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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 £2_ as an order
unit subspace. Further we find a condition under which V' would
contain a copy of ¢7 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 Cg(X) for some suitable compact Hausdorff
space X [I, Theorem II.1.10]. (see the notes after Sectionl, Chapter
IT 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 [11]. 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 [1].)

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 [, &]
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 (2,
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 azis Re. Further we
find a condition under which V' would contain a copy of ¢ 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 ¢ .

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 £ as an
order unit subspace. We further characterize order unit spaces which
contain a copy of £ 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 Cy ={ueV*:||ul| =1}
(1) Fiz u € Cy with u # e and consider the one dimensional affine
subspace

L(u) ={uy:=e—Ae—u): A € R}

of V.. Then
(a) {ux: X € R} is decreasing;
(b) uy € VT if and only if Mje — u|| < 1;
(c¢) ||uxl] = max{1,|A||e — u|| — 1|} for every A € R;
(d) there ezists a unique u € L(u) such that u,e —u € Cy.
(2) For u,v € Cy, we have either L(u)( L(v) = {e} or L(u) =
L(v).

Proof. (1)(a) follows from the construction of w,.
(1)(b): Since e —u € VT \ {0}, there exist f, € S(V) such that
le —u|| = fule —u) =1 — fu(u). Also then, f,(u f(u) for all
1

) <
fe S(V) with fu(u) < 1. Set A == [le — ] (1 and
i :=u; =e— Ne—u). For f € S(V), we have

f(@) = f(e) — (f(e) — f(u) ) _ fw) — fuw)

u

>0
1 — ful(u) 1— fulu) —
so that 4 € VT. Now by (1), uy € V* if A < A Also, if uy € V* for
some A € R, then

Thus A||e — ul| < 1.

(1)(c): Fix A € R.

Case 1. X > 0. Then for k£ € R, we have uy, < ke, that is, Au <
(k—1+X)e if and only if & > 1. Next, for [ € R, we have le+uy € V™,
that is, ({+1—XNe+ A u € VT ifand only if [ +1 — X+ Af,(u) > 0
as fu(u) < f(u) for all f € S(V). In other words, le + uy € V* if and
only if I > A||e — u|| — 1. Thus for A > 0, we have

|uall = inf{a > 0: ae £ uy € V7} = max{1, A||e — ul| — 1}.

Case 2. A < 0. Then le +uy € V* for all [ > 0. Next, for
k € R, we have uy < ke, that is, (k — 1+ A)e — du > 0 if and only
k—14+X—=Afy(u) >0 for f,(u) < f(u) for all f € S(V)and —\ > 0.
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Thus wuy < ke if and only if & > —\|le — u|| + 1. Therefore, for A < 0,
we have

|upl] = inf{a>0:aetuy e VT =1-\|e—ul.
Summing up, for any A € R, we have
[uxll = max{1, [Alle — ul| —1[}.
(1)(d): Put @ =e — |le — ul|7}(e — u). Then by (c), ||u]| = 1. Also

by construction, ||e — u|| = 1. Next, assume that uy, € L(u) is such
that uy,e —uy € Cy. Then, as |[e —uy|| = 1, we get |A||le —ul = 1. If
A= —|le — u||7!, then ||uy|| = 2 so we must have A\ = ||e — u||~*. Thus
Uy = U.

(2): Let w € L(u) () L(v) with w # e. Then there are A\, n € R\ {0}
such that w = e — A(e —u) = e — pu(e —v). Thus Ae — u) = p(e —v).
Let a € R. Then

e—ale—u)=e—au " (e—v)
so that L(u) C L(v). Now by symmetry, we have L(u) = L(v). O
The following statements can be verified easily.

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1, we have
(1) |luxl| = 1 if and only if 0 < X|e — v|| < 2;
(2) {||ual| : X € (—o0,0]} is strictly decreasing;

(3) {||uxll : A € [L oo)} is strictly increasing

To—all’
(4) CV ﬂ(e — C\/) = {TL LU € Cv},'
(5) Cu) := L(u) " Cv = [e, ul;
(6) L(u) (e — Cv) = {u}.

In this section, we show the set Cy 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 X € [0, 1] with 2 = Ay, we have A =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 z,y € C with x # y, we have, the intersection of C'
with the line through = and y, {\ € R: (1-X)z+ Ay € 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 © € C,x # 0, there exist a unique ¢ € Lead(C) and a unique
0 < a <1 such that z = ac.
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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 # {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 x-shaped at e, that is, [e,v] C C for all v € C;
(2) For each v € C with v # e, there exists v € C' N (e — C) such
that

Cw):={e=XNe—v): A>0}NC =le,v];
(3) e is an extreme point of K ;
(4) If av + pw = e for some v,w € C and o, 5 > 0, then o, 5 < 1.

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

Theorem 2.4. (1) Let (V,V* e) be a (non-zero) order unit space.
Put Ky == [0,e] ={u e VT :|ul| <1} and Cy :=={ue V*:
|lul| = 1}. Then Cy is a canopy of Ky 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 VT 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 e V" :|ul| =1} :=Cy.

Proof. (1) (a) We show that Ky is linearly compact. Let u,v € K with
u # v. We need to show that the set A := {A € R: Au+(1-\)v € Ky}
is a compact set in R. First, we prove that A is bounded.

Assume, if possible, that A not bounded below. Then Au+(1—A)v €
Ky for all A < 0. Then Au+ (1 —X)v > 0 for all A < 0, or equivalently,
u < (Ao for all A > 0. Now, by the Archimedean property in V, we
get u < v. Next Au+ (1 — AN)v € Ky for all A < 0 also implies that
0 < Au+(1—=X)v < e, orequivalently, 0 < Ae—u)+(1—=A)(e—v) <e
for all A < 0. Thus as above, we get e —u < e — v, that is, v < u. This
leads to the contradiction © = v. Thus A must be bounded below.

Next, we assume, if possible that A is not bounded above. Then
0 <A+ (1—=XNv<e thatis, 0 <u—v < %(e—v) for all A > 0.
Applying the Archimedean property once again, we now deduce that
0 <wu—v<0so that v = v. Thus A is bounded above as well.

As Ky is convex, A is a bounded interval. Put a = inf A and b =
sup A. We show that A = [a, b], that is, a,b € A. In fact, we can find
a sequence (a,) in A such that a < a, < a+ % for all n € N. Then
anu+ (1 —ap)v € Ky for all n € N. As (a,) converges to a and as Ky
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) Cy is *-shaped at e: Let v € Cy and a € [0,1]. Then 0 <wv <e
sothat 0 < v < (I—a)et+av <e. Thus1l=|v|| <|(1—-a)e+av| <
lel| = 1. That is, (1 — a)e+ av € Cy whenever v € Cy and a € [0, 1].

(¢) By Lemma 2.1(1)(d) and Corollary 2.2(6), we note that for each
v € Cy, there exists a unique t(v) € Ry such that C'(v) = [e, t(v)].

(d) Let u,v € Ky and 0 < a < 1 such that e = au+ (1 — a)v. Since
u,v<egetu=e=no.

(e) Let u,v € Cy and «, 8 > 0 be such that au + v = e. Find a
state f € S(V) such that f(u) = ||u|| = 1. Then f(e) =1 so that

1=fle) =af(u)+Bf(v) 2 a

asv € VT and 8 > 0. Similarly, we get 8 < 1. Hence Cy is a canopy
inV.

(2) (a) We note that K = {av:v € C and 0 < a < 1}. We prove
that

K={veVT:0<v<e}l (%)

Let v € K. Then v € V' so that 0 < v. Let v = au for some u € C
and o € [0,1]. If u = e, then v = ae < e. So let u # e. Then there
exists u € CN(e—C) and A € [0, 1] such that u = (1 — X)e+ Au. Thus

e—v=ce—all-Ne—ali=(1—-a)e+arle—u)e V™

fore,e —u e C CV*tand 1 — a,aX > 0. Therefore, K C {v e V*T:
0<wv<e}

Conversely, assume that 0 < u < e. Then u,e —u € V. Thus there
exist v,w € C and «a, 8 > 0 such that v = av and e — u = fw. Then
e = av + fw so by the definition of a canopy, we must have o, 5 < 1.
Therefore, u = av € K. Hence (%) is proved.

(b) Since C spans V', we have V = V* — V*. Thus, it follows from
(x) 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 «, 5 > 0
such that v = av and —u = fw. Thus av + fw = 0. We show that
a = 0= . Assume, if possible, that a > 0. Then S > 0 too, for v # 0.
Put k= 2%5. Then 0 < k <1 and we have ku + (1 — k)v = 0 so that
e=kle—u)+(1—k)(e—v). Asu,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 o = 0. Therefore, V' is proper.

(¢) Next, let v € V be such that ke+v € V* for all £ > 0. We show
that (v,e) C V. Let 0 < A < 1. Put k= 152, Then (1 — N)e + \v =
A(ke +v) € VT so that (v,e) C V*. Let || - || be the seminorm on V'
corresponding to the order unit e. Then (v,e) C (1 + [jv])K. Since
K is linearly closed, so is (1 + ||v]|)K. Thus v € (1 + |[v|)K C V*.
Therefore V1 is Archimedean.
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Now it follows that (V,V* e) is an order unit space. We also note
that C' = Cy. In fact, we have K = {v € V* : |jv|| < 1}. Thus
Cy = Lead(K) = C. O

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 x-vector space. Assume that {K,} is a
matrixz convex set in X with K,, C M, (X)s, such that0 € Ky, Ky # {0}
and K, is linearly compact for each n € N. Put C,, := Lead(K,) and
assume that C, is a canopy of K, with its summit e, for all n € N.
Then {C,} is called a matricial canopy of the matriz conver set { K, }
with matricial summit {e, }.

Theorem 2.6. Let X be a x-vector space. Assume that {K,} is a
matriz convex set in X with K, C M, (X)s, such that0 € Ky, K; # {0}
and K, is linearly compact for each n € N. Put C,, := Lead(K,,) and
assume that {Cy,} is a matricial canopy of the matriz convez set { K, }
with matricial summit {e,}.

(1) For eachn € N, put V," := cone(C,,) and let V,, be x-subspace of
M, (X) generated by V.. Then V,, = M, (V') for every n where
V:=Vi and (V,{V,}) is a matriz ordered space.

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

(8) Put e := ey. Then e is an order unit for V and e, = €" :=
ed---De for everyn.

(4) (V.{V.*t}, e) is an order unit space such that K, = [0, e"] for all
n € N.

Proof. (1) Recall that K, = {kv : v € C, and k € [0,1]} so that
Vi = U,eny 7Ky for each n. Since 0 € Ky, we have 0 € K, for each
n. Thus for v € K,, and v € M, , with v*y < I,, we have yv*vy € K.
Now, it follows that for any v € V7 and v € M, ,,, we have y*vy € V.
Therefore, {V,F} is a matrix order in X.

First, we show that for each n, K,, C M, (V)s,. Let v € K,,, say v =
[v;;] where v;; € X for alli,j € {1,...,n}. Let E, € M, with 1 at r-
th place and 0 elsewhere. Then E,.E* = 1 so that v,, = E,.vE; € K; C
Vsa- Next, forr,s € {1,...,n} with r # s, we consider E,; € M, ,, with
1 at r-th place, c at s-th place and 0 elsewhere. Here ¢ € C with |¢| = 1.
Then E,E}, = 2 so that v,, + vss + cvps + cvg € 2K7 C Vy,. Thus for
r # s we have V.5 + Vg, i(Vps — vg.) € Viq. Therefore, v, € V for all
r,s € {1,...,n}. As v = v*, we have vy, = v}, so that v € M, (V).
Hence V.7 C M, (V)4 In particular, V,, C M, (V).
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Conversely, let u = [u,s] € M, (V). Then

U = Z E*ursE Z (Z E*urs r) rs

r,s=1

where Ers € M, with (r,s)-th entry 1 and 0 elsewhere. Let u,s =
S i u®) where v € V', k=0,1,2,3. Then

u_zz(zE: Wp ) S

0 s=1 r=1

We prove that for w € VI and a € M,,, we have wa € V,,. Let ¢ € C
with |¢| = 1 and put § = ca. Then

I, .

[ﬁ w 5*wﬁ} {ﬁ } wlln 5] € Vi,

In other words, [ e } € Vo if |¢| = 1. Thus
W afwa

T B e NN I [ LY (AP
ofw 0 ofw  afwa —aofw ofwa
and

A I I PN I e R

o w o —lowa noww awa

wo wo

0 ) 0 )
Therefore, [O 0} € Va,. Now, letting [O 0} = 22:0 i*wy, for

some wy, € Vi, we get

3
Now, by (#), we may conclude that u € V,, for any u € M, (V). Hence
Vo, = M, (V) for all n € N. In particular, (V,{V,F}) is a matrix ordered
space.

(2) It follows from the proof of Theorem 2.4 that V' is proper and
Archimedean for every n.

(3) Fix n € N. By Theorem 2.4, ((V,)sa, V", €,) is an order unit
space such that K,, = [0,e,]. As {K,} is a matrix convex set, we have

e” € K,, so that e" <e,. Let ¢, = [ers ] Then

e = E,e"E' < E,e B = ™
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for all ¥ = 1,...,n. Also, as E,Ef = 1, we have e{}) € K, so that
el < eforallr =1,...,n. Thus &™) =eforallr =1,...,n. Now
e, — €™ € VI with 0 in its diagonal. Since V' is proper, we must have
e = 0ifr # 5. To see this, fix r # s and consider ¢ € C. Then

ce™ 4 2eM = (B, + cE,) (e, — €")(E, + cE,)* € Vi,
For ¢ = 41, we get £ (egﬁ) +e,(n2)> € V;" and for ¢ = i, we get

+i (egf) - 67(~Z)) € V" Since V;" is proper, we have el +e™ =0 and

i (egﬁ) — e&?) — 0 50 that e/ =0 = ™. Hence e, = e".

(4) Since V. is proper and Archimedean for all n, we get that
(V,{V.F}, e) is a matrix order unit space. Finally, K,, = [0, ¢,] = [0, €"]
for all n. 0

3. THE PERIPHERY

Recall that if (V,e) is an order unit space, then for Ky = [0,¢] =
{v eVt .|| <1}, we have Cy :={v € VT : ||v]| = 1} as the canopy
of Ky with its summit at the order unit e. The periphery of Cy is
denoted by Ry . Thus

Ry=CynN(e—Cy)={veVt:|v]|=1=|e—nv|}

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 z is
oo-orthogonal to y, (we write, x L y), if ||z + ky|| = max{||z|], || ky| }
for all k € R. It was proved in [!1] that if (V,e) is an order unit space
and if u,v € VT\{0}, the u L, v if and only if ||||u|~*u+|v] 1| = 1.

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

(1) u € Ry;

(2) there exists v € Cy such that u+v € Cy;

(8) u has an co-orthogonal pair in Cly;

(4) there exists a state f of V' such that f(u) = 0.

Proof. If u € Ry, then u,e—u € V't with ||ul]| =1 = ||e—u]|. Also then

|lu+e—u| = |le|| =1 so that u L, (e —u). Conversely, let u L, v for
some v € Cy. Then ||u+v|| =1sothat u+v <e Thusv<e—u<e
and we have 1 = [jv|| < |le — u|| < |le|| = 1. Therefore, u € Ry . Hence

(1), (2) and (3) are equivalent. Again, if w € Ry, then e — u € Cy.
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 |le — ul| > 1. Also, as 0 < u < e, we have
0 <e—wu < esothat ||e —ul| < 1. Therefore, e — u € Cy whence
u € Ry. O

The next result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let (V,e) be an order unit space and let uw € V™. Then
u € Ry if and only if there exist f,g € S(V') such that f(u) =1 and
g9(u) = 0.

Proposition 3.3. Let (V,e) be an order unit space and let u,v € Ry
with u # v. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (u,v) Ry # 0
(2) there are states f and g of V such that f(u) =1 = f(v) and

g9(u) =0 = g(v);
(3) [u,v] C Ry.

Proof. Let w € (u,v) [V Ry. Then w = (1 — o)u + av € Ry for some
a € (0,1). Find f,g € S(V) such that f((1 — a)u + av) = 1 and
g((1 — a)u+ av) = 0. Thus

l=f(l-a)u+av)=(1—-a)f(u)+af(v) <(l—-—a)+a=1
so that f(u) =1 = f(v). Again
0=9((1—a)u+av) =(1—a)g(u)+ ag(v)

so that (1 — a)g(u) =0 = ag(v). Since 0 < a < 1, we get g(u) =0 =

9(v).
Let A € [0,1] and consider = (1 — A)u + Av. Then Then z € V'*
with ||z|| < 1. Also as

fl@) =0 =X)fu) +Af(v) =1-A+Ar=1,
we note that z € Cy. Further,
9(x) = (1= A)g(u) + Ag(v) =0
so that x € Ry . O
The following result immediately follows from Proposition 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Let (V,e) be an order unit space and assume that
w1, us € Ry . Then

(1) [uy, e — ug] JJuz, e — u1] C Ry;

(2) ((ur,uz) U(e — ur, e —uz)) () Ry = 0.
Proposition 3.5. Let (V,e) be an order unit space and let u,v € Ry .
Then u # v if and only if [e,u] ([e, v] = {e}.
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Proof. First, let w € [e,u]([e,v] with w # e.As w € [e,u][[e,v], we
can find 0 < A\, < 1 such that w = e — AMe —u) = e — u(e — v).
Then A(e —u) = p(e —v). Since u,v € Ry, we have e —u,e —v € Cy.
Thus |le —ul| = 1 = |je — v|| so that A = p. As A, u > 0, we get
u = v. Thus u # v implies [e,u](\[e,v] = {e}. Evidently, u = v
implies [e, u] ([e,v] = [e, u] # {e}. O
Remark 3.6. Recall that for u € Ry, we have [e,u] = C(u) by
Corollary 2.2. Thus Cy = J,eg, C(u) as a disjoint union of un-
tangled strings C'(u)’s of Cy attached to e. Consequently, we also have
e—Cy = UueRV[O,u].

3.1. Direct sum of order unit spaces. Next we turn to describe
Cen and Ry .

Lemma 3.7. Let (Vi,e1) and (Va,e3) be any two order unit spaces.
Consider V.=V, x Vo, VT = V" x V;" and e = (e, e3). Then (V,e) is
also an order unit space and we have

(1) Cv = (Cvy x [0, €2]5) ([0, e2]o X Cp) and

(2) Ry = (R, x[0, e2]o) ([0, e2]o x Ry ) U(Cvy x (2=Chz ) U((e1—
Cvl) X CVQ)‘

Proof. For (vy,vs) € V, we have |[(vy,v2)|| = max{||vi||, ||v2]|}. Thus
(u1,us) € Cy if and only if uy € Vit, ug € Vo' and max{||uy||, ||uz||} =
1. Therefore, Cy = (Cy,; x [0, e2]o) ([0, e2]o X Cys). Now, as (uy, us) €
Ry if and only (uq,us), (61 — ug,ea — ug) € Cy, we may deduce that
Ry ): (Rvy %[0, e2]0) ([0, e2]o X Ry ) U(Cvy X (e2=Chy)) U((€1 = Cvy ) X
Cy,). O

Replace V5 by R. As Cg = {1} and Rg = (), we may conclude the
following;:

Corollary 3.8. Let (V,e) be an order unit space. Consider V =V xR,
V=Vt xRt and é = (e, 1). Then (V,é) is an order unit space and
we have

(1) Cy = (Cy x [0, 1)) UJ([0, €], x {1}) and

(2) Ry = (Rv x [0,1]) U(Cv x {0}) U((e — Cv) x {1}).

Again using C; = {1}, Ry = () and following the induction on n, we

can easily obtain the canopy and its periphery of ¢ with the help of
Corollary 3.8.

Corollary 3.9. Fizxn € N, n > 2. Put C, := Cpn and R, := Ry .
Then

(1) Cp, ={(c,...,a,) :min{a;} >0 and max{a;} =1} and
(2) R, ={(a1,...,a,) min{a;} =0 and max{o;} = 1}.
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4. SOME APPLICATIONS

Lemma 4.1. Let (V,e) be an order unit space of dimension > 2 (so
that Ry #0). Let u € Ry and consider

P, :={ae+ pu:a,f e R}
Then P, is a unitally order isomorphic to (% .

Proof. Consider the mapping x : P, — (% given by x(ae + fu) =
(o, + ) for all a, B € R. Then x is a unital bijection. We show that
X is an order isomorphism. We first assume that ae + Su € V. Since
u € Ry, we can find f,g € S(V) such that f(u) = 1 and g(u) = 0.
Thus 0 < f(ae + fu) = o+ f and 0 < g(awe + fu) = a. Thus
(a,a + B) € 2+, Conversely, we assume that (o, + 3) € (2. Then
ae+ fu=ale—u)+ (a+plue VT, O

Remark 4.2. As u € Ry, we have u 1, (e —u). Thus, it is simple
to show that x is an isometry. In fact, if v € P,, say v = ae + fu =
ale —u) + (a+ B)u, then

ol = llale =) + (@ + B)ull = max{|al, |+ 5]}

Theorem 4.3. Let (V,e) be an order unit space with dim(V) > 2.
Then V' contains a copy of (2, as an order unit subspace. Moreover, V
contains a copy of £ (n > 2) as an order unit subspace if and only if
there exist uy, ..., u, € Ry such that u; Lo u; for alli,j e {1,...,n}
with i # j, Y i, u; = e and Lo is additive in the linear span of
Uy v oy Up.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 4.1 that V contains a copy of /2 as an
order unit subspace.

Next, we assume that W is an order unit subspace of V and I' :
" — W is a surjective unital order isomorphism. Put y(e;) = u; for
i=1,...,n where {ey,...,e,} is the standard unit basis of 7. Then
Ui, ..., u, € Cy with Z?:l u; = e. Consider the biorthonormal system
{f1,..., fa} in €} so that fi(e;) = &;;. Then {froT ' ... ool t}is
the set of pure states of W. We can extend f; o '"! to a pure state g;
of V for each ¢ = 1,...,n. Then g;(u;) = d;; so that u,...,u, € Ry
and we have u; Lo w; for all 4,5 € {1,...,n} with ¢ # j. Also, if
ag,y...,an € R, then

n
E U
i=1

n
E 871}
i=1 00

= max{|a;|:1<i<n}

= max{||a;u|| : 1 <i <n}.
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Thus L is additive in the linear span of uy, ..., uy,.

Conversely, we assume that there exist uq,...,u, € Ry such that
u; Loo u; for all i,j € {1,...,n} with ¢ 7& gy >omu; = e and Lo
is additive in the linear span U of uq,...,u,. Define & : U — (2 by
Q>0 ) = . Then @ is a unital hnear bijection. Also

(ZO‘ZUZ>H = |l(2i)lo

max{|a;| : 1 <i<n}
= max{||oqu;|| : 1 <i < n}

n
E Ui€;
i=1

as 1 is additive on U. Thus that ® is an isometry. Now, being a
unital linear surjective isometry, ® is a unital order isomorphism. []

Proposition 4.4. Let (V,e) be an order unit space and let u,v € Ry .
Then, either P, = P, or P,( P, = Re.

Proof. Let w € P,() P, be such that w ¢ Re. Without any loss of
generality, we assume that [Jw| = 1. Consider w; := (e + w). Then
wy € V. Also then w; € P,() P,. So, without any loss of generality
again, we further assume that w € V', that is, w € Cy.

Since w € P,, we have w = ae+pu for some o, § € R. Asw € Cy, we
have a > 0, o+ 8 > 0 and max{«a,a+ } = 1. Since w ¢ Re, we have
B #0.If >0, then we have 1l =a+ 5 > a > 0. Thus w = ae+ (1 —
a)u € e,u]. Nextif f < 0, then 1 = a > a4+ > 0so that —1 < 5 < 0.
Thus w = e+ pu=e— (=f)(e — (e —u)) € [e,e — u]. Summing up,
we have w € [e,u] [e, e — u]. Similarly, as w € P,, we also have w €
le,v]U[e, e—v]. Thus w € ([e,u] U[e, e — u]) ) ([e, v] U[e, e — v]). Since

w # e, using Proposition 3.5, we conclude that one of the equalities

le,u] = [e,v] or [e,u] = [e,e —v], or [e,e —u] = [e,v], or [e,e —u] =
le, e — v] hold. In other words, either u = v or u = e — v. In both the
situations, we have P, = P,. O

Theorem 4.5. Let (V,e) be an order unit space with dimV > 2. Then
V=U{P.:u € Ry} in such a way that (\{P, : v € Ry} = Re and
if v € V with v & Re, then there exists a unique w € Ry such that
veEP,= P(e_w).

Proof. Let v € V with v ¢ Re. For simplicity, we assume that ||v|| = 1.
Put v; = %(e+v) and vy = %(e—v). Then vy, vy € VT and vy, v9 ¢ Re.
Also then v = v; — vy and 1 = ||v|| = max{||v1]|, ||v2||}. Replacing v by
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—uv, if required, we further assume that 0 < ||vs|| < ||vi|| = 1, that is,

|le+wv|| = 2. Thus we can find f € S(V') such that 1+ f(v) = f(e+v) =

2. Therefore, f(v) = 1. Put w = |le — v||7*(e — v). Then w € Cy.

Further, f(e —w) =1 —|le — v||7(1 — f(v)) = 1 so that e —w € Cy.

Thus w € Ry. Now v = e — [|e — v|[|w so that v € P, = Pc_y).
Uniqueness of w follows from Proposition 4.4.

Remark 4.6. Ifv € VT (or more generally, if ||v]| = f(v) for some
f € S(V)) with v ¢ Re, then |le + ||Jv||*v|| = 2. Thus v has a unique
representation v = \e + pw in P, where w = ||||v]le —v|| 7 (||v]|e —v) €
Ry and A = ||v]| and p = —[[||v]le —v]|.

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

Proposition 4.7. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and let a € Ay,. Then
lall <1 and a ¢ AT U —AT if and only if there exist x,y € C4 \ {e}
such that a = x —y and |a| = 14 — xy. In this case, x and y commute.

Proof. First, we assume that ||a|| < 1 and a ¢ AT U —A". Consider
a =a" —a . Then 0 < |la™|,||la”]] < 1. Also as ata™ = 0, we
have at Lo a”. Thus |a™|la™,|la”||a € Ra. It follows that a* €
0, ||[aT]la®] C 14 — Cy4. Similarly a= € 14 — C4. Put 14 —a™ =y and
1la—a” =z Then z,y € C4 \ {e} with zy = yx such that a =z — gy
and |a| = (14 —y) + (14 — z). Now as ata™ = 0, we deduce that
x+y =14+ zy so that |a| = 14 — zy.

Conversely, assume that @ = = — y and |a] = 14 — a2y for some
z,y € C4 \ {e}. Then |la| <1 and zy = yx. Since a® = |a|?, we get
that (14 —2?)(14 —y*) = 0. As x,y € VT, we note that 14 + x and
14 +y are invertible in A. Thus (14 —x)(14 —y) = 0. Now, it follows
that a® =14 —yand a™ =14 —x so that a ¢ AT U —AT. a

Remark 4.8. We observe that x,y € Ca\{e} are uniquely determined
by a given a € Ay, with |ja]] < 1 and a ¢ AT U —AT. To see this, let
u,v € Cy with uv = vu be such that a = u—v and |a| = 14 —uv. Then
a? = |a|? yields u* +v? = 14 +u?v? or equivalently, (14—u?)(14—v?) =
0. As u,v € Cy, we note that 15 + u and 14 + v are invertible in A.
Thus we have (14 —u)(1a—v) =0. Asa=u—v=(1a—v)—(1la—u),
we get 14 —y=a" =14 —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 € M,,. 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 € M,, we define

. 1
u/\v:zi(u—i-v—\u—v\)

and
. 1
UV ::§(u+v—|u+v|).

Then uAv,uVv € M,,. Further, given u,v € M,,, uAv is the unique
element of M,, such that

(i) uAv < wu and uAv < v, and

(ii) (u—uAv)(v —uAv) =0.
Similarly, uVv is the unique element of M, such that

(i) u < uVo and v < uVo, and

(ii) (uVv —ov)(uVo —v) = 0.
(See [12, Theorem 2.5].) Given v € M,,, we write v := 1(|v| +v) =
vV0 and v~ = %(|v| — v) = (—v)V0. 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 € My,. Then ||v|| < 1 with v ¢ M+t U —-M™*
if and only if there exists a unique pair u,w € Cy \ {1} such that
v=u—w and uNw = 1.

Proof. First, we assume that ||v|| < 1 with v ¢ M+t U —M7". Consider
v=v"—v". Then v", v~ € M*\ {0} with max{|[v*]|, [[v7]} = ||v|| <
1. Also, vtv~ = 0sothat v* Lo v~. Thus |[vT]| o™, [[v=]| 7w~ € Ryy.
It follows that v € [0, [[v™||'vT] € 1 — Cyy. Similarly v~ € 1 — C)y.
Put 1 —vt =w and 1 — v~ = w. Then u,w € Cy \ {1} such that
v =wu—w. Since vtv™ =0, we have 0 = (1 — u)A(l — w) =1 — uVw.
Thus uVw = 1. Next assume that v = z — y for some z,y € Cy
such that zVy = 1. Then (1 — 2)A(1 —y) = 1 — 2Vy = 0. Since
v=(1-y)—(1-2z), we conclude that 1 —w = v* =1 —y. Thus
y = w and consequently, = u.

Conversely, assume that there exists a unique pair u,w € Cy \ {1}
such that v=u —w and uVw =1. Then -1 < —w<u—w<u<1
so that ||v]| = |lu — w|| < 1. Since uVw = 1, we get, as above that
vi=1l—-w=#0andv  =1—u#0. Hence v¢ MTU—-M". O

Remark 4.10. We have ||v|| = 1 if and only if either u or w lies in
Ry Forv € Mg, with ||v|| =1 and v ¢ M+ U —M™", we say that v is
positively tilted, if u ¢ Ry, negatively tilted, if w ¢ Ry and neutral,
if u,w € Ryy.
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