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APPLICATIONS OF C∗-CLASSIFICATION

BHISHAN JACELON

Abstract. We provide some background on the category of classifiable C∗-
algebras, whose objects are infinite-dimensional, simple, separable, unital C∗-
algebras that have finite nuclear dimension and satisfy the universal coefficient
theorem, and describe some applications of the classification of objects in, and
morphisms into, this category.

1. Introduction

The theme of classification is pervasive in the sciences and in mathematics, cer-
tainly in topology and unsurprisingly in operator algebras (even from the begin-
ning [61]). George Elliott parlayed the work of Glimm [34] and Bratteli [10] into a
classification of approximately finite-dimensional (AF) algebras by K-theory [25].
Elliott conjectured that such a classification should hold in the much broader class
of simple, separable, unital, nuclear C∗-algebras. The question, in other words,
was whether isomorphism of such algebras could be determined by isomorphism of
their ordered K-groups, which in principle are simpler, computable mathematical
objects. The project centred on proving this conjecture (with the invariant suitably
fine tuned to include traces) came to be known as the Elliott programme, and it
has been an active research area over the past few decades.

With the imposition of a regularity property called finite nuclear dimension
(an analogue of finite topological dimension) and modulo the universal coefficient
theorem (UCT), which is a technical assumption on K-theory, the classification
programme has proven a resounding success. The far-reaching theorem below is
the culmination of the work of many mathematicians; see, for example, [55, 68, 28,
36, 37, 13, 94, 15, 87].

Theorem A (The classification theorem). The class of infinite-dimensional, sim-
ple, separable, unital C∗-algebras that have finite nuclear dimension and satisfy the
UCT is classified by the Elliott invariant.

We will provide some background on classification and the Elliott invariant in
Sections 2, 3 and 4, but the primary aim of these notes is to demonstrate the use-
fulness of classification as an analytical tool. Actually, we will make crucial use not
just of the classification of suitably well-behaved C∗-algebras but also of morphisms
into these algebras either by the Cuntz semigroup (see Section 4) or by a refinement
of the Elliott invariant (see Section 6). Armed with this, we will show how to tackle
the Weyl problem (Section 5), analyse the generic tracial behaviour of automor-
phisms (Section 6) and randomly construct classifiable C∗-algebras (Section 7).

2. The classifiable category

Definition 2.1. The classifiable category E is the category whose objects are
infinite-dimensional, simple, separable, unital C∗-algebras that have finite nuclear
dimension and satisfy the UCT, and whose morphisms are unital ∗-homomorphisms.

The objects in E are sometimes referred to as classifiable C∗-algebras.
1
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2 B. JACELON

2.1. The Elliott invariant.

Definition 2.2. The Elliott invariant of a unital C∗-algebra A is

Ell(A) = (K0(A),K0(A)+, [1A], T (A), ρA : K0(A)→ Aff(T (A)),K1(A)).

The components of the invariant are K-theory K∗(A) (together with its order
structure K0(A)+ and the K0-class of the unit), the tracial state space T (A), and
the pairing ρA between the two. They will be described in more detail in Section 3
and Section 4. Although we will not precisely define the target category, Ell is a
functor and the classification of objects in E (Theorem A) is functorial: if A,B ∈ E
and Φ: Ell(A)→ Ell(B) is an isomorphism, then there is an isomorphism ϕ : A→
B such that Ell(ϕ) = Φ.

Definition 2.3. Two ∗-homomorphisms ϕ, ψ : A→ B between unital C∗-algebras
A and B are said to be approximately unitarily equivalent, written ϕ ∼au ψ, if
for every ε > 0 and every finite set F ⊆ A there is a unitary u ∈ B such that
‖ϕ(a)− uψ(a)u∗‖ < ε for every a ∈ F .

If A is separable, this is equivalent to the existence of a sequence (un)n∈N of
unitaries in B such that ϕ(a) = lim

n→∞
unψ(a)u

∗
n for every a ∈ A.

Since Ell is invariant under ∼au, agreement on Ell is a necessary condition for
approximate unitary equivalence of ∗-homomorphisms. But in general this is not
sufficient. To classify ∼au equivalence classes of morphisms, we will rely on the
Cuntz semigroup (see Section 4) or a suitable refinement of Ell that includes ‘total
K-theory’ and ‘Hausdorffised algebraic K1’ (see Section 6).

2.2. Examples. By [94, Corollary 7.5] and [15, Theorem A], E contains every
simple, separable, unital approximately subhomogeneous (ASH) algebra of slow di-
mension growth (in the sense of [88, Definition 3.2]). These are sequential inductive
limit C∗-algebras A = lim

−→
(An, ϕn) where:

• each An is unital and subhomogeneous, that is, a subalgebra of C(Xn,Mkn)
for some compact metrisable space Xn and kn ∈ N (equivalently by a
result of Blackadar [76, Proposition 3.4.2], there is a finite bound on the
dimensions of irreducible representations of An), and
• each ϕ : An → An+1 is a unital ∗-homomorphism.

By [62, Corollary 2.1], the An can be taken to be recursive subhomogeneous, that
is, described by iterated pullbacks of homogeneous algebras M∗(C(X∗)) (see [69]).
In this setting, ‘slow dimension growth’ means that as n tends to ∞, the ratios of
the topological dimensions of these homogeneous components to the dimensions of
the associated matrix fibres tends to 0. In fact, by Theorem A and [36, Theorem
13.50], every stably finite object in E is isomorphic to an inductive limit of this
form with no dimension growth (the dimension of the base spaces being at most
3), as such algebras exhaust the attainable range of the Elliott invariant for stably
finite objects in E . On the other hand, the ‘exotic’ examples constructed in [90],
which led to the counterexamples [73, 89] to the original Elliott conjecture, exhibit
very fast dimension growth and indeed are not in E .

Other examples of objects in E , which do not a priori have an inductive limit
structure, are crossed product C∗-algebras C(X)⋊αZ whenever α : C(X)→ C(X)
is induced by a minimal homeomorphism of an infinite compact metrisable space
X whose Lebesgue covering dimension is finite (see below). Minimality is needed
for simplicity (see, for example, [82, Theorem 9.5.8]) but finite nuclear dimension
holds without this assumption (see [45]). On the other hand, finite dimensionality
of X cannot be dropped (see [33]).
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Finally, E contains the C∗-algebra C∗(E) associated to a finite graph E without
sinks whenever C∗(E) is simple. In this case, C∗(E) is either approximately finite-
dimensional (AF) or purely infinite (see [57, Corollary 3.10] and [6, Remark 5.6]).
It should be noted that the classification of unital graph algebras by a K-theoretic
invariant holds in full generality, i.e. without the assumption of simplicity (see[24]).

2.3. Finite nuclear dimension and Z-stability. To motivate the definition of
the nuclear dimension of a C∗-algebra, let us recall the following.

Proposition 2.4. Every commutative C∗-algebra is nuclear.

Proof. We will show that A = C(X) has the completely positive approximation
property. Let F ⊆ C(X) be finite and let ε > 0. Choose an open cover U =
(U1, . . . , Un) of X such that, for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, x, y ∈ Ui and f ∈ F , we have
|f(x)−f(y)| < ε. Fix a point xi ∈ Ui for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and let (ρ1, . . . , ρn) be
a partition of unity subordinate to U . Let B be the finite-dimensional C∗-algebra
Cn, and define maps ψ : A→ B and ϕ : B → A by

ψ(f) = (f(x1), . . . , f(xn)), ϕ(λ1, . . . , λn) =
n∑

i=1

λiρi.

Then, ϕ and ψ are completely positive (in fact, also contractive and indeed ψ is
even a ∗-homomorphism) and for every f ∈ F we have

‖ϕ ◦ ψ(f)− f‖ = sup
x∈X

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

f(xi)ρi(x) −
n∑

i=1

ρi(x)f(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
x∈X

n∑

i=1

|f(xi)− f(x)|ρi(x)

< ε. �

If dimX = N <∞, then we can say more. Here, dimX is the Lebesgue covering
dimension of X : it is the least integer N such that every finite open cover W of
X can be refined to a finite open cover V such that no N + 2 elements of V can
intersect nontrivially. Equivalently (see [56, Proposition 1.5]), every W admits a
finite N -decomposable refinement, that is, a finite open cover U = (Ui)i∈I such
that the index set I can be partitioned into N + 1 colours I0 ⊔ · · · ⊔ IN such that
Ui1 ∩ Ui2 = ∅ for every distinct pair of indices i1, i2 in any Ik. In other words,
sets of the same colour are pairwise disjoint (though differently coloured sets may
intersect).

Now assume that the open cover U that appears in the proof of Proposition 2.4
is N -decomposable. For k ∈ {0, . . . , N}, let Bk = C|Ik| and ϕk = ϕ|Bk

. Because
elements ρi of the same colour are orthogonal, we then have the following data
associated to a finite set F ⊆ A and ε > 0:

• a completely positive contractive (cpc) map ψ fromA to a finite-dimensional
C∗-algebra B;
• a decomposition B = B0 ⊕ · · · ⊕BN ;
• a completely positive map ϕ : B → A such that each ϕk = ϕ|Bk

is cpc order
zero (that is, preserves orthogonality of positive elements) and such that
‖ϕ ◦ ψ(f)− f‖ < ε for every f ∈ F .

By definition [95, Definition 2.1], this means that the nuclear dimension dimnuc

of A = C(X) is ≤ N . (If there is no N that works for an arbitrary F and ε, in
particular if A is not nuclear, then dimnuc(A) is defined to be ∞.)

The argument above demonstrates that dimnuc(C(X)) ≤ dimX for every com-
pact Hausdorff space X . Even more is true: not only is every ϕk contractive, but
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ϕ = ϕ0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ ϕN is as well. By definition [56, Definition 3.1], this means that
the decomposition rank dr of A = C(X) is ≤ N . Clearly, dimnuc(A) ≤ dr(A) for
any C∗-algebra A. In fact, equality holds for commutative C∗-algebras (see [95,
Proposition 2.4]):

dimnuc(C(X)) = dr(C(X)) = dimX.

The Jiang–Su algebra Z, constructed in [53], is the unique object in E with
Ell(Z) ∼= Ell(C). A C∗-algebra A is Z-stable if A ⊗ Z ∼= A. By [15, Theorem
A] (see also [14]), finite nuclear dimension is equivalent to Z-stability for infinite-
dimensional, simple, separable, nuclear C∗-algebras. So, in Definition 2.1, finite
nuclear dimension can be replaced by nuclearity and Z-stability.

Strikingly (see [15, Corollary C]), the only possible finite values of the nuclear
dimension or decomposition rank of a simple, unital C∗-algebra A are 0 (if and
only if A is AF) or 1. And while the difference in definition between dr and dimnuc

might seem small, the difference in effect is dramatic. By [56, Theorem 5.3], every
separable C∗-algebra of finite decomposition rank must be quasidiagonal and there-
fore stably finite. By contrast, as pointed out in [53, Corollary 2.13], every (unital)
purely infinite, simple, separable, nuclear C∗-algebra A is Z-stable, and therefore
has finite nuclear dimension.

3. K-theory and the UCT

3.1. K-theory. We briefly and somewhat informally recall some of the basics of
operator K-theory. For details, the reader should consult, for example, [75] or [8].

Definition 3.1. Projections p and q in a C∗-algebra A are Murray–von Neumann
equivalent, written p ∼ q, if there exists v ∈ A such that v∗v = p and vv∗ = q.
(Such a v is a partial isometry: vv∗v = v.) The Murray–von Neumann semigroup
V (A) of A is the monoid whose elements are equivalence classes of projections in

M∞(A) =
⋃
n∈N

Mn(A), with addition [p] + [q] =

[(
p 0
0 q

)]
and zero element [0].

One can replace Murray–von Neumann equivalence by unitary equivalence or
homotopy of projections since these notions yield the same equivalence classes in
M∞(A).

Example 3.2. 1. For any n ∈ N, V (Mn) ∼= V (C) ∼= V (K(H)) ∼= N0 = N ∪ {0} via
[p] 7→ rank(p).

2. For any compact Hausdorff space X , V (C(X)) is isomorphic to the semigroup of
isomorphism classes of complex vector bundles over X . In particular, the classes
of the trivial bundle and the Bott bundle over S2 generate V (C(S2)) ∼= N2

0.
3. V (C0(X)) = 0 for any connected, locally compact space X .
4. The C∗-algebra A = {f ∈ C([0, 1],M2) | f(0) = diag(a, a), f(1) = diag(a, 0), a ∈

C} is stably projectionless : there are no nonzero projections in Mn(A) for any
n ∈ N. For such algebras, V (A) = 0.

Properties of V (·) include

• functoriality: every ∗-homomorphism ϕ : A → B induces a monoid homo-
morphism ϕ∗ : V (A)→ V (B);
• homotopy invariance: if ϕ, ψ : A → B are homotopic ∗-homomorphisms
(that is, there is a ∗-homomorphism Φ: A → C([0, 1]) ⊗ B such that
ev0 ◦Φ = ϕ and ev1 ◦Φ = ψ), then ϕ∗ = ψ∗ (so in particular, homotopy
equivalent C∗-algebras have isomorphic semigroups);
• additivity: V (A⊕B) ∼= V (A) ⊕ V (B);
• continuity: V (lim

−→
(Ai, ϕij)) ∼= lim

−→
(V (Ai), (ϕij)∗).
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Definition 3.3. If A is unital, then K0(A) is the Grothendieck group associated to
V (A), that is, the abelian group generated by formal differences [p]− [q] of classes
in V (A), with the identification

[p1]− [q1] = [p2]− [q2] ⇐⇒ [p1]+ [q2]+ [r] = [p2]+ [q1]+ [r] for some [r] ∈ V (A).

If A is nonunital, then K0(A) is defined relative to the minimal unitisation Ã of A:

it is the kernel of the group homomorphism π∗ : K0(Ã) → K0(C) induced by the

quotient map π : Ã→ C, that is, π∗([p]− [q]) = [π(p)]− [π(q)].
We write K0(A)+ for the image of V (A) in K0(A).

The ‘[r]’ in the definition is unnecessary precisely when V (A) has cancellation
(in which case the map V (A) → K0(A)+ is injective). A necessary condition for
this is stable finiteness.

Definition 3.4. A C∗-algebra is:

• finite if for all projections p, q ∈ A, if p ≤ q and p ∼ q, then p = q;
• stably finite if Mn(A) is finite for every n ∈ N;
• infinite if it is not finite;
• (assuming that A is simple) purely infinite if A 6= C and for every pair of

nonzero positive elements a, b ∈ A, there exists x ∈ A such that b = xax∗.

Remark 3.5. Here, we collect some facts about (in)finiteness that are particularly
relevant to classification.

1. Infiniteness of a unital C∗-algebraA is equivalent to the existence of a nonunitary
isometry in A. This is the case for B(H), which is in fact properly infinite:
there exist two isometries with orthogonal ranges. Stable finiteness is in general
stronger than finiteness: see [72] and also [73, Corollary 7.2], which describes a
simple, nuclear, finite C∗-algebra A such that Mn(A) is properly infinite for all
sufficiently large n.

2. If A is stably finite, then (K0(A),K0(A)+) is an ordered abelian group, meaning
that K0(A)+ ∩ (−K0(A)+) = {0} and K0(A) = K0(A)+ − K0(A)+. On the
other hand, if A is unital and properly infinite, then K0(A)+ = K0(A).

3. Recall that A is exact if 0 A⊗ J A⊗B A⊗B/J 0 is a short

exact sequence of C∗-algebras whenever 0 J A A/J 0 is (where

⊗ denotes the minimal tensor product). Every nuclear C∗-algebra is exact,
C∗
r(F2) is exact but not nuclear, and C∗(F2) (hence B(H) for infinite-dimensional
H) is not exact (see [92]). If A is simple, unital and exact, then A is stably finite
if and only if T (A) 6= ∅ (see [76, §1.1.3], and Section 4 below for a discussion of
the trace space T (A)).

4. A simple, exact, Z-stable C∗-algebra is either stably finite or purely infinite (see
[74, Corollary 5.1]).

A sufficient condition for cancellation in V (A) is stable rank one, meaning that

the invertible elements in Ã are dense in Ã. This holds, for example, for A = C(X)
whenever dimX ≤ 1, for AF algebras, for simple, stably finite, Z-stable C∗-algebras
(see [76, 31]), and for C∗

r(Fn) for any 2 ≤ n ≤ ∞ (see [22]).
K0(·) inherits the properties of V (·) (functoriality, homotopy invariance, addi-

tivity and continuity), and we can use these properties to compute the K0-groups
of many examples.

Example 3.6. 1. For any n ∈ N, K0(Mn) ∼= K0(C) ∼= K0(K(H)) ∼= Z. In general,
K0(A) ∼= K0(Mn(A)) ∼= K0(A⊗K(H)) for any A.



6 B. JACELON

2. On the other hand, if H is infinite dimensional, then K0(B(H)) = 0: for any

projection p over B(H), we have

(
p 0
0 1

)
∼

(
0 0
0 1

)
and so [p] + [1] = [0] + [1]

in V (B(H)), which implies that [p] = [0].
3. The K0-group of the CAR algebra M2∞ =

⊗
n∈N

M2 can be computed using con-

tinuity: K0(M2∞) ∼= lim
−→

(
Z Z Z . . .

×2 ×2 ×2
)
∼= Z

[
1
2

]
. A similar

computation can be done for any UHF algebra. In particular, the K0-group of
the universal UHF algebra Q is Q.

4. The cone C0((0, 1], A) over any C∗-algebra A is null homotopic, so has zero
K-theory.

5. For any compact Hausdorff space X , K0(C(X)) ∼= K0(X), the topological K-
theory of X . If X is contractible, then K0(C(X)) ∼= K0(C) ∼= Z.

Definition 3.7 (HigherK-groups). For n ≥ 1,Kn(A) is defined to be theK0-group
of the nth suspension of A, that is, Kn(A) = K0(A⊗ C0(R

n)).

It can be shown (see [8, Theorem 8.2.2]) that K1(A) ∼= K1(Ã) is isomorphic to

the abelian group generated by homotopy classes in U∞(Ã) =
⋃
n∈N

Un(Ã), where

Un(Ã) →֒ Un+1(Ã) via u 7→

(
u 0
0 1

)
. The identity element is [1], the class of any

unitary homotopic to the identity in someMn(Ã), and addition is (or can be shown
to be) given by [u]+[v] = [uv]. In particular, −[u] = [u∗], and any element inK1(A)
is represented by a single unitary (rather than a formal difference).

Example 3.8. 1. By the Borel functional calculus, any unitary in B(H) (for any
H) is homotopic to the identity. So, K1(B(H)) = 0.

2. By additivity, continuity and homotopy invariance, K1(A) = 0 for any AF or
approximately interval (AI) algebra A.

3. If A is either purely infinite or stable rank one, then K1(A) ∼= U(A)/U(A)0,
the group of homotopy classes of unitaries in A (rather than in matrix algebras
over A). In particular, K1(C(S

1)) ∼= Z via the winding number. (Note that
K0(C(S

1)) is also Z, since every complex vector bundle over the circle is trivial.)

Any ideal J in a C∗-algebra A, corresponding to a short exact sequence

0 J A A/J 0,ι π produces a long exact sequence

. . . K1(J) K1(A) K1(A/J) K0(J) K0(A) K0(A/J)
∂ ι∗ π∗ ∂ ι∗ π∗

(see [8, Theorem 8.3.5]). Actually, by Bott periodicity (see [8, Theorem 9.2.1]),
there is a natural isomorphism βA : K0(A) → K2(A) and the long exact sequence
then becomes the six term exact sequence of K-theory:

K0(J) K0(A) K0(A/J)

K1(A/J) K1(A) K1(J)

exp∂ (3.1)

The exponential map exp: K0(A/J)→ K1(J) (which represents the obstruction to
lifting projections from A/J to A) can be computed as

exp([p1]− [p2]) = [e2πix1 ]− [e2πix2 ], (3.2)

where xj ∈ Mn(A) is a self-adjoint lift of pj ∈ Mn(A/J). The abstract Fredholm
index ∂ : K1(A/J)→ K0(J) (which represents the obstruction to lifting unitaries)
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can be computed as
∂([u]) = [1− v∗v]− [1− vv∗], (3.3)

where u ∈ Mn(Ã/J) is a unitary and v ∈ Mk(Ã) (k ≥ n) is a partial isometry

lift of u if such a lift exists, or otherwise a lift of

(
u 0
0 0

)
(see [75, Proposition

9.2.4]). Equipped with these formulae, the six term sequence is a very useful tool
for computing K-theory.

Example 3.9. 1. The Toeplitz algebra T is the universal unital C∗-algebra gener-
ated by an isometry. Concretely, T ∼= C∗(S), where S ∈ B(ℓ2N) is the unilateral

shift. It fits into the short exact sequence 0 K(H) T C(S1) 0σ ,

where σ is the symbol map that sends S to the identity map z. It is a straight-
forward exercise to use (3.1) and (3.3) to compute K0(T ) ∼= Z and K1(T ) = 0.

2. The Jiang–Su algebra Z is constructed in [53] as a limit of prime dimension drop
algebras

Zp,q = {f ∈ C([0, 1],Mp ⊗Mq) | f(0) ∈Mp ⊗ 1q, f(1) ∈ 1p ⊗Mq}

where p, q ≥ 1 are coprime integers. In fact, Z is the unique inductive limit of
building blocks of this form that is simple and monotracial. Applying (3.1) and
(3.2) to the ideal J = C0((0, 1),Mp ⊗Mq) of Zp,q, one can show that K0(Z) ∼=
K0(Zp,q) ∼= Z (generated by the class of the unit) and K1(Z) ∼= K1(Zp,q) = 0.

3. The C∗-version of the free group factor problem is easily solved using K-theory.
It can be shown that, for any finite n, K0(C

∗
r(Fn))

∼= K0(C
∗(Fn)) ∼= Z and

K1(C
∗
r(Fn))

∼= K1(C
∗(Fn)) ∼= Zn (see [92] for an elementary proof). In particu-

lar, these C∗-algebras are all pairwise nonisomorphic.

Example 3.9.3 demonstrates the use of K-theory in distinguishing isomorphism
classes of C∗-algebras. Conversely, its positive role in classification was first made
evident in [25]. Elliott showed that, if A and B are unital AF-algebras, then
A ∼= B if and only if (K0(A),K0(A)+, [1A]) ∼= (K0(B),K0(B)+, [1B]). In [30], it is
shown that E cannot be classified by countable structures. In particular, ordered
K-theory is not enough. The missing ingredient is the tracial functor T (·), which
is the major source of the complexity of the Elliott invariant and will be discussed
in the next section. For a unital AF algebra, or more generally, a unital exact
C∗-algebra A of real rank zero (which means that every self-adjoint element of A
can be approximated by invertible self-adjoint elements), T (A) is recoverable as the
space of states on K0(A) (see [76, Theorem 1.1.11]). This explains the absence of
tracial data in Elliott’s theorem. On the other hand, if one also takes K1 and T (·)
into account, then Elliott’s intertwining argument is very broadly applicable (see,
for example, [26, 27, 53]).

3.2. The UCT. Finally, we turn to the universal coefficient theorem (UCT), fol-
lowing the point of view of [76, Definition 2.4.5] (which is based on an observation
of Skandalis [80]).

Definition 3.10. A separable C∗-algebra A is in the UCT class N if it is KK-
equivalent to a commutative C∗-algebra.

Here, KK∗(·, ·) is Kasparov’s bivariant K-theory, which includes both K-theory
KK∗(C, ·) andK-homologyKK∗(·,C) as special cases (see, for example, [8, 43, 44]).
By work of Skandalis [80] (a ‘sobering example’ in Higson’s words [43]), it is known
that not every separable C∗-algebra is in N . On the other hand, one of the major
open problems in operator algebras is to decide whether every separable nuclear
C∗-algebra is in N . We write Nnuc for the class of nuclear C∗-algebras in N , and
refer to it as the bootstrap class of Rosenberg and Schochet [77].
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Theorem 3.11 (UCT). A separable C∗-algebra is in N if and only if, for every
separable C∗-algebra B, there is a short exact sequence of Z/2Z-graded abelian
groups

0 Ext1Z(K∗(A),K∗+1(B)) KK∗(A,B) Hom(K∗(A),K∗(B)) 0

that splits unnaturally.

In particular:

• KK∗(A,B) ∼= Hom(K∗(A),K∗(B)) if K∗(A) is free or K∗(B) is divisible;
• if A,B ∈ N , then A is KK-equivalent to B if and only if K∗(A) ∼= K∗(B).

The bootstrap class Nnuc contains C, is closed under countable inductive limits
and KK-equivalence, and if two C∗-algebras in a short exact sequence are in Nnuc,
then so is the third. From this, one can show that Nnuc contains any countable
inductive limit of type I C∗-algebras, and is closed under tensor products and
crossed products by actions of Z or R (see [8, 22.3.5]).

A common use of the UCT in classification is Schochet’s Künneth theorem for
tensor products [79]: if A ∈ Nnuc, then for any separable C∗-algebra B, there is a
short exact sequence

0 K∗(A)⊗K∗(B) K∗(A⊗B) Tor1Z(K∗(A),K∗+1(B)) 0α

that splits unnaturally. Note that α is an isomorphism if K∗(A) or K∗(B) is torsion
free. In particular, K∗(A⊗Z) ∼= K∗(A) for any separable C∗-algebra A.

Beyond this, the role of the UCT in classification as a tool for solving lifting
problems is made most clear in the work of Schafhauser [78] and his coauthors [13].

4. Traces and the Cuntz semigroup

4.1. Traces. In these notes, a trace on a unital C∗-algebra A means a tracial state,
that is, a positive linear functional τ : A → C with ‖τ‖ = 1 = τ(1) that satisfies
the trace identity τ(uau∗) = τ(a) for every a ∈ A and unitary u ∈ A. (This is
equivalent to requiring that τ(xy) = τ(yx) for every x, y ∈ A; see [66, Proposition
5.2.2].) We write T (A) for the set of traces on A and refer to it as the trace space
of A.

The trace space is a compact, convex subset of the unit ball of A∗, equipped
with the w∗-topology (that is, τi → τ if and only if τi(a)→ τ(a) for every a ∈ A).
By a result of Thoma [83] (see also [65, Theorem 3.1]), T (A) is in fact a metrisable
Choquet simplex. To motivate the definition of such a structure, we start from
the understanding that, for an integer n ≥ 0, an n-dimensional simplex K is the
convex hull of n+1 affinely independent points {e0, . . . , en} in a vector space. These
points form the extreme boundary ∂e(K) of K, which is defined by the property
that e ∈ ∂e(K) if and only if the only way to write e as a convex combination
e = λx + (1− λ)y of points x, y ∈ K with λ ∈ (0, 1) is with x = y = e.

Let K = conv{e0, . . . , en} as above and fix x ∈ K with barycentric coordinates

(λ0, . . . , λn), that is, x =
n∑
i=0

λiei. Write Aff(K) for the set of continuous affine

maps f → R (notation that we will continue to use for any compact convex set K).

Then, f(x) =
n∑
i=0

λif(ei) for every f ∈ Aff(K), which can be rewritten as

f(x) =

∫

K

f dµx for every f ∈ Aff(K). (4.1)

Here, µx =
n∑
i=0

λiδei , δy denoting the point mass at y. We say that µx is a repre-

senting measure for x whenever (4.1) holds. While δx would, trivially, be another
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representing measure for x, affine independence of the extreme points of K implies

that µx =
n∑
i=0

λiδei is the unique representing measure that is supported on ∂e(K).

Definition 4.1. A compact, convex subset K of a Hausdorff topological vector
space is said to be a metrisable Choquet simplex if K is metrisable and every x ∈ K
has a unique representing Borel probability measure supported on ∂e(K).

It is a straightforward exercise to show that, in the metrisable setting, ∂e(K)
is a Gδ (in particular, Borel) subset of K. (This need not be true in general, and
nonseparable integral representation theory is somewhat more delicate. See [67,
Chapter 4].) Moreover, by Choquet’s theorem (see [67, Chapter 3]), a representing
measure on ∂e(K) always exists. It is the requirement of uniqueness that charac-
terises simplices. An equivalent characterisation is that the vector space generated
by the cone over K is a vector lattice (see [67, Chapter 10]), which is in fact the
property of T (A) that is demonstrated in [65] and [83].

Example 4.2. 1. By design, finite-dimensional simplices are metrisable Choquet
simplices. Note that an n-simplex is affinely homeomorphic to the trace space
of the direct sum of n+ 1 matrix algebras.

2. The space K =M+
1 (X) of Borel probability measures on a compact metrisable

space X (which by the Riesz representation theorem is affinely homeomorphic
to T (C(X)) is a particular kind of Choquet simplex called a Bauer simplex,
meaning that ∂e(K) is compact (as in this case it is homeomorphic to X via
x 7→ δx). In fact, every Bauer simplex is of this form (see [2, Corollary II.4.2]).
For Bauer simplices, Choquet’s theorem gives the same information as Krein–
Milman (which in general provides a representing measure supported on ∂e(K)).

3. The Poulsen simplex is an infinite-dimensional metrisable Choquet simplex with
the defining property that ∂e(K) is dense in K. It is the ‘Fräıssé limit’ of the
class of finite-dimensional simplices (see [18]).

The Poulsen simplex, or indeed any simplex, is a possible trace space for objects
in E . This is implicit in the fact mentioned in Section 2 that all possibilities for
the Elliott invariant are attained. Actually, if one is only interested in constructing
a classifiable C∗-algebra with a prescribed simplex ∆ as its trace space, this goal
can be achieved in the category of AF algebras [39, 9] or AI algebras [85] using
the Lazar–Lindenstrauss theorem [58, Theorem 5.2 and its Corollary], which shows
that ∆ is the projective limit of a sequence of finite-dimensional simplices with
connecting maps that are continuous, affine and surjective. One could almost take
this as the definition of a metrisable Choquet simplex, a point of view to which
we will return in Section 7. On the other hand, in Section 6 we will stick with
Definition 4.1.

4.2. The pairing map. Every trace τ ∈ T (A) extends to a (non-normalised) trace
trn⊗τ on any matrix algebra Mn(A) ∼=Mn ⊗A over A (indeed, to a densely finite
lower semicontinuous trace on A ⊗ K(H)) and provides a well-defined map τ∗ on
Murray–von Neumann equivalence classes of projections, and therefore on K0(A).
The map τ∗ : K0(A)→ R is a state: it is a group homomorphism that mapsK0(A)+
to R+ and [1A] to 1. If A is exact, then every state on K0(A) is of this form (see
[76, Theorem 1.1.11]). Dually, the pairing between T (A) and K0(A) is captured
by the group homomorphism ρA : K0(A) → Aff(T (A)), x 7→ τ∗(x). For the stably
finite, real rank zero objects in E , the image of ρA is uniformly dense in Aff(T (A))
(see [8, Theorem 6.9.3]).

The necessity of T (·) as a component of the Elliott invariant is demonstrated
by [40]. For an example showing that the pairing is also needed, see [76, p.29].
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Moreover, for the stably finite objects in E , the pairing can be used to recover the
order structure on K0(A) (see [8, Theorem 6.8.5] and [35, Theorem 1], which shows
that weak unperforation, meaning x > 0 ⇐⇒ nx > 0 for some n ≥ 1, holds in
K0(A) for any simple, unital, Z-stable C∗-algebra A). Because of this, the positive
cone K0(A)+ is suppressed in some modern presentations of classification [13].

4.3. The Cuntz semigroup. Elliott’s classification of AF algebras does not re-
quire simplicity, and in fact nonsimple AI algebras are also classifiable. However,
the invariant in this case is not Ell but rather Cu (which in general encodes the
ideal lattice of a C∗-algebra; see [32, Theorem 5.5]).

Definition 4.3. Let A be a C∗-algebra. For a, b ∈ A+, say that a is Cuntz subequiv-
alent to b, written a . b, if there is a sequence (xn)n∈N in A such that xnbx

∗
n → a

in norm. If a . b and b . a, say that a is Cuntz equivalent to b and write a ∼ b.
The Cuntz semigroup Cu(A) = (A ⊗ K(H))+/ ∼ is a positively ordered monoid

with the addition [a] + [b] =

[(
a 0
0 b

)]
and order [a] ≤ [b] if and only if a . b.

Cu(·) is a stable, additive, continuous functor from the category of C∗-algebras
to the ‘Cuntz category’ (see [4, 32]). One of the key features of objects in this
category (which we will not define here, instead referring to [32, §4]) is the existence
of suprema of increasing sequences. This is in contrast to the original ‘nonstable’
version W (·) of Cu(·), introduced in [19].

Example 4.4. 1. If p, q ∈ A are projections, then p . q if and only if p is Murray–
von Neumann equivalent to a subprojection of q. There is therefore a natural
map V (A)→ Cu(A), which is injective if A is stably finite.

2. For any n ∈ N, Cu(Mn) ∼= Cu(C) ∼= Cu(K(H)) ∼= N = N ∪ {0,∞} via [a] 7→
rank(a).

3. In C(X), f . g if and only if the open support of f is contained in the open
support of g. So, two continuous functions X → [0,∞) are Cuntz equivalent if
and only if their open supports are the same.

4. Cu(C([0, 1])) ∼= Lsc([0, 1],N). More generally, recall from [23] that a one-
dimensional noncommutative CW (NCCW) complex is a pullback B of the form

B E

C([0, 1], F ) F ⊕ F

ϕ=ϕ0⊕ϕ1

ρ=ev0 ⊕ ev1

(4.2)

for some finite-dimensional C∗-algebras E =
n⊕
i=1

Mki and F =
m⊕
i=1

Mli and ∗-

homomorphisms ϕ0, ϕ1 : E → F (the gluing maps at the boundary of the inter-
val). By [3, Corollary 3.5], Cu(B) is isomorphic to the pullback

Cu(B) ∼=
{
(f, v) ∈ Lsc

(
[0, 1],N

m
)
⊕ N

n
| f(0) =M0v, f(1) =M1v

}
,

where Mi ∈ Mm×n(N) is the matrix of Cu(ϕi) (or equivalently, the matrix of
K0(ϕi)).

5. If A is simple and purely infinite, then so is A⊗K(H) (see [76, Proposition 4.1.8])
and by definition (see Section 3) all nonzero positive elements in A⊗K(H) are
Cuntz equivalent. It follows that Cu(A) ∼= {0,∞}.

Building on [84], it was shown in [16] that Cu classifies unital ∗-homomorphisms
from C([0, 1]) to C∗-algebras of stable rank one (in the sense described in Theo-
rem 4.5 below). The range of codomains for which this is true was expanded in
[71], and the range of domains was expanded in [17] to include functions on trees,
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and then via a beautiful reduction argument in [70] to include one-dimensional
noncommutative CW (NCCW) complexes with trivial K1.

Theorem 4.5 (Robert). Cu classifies unital ∗-homomorphisms from (inductive
limits of direct sums of C∗-algebras stably isomorphic to) unital one-dimensional
NCCW complexes B to C∗-algebras A of stable rank one, meaning that every Cu-
morphism α from Cu(B) to Cu(A) with α([1]) = [1] can be lifted to a unital ∗-
homomorphism B → A, uniquely up to approximate unitary equivalence.

We will make use of this powerful result in Section 5.

Remark 4.6. 1. Robert’s theorem also holds in the nonunital setting, provided
that Cu(A) is replaced by the augmented invariant Cũ (A) (see [70]).

2. Triviality of K1(B) is equivalent to surjectivity of K0(ϕ0)−K0(ϕ1) : Z
n → Zm

(where ϕ0, ϕ1 are as in (4.2)). Examples of domains covered by Robert’s theorem
are C([0, 1],Mn), prime dimension drop algebras Zp,q and the stably projection-
less algebras described in Example 3.2 (but not, for example, C(S1,Mn)).

Every trace τ ∈ T (A) yields a functional on Cu(A), that is, a monoid morphism
Cu(A)→ [0,∞] that preserves order and suprema of increasing sequences, defined

by dτ ([a]) = sup
n∈N

τ(a
1
n ) and called a dimension function. (In fact, every functional

on Cu(A) arises (quasi)tracially; see [29, Proposition 4.2].)

Example 4.7. 1. If A = C(X), τ ∈ T (A) is the trace corresponding to µ ∈
M+

1 (X) and f ∈ C(X)+, then dτ (f) is the µ-measure of the open support of f .
2. If p ∈ A is a projection, then dτ ([p]) = τ(p) for every τ ∈ T (A).

Dually, every [a] ∈ Cu(A) defines a lower semicontinuous function [̂a] : T (A) →

[0,∞], [̂a](τ) = dτ (a). For the stably finite objects in E , every such functional on

T (A) is attainable as [̂a] for some a (this uses ‘weak divisibility’) and for elements

not equivalent to projections, [̂a] determines the Cuntz class of a (this uses ‘strict
comparison’). In fact, the following holds.

Theorem 4.8 (Brown(–Perera)–Toms). If A is a simple, separable, unital, exact,
Z-stable C∗-algebra with T (A) 6= ∅, then

Cu(A) ∼= V (A) ⊔ LAff+(T (A)), (4.3)

where LAff+(T (A)) denotes the set of functions T (A)→ (0,∞] that are pointwise
suprema of increasing sequences of strictly positive elements of Aff(T (A)).

In particular, Robert’s theorem reduces to classification by Ell for simple induc-
tive limits of K1-trivial one-dimensional NCCW complexes (see [70, §6]).

For the proof of Theorem 4.8 (and indeed the details of the monoid and order
structure on the right-hand side of (4.3)), see [11, 12, 4] and also [29], which covers
C∗-algebras that are not necessarily unital. As a special case, note that

Cu(Z) ∼= N0 ⊔ (0,∞],

where N0 = N ∪ {0} (notation that we will continue to use in the sequel).

5. Application A: the Weyl problem

By the spectral theorem, normal matrices a, b ∈ Mn are unitarily equivalent
if and only if their (multi)sets of eigenvalues σ(a) = {α1, . . . , αn} and σ(b) =
{β1, . . . , βn} agree. If a and b are self adjoint, then a much finer statement holds:
not only does the spectrum of a determine its unitary equivalence class, but a
suitable comparison between σ(a) and σ(b) measures the distance between the
unitary orbits of a and b. The following is contained in [93].
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Theorem 5.1 (Weyl). If a, b ∈ A =Mn are self adjoint, then

dU (a, b) = δ(a, b), (5.1)

where dU is the unitary distance

dU (a, b) = inf
u∈U(A)

‖a− ubu∗‖ (5.2)

and δ is the optimal matching distance

δ(a, b) = inf
σ∈Sn

max
1≤i≤n

|αi − βσ(i)|. (5.3)

Moreover, the infimum in the definition of δ(a, b) is attained by listing the eigen-
values of a and b in increasing order.

The Weyl problem for matrices is to determine whether (5.1) holds for a given
class of normal matrices. ‘Class’ as understood in the present article means of a
given spectral type. The problem has a positive solution for unitary matrices [7]
(that is, spectrum contained in the circle) but not for arbitrary normal matrices [46]
(although dU and δ are Lipschitz equivalent uniformly over n, that is, with Lipschitz
constants not depending on the matrix size). The Weyl problem for C∗-algebras is
to determine classes of C∗-algebras A and normal elements in A for which some
version of (5.1) holds. Here, we will only consider C∗-algebras that are stably finite
(but note that there are results in the context of von Neumann algebras [42] and
purely infinite C∗-algebras [81]).

For the rest of this section, A will be a stably finite object in E (although many of
the results hold in greater generality) and (X, d) will be a compact, path-connected
metric space. If X ⊆ C, then it potentially represents the shared spectrum of nor-
mal elements a, b ∈ A. But we will not restrict to planar spaces and will eventually
consider the Weyl problem for unital ∗-monomorphisms ϕ, ψ : C(X) → A. In ei-
ther case, connectedness affords us a reasonable expectation of a purely measure
theoretic computation of the relevant unitary distance, that is, it allows us to avoid
K-theoretic obstructions associated to projections in C(X).

To start with, we must suitably reinterpret the optimal matching distance δ. The
right notion already reveals itself in Mn. The normalised matrix trace τ pulls back
via the Gelfand map C(σ(a)) → C∗(a) to a trace on C(σ(a)), which corresponds
to a Borel probability measure µa. This measure is of course just the normalised
counting measure associated to the multiset of eigenvalues of a. By Hall’s marriage
theorem, it follows that

δ(a, b) = inf{r > 0 | (∀ open U) µa(U) ≤ µb(Ur), µb(U) ≤ µa(Ur)}, (5.4)

where Ur is the r-neighbourhood of U , that is, {x ∈ C | d(x, U) < r}. The right-
hand side of (5.4) is known as the ∞-Wasserstein distance W∞(µa, µb) between
the measures µa and µb (see the discussion and references in [48, §2]) and is exactly
how we make sense of the optimal matching distance in tracial C∗-algebras.

If X ⊆ C (with the Euclidean metric) is the spectrum of a normal element a ∈ A,
ϕa : C(X) → C∗(a) is the Gelfand map and τ ∈ T (A), we write µτ,a = µϕ∗

a
τ , the

Borel probability measure corresponding to the trace ϕ∗
aτ = τ ◦ ϕa ∈ T (C(X)) ∼=

M+
1 (X). If b ∈ A is another normal element with spectrum X , we define

W∞(a, b) = sup
τ∈T (A)

W∞(µτ,a, µτ,b). (5.5)

The Weyl problem in this setting is: for which A and X can we deduce that
dU (a, b) =W∞(a, b)?

Theorem 5.2. With a, b ∈ A as above, dU (a, b) =W∞(a, b) holds if:

(i) [51] X is an interval;
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(ii) [52, 48] X is locally connected (so is a ‘Peano continuum’, that is, a contin-
uous image of [0, 1]), A is real rank zero with ∂e(T (A)) compact and of finite
Lebesgue covering dimension, and K1(ϕa) = K1(ϕb) = 0.

Proof of (i). By [53, Theorem 4.5], there exists a simple inductive limit B of prime
dimension drop algebras with T (B) ∼= T (A). By Theorem 4.8, we have Cu(A) ∼=
V (A)⊔LAff+(T (A)) and Cu(B) ∼= N0 ⊔LAff+(T (A)) (with N0 generated by [1B]).
The isomorphism of trace spaces therefore induces a Cu-isomorphism β from Cu(B)
to the subsemigroup S of Cu(A) generated by [1A] ∈ N and LAff+(T (A)) (the
latter of which represents the classes of positive elements in A ⊗ K(H) that are
not equivalent to projections). By Theorem 4.5, this Cu-morphism lifts to an
embedding B →֒ A.

The images of the Cu-morphisms αa, αb : Cu(C([0, 1])) → Cu(A) induced by a
and b are also contained in S (because every projection over C([0, 1]) is equivalent
to a multiple of the unit). By the existence part of Theorem 4.5, there are positive
elements a′, b′ ∈ B such that the diagram

V (A) ⊔ LAff+(T (A)) ∼= Cu(A)

Cu(C([0, 1])) N0 ⊔ LAff+(T (A)) ∼= Cu(B)

αa,αb

αa′ ,αb′

β

commutes. In other words, we have lifted the Cu-morphisms β−1 ◦ αa, β
−1 ◦

αb : Cu(C([0, 1])) → Cu(B). By the uniqueness part of Theorem 4.5, we have
dU (a, a

′) = dU (b, b
′) = 0. Replacing (a, b) by (a′, b′), the problem is then reduced

to showing that dU =W∞ inside a dimension drop algebra. This in turn is shown
by diagonalising and applying Weyl’s theorem pointwise. �

To illustrate the ideas behind the proof of Theorem 5.2(ii), let us consider the
more abstract setting where X is divorced from the plane. Since the function
idX : X → X ⊆ C (corresponding to a normal element with spectrum X) is no
longer available as an element of C(X), we measure distance relative to

Lip1(X, d) = {f : X → R | (∀x, y ∈ X) |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ d(x, y)}. (5.6)

For unital ∗-monomorphisms ϕ, ψ : C(X)→ A, we define the unitary distance

dU (ϕ, ψ) = inf
u∈U(A)

sup
f∈Lip1(X,d)

‖ϕ(f)− uψ(f)u∗‖ (5.7)

and the tracial distance

W∞(ϕ, ψ) = sup
τ∈T (A)

W∞(µϕ∗τ , µψ∗τ ). (5.8)

Note that Lip1(X, d) = R+Lip1(X, d)∩Bdiam(X)(C(X)) and that (by the Arzelà–

Ascoli theorem) Lip1(X, d) ∩Bdiam(X)(C(X)) is compact. So,

dU (ϕ, ψ) = inf
u∈U(A)

sup
f∈Lip1(X,d)∩Bdiam(X)(C(X))

‖ϕ(f)− uψ(f)u∗‖

since ϕ and ψ are assumed to be unital. In particular, dU (ϕ, ψ) = 0 if and only if
ϕ and ψ are approximately unitarily equivalent.

Now the question is: when do we have dU (ϕ, ψ) =W∞(ϕ, ψ)?

Definition 5.3. Say that (X, d) has continuous transport constant ≤ kX if, for
every faithful and diffuse µ, ν ∈ M+

1 (X) and every ε > 0, there is a homeomor-
phism h : X → X homotopic to idX such that W∞(µ, h∗ν) < ε (where h∗ν is the
pushforward measure ν ◦ h−1) and

d(h, idX) = sup
x∈X

d(h(x), x) < kXW∞(µ, ν) + ε.
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In other words, the continuous transport map h moves the mass distributed by ν
to the µ distribution as efficiently as allowed by the geometry of (X, d). Note that
we always have kX ≥ 1, and ifX is a contractible topological manifold then kX <∞
by the Oxtoby–Ulam theorem [64]. A transport constant kX = 1 means that the
W∞ Monge transportation problem (see [91, Chapter 1]) admits an approximate
continuous solution.

Theorem 5.4 ([52, 48]). kX = 1 if X is:

(i) an interval, a circular arc not larger than a semicircle, or a full circle in the
plane, equipped with the Euclidean metric;

(ii) a compact convex subset of Euclidean space, again with the Euclidean metric;
(iii) a Riemannian manifold of dimension ≥ 3, equipped with the intrinsic metric.

In particular, kX = 1 if X = U(n), X = SU(n) or X = Sp(n) for some n.
The K-theory of these Lie groups is also finitely generated and torsion free, so the
following implies equality of dU and W∞ for unital ∗-monomorphisms from these
commutative compact quantum groups into A. One might wonder whether this
result could be extended to noncommutative deformations.

Theorem 5.5 ([48]). Suppose that kX < ∞ and that K∗(X) is finitely generated
and torsion free. Let A be a real rank zero object in E with ∂e(T (A)) nonempty,
compact and of finite Lebesgue covering dimension. Then,

W∞(ϕ, ψ) ≤ dU (ϕ, ψ) ≤ kXW∞(ϕ, ψ)

for every pair of unital ∗-monomorphisms ϕ, ψ : C(X)→ A with K∗(ϕ) = K∗(ψ).

To prove this, we must make use of the classification of unital ∗-monomorphisms
from C(X) into A. The following is one of the main theorems of [13]. It is also
contained in [38] under the assumptions that B is simple and A also satisfies the
UCT (which covers our use of the theorem in Section 6). Precursor results including,
for example, [60, 59], were much more limited in scope.

Theorem 5.6 ([13]). Let B be a separable, unital, nuclear C∗-algebra satisfying
the UCT and let A be simple, separable, unital, nuclear and Z-stable. Then, for
every unital embedding ϕ : B → A, compact subset L ⊆ B and ε > 0, there is
δ > 0 such that, if ϕ′ : B → A is another unital ∗-monomorphism that agrees with
ϕ on K-theory and δ-agrees on traces, then there is a unitary u ∈ U(A) such that
sup
f∈L
‖ϕ(f)− uϕ′(f)u∗‖ < ε.

We will give a more precise treatment of this somewhat vague statement in
the next section. In general, agreement on K-theory has to take total K-theory
and Hausdorffised algebraic K1 into account, but if A has real rank zero and
K∗(B) is finitely generated and torsion free, then it simply means agreement in
Hom(K∗(B),K∗(A)). If X is a compact, connected metric space, then W∞ pro-
vides a metrisation of the w∗-topology on the subspace of faithful measures inside
M+

1 (X) ∼= T (C(X)) (see [48, Proposition 2.2]), so when B = C(X), δ-agreement
on traces can be interpreted asW∞(ϕ, ϕ′) < δ. For general B, one can replaceW∞

by Wp for p ∈ [1,∞) (see [48, §2.1]).

Proof of Theorem 5.5. We will sketch the argument in the monotracial case T (A) =
{τ}. The general case is proved similarly after diagonalising with respect to a
suitable partition of unity on ∂e(T (A)).

Perturbing if necessary, we may assume that µ = µϕ∗τ and ν = µψ∗τ are diffuse
(faithfulness being automatic since A is simple). Let h : X → X be a homeomor-
phism with
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• K∗(h) = idK∗(C(X)) (which is the only reason that we want h to be homo-
topic to idX),

• d(h, idX) < kXW∞(µ, ν) + ε
2 = kXW∞(ϕ, ψ) + ε

2 , and

• W∞(µ, h∗ν) < δ, where δ ∈
(
0, ε

2kX

)
is provided by Theorem 5.6 for B =

C(X), L = Lip1(X, d) ∩Bdiam(X)(C(X)) and ε
2kX

.

Define ϕ′ = ψ ◦ h∗ : C(X)→ A. Then, ϕ′ is a unital ∗-monomorphism that agrees
with ϕ on K-theory and with W∞(ϕ, ϕ′) < δ, so dU (ϕ, ϕ

′) < ε
2kX

. Further, since

ϕ′ and ψ have commuting images, it can be shown thatW∞(ϕ′, ψ) ≤ dU (ϕ′, ψ) (see
[52, Corollary 3.6]). Combining all of this together gives

dU (ϕ, ψ) ≤ dU (ϕ
′, ψ) +

ε

2

= inf
u∈U(A)

sup
f∈Lip1(X,d)

‖ϕ′(f)− uψ(f)u∗‖+
ε

2

≤ sup
f∈Lip1(X,d)

‖ϕ′(f)− ψ(f)‖+
ε

2

= sup
f∈Lip1(X,d)

‖ψ(f ◦ h)− ψ(f)‖+
ε

2

= sup
f∈Lip1(X,d)

‖f ◦ h− f‖+
ε

2

≤ kXW∞(ϕ, ψ) + ε

≤ kXW∞(ϕ′, ψ) +
3ε

2

≤ kXdU (ϕ
′, ψ) +

3ε

2
≤ kXdU (ϕ, ψ) + 2ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that

1

kX
dU (ϕ, ψ) ≤W∞(ϕ, ψ) ≤ dU (ϕ, ψ). �

6. Application B: chaotic tracial dynamics

In this section, we address the following.

Question 6.1. What is the generic tracial behaviour of automorphisms of stably
finite objects in E?

We will successively reduce this initial query until we arrive at one that we can
answer using classification and known results from topological dynamics. Through-
out, we will assume that T (A) 6= ∅ is a Bauer simplex (which we recall means that
∂e(T (A)) is compact). Equipped with the topology of pointwise convergence, the
set Aut(A) of ∗-isomorphisms A→ A is a Polish space. Every α ∈ Aut(A) induces
an affine homeomorphism T (α) ∈ HomeoAff(T (A), T (A)), namely, T (α) : τ 7→ τ ◦α.
Our question is: what is the typical behaviour of T (α)? More precisely:

Question 6.2. What are properties of T (α) that hold residually, that is, for at
least a dense Gδ subset of Aut(A)?

Recall from Section 4 that T (A) is a Choquet simplex: there is a one-to-one
correspondence T (A) → M+

1 (∂e(T (A))) that sends τ to µτ , its unique repre-
senting measure, which means that τ(a) =

∫
∂e(T (A))

â dµτ for every self-adjoint

a ∈ A (where â(σ) = σ(a)). We denote the inverse by µ 7→ τµ. This allows us
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to identify HomeoAff(T (A), T (A)) with Homeo(∂e(T (A)), ∂e(T (A))) (as topolog-
ical spaces with the topology of pointwise convergence), since every homeomor-
phism h : ∂e(T (A)) → ∂e(T (A)) extends uniquely to an affine homeomorphism
T (A)→ T (A) via the pushforward

σ ↔ µσ 7→ h∗µσ ↔ τh∗µσ
.

Question 6.3. What are typical properties of h = T (α)|∂e(T (A))?

Since for a given α ∈ Aut(A), T (α) gives an affine action of the amenable group
Z on the compact convex set T (A), there is a fixed point, that is, a trace τ ∈ T (A)
such that τ ◦ α = τ . (Equivalently, there is µ = µτ ∈ Homeo(∂e(T (A)), ∂e(T (A)))
such that h∗µ = µ.) In other words, writing Aut(A, τ) for those automorphisms of
A fixing a given τ (corresponding to H(∂e(T (A)), µτ ), where H(X,µ) denotes the
µ-preserving homeomorphisms X → X), we have Aut(A) =

⋃
τ∈T (A)

Aut(A, τ).

Question 6.4. What are typical properties in Aut(A, τ)?

Much can be said about typical properties in H(X,µ), for certain X and µ. To
make use of this knowledge, we are finally left to ask the following.

Question 6.5. When can we conclude that T−1(V ) is a dense Gδ subset of
Aut(A, τ) whenever V is a dense Gδ subset of H(∂e(T (A)), µτ )?

We supply the following answer to Question 6.5.

Theorem 6.6 ([47]). Let A ∈ E with ∂e(T (A)) 6= ∅ compact, such that the pair-
ing ρA : K0(A) → Aff(T (A)) is trivial (that is, p̂ : T (A) → R is constant for ev-
ery projection p over A). Then, for every τ ∈ T (A) and dense Gδ subset V of
H(∂e(T (A)), µτ ), T−1(V ) is a dense Gδ subset of Aut(A, τ).

Examples of objects A that satisfy the hypothesis of trivial tracial pairing are
limits of subhomogeneous algebras with connected spectra (assuming simplicity
and no dimension growth), in particular, limits of dimension drop algebras Zpn,qn ,
interval algebras C([0, 1],Mkn) and circle algebras C(S1,Mkn). On the other hand,
AF algebras (or more generally, stably finite real rank zero objects in E) certainly
do not have this property.

6.1. The proof of Theorem 6.6: lifting via classification. Fix α ∈ Aut(A, τ),
a finite set F ⊆ A and ε > 0. Let Inv be an invariant based on K-theory and traces
that classifies morphisms A→ A (which was alluded to in Theorem 5.6), meaning:

• (existence) every morphism Inv(A) → Inv(A) can be lifted to a morphism
A→ A;
• (uniqueness) for every morphism ϕ : A → A, there is δ > 0 such that, if
ψ : A→ A is a morphism for which Inv(ψ) agrees with Inv(ϕ) on K-theory
and δ-agrees on traces, then there is a unitary u ∈ U(A) with ‖ϕ(a) −
uψ(a)u∗‖ < ε for every a ∈ F .

Given such an invariant, the strategy is to:

1. perturb Inv(α) by keeping its K-theory part the same but replacing its tracial
part T (α) by a nearby h ∈ V ;

2. use existence to lift this perturbed Inv-morphism to a morphism αh : A→ A;
3. use uniqueness to deduce that a unitary conjugate β of αh is ε-close to α on F .

For this to work, we must know that the perturbation in the first step still gives a
valid Inv-morphism. So, what is Inv?

Recall that agreement on Ell is a necessary condition for approximate uni-
tary equivalence on ∗-homomorphisms. But it is not sufficient, as the follow-
ing example shows. Let τ be the unique trace on the Jiang–Su algebra Z, λ
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the trace on C(S1) corresponding to Lebesgue measure on S1, α : C(S1) → Z
a unital ∗-homomorphism with α∗τ = λ (which exists by [74, Theorem 2.1]),
ρθ : C(S

1) → C(S1) the automorphism induced by rotation by θ ∈ (0, 2π) and
β = α ◦ ρθ. Then, Ell(α) = Ell(β) but α and β are not approximately unitarily
equivalent. What distinguishes them is the de la Harpe–Skandalis determinant [21],
or equivalently, Hausdorffised unitary algebraic K1

K1
alg

(A) := U∞(A)/DU∞(A),

where DU∞(A) denotes the closure (in the inductive limit topology on U∞(A) =⋃
n∈N

Un(A)) of the derived subgroup of U∞(A) (that is, the subgroup generated by

commutators). K1
alg

(A) is related to Ell via the Thomsen exact sequence

[86]: 0 Aff(T (A))/ρA(K0(A)) K1
alg

(A) K1(A) 0,
λA πA

where λA is the inverse of the determinant and πA([u]alg) = [u]1.
There is one remaining component of Inv. If there is torsion in K∗(A), then one

must also include total K-theory K(A) =
∞⊕
n=0

K∗(A;Z/n) with associated ‘Bock-

stein maps’. But that is enough: Inv is the refinement of Ell that includes K1
alg

and K, together with compatibility maps that must be respected by morphisms,
namely

K0(A) Aff(T (A)) K1
alg

(A) K1(A)

K0(A) Aff(T (A)) K1
alg

(A) K1(A)

ρA λA πA

ρA λA πA

(6.1)

and another family of commutative diagrams betweenK andK1
alg

that is identified
in [13]. To finish the proof of Theorem 6.6, we must show that the perturbation
αh meets the compatibility requirements. The first, (6.1), is automatic under the
assumption of trivial tracial pairing. The second can be arranged by an adjustment

of K1
alg

(αh) that does not affect T (αh) (and in fact is automatic if K1(A) is torsion
free). This completes the proof.

6.2. Dynamics on manifolds. For the rest of this section, X is a compact topo-
logical manifold, µ ∈ M+

1 (X) is an OU measure, that is, µ is faithful, diffuse and
zero on the boundary ∂X (if there is one), and h ∈ H(X,µ). The name ‘OU mea-
sure’ is in reference to the Oxtoby–Ulam theorem, which identifies OU measures on
[0, 1]n as precisely the measures that are homeomorphic images of Lebesgue mea-
sure. In the boundaryless case, OU measures form a dense Gδ subset ofM+

1 (X),
so the restriction of our attention to them is not that unreasonable.

Definition 6.7. The system (X,h) is chaotic if h is topologically transitive (that
is, there is a dense orbit) and the set of periodic points of h is dense in X .

By [5], these conditions imply sensitive dependence on initial conditions : there
exists δ > 0 such that, for every x ∈ X and every ε > 0, there exist y ∈ X and
n ∈ N such that d(x, y) < ε and d(hnx, hny) ≥ δ.

Definition 6.8. The µ-preserving map h : X → X is:

1. ergodic if

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

µ(h−k(U) ∩ V )

µ(U)
= µ(V );
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2. weakly mixing if

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

∣∣∣∣
µ(h−k(U) ∩ V )

µ(U)
− µ(V )

∣∣∣∣ = 0;

3. strongly mixing if

lim
n→∞

µ(h−n(U) ∩ V )

µ(U)
= µ(V ),

the equations holding for all (non-null) measurable sets U, V .

As described in [41], if h represents the stirring of a martini (containing, say,
ninety per cent gin and ten per cent vermouth, the latter initially occupying a
region V ), then the left-hand side of these equations measures the proportion of
vermouth in a given region U after many stirs. Ergodicity means that, on average,
the proportion of vermouth in U is the desired ten percent. Strong mixing is
the stronger property of eventually having a perfectly mixed drink (no average
necessary). Weak mixing is the intermediate property of eventually having the
right amount of vermouth in U , except for a few rare instances (specifically in a set
of integers of density zero) of the drink being either too strong or too sweet.

Irrational rotation of the circle (with Lebesgue measure) is an example of an
ergodic map that is not weakly mixing. Since it is also minimal (so in particular,
there are no periodic points), it is not chaotic either. A strongly mixing and chaotic
example is Arnold’s cat map (a volume-preserving diffeomorphism of the torus), or
more generally, a mixing Anosov system. For more examples, see [47].

Theorem 6.9. Let X be a compact, connected topological manifold and µ an OU
measure on X. Then, the typical element of H(X,µ) is:

(i) [54] weakly mixing, and
(ii) [1, 20] chaotic if dimX ≥ 2.

Combining Theorem 6.6 and Theorem 6.9 provides us with a response to Ques-
tion 6.4, hence to Question 6.1. Remember that any metrisable Choquet simplex
can be realised as the trace space of objects in E (in particular, limits of dimension
drop algebras), so there are many examples covered by the following.

Corollary 6.10 ([47]). Let A ∈ E such that ∂e(T (A)) 6= ∅ is a compact, connected
topological manifold and such that the pairing ρA : K0(A) → Aff(T (A)) is trivial,
and let τ ∈ T (A) be represented by an OU measure µ. Then, the typical τ-preserving
automorphism α of A induces h ∈ H(∂e(T (A)), µ) that is weakly mixing, and is also
chaotic if dimX ≥ 2. �

7. Application C: random C∗-algebras

Imagine that one constructs a C∗-algebra in one’s favourite way, perhaps as an
inductive limit or graph algebra, but instead of making specific choices to obtain
a certain kind of structure, one makes random choices. Then, instead of ask-
ing whether the algebra has that structure, one asks how likely the structure is.
Through classification, we can give this thought experiment mathematical mean-
ing. The study of random graph algebras is initiated in [49, §6] and continued in
[50]. Here, we consider inductive limits, specifically limits of prime dimension drop
algebras so that the invariant is purely tracial. We use the Lazar–Lindenstrauss
theorem mentioned in Section 4 to build random simplices and therefore (the iso-
morphism classes of) random limits lim−→Zpn,qn .

We introduce the following terminology in order to provide some extrinsic justi-
fication for focusing on these particular limits.
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Definition 7.1. Say that a separable C∗-algebra A is K-contractible if it is KK-
equivalent to C, which in the presence of the UCT is equivalent to K∗(A) ∼= K∗(C),
that is, K0(A) ∼= Z and K1(A) = 0. Say that A ∈ E is strongly K-contractible if

(K0(A),K0(A)+, [1A],K1(A)) ∼= (Z,N0, 1, 0).

In this language, the Jiang–Su algebra Z is the unique monotracial strongly
K-contractible object in E .

Question 7.2. What is P (A ∼= Z | A ∈ E is strongly K-contractible)?

As alluded to earlier, we will make this precise by introducing probability dis-
tributions on the collection of metrisable Choquet simplices (the trace space being
the only component of the Elliott invariant not determined by the notion of strong
K-contractibility). First, we reiterate that it suffices to consider limits of prime
dimension drop algebras.

Theorem 7.3. If A ∈ E is K-contractible, then there exists k ∈ N such that either

(i) A ∼=Mk(O∞), or
(ii) A ∼= lim

−→
Mk(Zpn,qn) for some coprime natural numbers pn, qn.

If A ∈ E is strongly K-contractible, then (ii) holds with k = 1.

Proof. This follows from classification, since the model algebras stated in the the-
orem exhaust the possibilities for the invariant. The number k represents the class
of the unit in K0(A) ∼= Z. If A is purely infinite, then Ell reduces to

(K0(A), [1A],K1(A)) ∼= (Z, k, 0) ∼= (K0(Mk(O∞)), [1Mk(O∞)],K1(Mk(O∞))).

If A is stably finite, then (K0(A),K0(A)+, [1A]) is a weakly unperforated ordered
group, and the order structure is thus fixed by K-contractibility. To see this, note
that τ(1) = 1 > 0 for every τ ∈ T (A), so by weak unperforation (since every state on
K-theory is induced by a trace), k·1 = [1A] ∈ K0(A)+ and therefore 1 ∈ K0(A)+. It
follows that K0(A)+ ∼= N0. So by [53, Theorem 4.5], there exists a simple inductive
limit B of prime dimension drop algebras such that Ell(Mk(B)) ∼= Ell(A). �

7.1. Representing matrices. Let ∆ be a metrisable Choquet simplex. By the
Lazar–Lindenstrauss theorem [58, Theorem 5.2 and its Corollary], we can write
∆ = lim

←−
(∆n, ψn), where ∆n = conv{e0,n, . . . , en,n} sits atop its base ∆n−1, and

ψ : ∆n → ∆n−1 is the affine ‘collapsing’ map that fixes the base and maps en,n
to some point with barycentric coordinates (a1,n, . . . , an,n), that is, ψn(en,n) =
n∑
i=1

ai,nei−1,n−1. The upper triangular matrix (aij)i,j∈N is called a representing

matrix for ∆. We identify the collection of all representing matrices with
∞∏
n=0

∆n as

sets and indeed as measure spaces once we fix a Borel product measure µ =
∞⊗
n=0

µn

on
∞∏
n=0

∆n. Note that the map that assigns to a representing matrix the Choquet

simplex built from the associated sequence of finite-dimensional simplices is not one
to one. Nevertheless, pushing forward does give us a probability measure on the
set of (isomorphism classes of) simplices.

We will consider three candidates for µn:

(I) µn the point mass at the barycentre 1
n+1 (e0,n + · · ·+ en,n) of ∆n;

(II) µn the uniform measure on the n+ 1 vertices of ∆n;
(III) µn(n+1)

2 +i
normalised Lebesgue measure on conv{e0,n, . . . , en−i+1,n} ⊆ ∆n ⊆

∆n(n+1)
2 +i

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n+1 (that is, for every ∆n we take successive uniform

samples of the faces ∆n ⊇ ∆n−1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ∆0).
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Actually, we allow for two source of randomness:

• a random choice of collapse points (described above);
• a random sequence of simplex dimensions (described below).

7.2. Random walks. Let (Yn)
∞
n=0 be a simple random walk on N0 with initial

distribution π = (πi)
∞
i=0 and transition matrix Π, that is, for any i, j, n ≥ 0, we

have P(Y0 = i) = πi and

P(Yn+1 = j | Yn = i) = Πij =





p if j = i+ 1

q if j = i− 1

0 if |i− j| > 1.

At 0, there is a reflecting barrier: P(Yn+1 = 1 | Yn = 0) = 1. The walk is
represented by the diagram

0 1 2 · · ·

1

q

p

q

p

q

This is a special case of a (discrete-time) Markov chain, meaning that only the
current state of the process affects the next transition, or in other words that the
process does not retain any memory of the past. It is also irreducible, which means
that, for any states i and j, there exists n ≥ 0 such that P(Yn = j | Y0 = i) > 0. A
state i is called

• recurrent if with probability 1 it is visited infinitely often, and
• transient if with probability 1 it is visited only finitely many times.

Every state is either recurrent or transient (see [63, Theorem 1.5.3]) and for irre-
ducible chains, either every state is recurrent or every state is transient (see [63,
Theorem 1.5.4]). It can be shown that our random walk (Yn)

∞
n=0 on N0 is recurrent

if p ≤ q and transient if p > q. See the discussion and references in [49, §2].

Remark 7.4. 1. With the present setup, the walk is always infinite. We can allow
for the possibility of finite walks by introducing an ‘absorbing state’ at 0.

2. In higher dimensions, a simple symmetric walk on the grid Zd is recurrent for
d = 2 but transient for d ≥ 3 (see, for example, [63, §1.6]).

7.3. Random Choquet simplices and random C∗-algebras. We construct a
random projective limit of finite-dimensional simplices

∆(Π, π, µ) = lim
←−

(∆Yn
, ψn : ∆Yn

→ ∆Yn−1),

where (Yn) determines the dimension of the simplex and µ =
∞⊗
n=0

µn determines

the connecting map ψn, namely: ψn is the base inclusion if Yn = Yn−1 − 1 and is a
random collapsing map chosen according to µ if Yn = Yn−1+1. Then, we associate
to ∆(Π, π, µ) the (isomorphism class of the) simple inductive limit Z(Π, π, µ) of
prime dimension drop algebras that has this simplex as its trace space. This is our
random strongly K-contractible object in E .

Theorem 7.5 ([49]). 1. If p ≤ q, then P (Z(Π, π, µ) ∼= Z) = 1.
2. If p > q, then P (dimT (Z(Π, π, µ)) =∞) = 1. Specifically, T (Z(Π, π, µ)) is

almost surely affinely homeomorphic to:
(I) the Bauer simplex with boundary homeomorphic to { 1

n
| n ∈ N} ∪ {0}, or

(II) the Bauer simplex with boundary homeomorphic to the Cantor set, or
(III) the Poulsen simplex.
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Proof. In the first case, the 0-simplex is almost surely visited infinitely often, so
the associated inductive sequence is trace collapsing and therefore yields Z. In the
second case, the walk is transient and so, almost surely, dim∆Yn

wanders off to
∞. The statements about the kind of simplex we get (depending on the choice of
measure µ) follow from the theory of representing matrices (see [49, §3]). �

Remark 7.6. With an absorbing state at 0, we can allow for T (Z(Π, π, µ)) to be
a nontrivial finite-dimensional simplex with positive probability. In this case, we
would take the dimension of the simplex to be sup{Yn | n ≥ 0} and could compute
the probability of this dimension being at most some given k. See [49].
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[18] C. Conley and A. Törnquist. A Fräıssé approach to the Poulsen simplex. In Sets and com-

putations, volume 33 of Lect. Notes Ser. Inst. Math. Sci. Natl. Univ. Singap., pages 11–24.
World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2018.

[19] J. Cuntz. Dimension functions on simple C∗-algebras. Math. Ann., 233(2):145–153, 1978.
[20] F. Daalderop and R. Fokkink. Chaotic homeomorphisms are generic. Topology Appl.,

102(3):297–302, 2000.
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