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ON THE GEOMETRY OF AN ORDER UNIT SPACE

ANIL KUMAR KARN

Abstract. We introduce the notion of canopy of a linearly com-
pact convex set containing 0 in a real vector space. We prove that
a canopy determines precisely the positive part of the closed unit
ball of an order unit space. We also study its matricial version
to characterize matrix order unit spaces. Next, we consider the
notion of periphery of a canopy which is consists of maximal ele-
ments of a canopy in a certain sense. We discuss some elementary
properties of the periphery and prove that any order unit space
(V, e) of dimension more than 1 contains a copy of ℓ2

∞
as an order

unit subspace. Further we find a condition under which V would
contain a copy of ℓn

∞
for some n ∈ N as an order unit subspace.

We also study its application in a unital C∗-algebra.

1. Introduction

Order unit spaces dominate the interface of commutative and non-
commutative C∗-algebras. In early 1940’s, Stone, Kakutani, Krein and
Yosida proved independently that if an order unit space (V, e) is a vec-
tor lattice in its order structure, then it is unitally lattice isomorphic to
a dense lattice subspace of CR(X) for some suitable compact Hausdorff
space X [1, Theorem II.1.10]. (see the notes after Section1, Chapter
II of [1] for the details.) In 1951, Sherman proved that the self-adjoint
part of a C∗-algebra A is a vector lattice in its order structure if and
only if A is commutative [14]. The same year, Kadison prove that the
infimum of a pair of self-adjoint operators on a complex Hilbert space
exists if and only if they are comparable [9]. The same year in an-
other paper, he proved that any unital self-adjoint subspace of a unital
C∗-algebra is an order unit space [10]. (Much later in 1977, Choi and
Effros proved that a unital self-adjoint subspace of a unital C∗-algebra
is precisely a matrix order unit space [4].)
Soon after Kadison underscored the importance of order unit spaces

as a possible role model for a non-commutative ordered spaces, there
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was a flux of research in the study of order unit spaces and their duals.
Some early prominent references are Bonsall, Edwards, Ellis, Asimov
and Ng, besides many others. (See [2, 3, 5, 6, 13]. We refer to [1, 8]
for more references and details.)
The dual of an order unit space is a base normed space which is

defined through the geometric notion base in an ordered vector space.
On the other hand, the notion of an order unit is order theoretic. In
this paper we propose to study a geometric characterization of order
unit spaces. We introduce the notion of canopy of a linearly compact
convex set containing 0 in a real vector space. We prove that a canopy
precisely determines the positive part of the closed unit ball of an order
unit space. We also study its matricial version to characterize matrix
order unit spaces.
Next, we consider the notion of periphery of a canopy which is con-

sists of maximal elements of a canopy in a certain sense. The periphery
contains projections whenever they exist. We discuss some elementary
properties of the periphery. Using these properties, we prove that any
order unit space (V, e) of dimension more than 1 contains a copy of ℓ2∞
as an order unit subspace. We also prove that V is a union these copies
in such a way any two such subspace meet at the axis Re. Further we
find a condition under which V would contain a copy of ℓn∞ for some
n ∈ N as an order unit subspace. We also study its application in a
unital C∗-algebra and to an absolute order unit space.
The scheme of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the

notion of canopy of a linearly compact convex set in a real vector space
containing 0 and prove that the positive part of the closed unit ball can
be characterized precisely as a linearly compact convex set containing
0 having a canopy. We next consider the notion of matricial canopy in
order to find a similar characterization for matrix order unit spaces.
In Section 3, consider the notion of periphery of a canopy and study

some of its properties. We discuss the canopy and periphery of ℓn∞.
In Section 4, we apply these notions to study some properties in

order unit spaces and unital C∗-algebras. We prove that any order
unit space (V, e) of dimension more than 1 contains a copy of ℓ2∞ as an
order unit subspace. We further characterize order unit spaces which
contain a copy of ℓn∞ for some n ∈ N as an order unit subspace.

2. The positive part of the closed unit ball

In this section, we provide a geometric description of the positive
part of the closed unit ball of an order unit space. We also discuss
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its matricial version. We first discuss some properties of the positive
elements with norm one in an order unit space.

Proposition 2.1. Let (V, e) be an order unit space of dimension ≥ 2.
Put CV = {u ∈ V + : ‖u‖ = 1}.

(1) Fix u ∈ CV with u 6= e and consider the one dimensional affine
subspace

L(u) = {uλ := e− λ(e− u) : λ ∈ R}

of V . Then
(a) {uλ : λ ∈ R} is decreasing;
(b) uλ ∈ V + if and only if λ‖e− u‖ ≤ 1;
(c) ‖uλ‖ = max{1, |λ‖e− u‖ − 1|} for every λ ∈ R;
(d) there exists a unique ū ∈ L(u) such that ū, e− ū ∈ CV .

(2) For u, v ∈ CV , we have either L(u)
⋂

L(v) = {e} or L(u) =
L(v).

Proof. (1)(a) follows from the construction of uλ.
(1)(b): Since e − u ∈ V + \ {0}, there exist fu ∈ S(V ) such that

‖e − u‖ = fu(e − u) = 1 − fu(u). Also then, fu(u) ≤ f(u) for all

f ∈ S(V ) with fu(u) < 1. Set λ̄ := ‖e − u‖−1 =
(

1
1−fu(u)

)

and

ū := uλ̄ = e− λ̄(e− u). For f ∈ S(V ), we have

f(ū) = f(e)−

(

f(e)− f(u)

1− fu(u)

)

=
f(u)− fu(u)

1− fu(u)
≥ 0

so that ū ∈ V +. Now by (1), uλ ∈ V + if λ ≤ λ̄. Also, if uλ ∈ V + for
some λ ∈ R, then

0 ≤ fu(uλ) = fu(e)− λ(fu(e)− fu(u)) = 1− λ(1− fu(u)).

Thus λ‖e− u‖ ≤ 1.
(1)(c): Fix λ ∈ R.
Case 1. λ ≥ 0. Then for k ∈ R, we have uλ ≤ ke, that is, λu ≤

(k−1+λ)e if and only if k ≥ 1. Next, for l ∈ R, we have le+uλ ∈ V +,
that is, (l + 1 − λ)e + λu ∈ V + if and only if l + 1 − λ + λfu(u) ≥ 0
as fu(u) ≤ f(u) for all f ∈ S(V ). In other words, le + uλ ∈ V + if and
only if l ≥ λ‖e− u‖ − 1. Thus for λ ≥ 0, we have

‖uλ‖ = inf{α > 0 : αe± uλ ∈ V +} = max{1, λ‖e− u‖ − 1}.

Case 2. λ < 0. Then le + uλ ∈ V + for all l ≥ 0. Next, for
k ∈ R, we have uλ ≤ ke, that is, (k − 1 + λ)e − λu ≥ 0 if and only
k − 1 + λ− λfu(u) ≥ 0 for fu(u) ≤ f(u) for all f ∈ S(V ) and −λ > 0.
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Thus uλ ≤ ke if and only if k ≥ −λ‖e− u‖+ 1. Therefore, for λ < 0,
we have

‖uλ‖ = inf{α > 0 : αe± uλ ∈ V +} = 1− λ‖e− u‖.

Summing up, for any λ ∈ R, we have

‖uλ‖ = max{1, |λ‖e− u‖ − 1|}.

(1)(d): Put ū = e − ‖e − u‖−1(e − u). Then by (c), ‖ū‖ = 1. Also
by construction, ‖e − ū‖ = 1. Next, assume that uλ ∈ L(u) is such
that uλ, e− uλ ∈ CV . Then, as ‖e− uλ‖ = 1, we get |λ|‖e− u‖ = 1. If
λ = −‖e− u‖−1, then ‖uλ‖ = 2 so we must have λ = ‖e− u‖−1. Thus
uλ = ū.
(2): Let w ∈ L(u)

⋂

L(v) with w 6= e. Then there are λ, µ ∈ R \ {0}
such that w = e− λ(e− u) = e− µ(e− v). Thus λ(e− u) = µ(e− v).
Let α ∈ R. Then

e− α(e− u) = e− αλµ−1(e− v)

so that L(u) ⊂ L(v). Now by symmetry, we have L(u) = L(v). �

The following statements can be verified easily.

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1, we have

(1) ‖uλ‖ = 1 if and only if 0 ≤ λ‖e− v‖ ≤ 2;
(2) {‖uλ‖ : λ ∈ (−∞, 0]} is strictly decreasing;

(3) {‖uλ‖ : λ ∈
[

2
‖e−u‖

,∞
)

} is strictly increasing

(4) CV

⋂

(e− CV ) = {ū : u ∈ CV };
(5) C(u) := L(u)

⋂

CV = [e, ū];
(6) L(u)

⋂

(e− CV ) = {ū}.

In this section, we show the set CV leads to a geometric character-
ization of the order unit space (V, e). Towards this goal, let us recall
the following notion from [7, Definition 3.1]. Let C be a convex subset
of a real vector space X with 0 ∈ C. An element x ∈ C is called a lead
point of C, if for any y ∈ C and λ ∈ [0, 1] with x = λy, we have λ = 1
and y = x. The set of all lead points of C is denoted by Lead(C).
A non-empty set C of a real vector space V is said to be linearly

compact, if for any x, y ∈ C with x 6= y, we have, the intersection of C
with the line through x and y, {λ ∈ R : (1−λ)x+λy ∈ C}, is compact
(in R). Note that if C is convex, the above intersection is an interval.
Following [7, Proposition 3.2], we may conclude that if C is a linearly
compact convex set with 0 ∈ C, then Lead(C) is non-empty and for
each x ∈ C, x 6= 0, there exist a unique c ∈ Lead(C) and a unique
0 < α ≤ 1 such that x = αc.
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Definition 2.3. Let X be a real vector space and let K be a linearly
compact set in X. Assume that 0 ∈ K and K 6= {0}. Put Lead(K) :=
C (so that C is a non-empty subset of X \ {0}). We say that C is a
canopy of K, if there exists e ∈ C such that

(1) C is ∗-shaped at e, that is, [e, v] ⊂ C for all v ∈ C;
(2) For each v ∈ C with v 6= e, there exists v̄ ∈ C ∩ (e − C) such

that

C(v) := {e− λ(e− v) : λ ≥ 0} ∩ C = [e, v̄];

(3) e is an extreme point of K;
(4) If αv + βw = e for some v, w ∈ C and α, β ≥ 0, then α, β ≤ 1.

In this case, e is called the summit of the canopy C. We call R :=
C ∩ (e− C) the periphery of C.

Theorem 2.4. (1) Let (V, V +, e) be a (non-zero) order unit space.
Put KV := [0, e] = {u ∈ V + : ‖u‖ ≤ 1} and CV := {u ∈ V + :
‖u‖ = 1}. Then CV is a canopy of KV with summit e.

(2) Conversely, let C be a canopy of a linearly compact set K with
summit e in a real vector space X. Let V be the linear span of C
and let V + be the cone generated by C. Then e is an order unit
for (V, V +) such that (V, V +, e) is an order unit space. Also
then C = {u ∈ V + : ‖u‖ = 1} := CV .

Proof. (1) (a) We show that KV is linearly compact. Let u, v ∈ K with
u 6= v. We need to show that the set A := {λ ∈ R : λu+(1−λ)v ∈ KV }
is a compact set in R. First, we prove that A is bounded.
Assume, if possible, that A not bounded below. Then λu+(1−λ)v ∈

KV for all λ < 0. Then λu+(1−λ)v ≥ 0 for all λ < 0, or equivalently,
u ≤ (λ+1

λ
)v for all λ > 0. Now, by the Archimedean property in V , we

get u ≤ v. Next λu + (1 − λ)v ∈ KV for all λ < 0 also implies that
0 ≤ λu+(1−λ)v ≤ e, or equivalently, 0 ≤ λ(e−u)+(1−λ)(e−v) ≤ e
for all λ < 0. Thus as above, we get e−u ≤ e− v, that is, v ≤ u. This
leads to the contradiction u = v. Thus A must be bounded below.
Next, we assume, if possible that A is not bounded above. Then

0 ≤ λu + (1 − λ)v ≤ e, that is, 0 ≤ u − v ≤ 1
λ
(e − v) for all λ > 0.

Applying the Archimedean property once again, we now deduce that
0 ≤ u− v ≤ 0 so that u = v. Thus A is bounded above as well.
As KV is convex, A is a bounded interval. Put a = inf A and b =

supA. We show that A = [a, b], that is, a, b ∈ A. In fact, we can find
a sequence 〈an〉 in A such that a ≤ an ≤ a + 1

n
for all n ∈ N. Then

anu+ (1− an)v ∈ KV for all n ∈ N. As 〈an〉 converges to a and as KV

is norm closed, we may conclude that a ∈ A. In the same manner, we
can also prove that b ∈ A.
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(b) CV is ∗-shaped at e: Let v ∈ CV and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then 0 ≤ v ≤ e
so that 0 ≤ v ≤ (1−α)e+αv ≤ e. Thus 1 = ‖v‖ ≤ ‖(1−α)e+αv‖ ≤
‖e‖ = 1. That is, (1− α)e+ αv ∈ CV whenever v ∈ CV and α ∈ [0, 1].
(c) By Lemma 2.1(1)(d) and Corollary 2.2(6), we note that for each

v ∈ CV , there exists a unique t(v) ∈ RV such that C(v) = [e, t(v)].
(d) Let u, v ∈ KV and 0 < α < 1 such that e = αu+(1−α)v. Since

u, v ≤ e get u = e = v.
(e) Let u, v ∈ CV and α, β ≥ 0 be such that αu + βv = e. Find a

state f ∈ S(V ) such that f(u) = ‖u‖ = 1. Then f(e) = 1 so that

1 = f(e) = αf(u) + βf(v) ≥ α

as v ∈ V + and β ≥ 0. Similarly, we get β ≤ 1. Hence CV is a canopy
in V .
(2) (a) We note that K = {αv : v ∈ C and 0 ≤ α ≤ 1}. We prove

that
K = {v ∈ V + : 0 ≤ v ≤ e}. (∗)

Let v ∈ K. Then v ∈ V + so that 0 ≤ v. Let v = αu for some u ∈ C
and α ∈ [0, 1]. If u = e, then v = αe ≤ e. So let u 6= e. Then there
exists ū ∈ C ∩ (e−C) and λ ∈ [0, 1] such that u = (1−λ)e+λū. Thus

e− v = e− α(1− λ)e− αλū = (1− α)e+ αλ(e− ū) ∈ V +

for e, e − ū ∈ C ⊂ V + and 1 − α, αλ ≥ 0. Therefore, K ⊂ {v ∈ V + :
0 ≤ v ≤ e}.
Conversely, assume that 0 ≤ u ≤ e. Then u, e−u ∈ V +. Thus there

exist v, w ∈ C and α, β ≥ 0 such that u = αv and e − u = βw. Then
e = αv + βw so by the definition of a canopy, we must have α, β ≤ 1.
Therefore, u = αv ∈ K. Hence (∗) is proved.
(b) Since C spans V , we have V = V + − V +. Thus, it follows from

(∗) that e is an order unit for V . We prove that V + is proper and
Archimedean. Let ±u ∈ V +. Then there exist v, w ∈ C and α, β ≥ 0
such that u = αv and −u = βw. Thus αv + βw = 0. We show that
α = 0 = β. Assume, if possible, that α > 0. Then β > 0 too, for v 6= 0.
Put k = α

α+β
. Then 0 < k < 1 and we have ku + (1 − k)v = 0 so that

e = k(e−u)+(1−k)(e−v). As u, v ∈ C, we have e−u, e−v ∈ K. So,
as e is an extreme point of K, we deduce that e− u = e = e− v, that
is, u = 0 = v which is absurd. Thus α = 0. Therefore, V + is proper.
(c) Next, let v ∈ V be such that ke+ v ∈ V + for all k > 0. We show

that (v, e) ⊂ V +. Let 0 < λ < 1. Put k = 1−λ
λ
. Then (1− λ)e + λv =

λ(ke + v) ∈ V + so that (v, e) ⊂ V +. Let ‖ · ‖ be the seminorm on V
corresponding to the order unit e. Then (v, e) ⊂ (1 + ‖v‖)K. Since
K is linearly closed, so is (1 + ‖v‖)K. Thus v ∈ (1 + ‖v‖)K ⊂ V +.
Therefore V + is Archimedean.
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Now it follows that (V, V +, e) is an order unit space. We also note
that C = CV . In fact, we have K = {v ∈ V + : ‖v‖ ≤ 1}. Thus
CV = Lead(K) = C. �

2.1. A matricial version. Now we describe a matricial version of the
canopy associated with matrix order unit spaces.

Definition 2.5. Let X be a ∗-vector space. Assume that {Kn} is a
matrix convex set in X with Kn ⊂ Mn(X)sa such that 0 ∈ K1, K1 6= {0}
and Kn is linearly compact for each n ∈ N. Put Cn := Lead(Kn) and
assume that Cn is a canopy of Kn with its summit en for all n ∈ N.
Then {Cn} is called a matricial canopy of the matrix convex set {Kn}
with matricial summit {en}.

Theorem 2.6. Let X be a ∗-vector space. Assume that {Kn} is a
matrix convex set in X with Kn ⊂ Mn(X)sa such that 0 ∈ K1, K1 6= {0}
and Kn is linearly compact for each n ∈ N. Put Cn := Lead(Kn) and
assume that {Cn} is a matricial canopy of the matrix convex set {Kn}
with matricial summit {en}.

(1) For each n ∈ N, put V +
n := cone(Cn) and let Vn be ∗-subspace of

Mn(X) generated by V +
n . Then Vn = Mn(V ) for every n where

V := V1 and (V, {V +
n }) is a matrix ordered space.

(2) V +
n is proper and Archimedean for all n.

(3) Put e := e1. Then e is an order unit for V and en = en :=
e⊕ · · · ⊕ e for every n.

(4) (V, {V +
n }, e) is an order unit space such that Kn = [0, en] for all

n ∈ N.

Proof. (1) Recall that Kn = {kv : v ∈ Cv and k ∈ [0, 1]} so that
V +
n =

⋃

r∈N rKn for each n. Since 0 ∈ K1, we have 0 ∈ Kn for each
n. Thus for v ∈ Kn and γ ∈ Mn,p with γ∗γ ≤ Ip, we have γ∗vγ ∈ Kp.
Now, it follows that for any v ∈ V +

n and γ ∈ Mn,p, we have γ
∗vγ ∈ V +

p .
Therefore, {V +

n } is a matrix order in X .
First, we show that for each n, Kn ⊂ Mn(V )sa. Let v ∈ Kn, say v =

[vij] where vij ∈ X for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let Er ∈ M1,n with 1 at r-
th place and 0 elsewhere. Then ErE

∗
r = 1 so that vrr = ErvE

∗
r ∈ K1 ⊂

Vsa. Next, for r, s ∈ {1, . . . , n} with r 6= s, we consider Ers ∈ M1,n with
1 at r-th place, c at s-th place and 0 elsewhere. Here c ∈ C with |c| = 1.
Then ErsE

∗
rs = 2 so that vrr + vss + c̄vrs + cvsr ∈ 2K1 ⊂ Vsa. Thus for

r 6= s we have vrs + vsr, i(vrs − vsr) ∈ Vsa. Therefore, vrs ∈ V for all
r, s ∈ {1, . . . , n}. As v = v∗, we have vsr = v∗rs so that v ∈ Mn(V )sa.
Hence V +

n ⊂ Mn(V )sa. In particular, Vn ⊂ Mn(V ).
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Conversely, let u = [urs] ∈ Mn(V ). Then

u =
n
∑

r,s=1

E∗
rursEs =

n
∑

s=1

(

n
∑

r=1

E∗
rursEr

)

Ers

where Ers ∈ Mn with (r, s)-th entry 1 and 0 elsewhere. Let urs =
∑3

k=0 i
ku

(k)
rs where u

(k)
rs ∈ V +

1 , k = 0, 1, 2, 3. Then

u =

3
∑

k=0

n
∑

s=1

(

n
∑

r=1

E∗
ru

(k)
rs Er

)

Ers. (#)

We prove that for w ∈ V +
n and α ∈ Mn, we have wα ∈ Vn. Let c ∈ C

with |c| = 1 and put β = cα. Then
[

w wβ
β∗w β∗wβ

]

=

[

In

β∗

]

w
[

In β
]

∈ V +
2n.

In other words,

[

w cwα
c̄α∗w α∗wα

]

∈ V +
2n if |c| = 1. Thus

2

[

0 wα
α∗w 0

]

=

[

w wα
α∗w α∗wα

]

−

[

w −wα
−α∗w α∗wα

]

∈ (V2n)sa

and

2i

[

0 wα
−α∗w 0

]

=

[

w wα
iα∗w −iα∗wα

]

−

[

w −iwα
iα∗w α∗wα

]

∈ (V2n)sa.

Therefore,

[

0 wα
0 0

]

∈ V2n. Now, letting

[

0 wα
0 0

]

=
∑3

k=0 i
kwk for

some wk ∈ V +
2n, we get

wα =

3
∑

k=0

ik
[

In In

]

wk

[

In

In

]

∈ Vn.

Now, by (#), we may conclude that u ∈ Vn for any u ∈ Mn(V ). Hence
Vn = Mn(V ) for all n ∈ N. In particular, (V, {V +

n }) is a matrix ordered
space.
(2) It follows from the proof of Theorem 2.4 that V +

n is proper and
Archimedean for every n.
(3) Fix n ∈ N. By Theorem 2.4, ((Vn)sa, V

+
n , en) is an order unit

space such that Kn = [0, en]. As {Kr} is a matrix convex set, we have

en ∈ Kn so that en ≤ en. Let en =
[

e
(n)
rs

]

. Then

e = Ere
nE∗

r ≤ ErenE
∗
r = e(n)rr
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for all r = 1, . . . , n. Also, as ErE
∗
r = 1, we have e

(n)
rr ∈ K1 so that

e
(n)
rr ≤ e for all r = 1, . . . , n. Thus e

(n)
rr = e for all r = 1, . . . , n. Now

en − en ∈ V +
n with 0 in its diagonal. Since V +

n is proper, we must have

e
(n)
rs = 0 if r 6= s. To see this, fix r 6= s and consider c ∈ C. Then

ce(n)sr + c̄e(n)rs = (Er + cEs)(en − en)(Er + cEs)
∗ ∈ V +

1 .

For c = ±1, we get ±
(

e
(n)
sr + e

(n)
rs

)

∈ V +
1 and for c = ±i, we get

±i
(

e
(n)
sr − e

(n)
rs

)

∈ V +
1 . Since V +

1 is proper, we have e
(n)
sr + e

(n)
rs = 0 and

i
(

e
(n)
sr − e

(n)
rs

)

= 0 so that e
(n)
sr = 0 = e

(n)
rs . Hence en = en.

(4) Since V +
n is proper and Archimedean for all n, we get that

(V, {V +
n }, e) is a matrix order unit space. Finally, Kn = [0, en] = [0, en]

for all n. �

3. The periphery

Recall that if (V, e) is an order unit space, then for KV := [0, e] =
{v ∈ V + : ‖v‖ ≤ 1}, we have CV := {v ∈ V + : ‖v‖ = 1} as the canopy
of KV with its summit at the order unit e. The periphery of CV is
denoted by RV . Thus

RV = CV ∩ (e− CV ) = {v ∈ V + : ‖v‖ = 1 = ‖e− v‖}.

In this section, we discuss some of the properties and examples of the
periphery corresponding to an order unit space.
Let X be a normed linear space and let x, y ∈ X . We say that x is

∞-orthogonal to y, (we write, x ⊥∞ y), if ‖x+ ky‖ = max{‖x‖, ‖ky‖}
for all k ∈ R. It was proved in [11] that if (V, e) is an order unit space
and if u, v ∈ V +\{0}, the u ⊥∞ v if and only if ‖‖u‖−1u+‖v‖−1v‖ = 1.

Proposition 3.1. Let (V, e) be an order unit space and let u ∈ CV .
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) u ∈ RV ;
(2) there exists v ∈ CV such that u+ v ∈ CV ;
(3) u has an ∞-orthogonal pair in CV ;
(4) there exists a state f of V such that f(u) = 0.

Proof. If u ∈ RV , then u, e−u ∈ V + with ‖u‖ = 1 = ‖e−u‖. Also then
‖u+ e−u‖ = ‖e‖ = 1 so that u ⊥∞ (e−u). Conversely, let u ⊥∞ v for
some v ∈ CV . Then ‖u+ v‖ = 1 so that u+ v ≤ e. Thus v ≤ e−u ≤ e
and we have 1 = ‖v‖ ≤ ‖e− u‖ ≤ ‖e‖ = 1. Therefore, u ∈ RV . Hence
(1), (2) and (3) are equivalent. Again, if u ∈ RV , then e − u ∈ CV .
Thus there exists a state f of V such that 1 = f(e− u) = 1− f(u), or
equivalently, f(u) = 0. Conversely, if f(u) = 0 for some state f on V ,
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then f(e − u) = 1 so that ‖e − u‖ ≥ 1. Also, as 0 ≤ u ≤ e, we have
0 ≤ e − u ≤ e so that ‖e − u‖ ≤ 1. Therefore, e − u ∈ CV whence
u ∈ RV . �

The next result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let (V, e) be an order unit space and let u ∈ V +. Then
u ∈ RV if and only if there exist f, g ∈ S(V ) such that f(u) = 1 and
g(u) = 0.

Proposition 3.3. Let (V, e) be an order unit space and let u, v ∈ RV

with u 6= v. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (u, v)
⋂

RV 6= ∅;
(2) there are states f and g of V such that f(u) = 1 = f(v) and

g(u) = 0 = g(v);
(3) [u, v] ⊂ RV .

Proof. Let w ∈ (u, v)
⋂

RV . Then w = (1 − α)u + αv ∈ RV for some
α ∈ (0, 1). Find f, g ∈ S(V ) such that f((1 − α)u + αv) = 1 and
g((1− α)u+ αv) = 0. Thus

1 = f((1− α)u+ αv) = (1− α)f(u) + αf(v) ≤ (1− α) + α = 1

so that f(u) = 1 = f(v). Again

0 = g((1− α)u+ αv) = (1− α)g(u) + αg(v)

so that (1 − α)g(u) = 0 = αg(v). Since 0 < α < 1, we get g(u) = 0 =
g(v).
Let λ ∈ [0, 1] and consider x = (1 − λ)u + λv. Then Then x ∈ V +

with ‖x‖ ≤ 1. Also as

f(x) = (1− λ)f(u) + λf(v) = 1− λ+ λ = 1,

we note that x ∈ CV . Further,

g(x) = (1− λ)g(u) + λg(v) = 0

so that x ∈ RV . �

The following result immediately follows from Proposition 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Let (V, e) be an order unit space and assume that
u1, u2 ∈ RV . Then

(1) [u1, e− u2]
⋃

[u2, e− u1] ⊂ RV ;
(2) ((u1, u2)

⋃

(e− u1, e− u2))
⋂

RV = ∅.

Proposition 3.5. Let (V, e) be an order unit space and let u, v ∈ RV .
Then u 6= v if and only if [e, u]

⋂

[e, v] = {e}.
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Proof. First, let w ∈ [e, u]
⋂

[e, v] with w 6= e.As w ∈ [e, u]
⋂

[e, v], we
can find 0 < λ, µ ≤ 1 such that w = e − λ(e − u) = e − µ(e − v).
Then λ(e− u) = µ(e− v). Since u, v ∈ RV , we have e− u, e− v ∈ CV .
Thus ‖e − u‖ = 1 = ‖e − v‖ so that λ = µ. As λ, µ > 0, we get
u = v. Thus u 6= v implies [e, u]

⋂

[e, v] = {e}. Evidently, u = v
implies [e, u]

⋂

[e, v] = [e, u] 6= {e}. �

Remark 3.6. Recall that for u ∈ RV , we have [e, u] = C(u) by
Corollary 2.2. Thus CV =

⋃

u∈RV
C(u) as a disjoint union of un-

tangled strings C(u)’s of CV attached to e. Consequently, we also have
e− CV =

⋃

u∈RV
[0, u].

3.1. Direct sum of order unit spaces. Next we turn to describe
Cℓn

∞

and Rℓn
∞

.

Lemma 3.7. Let (V1, e1) and (V2, e2) be any two order unit spaces.
Consider V = V1 × V2, V

+ = V +
! × V +

2 and e = (e1, e2). Then (V, e) is
also an order unit space and we have

(1) CV = (CV1
× [0, e2]o)

⋃

([0, e2]o × CV2
) and

(2) RV = (RV1
×[0, e2]o)

⋃

([0, e2]o×RV2
)
⋃

(CV1
×(e2−CV2

))
⋃

((e1−
CV1

)× CV2
).

Proof. For (v1, v2) ∈ V , we have ‖(v1, v2)‖ = max{‖v1‖, ‖v2‖}. Thus
(u1, u2) ∈ CV if and only if u1 ∈ V +

1 , u2 ∈ V +
2 and max{‖u1‖, ‖u2‖} =

1. Therefore, CV = (CV1
× [0, e2]o)

⋃

([0, e2]o×CV2
). Now, as (u1, u2) ∈

RV if and only (u1, u2), (e1 − u1, e2 − u2) ∈ CV , we may deduce that
RV = (RV1

×[0, e2]o)
⋃

([0, e2]o×RV2
)
⋃

(CV1
×(e2−CV2

))
⋃

((e1−CV1
)×

CV2
). �

Replace V2 by R. As CR = {1} and RR = ∅, we may conclude the
following:

Corollary 3.8. Let (V, e) be an order unit space. Consider V̂ = V ×R,

V̂ + = V + × R+ and ê = (e, 1). Then (V̂ , ê) is an order unit space and
we have

(1) CV̂ = (CV × [0, 1])
⋃

([0, e2]o × {1}) and
(2) RV̂ = (RV × [0, 1])

⋃

(CV × {0})
⋃

((e− CV )× {1}).

Again using C1 = {1}, R1 = ∅ and following the induction on n, we
can easily obtain the canopy and its periphery of ℓn∞ with the help of
Corollary 3.8.

Corollary 3.9. Fix n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Put Cn := Cℓn
∞

and Rn := Rℓn
∞

.
Then

(1) Cn = {(α1, . . . , αn) : min{αi} ≥ 0 and max{αi} = 1} and
(2) Rn = {(α1, . . . , αn) : min{αi} = 0 and max{αi} = 1}.
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4. Some applications

Lemma 4.1. Let (V, e) be an order unit space of dimension ≥ 2 (so
that RV 6= ∅). Let u ∈ RV and consider

Pu := {αe+ βu : α, β ∈ R}.

Then Pu is a unitally order isomorphic to ℓ2∞.

Proof. Consider the mapping χ : Pu → ℓ2∞ given by χ(αe + βu) =
(α, α+ β) for all α, β ∈ R. Then χ is a unital bijection. We show that
χ is an order isomorphism. We first assume that αe+ βu ∈ V +. Since
u ∈ RV , we can find f, g ∈ S(V ) such that f(u) = 1 and g(u) = 0.
Thus 0 ≤ f(αe + βu) = α + β and 0 ≤ g(αe + βu) = α. Thus
(α, α + β) ∈ ℓ2+∞ . Conversely, we assume that (α, α + β) ∈ ℓ2+∞ . Then
αe+ βu = α(e− u) + (α + β)u ∈ V +. �

Remark 4.2. As u ∈ RV , we have u ⊥∞ (e − u). Thus, it is simple
to show that χ is an isometry. In fact, if v ∈ Pu, say v = αe + βu =
α(e− u) + (α + β)u, then

‖v‖ = ‖α(e− u) + (α + β)u‖ = max{|α|, |α+ β|}.

Theorem 4.3. Let (V, e) be an order unit space with dim(V ) ≥ 2.
Then V contains a copy of ℓ2∞ as an order unit subspace. Moreover, V
contains a copy of ℓn∞ (n ≥ 2) as an order unit subspace if and only if
there exist u1, . . . , un ∈ RV such that ui ⊥∞ uj for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
with i 6= j,

∑n

i=1 ui = e and ⊥∞ is additive in the linear span of
u1, . . . , un.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.1 that V contains a copy of ℓ2∞ as an
order unit subspace.
Next, we assume that W is an order unit subspace of V and Γ :

ℓn∞ → W is a surjective unital order isomorphism. Put γ(ei) = ui for
i = 1, . . . , n where {e1, . . . , en} is the standard unit basis of ℓn∞. Then
u1, . . . , un ∈ CV with

∑n

i=1 ui = e. Consider the biorthonormal system
{f1, . . . , fn} in ℓn1 so that fi(ej) = δij . Then {f1 ◦ Γ

−1, . . . , fn ◦ Γ
−1} is

the set of pure states of W . We can extend fi ◦ Γ
−1 to a pure state gi

of V for each i = 1, . . . , n. Then gi(uj) = δij so that u1, . . . , un ∈ RV

and we have ui ⊥∞ uj for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i 6= j. Also, if
α1, . . . , αn ∈ R, then

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

αiui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

αiei

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

= max{|αi| : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}

= max{‖αiui‖ : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}.
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Thus ⊥∞ is additive in the linear span of u1, . . . , un.
Conversely, we assume that there exist u1, . . . , un ∈ RV such that

ui ⊥∞ uj for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i 6= j,
∑n

i=1 ui = e and ⊥∞

is additive in the linear span U of u1, . . . , un. Define Φ : U → ℓn∞ by
Φ(
∑n

i=1 αiui) = (αi). Then Φ is a unital linear bijection. Also
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Φ

(

n
∑

i=1

αiui

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= ‖(αi)‖∞

= max{|αi| : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}

= max{‖αiui‖ : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

uiei

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

as ⊥∞ is additive on U . Thus that Φ is an isometry. Now, being a
unital linear surjective isometry, Φ is a unital order isomorphism. �

Proposition 4.4. Let (V, e) be an order unit space and let u, v ∈ RV .
Then, either Pu = Pv or Pu

⋂

Pv = Re.

Proof. Let w ∈ Pu

⋂

Pv be such that w /∈ Re. Without any loss of
generality, we assume that ‖w‖ = 1. Consider w1 := 1

2
(e + w). Then

w1 ∈ V +. Also then w1 ∈ Pu

⋂

Pv. So, without any loss of generality
again, we further assume that w ∈ V +, that is, w ∈ CV .
Since w ∈ Pu, we have w = αe+βu for some α, β ∈ R. As w ∈ CV , we

have α ≥ 0, α+ β ≥ 0 and max{α, α+ β} = 1. Since w /∈ Re, we have
β 6= 0. If β > 0, then we have 1 = α+ β > α ≥ 0. Thus w = αe+ (1−
α)u ∈ [e, u]. Next if β < 0, then 1 = α > α+β ≥ 0 so that −1 ≤ β < 0.
Thus w = e + βu = e − (−β)(e − (e − u)) ∈ [e, e − u]. Summing up,
we have w ∈ [e, u]

⋃

[e, e − u]. Similarly, as w ∈ Pv, we also have w ∈
[e, v]

⋃

[e, e−v]. Thus w ∈ ([e, u]
⋃

[e, e− u])
⋂

([e, v]
⋃

[e, e− v]). Since
w 6= e, using Proposition 3.5, we conclude that one of the equalities
[e, u] = [e, v] or [e, u] = [e, e − v], or [e, e − u] = [e, v], or [e, e − u] =
[e, e− v] hold. In other words, either u = v or u = e− v. In both the
situations, we have Pu = Pv. �

Theorem 4.5. Let (V, e) be an order unit space with dimV ≥ 2. Then
V =

⋃

{Pu : u ∈ RV } in such a way that
⋂

{Pu : u ∈ RV } = Re and
if v ∈ V with v /∈ Re, then there exists a unique w ∈ RV such that
v ∈ Pw = P(e−w).

Proof. Let v ∈ V with v /∈ Re. For simplicity, we assume that ‖v‖ = 1.
Put v1 =

1
2
(e+v) and v2 =

1
2
(e−v). Then v1, v2 ∈ V + and v1, v2 /∈ Re.

Also then v = v1 − v2 and 1 = ‖v‖ = max{‖v1‖, ‖v2‖}. Replacing v by
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−v, if required, we further assume that 0 < ‖v2‖ ≤ ‖v1‖ = 1, that is,
‖e+v‖ = 2. Thus we can find f ∈ S(V ) such that 1+f(v) = f(e+v) =
2. Therefore, f(v) = 1. Put w = ‖e − v‖−1(e − v). Then w ∈ CV .
Further, f(e− w) = 1 − ‖e− v‖−1(1− f(v)) = 1 so that e− w ∈ CV .
Thus w ∈ RV . Now v = e− ‖e− v‖w so that v ∈ Pw = P(e−w).
Uniqueness of w follows from Proposition 4.4. �

Remark 4.6. If v ∈ V + (or more generally, if ‖v‖ = f(v) for some
f ∈ S(V )) with v /∈ Re, then ‖e + ‖v‖−1v‖ = 2. Thus v has a unique
representation v = λe+µw in Pw where w = ‖‖v‖e−v‖−1(‖v‖e−v) ∈
RV and λ = ‖v‖ and µ = −‖‖v‖e− v‖.

Next, we prove an application in unital C∗-algebras.

Proposition 4.7. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and let a ∈ Asa. Then
‖a‖ ≤ 1 and a /∈ A+ ∪ −A+ if and only if there exist x, y ∈ CA \ {e}
such that a = x− y and |a| = 1A − xy. In this case, x and y commute.

Proof. First, we assume that ‖a‖ ≤ 1 and a /∈ A+ ∪ −A+. Consider
a = a+ − a−. Then 0 < ‖a+‖, ‖a−‖ ≤ 1. Also as a+a− = 0, we
have a+ ⊥∞ a−. Thus ‖a+‖a+, ‖a−‖a− ∈ RA. It follows that a+ ∈
[0, ‖a+‖a+] ⊂ 1A − CA. Similarly a− ∈ 1A −CA. Put 1A − a+ = y and
1A − a− = x. Then x, y ∈ CA \ {e} with xy = yx such that a = x− y
and |a| = (1A − y) + (1A − x). Now as a+a− = 0, we deduce that
x+ y = 1A + xy so that |a| = 1A − xy.
Conversely, assume that a = x − y and |a| = 1A − xy for some

x, y ∈ CA \ {e}. Then ‖a‖ ≤ 1 and xy = yx. Since a2 = |a|2, we get
that (1A − x2)(1A − y2) = 0. As x, y ∈ V +, we note that 1A + x and
1A + y are invertible in A. Thus (1A − x)(1A − y) = 0. Now, it follows
that a+ = 1A − y and a− = 1A − x so that a /∈ A+ ∪ −A+. �

Remark 4.8. We observe that x, y ∈ CA \{e} are uniquely determined
by a given a ∈ Asa with ‖a‖ ≤ 1 and a /∈ A+ ∪ −A+. To see this, let
u, v ∈ CA with uv = vu be such that a = u−v and |a| = 1A−uv. Then
a2 = |a|2 yields u2+v2 = 1A+u2v2 or equivalently, (1A−u2)(1A−v2) =
0. As u, v ∈ CA, we note that 1A + u and 1A + v are invertible in A.
Thus we have (1A−u)(1A−v) = 0. As a = u−v = (1A−v)− (1A−u),
we get 1A − y = a+ = 1A − v so that y = v. Consequently, x = u.

We can generalize this result in the following sense. Let A be unital
C∗-algebra. An operator system M in A (that is, a unital self-adjoint
subspace of A) is said to be an absolute operator system, if |a| ∈ M
whenever a ∈ Msa. Note that every unital C∗-subalgebra of A is an
absolute operator system.
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Let M be an absolute operator system in a unital C∗-algebra A. For
u, v ∈ Msa, we define

u∧̇v :=
1

2
(u+ v − |u− v|)

and

u∨̇v :=
1

2
(u+ v − |u+ v|) .

Then u∧̇v, u∨̇v ∈ Msa. Further, given u, v ∈ Msa, u∧̇v is the unique
element of Msa such that

(i) u∧̇v ≤ u and u∧̇v ≤ v, and
(ii) (u− u∧̇v)(v − u∧̇v) = 0.

Similarly, u∨̇v is the unique element of Msa such that

(i) u ≤ u∨̇v and v ≤ u∨̇v, and
(ii) (u∨̇v − v)(u∨̇v − v) = 0.

(See [12, Theorem 2.5].) Given v ∈ Msa, we write v+ := 1
2
(|v| + v) =

v∨̇0 and v− := 1
2
(|v| − v) = (−v)∨̇0. Then v+v− = 0. Following this

discussion, we can generalize Proposition 4.7.

Proposition 4.9. Let M be an absolute operator system in a unital
C∗-algebra A and let v ∈ Msa. Then ‖v‖ ≤ 1 with v /∈ M+ ∪ −M+

if and only if there exists a unique pair u, w ∈ CM \ {1} such that
v = u− w and u∨̇w = 1.

Proof. First, we assume that ‖v‖ ≤ 1 with v /∈ M+ ∪ −M+. Consider
v = v+− v−. Then v+, v− ∈ M+ \ {0} with max{‖v+‖, ‖v−‖} = ‖v‖ ≤
1. Also, v+v− = 0 so that v+ ⊥∞ v−. Thus ‖v+‖−1v+, ‖v−‖−1v− ∈ RM .
It follows that v+ ∈ [0, ‖v+‖−1v+] ⊂ 1 − CM . Similarly v− ∈ 1 − CM .
Put 1 − v+ = w and 1 − v− = u. Then u, w ∈ CM \ {1} such that
v = u− w. Since v+v− = 0, we have 0 = (1− u)∧̇(1− w) = 1− u∨̇w.
Thus u∨̇w = 1. Next assume that v = x − y for some x, y ∈ CM

such that x∨̇y = 1. Then (1 − x)∧̇(1 − y) = 1 − x∨̇y = 0. Since
v = (1 − y) − (1 − x), we conclude that 1 − w = v+ = 1 − y. Thus
y = w and consequently, x = u.
Conversely, assume that there exists a unique pair u, w ∈ CM \ {1}

such that v = u − w and u∨̇w = 1. Then −1 ≤ −w ≤ u− w ≤ u ≤ 1
so that ‖v‖ = ‖u − w‖ ≤ 1. Since u∨̇w = 1, we get, as above that
v+ = 1− w 6= 0 and v− = 1− u 6= 0. Hence v /∈ M+ ∪ −M+. �

Remark 4.10. We have ‖v‖ = 1 if and only if either u or w lies in
RM . For v ∈ Msa with ‖v‖ = 1 and v /∈ M+ ∪ −M+, we say that v is
positively tilted, if u /∈ RM , negatively tilted, if w /∈ RM and neutral,
if u, w ∈ RM .
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(2021), 217-227.

[13] K.-F. Ng, The duality of partially ordered Banach spaces, Proc. Lond. Math.
Soc., 19 (1969), 268-288.

[14] S. Sherman, Order in operator algebras, Amer. J. Math., 73(1) (1951), 227-
232.

School of Mathematical Sciences, National Institute of Science Ed-

ucation and Research Bhubaneswar, An OCC of Homi Bhabha National

Institute, P.O. - Jatni, District - Khurda, Odisha - 752050, India.

Email address : anilkarn@niser.ac.in


	1. Introduction
	2. The positive part of the closed unit ball
	2.1. A matricial version

	3. The periphery
	3.1. Direct sum of order unit spaces.

	4. Some applications
	References

