliser will at least commute with Dg. This was shown as a general
fact also outside the finite dimensional setting in [36, Proposition 2.1].
We include below a different proof which may be interesting in its own
right. We also use this to observe that continuous functions of positive
normalisers are again normalisers.

Lemma 1.8. Let (D C A) be a sub-C*-algebra with D abelian. If e is
a positive contraction in Na(D) then e belongs to AND" (soif D is a
masa, then e € D). Moreover, f(e) normalises D for any continuous
function f on the spectrum of e with f(0) = 0.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that C*(D,e) is not abelian. Then
there exists an irreducible representation

m:C*(D,e) — B(H)

such that H 2 C.

Now if (D) was contained in C- 14, then m|c-() was an irreducible
representation of an abelian C*-algebra on a Hilbert space of dimension
strictly greater than one; this is impossible, so 7(D) ¢ C - 14.

It follows that the spectrum of 7~(D~) (where D~ is the smallest
unitisation of D and 7™ is the unitisation of 7) contains at least two
points, at least one of which is also in the spectrum of 7(D). But then
there are d € D} and b € (D™)} such that 0 # w(d), 0 # 7~(b), and
db = 0.
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For k € N we now compute

bekdl[? = [be*d2e b
< ||beFdeFb||
= ||be*debReFdet |2
= HerkdekekdeRbQH%
< ||b2ekderdev? |2
— ||be* deFbder v 2
=0,

where we have used that e is a positive contraction normalising D, so

that in particular e*de* € D commutes with b € D™~. As a consequence
we have

bC*(D,e)d = {0}. (1.1)
Because both 7(d) and 7~ (b) are nonzero, so are the closed linear
subspaces 7(C*(D, e)d)H and 7~(b)H of H. At the same time, they

are orthogonal by (IL1]), and the subspace 7(C*(D,e)d)H is invariant
under 7(C*(D,e)). This shows that 7 is not irreducible and we have
reached the desired contradiction, proving that e and D commute.

The second assertion is a trivial consequence of maximality together
with the first statement.

For the third statement, note that for any d € D and 0 # k,m € N,

62kd62m — ek—l—mdek-l—m =)

since e commutes with D and e*™ is a normaliser of D. It follows that

for any even polynomial p with vanishing constant term we have

p(e)*dp(e) = p(e)dp(e) € D.
But any f € Cy(o(e) \ {0}) can be approximated in norm by even
polynomials, so f(e) normalises D. O

In the remainder of this section we discuss circumstances under which
sub-C*-algebras and their normalisers are preserved under maps.

The first observation is that one cannot expect to say much without
suitable nondegeneracy conditions: If (D C A) is a sub-C*-algebra
such that the normaliser N4(D) is not all of A, then the identity map
id: ({0} € A) — (D C A) preserves the sub-C*-algebra structure, but
A = N4({0}) & Na(D). Conversely, id : (D C A) — ({0} C A) sends
Na(D) to Na({0}), but not D to {0}.

The second observation concerns the types of maps which may pre-
serve normalisers. Since the definition of normalisers involves the mul-
tiplicative structure, one cannot expect general statements for maps
which are just linear. On the other hand, we will need to consider
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maps more general than *-homomorphisms. Lemma [[.8 suggests that
positivity will play a role, and in view of Proposition [L.7, it seems nat-
ural to consider maps preserving orthogonality (but not necessarily the
full multiplicative structure).

Recall that a completely positive (c.p. for short) map ¢ : A — B
between C*-algebras is said to be order zero if it preserves orthogo-
nality, i.e., p(a)p(b) = 0 whenever a,b € A, satisfy ab = 0. By the
structure theorem for order zero maps (see [57, Theorem 3.3]), every
c.p. order zero map ¢ : A — B has the form ¢(.) = hm,(.), where
T, is a *-homomorphism from A into a larger C*-algebra (one can take
the bidual B**, for example) and h is a positive contraction in that
larger C*-algebra which commutes with the image of m,. (If A is uni-
tal then in fact we may take h = ¢(14).) We say 7, is a supporting
*~homomorphism for .

Proposition 1.9. Let (D4 C A) and (D C B) be two sub-C*-algebras
with Dy and Dg abelian. Let ¢ : A — B be a positive linear map.

(i) If (Dp C B) is nondegenerate and p(Na(D4)) C Ny(Dg), then
QO(DA) C DB.

(i) If ¢ is c.p. order zero with p(D4) C Dg, and if Ds admits an
approzimate unit (uy)o for A such that p(uq)Dpp(us) C @(Da) for
all o, then (Na(Da)) C Ng(Dg).

(i) If (Da C A) is nondegenerate and ¢ is a *-homomorphism
such that ©(Dy) is a hereditary subalgebra of Dy, then @(Na(D4)) C
N5(Dg).

Proof. (i) (Cf. [30, Lemma 1.6].) By hypothesis, ¢ maps positive nor-
malisers to positive normalisers. Now if (ug)s C Dp is an approximate
unit for B, we have for any 0 < a € Dy
1 . 1
o(a) = (p(a)?)2 = (limg p(a)ugp(a))2 C Dp.

By linearity this implies ¢(D4) C Dg.

(i) Given a € Na(D,) and d € Dg, we will show that ¢(a)dp(a)*
belongs to Dg. By assumption for each a there exists an element d,, in
D 4 such that p(ds) = p(ua)de(u,). Let T, : A — B** be a supporting
*-homomorphism for ¢. Then

ladya®) = my(a)p(da)mp(a™)
= ()P (ua)dip(Ua) e (a")
= p(auq)dp(uqa®),
which implies
p(a)dp(a)* = lim, p(ad,a*) € p(D4) C Dg.
(iii) Since p(D4) C Dpg is a hereditary subalgebra, we have

¢(ta)Dpp(ua) C 0(Da)Dpp(Da) = ¢(Da)
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for any approximate unit (u,), for D4 and the assertion follows from
(ii). O
Remark 1.10. One can prove a slightly more involved version of
Proposition [LI(iii) for order zero maps. We restrict ourselves to the
case of *~homomorphisms since it is simpler and covers the applica-
tion we particularly care about: If (Dp C B) is a sub-C*-algebra with
Dpg abelian, then (Dp C DgBDpg) is a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra
which satisfies
NB(DB) = NDBBDB(DB)'

This makes it possible to pass to nondegenerate sub-C*-algebras with-
out changing the involved sets of normalisers.

2. DIAGONAL DIMENSION

Below we define the diagonal dimension of a sub-C*-algebra as an ap-
proximation property and establish some of its basic features. We
derive an equivalent characterisation which also applies to nuclear di-
mension and which only involves the incoming maps. A large part of
this section will be spent on showing that finite diagonal dimension
in fact implies that the subalgebra is diagonal in the sense of Defini-

tion [L.4L see Theorem 2,10l

Definition 2.1. Let (D4 C A) be a sub-C*-algebra with D4 abelian.
We say (Dy C A) has diagonal dimension at most d, written as
dimgiag(Da C A) < d, if for every finite subset 7 C A and € > 0
there exist a finite-dimensional C*-algebra F' with a masa Dy and c.p.
maps

A2 A
such that

(1) 9 is contractive,

(2) |ley(a) — al| < ¢ for every a € F,

(3) F decomposes into FF = FO @ ... @ F@ such that o = |
is completely positive contractive (c.p.c. for short) order zero
for each i =0,...,d,

(4) ¥(Da) C Dy,

(5) ¢ maps every matrix unit with respect to Dp into N4(D4).

As common for notions of dimension we write dimgiag(Da C A) =d
if d is the least integer such that dimgi,e(Da C A) < d. If no such d
exists we write dimgiag(Da C A) = 0.

By a system of c.p. approzimations witnessing dimgig(Da C A) < d
we mean a net (Fy, Dp,, ¥y, pa)rea of approximations as above with
Ay — id4 in the point-norm topology.

Similarly, a single approximation (F, Dg,,¢) as in Definition 2]
with respect to a given finite subset F C A and ¢ > 0 will be called a
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c.p. approzimation witnessing dimgiag(Da C A) < d for (F,e) (or for
F within ¢).

Remarks 2.2. (i) Upon dropping conditions (4) and (5) of Definition
2.1 one recovers the nuclear dimension of A (as in [58] Definition 2.1]),
whence

dimpucA < dimgiag(Da C A)
for any sub-C*-algebra (D4 C A).

If Dy = {0} then conditions (4) and (5) are automatically satis-
fied, so that nuclear dimension and diagonal dimension agree in this
situation,

dimp,c A = dimgie ({0} C A).

If (D4 C A) is nondegenerate and dimgiag(Da C A) is finite, then
for a system of approximations (Fy, Dp,,¥x, ©x)aea as in Definition
2.1 we have ¢,(D4) C Dp, and (by Proposition [LI(i)) ¢x(Dpg,) C
D,. Therefore, (Dp,,¥\|Da, ¢|r,) is a system of c.p. approximations
witnessing

dim,,.Dg < dimdiag(DA C A)
(It will follow from Theorem B.I[iii) that dimgias(Da C DaAD,) <
dimgiag(Da C A), whence non-degeneracy is a red herring in the state-
ment above.)

It also follows directly from the definitions that

dimnuC(CQ(X)) = dimdiag(Co (X) C Co(X))

for any abelian C*-algebra Cy(X).

(i) If dimgiag(Da C A) = d then the maps ¢ in Definition 2.1l satisty
|le|l < d+ 1 (but are not necessarily contractive). Moreover, when
(D4 C A) is nondegenerate, the same argument as in [58, Remark 2.2
(iv)] shows that in Definition 2] one may assume that the composition
p1 is contractive. On the other hand, given a positive contraction
h € A we can define

= her(4)(
b= p(h) "2 )(h
¢ = ((h)z .(h)
)

Then ¢ becomes contractive and gbzﬂ(a = @y (a) for all a € A satisfying
ha = a = ah (see the proof of [58, Proposition 4.3]). Note that,
however, the map ¢ in general is no longer a sum of order zero maps.

(iii) The proof of [58, Proposition 3.2] shows that (possibly after
throwing away some summands of F') we may assume the maps ¢, in
a system of c.p. approximations witnessing dimgi,e(Da C A) < d to be
almost order zero, i.e.,

h)) C F,
)72

A— F,
)i F—s A (2.1)

[ox(@)Pa(B)]| — 0

whenever a,b € A, satisfy ab = 0.
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Moreover, by [56, Proposition 4.2] and its proof, if A is unital then
for any system of c.p. approximations witnessing dimgi,s(Da C A) < d
we have o o

lo3"03) (1) a = V60 (@) — 0
for all @ € A and @ € {0,...,d} (the separability assumption in [50]
Proposition 4.2] is not essential at this point).

(iv) Although we required D 4 to be abelian in Definition 2] this is in
fact automatic when (D4 C A) has finite diagonal dimension. Indeed,
let (F, Dp,,¥a, ©x)aca be a system of c.p. approximations witnessing
dimgiag(Da C A) < d. By Remark Z2(iii) we may assume the maps
¥y to be almost order zero. In particular the map

V:Da— 1] Dr/@, D,

induced by the ¥, |p, has order zero. Since p 1y — id4 pointwise, the
map v is faithful. Now a supporting *-homomorphism Ty maps Dy
into an abelian C*-algebra. As 1) is faithful, the map 75 1s necessarily
an embedding. This shows that D, is abelian.

(v) In Definition 2.1l one may replace condition (5) by the — formally
stronger, but in fact equivalent — condition

(57) QO(i)(NF(i)(DF(i))) - NA(DA), 1=0,....d.

In this way one can avoid using matrix units in the definition and
phrase it more symmetrically. We nonetheless preferred to use (5) in
2.1], since matrix units will be used heavily in proofs.

Note that the condition in (5’) is required for each colour i separately.
This cannot be improved: For example, the sub-C*-algebra (D, C
A) = (C([0,1], Dg) C C([0,1], M)) (with (Dy C M) the standard
diagonal) has diagonal dimension 1, but using Proposition [[.7] one can
show that diagonal dimension 1 cannot be witnessed by approximations
with QO(NF(DF)) C NA(DA)

(vi) If dimgiag(Da C A) is finite, then Dy, is regular in A: In-
deed, if (Fy, Dp,, ¥z, py) is a system of c.p. approximations witnessing
dimgiag(Da C A) = d, then the span of the union (J, ¢x(F)) is dense
in A. Since @, (v) belongs to Na(Dy) for each matrix unit v in F) and
these elements span the subspace ¢, (F)), we see that A is generated

by Na(Da).

Next we give characterisations of nuclear dimension and of diagonal
dimension which do not involve the maps ¢ : A — F. In [44] Theorem
6.2], Sato gave an explicit one-sided characterisation of decomposition
rank (cf. [28]) for unital separable C*-algebras in terms of sequence al-
gebras. This result could be adapted to characterise nuclear dimension
as well, and also to cover the nonunital case. Such a result would then
also yield the statement about nuclear dimension in the proposition be-
low, but it is not at all obvious how to handle diagonal dimension along
these lines. It is also worth mentioning that our method is different
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in the sense that it bypasses the heavy machinery involving Connes’
theorem used in [44]. In the same vein, the characterisation of nuclear
dimension from Proposition easily passes to quotients, thus giving a
proof that finite nuclear dimension passes to quotients which does not
involve the — notoriously heavy — respective statement for nuclearity.

Proposition 2.3. For a C*-algebra A, dim,,A < d if and only if the
following holds:

If F C Al is a finite subset admitting a positive contraction h € A}
such that ha = ah = a for all a € F, then for every ¢ > 0 there is a
linear map ¢ : F' — A such that

1) F=FOg.. . & F9 s qa finite dimensional C*-algebra,

( g

(2) @ := p|pw is c.p.c. order zero for each i,

(3) for every a € F U{h} there is b, = Wa.. ot e F' with

l(ba) —all <&
and, for each i and each a € F,
I (®)a — O] <.

When (Dy C A) is a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra with D 4 abelian,
then we have dimgiag(Da C A) < d if and only if the following holds:

If F c Al is a finite subset admitting a positive contraction h €
(Da)L such that ha = ah = a for all a € F, then for every e > 0 there
is a linear map ¢ : F — A satisfying conditions (1), (2) and (3) as
above and, in addition, there is a masa Dp = D}O) D...0 D;fl) C F=
FO @ . @ FY9 such that for each i € {0,...,d}

¢ (Npo) (Dp)) C Na(Da) (2.2)

and such that b,(f) can be chosen to lie in Dp).
Note that, if A is unital, the element h above can simply be taken to
be the unit of A.

Proof. For the forward implication of the statement about nuclear di-
mension let us first consider the case where A is unital. We may then
assume 14 € F, which implies h = 14 € F. Then take a c.p.c.
approximation (F,1), ) witnessing dim,,.A < d for F within ¢; by
[56, Proposition 4.2] (also cf. Remark 2.2)(iii)) we may assume that the
approximation in addition satisfies || (14)a — @@ (a)|| < e.
With b, := ¢(a) for a € F this yields the characterisation of nuclear
dimension in the proposition.

If A is not unital, essentially the same argument works upon modi-
fying the proof of [56, Proposition 4.2] to yield a nonunital version as
follows: First, replace 14 by h in all places and delete the (unique oc-
currence of the) word “unital”. Second, choose the system (F,, 1, ¢p)
so that (22) of [56, Proposition 4.2] holds for b € FU{h} U (F U {h})?
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(as opposed to all b € A). Third, change the definition of the maps ’(Z}p
to

o) = Uu(B) 20 (h3 . h2)y () 2.
In this way, (23) and (24) of [56, Proposition 4.2] hold for b € F and 14
replaced by h, so that we can indeed reach ||o®¢® (h) a—p@ @ (a)]| <
e for a € F. With b, := 1¢(a) for a € F this yields the characterisation
of nuclear dimension in the proposition also in the nonunital case.

We now prove the reverse.

Let F C Al finite and n > 0 be given. We have to produce a
c.p.c. approximation for F within 7 witnessing dimp,.(A) < d. (The
assumption F C AL causes no loss of generality.) By a routine argu-
ment (essentially, conjugating the elements of F with an idempotent
approximate unit), we may moreover assume that there is h € A}r such
that ha = ah = a for all a € F. Choose

0<e<n/3 (2.3)
so small that the conditions in (3) will imply
2
ITAONY i) (p(H)V) 5 i) (p(i N
1 0r))2 a (P (B)2 — e ()] < TEESE (2.4)

(this is possible since (go(i)(bﬁf)))% can be approximated by polynomi-
als in go(i)(bgf)), which in turn will almost commute with a; see [55]
Proposition 1.8], for instance).

Now take ¢ : FF — A as in the proposition for this F, h, and €. It
follows from the structure theorem that an order zero map (just like a
*~homomorphism) out of a simple C*-algebra is either zero or injective.
Therefore, by dropping some matrix summands of F' if necessary, we
may assume each of the order zero maps ¢ to be injective.

Now if E is a matrix block of F  then 15 is a minimal central
projection in F® and the map

o5 =l 1p)| o Vp( ) E— A

is isometric. Note that we can also write this map as

op(r) = ¢ (dp' ) (2.5)
for x € E, where dg := || (1g)|| - 15 € Z(F®) is an element in the
centre of F¥) which is invertible in F. Again by the structure theorem
for order zero maps there is an isomorphism 6 : C*(¢g(E)) — Co(W, E)
for some closed subset W C (0, 1] such that 6 o ¢g(x) = idy - x for
x € E. Since we forced ¢pg to be isometric, this implies that 1 € W,
and we have a *~homomorphism

Vg i=evi00:C*pp(E)) — E

satisfying
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Now we may use Arveson’s theorem to find a c.p.c. extension
QZE' A— F

of ¥ to all of A.
We may do the same for each matrix block of each F® to obtain
invertible elements d) € Z(F®)! such that the c.p. order zero maps

V() =@ L) FO — A (2.7)
are isometric, and such that there are *-homomorphisms
@ C*(@(i)(p(i))) Y 20

which extend to c.p.c. maps @ : A — F® with @ o @@ = idpa.
Define projections

¢ == x_a_y(d?) e Z(FW) (2.8)

3(d+1)°

(with X (55 11 the characteristic function on the interval (szr_l)’ 1))

and note that

1 (¢V2) = V(@) < s |l (2.9)

YO() = ¢ dD) O (D ()3 . (9D (0)7))3) (2.10)

and ¢ := @ 9@ : A — F. The 1 and therefore also 1 are contrac-
tive since, for any b € A%,
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We now compute for a € F

fo-ep@l 2 | 32,0009 - ey @) +2

o | 5~ o)

+ée

< || 32,0 = o (gD @) 1O (O 0 |
2

+(d+1)( 7 ))19<77 te

3(d+1 d+1)2
€D 0) (i i) (@) ( 7@ =1,7,0) (=) ( 70) (i
([ 32, #0000 — g @) 00 (@ @) |
+g+e
232,00 - ()| + £+
23 U U
< d+1l) 77—+ =
< (d+ )3(d+1)+3+€
&3
< n.

This shows that (F,1), ) is a c.p. approximation witnessing dim,cA <
d for F within 7.

We now turn to the statement about diagonal dimension. The for-
ward implication works exactly as above, upon noting that the exis-
tence of Dp and (2.2) is already built into the initial approximations for
(D4 C A) and survives the modification along the lines of [56], Proposi-
tion 4.2] carried out at the beginning of this proof; cf. Remark 2.2[(iii).

The reverse implication essentially follows from the construction
above; it only remains to show that ¢(D4) C Dp provided we have
OO (Npw (Dpe)) € Na(Dy4) and bﬁf) € Dy for some masa Dp C F.

To see this, suppose for a contradiction that ¥(D4) ¢ Dg. Since
Dp C F is maximal abelian, this implies there are a € D4 and a rank
one projection e € Dy for some ¢ such that

e (a) # 1 (a)e.

Since ¢ and d® are central in F¥)_ by (2I0) this furthermore implies
that

et (Vb)) a () 01))2) # P07 a (Vb)) e,

=
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which also reads as

e (eV(0) a) # 90 (a V(b)) e,
because a and <p(i)(b,(f)) lie in D4, where we have used that by Propo-
sition [LA(i) ¢ (Dpw) C D4 for each i. Next note that by (2.6)

e =00 (e)

and that @™ (e) lies in the multiplicative domain of ¢/). But then we
have

PO () 9 (8;) a) # 9D (a (b)) ¢ (e)).
Since ¢ (Dpw) = ¢ (Dpw) C D4 we have now reached a contradic-
tion to a, 0@ (b)), ¥ (e) € D4 and D4 being abelian. O

Remark 2.4. In Definition 2.1] instead of asking for condition (4) (i.e.,
¥(Da) C Dp), at least in the unital case one can equivalently ask for
the a priori weaker condition

(4°) ¥(14) C Dp.
This follows from Proposition 2.3 in connection with Remark 2.2[(iii).
It will be useful when we derive permanence properties for diagonal
dimension in Section 3

Diagonal dimension is particularly relevant in the nondegenerate
case. The proposition below gives a useful characterisation of this
situation.

Proposition 2.5. Let (D4 C A) be a sub-C*-algebra with D4 abelian.
If dimgiag(Da C A) < 00, then the following are equivalent:

(i) (Da C A) is nondegenerate;
(i) every system of approximations (Fx, Dp,, Y5, ©x)ren witnessing
dimgiag(Da C A) < 00 satisfies px(Dp,) C Dy for all A;
(ili) there exists a system of approzimations (Fx, Dp,, 15, ©x)ren Wit-
nessing dimgiag(Da C A) < 00 such that px(Dp,) C D4 for all
A.

Proof. (i) = (ii) follows from Proposition [[.9(i) in connection with
condition (5’) of 22)(v).

(il) = (iii) is trivial.

(iii) = (i): Let (D4)5' be the upward-directed set of all positive
elements in D4 with norm strictly less than one. We claim that (D4)$!
is an approximate unit for A. To see this, let 7 C A} be a finite subset
and € > 0. Thereis h € A}r such that for each a € F thereisa b, € A1+
with hb, = b,h = b, and ||a — b,|| < . For each A define c.p.c. maps
1%\ : A — F) and Oy - F\ — A as in Remark 2.2(ii). We then have

[Gx00(ba) — bl — 0, [[@xtha(b2) — b2 — 0 and [|¢a(1z) — hl| =
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loaxtha(h) — k|| — 0 for each a € F. By [28, Lemma 3.6] we have for
each a € F

@307 (0a) — ex(15 )@atha(ba) ]| — 0.

As a consequence, there is an index A\ € A such that
[&A(14)a —al| < e
for all a € F.

Furthermore we have

0< @A(lﬁ/\) = QOA'QZ)A(h) < (p)\(lFA)v

and 50 Px(1, ) lies in the hereditary subalgebra generated by ¢x(1r,).
But then there is d € C*(pA(1p,))+ with [|d|| < 1 such that

1doa(1z,) — oa(1p)ll <,
whence
Ida — all < ld@r(17, )a — ¢a(1z, )all + 106 < 11e.

By the hypothesis of (iii) we have ¢)(1p,) € D4, whence d € D4 and
we have shown that D3! is an approximate unit for A. O

In the remainder of this section we show that a nondegenerate sub-
C*-algebra (D4 C A) with finite diagonal dimension is indeed a diago-
nal (Theorem 2I0)). The proof amounts to verifying the conditions of
Definition [I.4] one by one. We are grateful to Selcuk Barlak and Xin
Li for drawing our attention to the unique extension property and for
showing us the argument for the proposition below.

Proposition 2.6. Let (Dy C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra
with dimgiag(Da C A) = d < co. Then Dy C A is a masa with the
unique extension property.

Proof. We only verify the unique extension property, since by [2, Corol-
lary 2.7] and [2, Remark 2.6(iii)] this will imply that D, is a masa in
A. (There is also a direct argument which we do not spell out at this
point, because it proceeds along similar lines as Proposition 2.7])
Suppose g1, g2 € PS(A) are pure states on A extending a pure state
0 € PS(D4) on Dy. Then Dy is in the multiplicative domain of the p;
since o is a character on D, i.e., 0;(bd) = 0;(b)o;(d) for b € A, d € D4.
(The statement is an easy consequence of Stinespring’s theorem; cf.
[28, Lemma 3.5].) But then for any b € A, d € D4 and i = 1,2 one has

Qi(bd) = Qz’(b)&'(d) = Qi(d>gi<b) = Qi(db)u

which means that the g; vanish on span[D4, A]. Therefore, in order
to prove p; = 0o it suffices to show that the linear subspace D, +
span[D 4, A] is dense in A.
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So let @ € A and € > 0 be given. Find a c.p. approximation
(F, Dp,v, ) witnessing dimgi,e(Da C A) = d for ({a}, ). If we iden-
tify (Dp C F) with the direct sum (@j\;l D,y C @jvzl M,i)) and

write {e,gj%} for the standard matrix units, then

N r(3) . )
E § : ) )
T Lj Ly @Z)(a)’(‘ig . 6’(‘3{5’

where each complex number ¢ (a )ka is the (k,¢)-matrix entry of the

jth summand of ¥ (a). For each j € {1,...,N} and k,¢ € {1,...,7(}
with k # ¢,

ped) = pledlel) — pledled))
1 1 1 1 1
= 3 (ef )3 () — o2 (eV)p2(ed)) € [Da, A]

7

(here cp% is defined using the functional calculus for order zero maps;

cf. [57]). Since

4) .
" . (6(]))

j=1 Lt p— 1 k£ k£
r(])

_Z] 1Zk 1 k,k +Zj 12,9# k;E (61(32)

and since cp(efj 22) € D, by Proposition 2.5 the element pi(a) belongs
to the linear subspace D4 + span[Dy, A. O

We now turn to the conditional expectation from A onto D,4. Just
like maximality of the abelian subalgebra one can deduce its existence
from the unique extension property (see [2, Corollary 2.7]). Below we
give a direct argument which yields a concrete formula for the expec-
tation; this will allow us to also prove faithfulness in Proposition 2.9

Proposition 2.7. Let (D4 C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-subalgebra

with dimgi,e(Da C A) = d < 0o. Let (Fy, Dp,, ¥z, pa)ren be a system

of c.p. approzimations witnessing dimgiag(Da C A) = d, and for each

A let Ey be the (unique) conditional expectation from Fy onto Dp, .
Then the map ® : A — D, given by the formula

®(a) = lim pa Eyix(a) (2.11)

is a well-defined conditional expectation from A onto D4. The condi-
tional expectation is uniquely determined and does not depend on the
particular choice of the system (Fx, Dp,,¥x, Px)reA-

Proof. Consider the quotient C*-algebra

=11,04/ D, Da

and note that the C*-norm on @ is given by ||[(ax)rea]l|q = limsup, [Ja, |-
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Note also that we have a c.p. map
d:A—Q
given by
®(a) == [(prExva(a))rea]

(each composition @y E\1, is ¢.p. and has norm at most d + 1, and we
have ) (Dp,) C D4 by Proposition [L.9(i)).

Now since E>\|DF)\ o Ya|p, = ¥alp,, and since p Py — ida, we see
that for d € Dy

d(d) = tp,(d), (2.12)

where tp, : Dq — @ is the canonical embedding. Since D4 contains
an approximate unit for A this also implies that ® is in fact contrac-

tive. Moreover, since ® is multiplicative on Dy, Stinespring’s theorem
implies that D4 is in the multiplicative domain of @, i.e.,

(ad) = ®(a)P(d)
for a € A, d € Dy; cf. [28, Lemma 3.5].

Now fix some index \g € A and let v € F iz) be some off-diagonal

matrix unit (so that vv* and v*v are orthogonal rank one projections
in DF)(\i)). Define the c.p.c. order zero map (cpgfg)% using order zero

functional calculus (cf. [57]), then

05 () = ()3 (00") ()3 (0) ()

Wl

(v"v)
and
(P5)3 (Do) C Da.
It follows that i
D(h (1)) = B((R5) (00") D45 (1)) B((#50)5 (v"0))
= 10,4 ((93)3 (00" (3)3 (1°0)) B((5) (v)
=0.
From this and (2Z12) we conclude
<i>og0A0 =Llp, 0Py, © E,.
Since Ay was arbitrary and A = m we now have
D(A) Cip,(Dy)
and, for a € A,

®(a) = ¢ (lim pax(a))
— lim B ()
= limep, NN
= tp, lim pr Eyia(a),
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where for the second equality we have used continuity of ® and for the
last equality we have used that ¢p, is an isometry. But this means that

(a— D(a) = li{ﬂ orExta(a))

is indeed a well-defined c.p.c. map A — 1p, (D) = Dy. @ is a condi-
tional expectation since ®|p, = idp,. As a consequence of the unique
extension property (cf. Proposition 226]) , there can be only one condi-
tional expectation from A onto Dy4. O

Let us next turn to faithfulness of . The proof is nontrivial and
ultimately relies on the rigidity provided by the normaliser condition
2ZT11(5). We try to highlight this phenomenon in the following Lemma,
which we think is worth pointing out since it turns approximate com-
mutation into exact commutation, independently of the matrix sizes.
This is special since commutativity relations are generally not at all
robust under small permutations, as was demonstrated for example by
Voiculescu with his famous almost commuting unitaries.

Lemma 2.8. Let r € N, 0 < a < 1/144, and let ¢ € M, be a rank one
projection such that, for every ¢ € D}, ||qc — cq|| < a.

Then, there is a uniquely determined rank one projection d € D,
with ||d — q|| < 6az.

Proof. Let e, € D,, k =1,...,r be the standard rank one projections
and set

pi = Zk:l ex € Dy, po = 0.
For every ¢+ = 1,...,r by our hypothesis we have
1piapi — pigpipigpi|| < o < 1/4.

But then the interval (3 — (1 —a)z, 1+(3 —)?) has empty intersection

with the spectrum of p;gp;. As a consequence, ||gp;q|| = ||p:gp;|| is either
smaller than 1 — (3 — )2 or larger than T +(3- )z,
Next observe that 0 = ||gpoq| < |lgpq|| < ... < |lgprq|| = 1, and
so there is some 7 € {1,...,7} such that ||gp;_1q]| < 3 — (3 — @)? and
1
lgpsall = 5 + (5 — @)% Now
1
lgesall = llapq — api—rall = 2(1/4 — @)z,
whence (g has rank one)
1
lg — gesqll = 1 = llgeaql] <1 —=2(1/4 — )2,

Since ||gezql| = ||ezgez||, in the same manner one gets

le; — exges]| < 1—2(1/4 — a)z.
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We can now estimate
lg —esll < llg — geaqll + llgesq — exgesl| + [lesger — e
<1-2(1/4—a)2 +20+1—2(1/4—a)2
< 202 + 2 + 202
< 6o
<1/2
and take d := e;.

For i # 7 we have |jq — ¢;]| > |le; — ]| — lg — ]| = 1 — 6a2 > 1/2,
so e; is the only rank one projection in D, with |jq — e;|| < 6az. O

Proposition 2.9. Let (D4 C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra
with dimgiae(Da C A) = d < oco. Then the conditional expectation
®: A — Dy, as defined in Proposition[2.7, is faithful.

Proof. Let (Fy, Dp,, ¥x, ©x)aca be a system of c.p approximations wit-
nessing dimgiag(A, D4) = d. We may assume that the F are nonzero
(if A = {0} there is nothing to show); by Remarks 2.2(ii) and (iii)
we may also assume that the compositions )1, are contractive and
that the v, are approximately order zero, so that the induced map
VA= [ Fy/ @ Fyisc.p.c. order zero with )(Da) C [[ Dr,/ @ Dr, -
We need to show that ®(a) # 0 for any positive nonzero a € A; we
may assume |ja| = 1.

Choose A\g € A such that
1
16(d+1)3

Since ), is a sum of d + 1 c.p.c. order zero maps, there is a matrix
summand (Mg, Dg) of (F),, Dr, ) such that

20820 (@) —al| < (2.13)

1
20 (LrYx (@) > Ad+1)
and so
1 1
[1rYx (a)]| > Ad+1) and  [[px, (1r)]| > N+ 1) (2.14)

Moreover, @y, |y, is ¢.p.c. order zero with ¢y, (Dg) C D4, and we have
just seen that [[@x, |apall > 1/(2(d 4 1)).

Note that Yoy, |ars : Mr — [] Fa/ @ F is c.p.c. order zero and that,
for each A, Yapx,(Dr) C Dp,, whence Yoy, (Dgr) C [[ Dp,/ D Dr, C
[1E:/ D Fo.

Also, since ||oaxtr(vr,(€xr)) — ©ro(€rr)|| — 0 (where ey, denote the
standard matrix units of Mpg), and since each @ 1, = Zgzo ‘Pg\l)wg\na
there is A; € A such that for each A > \; there is i € {0,...,d} with

193 05 ()| = 0300 020 (x| = 1/(4(d + 1)2). (2.15)
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Now for each A > A; there is a rank one projection d; y» € Dp, such
that

d13Urpre(€1.1) = Uapa, (e1.1)dix = [[a@a, (e11)]] - dix
and such that

fertei )l = g (216)

d+1)*
Set

d1 = [(dL)\))\] c HDFA/@DFA

(the values of d; » for A < A; do not matter in the quotient), then d;
is a projection and we have

_ _ 1
dy > dippyg(er1) = Poag(er)dr > 1

CESRG (2.17)

This also implies that there is

di <u< 4(d+ ].)2 -d; € HDFA/@DFA
with
uPpyy(€1,1) = Yy, (e11)u = d.
Moreover, u has a lift (uy)x € [ Dp, with dyy < uy < 4(d+1)?-dy»
for A > ;.

For k =2,..., R we now define

dy = e (e )udiutppy, (e k) € H FA/ @ 1% (2.18)
then

di = ipx, (e )udiutpy, (e14) o, (ex1)udiutpy, (e1r)
= g (er,1)udiuhpr, (e1,1)1hpn, (e1,1 ) udiuhoy, (e k)

= Pox(en1 ) udiuhpy, (e1)
— d,. (2.19)

where we have used that 1y, is order zero and that d; is a projec-
tion. Therefore, each dy, is a projection which is Murray—von Neumann
equivalent to d; via the partial isometry v := uzﬁcp)\o(el,k).

If (ci;%,\),\ € [[ F\ is a positive contractive lift for di, then we may
take dj . := X[1/2,1] (azk)\) € F), for each ); it is clear that (dj, ), is a lift
of d;, as well. Moreover, the J;M are projections of rank one for A > As
for some sufficiently large Mo, since by ([2I8) and ([2I9) the dj . and
dy » are Murray-von Neumann equivalent for A large enough.

For each k = 2, ..., R we now have lifts of the dj in [] F\ consisting
of rank one projections (at least for A large enough). However, we will
need lifts in [] Dy, as we have for d;. Arranging this is our next task.
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Claim: For each £ = 2,...,R and A € A there are projections
dix € Dp, of rank at most one such that (dj )y lifts dj.

To prove the claim, note first that

- A
[din — Vapro (Ex1)uithrea, (e1n)]] = 0,

whence

- A
lox(din) — Ex(a@ao (er1)uraer, (e1r))]| — 0.
But

A
[ox(Ur@ae (1) UaUAGN (€1,5)) — ©ro (€x,1)Pa (U3) Ao (€1,) ]| = O

by [28, Lemma 3.6] (the ¢, (€er;) are approximately in the multi-
plicative domain of the ), and oy, (er1)pr(u3)or(e1x) € Da for
each A, since the ¢, (e; ) normalise D4. This in particular implies
that for every given

1

144 - 16(d + 1)*

there is A3 > Ay € A such that, for every A > A3 and every ¢ € D};A

in the same matrix summand (say B)) as the rank one projection dj ,
we have

0<p<

1(oal5,2)* ([dins DIl = llloa(din), ea(e)]ll < 6. (2.20)

Here we have used that ¢, is order zero when restricted to any matrix
summand of Fy, so that (ox|p,)?(drac) = paldrn) a(c). For each
ke€{2,...,R} and A > A3, dj is in the same matrix summand B) as
dy x, and so for any = € By by (2Z.I6]) we have

I(els,)? @)l = lloa@) o)l = ll=ll - 1/(16(d + 1)*).  (2.21)
From (2.20) and (Z21)) we see that for A > A3 and ¢ € Df, as above
I[dras c]ll < B-16(d+ 1)* < 1/144.
Now Lemma 2.8 implies that for every A\ > A3 there is a uniquely
determined rank one projection dj x € Dp, such that
Hdk,)\ — Czk,)\H < 24ﬁ%<d -+ 1)2
By decreasing § (and since the dj ) are uniquely determined) it also

follows that ||[dy.x, di.] || 2, 0. But almost commuting projections

which are less than 1 apart almost agree, whence ||y — dp | 25 0.
We have now found projections di, € Dp, of rank at most one (at
least for A\ > A3 — for all other A we may take di, = 0) such that
[(dk.x)a] = di, and so the claim above is established.
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We are now ready to define a map

AT/ PR — TR/ PE
Al) = <Z§=1dk><'><zf=1dk)'

By our construction, and since ¢y,|n, is order zero, we have for
m,n €{1,..., R}

(ZkR:1 dk) Voxe (€mm) = AmWoro (€mn)
- ’&(pko(emm)dn

= 1o, (Emun) ( Zk}; dk)'

It follows that Ay, |a, is also c.p.c. order zero, and from (ZIT) we
see that for x € Mp

- 1
> >
1803 @) 2 pllell 2 g

by

|| (2.22)

By the formula (Z:IT]) for the conditional expectation ® in connection
with (2.16) and the fact that ¢|p, is order zero we have

[@(@)]| "= lim [ orByéa ()]

> ml?xlim)\sup||<p>\(dk7/\w)\(a)dk7,\)||
(PR _
> m max |diy(a)dy|]
1 _
> 2. .
> sl (223)
Suppose for a contradiction that
_ 1
< 2.24
s (@) <€ 6 (224)
then
Do) P—— 225)
Zk:l Wl < 16-(d+1)% '
whence
— - CI13),225) 2
A%, (1rYx (@) || < [A%Ex (Vr ()] < 6-(dt 1)
and, with (2.22),
1 2
— 1 _ 2.2
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From this we get

1 @&m =) 2
< 1 —
8(d+1)3 = 4u+1y”Rw“mw S 16 @y

a contradiction. This means (2.24) cannot hold, i.e.,

max |0(a)]| > R_m,l( R (2.27)
We therefore have
(L300 i : -0,
Ad+1)2 (R-16-(d+1)3)2
]

By Propositions 2.6, 2.7, and 2.9] finite diagonal dimension of a non-
degenerate sub-C*-algebra implies the unique extension property and
the existence of a unique and faithful conditional expectation. Reg-
ularity was observed in Remark 2.2(vi). Therefore the conditions of
Definition [[L4] are satisfied and we get:

Theorem 2.10. Let (D4 C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra with
finite diagonal dimension. Then D4 is a diagonal in A.

3. PERMANENCE PROPERTIES

In this section we study permanence properties of diagonal dimension.
Our proofs largely follow those of the respective statements for nu-
clear dimension. However, since the approximating maps have to pre-
serve subalgebras exactly and not just approximately, we have to make
some additional effort when it comes to quotients and inductive limits.
On the other hand, for hereditary subalgebras the argument becomes
slightly easier due to the built-in rigidity of diagonal dimension. For
the reader’s convenience we collect all the permanence properties in
the theorem below. The proofs will be given in the corresponding sub-
sections below.

Theorem 3.1. Let (Dy C A) and (D C B) be two sub-C*-algebras
with Da and Dp abelian. Then we have the following permanence
properties.

(i) Direct sums:

dimdiag(DA ®Dp CAD B)
= max{dimgiag(Da C A), dimgie(Dp C B)}.
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(ii) Tensor productsf]

dim;ﬁ;g(DA (29 DB CA® B)

< dimg;, (D4 C A) - dim},,(Dp C B).

(iii) Hereditary subalgebras: Suppose B C A and D C Da are
hereditary subalgebras and that (Dp C B) is nondegenerate.
Then

dimdiag(DB C B) < dimdiag<DA C A)

(iv) Unitisations: Suppose (D C A) is nondegenerate and let A™ be
the smallest unitisation of A. Under the canonical identification
of the unitisation D7y with Dy + Cl o~ we then have

dimdiag(DA C A) = dimdiag(DZ C AN)

(v) Quotients: Suppose (Da C A) is nondegenerate, and suppose
there is a surjective *-homomorphism © : A — B such that
7(D4) = Dg. Then

dimdiag(DB C B) < dimdiag(DA C A)

(vi) Inductive limits: Let ((D; C A;), 0i.j)ijer be an inductive system
of sub-C*-algebras with D; abelian and nondegenerate, and such
that 0;; maps Na,(D;) into Na,(D;) for all i and j. Then
(hﬂ D, C hﬂA,) is canonically a sub-C*-algebra and we have

dimdiag(lig D, C hﬂAz) < lirlne ilnf (dimgiag(D; C A;)).
(vii) Stabilisations: Diagonal dimension is invariant under stabilisa-

tion with matrices or algebras of compact operators with their
canonical diagonals. More precisely,

dimdiag(DA C A)
= dimdiag(DA ® D, C A® Mn)
= dimdiag(DA & Co(N) CA X IC(£2(N)))

Proof of Theorem [B.I1(i): Direct sums.

The argument is exactly the same as for nuclear dimension; see [58|
Proposition 2.3] and [53 Proposition 2.10]. Conditions 2.1(4) and (5)
will automatically be satisfied since we may take Dp,gor, = Dp, ® Dp,

and we have NA@B(DA@DB):NA(DA)EBNB(DB). O
Proof of Theorem [B.I(ii): Tensor products.

%In case the dimensions take finite values the involved algebras are nuclear, so
there is no need to specify which tensor product we are working with. Also, recall
that we follow Gébor Szabd’s notation and write dim™** (. ) for dim(.)+1 for various
dimension theories whenever there are products involved.
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Again the proof is the same as for nuclear dimension; see [58, Proposi-
tion 2.3] and [54], Proposition 3.1.4]. Condition 2Z1(4) will be satisfied
since (D4 ® Dg) C Dp, ® Dp, = Dp,gr,. Condition 2II(5) follows
automatically since matrix units of (Dp, ® Dp, C Fa4 ® Fpg) are tensor
products of matrix units of (Dp, C F4) and (Dp, C Fp), respectively,

hence map to tensor products of normalisers under the order zero maps
gpﬁi) ® wg), which in turn are again normalisers in Nagp(Da ® Dg). O

Proof of Theorem B.1](iii): Hereditary subalgebras.

Let F C B finite and 0 < & < 1 be given. We may assume without
loss of generality that there is h € (Dp)L such that hb = bforall b € F.

Fixn = (3;ﬁ)4 and take an approximation (F, D, 1, ) witnessing
dimgiag(Da C A) < d for F U {h} within .

Set 8 := 2n2 and define projections ¢ := X1 (W(h)) € Dp and
¢ = x1(WP(h)) € Dpw (where x5, denotes the characteristic
function of the interval (3, 1]).

Define F := ¢qFq with summands F® := ¢ F® 40 DF = qDpq,
and a map ¥(.) := qi(.)q: B — F with summands 1/1 . B — FW,
Note that Dz is diagonal in F, that 1 is c.p.c., and that w(DB) C Dp.

With fz € Co((0, 1]) given by fs(t) := (t—ﬁ) define c.p.c. order zero

maps ?W = fa(e)|pe : F9 — A and a c.p. map ¢ := Z?:o @ -
F— A
Note that for b € F we have

[4(b) — ()] = llq(hbh)g — 1 (hbh)|
< llgy(hbh)(1 — q)|| + [[(1 — q)y (hbR)]|
< 2[(1 = )y (hbh)|
= 2[|(1 = @) (hbh)*(1 - q)|
< 2[(1 = @)y (hbh)(1 - C.I)||
< 2[(1 - g)y(
< 9p32.
As a consequence,
16— @) < llpw(b) — v )| +n
< lep(d) = ep(®)|| + 1+ (d+ 1)
<(d+1)287 +n+ (d+1)8
< (3d+4)n

:g’

el
oy

=

and so (F',%, @) is indeed a c.p. approximation for F within «.
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Since matrix units of (Dz@ C F®) are also matrix units of (Dpw C
F®), the conditions on ¢ (see condition (5) of Definition 2.T]) imply
that for every matrix unit e of (Dpw C F®) the image ¢ (e) nor-
malises D4. Since Dg C Dy is hereditary, it follows that ¢®(e) nor-
malises Dp. Similarly, ¢ (¢®) normalises Dp for each i, and so does
every element of C*(p@(¢")), by Lemma [L8 But by the structure
theorem for order zero maps and the definition of order zero functional
calculus we have

PV(e) = fa(#)(e) € C*(pD(¢™)) 10 (e),
and so cﬁ(f)(e) normalises Dp for every ¢ and every matrix unit e of
(Dpay € F®). -
It remains to check that @(F') C B; for this it will suffice to prove
that ¢ (¢") € B for cach i. )
Define D@ := C*(p?(¢™), Dp) and note that by Lemma [[L8 D® is
commutative. Moreover, we have
0<¢9(") = f5(6"(a")) € DY
Let o be a character on D® | and suppose o(@® (¢™)) > 0. Then
B < o(e@(d?)) < 5o(? (v O (h))),

whence

5% < o(py(h)) < o(h) +n < o(h) + 5.
It follows that o(h) > 0, and since ¢ was arbitrary and B C A is
hereditary this now implies that ¢®(¢®) € hD@h C hAh C B, as
desired. 0

Proof of Theorem B.I](iv): Unitisations.

Since A and D, are ideals of A~ and D7, respectively, Theorem B.(iii)
shows that dimgiag(Da C A) < dimgiag (D3 C A™).

To prove the reverse inequality, we essentially follow the argument
for decomposition rank in [28, Proposition 3.11]. We spell out the
details, since here we cannot assume the downwards map 1 to be almost
multiplicative, and at the same time we have to keep track of the
diagonal.

It is enough to show that given 0 < ¢ < 1 and by,...,b,, € Ai we
can find a c.p. approximation (F, Dp, 1, ¢) witnessing dimgag (DY C
A™) < dimgiag(Da C A) =:d < oo for {b,...,by, 14~} within e. By
nondegeneracy of D4, upon slightly perturbing the b; we may moreover
assume that there exist positive contractions hg, h;y € D, such that
hohy = hy and hib; = b; for each j € {0,...,m}.

Choose 0 < v < (¢/6)%, and set 6 := v*/4. Take a c.p. approximation

<F = @j:() F(l)’ DF = ®j:0 DF(Z-),’(?/), SO)
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witnessing dimgi,e(Da C A) = d for {hg, h1, b1, ..., by} within 6. Set
p =y () € P,

where x denotes the characteristic function of the interval [¢ 2 1].

1
[62,1]
Notice that we have p < 53 ~)(hy). Let p© := 1,0p and q :=
©) 4 d: 1. Observing that ¢(p®), o(1r), ho, and 14~ all pairwise
i=1~F ¥ ¥
commute, we then have

(@) (La~ = ho)ll = 1| (La~ — ho)

N

() (La~ — ho)?||
(p

< (1a~ = ho)2@(p)(La~ — ho)?||
< (La = b)) (La- — o) =
<L o) B (L = )] +5°
= 62 (3.1)
and
o) (La~ — e(@)]l = lleE®)(La~ — o(1r) + ¢(1pw) — )|
= lle(®) (14~ — o(15)|
= [e(@)2 (1~ — (11))e(p)2||
< Jlo(@ )2 (La~ — 0t (ho)) o (p)7 |
< le(@®)3 (1a~r — o) (™) || + 4
= lp(@®)(La~ — ho) + 6
o5t (3.2)

Define a continuous function g € C([0, 1]) by

0 0<t<23§i
g(t) =<t 261 <t <1
linear 2%§1 <t< 261

and note that (by (3:2)), with functional calculus and since ¢(p(®) and
14~ — (g) commute)

9(e(@) L g(1a~ = &(q))
and that

lge(@)) = 2 l9(1a~ — (a) = (1a~ — @(g))]| < 2284 = 7.
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Applying order zero functional calculus to the c.p.c. order zero map
Ol o ppo p O Fp0 — A we obtain a c.p.c. order zero map

PO = g(ely0 o) : PO FPO = glp(p©)) Ag(o(p®))
satisfying

(1) VW Dpp®) C g(e()Dagle(®)),
(2) () D4V (v)" C g(p(p@))Dag(p(p®)) for every matrix
unit v in p@ Fp© with respect to p©@ Dpp® and
(3) |¢© (2) — p(z)|| < 2264 =~ for any positive contraction z in
2O Fp)
Here, for (2) we have used Proposition [LO(ii); (3) follows from the
properties of order zero functional calculus.

We are now ready to construct the desired c.p. approximation for
(Dy C A~). Let

_ d
Fi=gFqoC=p"Fp® o (P

i=1

F(”) ®C
and
Dy :=qDrpq® C.
Define a map ¢ : A~ — F by

U(a+ Ala~) = q¥(a)g + A(g @ 1¢).

Then 1) is unital and completely positive (see, for example, [10, Propo-
sition 2.2.1]) and satisfies ¢(D}) C Dp.

Define ¢ : F — A~ by

Pl Fpo = ¢, @|@gzlp<i> = 90|@g:1pu)7 @(1c) == g(1a~ — ©(q)).

Then by construction and

Then ¢ := @|pw, i = 1,...,d, are all c.p.c. order zero; ¢ :=
@|p(o) Fp@ac 18 also c.p.c. order zero since gb(o) is, and since

§V(1p0) = 20 = gle(®@?)) L g(1a~ — ¢(9)) = ¢ (1c).

It follows from Proposition [LI(ii) that N4(Da) C Na~(D7Y), and so
we see that ¢(v) € Ny~(D7y) for each matrix unit in F with respect to
Dp.

It remains to show that (1) approximates the identity map on the
elements by, ...,b,, and on 14~. For the unit, we have

1Y (1a~) — La~|

= [|o(q @ 1c) — 1a~||

= Hgfb(O) (p(O)) + @(ijl 1F(i)> + 9(1a~ — o(q)) — 14~
< lo(@) + g(1a~ — (@) — La~|| + (27)2

<7+ (27)% <e.




THE DIAGONAL DIMENSION OF SUB-C*-ALGEBRAS

For the elements b;, we first compute
lo((Lpo —p@)w (b))
= le((Lpo — PO)(b)) - 9(1(b;) Lo — p))|2
< [le((Lpo — p@)e(b)*(Lpw — p))|2
< [le((Lpo — p @) (h) (L gy — p@))]12
< §i.
It follows that
(@ 4(b;)) — (PO (b,)p )| < 267,

whence )
(@9 (0,)p”) = e(1p0(b;)1pom)|| < 357.
We now show the approximation for b;:

199 (b;) — b

= [lp(qvbs)g) — bl

= [£OOep®) + o (3 1rovt) b
< [leOup) + o (371 Lrwu(e:) —b;
< v (b) = byl + (27)% + 37

<0+ (279)% + 367

< 6y1

< €.

+(29)2

This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem B.1](v): Quotients.

33

Upon replacing Da, A, Dg, B and 7 by their smallest unitisations,
in view of Theorem BIl(iv) we may assume that the algebras and the
quotient map are unital. Now let a finite subset 15 € Fp C B}F and
€ > 0 be given. Choose a finite subset 14 € F4 C A}r lifting Fg. Now
if dimgiag(Da C A) = d < 0o choose Dp = Dg]) D...0 D;fl) C F =
FOg. . @F9and¢: F — A as in Proposition (with Fy4 in place

of F). It is then clear that with B in place of A and 7 o ¢ in place of

¢ conditions (i), (i) and (iii) of Proposition 23] are satisfied. Morover,
since quotient maps send normalisers to normalisers, condition (2.2))
also holds mutatis mutandis (i.e., with A in place of B and 7 o ¢ in
place of ), and so the reverse direction of Proposition entails

that dimdiag(DB C B) <d.

Proof of Theorem B.I(vi): Inductive limits.

0
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Let us first reduce to the unital case. We have canonical inclusions
of ideals D; C D} and A; C A}, and likewise for the inductive lim-
its lim(D;, 05,;) C (i (D;, 0i,3))™ and lim(A;, 0i5) C (Hm(A;, i)
Denoting the canonical unitisation of g;; by ¢f;, there are canoni-
cal isomorphisms (@(Di, 0ij))~ = HQ(DZ-N, o7;) and (liﬂ(Al-, i)~ =
llﬂ( 5 07;). Now from B.I(iv) it follows that

dimdiag(ligl D, C hglAl) = dimdiag(lig D C thZN)
Of course we also have

lim ilnf (dimgiag (D; C A;)) = lim ilnf (dimgiag (D] C A7)).

1€ 1€

Next observe that by Proposition [[L9(i) we have g; ;(D;) C D;, hence
also 0;;(D;") C D7 . But then from Proposition [LI(ii) it follows that
the o;’; map normalisers to normalisers.

From this discussion we see that it suffices to prove the assertion for
the unitised system, i.e.

dimdiag(liﬂ D; C hﬂA:) < lirlneilnf(dimdiag(DiN C A7),

and that the unitised system still satisfies the crucial hypothesis, namely
that the connecting maps preserve normalisers. In conclusion, we may
impose the additional assumption that the algebras D; and A;, as well
as the connecting maps p; ; are all unital to begin with.

Let 113,41. eFC (hﬂ A;)} be a finite subset and let ¢ > 0 be given.
For each j € I, let o; : A; — hﬂAi denote the limit map. Since
U; 0;(4;) is dense in @Ai, we may as well assume that F C p;(4;)
for some j € I. But then F has a finite preimage F C (4;)L. Now
apply Proposition Z3lto (D; C A;) to find Dp C F=FO¢...¢ F@
(where dimgiae(D; C A4;) < d < ), a set {b, | a € F} C F! and a
map ¢ = 20 @« F — A; satistying 23(1), (ii), (iii) (with (D; C A;)
in place of (D4 C A) and with F in place of F) and

(N (Dpw)) C Na, (Dy).
But then the same set {b, | @ € F} and the map g; 0 : F — lim A;
satisfy 2.3(1), (i), (iii) (this time with (lim D; C lim A;) in place of
(D4 C A) and with F). Moreover, since the connecting maps pre-
serve normalisers it is straightforward to see that so do the p;, i.e.,
0;(Na,(Dy)) C MgAz(hﬂ D;). Therefore also the o; o ¢ preserve
normalisers, thus confirming (Z:2]). Now since F C (hﬂ Al ande >0
were arbitrary, Proposition shows that
dimdiag(m D; C llglAl) < IH{IG}Ilf(dlmdlag(Dz C Az)),

as desired. O
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Proof of Theorem B.|(vii): Stabilisations.

Taking the identity map as approximation we clearly have dimgi,g(D,, C
M,) = 0. From B.II(ii) it follows that dimgiae(Da ® D, C A® M,,) <
dimgiag(Da C A). The estimate dimgiag(Da C A) < dimging(Da®D,, C
A ® M,) follows from the permanence property for hereditary subalge-
bras B.1(iii).

The equality dimgiag(Da C A) = dimgiag(Da®co(N) C ARK((?(N)))
follows in the same manner after noticing that (co(N) C K(/%(N)))
can be written as inductive limit of sub-C*-algebras (D,, C M,,) with
upper left corner embeddings, so that dimgiag(co(N) C K(¢*(N))) =0
by B.II(vi). O

Remark 3.2. In [32] Matsumoto defined the concept of relative Morita
equivalence for relative o-unital sub-C*-algebras (see [32, Definition 2.1
and Definition 3.5]). A relative o-unital sub-C*-algebras is always non-
degenerate. Examples include all unital sub-C*-algebras and (cy(N) C
K(¢*(N))) (see [32, Example 2.5] for more details). It follows from
BI(vii) and [32], Theorem 1.1] that the diagonal dimension of relative o-
unital sub-C*-algebras is invariant under relative Morita equivalences.

4. DIMENSION ZERO

Recall that a C*-algebra has nuclear dimension zero precisely when it
is locally finite dimensional (see [58, Remark 2.2(iii)] and [53, The-
orem 3.4]). In the separable case this is equivalent to being an AF
algebra, i.e., an inductive limit of finite dimensional C*-algebras. In
this section we give the respective characterisations for (nondegener-
ate) sub-C*-algebras with diagonal dimension zero.

Theorem 4.1. Let (Ds C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra with
Dy abelian. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) dimgiag(Da C A) = 0.

(ii) For every finite subset F C AL and e > 0 there exists a finite-
dimensional C*-algebra F' C A together with a diagonal subal-
gebra Dp C F such that
(1) dist(F, F}) < e and
(2) Nr(Dr) C Na(Dy).

If A is separable, then the conditions above are equivalent to:

(iii) There exists an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional C*-
subalgebras F,, of A together with diagonal subalgebras D, of
F,, such that

 F.=A4 Un:1 Dp, = Dy, (4.1)

and such that each inclusion F,, < F, 1 maps N, (Dg,) into

NFn+1 (DFn+1) °
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Proof. (1) = (ii): Assume first that A is unital. Take 14, € F C AL
and 0 < e < 1 as in (ii) and apply Proposition with €/2 in place of
e to obtain a Dp C F, a c.p.c. order zero map ¢ : F' — A (since we
assume the diagonal dimension to be zero there is only one colour %)
and a set {b, | a € F} C F} as in 23] (but in 23(3) replacing ¢ with
£/2). We then have

(1-2/2)- 14 < p(by,) < p(1r) < La.

Therefore, the spectrum of ¢(1r) does not contain zero and we may
apply order zero functional calculus to ¢ with the constant function
1. This will yield a unital c.p. order zero map ¢ : F — A with
|p(z) — o(z)|| < e/2 for all z € F}. But unital order zero maps
are just *-homomorphisms, and we may take @(F') C A as our finite
dimensional subalgebra in [A1[(ii) above. Condition E.II(ii)(2) will be
satisfied because of (Z.2) in connection with Lemma [[.§ (the latter en-
sures that not only ¢ but in fact ¢ maps matrix units to normalisers).

Now suppose A is not unital. Our assumption dimgiae(Da C A) =0
implies that both A and D4 are locally finite dimensional, and since
(D4 C A) is nondegenerate this in particular entails that D4 contains
an approximate unit for A which consists of projections.

Now if F C A} and ¢ are as in[L](ii), since we want to approximate
elements of F we may as well assume that there is a projection p € DN
F with pa = a for all a € F. Set (Dp C B) := (pDap C pAp), then
by Theorem B.II(iii) on hereditary subalgebras we have dimgi.(Dp C
B) = 0. Since we already know (i) = (ii) in the unital case, this
means that the assertion of €J(ii) holds with B in place of A. By
Proposition [LI(iii) we have Ng(Dpg) C Na(Da4), so in fact E1|(ii) holds
as it stands.

(i) = (i): If A is unital this is immediate from Proposition
(note that condition (1) of [.1J(ii) implies condition (3) of 2.3 albeit
with 2¢ instead of €, and that automatically 1 = 14 € D4 provided
e<1/2.).

Now again suppose A is not unital. Given a finite subset 7 C A} and
e >0, take Dp C F C A as in E1l(ii). Define F := F®C- (14~ — 1)
and Dy := Dp @ C- (14~ — 1p), then FF C A~ and Dy C F is a
diagonal. Note that (1) dist(a, F') < € for all @ € F U {14~} and that
(2) every matrix unit in F with respect to D belongs to the normaliser
N-(D3).

But this means that .)(ii) holds for A~ in place of A (the special
form F U {14~} of the finite subset is no loss of generality), so by our
initial observation ((ii) == (i) in the unital case) we have dimgi,e (D% C
A~) = 0. Now [I](i) follows from Theorem B.J|iv) on the diagonal
dimension of unitisations.
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(iii) = (ii): Given F and ¢, since
. o0 .
dist (.7:, U Fn) = dist(F,A) =0,
n=1

there is some 7 such that dist(F, (F;)}) < €. Moreover, the inclu-
sions N, (Drg,) C Ng,,,(DF,,,) together with (1)) imply N, (Dg,) C
Na(Dy).

(il) == (iii): This is slightly more involved, since we have to turn ap-
proximate inclusions of finite dimensional C*-algebras into exact ones,
while at the same time respecting the diagonals.

Step 1. Consider the set of finite dimensional sub-C*-algebras
AN:={(Dp CF)|F CA, Dp C F is a diagonal, and
NF(DF) CNA(DA)}. (42)

Note that every (Dp C F) € A has a set Sp C F\ Dp of matrix
units which is tight in the following sense: Whenever e € F'\ D is a
matrix unit, then precisely one of e or e* can be written in a unique
manner as a product of a scalar and at most dim Dr — 1 elements of
Sp. (If (Dp C F) = (D, C M,), then Sy, :={eji1 |t =1,...7 —1}
is tight in this sense; if F' is a direct sum of matrix blocks, take Sg
to be a disjoint union of tight sets of matrix units for the individual
summands.)

We claim that if (D C E) € A is another finite dimensional sub-
C*-algebra which contains a set {v. | e € Sp} of partial isometries
normalising Dy and such that, for each e € Sp, |Jv. —¢|| < 1, then the
assignment e — v, for e € Sg extends to a *~-homomorphism o : F' — F
which maps Np(Dp) into Ng(Dg).

To prove the claim, observe first that any two elements in the set
{e*e,ee* | e € Sp} C Dp of range and orthogonal projections either
agree or are orthogonal. And since ||v}v, — e*el|, ||vev) — ee*|| < 1 for
each e € Sk, the pairwise commuting projections in {v¥v., v.v¥ | e €
Sr} C Dp satisfy the same relations as those in {e*e,ee* | e € Sp}.
From this and the unique decomposition of matrix units in I’ as prod-
ucts of elements from S it follows that products in v, and v} satisfy the
same relations as products in e and e*, whence the assignment e +— v,
indeed yields a *-homomorphism « as claimed. Every matrix unit in
F maps to a product of elements v, or v}, hence maps to Ng(Dg). Tt
now follows from Proposition [ 7 that indeed a(Ng(Dr)) C Ng(Dg).

Step 2. After these preparations we now turn to constructing nested
sub-C*-algebras as in (iii). We start by inductively constructing (Dg, C
E,) € A and suitable maps between them; the nested (Dg, C F,,) will
then arise as small perturbations.

Let {ap, a1, as,...} C Ai be a countable dense subset of the positive
unit ball. We may assume a¢ = 0 and define

(DE, C Eo) := ({0} € {0}) € A.
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Now suppose (Dg, C E,) € A has been defined. Take some
1
~dim*Y(Dg,) - dim™ ! (E,)
(here dim stands for vector space dimension) and some
0<Cn<fy—g<L (4.3)
144 — 144’
and choose (Dg,,, C E,11) € A such that

dist({ag, . .., an} U (En)L, (Bng)h), dist((En)', (Bnp)') < G (4.4)

Induction yields a sequence ((Dg, C E,))nen C A.

Step 3. Next, for each n we construct *~-homomorphisms «,, : E, —
E, 1 such that a,(Ng, (Dg,)) C Ng,,,(Dg,,,) for each n.

Since FE, . is finite dimensional, the identity map extends to some
conditional expectation ¢ : A — E,, ;1. Note that D, lies in the mul-
tiplicative domain of v, and that we know from (4.2) and Lemma [[.§
that Dg, U Dg, ., C Da. Therefore, for each p € Dg, and q € Dg, .,
we have g (p) = ¥(q)(p) = ¥(gp) = ¥(pqg) = ¢¥(p)¥(q) = ¥(p)g. Now

since Dg, ,, is maximal abelian in F, . this implies that
w(DEn) C DEn+1'

0<y, <
7—211

With ®g, ., : E,+1 — Dg,,, denoting the canonical conditional expec-
tation we then in particular have
(I)En+1 © ¢|DEn = ¢|DE,L- (45)

Now choose a tight set Sg, of matrix units of (Dg, C E,). For each
matrix unit e of Sg, , by ([&4) there is some w, € (E,,1)" with

|lwe — €| < ¢ (4.6)
Noting that
Y(wiwe) = wiw, (4.7)

we compute
15, (wiwe) —e'ell < [ @p,.,(wiwe) — P, (P(wiwe))]
+|Pp,,, (b(wiwe)) = g, ., (U(e7e))
+1Pg,.. (U(ee)) — (el
+ llb(e"e) = h(wiwe)]|
+ [ (wiwe) — e'e|
< 0426, + 0+ 26, + 2¢,

21, (4.8)
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where for the estimates of the five summands we have used (in this
order) (A7), (44), (43), (£6), and (£7) and (£6). This shows that the
projection x (1 1(®g, ., (wiwe)) € Dg,,, has norm distance less than 1
from e*e, and since both are projections in the commutative C*-algebra
D 4, they have to agree. The respective statements hold for ee*, and in
particular this entails that Dg, C Dg, ., .

At this point we could deform w, into a partial isometry using func-
tional calculus. However, without further ado this will not necessarily
normalise Dg, ., as is required to apply Step 1 above. Fortunately
we can arrange for a more refined deformation. To this end, write
ee* = q + ...+ ¢, as a sum of pairwise orthogonal rank one projec-
tions ¢; € Dg, ., and for each i set p; := e*¢;e. We have p; € D4 since
e normalises D4, and similarly to (A8]) we estimate

1@, 4y (wegiwe) = pill = [P p, . (Wegiwe) — e guel| < 66, < 1/2,

whence @, | (wigw.) is close to a projection in Dy, ., which then has

to agree with p;. This shows p; € Dg, ;. From
Ips — ptgawepil = Ipec*giep; — pavtgawpd] < 26, (49)
we see that p; is a rank one projection, and that there is
1-2¢, <v<l1 (4.10)
such that )
Vi = U2 - quwep; € Fpig (4.11)

is a matrix unit with vv; = p; and v;v] = ¢;, and with

o — qiepsll < (73 = 1) + G < (1= 26) 75 — 1) + ¢ < 3¢2, (4.12)

where the first estimate uses (£I1]) and (4.0]), the second uses (£10),
and the third estimate holds by a small calculation and the fact that

G <} (see (@3).
For i # j we have giep; = gee*qje = giqjee’e = 0 and qvip; =
vipip; = vie*gep; = 0. Therefore, for

Ve 1= ZZ V;
oo —ell = (32, @)@ - (3 )

= m?X |vi — gieps||

we have

|

Sl

(imy)
< 3¢
2

Finally, since v; € Ng,,,(Dg,,,), it follows from Proposition [[L7] that
also v. € Ng,,,(Dg,.,).
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We are now in position to apply the claim in Step 1 above (with
E, in place of F' and E,; in place of E), which makes sure that the
assignment e — v, extends to a *~homomorphism «,, : £, — FE, 1 such
that o,(Ng,(Dg,)) C Ng,..(Dg,.,). Note that for each © € E; we
have

() — 2| < dim(Dy, ) - dim(E,) - 3¢ < 1/27 (4.13)

and that oy, |p, =idp, .

Step 4. It only remains to turn the sequence ((Dg, C E,))nen into
a nested one.

For each n € N and = € E, observe that (au, ... (2))m>, is a
Cauchy sequence in A by ([@I3]), so we may define a map f, : E,, = A
by setting 3, (z) := lim,, a;, ... a,(z). It is then clear that f, is a *-
homomorphism, that 8,|p, =idp,, ,and that the 3, (E,,) are increas-
ing with U, Bm(Em) = A. Moreover, for any @ € Ng,(Dg,) the image
ﬁn(x) normalises /Bn+1<DEn+1> in 6n+1<En+1> ’ i.e., 6n<NEn<DEn)) -
Naoii(Bnsr)(Brns1(DE,,.)). We may therefore set F, := (,(E,) and
Dg, := B,.(Dg,) = Dg,, and are done. O

Remark 4.2. It follows from Theorem [l in connection with [37,
Theorem 5.7] that if A is a separable AF algebra, then A admits a
diagonal D4 (called a regular canonical masa in [37]) which satisfies
dimgiag(Da C A) = 0 and is unique (up to approximately inner auto-
morphisms of A) with this property.

It was shown in [34] that there is a simple separable unital mono-
tracial AF algebra A containing a Cartan subalgebra D which (as an
abelian C*-algebra) is isomorphic to a regular canonical masa D 4, but
which does not have the unique extension property, hence is not a
diagonal, hence the pairs (D C A) and (D4 C A) are not isomorphic.

5. TOPOLOGICAL DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

In this section we link diagonal dimension to Kerr’s notion of (fine)
tower dimension for topological dynamical systems.

Definition 5.1. [26] Definition 4.1] Let G ~ X be an action of a
countable discrete group on a compact Hausdorff space X.

A tower is a pair (V,.5) consisting of a subset V' of X and a finite
subset S of GG such that the sets sV, called the levels, for s € S are
pairwise disjoint. V' is called the base and S is called the shape of the
tower. We write SV := {sv | s € S, v € V'} for the union of the levels.

A castle is a family ((V},S}));es of towers such that all the levels are
pairwise disjoint.

A tower (V,S) is open if V' is an open subset of X. A castle whose
towers are open will be referred to as an open castle.

Definition 5.2. [26] Definition 4.3, Definition 4.10] Let G ~ X be
an action of a countable discrete group on a compact Hausdorff space
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X. The tower dimension of the action G ~ X is said to be at most
d, written dim,,(X,G) < d, if for every finite subset F C G there
exist a finite family of open towers ((V}, S;))jes and a partition J =
JO .U J@ such that

(1) UjeJ Sjvj =X,

(2) for every x € X there are j € J and t € S; such that x € tV;
and Et C S; (this is called E-Lebesgueness in [26]),

(3) for each i € {0,...,d} the sets S;V; are pairwise disjoint for
j € J9 (in other words, for each i € {0,...,d} the family
((V},55)) e forms a castle).

If, in addition, for any given open cover U of X one can choose the
family of open towers ((V},5;));es so that the open cover (sV});esses;
refines U, then the action is said to have fine tower dimension at most
d, and in this case we write dimgy (X, G) < d. If no such d exists,
then the tower dimension (or the fine tower dimension, respectively) is
said to be infinite.

Remarks 5.3. (i) The definitions above insist on G being countable
discrete, since non-discrete topological groups will require a different
setup; cf. [23] vs. [24].

(ii) We have stated the definition of fine tower dimension in a version
slightly different from [26, Definition 4.10] in order to avoid asking X
to carry a metric (but in the metrisable case the two formulations are
equivalent).

This additional generality will not cause technical difficulties, and
will prove useful when we look at uniform Roe algebras in Section [7
The only caveat is that for non-metrisable spaces the various notions
of covering dimension are no longer equivalent, so that one has to
make a choice. The appropriate version for our purposes is the one
characterised in [28, Proposition 1.5]: every finite open cover of X has
a finite open refinement with chromatic number d + 1.

(iii) Unlike [26], Definition 4.10] we explicitly ask the index set J to
be finite to begin with, whereas in [26] this is derived from compactness
of X whenever necessary.

(iv) Finiteness of tower dimension requires the action to be free.
Indeed, let g € G\ {e}, let z € X, and let ((V},5;))jes be a family
witnessing the tower dimension for the finite subset F := {g,¢7 ', e}.
By the E-Lebesgueness condition [5.2(2) there are j € J and t € S;
such that z € tV; and Et C S;. Since gtV; and tV; are disjoint, x
cannot be fixed by g.

It will therefore in particular follow from the theorem below that
finite diagonal dimension of (C'(X) C C(X) %, G) can occur only for
free actions. In upcoming work, the third named author will introduce
a variant of diagonal dimension which will, at least to some extent, also
allow isotropy.
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From [26, Proposition 4.11] and the definition of fine tower dimension
we know that

max{dim;} (X, G), dim*"(X)}

tow
< dim{! (X, Q)
< dim{! (X, Q) - dim™(X). (5.1)

The main result of this section fits diagonal dimension into this chain
of estimates.

Theorem 5.4. Let a : G ~ X be an action of a countable discrete
group on a compact Hausdorff space. Then

dim}! (X, Q)
< dimf;, (C(X) c C(X) %, G) (5.2)
< dim{! (X, Q) - dim™(X). (5.3)

In particular, if X is totally disconnected then
dimyiey (X, G) = dimgow (X, G) = dimgiag(C(X) C C(X) %, G). (5.4)

The proof is divided into two parts. To implement the upper bound
(B.3)), we only need to carefully follow Kerr’s proof of [26, Theorem 6.2],
which establishes the respective bound for the nuclear dimension of the
crossed product, but in fact keeps track of the diagonal by design.

The key new feature in this section is the lower bound (5.2)), which
extracts purely dynamical information from C*-algebraic data.

The first equality in (5.4) is already contained in (5.1), and the sec-
ond one follows upon combining the latter with (5.2) and (5.3]).

We start by isolating the lemma below from the proof of |26, The-
orem 6.2]. Roughly speaking, it expresses tower dimension in terms
of partitions of unity (as opposed to open covers) which are approxi-
mately compatible with the group action. We spell out the proof partly
for the convenience of the reader and partly because [26, Theorem 6.2]
is stated and proven under the slightly more special assumption that
X is metrisable.

Lemma 5.5. Let o : G ~ X be as before. Suppose dimyyy, (X, G) <
d < oo. Then for every finite subsete € 2 C G andn > 0, there exist a
finite family of open towers ((V;, S;));es, a partition J = JOU. ..LuJ @,
and a partition of unity (h;);es for X such that
(1) (S;Vj)jes forms an open cover for X to which the partition of
unity (hj);es is subordinate,

3Recall that a compact Hausdorff space is totally disconnected if and only if it
has covering dimension zero.
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(2) for each i € {0,....,d}, 7 # j € J9, and for 9,9 € E,
ag(hj)ag(hj) =0 (we abuse notation and write  also for the
induced action on C(X) here),

(3) for eachi € {0,...,d} the family ((V},S;));es0 forms a castle,

(4) |hj(x) — hj(gz)| <n forallje J, x € X and g € E.

Proof (cf. that of Theorem 6.2 in [26]). We may assume E to be sym-
metric by replacing it with £ U E~1, if necessary. Take n € N such
that (d+2)/n <n.

Choose a finite family of open towers ((V},S}));es and a partition
J=JOu. . . uJ@ satisfying conditions 5.2(1) and B.2(3) (so that in
particular [5.5(3) holds), and such that [5.2[(2) holds with E replaced by
E"™. For each j € J define the E™-core of S; as

Bjm = {S S Sj | E"s C Sj}

Upon shifting the S; from the right and the V; from the left, if necessary,
we may assume each of the nonempty B;,, to contain e.
By B.2(2), the family (sV});esseB,, is an open cover of X, and since

X is normal we can find a partition of unity ( fj7s) jeJseB,,, subordinate
to it. For every j € J define f; € C(X)} by

~

f; = max a,-1(f;s) (5.5)

s€Bjn

provided B;, # 0; otherwise set f; := 0. Note that for every j € J
and s € B;,, we have 0 < f; s < a,(f;) € Co(sV;), whence

Z]EJ ZSEB fj Z 1X

Next, for each j define further subsets B, of S; by
Bjo:=5;\ ﬂgeE gS; and (5.6)

Bjy = (ﬂgeEk gSj> \ (ﬂgeEkH g5j> fork=1,...,n—1

and note that
Bjm = ﬂgeEn gSJ

This in particular means that for each j the family (B;x)x—o, . » forms

-----

a partition of S;. Moreover, by construction we have for all j € J and
geLl

gBng C Bj,kfl U Bj,k U Bj,kJrl fork=1,...,n—1, and
gBjJL C Bj,n—l U Bj,n' (57)

For each 5 € J we may now define the function

Zk OZSGBkn as(f;) € C(X).



44 KANG LI, HUNG-CHANG LIAO, AND WILHELM WINTER
Note that for z € X and g € E by (5.7) we have

(97 ) — Iy(2)] < 1/n.
ﬁ and observe that for any x € X

ZJEJ Zk OZSEB & n f])( )
= Z JjeJ ZSGB f] ) -

We may therefore define

Now set H := >

jeT

h; == H™ . h,
to obtain a partition of unity (h;);cs for X. Note that for each j the
open support of h; (which is the same as that of hj) is contained in
(Nyer 957)V; C S;Vj (cf. (5.86)), soE3(1) holds. Since ), g5, agrees
with the E-core of S;, this implies that for each g € E the function

ay(h;) is supported in SJVJ, in connection with [5.5](3) this yields5.5(2).
From here on, one checks that

|ag-1(H)(2) = H(z)] < (d+1)/n

for x € X and g € E exactly as in the paragraph preceding the in-
equality numbered (6) in the proof of [26, Theorem 6.2]. That same
inequality also yields

g1 () () = hy(z)| < (d+2)/n <n
for z € X and g € E, so[5.5(4) holds and our proof is complete. O
Proof of (B.3]). Write d := dimiow (X, G) and ¢ := dim(X). We may

assume that both numbers are finite, so that in particular « is a free
action by Remark B.3(iv). Let F be a finite subset of C'(X) x, G and
let € > 0 be given. We are looking for c.p.c. approximations for F
within e, and so by linearity and continuity we may assume that our
finite subset is of the form

F={fus| feé& se L}

for finite subsets & C C(X)L and £ C G. (We use the common

notation u,, g € G, to denote the left regular unitaries in C(X) x, G

implementing the action by conjugation; with this, span{fu, | f €

C(X), g € G}isdenseinin C(X)x,G.) We may moreover assume that

E is symmetric and contains the identity e of G, and that 1¢(x) € €.
Choose some

0<n< (5.8)

€
2(d+1)
so that, whenever h and a are posmve Contractions in a C*-algebra
such that ||[a, k]| < 1, then |ja, h2]|| < PICISY) (this is possible since the

function (¢ —» t2) may be approximated uniformly on the interval [0, 1]
by polynomials in ¢). Find a family of open towers ((V}, S;))jes with
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a partition J = JO U ... 1 J@ and a partition of unity (h;);cs as in
Lemma 5.5l for £ and 7. Note that it follows from [5.5(4) that for each
jeJand se E

[ushy = hjusl] <.
Setting
W =37 o
for i € {0,...,d}, it moreover follows from [B.5(1), (2) and (3) that

|ush® — hOu|| <. (5.9)
For each j € J define
Aj = C (usCo(Vj)uy | s, t € 5;).

Note that Co(E£S;V;) embeds into A; and the map M|gs;®@Co(V;) — A;
defined by es; ® f +— u,fuy is an isomorphism mapping the abelian
subalgebra D)gs,) ® Co(V;) onto Co(ES;V;). Write

(6 .— .
AT = @jeﬂi) A5,

which is identified with the (finite) direct sum @, ;o) Migs; ® Co(V;)-
Now by Theorem B.II(i) and (vii) we have the estimate

dimdiag(co(l_ljeJ(i) ES]»Vj) C A(n)

= dimdiag(@jej(i) D\ESJ-| ® Co(‘/}) C @jeJ(i) M|ESJ-\ ® CO(‘G))
= max;c ) dimgiag (Co(V;) C Co(V}))
< dim(X)

= C.

Next observe that for every fus, € F, for each ¢ the compression
(hD)z2 fuy(h®)z belongs to AD. Let (FO, Dypwy, 0D, 0®) be a com-
pletely positive approximation witnessing dimgag (Co (] s BS;V;) C
A®) < ¢ for the finite set {(h)V/2fu (K2 | f € & s € E}
within 7. By Arveson’s extension theorem we can extend the map
00 : AD — FO) to a c.p.c. map 09 : C(X) x, G — FO. Now define
c.p.c. maps
YO C(X) %, G — FO
by
1

O = GO (A3 (hD)3).
Viewing the A®) as subalgebras of C'(X) x, G, we arrive at the diagram
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C(X) %, G C(X) %, G

Y = @?:0 @Zj(i) Y= Z?:o So(i)
F=FOg. . .oFrd

and may compute for fu, € F

lev(Fus) = Full = || (D, 09 (HD)* Fun (b)) = fu,
= [le (@, 003 Fun(h)H)) — Fu,
=130, # P00 fu(h)) — fu,
<0 ()% fuy ()2~ fu,

d .
< |20, 10— fu,

<e,

+(d+1)n

+e/2+(d+ 1)y

where for the second inequality we have used (5.9) so that |jus(h®)z —
(WD) 2| < sy and for the last inequality we have used (B]) to-
gether with the fact that (h(?); forms a partition of unity. As each ¢
is a sum of at most (c+1) c.p.c. order zero maps, ¢ is a sum of at most
(d + 1)(c 4 1) c.p.c. order zero maps. Moreover, each ) maps nor-
malisers of Dg) in F® to normalisers of Co(Ujesm ES;V;) in AD. But
since Co(| ;e ;0 E'S;V;) is a hereditary subalgebra of C'(X), by Propo-
sition [LI(iii) such normalisers also normalise C(X) in C(X) %, G. It
then follows that in fact each ¥ maps normalisers of Dg) in F® to

normalisers of C(X) in C'(X) %, G.
For each fu, € F take by, := ¥(fus) € F* and note that ¢(1¢(x))
belongs to Dp. The assertion (5.3) now follows from Proposition 23
U

We now turn to the lower bound (5.2)). For each ¢ € (0,1) define
piecewise linear continuous functions fs, gs : [0,1] — R by

0 0<t<0
fs(t) = < linear § <t <26 (5.10)
t 20 <t<1
and
0 0<t<4/2
gs(t) = < linear /2 <t <4 (5.11)

1 o <t<l.
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For later use we note that the equation

t-hs(t) = gs(t) (5.12)
uniquely determines a continuous function hs : [0, 1] — R.
Lemma 5.6. Let (Dy C A) be a sub-C*-algebra with D4 abelian, and

let ¢ : M, — A be a c.p.c. order zero map. Given k,l € {1,...,r} and
5 €(0,1), define a c.p.c. map oy : A — A by

or(a) = gs(e)(ew)ags(¢)(ew)" (5.13)

Then oy restricts to a *-isomomorphism

Fs(@) (ewn) Afs () (er) — () (en) Afs () (en).

If p(ey,) belongs to Na(Dy), then oy restricts to a *-isomorphism

(@) (ew) Dafo(w) (ern) — F5(0)(eu)Dafs(@)(en).

Proof. From order zero functional calculus we have

95(p) (ext) f5(0) (€1m) = fs5(p)(erm)

forall k,i,m € {1,...,n}. From this it follows that oy is multiplicative
on the *-subalgebra f5(v)(err)Afs(v)(exr) and that oy o oy restricts
to the identity on that subalgebra. Moreover,

o (fs(0) (ern) Afs(0) (exr)) C fs(e)(en)Afs(e)(en),
and so by continuity oy; indeed restricts to an isomorphism with inverse

o, between fs()(exr) Afs()(exr) and f5(p)(en) Afs(p)(en).

For the second part, note that by order zero functional calculus and

(G.12)

gs(p)(ew) = w(ew)hs()(err), (5.14)
and that
hs (o) (exr) = ha((@(ezk)*w(elk))%) € Na(Da,)

by Lemma [ But then gs(¢)(ew) € Na(Da), being a product of
normalisers by (5.14]), and so oj; maps the diagonal into the diagonal.
O

We will apply the lemma to the sub-C*-algebra (C'(X) C C(X)x,G),
and a c.p.c. order zero map ¢ : M, — C(X) x, G with ¢(e;) normal-
ising C(X) for all k,l € {1,...,7} in order to obtain *-isomorphisms

ou : f5(9)(en)C(X) f5()(enr) — f5(9) (ern) C(X) f5(0) (ex)-

For any positive function f on [0,1] note that f(¢)(ex) € C(X)
since f(¢)2(e,) normalises C(X) and the latter is unital. For any
constant n > 0 we write

supp, (f) = {z € X : f(z) > n}
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for the open n-support of f, in other words, the open support of the
function (f—n). If, for some § € (0, 1), we set Uy, := supp; (f5() (exrx)),
then the map o1x|cy@,) : Co(Ur) = Co(Uy) induces a homeomorphism

O1k - Uk — U1
with inverse 641 : Uy — Uy.

Lemma 5.7. Let G ~ X be as before, ¢ : M, — C(X) x, G c.p.c.
order zero, 0,n € (0,1) some numbers, and let Uy,...,U, be defined
as above. Then there exists a finite subset E of G such that for every
x € Uy, there is an element g, € E such that oy, (x) = 01 ().

Moreover, if the action is free, then for every x € Uy there is precisely
one such group element g, and the assignment x — g, is a well-defined
continuous map from Uy into E.

Proof. Approximate gs(¢)(ex1) by a finite sum

Zi; fmittg,, € Co(G,C(X)) (5.15)

within %, and let £ := {g1,...,9m} C G. Assume, for the sake of

contradiction, that there exists an « € Uy such that ay(x) # oy (z) for
every g € E. Then there is an open neighbourhood W of x such that
g, (W) N (W) =0 for all m € {1,...,M}. Let h € Co(W) be a
positive function with h(z) = 1 and ||h|| < 1. By the choice of W we
have

ow(h)ug, huy =0, m=1,..., M. (5.16)

Then we compute
L= oy
" o (R)g5(#) ex) hg(@)ens) |
o) (320 St ) hgs(i)ens)]| +1/2
= |32 o, has)en) | + 172

=12,

?

a contradiction, so that we have proved the first statement.

Suppose now the action is free. Then for each = the element g, is
uniquely determined, so that the assignment = +— g, is well-defined.
The set V,,, :={z € Uy | a,,(x) = 61(x)} is precisely the preimage of
the diagonal Ay := {(z,z) € X x X} under the continuous map from
Uy into X x X which sends x to (g, (z), k1 (z)). Since X is Hausdorff,
the diagonal Ay is closed and therefore V,, is closed in the relative
topology on U;. As {V3,...,V,,} forms a finite partition of U, we
conclude that each V,, is open in U;. This shows that the map = +— g,
is continuous. U
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Recall that if Y = (U)s and V = (V;),, are open covers of a topo-
logical space X, then the join of U and V, written as U V V), is defined
by

UVYV .= (Ug N ny)ﬁﬁ.
Note that the join ¢ V V is an open cover refining both &/ and V.

After these preparations we are now ready to prove the main new
feature of this section, the lower bound for diagonal dimension in The-

orem [5.41

Proof of (5.2)). For notational convenience we write A := C(X) %, G,
D, = C(X), and we may assume d := dimgiag(Da C A) < o0, for
otherwise there is nothing to show. Let £ C G be a finite subset and
U a finite open cover of X as in the definition of fine tower dimension;
see 5.2 We may assume that £ = E~! and e € E. Find a partition

of unity {fi,..., fm} of X subordinate to the open cover \/geE ay,(U),
and set
F = {1A,f1,...,fM}U{ug |g€E2} (517)
Define the constants
1 1 &
— B P — d = — 5.18
16(d+1) T8+ MY ST am (5.18)

Let (F, Dg, 1, ¢) be ac.p. approximation for (F?,%/9) which witnesses
dimgiag(Da € A) = d and let ) : A — F, ¢ : F' — A be the c.p.c.
maps defined in Remark 2.2[ii) with respect to 14 in place of h, so in
particular

oY = py. (5.19)
By [28, Lemma 3.5] we then have
12 (a)b) — p(a)p(b)l| < e (5.20)
for all a € F and b € F".
Let
q = X@1(¥(1a)), (5.21)

where X (517 is the characteristic function on the interval (4, 1].
Foreach i € {0, .. d} identify the sub C*-algebra (¢Dpuq C qF(l)q)
with a direct sum (@] 1 Ds(m EB] 1M' (m) For j ={1,. (')},

i =A0,...,d} we write {ekl 1 le1,...,s(.0y for the matrix units in M
and go(i 7 for the restriction of ¢ to the summand Mq).;.

Let f5,9s5 : [0,1] — R be the piecewise linear continuous functions
defined by (B.I0) and (5I1I). By Lemma 5.6, for each i € {0,...,d},

je{l,...,r@}and k € {1,...,5%7} we have a *-isomorphism
o SO () Afs (7))
= Sl (el Ao (D) e)
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given by
o\ (a) = gs(0 D) (el )ags(0DI) (el)7).

Write U7 = supps;, (fg((p(i)’j)(e,(cig’j)), and let 507 : U — U7 be
the inverse of the homeomorphism induced by U§Q’j . By Lemma [5.7]
for every z € U7 and every k € {2,...,507} there exists a unique
group element g such that oy(x) = 5,(;1) J(z). For each (s7 — 1)-tuple
(92, -+, gstr.s) define

Vs o= (e e U767 (@) = ag, ()

for all k € {2,.. .,s(i)’j}}.

Then by Lemma [5.7] each set V(SQ” 9 00) is a finite intersection of open
red g (4),5

sets, and hence is open itself. Freeness of the action ensures that the

collection (V((i)’j

G2 (1) _)) (G2 1) where the index runs over all (s(i)’j —
39 4(i),7 re9(4),5

1)-tuples in G, forms a finite partition of Ul(i)’j . For ease of notation

we write (w(i)’j)fii{’j for the collection (V((g;)] 70 v))(g2 0 0)"
09 (1),3 18 (i),

Let S be the finite subset of G formed by the (s — 1)-tuple

corresponding to AR
We claim that

C:= {(V,,(i)’j,ESﬁi)’j) lie{0,...,d},je{l,.. . ,rV},
re{l,...,R7}}

is a collection of open towers witnessing the fine tower dimension for
the finite subset £ and the open cover U.
We first show that the collection

{a,(VO9) i€ {0,....d}, j € {1,....r 0},
re{l,...,R"9} ge 8l (5.22)

already forms a cover of X, which will then immediately imply that
the collection C is E-Lebesgue and covers X, i.e., conditions (1) and
(2) of Definition [(.2] hold.

To see the former, it suffices to show that the collection

{supp3, (F5( D) (efd?)) i € {0, ...}, j € {1,...,r},
ked{l,... s"9}} (5.23)
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forms an open cover of X. We Compute

DI DD SN CLRICE

> Ozjizj”; a1
plg) —o(d+1)-1

plqv(1a)g) —0(d+1) -1

e(1a) —26(d+1)-1

14— (e+26(d+1)) 14

v

>
EI8)

> 1/2-14, (5.24)
where for the first inequality we have used (5.10) and the fact that for

()

each i the map ¢@| pw, = >7_; 9?7 is c.p.c. order zero; this latter

fact (together with (B.21])) yields the third inequality.
By orthogonality of the summands for any fixed ¢, for each x € X
there exist some indices ¢, j, and k£ such that

GI8)
fs(eP9) () (x) = 1/(2(d +1)) > 21,
which proves our claim that the collection in (5.23)), hence also that in
(522), indeed covers X.

Next, we show that for each ¢ € {0,...,d} the collection
{a,(VD7) |je{1,....rD}, re{1,...,RD}, s € BSW7}
consists of pairwise d15301nt sets. Assume, for the sake of contradiction,
that for some 7 there exist j, j', r,7’, and t,#' € E, s € S\ and s’ €
Sﬁf)’] such that (ts, j,r) # (t's, j', 7’) and Ozts(V(Z )ﬂat/s/(Vr(f)’] ) # 0.
Then we can find z € V,7 and Yy € V 7 satisfying ays(7) = apy (y).
Note that x and y must be distinct: If (j,7) = (j',7’), then =z = y
would imply ts = t's’ because the action is free. And if (j,r) # (5/,7')

then V" and V;,(,i)’j " are disjoint subsets. Either way, we have x # y.
Now define

g:={t)""te E% (5.25)
Then o(yy-145(7) =y # =, and we can find an open neighbourhood U,
of z such that Uy := a(yy-145(U,) is disjoint from U,. Let h, be a func-
tion in Cy(U,)L satisyfing h,(z) = 1. Set hy := hy(a(sn-145(.)). Then
h, € Co(Uy)} and h,(y) = 1. By construction we have ug(as(hz))u; =
ay (hy), where again we abuse notation and write « also for the induced
action on C'(X). Therefore,

||a8’(hy)uga8(hx)” =L
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Let k € {1,...,5%7} be the (unlque) index so that ¢(e!)7) dominates
ag(hg), and let &' € {1,...,5%7} be the similarly corresponding index
for ay(hy). By construction

pley” Nyws =0 (5.26)
and
pleir’) = ((1a)e)’) > 6 - p(el)?) > 6° (5.27)

on U,gi)’j . The same lower bounds hold for go(e,g/),;,‘/) on U,S)’j ", With
these estimates in hand, we compute

L= [l (hyJugars (b))

< gillaa bl yugg (e )a ()]

—ﬁsHas< Dl Ve (uy) o (el s (o) + 5
< il (b )eleh e ug)eld ()l + 25, (5.28)

where for the first inequality we have used (5.26) and (5.27), for the

second inequality we have used (5.17), (5:19), (5.25), and for the last
inequality we have used (5.20)). If j # j/, then the first term in the last

row is zero, which leads to a contradiction. Therefore let us consider
j =j'. We then have

0t ()i (0 (el s (1)
= o () (1ro) ) eiid ¥ (ug)eigl” o)
= P(Lr ) (hy o (ugeiy” s (he),
where we have used that ¢(1pw) € C(X), hence commutes with
A (hy).
Since ek, w(ug)ekk = )\e,(;,k] for some A € C, we can compute
v (hy (el g e Yo ()
= X a(hy) (e s (he)
= - 03 () (e )y (95() 1) <e§;?;> 5«0)(% >) xga(QO)(egQ’j)
= - 0s() (e )y (95(0) ()P )) g () (€12,

The term in the middle bracket belongs to C(X ) hence commutes with
h,. Since the construction ensures that hy,h, = 0, we have from (G.28])
GI9)
1= awlhyuou(h)] <25 < o,
again a contradiction. This establishes our claim on the pairwise dis-
jointness of the levels.
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Finally, we show that the open cover
{%s(Vr(i”) lge E,ie€{0,...,d}, je{1,... ’r,»(i)}’
re{l,...,R"7} se S}

refines the given cover Y. By construction, given any s € S there
exists a (unique) k € {1,...,5®7} such that

(V(l 7 C suppn(f(;( )(GI%ZEJ {x € X | @(e(jﬂ )(x) > 5}'

Since

G20
53 e =6 = U = Y (),

there exists m € {1,..., M} such that

)
V(Fn) = U(fa)ef)’ = = - e (5.29)

(using that all the ¥(f,,) and eg,z’j are in Dp, hence commute).
It follows that for any z € a,(Vi"), we have
6 &2 M M Me
5 < pled)@) S = pulfa)@) < - fale) + 5

As Me < 62, we see that ozs(Vr )i ) is entirely contained in the support
of fm, which in turn is contained in some member of the open cover

\/geE ag (u) . o
It remains to point out that for any ¢ € E, the open set o (ar, (Vi)
is a subset of some member of U. This completes the proof. U

6. GROUPOIDS

We now take a more general point of view than in the previous section,
by considering groupoid C*-algebras. This will pave the grounds for a
substantial number of further applications. For the time being we will
focus on a lower bound for diagonal dimension in terms of dynamic
asymptotic dimension, analogous to (5.2]) in Theorem [(.4]

Throughout this section all groupoids are assumed to be locally com-
pact and Hausdorff, as these have naturally associated sub-C*-algebras
for which diagonal dimension encodes interesting information. We start
by establishing our notation; we also briefly recall the construction of
the reduced C*-algebra associated to a groupoid since it is used later.
For more details we refer the reader to [38] or [40], for example.

For a groupoid G, we write G for the unit space, and r, s : G — G
for the range and source map, respectively. The composition of two
elements g, h € G is written gh, and the inverse of g € G is denoted
g~%. For a unit z € GO, define G* := r~'({2}), G, := s~ ({z}), and
Gr:=G*NgG,. Asubset S of G is called a bisection if there is an open
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subset U containing S such that r : U — r(U) and s : U — s(U) are
homeomorphisms onto open subsets of G(©).
A groupoid G is called
e principal if the map g — (r(g), s(g)) is injective;
e ¢tale if the maps r and s are local homeomorphisms;
e ample if there is a basis consisting of compact open bisections
for its topology.

Let G be a locally compact, Hausdorff, étale groupoid and con-
sider the complex vector space C.(G) of compactly supported complex-
valued continuous functions on G. Define a convolution product on

C.(G) by the formula

ay * ay(g) = Zhegﬂg) ai(h)az(h™"g)

and an involution by the formula

a*(g) =a(g™1).

With these operations C.(G) becomes a *-algebra.
For each z € G the regular representation 7, : C.(G) — B(*(G.))
is given by

2(a)d, = h)ong.
m(@3 =Y alh)g
The reduced C*-norm on C.(G) is defined by

lally == sup |[lms(a)]
zeG(0)
and the reduced groupoid C*-algebra C;(G) is the completion of C.(G)
with respect to ||.||;. Since G is étale, there is a natural inclusion

C.(G®) — C.(G) which extends to an embedding Co(G¥) — C*(G),
and we view Cp(G(®) as an abelian sub-C*-algebra of C!(G). By [9,
Lemma 2.1 (5)] Co(G®) contains an approximate unit for C*(G), so
the sub-C*-algebra (Co(G?) C C(G)) is nondegenerate.

One can show that when the groupoid is principal, the abelian subal-
gebra C(G©) is diagonal in C}(G). In fact, the reconstruction theorem
[39, Theorem 5.9] of Renault, which builds on earlier work of Kumjian
([29]), shows that there is a one-to-one correspondence between Cartan
subalgebras and twisted, locally compact, Hausdorff, étale, topologi-
cally principal groupoids (see [39] for relevant definitions). Moreover,
a Cartan subalgebra has the unique extension property (hence is a
diagonal) precisely when the associated twisted groupoid is principal
(instead of just topologically principal). Upon combining this discus-
sion with Theorem [2.10] we obtain the following:

Proposition 6.1. Let (D4 C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra
with finite diagonal dimension. Then there is an — up to isomorphism
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uniquely determined — twisted, étale, locally compact, Hausdorff, prin-
cipal groupoid (G, %) such that (D4 C A) is isomorphic to (Co(G?) C
Ci(G,%)).

Below we will investigate how diagonal dimension is related to exist-
ing dimension-type properties for groupoids, where for the time being
we stick to the untwisted case. We start with dimension zero, which
characterises AF algebras on the C*-algebra side and has a natural
groupoid analogue.

Definition 6.2. [38, Definition III.1.1][19, Definition 3.7][33 Defini-
tion 2.2] Let G be an ample, (principal,) second countable, locally com-
pact, Hausdorff, étale groupoid. G is said to be an AF groupoid if it
can be written as a union of an increasing sequence of open principal
subgroupoids {G, },en such that G — GO and Qn\Q,(LO) is compact for
each n € N.

Proposition 6.3. Let (D C A) be a nondegenerate sub-C*-algebra
with A separable and D abelian. Then dimg,,(D C A) = 0 if and
only if there is an AF groupoid G such that (D C A) is isomorphic to
(Co(G©) € C*(G)). Up to isomorphism G is uniquely determined by
these properties.

Proof. If (D C A) has diagonal dimension zero, then the construction
in the proof of [38, Proposition ITI.1.15], together with the implication
(i) = (ii) in Theorem [A.1], produces an AF groupoid whose associated
sub-C*-algebra is (D C A). Conversely, the proof of [38, Proposition
I11.1.15] shows that the sub-C*-algebra associated to an AF groupoid
satisfies condition (ii) in Theorem [l hence has diagonal dimension
Z€ro. U

Recall from [51] that a UHF algebra U is of infinite type if U = URU.
The corollary below establishes the corresponding notion at the level of
groupoids by means of fixing a regular canonical masa (cf. Remark [£.2]).

Corollary 6.4. Let U be a UHF algebra of infinite type with a reqular
canonical masa Dy. Then there exists a second countable, minimal,
principal, AF groupoid G with compact unit space G such that (Dy C
U) = (C(GW) c C¥G)) and G x G = G as topological groupoids. Up
to isomorphism this AF groupoid is uniquely determined.

Proof. By Remark we have dimgi,e(Dy C U) = 0. By Theo-
rem B.)(ii) we have dimgie(Dy @ Dy C U ® U) = 0, whence again
by Remark (Dy ® Dy C U ®U) is a regular canonical masa (one
can of course also check this fact directly). Now if o : U ®@ U — U is
some isomorphism, then (¢(Dy ® Dy) C U) is again a regular canoni-
cal masa, and by the uniqueness statement in Remark there is an
automorphism v of U such that ¢(¢(Dy ® Dy) = Dy. We therefore
have an isomorphism ¥ o ¢ : (Dy ® Dy CU Q@ U) = (Dy C U).
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On the other hand, by Proposition 6.3 there is an (up to isomorphism
uniquely determined) AF groupoid G such that (Dy € U) = (C(G) C
C#(G)). Via the identification

(C(G*x ) c Ci(GxG) = (C(G) @ C(GY) C Ci(G) ® Ci(9))
~ (Dy ® Dy C U U)

(Dy cU)

= (C(G"Y) € C1(9))

we conclude from [39, Proposition 4.13] that G x G = G as topological
groupoids. O

12

Motivated by the Baum—Connes conjecture, Guentner, Willett, and
Yu in [21] introduced the notion of dynamic asymptotic dimension for
groupoids. The concept is a groupoid version of Gromov’s asymptotic
dimension. The idea is to approximately exhaust G by a bounded
number of “relative AF” groupoids.

Definition 6.5. [21], Definition 5.1] Let G be a locally compact, Haus-
dorff, étale groupoid. G has dynamic asymptotic dimension at most d,
written dad(G) < d, if for every open relatively compact subset K of
G there exist open subsets U, ... U@ of GO such that
(1) the union U?:o U covers s(K)Ur(K), and
(2) for each i € {0,...,d} the set {g € K | s(g9),r(g) € UD}
generates a relatively compact subgroupoid.

For principal groupoids condition (2) of Definition may be re-
phrased using the language of equivalence relations. Suppose H is a
subgroupoid of G. For each z € G, we denote by [z]3 the equivalence
class of x with respect to the equivalence relation ~ on G© induced
by H, i.e., x ~ y if and only if there is an h € H with s(h) = = and
r(h) =y.

Proposition 6.6. Let G be a principal, locally compact, Hausdorff,
étale groupoid. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) dad(G) < d;
(i) for every open relatively compact subset K of G there exist open
subsets U ... UD of GO such that
(1) the union U?:o U9 covers s(K) Ur(K), and
(2) for eachi € {0,...,d} we have sup,emino |[T]no

< 00,
where HW is the subgroupoid generated by the set {g € K |
s(g),7(g) € UV},

Proof. (i) = (ii): This follows from [2I, Lemma 8.10]. In fact, this
implication does not require G to be principal.

(ii) = (i): For all i € {0,...,d} we define numbers M® :=
SUD,¢ 30\ |[T]g@ . Since G is principal, we have HO CcK-...-K
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(M® times). By [21, Lemma 5.2] the product of finitely many relatively
compact subsets is relatively compact, so H is relatively compact. [

The main result of this section provides a lower bound for the diag-
onal dimension of the sub-C*-algebra (Cy(G) C C(G)) in terms of
the dynamic asymptotic dimension of the groupoid G. At a technical
level the proof is very similar to that of (5.2]) in Theorem [5.4] but the
two do not factorise through one another: Theorem works in the
more general context of groupoid C*-algebras, but the lower bound in
terms of dynamic asymptotic dimension is a priori weaker than the one
in terms of (fine) tower dimension in Theorem [5.4]

Theorem 6.7. Let G be a locally compact, Hausdorff, étale groupoid.
Then

dad(g) < dimaiag(Co(¢"”) € C1(G))-

Proof. We may assume that dimgiag(Co(G?) C C¥(G)) = d < oo, for
otherwise there is nothing to show. But then G is principal by Propo-
sition [6.1] and it will suffice to verify condition (ii) of Proposition
We write A := C*(G) and D, := Cy(G). Given an open relatively
compact subset K C G as in [B.6(ii), we can cover K by finitely many
open bisections S, . .., Sas, because G is étale and K is compact. Since

G is locally compact and Hausdorff, there exist functions aq, ..., ay in
C.(G) such that

o supp(a,,) C Sy, for all m e {1,..., M}, and
. Z%zl am(r) =1forall z € K.

Let 0 < f € Dy be a function satisfying || f|| < 1 and f[ 7. = 1-
Define the constants
1 1 53
0 i=——— = — = 6.1
sd+1) T adr1 ST 6MA (6.1)

Using nondegeneracy of the sub-C*-algebra (D4 C A) and functional
calculus we can find positive contractions h, f € D4 and contractions
by,...,by € A such that

If=fl<e nf=7,

and

b — am|| <&, hby, =by, (6.2)
forallm € {1,..., M}. Write F := {f, bi,...,by}andlet (F, Dp, v, )
be a c.p. approximation witnessing dimgi,e (D4 C A) = d for (F?,£2/9).
Let

vV:A—F, ¢:F—A
be the c.p. maps defined in Remark [2.2(ii) with respect to h. Then ¢
is contractive and

G1(b) = i (b) (6.3)
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for all b € A satisfying hb = b. By [28, Lemma 3.5] we even have

1p(b(b)x) — @Y (b)ib(a)]| < e (6.4)
for all b € F and x € F*.
Let R
q:=x@1W(h)) € F'N Dr, (6.5)

where X(51] denotes the characteristic function on the interval (9, 1].
Foreachi € {0,...,d} 1dent1fy the sub-C*-algebra (¢Dpwq C ¢FVq)

with the direct sum (@] 1 Dywg C @r() M (Z)J) As in the proof of

(B2), we will write (621) j) for the standard matrix units in M.; and
0@ for the respective restrictions of .
Let f5,9s5 : [0,1] — R be the piecewise linear continuous functions

defined in (5.10) and (5.11]), and let
7”5 Js( ) e”) Dalslp ) (es”)

— falp9) (e} >DAf5<so<@>ﬂ><e§i“>
be the *-isomorphism given by Lemma Define

U = supp (f5(¢ ><ekk ) c gO

Then each a( D7 induces a homeomorphism 61(;)’3 U, ,gi)’j — Ul(i)’j . Define

r(®) PN

U(Z U] IUk 1

We claim that U ... U@ form the desired cover of s(K)Ur(K).
We first show that the union (J’, U® indeed covers s(K) U r(K).
For each x € s(K) U T(K) we compute analogously to (5.24]),

ST e
>Zl OZ] 1Zk 1 eg,gﬂ —8(d+1)

= ¢(q)(z) —d(d+1)

> o(¥(h)g)(x) —d(d+1)
> pyp(h)(z) —20(d + 1)
> oU(f)(x) —20(d + 1)
> f(:p) — (e +26(d+1))
> f(x) — (26 +25(d+ 1))
> 1/2.

By orthogonality, for each x € s(K)Ur(K) there exist some i, j, k such
that

Fi(pD9) (e ) (@) > 1/(2(d + 1)) > 21,
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whence the union U?:o U® indeed covers the set s(K) U r(K), ie.,
condition [6.6](ii)(1) holds.

Next, we verify condition B.6](ii)(2). For each i € {0,...,d} let H®
be the subgroupoid generated by {g € K | s(g),7(g) € U®D}. We
need to show that sup,c ) |[z]3m] < oo (recall that by definition
z,y € G belong to the same equivalence class if and only if there is
g € H® with s(g) = z and r(g) = y) In fact, it suffices to prove the
following: for each i, j, and x € Ul , if g € K is a groupoid element
satisfying s(g ) = a,i ! ) for some k and 7(g) € U®, then r(g) lies
in the set {all Tz) |1 =
that sup,.¢ )0 |[7]a

(@3}, This statement will then imply
S(Z)j lj=1,...,r@},

So let us fix indices ¢ and 7, a point x € Ul(i)’j , and a groupoid element

g € K such that s(g) = 5&)’( ) and 7(g) € U%. Assume, for the sake

of contradiction, that r(g) = o,g,)lj (y) for some indices j" and k', and

Y € Ul(i)’j, with y # z.

By construction, there exists an element a € {ay,...,ay} such that
1

a(g) > —. 6.6

(9)> = (6.6

Let S be the open support of a (which is an open bisection), and
write ag : s(S) — r(S) for the canonical homeomorphism. By [29]
Proposition 1.6] (see also [39, Proposition 4.7]) we have

a*ca(z) = c(ag(z))a"a(z)
for all z € dom(a) := {x € G | a*a(z) > 0} and ¢ € D,.
Since x and y are distinct, there exists an open neighborhood U, of
x inside Ukl 7(dom(a)) such that

010 sy 0 as 0 3 (U N U = 0. (6.7)
Write U, = 6%2} ‘I| (5) © Qg © aﬁk)j(Ux), and let h, be a function in
Co(U,)L satisfying

hy(y) = 1. (63)

Define -

he = 010" (@' oy (hy)a) € Co(Us)L. (6.9)
Then

ha) = [a"oy (hy)al(s(9)

= oW (h)(r(9))a*als(g))
= hy(la(9)

G3),E)
> 1/M>. (6.10)
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Let b € {b,...,by} be an element satisfying [|b — al| < . We
compute
1 ©.10)
U < [t
o (he)a s ()|

o1 (hyaoyyl? (he)|
EI.EID 1 .
szloi” (hy)e(el e (efd?)ot? (he)

1 0. ()
5ot () e(es? Na(eii) o (e

1 Ny D s (s () e
st (hy)p(e op(egd ot (o)l + 55

1 0. N .

sl (h)elei? )eb )@ (ei)or) ()| +

< Sl (e e BN ()l +

1 i), i), i i

S0 () (e Yol (D))o ()] + 2,
(6.11)

where for the last equality we have used the definition (2I]) of ¢ and

the fact that e{)” and ¢(h) commute.

As in the proof of (5.2), if j # 7’ then by orthogonality the first sum-
mand in the last line vanishes, and we already obtain a contradiction
to (6.1). Now consider j = j'. Then (using that ¢+ is order zero)

a0 (hy) oD (el ) oD <w<b>e;; Yol ()
= 09 (1)o7 (hy) o (0 (D) el )o ) ().

Writing ek,k,@/)( )e,(jlz] =\ e,(;,),;] for some A € C, we can continue as
follows:

(%))
<

|/\~E IN |/\~E IN
g B

‘7&)' (hy) (ek’k’w< )ekk )‘7113](}%)

= Aoyl (W, (e o (a)

BN g5 (09 (el hygs (09 (1))
D (e g5 (D7) (e hygs (D7) (e5))
0.

Summarising, we have that

6D

1
2
7 <l < 5 =554
M o 2M
a contradiction, so our proof is complete. O
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Remark 6.8. One should expect that in Theorem [6.7] if G is principal
and ample, one actually has equality. This is analogous to Theorem [5.4]
where (5.2) and (5.3)) turn into the equality (5.4 if the underlying
space is zero-dimensional. That situation of transformation groupoids
will suffice to address the applications we are mostly interested in;
cf. Corollary below and [[7l Therefore we will not pursue the
statement in the full generality of groupoids, and we skip the rather
technical proof for the time being.

Remark 6.9. Let G be the transformation groupoid arising from a free

action of a countable discrete group GG on a compact metrisable space
X. By [21, Lemma 5.4] and [26, Theorem 5.14] we have

dad™(G)
< dim/! (G ~ X)
< dimg,, (G ~ X)
< dad™(G) - dim*!(X). (6.12)
In view of Theorems [B.4land [6.7it seems plausible that dimf{i;g(C (X) C

C(X) %, G) sits just between the last two terms in this chain of in-
equalities (it is larger than fine tower dimension by (5.2)).

Remark 6.10. In [6, Theorem 7.1.1], Blackadar has shown that the
CAR algebra can be realized as a crossed product C*-algebra C'(X)
G, where G is a locally finite countable group acting freely and mini-
mally on X = S! x  where € is the Cantor set. By [2I, Remark 2.2(i)
and Lemma 5.4], the transformation groupoid G = X x G has dynamic
asymptotic dimension zero, and we see from (6.12]) in connection with

(5.1) that

dimew (G ™ X) < dimgow (G~ X) = dim(X) = 1.
Now Remark 22)(i) and Theorem [.4] together imply
1 =dim X < dimgie(C(X) C C(X) %, G) < 3.

(We leave the exact value of the diagonal dimension unspecified at this
point. A positive answer to Question below would imply that it
is one; this also seems plausible in view of Blackadar’s construction.)

Upon taking tensor products one obtains diagonals in the CAR al-
gebra with spectrum (S1)" x Q for any n € NU {oo}.

This discussion shows that there are non-AF diagonals in AF alge-
bras with arbitrarily high (but finite) diagonal dimension. We do not
know any separable AF algebra A admitting a diagonal D4 which itself
is AF but is not a regular canonical masa, i.e., with 0 < dimgiag(Da C
A) (cf. Remark £.2)).

Question 6.11. In [2I Theorem 8.6, the nuclear dimension of a
groupoid C*-algebra in large generality is bounded by a term of the
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form dad*!(G) - dim™(G(®)), and it would be interesting to see whether
along the same lines one can also obtain an upper bound for diago-
nal dimension. More precisely: Is it true that for any étale principal
groupoid G we have the estimate

dim}l (Co(6?) c CH(G)) < dad™(G) - dim™(GV) ?

diag

Remark 6.12. If, in the situation of Remark 6.9, the space X is
totally disconnected, then we may combine the chain of inequalities
(6I12) above with Theorem [E4] and obtain the equality dad(G) =
dimgiag (Co(X) C Cp(X) %, G), as predicted in Remark [6.8 above. This
argument factorises through [26, Theorem 5.14], which is stated and
proven under the hypothesis that X is metrisable. However, this lat-
ter assumption only enters through the estimate dim{! (G ~ X) <
dad™(G)-dim™(X). When dim X = 0, metrisability can be avoided as
follows: In the proof of [26] Lemma 5.11], one may skip the application
of [26, Lemma 5.9] (which allows to refine the castle {(O0;, S;)}1<i<q)
and arrive at the same conclusion except for condition (i) of [26, 5.11]
on the diameters of the levels sV;. The proof of [26, Lemma 5.12] runs
as stated; the only difference is that now [26, Lemma 5.11] does not
yield the diameter condition (iii) of [26, Lemma 5.12]. Now the proof
of the last inequality of [26] Theorem 5.14] works verbatim, again with
the only exception that it does not yield the diameter condition on
the levels of the castles covering X. This argument yields the estimate
dimgew (G ~ X)) < dad(G), without assuming X to be metrisable. The
reverse inequality dad(G) < dimgiag(Co(G?) C CHG)) = dimyew (G ~
X) follows upon combining Theorems and [5.4], neither of which
requires X to be metrisable. We summarise this discussion as follows:

Corollary 6.13. Let G be a countable discrete group acting freely on a
compact, totally disconnected, Hausdorff space X (which is not neces-
sarily metrisable), and let G be the associated transformation groupoid.
Then

dad(G) = dimgiag (C(X) C C(X) %, G).

7. FURTHER EXAMPLES

Below we describe various (classes of) examples in order to highlight
the scope of diagonal dimension, and to showcase how it carries more
refined information when compared to nuclear dimension, in particular.

In Section d] we have already characterised diagonal dimension zero
in terms of AF sub-C*-algebras. When the C*-pair comes from a dy-
namical system, this type of characterisation carries over to the group:
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Proposition 7.1. Let G be a countable discrete group acting freely on
a compact Hausdorff space X.

Then dimgiag(C'(X) C C(X) %, G) = 0 if and only if X is totally
disconnected and G is locally finite, i.e., every finite subset of G 1is
contained in a finite subgroup.

Proof. By Corollary [6.13], in our situation diagonal dimension agrees
with dynamic asymptotic dimension, and by [2I Remark 2.2 (i)] dy-
namic asymptotic dimension zero is equivalent to G being locally fi-
nite. U

We have just used that by Corollary [6.13] for free actions on zero-
dimensional spaces dynamic asymptotic dimension of the groupoid and
diagonal dimension of the C*-pair agree. However, it turns out that in
large generality dynamic asymptotic dimension of the transformation
groupoid is essentially determined by the asymptotic dimension of the
group; cf. [20]. As a consequence we obtain:

Proposition 7.2. Let G be a finitely generated group acting freely on
a compact, metrisable, and totally disconnected space X. Then

dimgiee (C(X) C C(X) %, G) € {asdim(G), 0o}

If in addition G is finitely generated and virtually nilpotent, then we
have

dimgiag (C(X) C C(X) %, G) = asdim(G).

Proof. It was shown in [45, Corollary 8.8] (which is based on a yet
unpublished result by Wu and Zacharias; see [45] Theorem 8.1]) that
dad(G ~ X)) € {asdim(G), co}. Therefore, the first statement follows
from Corollary [6.13

If G is a finitely generated virtually nilpotent group, then by [3]
Corollary 1.10] (applied to the special case of a free action) the amena-
bility dimension of the action is finite. But by [26, Corollary 5.14] the
latter agrees with the diagonal dimension, and so we conclude from the

first part that dimg;.,(C(X) C C(X) %, G) = asdim(G). O

Examples 7.3. Every countably infinite group G admits a free and
minimal action on a totally disconnected, compact, metrisable, Haus-
dorff space X by [16]. If G locally has subexponential growth, then
every such action yields a crossed product with nuclear dimension at
most one: Indeed, by [14, Theorem 6.33] and [27, Theorem 8.1] the ac-
tion must be almost finite. In particular, C'(X) x, G is Z-stable by [26]
Theorem 12.4]. Hence, dimy,.(C(X) x, G) < 1 by [11, Theorem B|.

On the other hand, if G = Z? then dimg.e(C(X) C C(X) %, G) =
asdim(G) = d by Proposition [[2l If G is the first Grigorchuk group,
which has local subexponential growth, then dimgi,,(C(X) C C(X) %,
G) = asdim(G) = oo; cf. [4§]. In summary we have:
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Proposition 7.4. For every d € {1,2,...} U{oo} there is a free and
minimal Cantor system G ~ X with G of local subexponential growth

such that dimy,.(C(X) %, G) = 1 and dimgi,e (C(X) C C(X) %, G) =d.

The phenomenon in the proposition above is not at all limited to the
groups appearing in [Z.3], as shown by the next two classes of examples.

Example 7.5. Let G be an arbitrary non-amenable countable group
with asymptotic dimension d. Then one can combine the idea in [42]
Section 6] with [2I, Theorem 6.6] in order to construct a free and
minimal action on the Cantor set X which has dynamic asymptotic
dimension d and such that C(X) x, I' is a Kirchberg algebra in the
UCT class (see also [I5] Section 10]). Then, dimp,.(C(X) %, G) =1
by [43] and dimgiae(C(X) C C(X) %, G) = d by Corollary 6.13]

Example 7.6. Now let G be an arbitrary amenable countably infinite
group with asymptotic dimension d. The space of actions of G on
the Cantor space X carries a natural Polish topology. It was shown
in [I2] that the free and minimal actions contain a dense Gy set of
almost finite actions, which then yield simple, nuclear, and Z-stable
crossed products; the latter have nuclear dimension at most one by
[1T, Theorem B]. On the other hand, as before we have dimg;,(C'(X) C
C(X) %, G) > asdim(G).

We now look at metric spaces with bounded geometry and their as-
sociated C*-algebras. In the breakthrough rigidity result of [5] it was
shown that these uniform Roe algebras determine the underlying space
up to coarse equivalence. Since asymptotic dimension is a coarse in-
variant, it follows that the asymptotic dimension of a metric space with
bounded geometry is encoded in its uniform Roe algebra. It is, however,
an altogether quite different problem how to read of the actual value
from the C*-algebra. In [58], the nuclear dimension of any uniform Roe
algebra was bounded above by the asymptotic dimension of the space.
The precise value of the nuclear dimension remains unknown, even for
concrete and supposedly easy examples, but in view of the examples
above as well as [§] it seems plausible that it may take values strictly
smaller than the asymptotic dimension, at least in certain cases. On
the other hand, if one keeps track of the canonical diagonal of a uniform
Roe algebra, then diagonal dimension of the C*-pair indeed captures
the asymptotic dimension of the space on the nose:

Theorem 7.7. Let X be a metric space with bounded geometry and let
C:(X) be its uniform Roe algebra. Then

dimgiag (0 (X) C C;(X)) = asdim(X).
Proof. Let G(X) denote the coarse groupoid associated with X. This is

a principal, étale, locally compact, o-compact, Hausdorff, topological
groupoid with unit space G0 = BX; see [47, Proposition 3.2] and
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[41, Theorem 10.20]. Since the unit space 5X is totally disconnected,
G(X) is ample; see [I8, Proposition 4.1]. Moreover, the uniform Roe
algebra C*(X) of X is naturally isomorphic to the reduced groupoid
C*-algebra of G(X), the isomorphism mapping £>°(X) onto C(G©);
see [41l, Proposition 10.29]. We know from [21, Theorem 6.4] that
dad(G(X)) = asdim(X), and so by Theorem [6.7] we have

dimgiag (0°(X) C C3(X)) > asdim(X).

The reverse inequality follows from inspection of the proof of [58|
Theorem 8.5]. That theorem says that dimy,.(C:(X)) < asdim(X),
but the same proof in fact yields the respective estimate for diago-
nal dimension. To see this, take a finite subset F C (C:(X))L and a
tolerance ¢ > 0. As in the proof of [58, Theorem 8.5] take c.p. approx-
imations for F within /2 of the form

CHX) -5 A0 g e A™ 2 O (X).

Then each A® is an AF subalgebra of C%(X) of the form A® =
[oeuw MiB,_ @), with each U" being a uniform r-disjoint family
of subsets of X. The latter in particular means that for each i the
matrix subalgebras Mg, _, ) of C}(X) have uniformly bounded size
and are pairwise orthogonal, so A® indeed is AF. But for each of
these matrix algebras we have a canonical diagonal D\, _, (), so that
D = TTyeu DiB, @) becomes a diagonal pair of AF algebras. It
follows from Theorem 1] that dimgie(D® € A®) = 0. Moreover, the
diagonal D@ sits in £>°(X), and each normaliser of D® in A® is also
a normaliser of (*(X) in C;(X), i.e. Nyw(DD) C Nexx)(£2°(X)).
This implies that if we have a c.p. approximation (F®, Dyq), 0@, c®)
for WO (F) within £/2(n + 1) witnessing dimgi.s(D® < A®) = 0,
then we may take F := @, F®, Dp :== @, Dpw, ¥ = (®;09) o ¥
and ¢ := ® o (®;07) so that (F, Dg,,¢) is a c.p. approximation of
(0>°(X) C Ci(X)) satistfying properties (1), (2), (3), and (5) of Defi-
nition 2.1l To verify property 2.1i(4) it only remains to observe that
U((>*(X)) c DW. But this is also built into the proof of [58, Theo-
rem 8.5, since each summand U@ is a compression with an element

If (B C Ci(X)) is another Roe Cartan pair in the sense of [52]
Definition 4.20], then it is isomorphic to a pair (¢>°(Y) C C%(Y)) for
some metric space Y of bounded geometry which is coarsely equivalent
to X by [52, Theorem B| and [5, Theorem 1.2]. It follows that, given
C:(X), in order to extract the asymptotic dimension of X one only
needs an abstract Roe Cartan subalgebra, as opposed to the concrete

copy of *°(X):

Corollary 7.8. Let X be a metric space with bounded geometry and
let CX(X) be its uniform Roe algebra. Then, for every Roe Cartan
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subalgebra (B C C%(X)) we have
dimgiag (B C Cy (X)) = asdim(X).

Example 7.9. The preceding corollary would not work for ordinary
Cartan subalgebras: There exists a Cartan pair (B C C:(X)) for X =
{n* | n € N} which does not have the unique extension property hence
is not a diagonal pair (see [52, Example 3.3]). Thus, dimge(B C
C:(X)) = oo by Proposition 26l On the other hand, one concludes
from Theorem [7.7] and Remark 22(i) that

dimy e (C (X)) = dimgiag (0°°(X) C C (X)) = asdim(X) = 0.

Example 7.10. Let G be a countably infinite, residually finite and
amenable group and let G be a profinite completion of G associated
to a separating nested sequence of finite index normal subgroups of G;
cf. [35]. Then, G is homeomorphic to the Cantor set and the action
G ~ G by left multiplication on the finite index subgroups is free and
minimal.

The resulting crossed product C(G) %, G, called a generalised Bunce-
Deddens algebra, was shown in [35] to be a separable, unital, nuclear,
simple, quasidiagonal, monotracial C*-algebra satisfying the UCT. The
action of G on G is also almost finite (see the proof of [26, Proposi-

tion 12.6]), so it follows that C'(G) %, G is Z-stable by [12, Theorem 5.3].
Hence, dim,,.(C(G) x, G) <1 by [7, Theorem F].
For diagonal dimension, by Theorem B4 [26, Corollary 5.15] and

[50, Theorem 7.2 and Remark 6.3] we have the estimate
dimgiag (C(G) € C(G) %, G) < dimyey (G, G) < asdim(OG),

where LJG denotes the box space of GG associated to the given separating
nested sequence of finite index normal subgroups; cf. [50].

We also note that, if G is in addition finitely generated and virtu-
ally nilpotent, then we actually have equality by Proposition since
asdim(OJG) = asdim(G) by [13] in this situation.

Example 7.11. Every countable discrete group GG admits a universal
minimal G-space, say M, which is an — up to isomorphism uniquely
determined — minimal closed invariant subset of the Stone-Cech com-
pactification SG with respect to the left-translation action « of G see
[17] for details. It is well-known that C(M) x, G is nuclear if and only
if a : G ~ M is topologically amenable if and only if G is an exact
group. We claim that in this situation we in fact have

ditnye (C(M) %, G) < 1.

To prove this it suffices to show dimy,.(C(M) %, G) < 1 whenever G is
a countably infinite exact group. The dynamical system (a : G ~ M)
is an inverse limit of a net (a; : G ~ X;), where the «; can either be
chosen to be almost finite if G is amenable or purely infinite otherwise;
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see [49, Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.4] and [I, Corollary 5.9] for the
first case, and see [42, Section 6] for the second case. FEither way,

A;

= C(X;) X4, G is Z-stable and hence has nuclear dimension at

most one by [26], Theorem 12.4] and [25, Theorem 5] in combination
with [7]. It follows that C'(M) x,G = limy A; also has nuclear dimension
at most one.

On the other hand, Corollary yields dimgi,e (C'(M) C C(M) X,

G)

[1]

[10]
[11]

[12]

= dad(G ~ M). Hence, by [21, Theorem 6.5] we have

dimgiag (C(M) C C(M) %, G) = asdim(G).
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