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ABSTRACT. We develop dimension theory for a large class of structures of the
form
(L, <, L,~), where (L <) is a partially ordered set, L is a binary relation
on L, and ~ is an equivalence relation on L, subject to certain axioms. We
call these structures espaliers. For x, y, z € L, we say that z = x & y holds,
if x L y and z is the supremum of {x,y}. The dimension theory of L is the
universal ~-invariant homomorphism from (L, ®,0) to a partial commutative
monoid S. We say that S is the dimension range of L. Particular examples of
espaliers are the following:

(i) Let B be a complete Boolean algebra. For z, y € B, we say that L y
if z Ay = 0, and we take ~ to be any zero-separating, unrestrictedly
additive and refining equivalence relation on B (for instance, equality).

(ii) Let R be a right self-injective von Neumann regular ring. We denote
by L the lattice of all direct summands of a given nonsingular injective
right R-module, for instance, the lattice of finitely generated right ideals
of R. For A, B € L, we say that A L Bif AN B = {0}, and A ~ B if
A~ B.

(iii) More generally, let L be a complete, meet-continuous, complemented,
modular lattice. For z, y € L, wesay that x L yifz Ay =0, and z ~ y
if z and y are projective by (finite) decomposition.

(iv) Let A be an AW*-algebra. We denote by L the lattice of projections of A,
and take the standard orthogonality and equivalence relations on L. For
p, q € L, then, p L ¢q if pg = 0, and p ~ ¢ if p and q are Murray-
von Neumann equivalent, that is, there exists x € A such that p = z*z
and ¢ = zz*.

We prove that the dimension range of any espalier (L,<, 1 ,~) is a lower
interval of a commutative monoid of the form

C(Q1,Z~) x C(u1,Ry) x C(Qu11, 24), )

where Qr, Qr1, and Q1 are complete Boolean spaces, and where we put, for
every ordinal 7,

Zy=Z"U{Re |[0<€ <A},

Ry =RTU{Re [0< €<},

2y ={0}U{Rc |0<§ <},
endowed with their interval topology and natural addition operations. Con-
versely, we prove that every lower interval of a monoid of the form (*) can
be represented as the dimension range of an espalier arising from each of the
contexts (i)—(iv) above. The context of W*-algebras requires the spaces i,
Qr1, and Q111 to be hyperstonian, and no further restriction is needed.

This subsumes many earlier dimension-theoretic results, and, in applica-
tions, completes theories developed for examples such as (i)—(iv) above.



Contents

[Chapter 1. Introduction 5
5

10

13

[Chapter 2. Partial commutative monoidd 15
P-1.  Basic resnlts abont partial commutative monoidd 15
-2, Direct decompositions of partial refinement. monoidd 19
-3, Projections of partial refinement monoidd 20
P-4, General comparabilityl 24

i i 26

30

[Chapter 3. Continnous dimension scaled 33
B-1.  Basic properties: the monoids Z... R... and 2 ,l 33
B-2.Dedekind complete lattice-ordered groupd 37
B-3.  Continuons functions on extremally disconnectedtopological spaced 39

- jecti 44

3-5. The elements (n | o 46
B-6.  The dimension function A 48
B-7. Projections on the directly finite elementd 51
B;&_Em_bmjdj_ug arbitrary continnous dimension scaled 55

S - - - 59

63

[Chapter 4. Espalierd 67
U-1.  The axiomd 67
U-2.  Purely infinite elements: trim sequenced 76
U-3.__ Axiom (MG) 80
e 54

- i 84
[Chapter 5. Classes of espalierd 89
5-1.  Abstract measure theory: Boolean espalierd 89

5-2. Conditionally complete, meet-continious, relatively complemented. modular latticed 96
b-3._Self injective regular rings and nonsingular injective moduled 100
-4, Projection lattices of W*- and AW*-algebrad 108

-5, Concluding remarkd 114
[Bibliographyl 115




CONTENTS

119



CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1-1. Background

The central theme of this paper is, as indicated by the title, dimension theory.
Basically, an equivalence relation ~ is given on a structure L, and our goal is to
elucidate the quotient structure L/~. We shall be interested in cases where L is
a complete lattice endowed with a notion of orthogonality subject to a number of
axioms. To make it clear that the motivations for this are widespread and by no
means confined to lattice theory, we start by discussing what is known about some
fundamental examples. In Chapter Bl we will apply our general theory to these
examples, thus showing the improvements that it brings to them.

1-1.1. Abstract measure theory. One of the most basic examples of what
could be called a “dimension theory” arises from measure theory. To pick a favorite,
we first consider the Lebesgue measure m on the real line R. It is defined on the
Boolean algebra B of all Lebesgue-measurable subsets of R. However, it fails total
additivity of measure, for every subset of R is the union of singletons, which have
Lebesgue measure zero. To bring back total additivity, the standard way is to say
that m is defined not on B, but on the quotient algebra B = B /N, where N is the
ideal of null sets. The Boolean algebra B and the resulting map from B to [0, +o0],
which we still denote by m, have the following properties:

(a) B is a complete Boolean algebra.
(b) The map m is unrestrictedly additive, that is, the following equality holds:

m (\/ 3:) = m(z),

i€l i€l

for any disjoint family (x;)ic; of elements of B. The notation \/;.; z;
stands for the join (i.e., supremum) of the set {z; | i € I} in B.

(c) For all z, y € B, if y is a translate of = (that is, y = oo + z for some real
number «), then m(z) = m(y).

Rule (b) above seems somehow puzzling at first glance, because of the apparent
possibility of an uncountable index set I. However, since the Boolean algebra B
is countably saturated, all infinite joins in B are, really, countable joins, so that,
in (b), all the z;-s are majorized by the join of countably many of them.

For x, y € B, we define the relation z ~ y to hold, if there are disjoint families
(w4)ier and (y;)icr of elements of B such that x = \/,.; 2; and y = \/,; i, and y;
is a translate of x;, for all ¢ € I. It is not difficult to verify that ~ is an equivalence
relation on B. Furthermore, by (b) and (c) above, z ~ y implies that m(z) = m(y),
for all z, y € B.
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It is harder to verify that the converse of the above fact also holds, namely:
m(z) = m(y) implies that « ~ y, for all z, y € B. This fact is due to S. Banach and
A. Tarski, see [2], or [52, Theorem 9.17]. Hence the quotient set B/~ is isomorphic,
via the measure m, to the interval [0, +00]. A moment’s reflection shows that B/~
can be endowed with a partial addition, defined by the rule

[z] + [y] =[x Vy], for all disjoint x, y € B,

that endows it with a structure of partial commutative monoid (see Definition P=T2),
and that the measure m factors through an isomorphism of partial monoids between
B/~ and [0, +00]. We see in this particular case that B/~ is a total monoid, that
is, the addition of B/~ is defined everywhere.

Now let us consider the converse of the above paragraph. That is, we are given
a Boolean algebra B, endowed with an equivalence relation ~, and we wish to find
the structure of B/~. While this problem in full generality can lead to almost any
structure, we focus the study by making the following assumptions on B and ~,
that are satisfied for the example above:

(1) B is a complete Boolean algebra.

(2) z ~ 0 implies that = 0, for all z € B.

(3) (see Axiom (L6) of Definition E=I7T]) The relation ~ is unrestrictedly refin-
ing, that is, for every a € L and every disjoint family (b;);er of elements
of L, if a ~ \/,c; bi, then there exists a decomposition a = \/,.; a;, with
(a;)ier disjoint, such that a; ~ b; for all i € I.

(4) (see Axiom (L7) of Definition E=IT]) The relation ~ is unrestrictedly ad-
ditive, that is, for all disjoint families (a;);cr and (b;);es of elements of L,
if a; ~ b; for all 1 € I, then \/iEI a; ~ \/iEI b;.

The most basic example of this situation is for B = 3(£2), the powerset algebra
of an infinite set {2, where ~ is the relation of equipotency on subsets of 2, that is,
X ~ Y if and only if there exists a bijection from X onto Y. If v is the unique
ordinal such that |Q| = R,, then L/~ is isomorphic to the monoid

Loy = LT U{Re |0 <€ <H},

endowed with the addition that extends the natural addition of the set Z* of
nonnegative integers and such that n + Rg = R, + Ng = Rg, for all n € Z" and
all ordinals «, 8 such that o < 8 < ~, see page BGl So, if u: B — Z, is the map
defined by the rule u(X) = |X|, for all X € B, then u factors through ~, thus
defining an isomorphism from B/~ onto Z.

As we shall see in this paper, it is still possible, in the general case, to obtain
a “measure” p on B such that B/~ is isomorphic to the range of u. The range of
the measure p is not necessarily [0, +o0c] and not even some Z, (as in the example
above), but rather a certain set of continuous functions from a complete Boolean
space (i.e., extremally disconnected compact Hausdorff topological space) Q2 to a
monoid of the form RT U {X¢ | 0 < & < ~} (or a submonoid of this monoid). A
similar result is achieved by D. Maharam in [40], in a slightly different context—
for instance, all sums and joins are countable joins, while B satisfies the countable
chain condition. This is not the only restriction imposed in Maharam’s work, as,
for example, Axiom III, page 281 in [40], that rules out what we will call later the
“Type III” case.
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1-1.2. Nonsingular injective modules over self-injective regular rings.
Let R be a (von Neumann) regular, right self-injective ring, let M be a nonsingular
injective right R-module. We order the set L of all direct summands of M by
inclusion and we endow it with the relation of isomorphism, . The dimension
theory of M is the study of the structure of L/~. We say that a family (X;)ier
of elements of L is orthogonal, if the sum of the submodules X; is a direct sum.
We recall some fundamental properties of L and 2= (references will be given in
Section B=3):
(1) L is a complete lattice, that is, every subset of L has a supremum.
It is known that the infimum of a family (X;);cr of elements of L is
their intersection, (;c; Xi.
(2) L is complemented, that is, every element X of L has a complement (that
is, an element Y of L such that X &Y = M).
(3) L is meet-continuous, that is, for every X € L and every upward directed
family (Y;)ier of elements of L, the following equality holds:

xn\v.=\/(xny).

i€l i€l
(4) L is modular, that is, the equality
XN(YVZ) =(XnY)VZ

holds, for all X, Y, Z € L such that X D Z.

(5) (see Axiom (L6) of Definition E=ITl) The relation 2 is unrestrictedly re-
fining, that is, for every X € L and every orthogonal family (Y;);er of
elements of L, if X =\/,_;Y;, then there exists an orthogonal decompo-
sition X =\/,.; X; such that X; = Y; for all i € I.

(6) (see Axiom (L7) of Definition B=I7T]) The relation 22 is unrestrictedly ad-
ditive, that is, for all orthogonal families (X;);cr and (Y;);es of elements
of L, if X; =Y for all i € I, then \/,.; X; =/, Yi.

We observe that the supremum in L of a family (X;);cs of elements of L is not
given by the sum of submodules Y, ; X;, but by its injective hull, E (3,.; X;)
(which can be identified with a unique submodule of M because M is injective and
nonsingular).

As in Subsection [ZI]], the quotient set L /2 can be endowed with a structure
of partial commutative monoid, under the addition given by the rule

X]+[Y]=[X®Y] ifXNY = {0},

forall X,Y € L.

Essentially by using Axioms (1)—(6) above, the structure of L/2 has been
completely elucidated in several particular cases. For example, in case M is directly
finite (i.e., M is not isomorphic to any proper direct summand of itself), L/ is
isomorphic to a lower subinterval (with respect to the componentwise ordering) of
a monoid of the form

M = C(QI,ZJF @] {OO}) X C(QH,RJr @] {OO}), (1—11)

where Q and Q1 are complete Boolean spaces; see Chapter 11 in K. R. Goodearl
and A. K. Boyle [18]. In the general case, there are a monoid M of the form given by
(=) and a direct power N of a monoid of the form {0}U{R¢ | £ < v} (for a certain
ordinal ) such that L/2 embeds into M x N, see Chapters 12 and 13 in [18], and
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the variations in [I'7, Chapter 12]. Further results along these lines were obtained by
C. Busqué [, who showed, in particular, that the second factor of the embedding
above, namely the map L/~ — N, actually sends L/= to C(Q, {0} U{R¢ | £ <~})
for a suitable complete Boolean space € (containing Qp LI Q1) [@, Proposition 4.7].
However, these embeddings do not provide an isomorphism of L/% onto a lower
subset of a monoid of continuous functions. The difficulties are already visible in
case R is a complete Boolean algebra (viewed as a ring), due to an example of
K. Eda [I1]: There exists a complete Boolean algebra R such that the injective
hull of the free R-module of rank X, contains a direct sum of X; copies of itself (see
the discussion of Problem 18 in [T, p. 374]). Here the image of the embedding
obtained from [18], [TI7], and [7] contains a function with all values at least Ng, but
not the constant function with value Ny.

1-1.3. Conditionally complete, meet-continuous, sectionally comple-
mented, modular lattices. For elements a, b, and c¢ in a lattice L with zero,
we say that c = a @b, if c =aVband a ANb = 0. We say that L is sectionally
complemented, if for all a, b € L such that a < b, there exists x € L such that
a®x=0>b. If L is modular, that is, the implication

x>z=xA(yVvVz)=(xAy)Vz

holds, for all z, y, z € L, then the partial operation & gives L a structure of partial
commutative monoid. Completeness and meet-continuity of L are defined as in (1)
and (3) of Subsection So, in particular, if M is a nonsingular injective right
module over a right self-injective regular ring R, then the lattice of all direct sum-
mands of M is complete, meet-continuous, sectionally complemented, and modular.
The classical von Neumann continuous geometries, see J. von Neumann [51] or F.
Maeda [38], are obtained by adding the conditions that L has a unit (that is, a
largest element) and is join-continuous.

At this point, we seem to be stymied because of the following problem. We
cannot claim outright that our lattice-theoretical context could lead to generaliza-
tions of Subsection [ET.2, for there is no such thing a priori as “isomorphism of
submodules” between the elements of L. In the case of continuous geometries, it
is easy to remedy this by replacing isomorphism by perspectivity, which turns out
to be transitive (this is a difficult result, due to J. von Neumann [51]]). Elements
a and b of a lattice L are perspective, in notation a ~ b, if there exists x € L
such that a Ax = bAxz and a Ve = bV z. For continuous geometries, the struc-
ture of L/~ is completely understood, see [51] and, for the general, reducible case,
T. Iwamura [26]—namely, L/~ is isomorphic to a lower segment of the positive
cone of a Dedekind complete lattice-ordered group. The paper J. Harding and
M. F. Janowitz [25] shows how a reducible continuous geometry can be represented
as the space of continuous sections of a bundle of irreducible continuous geometries,
thus shedding more light on the transition from irreducible continuous geometries
to reducible ones.

However, for a general complete, meet-continuous, sectionally complemented,
modular lattice L, the relation of perspectivity ~ on L is not transitive as a rule—
see, for example, the obvious case where L is the subspace lattice of an infinite-
dimensional vector space over a field. Hence, we have to find a better candidate
than ~ to replace isomorphism of submodules. A natural guess is of course the
transitive closure =~ of ~ (usually called projectivity), but this relation fails to



1-1. BACKGROUND 9

be additive, as defined in Axiom (L7) of Definition =TTl and as isomorphism of
submodules should be. The final answer is, in fact, nontrivial, and it follows from
the theory of normal equivalences introduced by the second author in Chapters
10-13 of [56]. Namely, there is (fortunately!) ezactly one “reasonable” candidate
for isomorphism, and it is the binary relation = on L defined by the rule

a = b if there are decompositions a = x¢ ® x1 and b = yo B y1,

with zg ~ yo and z1 ~ y1,

for all a, b € L. The transitivity of = is proved in Theorem 13.2 of [56], while
the complete additivity of = (Axiom (L7) of Definition E=IT] see also item (6) of
Subsection [[ZT2) is proved as in Proposition 13.9 of [56] by replacing countable
families by arbitrary families. The quotient L/= is then a lower subset of the
so-called dimension monoid Dim L of L, which, as its name indicates, is a (commu-
tative) monoid. The dimension theory of L is elucidated here in Theorem B=20 In
the context of Subsection [[Z2 that is, L is the lattice of all direct summands of a
given nonsingular injective right module over a right self-injective regular ring, it is
then the case that = is identical to submodule isomorphism on L, see Lemma 10.2
and Theorem 13.2 of [56].

Of crucial importance for all the proofs of these results is a result of I. Halperin
and J. von Neumann [22] that states that &~ y and 2 Ay = 0 implies that z ~ y, for
all z, y € L. This result is extended in [56] to countably meet-continuous lattices,
where it is used to prove that the quotient L/= is then a so-called generalized
cardinal algebra, see Proposition 13.10 of [66]. However, even in case the lattice-
theoretical version of direct finiteness (see Subsection [[=T.2) holds in L, no analogue
of an embedding into monoids of the form (=) had been found before the present
work.

1-1.4. Lattices of projections of W*- and AW *-algebras. We recall that
an AW*-algebra is a C*-algebra A such that the right annihilator of any subset X
of A has the form pA, for a projection p of A (a projection of A is an element p
of A such that p = p? = p*). We denote by L the set of projections of A. Let a < b
hold, if ab = a (equivalently, ba = a), for all a, b € L. Thus < is a partial ordering
on L. Orthogonality of any projections a and b, in notation a L b, is defined by
ab = 0, and (Murray-von Neumann) equivalence is defined by the rule

a ~ b if there exists z € A such that a = 2"z and b = zz*.

Much of the structure of L was developed axiomatically by I. Kaplansky in his
monograph [30]. Some of the axioms and methods we use were inspired by Ka-
plansky’s work, as was the structure theory for nonsingular injective modules con-
structed by Goodearl and Boyle [18]. Readers familiar with either of those works
will recognize the parallels below.

Again, the quotient L/~ can be endowed with a structure of partial commuta-
tive monoid, where addition is given by the rule

[a] + ] =[a+0b], ifab=0, foralla,be L,

where [p] denotes the ~-equivalence class of a projection p of A. The amount of
known general information on the structure of L/~ is more fragmentary than for
the examples considered in previous sections, due to fewer axioms satisfied. For
example, the analogues of properties (3) (meet-continuity) and (4) (modularity)



10 1. INTRODUCTION

considered in Subsection fail for projections of AW*-algebras as a rule. In
F.J. Murray and J. von Neumann [42], a [0, +oo]-valued “dimension function” is
constructed on the projections of any W*-factor (i.e., indecomposable von Neu-
mann algebra); Kaplansky showed that the same construction could be carried
out for AW*-factors. Still in the indecomposable case, it is known that the closed
two-sided ideals are well-ordered, see F. B. Wright [68]. Most of what was known
about L/~ in the general case could be obtained from more general, often lattice-
theoretical works that we shall discuss now.

1-1.5. Lattice-theoretical generalizations. A common feature of the struc-
tures considered in Subsections [=LIHI=T4 is that they all involve a complete, sec-
tionally complemented lattice L, a binary relation | on L, and an equivalence
relation ~ on L. It has been observed early that even apart from the classical
study of continuous geometries, the dimension theory of a given structure could
be done by just studying the associated structure (L, L,~). Furthermore, these
structures will be ordered structures, so that we shall write (L, <, 1, ~) instead of
(L, L,~):

— It is in S. Maeda [39] that the most general axiomatization of the struc-
tures (L, <, L, ~)is given. It holds for all the examples considered in Sub-
sections [[ZLIHIETAl and this allows to construct “dimension functions” —
corresponding to the measures of Subsection [=LTon L that, in the
“finite” case, separate the elements of L.

— In L.H. Loomis [35], another axiomatization is used, that involves an
orthocomplementation on L, thus it does not apply to the examples con-
sidered in Subsections and

— In P. A. Fillmore [12], a further axiomatization of the structures (L, L, ~)
is introduced, that does not assume completeness of L but rather count-
able completeness, and that assumes an orthocomplementation (thus,
again, it does not encompass Subsections and [EI3). One of the
main results is that the structure L/~ is a generalized cardinal algebra
(as in Subsection [ZI3). Furthermore, under some countability assump-
tions, L is complete and L/~ is isomorphic to a lower subset of a monoid
of the form ([[ZLl), see [T2, Theorem 3.12].

Nevertheless, in each class of examples considered in Subsections [T IHI=T4,
some of the dimension-theoretical properties that one could have expected to hold
were still missing from the known results. For example, there has been no general
treatment of the reducible Type III case; it was seemingly not even clear whether
or not it had to be treated as a pathology.

1-2. Results and methods

In view of the various examples presented in Section [[=1] and of what is known
about them, the main goals of this paper are the following:

(1) To capture in a convenient set of axioms the various properties of the
structures (L, <, 1, ~) encountered in these examples. This set of ax-
ioms should be sufficient to develop a complete dimension theory of these
structures, that is, a complete description of the structures L/~, without
additional assumptions such as finiteness or chain conditions.
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(2) To develop a set of monoid-theoretical axioms that should be satisfied by
the structures L/~.

(3) Although the set of axioms obtained in (2) is quite complicated, our
third goal will be to give a simple description of the structures satisfying
the axioms of (2) in terms of continuous functions on complete Boolean
spaces.

We shall now give some details about our road to these goals.

Espaliers. The relevant structures (L, <, l,~) will be called espaliers, see
Definition EET.T1 The axiom system defining espaliers is stronger than the axiom
system (1,a), (1,5), ..., (1,0), (2,a), ..., (2,() considered by S. Maeda in [39].
Nevertheless, these axioms are sufficient for our purposes—for instance, all the ex-
amples considered in Section [[=]] are espaliers. The only drastic generalization that
we will introduce is to state that the underlying partial ordering of an espalier
(L, <, 1, ~) defines a partial, as opposed to total, lattice, so that for elements a
and b of L, the meet (i.e., infimum) a A b of {a,b} always exists, but the join (i.e.,
supremum) of {a,b} exists only in case {a,b} is majorized. This small generaliza-
tion affects neither the proofs nor even the results—the structures L/~ are partial
structures anyway—and it paves the way for further algebraic constructions on
espaliers, such as amalgamation.

Continuous dimension scales. In parallel to this, we shall develop a sys-
tem of monoid-theoretical axioms, (M1)—(M6) (see Definition B=ITl), that captures
the structures (partial commutative monoids) L/~ for an espalier L. This axiom
system is rather complicated, but it completely isolates what monoid theory we
need to understand the structures L/~. Among these axioms is a variant of con-
ditional completeness (see Axiom (M2)), that is, every nonempty subset admits an
infimum for the algebraic (pre)ordering (see Definition B=I3)), but there are other,
less natural-looking axioms, such as (M6).

The partial commutative monoids satisfying Axioms (M1)—(M6) will be called
continuous dimension scales. They are unrelated to H. Lin’s “continuous scales”
introduced in |33}, [34].

The relation between espaliers and continuous dimension scales is then given
by the following (see Theorem E=31).

THEOREM A. Let (L,<,1,~) be an espalier. Then the partial commutative
monoid L/~ of all ~-equivalence classes of elements of L is a continuous dimension
scale.

Descriptions of continuous dimension scales. At first glance, Theorem A
may appear as the ultimate goal of this paper. However, it provides only a list of
properties of the partial monoids L/~, without giving any representation in terms
of known structures. Moreover, although the axioms describing the structure of
espalier seem to be almost the weakest possible to obtain a complete dimension
theory, and thus, in some sense, unavoidable, this might not seem to be the case a
priori for the axioms describing continuous dimension scales. We counter this by
proving that there are no “missing” axioms for continuous dimension scales relative
to espaliers.

THEOREM B. A partial commutative monoid S is a continuous dimension scale
if and only if S = L/~ for some espalier (L, <, 1, ~).
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Theorem B follows from the fact that most of our classes of examples of espaliers are
universal in the sense that arbitrary continuous dimension scales can be represented
(isomorphically) as lower subsets of the continuous dimension scales L/~ arising
from these examples—see, for example, Theorems B=T.T3, b=28 B-3T4 H-ZT0

As for a concrete representation of continuous dimension scales, we exhibit
them as lower subsets (for the algebraic preordering) of product spaces of the form

C(QI,ZV) X C(QH,RW) X C(QIH, 27),

where Qr, Qrp, and Qp; are complete Boolean spaces and, for any ordinal -y, the
monoids Z., R,, and 2, are defined as

Zo=Z7U{Re |0 <€ <n},
R, =R*U{R¢ |0< €<},
2, ={0}U{Rc [0 <E< v},

endowed with the natural addition and ordering, together with the interval topology
(see Section [[J). See page Bf for more details.

THEOREM C. Let S be a partial commutative monoid. Then S is a continuous
dimension scale if and only if it can be embedded as a lower subset into a product
monoid of the form

C(QI,Z,Y) X C(QH,RV) X C(QHI, 2V)7
where Qr, Qq1, and Q1 are complete Boolean spaces.

A more precise version of Theorem C is formulated in Theorem B=89 The
concrete version of Theorem B is that any lower subset of a monoid of the form

C(QI,ZV) X C(QH,RW) X C(QIH, 27),

can be represented as L/~ for a suitable espalier L. More precisely, we show that L
may arise from each of the above contexts—abstract measure theory, nonsingular
injective modules over self-injective regular rings, meet-continuous complemented
modular lattices, and projection lattices of AW*-algebras, see Sections B=IHh-4l For
projection lattices of W*-algebras, there is an additional restriction on the spaces
Qp, Qp, Qur—namely, they are hyperstonian, see Corollary B=Z8 In addition, it
is worth noticing that although the embedding in Theorem C is not unique as a
rule, it is determined by the condition that it “commutes with projections” and its
value at the elements of a finitary unit of S (Definition BZLH), see Theorem B=0.T0
Finally, all this extends to “continuous dimension scales” that are no longer sets,
but rather proper classes. The corresponding common extensions of the abovemen-
tioned “existence” and “uniqueness” statements hold, and they are presented in
Theorem B=TTLH

In order to make the results and methods of this paper accessible to the widest
audience, we have avoided the use of forcing and Boolean-valued models for most
proofs. Exceptions to this rule are the proofs of D-universality for the classes of
Boolean espaliers (Theorem B=I.T3) and espaliers of projections of AW*-algebras
(Theorem B=ZJ), as reasonable “forcing-free” proofs do not seem to be available.



1-3. NOTATION AND TERMINOLOGY 13

1-3. Notation and terminology

Disjoint unions of sets will be denoted by U, | |, so that, for example, X =
|_|Z-€I X, means that X = Uiel X; and that X; N X; = @, for all distinct ¢, j € 1.

Following the usual set-theoretical terminology, we denote by w the set of all
natural numbers. We identify any natural number n with {0,1,...,n — 1}. Any
ordinal « is identified with the set of all ordinals less than . A cardinal is an
initial ordinal. Following well-established set-theoretical practice, for an ordinal «,
the notations w, and X, both denote the a-th infinite cardinal, except that the
first one is viewed as an ordinal while the second one is viewed as a cardinal.

If P is a partially preordered set, a subset X of P is a lower subset (resp., upper
subset) of P if x <y and y € X (resp., x € X) implies that x € X (resp., y € X),
for all z, y € P. For an element a of P, we denote by (a] (resp., [a)) the lower
subset (resp., upper subset) of P generated by a. A subset X of P is coinitial, if
[X) = U,exla) is equal to P. If P has a least element 0, a subset X of P is dense
in P, if X \ {0} is coinitial in P\ {0}. We say that X is an antichain of P,if 0 ¢ X
and (a] N (b] = {0} for any distinct a, b € X. If X and Y are subsets of P, we
abbreviate the statement

V(z,y) e X XY, 2 <y
by X <Y. If X = {a} (resp., Y = {a}), we write a <Y (resp., X < a).

The interval topology on P is the least topology of P for which all the intervals
of the form (a] or [a), for a € P, are closed.

We shall consider the interval topology only in the totally ordered, complete
case. The relevant result is then the following, see, for example, [6l §X.12].

PROPOSITION 1-3.1 (O. Frink). Let (E, <) be a totally ordered set. We suppose
that E is complete, that is, every subset of E has an infimum in E. Then the
interval topology of E is compact Hausdorff.

If G is a partially ordered group, G* denotes the positive cone of G. We put
N = 7%\ {0}. We say that G is directed, if is upward directed as a partially ordered
set; we say that G satisfies the interpolation property, if for all ag, a1, bg, b1 € G
such that ag,a; < by, b1, there exists x € G such that ag,a; < x < by, b;. We say
that G is Dedekind complete, if it is directed and every nonempty majorized subset
of G has a supremum. It is well-known that every Dedekind complete partially
ordered group is abelian, see, for example, [6, Theorem 28]. We shall write such
groups using additive notation.

For any point z in a topological space €2, we denote by N (z) (or N(z) if Q
is understood) the set of all open neighborhoods of x in Q. For a subset X of Q,

we denote by X the interior of X and by X the closure of X in Q. If K is a
totally ordered set, endowed with its interval topology, a map f: Q — K is lower
semicontinuous (resp., upper semicontinuous), if the set {z € Q| f(z) < a} (resp.,
{r € Q| a< f(x)}) is closed, for every a € K.

A topological space 2 is extremally disconnected, if the closure of every open
subset of €2 is open. We use the terminology complete Boolean space as a synonym
for extremally disconnected compact Hausdorff topological space. See Section
for more detail on these concepts. Complete Boolean spaces are also called Stone
spaces (or stonian spaces) in the literature.






CHAPTER 2

Partial commutative monoids

2-1. Basic results about partial commutative monoids

2-1.1. Partial commutative monoids. Many monoid-theoretical objects
we shall deal with through this paper are not monoids, but just partial monoids.
The following fundamental example provides us with a large supply of partial
monoids.

EXAMPLE 2-1.1. Let (M, +,0) be a commutative monoid. For a subset S of M
satisfying the two following properties
(i) 0 € S;
(ii) « 4+ y € S implies that z, y € S, for all z, y € M,
we endow S with the partial addition +g defined by
a+sb=c, only in case c € S,

for any a, b € S. We call S a partial submonoid of M.

Observe that we do not merely consider all subsets of M, but only those that
satisfy the conditions (i) and (ii) above—they are exactly the nonempty lower
subsets of M for the algebraic preordering of M, see Definition

It turns out that the properties of partial submonoids of commutative monoids
are captured by the following definition.

DEFINITION 2-1.2. A partial commutative monoid is a structure (S, +, 0), where
+ is a partial binary operation on S which satisfies the following properties:
(a) + is associative, that is, for all a, b, ¢ € S, (a + b) + ¢ is defined if and
only if a + (b + ¢) is defined, and then, both have the same value.
(b) + is commutative, that is, for all a, b € S, a + b is defined if and only if
b+ a is defined, and then, both have the same value.
(¢) There exists an element, denoted by 0 (necessarily unique), of S such
that a+0 =aq, for all a € S.

We generalize to this context the classical definition of the algebraic preordering
on a commutative monoid.

DEFINITION 2-1.3. Let (S,4+,0) be a partial commutative monoid. The alge-
braic preordering on S is the (reflexive, transitive) binary relation < defined on S
by the rule

a < b if and only if a + x = b, for some = € S.

An element u € S is an order-unit, if every element of S lies below nu (defined),
for some n € ZT.

The following definition is of course a direct generalization of Example 2=TT1

15
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DEFINITION 2-1.4. A partial submonoid of a partial commutative monoid S
is a lower subset T of S (for the algebraic preordering of S) containing 0 as an
element, endowed with the partial addition defined by

a+b=cifandonlyifa+b=cin Sand ce T, foralla, beT.
We omit the trivial proof of the following result.

PROPOSITION 2-1.5. Every partial submonoid (as in Example B=11)) of a partial
commutative monoid is a partial commutative monoid.

The following class of embeddings will be of special interest.

DEFINITION 2-1.6. Let A and B be partial commutative monoids, and let
p: A — B. We say that ¢ is a lower embedding, if the following conditions hold:

(i) ¢ is a homomorphism of partial monoids.
(ii) ¢ is one-to-one, and ¢(z) < ¢(y) implies that x <y, for all z, y € A.
(iii) The range of ¢ is a lower subset of B, with respect to the algebraic
preordering of B.

Hence, a lower embedding from A into B identifies A with a lower subset (with
respect to the algebraic preordering) of B, endowed with the structure of partial
submonoid as in Definition B=T4

The following result shows that all partial commutative monoids can be ob-
tained from Example B=TT1

PROPOSITION 2-1.7. Every partial commutative monoid admits a lower embed-
ding into a commutative monoid.

PROOF. Let (S,+,0) be a partial commutative monoid. Let oo be any object
such that oo ¢ S, and put S®* = SU {oco}. We define on S® the binary operation
+°* defined by the rule

e {a+b, if a, ngand atbisdefinedin, o

0, otherwise,
It is easy to verify that (S®,+°,0) is a commutative monoid and that the inclusion
map from S into S*® is a lower embedding. (|

REMARK 2-1.8. A noticeable effect of Proposition B=Tis to make computations
in partial commutative monoids much more convenient. For example, suppose that
we have to prove that an equality of the form A = B holds in a given partial
commutative monoid S, via a sequence of equalities A =Cy=Cy =---=C,, = B,
where A, B, and the C; are finite sums of elements of S. We assume in addition
that the sum defining A is defined in S. Instead of having to verify that all the
terms C; are defined in S and pairwise equal, it is sufficient to argue in S*® that
A=Cy=C, =---=C, = B, without having to worry about undefined terms.

This applies, in particular, to the following Lemmas 2=T9, P=T.T0, and =111

LEMMA 2-1.9. Let (S,+,0) be a partial monoid, with algebraic preordering <.
Leta, b, d’, b €S. Ifa+b is defined and o’ < a and b/ < b, then o’ + b is defined,
and a’ +b <a+b.

In any given partial commutative monoid .S, we define inductively the statement
a =73 ., tohold, for n <w, a, ag, ..., an—1 € S, as follows:
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(i) a = Ei<0 a; if and only if a = 0.
(ii) @ =) 41 @ if and only if a = (ZKn ai) + ay.
If the operation of S is denoted by @, then we shall write ;- a; instead
of >, ai.

LEMMA 2-1.10. Let (S,+,0) be a partial commutative monoid. For all n < w,

all a, ag,..., an,—1 € S, and every permutation o of n,
a= Z a; if and only if a= Z Ao (i)
<n i<n

By Lemma B=T_T0 for a finite set I and elements a, a; (for i € I') of S, we can
define unambiguously the statement a = Zie ;a; tohold, if a =3 o (5), Where
n is the cardinality of I and ¢ is any bijection from n onto I.

j<n

LEMMA 2-1.11. Let (S,+,0) be a partial commutative monoid. Let I and J
be finite sets, let w: I — J be a surjective map, let (a;)icr be a family of elements
of S, and let a € S. Then the following are equivalent:

() a=2 ;-
(ii) For all j € J, the term 3, —1(;y ai is defined, and, if we denote its
value by bj, then a =3, ;b;.

2-1.2. Partial refinement monoids.

DEFINITION 2-1.12. We say that a partial commutative monoid (S, +,0) has
the refinement property, or is a partial refinement monoid, if for all ag, a1, by, by € S
such that ag + a1 = by + by, there are elements ¢; ; in .S, for ¢, j < 2, such that the
equalities a; = ¢;0 + ¢;,1 and b; = ¢o; + ¢1,; hold, for all 7 < 2.

The information contained in the equalities a; = ¢; 0 + ¢;1 and b; = cp; + 14
for all i < 2 will often be condensed in the format of a refinement matriz as follows:

bo | by

ag | €o,0 | €01

a1 | €10 | C1,1

These notations can be easily generalized to refinement matrices of arbitrary, finite
or even infinite, dimensions. These notations are also very widely used in [56].

Define a refinement monoid as a commutative monoid satisfying the refinement
property. In a spirit similar to Proposition E=I70 we shall now prove (see Proposi-
tion PZ=TT3) that every partial refinement monoid can be obtained as a lower subset
of a refinement monoid. The proof of Proposition B=I.4 does not apply for this
result, because S* fails in general to satisfy refinement even if S has refinement.
We shall use instead a procedure adapted to refinement monoids.

PROPOSITION 2-1.13. Ewery partial refinement monoid S admits a lower em-
bedding into a refinement monoid S. In addition, one can take S to be generated by
S as a monoid, and such that the canonical embedding from S into S is universal
among the homomorphisms of partial monoids from S to commutative monoids.

PRrOOF. The following construction is a particular case of the construction
presented in Chapter 4 of [B6]—with the notations used there, S = Dim(S, +,=).
However, in this context, a direct verification is easy, so we give an outline here.
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Let S be a partial refinement monoid. We endow the set S of all finite, nonempty
sequences of elements of S with the binary relation = defined by the rule

(@i)icm = (bj)j<n if there are ¢; ; € S, for i < m and j < n, such that

a; = Zcm—, for all ¢ <m, and b; = ch-, for all j < n.
j<n <n
By using the refinement property in S, it is not difficult to verify that = is an
equivalence relation on S. For any s € S, we denote by [s] the equivalence class of
s modulo =. We endow the quotient S = S/= with the binary addition + defined
by
[s]+[t]=[s " t], forall s, t €S,

where s 7 t denotes the concatenation of s and t. It is straightforward to verify
that S , endowed with +, is a refinement monoid. For any a € S, we denote by j(a)
the equivalence class modulo = of the finite sequence (a) of length one. Then j(0)
is the zero element of §, and j is a lower embedding from .S into S.

For the remainder of the proof, we shall identify S with its image in S under
the embedding j. Thus the elements of S are exactly the finite sums
where m € N and aq, ..., am—1 € S, and the equality >
and only if there exists a refinement matrix of the form

<m Qi,

= )_ip bj holds if

i<m Fi

bj (j <n)

a; (’L < n) Cij

for some elements ¢; ; (for i < m and j < n) of S. Obviously S is generated by S
as a monoid.

Now we verify the second assertion of Proposition B=LT3 Let M be a com-
mutative monoid and let f: .S — M be a homomorphism of partial monoids. Let
G: S — M be the map defined by the rule

((ai)icn) =Y _ f(ai), for all (a;)icn €S.
i<n
Then g(j(0)) = Oanr, g(s 1) = g(s) +7(t), and s = ¢ implies that g(s) = g(t), for all
s,t € S. Hence g can be factored through =, thus yielding a homomorphism g: 5 —
M that extends f. Since S generates S as a monoid, g is the only homomorphism
with this property. (I

For any partial refinement monoid S, we take S to be the refinement monoid
having all the properties described in Proposition By the given universal
property, S is unique up to isomorphism. We will also identify .S with its canonical
image in S.

Our next lemma collects some basic information about S. For n € N, we put

nS = {in|xo,...,xn_1 ES} cS.

i<n
DEFINITION 2-1.14. A partial refinement monoid S is conical, if x +y = 0

implies that x =y = 0, for all z, y € S. In other words, x < 0 implies that z = 0,
forall zx € S.
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LEMMA 2-1.15. Let S be a partial refinement monoid. Then the following
assertions hold:
(i) nS is a lower subset of S, for alln € N.
(ii) If S is cancellative (i.e., a+c = b+c in S implies that a = b), then S is
cancellative. B
(iii) If S is conical, then S is conical.

PROOF. (i) is an easy consequence of refinement in S.
(ii) Folklore. A proof can be found in Lemma 3.6 in [56].
(ili) Let z, y € S such that z +y = 0. Write x = >, @i andy =3, v;

for some m, n € N and zg, ..., Tm_1, Y0, ---, Yn—1 € S. Then, for all i < m,
z; <x<zx+4+y=01in S, thus, since S is a lower subset of S, x; < 0 in S. Hence,
as S is conical, x; = 0, so x = 0. Hence y = 0. (|

2-2. Direct decompositions of partial refinement monoids

In this section, we shall fix a conical partial refinement mon-
oid S. We shall denote by < the algebraic preordering of S.

DEFINITION 2-2.1. An ideal of S is a nonempty subset I of S such that a+b € I
if and only if a € I and b € I, for all a, b € S such that a + b is defined.

We define elements a and b of S to be orthogonal, in notation, a 1 b, if x < a,b
implies that x = 0, for all z € S. If X and Y are subsets of S, then we define
X LY tohold if x L y for all (z,y) € X x Y. We shall put

X+t ={seS|sLa, forallz € X}, for all X C S. (2-2.1)

If X = {x}, a singleton, then we write x* instead of {z}*. In particular, X 1 Y
if and only if Y C X+, if and only if X C yL.

LEMMA 2-2.2.

(i) a L ¢ and b L ¢ implies that a+b L ¢, for all a, b, ¢ € S such that a+b
is defined.
(ii) The set X~ is an ideal of S, for all X C S.
(i) a L b and a, b < ¢ implies that a + b is defined and a +b < c.

PRrROOF. (i) Let < ¢,a + b. By refinement, there are a’, b’ € S such that
a <a, b <b and z=a +¥b. Sod <a,c whence a’ = 0. Similarly, b = 0, so
x = 0, thus proving a + b L c.

(ii) is an obvious consequence of (i).

(ili) By the definition of <, there are a/, b’ € S such that a+a' =b+V =c.
By applying refinement to the equality a +a’ = b+ b’ and by using the assumption
that @ L b, we obtain ¢t € S such that ¢’ = b+t and ¥/ = a +t. Since a + a’ is
defined, a + b is defined, and c=a+ b+t > a+ 0. O

NoOTATION 2-2.3. For n € N and Xo, ..., X,_1 C S, we put

X0+"'+Xn_1:{xES|3($0,...,$n_1)€XOX-'-XXn_l, ,T:le}

i<n
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We shall also write ZKn X; instead of Xg+ -+ X,,_1. If X; = X for all 7,
then we shall abbreviate this further by nX. If X; 1 X; for all ¢ # j, then we shall
write Xo @ ---@® Xp_1, or @,_,, Xy, instead of )7, X, and we shall say that the
sum of the X; is orthogonal.

LEMMA 2-2.4. Let n € N and let S;, for i < n, be nonempty subsets of S such
that S = @,_,, Si- Then the following hold:
(i) S; = (@j# Sj)J_, for all i < n. In particular, S; is an ideal of S.
(ii) For all x € S, there exists a unique decomposition x =
x; €S, for alli < n.

ion Ti such that

PROOF. (i) The sum of all the S; is orthogonal, thus so is the sum of all S,
for j # i. Furthermore, S; L S;, for all j # i, so S; C S;i*. Hence, by using

Lemma EZ=ZA(ii), @j# S; C Sit. Conversely, let € Si-. By assumption, there
exists a decomposition z = 7, x;, where z; € S;, for all j < n. But z; € S5,
1
thus ¢ L a;; whence z; = 0, so z € @#i S;. Hence S; = (@#i Sj> . By
Lemma P=Z(ii), it follows that S; is an ideal of S.
(ii) Suppose x = >, _, x; = >, ,, ¥i, with elements xz;, y; € S;, for all i < n.
Since S satisfies refinement, there exists a refinement matrix of the form

y; (5 <n)

T; (Z < TL) Zi,j

with elements z; ; € S, for all ¢, j < n. But if ¢ # j, then S; L S;, whence z; ; = 0.
Hence, x; = 2z;; = y;, for all ¢ < n. [l

REMARK 2-2.5. The direct product [],_, S; can be naturally endowed with a
structure of partial monoid, by defining the addition componentwise. In the context
of Lemma P=24 we obtain a map

p: S — H Siy x> (Ti)icn With x = in, x; € 5; for all i < n.
i<n i<n
This map is a one-to-one homomorphism of partial monoids. However, it is not, in
general, surjective: for arbitrary z; € S;, for i < n, the sum ), x; may not be
defined. But of course, if S is a (total) monoid, then ¢ is an isomorphism.

PROPOSITION 2-2.6. In the context of Remark B=Z3, ¢ is a lower embedding
from S into [],,, Si.

PROOF. Only part (iii) of the definition of a lower embedding is not completely
trivial.

Let x € S and (y:)i<n € [[;-,, Sisuch that (y;)i<n < o(z). Put o(z) = (2i)i<n,
so y; < @y, for all i < n. By the definition of ¢, . x; is defined, and equal to x.
By Lemma BETA ), v: is also defined. Denote its value by y. By the definition

of o, (Yi)i<n = @(y). O

2-3. Projections of partial refinement monoids

Standing hypothesis: S is a conical partial refinement monoid.
We denote again by < the algebraic preordering of S.
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DEFINITION 2-3.1. A projection of S is an endomorphism p of (S,+,0) such
that
z € p(x) + (pS)*, for all x € S.

In particular, if p is a projection of S, then p(x) < z, for all z € S. Thus p(0) =
0. Furthermore, p preserves the algebraic preordering of S, see Definition

PROPOSITION 2-3.2. Let p be an endomorphism of S. Then the following are
equivalent:
(i) p is a projection of S.
(ii) There are ideals Sy and Sy of S such that
(a) S=Sp® 5.
(b) p(xo + 1) = xo, for all (zg,z1) € So x Sy such that xo + x1 is
defined.

PROOF. (ii)=(i) is easy.

(i)=(ii) Assume (i). We put Sy = pS and S; = (pS)*. By the definition
of a projection, S = Sy + S;. Since Sy L S, it follows that S = Sy & S;. In
particular, Sp and S; are ideals of S (see Lemma 2=27i)). For x € S, let y € 51
such that = p(z) +y. If z = 29+ 1 in S such that a; € S; for all ¢ < 2, then, by
Lemma E=ZA(ii), p(z) = xo and y = 21. O

COROLLARY 2-3.3. Ewvery projection of S is idempotent.

In the context of Proposition B=324(ii), we observe that Sy = pS while S; =
p {0} = Sit = (pS)*. In particular, p is determined by Sy alone, so we shall call
p the projection of S onto Sy.

DEFINITION 2-3.4. A direct summand of S is a subset X of S such that S =
XY, forsomeY C S.

Of course, by Lemma P=Z4L X is then an ideal of S, and Y = X1+, so § =
XoXxt.

It follows that the direct summands of S are exactly the ranges of the projec-
tions of S.

Furthermore, by exchanging the roles of Sy and 57, we obtain another projec-

tion, which we shall denote by p. Formally, p* is the unique projection of S such
that ptS = (pS)*+ and (p)~1{0} = pS. We observe that p+ = p.

NOTATION 2-3.5. Let Proj.S denote the set of projections of S. We shall also
often use the notation Proj* S = Proj S\ {0}.

We shall now study the structure of Proj.S, towards Proposition B=3.111

LEMMA 2-3.6. Let p, g € ProjS. The the following holds:
(i) S=(PSNgS)® (PSNgtS) @ (ptSNgS)d (ptSngts).
(ii) Let r denote the projection from S onto pSN¢qS. Then r = pg = gp.

ProoF. (i) It is obvious that all ideals pS N ¢S, pS N ¢+S, ptS N ¢S, and
ptS N g¢tS are pairwise orthogonal. Let » € S. Since S = pS + (pS)*, there
exists a decomposition z = xz¢ + x1, where xog € pS and x; € (pS’)J-. For i < 2,
z; € ¢S+ (¢9)*, thus x; = w0 + 7, 1, for some z; 9 € ¢S and x;1 € (¢S)*. Since
pS and (pS)* are ideals of S, x99 € pSN ¢S, x01 € pSNgtS, v10 € p-SNgS,
and r11 € pJ'S N qJ'S. Observe that x = To,0 + Xo,1 + T1,0 + T1,1-
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(ii) Since both p and ¢ act as the identity on pSN ¢S, so does pg. Furthermore,
q(x) = 0 for all z € ¢S and pq(z) = p(z) = 0 for all x € p~SN ¢S, so, pg =r. By
symmetry, r = gp. 0

We shall put p A ¢ = pq = gp, for all p, ¢ € ProjS.

COROLLARY 2-3.7. The structure (Proj S, A) is a semilattice (i.e., an idempo-
tent commutative monoid).

We endow ProjS with the partial ordering < defined by
p < q if and only if p A g = p, for all p, ¢ € Proj S.

For this partial ordering, pAq is, of course, the infimum of {p, ¢}. The least element
of Proj S is 0 (the zero map), while the greatest element of Proj S is idg (the identity
on 5).

LEMMA 2-3.8. Let p, g € ProjS. Then the following holds:
(i) p < q if and only if pS C ¢S if and only if p(x) < q(x) holds, for all
reS.
(ii) pAq=0 if and only if ¢ < p*.

Proor. (i) If p < g, then pS = ¢pS C ¢S.

Suppose now that pS C ¢S. Let x € S. The inequality p(z) < g(x) holds
for all z € pS (because then p(x) = z = ¢(x)) and for all z € p1S (because then
p(z) = 0 < ¢(z)), so it holds for all z € S since S = pS + ptS.

If p(z) < g(z) for all x € S, then p(z) € ¢S since ¢S is an ideal of S, so
gp(z) = p(z). Hence p < gq.

(ii) By Lemma =38 p A ¢ = 0 if and only if pS N ¢S = {0}. Hence, pAg=10
if and only if ¢S C (pS)* = p* S, if and only if ¢ < p* by (i) above. O

COROLLARY 2-3.9. The map p — p* is an involutive anti-automorphism of
(Proj S, <).

PrOOF. We already know that pt+ = p, for all p € ProjS. Furthermore, by
Lemma P=38 p < ¢ implies that ¢~ < pt, for all p, ¢ € Proj S. O

Since (Proj S, <) is a meet-semilattice, we thus obtain the following.

COROLLARY 2-3.10. (Proj S, <) is a lattice.

So we denote by p V ¢ the supremum of {p, ¢}, for all p, ¢ € ProjS. We can
strengthen Corollary B=3T0 right away.

PROPOSITION 2-3.11. (ProjS, <) is a Boolean algebra.

ProOF. By Corollary B=310, (ProjS, <) is a lattice. Furthermore, pt is a
complement of p, for all p € ProjS. Hence, to conclude the proof, it suffices to
prove distributivity. The argument below is classical, and it can be traced back to
Glivenko’s work, see, for example, [6 §V.11].

So, let p, q, r € ProjS. We put

s=pA(gVr) and t={@PAqgV(pAT).

Then t* ApAq=tt ApAr =0, which implies, by Lemma E=38(ii), that t+ Ap <
gt and t+ A p < rl, thus, meeting both inequalities, t~ A p < ¢ Ar+. By
Corollary B=33, ¢+ A7t = (¢ V r)*, so it follows that t* Ap A (¢ V r) = 0, that is,
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by Lemma E=38(ii), ¢+ < s*; whence s < t. But the converse inequality s > ¢ is
obvious, thus s = t. O

NoOTATION 2-3.12. For p, ¢, r € Proj S, let r = p@® ¢ hold just in case r = pV ¢
and pAqg=0.

LEMMA 2-3.13. Let p, g € Proj S such that p A q=0. Then

(pVq)(x) =p(x) +q(x), foralzes.

PROOF. Let x € S, and put r = pV q. We apply the definition of a projection
to p and to ¢. So there are u € (pS)* and v € (¢S)* such that r(z) = pr(z) +u =
gr(z) +v. We observe that pr(z) = p(z) and ¢r(z) = ¢(x). By applying the
refinement property to the equality p(z) + v = ¢(z) + v and by observing that
p(z) L g(z), we obtain ¢ € S such that u = ¢(x) + ¢ and v = p(z) + ¢t. On the one
hand, ¢t < u,v, thus t € p~SNg¢tS = r18S, see Lemma P=3.8 On the other hand,
t <r(z). Hence, t =0, so 7(xz) = p(z) + u = p(x) + q(z). O

NOTATION 2-3.14. For z, y, z € S, z = x Ay is the statement
z<xy and Vt, t<z,y=t<z.

We define, dually, the statement z = x V y. Note that z is uniquely defined by
either statement only in case < is antisymmetric.
Similarly, one can define the notations a = A,.; a; and a = \/,; a;.

ProproOSITION 2-3.15. Let p, g € Proj S, let x € S. Then the following state-
ments are satisfied:

(PN q)(x) =p(x) Aq(x), (pVa)(x)=plx)Vq(x).

PROOF. Weput r=pAgand s=pVgq.

By Lemma =38 r(z) < p(z),q(x). Let y € S such that y < p(x),q(z). Since
pS and ¢S are ideals of S (see Lemma B=Z4(i)), y € pS N ¢S, so p(y) = q(y) = y.
Thus y = pq(y) = r(y) < r(x). Hence r(z) = p(z) A q(z).

By Lemma B=38 p(z), ¢(z) < s(z). Let y € S such that p(z),q(z) < y. Thus,
a fortiori, p(x), (pt Aq)(z) < y. Since Proj S is a Boolean algebra, s = p® (p Aq).
It follows, by Lemma B=3.15 that s(z) = p(x) + (p* A ¢)(x), thus s(x) < y by
Lemma P=2(iii). Hence s(x) = p(z) V ¢(x). O

If S is a total (as opposed to partial) monoid, then the projections of S cor-
respond to direct decompositions of S, thus, they preserve arbitrary suprema and
infima. For our partial structures, the corresponding result still holds.

LEMMA 2-3.16. Let p be a projection of S. For every family (a;);c1 of elements
of S and every a € S,
(i) If I # @, then a = \;c; a; implies that p(a) = N\,;c;p(as).
(ii) Suppose that any two elements of S have a meet. Then a = \/;c;a;
implies that p(a) = \/;c; p(a;).

NoTE. The natural settings of Lemma P=3T6 are in situations where S is
antisymmetric as well. However, that condition is not, strictly speaking, necessary,
if we use the interpretation of the symbols A and \/ given in Notation E=3T4
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PRrROOF. (i) Of course, p(a) < p(a;), for all i. Let b be a minorant of {p(a;) |
1 € IT}. Since I is nonempty, b belongs to pS, so p(b) = b. Since b is also a minorant
of {a; | i € I}, b < a. Hence, b = p(b) < p(a).

(ii) Of course, p(a;) < p(a), for all i. Let b be a majorant of {p(a;) | i € I}.
Since p(a) is also a majorant of {p(a;) | ¢ € I} and by assumption, ¢ = p(a) A b
exists and it is a majorant of {p(a;) | ¢« € I}. From ¢ < p(a) it follows that
¢+ pt(a) is defined. Furthermore, a; = p(a;) + p*(a;) < ¢+ p*(a), for all i € I,
thus a < ¢+ p*(a). Therefore, p(a) < ¢ < b. O

DEFINITION 2-3.17. Suppose that S is antisymmetric. For a, b, ¢ € S, let
¢ = b a mean that c is the least x € S such that b < a + x. We say that c is the
least difference of b and a.

LEMMA 2-3.18. Suppose that S is antisymmetric, let a < b in S. If b\ a exists,
thenb=a+ (b~ a).

PROOF. Put ¢ = b~ a. Since a < b, there exists d € S such that b = a + d,
thus, by the definition of the least difference, ¢ < d, whence b<a+c<a+d=0.
Therefore, since S is antisymmetric, b = a + c. O

LEMMA 2-3.19. Suppose that S is antisymmetric and that b\ a exists for all
a, b € S such that a < b. Then p(b~ a) = p(b) \ p(a), for all a, b € S such that
a <bandallp € Projs.

PRrROOF. From b < a + (b \ a) it follows that p(b) < p(a) + p(b \ a), thus
p(d) ~ p(a) < p(b~ a). Conversely, put d = p(b) \ p(a). Then p(b) < p(a) +d
by definition, while we also have p*(b) < p*(a) + p* (b~ a), thus, adding the two
inequalities together (and observing that, since d < p(b~a), d+p*(b~a) is defined),
we obtain the inequality b < a+d+p*(b~ a). It follows that b~ a < d+pt (b~ a),
whence, by applying p, we obtain that p(b \ a) < d. Therefore, d =p(b~a). O

2-4. General comparability

Standing hypothesis: S is a conical partial refinement monoid.
We denote again by < the algebraic preordering of S.

DEFINITION 2-4.1. We say that S has general comparability, if for all z, y € S,
there exists p € Proj.S such that p(z) < p(y) and p*(z) > p*(y).

We give a sufficient condition that implies general comparability.

LEMMA 2-4.2. Suppose that S satisfies the following axioms:
(i) Ya,b, Je,x,y such thata=c+x, b=c+y, andz L y.
(ii) S=at +att, forallacS.

Then S satisfies general comparability.

PROOF. Let a, b € S. Consider ¢, x, y as in (i). By (ii), there exists p € Proj S
such that pS =z and pt S = 21+, Sop(x) = 0 and p*(y) = 0, whence p(a) < p(b)
and p*(b) < p*(a). O

LEMMA 2-4.3. Suppose that S has general comparability and that the algebraic
preordering of S is antisymmetric. Let a, b € S. The following assertions hold:

(i) The pair {a,b} has an infimum.
(ii) If the pair {a,b} is majorized, then it has a supremum.
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A partially ordered set satisfying (i) and (ii) above is sometimes called a chopped
lattice.

PROOF. By general comparability, there exists p € Proj .S such that p(a) < p(b)
and p*(a) > pt(b). So ¢ = p(a) + p*(b) is defined, and ¢ < a, b. Furthermore, it is
easy to verify that ¢ =a A b.

Similarly, if the pair {a, b} is majorized by an element e, then d = p(b) +p*(a)
is defined, and d < e. It is easy to verify that d = a V b. O

NOTATION 2-4.4. For a, b € S, let a < b hold, if a + b = b. We also say that b
absorbs a.

We recall the following axiom, see [53), [54]:
The pseudo-cancellation property:
Ya,b,c, a+c=b+c= 3d, Ju,v < csuchthat a =d+ v and b=d + v.

Ifa+c=b+c,a=d+u,b=d+v, and u, v < ¢, then b+ u is defined (because
u < c and b+ c is defined) and b+u = d+u+v > a. Hence we obtain the following
weaker version of the pseudo-cancellation property:

Va,b,c, a+c<b+c= Jdr < csuchthat a <b+x.

LEMMA 2-4.5. Suppose that S has general comparability. Then S satisfies the
pseudo-cancellation property.

PROOF. Suppose a+c¢ = b+ cin S. By using refinement, we find a refinement
matrix as follows:

b | c
al|lt|ad
cl|b |

By general comparability, there exists p € ProjS such that p(a’) < p(b') and
pt (V) < pt(a’). Let u, v € S such that p(a’) +v = p(t') and p*(b') + u = p*(a’).
Then
p(c) = p(t') +p(c) =p(a’) +p(c) +v =p(c) + v,
pr(e)=ptd)+p () =p)+p(d)+u =pi(c)+u

It follows that u+c = v+c = c. Put d = t+p(a’)+p*(b'). By using Lemma P=3.13,
we obtain the equalities

a=t4+ad =t+p(d)+ptd)=d+u

b=t+b =t+pl)+p () =d+v. O

COROLLARY 2-4.6. Suppose that S has general comparability. Then S is sep-

arative, that is, it satisfies the statement

Va,b,c, (a+c=b+candc<a,b)=a=0b.

PROOF. Let a, b, ¢ € S such that a +c¢=b+c and ¢ < a, b. By Lemma Z=L8
there are d, a’, b’ € S such that a =d+ad', b =d+V', and a/, b’ < c. In particular,
a', b < ¢, thus, since a + ¢ and b + ¢ are defined, a + b and b+ a’ are defined, see
Lemma P=T.9 Note that a + b = b+ da/. However, ¢ < a, b, thus, since a’ < ¢, we
obtain that a’ < b, so b+ a’ = b. Similarly, a + b’ = a. Therefore, a = b. O
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DEFINITION 2-4.7. An element ¢ of S is
— directly finite—ii, if © 4+ ¢ = ¢ implies that x = 0, for all x € 5,
— cancellable, if © + c =1y + c € S implies that z =y, for all z, y € S.

We say that S is stably finite, if every element of S is directly finite. We denote
by San the subset of S consisting of all directly finite elements.

It is obvious that every cancellable element is directly finite. By Lemma =21
we obtain immediately the following converse.

LEMMA 2-4.8. Suppose that S has general comparability. Then every directly
finite element of S is cancellable.

2-5. Boolean-valued partial refinement monoids

Standing hypothesis: S is a conical partial refinement monoid.
We denote again by < the algebraic preordering of S.

For elements a and b of S, it follows from Proposition B=3TH that the set of all
projections p of S such that p(a) < p(b) is closed under finite join. We shall now
consider a stronger statement.

DEFINITION 2-5.1. For a, b € S, we shall denote by ||a < b]| the largest projec-
tion p of S such that p(a) < p(b) if it exists. Hence, |ja < b|| € ProjS.

We say that S is Boolean-valued, if the Boolean value ||a < b|| is defined, for all
a,bes.

NOTATION 2-5.2. For a, b € S, if both |la < b|| and ||b < al| are defined, we put
lla =0l = [la < bl Alb < al.

LEMMA 2-5.3. Assume that S has general comparability. Leta € S, and suppose
that ||a = 0|| is defined. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) a = Jla=0]|S.
(ii) att =|ja=0|" S.
(iii) S =at ®att.

PROOF. (i) Put p = |la = 0]|. For z € pS such that z < a, we have z = p(x) <
p(a) = 0. Hence pS C a™.

Conversely, let = € a*. By general comparability, there exists ¢ € ProjS such
that g(a) < q(x) and ¢*(z) < ¢*(a). Since a L z, the equalities ¢(a) = ¢*-(x) =0
hold. It follows from the definition of p that ¢ < p. Therefore, p*(z) < ¢*(z) = 0,
so x € pS.

(ii) follows immediately from (i), while (iii) follows immediately from (i), (ii),
and the fact that |ja = 0|| is a projection of S. O

LEMMA 2-5.4. Assume that S has general comparability. Let a € S. Then
lla = 0|| exists if and only if S = a* ® a™+.

PROOF. If ||a = 0|| exists, then S = at ®a’t by LemmaP=53(iii). Conversely,
suppose that S = a* @ a*. So there exists a unique projection p of S such that
pS = a*. From p(a) < a and p(a) € a' it follows that p(a) = 0. Let ¢ € ProjS
such that g(a) = 0. We claim that ¢(z) L a, for any = € S. Indeed, let y € S such
that y < g(x),a. From y < ¢(z) it follows that ¢(y) = y, thus y = q(y) < ¢(a) =0,
so y = 0, thus establishing our claim. So ¢S C at = pS, whence ¢ < p by
Lemma P=3](i). Therefore, p = |ja = 0. O
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DEFINITION 2-5.5. Let a, b € S. We say that a is removable from b, and we
write a < em b, if the following conditions hold:
(i) a <b.
(ii) b < a+ z implies that b < z, for all x € S.

In particular, we observe that a < em b implies that a + b < b (the converse
does not hold as a rule). In particular, in case S is antisymmetric, @ < em b implies
that a < b.

LEMMA 2-5.6. Let a, b, ¢ € S such that either a <iom b < c or a < b <em C.
Then a <rem C-

PROOF. In both cases, it is trivial that a < c.

Suppose that a <,em b < ¢. Let x € S such that ¢ < a+x. So b < a+ x, thus,
since @ Kyem b, b < z, that is, x = b+ y for some y. Hence c<a+x=a+b+y.
But a <yem b, thus a+b<b,soc<b+y==2x. Soa<iem C

Suppose now that a < b <,em ¢. Let € S such that c< a4+ x. Soc< b+ =z,
thus (since b Kyem ¢) ¢ < z. So, again, a Kyem C- O

LEMMA 2-5.7. Suppose that S is antisymmetric (that is, the algebraic preorder-
ing of S is antisymmetric) and that S has pseudo-cancellation. For all a, b, c € S,
the following assertions hold:

(i) a <b<a+ c implies that there exists x < ¢ such that b= a+ x.
(ii) Ifa<bin S, then a Kyem b if and only if b = a + © implies that b = z,
forallx € S.

PROOF. (i) Since a < b, there exists y € S such that b = a + y. Hence
a+1y < a+ c, thus, by pseudo-cancellation, there exists © < a such that y < u+c.
By refinement, there are v < u and = < ¢ such that y = v + . Since S is
antisymmetric, v < a. Hence, b=a+y = a+ z, with z < c.

(ii) We prove the nontrivial direction. So, suppose that b = a+ x implies b = z,
for all z € S. Now let & € S such that b < a + 2. By (i) above, there exists y < x
such that b = a 4+ y. By assumption, b = y; whence b < x. (I

LEMMA 2-5.8. Suppose that S is antisymmetric and satisfies general compara-
bility. Let a, b € S.
(i) If a <rem b, then p(a) Krem p(b), for all p € ProjsS.
(ii) Let (pi)icr be a family of projections of S. We assume that both @ =
Vierpi(a) and b= Vicpi(b) are defined. If pi(a) <rem pi(b) for all
i€, then @ <iom b.
(i) Let n < w, let (pi)i<n be a finite sequence of projections of S, and let

p= \/i<n Di- ]fpz(a) <Lrem pz(b) fOT all i < n, then p(a’) <Lrem p(b)

PRrROOF. (i) It is clear that p(a) < p(b). Now let x € S such that p(a)+z = p(b).
So,

a) +pt(b) + = (because p(a) < p* (b))



28 2. PARTIAL COMMUTATIVE MONOIDS

Since @ <yem b, it follows that p(b) + x = b; whence p(b) = p(xr) = z. By
Lemma EE5(ii), p(a) <rem p(b).

(ii) Observe first that @ < b. Let € S such that @+ o = b. Observe that
pi(a) <@ < afor all i € I; hence p;(@) = p;(a). Similarly, p;(b) = pi(b). Therefore,
pi(a)+pi(x) = pi(b), for all 4, hence, since p;(a) Kyrem pi(b), pi(b) = pi(x) < x. This
holds for all 4, whence b < z, so x = b. The conclusion follows from Lemma E=57(ii).

(iii) By Proposition B=3T8, p(a) = V,.,, pi(a) and p(b) = \/,., pi(b). The
conclusion follows then from (ii). O

COROLLARY 2-5.9. Suppose that S is antisymmetric and satisfies general com-
parability. For all a, b, c € S, if a Kiem b, ¢, then a <Kiem b A c.

PROOF. By general comparability, there exists p € Proj S such that p(b) < p(c)

and p*(c) < pt(b). Then, as in the proof of Lemma B=Z3 b A ¢ = p(b) + p*(c).
By Lemma E=58(i), p(a) <rem p(b) = p(b A ¢) and p*(a) <rem pr(c) = pt(b A c).
Hence, Lemma P=5.(iii) implies that a < em b A c. O

DEFINITION 2-5.10. An element a of S is purely infinite, if 2a = a.
We denote by S| the set of all purely infinite elements of S.

We observe that the only element of S which is both directly finite and purely
infinite is 0.

LEMMA 2-5.11. Suppose that S is antisymmetric and satisfies general compa-
rability. Then S| is closed under finite infima and suprema.

PROOF. This is clear from the descriptions of pairwise infima and suprema
given in the proof of Lemma P=23 O

LEMMA 2-5.12. Suppose that S is antisymmetric. Let a, b € S such that a < b.
If either a or b is purely infinite, then a < b.

LEMMA 2-5.13. Suppose that S is antisymmetric, Boolean-valued, and that it
has general comparability. Let a € S|oc and b € S such that a < b. Putp = ||b < al|.
Then p*(a) <rem p(b).

PROOF. By the definition of p, p(b) < p(a). Since S is antisymmetric, p(a) =
p(b). Furthermore, p*(a) < p*(b) (because a < b).
Let x € S such that

p*(b) = p*(a) + = (2-5.1)
By general comparability, there exists ¢ € Proj S such that
q(z) < q(a) (2-5.2)
¢(a) < g (2) (2-5.3)
By applying ¢ to (2=2.1]), we obtain that
qp* (b) = qp™(a) + q(). (2-5.4)

However, z < p*(b), thus p*(z) = z, so q(z) = gp*(z) = prq(z) < prqa) =
ap*(a). Hence, by Lemma EEETR qp(a) + g(x) = qp™(a), so, by (€5, p(b) =
gp*(a). By the definition of p, gp* < p, thus, since gp*~ < p*, gp*t = 0, that is,
q < p. Hence p* < ¢*, thus, by @53), p*(a) < p*(z) = 2. Hence, by ([E=51) and
by Lemma =513 = = p*(b). We conclude the proof by Lemma B=57(ii). O
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‘We now introduce a useful definition.

DEFINITION 2-5.14. For a € S, the central cover of a, denoted by cc(a), is
n
defined as |ja = 0.

Note that a+ = cc(a)tS, by Lemma E=523(i).

COROLLARY 2-5.15. Suppose that S is antisymmetric, Boolean-valued, and that
it has general comparability. Let a € S|oo and b € S such that a < b. Then a Kyem b
if and only if q(b) £ q(a) for all nonzero projections q < cc(b).

PROOF. Assume first that ¢ <,em b, and let ¢ < cc(b) be a projection such
that q(b) < g(a). Then b < g(a) + ¢-(b) < a + ¢+ (b), and it follows from the
assumption a <yem b that b < ¢-(b). Thus ¢(b) = 0, so g A cc(b) = 0, and hence
qg=0.

Conversely, assume that ¢(b) £ g(a) for all nonzero projections ¢ < cc(b), set
p = ||b < al|, and observe that p L cc(b). By Lemma EERTH p(a) <iem p (D),
and so cc(b)(a) <rem cc(b)(b). Therefore a Kyem b. O

LEMMA 2-5.16. Assume that S is antisymmetric, Boolean-valued, and satisfies
general comparability. Let a € S and let p € Proj S.

(i) cc(a) < p if and only if a € pS.
(i) cc(p(a)) =p Acc(a).
(iii) Suppose that a = \/,c; ai, for a family (a;)icr of elements of S. Then

cc(a) = ;e ce(aq).
(iv) cc(a Ab) = cc(a) A cc(b), for all a, b e S.

PROOF. (i) cc(a) < p if and only if p+ < |la = 0], if and only if p*(a) = 0, if
and only if p(a) = a, if and only if a € pS.

(ii) For all ¢ € Proj S, ¢ < ||p(a) = 0] if and only if gp(a) = 0, if and only if
qp < |la = 0]|, if and only if ¢ < |la = 0| V p*. Hence

lp(a) = 0] = fla = 0] v p*.

Therefore, cc(p(a)) = |[p(a) = 0]|= = p A cc(a).

(iii) By (i), for any p € Proj S, cc(a) < p if and only if a € pS, if and only if
a; € pS for all ¢ (by Lemma B=3T0ii)), if and only if cc(a;) < p for all 4, if and
only if \/;.; cc(a;) < p. The conclusion of (iii) follows.

(iv) It suffices to prove the inequality

lla Ab =0l = fla=0[]VIb=0]. (2-5.5)

Since a A'b < a, b, the inequality [[a Ab=0| > |la=0| V ||b=0]| is obvious.
Conversely, put p = ||la A b = 0|. By general comparability, there are ¢, r € Proj S
such that g(a) < ¢(b), r(b) < r(a), and p = q V r. It follows that

0=gq(anb) (because ¢ < p)
= q(a) A q(b) (by Lemma Z=3T6(i))
=q(a) (because g(a) < ¢(b)),

hence ¢ < |la = 0]|. Similarly, » < ||b = 0]|, sop < ||a = 0]|V||b = 0]|. This completes
the proof of (Z=2.H). O
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2-6. Least and largest difference functions

Standing hypothesis: S is a partial refinement monoid satisfy-

ing the following additional properties:

(1) S is antisymmetric.

(2) S has general comparability.

(3) S is Boolean-valued.

(4) Fuvery element of S is the sum of a directly finite element
and a purely infinite element.

LEMMA 2-6.1. For all a € S, there ezists p € ProjS such that p(a) is directly
finite and p*(a) is purely infinite.

PrOOF. By assumption on S, there are elements = and y in S such that a =
x + y, x is purely infinite, and y is directly finite. By general comparability, there
exists p € ProjS such that p(x) < p(y) and pt(y) < p*(z). Since y is directly
finite and p(z) < p(y) <y, p(x) is directly finite. But p(x) is purely infinite, thus
p(z) = 0, and so p(a) = p(y) is directly finite. Since p*(z) > p*(y) with p*(z)
purely infinite, p*(a) = p*(z)+pt(y) = p*(z) by LemmaBP=RIA Therefore, p-(a)
is purely infinite. (|

COROLLARY 2-6.2. For any a € S, the following assertions hold:

(i) There exists a largest purely infinite element u of S such that u < a.
(ii) The element u is also the largest s € S such that s < a.
(iii) There exists a unique v € S such thata =u+v and u L v.
(iv) The element v is directly finite.

PrOOF. By Lemma B=G.1] there exists p € ProjS such that p(a) is directly
finite and p*(a) is purely infinite. Set u = p*(a) and v = p(a). Observe that u < a
and u is purely infinite, so u < a.

(ii) For any s € S, s < a implies that p(s) < p(a). Since p(a) is directly finite,
p(s) =0, and thus s = pt(s) < p*(a) = u.

(i) For any purely infinite ¢t € S such that ¢ < a, it follows from Lemma B=5.T2
that t < a, whence ¢t < u by part (ii).

(iii), (iv) We already have a = u 4+ v with 4 L v and v directly finite. For any
w € S, if a =u+w with u L w, then v+ w = u+ v, thus, by refinement (and since
ulv,w), v=uw. O

NOTATION 2-6.3. For any a € S, we shall denote by % the largest purely
infinite element u of S such that v < a.

LEMMA 2-6.4. Let a, b € S such that a + b is defined. Then

stb_g., b
PRroOOF. First, % + % is purely infinite and below a + b, thus % + % <4 ; b.
Conversely, put ¢ = a; b. Then ¢+ a + b = a + b, thus, by canceling the

directly finite parts of @ and b (use LemmaBE=ZR), c+ a + % =a+ %, thus, again,

c+%+%:%+%. Inparticular,cﬁ%—k%. O

Our next result involves the least difference function introduced in Defini-

tion 2=3.17
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PROPOSITION 2-6.5. Let a < b in S; then b\ a exists.

PrOOF. By Lemma B=G1] there exists ¢ € ProjS such that ¢(a) is directly
finite and ¢ (a) is purely infinite. Let ¢y € S such that

q(a) + co = q(b). (2-6.1)
Put p= "qL(b) < gt (a)” Since g¢ = 0, the inequality ¢ < p holds. Observe also
the following equality:

pa*(b) = pa*(a). (2-6.2)
Since @ < b and ¢(a) is purely infinite, it follows from Lemma that
prgt(a) <rem pTqt(b), that is, since pt < ¢t

pr(a) <vem pT (D). (2-6.3)
In particular, we obtain the relation
pt(a) < p*(b). (2-6.4)

Since ¢y < q(b) < p(b), ¢ = co + p*(b) is defined. So we obtain that
b=p=(b) +pg(b) +q(b)
=pt(a) +p-(0) + prt(a) +q(a) +co  (by (T, @F), and [E5I))
=a+co+pt(d)
=a+c.

Furthermore, let z € S such that b < a + 2. So ¢q(b) < ¢(a) + ¢(z), that is,
q(a) + co < q(a) + g(x). Thus, since g(a) is directly finite and by Lemma =R we
obtain

co < q(z). (2-6.5)

Furthermore, p*(b) < p*(a) + p*(z), thus, by [=6.3), we obtain that
p(b) < p*(2). (2-6.6)
By adding [Z=6.0) and ([Z=6.0) together, we thus obtain that ¢ < q(x) + pt(z) <
p(z) + pt(x) = z. So we have verified that ¢ = b\ a. O

A similar result holds for the existence of the “largest difference”.

PROPOSITION 2-6.6. Let a < b in S. Then there exists a largest element ¢ of S
such that a + ¢ < b, and then b = a + c.

The element ¢ of the statement above will be denoted by b — a, the largest
difference of b and a.

PROOF. By the definition of the algebraic preordering, there exists d € S such
that a+d=10b. Soc = %—i—d is defined (because % < a) and ¢ < b. From % <L ait
follows that a +c¢ =0b. If x € S is such that a + 2z < b, then, by pseudo-cancellation
(seeLemmam,x§d+yf0rsomey<<a,sox§d+%:c. O

COROLLARY 2-6.7. Leta, b€ S, let X be a nonempty subset of S. We assume
that a + x is defined for all x € X.
(i) Ifb=AX, thena+b= A(a+ X).
(ii) If b=V X and a + X is majorized, then a+b=\/(a + X).
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PRroOOF. (i) Pick x € X. Since a + x is defined and b < x, a + b is defined.
Furthermore, a + b < a + X. Conversely, let ¢ < a + X. By Lemma =23
¢ = aVcis defined, and a < ¢/ < a+ X. By Proposition B=63, ¢/ ~ a < X, so
¢’ . a < b. Therefore, by adding a on both sides of this inequality, we obtain that
c<d=a+(~a)<a+bd

(ii) Pick a majorant ¢ of @ + X. In particular, ¢ > a. By Proposition 2Z=6.6,
c—a>X,s0c—a>b. Since c=a+ (¢c—a), a+bis defined and a + b < ¢. This
holds for any majorant ¢ of @ + X. Since a + b is itself a majorant of a + X, it is
the supremum of a + X. O



CHAPTER 3

Continuous dimension scales

3-1. Basic properties; the monoids Z,, R, and 2,

The fundamental definition underlying this chapter is the following.

DEFINITION 3-1.1. A continuous dimension scale is a partial commutative mon-
oid S which satisfies the following axioms.

(M1) S has refinement (see Definition B=I_T2)), and the algebraic preordering
on S is antisymmetric.

(M2) Every nonempty subset of S admits an infimum. Equivalently, every
majorized subset of S admits a supremum.

(M3) S has general comparability (see Definition 2=2.T]).

(M4) S is Boolean-valued (see Definition E=5.T]).

(M5) Every element a of S can be written a = z + y, where z is directly finite
(Definition B=270) and y is purely infinite (Definition E=0T0).

(M6) Let a, b be purely infinite elements of S. If @ < em b (see Definition Z=2.H),
then the set of all purely infinite elements x of S such that a < ey, = and
1 = bt (see [Z=211), page M) has a least element.

A continuous dimension scale S is bounded, if it has a largest element.

All axioms (M1)—(M5) have been considered in Chapter B Axiom (M6) is a
newcomer, whose importance will appear in Section B=1
We shall first give an alternative axiomatization of continuous dimension scales.

In order to prepare for this, we first prove the following result, which extends the
result of Lemma B=22A

PROPOSITION 3-1.2. Let S be a partial refinement monoid satisfying the fol-
lowing properties:
(1) S is antisymmetric.
(2) Any two elements of S have a meet.
(3) S satisfies Axiom (M5).
Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(i) S satisfies the following azioms:
(N1) Va,b, 3c,z,y such thata =c+z, b=c+y, and z L y.
(N2) S=at +att, forallaeS.
(N3) b\ a ezists, for all a, b € S such that a <b.
(ii) S is Boolean-valued and it satisfies general comparability.

PROOF. (i)=-(ii) Let S satisfy (N1), (N2), and (N3). The fact that S satisfies
general comparability follows from Lemma =22 Now we prove that S is Boolean-
valued. So let a, b € S. By (N3), ¢ = a \ (a A b) exists. For any projection p

33
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of S,

p(a) < p(b) if and only if p(a) = p(a) A p(b)

if and only if p(a) = pla Ab) (by Lemma 2=3Td(i))

0
=0 (by Lemma Z=3T9).
(3-1.1)

if and only if p(c

By (N2), S = ¢t + ¢tt. By Lemma EEZA(ii), ¢t and ¢t are ideals of S, thus,
since ¢t Nett = {0}, S = ¢t @ ¢t hence, by Lemma B=54, p = ||c = 0| exists.
Therefore, by BLl), |la < b|| exists, and [ja < b|| = ||]c = 0.

(ii)=-(i) Suppose that S is Boolean-valued and satisfies general comparability.
We verify that S satisfies (N1)—(N3).

(N1) By general comparability, there exists p € ProjS such that p(a) < p(b)
and p*(b) < pt(a). Let x, y € S such that p(a) +y = p(b) and p*(b) + 2 = )
Furthermore, since p(a) < p(b) and b = p(b) + p*(b), the element ¢ = p(a) + p*(b)
is defined. From = < p*(a) and y < p(b) it follows that L y. Finally,

a=pla) +p-(a) =c+uz,
b=p(b) +p(b) =c+y.
Hence we have obtained (N1).

(N2) follows immediately from Lemma
(N3) follows immediately from Proposition 2=6.3 O

COROLLARY 3-1.3. Let S be a partial commutative monoid. Then S is a con-
tinuous dimension scale if and only if it satisfies the azioms (M1), (M2), (M5),
(M6), (N1), (N2), and (N3).

REMARK 3-1.4. It follows from Corollary B=T.3 that for a partial commutative
monoid S, to be a continuous dimension scale is equivalent to the conjunction of
the second-order axiom (M2) and a finite list of first-order axioms.

As a corollary of this alternative description of continuous dimension scales, we
observe the following.

DEFINITION 3-1.5. The direct product of a family (S;);cs of partial commutative
monoids is obtained by endowing the ordinary cartesian product S = []..; S; with
the partial addition defined by

(ai)ier + (bi)ier = (a; + bi)ier,
for all (ai)ier, (bi)icr € S.

icl

Of course, Definition B=T.H is an obvious generalization of the definition of the
product of finitely many partial commutative monoids introduced in Remark 2220

It is trivial that the direct product of any family of partial commutative mon-
oids is a partial commutative monoid. Far less trivial is the following preservation
result.

LEMMA 3-1.6. Any direct product of a family of continuous dimension scales
is a continuous dimension scale.
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PROOF. We use the characterization of continuous dimension scales obtained
in Corollary B=L.3 The proof is relatively long but very easy, so we will not give the
details of it but rather the basic idea. A key point is to verify that the operations
r ot p e ot (2y) = 2 Ay, (z,y) =y~ 2 (for < y), and the relations
<y, ¢ <rem ¥, ¢ Ly, and y € 1t can be “read componentwise”, that is, for
example, if © = (x;)ier and y = (y;)iecr, then z < y if and only if z; < y; for all 4,
o [Lics x;, and so on. Once these simple facts are established, the verification

of the axioms (M1), (M2), (M5), (M6), (N1), (N2), and (N3) is routine. O

For a continuous dimension scale S and elements a and b in a lower subset T
of S, the orthogonality of @ and b means the same in S and in 7. We capture this
pattern in a definition.

DEFINITION 3-1.7.

(i) A statement p(x1,...,z,) in the language of partial commutative mon-
oids is absolute, if for any continuous dimension scale S, every lower
subset T of S, and all elements a1, ..., a, € T, S satisfies p(a1,...,a,)
if and only if T satisfies p(aq, ..., ap).

(ii) A definable function y = p(x1,...,z,) in the language of partial com-
mutative monoids is absolute, if for any continuous dimension scale S,

every lower subset T of S, and all elements a1, ..., a, € T, p(a1,...,an)
is defined in S if and only if it is defined in 7', and then both values are
equal.

LEMMA 3-1.8. The following statements
(i) = <y;

and the following function
(Vi) z=y~x

are absolute.

PROOF. Most items are trivial, except perhaps (v) and (vi). Let T be a lower
subset of a continuous dimension scale S, let a < b in T. Since S is a continuous
dimension scale, ¢ = b~ a is defined in S. By LemmaP=3T8 b = a+¢, thus, since T'
is a lower subset of S, ¢ € T'. It readily follows that ¢ = b~ a in T, which concludes
the proof of (vi) (because ¢ always exists). As a <yem b if and only if ¢ < b and
b~ a=0b, item (v) follows immediately. O

As an easy consequence of Corollary and Lemma BT we obtain the
following.

LEMMA 3-1.9. Let S be a continuous dimension scale, let T be a lower subset
of S, viewed as a partial submonoid of S (see Definition B=IA). Then T is a

continuous dimension scale.

We refer to Lemma B=7_1] for more information on lower subsets of continuous
dimension scales.
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We observe that trying to use the original axioms (M1)—(M6) for the proof of
Lemma B=T_@] would have been much more difficult, since we would have needed to
understand the projections of the product [],.; S;. By using Corollary B=T33 the
proof is still somewhat tedious, but essentially trivial.

We present another way to produce continuous dimension scales.

LEMMA 3-1.10. Let I be an upwards directed partially ordered set, let (S;)icr
be a family of continuous dimension scales such that S; is a lower subset of S;, for
allt < jin I. Then Ue[ S; is a continuous dimension scale.

PROOF. The set S is, of course, endowed with the union of all the partial
commutative monoid operations on all the S;-s. By using Lemma B=T.8 it is easy
to verify that S satisfies (M1), (M5), (N1), (N2), and (N3).

Let X be a nonempty subset of S; so there exists ¢ € I such that X N S; # @.
Denote by a; the meet of X NS, for all j >4 in I. Then ¢ < j < k implies that
a; > ag, in particular, all the a;-s belong to S;, and the meet of all the a;-s in S;
is also the meet of X in S. Hence S satisfies (M2).

Let a <iem b in S|s. There exists ¢ € I such that a, b € S;. It follows
from Lemma B=T.8 that the statement @ <em b holds in all S; with j > ¢, thus,
since S; is a continuous dimension scale, the set of all elements z € Sj|o such
that @ <iem = and 2 = b (we use Lemma B=LR) has a least element, say, ¢
It follows again from Lemma that ¢; = ¢;, for all j > 4; denote by c this
element, then ¢ € S| and c is minimum in the set of all elements z € S|s such
that @ <;em @ and x+ = b, Hence S satisfies (M6). By Corollary B=3, S is a
continuous dimension scale. O

We now provide fundamental examples of continuous dimension scales.
For an ordinal v, the monoids Z.,, R, and 2., are defined in the Introduction:

Zoy=Z7 U{Re |0 <€ <n},
R, =RTU{R¢ |0< €<},
2, ={0JU{Re [0 <& <)

We call the elements of Z*, RT, and {0} the finite elements of Z-, R, and 2,,
respectively. We endow each of the sets Z,, R,, and 2, with the addition that
extends the natural addition on the finite elements and on the alephs (so R, +Rg =
Rg if a < ), and such that every finite element is absorbed by every aleph. Hence
Z., R, and 2., are monoids (and not just partial ones). We also observe that the
finite elements of Z., R, and 2, are precisely the directly finite ones.

Therefore, the algebraic ordering on each of the structures Z,, R, and 2, is
the natural total ordering.

PROPOSITION 3-1.11. For every ordinal v, the monoids Z, R, and 2, are
totally ordered continuous dimension scales.

ProOF. All axioms (M1)-(M6) are trivially satisfied, except perhaps refine-
ment. Let S be one of the structures Z,, R,, or 2,. Since every element of S
is either cancellable or purely infinite, S satisfies the following weak form of the
pseudo-cancellation property:

Va,b,c, a4+c=b+c=TJr<Kc,a<b+x.
By Proposition 1.23 of [53], since S is totally ordered, it has refinement. O
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Of course, one could also have verified refinement directly, but at the expense
of a few more calculations. For example, start with the observation that Z*, RT,
and {0} have refinement; note the easy fact that adjoining a new infinity element to
any refinement monoid produces another refinement monoid; use ordinal induction.

We shall also see in Proposition B=Z1] that the positive cone of any Dedekind
complete lattice ordered group is a continuous dimension scale. Furthermore,
Proposition B=LTT will be considerably extended in Theorem B=3.6

3-2. Dedekind complete lattice-ordered groups

We recall that every Dedekind complete partially ordered group is abelian, see
[6l Theorem 28]. Much more is true.

PROPOSITION 3-2.1. Let G be a Dedekind complete lattice-ordered group. Then
GT is a continuous dimension scale.

PROOF. It is trivial that the algebraic preordering on G is antisymmetric. It
is well-known that G* (or, more generally, the positive cone of any lattice-ordered
group) satisfies refinement, see, for example, [5, Théoreme 1.2.16]. Hence GT
satisfies (M1).

Axiom (M2) is just a reformulation of the fact that G is Dedekind complete.

Axioms (M5) and (M6) are trivially satisfied, because every element of G is
directly finite.

To verify that G satisfies Axiom (M3), it suffices to verify that it satisfies the
assumptions of Lemma Fora,be GT,if weputc=aAb, z=a—c, and
y=b—c,thena =c+z, b= c+y, and x Ay = 0. This takes care of Assumption (i).

For z, y € G, we define z L y to hold, if |z| A |y| = 0, and we put

X+t ={geG|g LaforalzecX},

the polar of X. Since G is Dedekind complete, the direct factors of G are exactly
the polar subsets of G, see [B, Théoreme 11.2.4]. In particular, G = {a}* + {a}*+,
for all @ € G. Assumption (ii) follows.

Finally, we verify that GT satisfies Axiom (M4). Let a, b € GT. We put
¢ =a—aAb. For a polar subset H of G, G is the orthogonal sum of H and H+
(see, for example, [6, Theorem 27]). In particular, the projection py of G onto H
(relatively to H+) is an idempotent homomorphism of lattice-ordered groups. By
Proposition P=3.2, the projections of GT are exactly the restrictions to GT of the
maps of the form pg, for a polar subset H of G. For any such H, pgy(a) < pg(b)
if and only if pg(c) = 0, that is, H C {c}*. Hence, the restriction of Py to G*
is the largest projection p of GT such that p(a) < p(b). O

LEMMA 3-2.2. Let S be a conical partial refinement monoid. If S is cancellative
and satisfies Aziom (M2), then S (see Proposition B=II3)) is the positive cone of a
Dedekind complete lattice-ordered group.

PrROOF. By Proposition B=T.T3, S is a refinement monoid, and it is generated
by S as a monoid. By Lemma P=TTH(ii), S is a cancellative commutative mon-
oid, thus it is the positive cone G of a directed, partially preordered abelian
group G. Since S is conical, so is S (see Lemma P=TIiii)), and hence G is, in
fact, partially ordered. Since Gt = S has refinement, G is an interpolation group,
see Proposition 2.1 in [16].
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Cram 1. Let a, b, ¢ € S such that c is the infimum of {a,b} in S. Then c is
also the infimum of {a,b} in G.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let z € G be a minorant of {a,b}. Since G has interpola-
tion, there exists y € G such that 0, x <y <a,b. Soy € S, hence x <y < ¢ by
the assumption on c. O Claim 1.

CLAIM 2. G is lattice-ordered.

PrROOF. We put X = {x € G | s Az exists in G, for all s € S}. It follows
from Claim [l that X contains S. Let a, b € X, we prove that a+b € X. Let s € S,
put 8’ =s—sAa. For any z € G,

r<s,a+bifandonlyifz <s,s+b,a+b
if and only if z < (s Aa)+ s, (sAa)+b

(because t — t + b is an order-automorphism of G)
if and only if z < (s Aa) + (s A D),

so s A(a+b) = (sAa)+ (s Ab). So X is closed under addition, whence X = G¥.
Then, replacing S by G in the definition of X yields, by a similar argument, that
a A b is defined, for all a, b € G. |

CLAIM 3. Let X be a nonempty subset of S and a € S. If a is the supremum
of X in S, then it is also the supremum of X in G.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let b € G be a majorant of X. Then, using Claim Bl a A b
is also a majorant of X, but 0 < aAb < a,thusaAb e S. Since a is the supremum
of XinS,a=aAb<b. O Claim 3.

CLAM 4. 25 satisfies Aziom (M2).

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let X = {¢; | i € I'} be a nonempty subset of 2.5, majorized
by some element of 25, say, a + b, where a, b € S. We prove that X admits a
supremum in G.

By (i), 25 satisfies refinement, thus, for all ¢ € I, there are a; < a and b; < b
in S such that ¢; = a; + b;. Since {a; | ¢ € I} is a nonempty subset of S, majorized
by a, it has, by assumption, a supremum in S, say, u. Observe that a; < u (in S)
for all 4, and put a} = u—a,. Then {b; —a Ab; | i € I} is a nonempty subset of S,
majorized by b, thus it has a supremum, say, v, in S.

Foralli e I, b; <a} Ab;+v <aj+v, thus, by adding a; to this inequality, we
obtain that ¢; < u + v.

So, to conclude the proof, it suffices to prove that u + v is the least common
majorant of X. So let x be a majorant of X. It follows from Claim Bl that u is the
supremum of {a; | i € I} in G. Then a; < ¢; < z, for all ¢ € I, thus u < . Put
y = u — x; observe that y € GT. For i € I,

c=a;+b;<zr=ut+y=a;+a; +y,

so b; < af +y. Since b; <b; +y and G is lattice-ordered, b; < (af +y) A (b +y) =
af Nb; +y, so b —af Ab; <y. This holds for all 4, thus, by Claim Bl v < y, so
u+v<uty=uz. O Claim 4.
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The conclusion of the proof is then easy: 27§ is a lower subset of 2"*1S, for
each n < w, and all the sets 2™ satisfy (M2), thus their union, namely, G, also
satisfies (M2). Therefore, G is Dedekind complete. O

3-3. Continuous functions on extremally disconnected
topological spaces

We shall first present a very general result about continuous functions from
extremally disconnected topological spaces to totally ordered sets with their interval
topology. Some particular cases of this result are well-known. For example, if ()
is a complete Boolean space, then C(€,R) is a Dedekind complete lattice ordered
group, see Sdtze 1 and 3 in [43] and Theorem 14 in [47]. We also refer to [16
Lemma 9.1] for a version of Proposition B=32 for  basically disconnected and K
an arbitrary closed interval of R.

We recall a basic result of general topology, see [20, Theorem 10].

PROPOSITION 3-3.1. A topological space is the ultrafilter space of a complete
Boolean algebra if and only if it is a complete Boolean space.

PROPOSITION 3-3.2. Let Q be an extremally disconnected topological space,
let K be a complete totally ordered set. We endow K with its interval topology.
Let f: Q — K be a lower semicontinuous map. Then the map f*: Q — K defined

by the rule
= N\ V/VI, foralzeq,
VeEN(z)

is continuous, and it is the least continuous map g: Q — K such that f < g (with
respect to the componentwise ordering of C(§2, K)).

PrOOF. Obviously, f < f*. For any a € K, we define subsets of 2 by
Fo={2eQ| f(z)<a}, Ga={zecQ| [ (z)<a}, G, ={z Q] f(z) <a}.
We record a few basic facts about the sets F,, G, G%.

CLAIM 1. For all a € K, the following assertions hold:
(i) F, is closed.
(ii) Goq C F,.
(i) Fo = Gq.
PRrROOF OF CrAIM. (i) follows from the lower semicontinuity of f.
(ii) follows from the fact that f <~

(iii) By (ii), F contains G Put V = F . For any z € V, we have V € N(x)
and \/ f[V] < «, hence f*(z) < «, that is, z € G,. Hence V is contained in G,

thus, since V is open, in G,. O Claim 1.

To prove that f* is continuous, it is sufficient to prove that G, is open and
that G, is closed, for any o € K.

We start with G%,. For any © € G, there exists V' € N(z) such that \/ f[V] < «
that is, there exists 8 < a such that V C Fg. Since V is open, it follows from
Claim [Kiii) that V' C Gg, whence V C G,

Let now z € G, we prove that x € G. Suppose first that « is right isolated,
that is, [a,7] = {a,7} for some v > a. Then G, = G, and so G, is open.
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Since € is extremally disconnected, G is clopen. On the other hand, it follows
[e]

from Claim [(i, ii) that G, C F,. Therefore, by Claim [Kiii), G, C Fo = G4, s0
T € Gqu.

Suppose now that « is not right isolated, and put Uz = F. Let V € N(z).
By assumption, V NG, # @, so there exists y € V such that f*(y) < «. By the
definition of f*, there exists W € N(y) such that \/ f[W] < 3, that is, W C Fp.
Since W is open, W C Ug as well, so y € Ug since y € W. Therefore, every
neighborhood of x meets Ug, that is, z € U_B However, since () is extremally
disconnected and Uj is open, Ug is open as well, thus Uz € N(z). Furthermore,
Us C Fp, thus U C F, thus, by Claim [(iii), Us C G. In particular, f*(z) < B.
This holds for all § > «, whence f*(x) < a, that is, z € G,.

Therefore, in both cases, G, is closed. So we have proved the continuity of f*.

CLAIM 2. If f is continuous, then f = f*.

ProOF oF CraiM. We prove in fact that for any x € €, if f is continuous at x,
then f(z) = f*(z). We have already observed that f(z) < f*(z).

To prove the converse inequality, suppose first that f(x) is right isolated, and let
v > f(z) such that [f(z),~] = {f(z),7}. Since f(z) < 7 and since f is continuous,
there exists V' € N(z) such that for all y € V, f(y) <, that is, f(y) < f(z). Thus
fr(x) < f(x), hence f*(x) = f(x).

Suppose now that f(z) is not right isolated. Since f is continuous at x, for any
v > f(x), there exists V' € N(z) such that f(y) < 7 holds for all y € V. Hence
f*(xz) <V f[V] <. This holds for all ¥ > f(z) and f(z) is not right isolated,
thus, again, f*(z) < f(x), hence f*(z) = f(z). O Claim 2.

If g > f is a continuous map from 2 to K, then, by Claim B g = g* > f*; the
minimality statement follows. (I

We introduce a few convenient notations.

NOTATION 3-3.3. We denote by On the proper class of all ordinals, and we
extend the definitions of Z,, R, and 2, (see Section B=1l), defining further proper
classes Zo, Roo, and 2, as follows:

Zoo = ZT U{R, | @ € On},

Re =RTU{X, | a € On},

2.0 = {0} U{X, | @ € On}.
For k € 24, we define kT as the successor cardinal of x if  is an infinite cardinal,
and we put 07 = Ng. That is, s is the immediate successor of k in 2.

NOTATION 3-3.4. Let Q be a set, let U be a subset of €2, let K be a set with

a distinguished zero element 0, let f: Q@ — K. We denote by f |y the map from Q
to K defined by the rule

flz ifxeU),

Flute) = { ) iteet)

] for all x € €.
0 (otherwise),

NoOTATION 3-3.5. Let €2 be a topological space, written as a disjoint union
QO =], Q, where n € N and Qo, ..., Q,_1 are clopen subsets of Q. Let Ky, ...,
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K, 1 be topological spaces. We define the set
C(Qo, Ko; 1, Ki;. o3 o1, K1)

as the set of all maps f: Q — |J,_,, K; such that f|o, € C(Q, K;), for all i < n.

i<n

Of course, C(Qo, Ko; 1, K1;...;Q,-1, K,—1) is naturally isomorphic to the
direct product [, ,, C(€s, K;). However, we find the present notation more con-
venient for such statements as Proposition B=Z.9

THEOREM 3-3.6. Let Q) be an extremally disconnected topological space, written
as a disjoint union @ = Qp U Qrp U Qrpr, for clopen subsets Qp, Qqr, Qur of Q. Let
v be an ordinal. Then the space

C(Q, Zy; Qu1, Ry; Q11, 24)
18 a continuous dimension scale.

Proor. Let K be one of the totally ordered sets Z,, R,, or 2., endowed with
its interval topology and its natural monoid structure. We prove that S = C(Q, K)
is a continuous dimension scale. The proof of the general case of Theorem B=30l
follows since the direct product of any family of continuous dimension scales is
again a continuous dimension scale, see Lemma B=T.0l

We first observe that S is a total (as opposed to partial) commutative monoid.
It is obvious that the algebraic preordering of S is antisymmetric and that S has
a largest element. Furthermore, let (f;);er be a nonempty family of elements of S.
Define f: Q@ — K as the componentwise join of all the f;, for ¢« € I. Then f is
lower semicontinuous. By Proposition B2=32 there exists a least continuous map
f*: Q — K such that f < f*. Then f* is the supremum of {f; | ¢ € I} in S. Hence
S satisfies Axiom (M2).

We now observe that f |y (see Notation B=34l) belongs to S, for any f € S and
any clopen subset U of Q. If f is the constant function with value «, for a € K,
then we shall write a|y instead of f|y, and we shall of course write « instead of
aJ Q-

We shall use the following notation. For f, g € S, we put

[f <gl ={z €] f(z) <g(x)},
[f=gl={z €] f(z) =g(x)},
[f <gl={z €] f(x) <g(x)}.

We observe that [f < ¢g] and [f = g] are closed, while [f < g] is open.
For any f € S, put Uy = [f < Ro]. Then Uy is open, thus, since € is extremally

disconnected, U_j is clopen. We put f = f] T Observe that fhas only infinite
values; in particular, it is purely infinite.

CrLAM 1. Let f € S. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) f 4s cancellable in S.
(ii) f s directly finite in S.
(iii) f =0.
PRrROOF OF CrLAIM. (i)=-(ii) is trivial.
(ii)=>(iii) Suppose that f > 0. Then the clopen set V = Q \ Uy is nonempty,
and Ng|y 4+ f = f, so f is not directly finite.
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(iii)=(i) If f = 0, then Uy is dense in Q. Now let g, h € S such that f+g = f+h.
Then g(z) = h(zx) for all x € Uy (because the values of f on U are finite), thus,
since Uy is dense in ), g = h. Hence f is cancellable. O Claim 1.

We thus obtain Axiom (MS5).

CLAIM 2. FEvery element of S can be written under the form g+ h, where g is
cancellable and h is purely infinite.

PrOOF OF CLAaM. Let f € §. By Claim [ g = fJU—f is cancellable. We

put h = f Since f = g+ h and h is purely infinite, the conclusion of the claim
holds. O Claim 2.

Now a weak form of pseudo-cancellation.
CLAIM 3. S satisfies the following statement:
Va,b,c, a+c<b+4+c=3dr, r+c=canda<b+z.

PrOOF OF CLAIM. This follows immediately from Claims [ and B by putting
T =C¢C. O Claim 3.

As a consequence, the equality ]7 = % holds (see Corollary =62, for any
f e S, that is, fis, indeed, the largest g € S such that g < f.

Furthermore, we observe that for f, g € S, the componentwise meet f A g of
{f, g} belongs to S, and it is the meet of {f, g} in S. Obviously, (f +h)A(g+h) =
(fANg)+h, forall f, g, h € S. By using Proposition 1.23 of [53], it follows that S
satisfies the refinement property. So, S satisfies Axiom (M1).

Now we characterize the projections of S. For any clopen set U of (2, the map

f— f]u defines obviously a projection of S.

CLAIM 4. S has general comparability.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let f, g € S. Put V = [f < g]. Since Q is extremally
disconnected, V' is clopen. It is obvious that py (f) < py(g) and that po\v(g9) <
porv (f)- O Claim 4.

CLAIM 5. The projections of S are exactly the py, where U is a clopen subset
of Q.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let p be a projection of S. Put u = p(R,) and v = p*(R,).
Then X, = u+ v and u A v = 0, thus there exists a clopen subset U of {2 such
that u = R, |y. So p(f) < flu, for all f € S. Conversely, f = p(f) + pH(f) <
p(f) + flaw, thus flu < p(f). So p(f) = flu, for all f € 5. 0 Claim 5.

CLAIM 6. S satisfies Aziom (M4).

Proor oF CLAIM. Let f, g € S, we prove that there exists a largest projection
p of S such that p(f) < p(g). For U a clopen subset of Q, py(f) < py(g) if and
only if U C F, where we put F = [f < g]. Since  is extremally disconnected,
F is clopen, hence, by Claim B P is the largest projection p of S such that

p(f) < plg). O Claim 6.
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By Claims B and B it follows that for any f € S, cc(f) = pu, where we put

U=1[0<f].
It remains to verify (M6).

CLamM 7. For all f, g € Sle, [ <rem ¢ i and only if f < g and
[0<g]N[f=g] is nowhere dense.

PROOF OF CLAIM. We use the alternate form of <, em given in Lemma ZER(ii),
justified by Lemma =27 and Claim E
We put A =[]0 < g]N[f = g]. Observe that [0 < g] = [No < g] (because
g € S|s), hence it is clopen. Hence A is closed.
Suppose first that f <;em ¢. Of course, it follows that f < g. Towards a
contradiction, suppose that A is not nowhere dense. Since {2 is extremally discon-
[e]

nected, U = A is nonempty and clopen. Put h = g|o\y. Then f+h = g, thus, since
f <rem g, 9 = h, s0 glu = 0, a contradiction since U is nonempty and contained
in [0 < g].

Conversely, suppose that f < g and that A is nowhere dense. Let h € S such
that f+h =g. Let x € [0 < g]\ A. Since f(z)+h(x) = g(x) with f(z) < g(x) and
g(x) > Ng, h(xz) = g(x). So g and h agree on [0 < g] \ A, with A nowhere dense
and [0 < g] clopen, hence g and h agree on [0 < g]. It is obvious that both g and
h are zero on [g = 0], so, finally, g = h. This proves that f <oy g O Claim 7.

Towards a proof of (M6), let f, g € S|so With f <y em g, and set A =[0 < g] N

[f = g]. We define a map f: Q — K by the rule

0 (ifxelg=0])
flx)=4q fz) (ifze A for any z € Q.
f@)™ (ifze0<g]\A),
In the display above, f(z) is an element of 2, and f(z)" denotes the successor of

f(z) in 2, see Notation
At this point, we observe the obvious inequality f < f < g.

CLAIM 8. The map f is upper semicontinuous.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let z € ©Q, and put a = f(z). Since f|y—o = 0 and
[g = 0] is clopen, f is continuous at every point of [¢ = 0]. Now suppose that
g(x) > 0. Suppose first that z € A. So g(z) = f(z) = a, thus V = [0 < g]N[g = ]
is an open neighborhood of . Let y € V. Ify € A, then f(y) = f(y) = g(y) < a. If
y ¢ A, then f(y) < g(y) < a, thus f(y) < f(y)* < a. Therefore, f]y < flv < o
Since f(r) = a, it follows that f is continuous at .

Now suppose that © ¢ A. Then V = [f < a™] is an open neighborhood of =,
and f(y) < a and f(y) < ot for all y € V. So, if B € K such that f(z) < 3,
that is, at < 3, then f(y) < B for any y € V. Hence f is upper semicontinuous
at x. O Claim 8.

By Claim B and Proposition B=32 (used for the dual partially ordered set of K),
for any upper semicontinuous map k: €2 — K, there exists a largest element k, of S
such that k, < k, and k, is given by the formula

ko(z) = \/ /\k[V], for all x € Q.
VeN(z)
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By Claim B, we can apply this to k = f, thus obtaining an element h = f, of S.
Since the range of f is contained in 2., so is the range of h, whence h € S|.
Furthermore, f < f < g and, since f is continuous, f = f. (see Proposition B=3.32),
thus
f=h<f.=h<f<y
It follows from the definition of f that f(x) > 0 if and only if g(x) > 0, for any
x € . Since [0 < g] is clopen, it follows that [0 < g] = [0 < h], whence
ce(g) = ce(h).
CLAIM 9. The relation [ <iem h holds.

PrOOF OF CLAIM. We have seen that f < h. Put B = [0 < h] N [f = h].
Towards a contradiction, assume that B # &. Since A is closed and nowhere dense,

U = B\ A is a nonempty open subset of [0 < g]. Pick x € U such that a = f(z)
is minimum. Then V = U N [f < a*] is an open neighborhood of z. For any
y eV, fly) <aandy € U, thus, by minimality of «, f(y) = «. This holds for any
ye€V,and V C [0 < g] \ A, thus f(y) = o™ for any y € V. Since V is an open
neighborhood of z, h(z) = ot > a = f(x), which contradicts € B. By Claim [
f <rem h. O Claim 9.

To conclude the proof of Theorem B=30, it suffices to prove that if k is any
element of S|y such that f <, em k and k+ = gt then h < k. Observe first that
from the assumption k+ = g, Lemma B=52%(i) implies that cc(k) = cc(g), and so
[0<g]=1[0<E].

Since f <rem k, f < k and B = [0 < k] N [f = k] is nowhere dense. For any
z € [0 < f]\ B, the inequality f(x) < k() holds, thus h(z) < f(z) < f(x)t <
k(xz). Since B is nowhere dense and [0 < f] is open, hljo<s; < kljo<s). Now
let € [f = 0]. If g(z) = 0, then h(z) = 0 < k(x). If g(x) > 0, then, since
[0<g])=1][0<k], k(x) >0, so h(z) = Ng < k(x). Therefore, we have proved that
h<k. O

3-4. Completeness of the Boolean algebra of projections
Standing hypothesis: S is a continuous dimension scale.

We first prove the following lemma.

LEMMA 3-4.1. Leta, b€ S and X C S such that b =\ X. If a L X, then
a L b.

PRrROOF. The statement a L. X means that X C a*, that is, by Lemma P=5.3,
X Cla=0|lS. But by LemmaP=3TH(ii), the range of any projection of S is closed
under suprema. In particular, b € |ja = 0|| S. O

We prove here an important structural result about Proj S.

PROPOSITION 3-4.2. The Boolean algebra Proj S is complete. If (p;)ier is any
family of projections of S, then, for all x € S,

() If I # 2, then (Nje; pi)(x) = Nies pi(®)-
(i) (Vierpi)(@) = Ve pil2).

Furthermore, if p = /\iel Di, then pS = ﬂiez piS.
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PROOF. The cases of (i) and (ii) where I is finite follow from Proposition P=3T9
Therefore, by replacing in (i) (resp., in (ii)) the family (p;)ier by the family of all
nonempty finite meets (resp., finite joins) of the p;-s, we can assume without loss
of generality that I is an upward directed partially ordered set and that ¢ < j in [
implies p; > p; (resp., p; < pj).

Let us suppose that

i < j implies that p; <p;, foralli, jeI. (3-4.1)

We consider only the nontrivial case where I # @. The supremum p(z) = \/,.; pi()
is defined and p(z) < z, for all z € S. Since I # &, q(z) = \;c;pi(2) is also
defined.

CLAIM 1. The maps p and q are endomorphisms of S.

PROOF OF CLAIM. It is obvious that p(0) = 0. Let z, y, z € S such that
z =z +y. We compute:

p(a) +p(y) = \/ pi(z) + \/ pi(v)

iel jel
= \/ i@ +pi(y)  (by Corollary BEEIii))
(i) €IxJ
= \/ (pr(z) + pr(y)) (because I is upward directed
kel
and by (=)
=\ pr(z +)
kel
=plz+y).
A similar argument, based on Corollary Z=671(i), proves that ¢ is an endomorphism
of S. O Claim 1.

CLAM 2. pS 1 ¢S.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let z, y € S. For all i € I, p;(z) L p;i-(y), thus, since
pi(y) > q(y), pi(x) L q(y). This holds for all i € I, thus, by Lemma B=21]
p(x) L q(y). O Claim 2.

CLAIM 3. p and q are projections of S, and ¢ = p™.

PROOF OF CLAIM. By the definition of a projection (Definition E=31l) and by
Claim B it remains to prove that = p(z) + ¢(z) for all z € S.

For all i € I, x = p;(x) + pi (z). Since ¢ < pi, pi(x) + g(x) is defined and
pi(z) + g(x) < z. This holds for all i, thus, by Corollary B=671(i1), p(z) + ¢(z) is
defined and p(z) + ¢(z) < z.

For all i € I, pi(v) < p(x) <z, thus x \ p(z) < o\ p;i(z) < pi (z). By taking
the infimum over all 4, we obtain that « \ p(x) < ¢(z); whence x < p(x) + ¢(x).

Therefore, z = p(z) + ¢(x). O Claim 3.

It follows easily (use Lemma P=3§) that p = \/,.; p; and that ¢ = /\ielpil.
This proves simultaneously (i) and (ii).

Finally, suppose that p = A,.; pi. We prove that pS = (,.; p;iS. For I = @,
this is trivial (p = 1), so suppose that I # @. We have seen above that p(z) =
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Nicrpi(z), for all x € S. Hence, € pS if and only if p(z) = z, if and only if
pi(z) = = for all i (because p;(x) < z for all i), if and only if x € (., p:S. O

PROPOSITION 3-4.3. Let X be a subset of S. Then S = X+ @ X+,
PRrROOF. By using PropositionB=Z2 we define a projection p of S by the formula

p= \/ ce(x).

reX
Then p* = A, cx cc(z)* = A,cx |z = 0], thus, by PropositionB=Z2 and LemmaBE53(i),

ptS = m |l =05 = me:XJ‘.

reX zeX
It follows from this that pS = (p+S)*+ = X++. O

3-5. The elements (p | a)

Standing hypothesis: S is a continuous dimension scale.
We shall now define a certain doubly indexed family of elements of S|s. These
elements represent in some sense the “layers” of S|, and a process of “measuring”
S|so against these elements will allow us to pin down the dimension theory of S|.

NoTAaTION 3-5.1. For any p € ProjS, we define inductively a transfinite se-
quence of elements (p | k) of S|, for certain elements & of 2., as follows.
(i) (p|0)=0.
(ii) Let k € 2o, and suppose that (p | k) is defined, and that it is purely
infinite. We put

X ={z €8x | (p|kK) <rem = and cc(z) = p}.

If X is nonempty, then, by Axiom (M6), it has a least element. We
denote this element by (p | k7). If X = &, then we say that (p | x™) is
undefined.

(iii) Let A be a limit cardinal. Suppose that (p | @) has been defined for all
a < A in 24, and that these elements form an increasing, majorized
sequence of elements of S|.. Then we put

plN=\ @la).
a<A
Otherwise, we say that (p | A) is undefined.

For any p € Proj S, we define A, as the class of all & € 2, such that (p| &) is
defined.

Observe that (0 | k) = 0 for all k. In particular, it follows that Ag = 2. The
following lemma summarizes some elementary properties of the elements (p | ).

LEMMA 3-5.2.
(i) A, is a proper initial segment of 2o, for all p € Proj* S.
(i) (p|a) <(p]|PB) for all p € Proj* S and all a < B in A,.
(iii) (p| @) <rem (p | B) for all p € ProjS and all o < B in A,.
(iv) (p|0) =0, and cc({p | a)) = p for all p € Proj S and all o € A, \ {0}.
(v) Letp, g € ProjS such thatp < q. Then Ay CAp and (p | a) =p({q| @)),
for all € Ay.
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(vi) Let p € ProjS and let o be an infinite cardinal number such that (p | «)
is defined. Then {p| o) is defined if and only if there exists x € S|so
such that (p | @) Krem x, and then, (p | a™) is the least such x.

PROOF. (i) and (ii) are obvious.

(iii) is an easy consequence of Lemma =00

(iv) By induction on o € Ap\ {0}. The assertion (p | 0) = 0 holds by definition.
If « = Bt for some 8 € 2., then, by the definition of (p | a), ce({p | @)) = p.

The limit step is an easy consequence of Lemma P=5.TG

(v) We prove the statement by induction on o € 24,. It is trivial for o = 0.
The limit step is an easy consequence of Lemma =3 T0ii).

Now suppose that o = 8T, for 8 € 2. Since (g¢| 87) is defined, (¢ | ) is
defined, thus, by the induction hypothesis,

(p | B) is defined, and (p | B8) = p({(q | B))- (3-5.1)

We put e = p((q | @)). Since (q | ) <rem (¢ | ), it follows from Lemma P=5§(i)
that p({(g | 8)) <rem P({q | @)), that is, (p | ) <yrem €. Furthermore, by (iv) above
and by Lemma B=RTH(ii), cc(e) = p A ¢ = p. Hence,

(p| ) is defined, and (p | @) <e. (3-5.2)

So, (p| @) < p((g] @), thus, since gp*((g| @)) < p~({¢]a)), the element ¢’ =
{p|a)+qgpt({qg]a)) is defined, and ¢’ < (g | ). Note, further, that e’ is purely
infinite. Furthermore, by Lemma B=2.8(i), the following relations hold:

(P|B) rem (Pl ),
(a1 B)) <rem ap™* (¢ ] a))-
Hence, by Lemma PE5R(ii), we obtain that

([ B)+ar((q] B)) Ceem €. (3-5.3)

From (¢ | 8) € ¢S, it follows that gp*((¢| 8)) = p*a((¢]B)) = p*((¢]B)). By
using [B=5)), we obtain that [B=23)) can be written as

(q]B) <rem €. (3-5.4)
By Lemma =50 and by (iv) above, cc(e’) = ¢, hence, (B=24) implies that (g | a) <

/

e’. Hence, by taking the image under p of each side, we obtain that e < (p | ).

Therefore, by B=2.3), (p | @) = e =p((¢ | @)).
(vi) We define subsets X and Y of S| by

X ={z €8x | {p|a) <iem ¥ and cc(x) = p},
Y={2€S5x]|{P]|a) <emx}.

So, {p|at) is defined if and only if X is nonempty, which implies that Y is
nonempty.

Conversely, suppose that Y is nonempty. For all z € Y, (p|a) < x, thus,
since o > 0 and by (iv), p < cc(z). Thus, by Lemma B=5TH(ii), cc(p(x)) = p.
Furthermore, (p | @) € pS, thus, by Lemma B=0J(i), (p | @) <rem p(z), that is,
p(z) € Y. Therefore, pY C X. In particular, X # &, so (p | ™) is defined. For all
z €Y, p(x) e X, thus (p | a™) < p(x); whence (p | at) < z. Therefore, (p | a™) is
also the least element of Y. O
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It follows immediately from the definition of the (p, @) — (p | «) operation that
(p| Vier @) = V,er (p | i) provided the left hand side is defined. Our next lemma
shows that a similar “linearity” with respect to the variable p holds, thus showing
a “bilinearity” property of the operation (p,a) — (p | a).

LEMMA 3-5.3. Let a € 24, let (pi)icr be a family of elements of ProjS. Put
p=V,cr pi- We make the following assumptions:
(1) (p:i | ) is defined for all i € 1.
(ii) {(pi | @) | € I} is majorized.
Then (p | o) is defined, and (p | a) = \/;c; (pi | @).

PrOOF. We argue by induction on o. The supremum x = \/,.; (p; | @) is, by
assumption (ii), defined. Furthermore, the result of Lemma B=53 is obvious for
a = 0. Now suppose that a > 0.

Suppose first that « is a limit cardinal. By LemmaB=2A(ii), (p; | 8) < z for any
cardinal number § < «. Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, (p | 8) is defined
and (p | B) = Vs (pi | B) < 2. This holds for all § < «, thus, by definition, (p | )
is defined and (p | &) < x, thus, since the converse inequality is obvious, (p | a) = z.

Now we assume that o = 8+, for some § € 2,,. Put y = % For any ¢ € I,
since (p; | &) is purely infinite, it follows from Corollary EE62(i) that (p; | o) <
y. Furthermore, it follows from Lemma B=52A(v) that p;((p; | &) = (p; | &), thus
(pi | @) < pi(y) < p(y). Hence, by LemmaBbX(iv), for alli € I, p; = cc((p; | a)) <
cc(p(y)). Since this holds for all ¢ € I and since cc(p(y)) < p, we obtain the equality

ce(p(y)) = p. (3-5.5)
For all i € I, since the relations (p; | 8) <rem (pi | @) and (p; | @) < p(y) hold, we
deduce from Lemma B=50 that the following relation holds:

<pi | B> <rem P(y) (3—56)

In particular, (p; | ) < p(y), thus, by the induction hypothesis, (p | 5) is defined
and (p | B) < p(y). Furthermore, it follows from B=50) and from Lemma PE5R(i)
that the relation p;((p; | 8)) <rem pi(y) holds for all ¢ € I. By Lemma B=5.2(v),

pi((pi | B)) = pi((p | B)) = (pi | B), hence pi({p | B)) <rem pi(y). This holds for all
i € I, thus, by Lemma P=53(ii), p({p | B)) <rem P(y). Again by Lemma B2 A(v),

p((p|B)) = (p|B), so that (p|B) <rem P(y). Therefore, by BEH), (p| @) is
defined and (p | o) < p(y) < y < x. Since the inequality z < (p | ) is obvious,

z={(p|a). O

3-6. The dimension function p

Standing hypothesis: S is a continuous dimension scale.

For every x € S, we put
U@ = {p € Proj* S | 3a € A, such that p (%) =(p| a)} . (3-6.1)
The following result is the main fact about the dimension theory of S|o.

LEMMA 3-6.1. The set U®) is a coinitial lower subset of Proj* S, for allz € S.
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Proor. By replacing x by %, we may assume without loss of generality that
x is purely infinite. The fact that U®) is a lower subset of Proj* S is an obvious
consequence of Lemma BER2l Now let us prove that U is coinitial in Proj* S.

So, let p € Proj* S. We find g € (0,p] such that ¢ € U@, First, if p £ cc(x),
then there exists ¢ € (0, p] such that g(z) = 0, thus, obviously, ¢ € U®).

So we consider now the case where p < cc(z). Since the sequence of all (p | a),
for a € A,, is strictly increasing (see Lemma B=22(ii)) and continuous at limits,
there exists a largest element a of 2, such that (p | @) is defined and (p | @) < z.
Since 0 <yem p(z) and cc(p(z)) = p (use Lemma EERT0), the element (p | Ng) is
defined, and (p | Ng) < p(x). Hence, « is an infinite cardinal number.

Now we put ¢ = ||z < (p | a)||. By Lemma =213,

(] @) <rem ¢ (2). (3-6.2)

If p < ¢+, then we obtain that ¢t ((p | @) = ¢tp((p | a)) = (p| ), whence, by

B632), (p| @) <rem - By Lemma B=52(vi), (p | ™) is defined and (p | at) < =,
which contradicts the definition of .

Hence, p ﬁ g™+, that is, 7 = p A ¢ is nonzero. Furthermore,
r(z) <r({p|a)) (because 1 < q)
=(r|a) (because r < p).

Since, on the other hand, (p | &) < x, we obtain that r(z) = (r | «). Therefore,
reu®. O

For the remainder of Section B=0, we denote by Q the ultrafil-
ter space of ProjS. By Propositions and BEXT], Q is a
complete Boolean space. The clopen sets of Q) are exactly the
sets of the form

0, ={acQ|peal,
for all p € ProjS. Moreover, we shall fix an ordinal v such
that (p | Ny) defined implies that o < =, for all p € Proj* S.
The existence of such a 7y is ensured by Lemma B=22(i).

We now define, for any z € S and any a € €,

p()(a) = \/{o €2, | Ip € asuch that (p|a) is defined and (p | a) < a}.
(3-6.3)
The rather involved construction of the elements (p | &) will give us more control
over the function u(z) just defined than one has over (analogues of) the infinite

dimension functions on nonsingular injective modules constructed in [I8, Chapter
XIII] and [I7, Chapter 12].

LEMMA 3-6.2. The function p(x) is a continuous map from Q to 2., for any
xeSs.

We recall here that 2., is endowed with its interval topology.

Proor. For any k € 2., we define subsets U, and V; of €2 by the formulas
Ue ={a € Q| p(x)(a) >},
Vi ={ac Q| pu(x)(a) >k}

CLAIM. V, is open, for any k € 2,.
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PROOF OF CLAIM. Let a € V.. By the definition of u(z), there exist o > & in
2, and p € a such that (p| «) is defined and (p | ) < z. Thus, for any b € Q,,
wu(z)(b) > a > K, that is, b € V.. O Claim.

To conclude the proof of Lemma B=6.2 it suffices to prove that U, is closed, for
any k € 2. This is trivial for kK = 0. If k is a limit cardinal, then the equality

U= (] Ua+

a<rk in 2

holds, hence it is sufficient to prove that U,+ is closed, for any a € 2,. Towards
this goal, we first observe that U,+ = V,, thus, by the Claim above, U,+ is open.
Since 2 is extremally disconnected, the closure U,+ of U,+ is clopen, thus it has
the form €,, for some p € ProjS. If p = 0 then U,+ = @ and we are done, so
suppose that p > 0. For any g € (0, p], Q4 meets U,+, thus there exists a € 2, such
that u(z)(a) > at. Hence there exists r € (0,¢] N a such that (r | a™) is defined
and (r | a™) < z. Therefore, the set of all » € (0, p] such that (r | a™) is defined
and (r | a™) < z is coinitial in (0, p], which proves, by Lemma B3] that (p | a™)
is defined and (p | @) < z. This means that Q, C U,+. Therefore, U,+ = Q, is
clopen. (I

For all z € S, we put
0@ = J{Qy [p e UM}, (3-6.4)

where U(*) has been defined in ([B61). It follows from Lemma B=61] that Q) is a
dense, open subset of ).

LEMMA 3-6.3. Let v € S. For any a € Q@) u(z)(a) is the unique element o
of 2., such that

dp € a with a € A andp(%):<p|a>.

PROOF. Let p € U™ such that a € Q,. By the definition of U®) | there exists
a € Ay such that p (%) = (p | @). In particular, u(x)(a) > a.

Let ¢ € a and 8 € Ag such that (¢ |5) < z. Then r = p A ¢ belongs to a
and B € A, 50 (r | B) < (¢ | B) < x, thus (r | B) < £, from which it follows that
18) =l 18) <p (L) = (] a). Hence (r|8) = r((r|#) < r({p] B)) =
(r|a),sop < a. Hence u(z)(a) < «, so, finally, u(z)(a) = a. O

PROPOSITION 3-6.4.

(i) pwlx+y) = plx) + py), for all x, y € S such that x + y is defined.
(i) p(z) < ply) if and only if x <y, for all x, y € |-
(ili) The set pu[S|sc] is a lower subset of C(£2,2.,).

In particular, the restriction of p to S|e s a lower embedding from S| into
C(Q,2,).

PrOOF. (i) Put © = Q@ N QW. Let a € @, and put o = pu(x)(a) and
B = p(y)(a). By Lemma B=63 there exists p € a such that

p(£)=la) and p(L)=wl5).
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Hence,
p(xo—i;y) :p(%+%) (by Lemma P=6.4))
(2) ()
=(pla)+p[BH)
=(p|a+p) (by Lemma B=52(iii)).

Hence, p € U@+ and u(x + y)(a) = u(x)(a) + pu(y)(a). Therefore, u(x + y) and
u(x) + u(y) agree on an open dense subset of , so, since they are continuous, they
are equal.

(ii) By (i), « < y implies that u(z) < u(y). Conversely, for any p € U@ N
UW), there exist a, B € 2, such that (p|«) and (p| ) are defined and equal
to p(z) and p(y), respectively. Since p # 0, there exists a € Q such that p € a.
Then, by Lemma B=63 u(z)(a) = a and u(y)(a) = S, so u(z) < p(y) implies, by
Lemma B=5A(ii), that a < 5. Hence, p(x) < p(y), that is, p < ||z < y||. This holds
for all p in the coinitial subset U® NU® of Proj* S (see Lemma B=6T)), so = < y.

(ili) Let « € S|, and let f € C(£,2,) such that f < pu(z). We find y < z in
Slso such that u(y) = f.

We put U = {p € Proj* S| f|q, is constant}.

<
p

CLAIM 1. U is a coinitial lower subset of Proj* S.

PRrROOF OF CLAIM. It is obvious that U is a lower subset of Proj* S.

Let p € Proj* S, we find ¢ € (0,p] NU. Let o be the minimum value of f on
Q. Then ' ={a € Q| f(a) < a™} is, by continuity of f, an open subset of 2,
and Q' NQ, # . Let ¢ € (0,p] such that Q, C Q' NQ,. Then flo, is constant
with value a. O Claim 1.

Now let {p; | i € I'} be a maximal antichain of U N U®). By Claim [ above,
{p; | i € I} is also a maximal antichain of Proj*S. Let «; denote the constant
value of f on Q,,, foralli € I. If a € Q,,, then «; = f(a) < p(x)(a). Since
pi € U the equality p;(x) = (p; | u(x)(a)) holds. Hence, (p; | a;) is defined and
(pi | i) < pi().

It follows that {(p; | a;) | ¢ € I} is a majorized (by z) subset of S|, thus it
has a supremum, say, y. Note that y < x. Furthermore, u(y)(a) = a; = f(a), for
all i € I and all a € Q,,. Hence, p(y) and f agree on a dense open subset of €2, so,
since they are continuous, u(y) = f. O

The following trivial property of p will later prove very useful.
PROPOSITION 3-6.5. The equality ju(p(x)) = pu(x)]a, holds, for all x € S and
all p € Proj S.
3-7. Projections on the directly finite elements
We start with the following easy but fundamental result.

LEMMA 3-7.1. Let S be a continuous dimension scale, let T be a lower subset
of S, viewed as a partial submonoid of S (see Definition B=L4]). Then the following
assertions hold:

(i) T is closed under all projections of S, and p|r € ProjT for all p € ProjS.
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(ii) Ewery projection of T extends to a projection of S.
(iii) If T is dense in S, then every projection of T extends to a unique pro-
jection of S.

PROOF. We recall that by Lemma B=LLd T is a continuous dimension scale.

Furthermore, p(z) < x for any projection p of S and any x € S. Since T is a
lower subset of S and p(z) < x for any projection p of S and any = € S, (i) holds.

Now we prove (ii). So let p € ProjT. By the definition of a projection, T' =
pT @ ptT. Moreover, it follows from Proposition B2 that S = (pT)* @ (pT)*+,
where orthogonals are computed in S. Therefore, there exists a projection g of S
such that ¢S = (pT)*+ and ¢+S = (pT)*. From pT C ¢S it follows that

q(z) =z, forall xz e pT. (3-7.1)

Since ptT and pT are orthogonal in T and T is a lower subset of S, pT and pT
are orthogonal in S. Hence p*T C (pT)* = ¢+S, which implies that

q(z) =0, forallx€p'T. (3-7.2)

From 1) and BZL2) it follows that g|7 = p.
Now we prove (iii). It suffices to prove that if p, ¢ € ProjS and p(z) < g(x)

for all 2 € T, then p < q. Suppose otherwise. Then pg- > 0, thus there exists a
nonzero element a in pg*S. By the assumption of (iii), we can suppose without loss
of generality that a € T'. So p(a) > 0 while ¢(a) = 0 with a € T, a contradiction. O

The following series of results allows to relate the structure of the lower subset
of directly finite elements of a continuous dimension scale to the dimension function
1 introduced in Section B=6l We first introduce a definition.

DEFINITION 3-7.2. Let S be a partial commutative monoid. An element a of .S
is multiple-free (or, in some references, abelian), if 2z < a implies that x = 0, for all
x € S. We denote by Sy, the subset of S consisting of all multiple-free elements.

It is not hard to verify that in any partial refinement monoid, multiple-free
elements are cancellable (see Definition E=Z7). In continuous dimension scales, this
is also an immediate consequence of Axiom (M5) and Lemma Multiple-free
elements of a lattice-ordered group are called singular in [5].

We recall that Zo = ZT U {Ro} and Ry = RT U {Rg}, see Section BT}

NoOTATION 3-7.3. Let £ be a topological space, and let K be either Z or
Ry, endowed with the interval topology. We denote by Cg, (€, K) the set of all
continuous maps f: Q@ — K such that f~'{Xg} is nowhere dense. We extend
Notation B=2X3 to Cygy,, thus defining, for topological spaces €1 and Qy,

Chn (U, Zo; 1, Ro) = {f € C(Q1, Zo; U1, Ro) | f~1{Ro} is nowhere dense}.

PROPOSITION 3-7.4. Let S be a stably finite continuous dimension scale (see
Definition B=Z17). We suppose that Sy is dense in S. Let Q be the the ultrafilter
space of ProjS. Then there exists a map 6: S — Cqn(Q,7Zo) that satisfies the
following conditions:

(i) d is a lower embedding (see Definition E=L0).
(ii) o(p(x)) = 0(x)]q,, for all x € S and all p € ProjS.
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OUTLINE OF PROOF. Observe that S is cancellative (see Lemma EZLF). By
Lemma B=Z2 S is the positive cone of a Dedekind complete lattice-ordered group,
say, G. By PropositionB=2Z1l G is a continuous dimension scale, and by Lemma B=Z1(i,
iii), the restriction map ProjG+ — Proj S, p + p|s is an isomorphism. Hence it
suffices to prove that the conclusion of Proposition B=Z.4] holds in case S = G,
that is, S is a total monoid.

By Théoreme 13.5.6 of [B], there exist a complete Boolean space Q' and a lower
embedding § of G into Cg, (€, Zg). This map § is defined as an “evaluation map”
on the Stone space €', which implies that the condition (ii) above is satisfied (see
p. 272 in [5] for the definition of §). Furthermore, Q' = oG is the ultrafilter space
of the complete Boolean algebra of polar subsets of GG, thus, ' = Q canonically, so
we may replace Q' by Q. O

In the case where there are no nontrivial multiple-free elements, we get the
following.

PROPOSITION 3-7.5. Let S be a stably finite continuous dimension scale with
no nontrivial multiple-free element. Then there ezists a map §: S — Cqn (2, Ro)
that satisfies the following conditions:

(i) § is a lower embedding.
(ii) o(p(x)) = 0(x)]q,, for all x € S and all p € ProjS.

OUTLINE OF PROOF. The proof of Proposition B=ZH follows the lines of the
proof of Proposition B=C4l with the following changes. The Dedekind complete
lattice-ordered group G has no nontrivial multiple-free element, thus, by Theo-
rem 11.2.13 of [Bl, it is divisible. The rest of the proof is the same as for Proposi-
tion B4l by using Corollaire 13.4.2 of [5] instead of Théoreme 13.5.6 of [5]. O

As experience proves, it is often useful to state explicitly the definition of the
embedding ¢ of Propositions B=Z 4l and B0 The definition that we present here is
equivalent to the one given by S.J. Bernau’s embedding theorem for Archimedean
lattice-ordered groups, see M), or [I Theorem 2.4]. It is convenient to first define
the concept of a finitary unit in a continuous dimension scale.

DEFINITION 3-7.6. Let S be a continuous dimension scale. A finitary unit of
S is a dense antichain E of Sg, such that for any e € E, either e is multiple-free or
there is no nonzero multiple-free element below e.

LEMMA 3-7.7. Ewvery continuous dimension scale has a finitary unit.

PROOF. Let U denote the set of all elements © € Sg, \ {0} that are either
multiple-free or without nonzero multiple-free element below. Let a € Say \ {0}.
If there is no nonzero multiple-free element below a, then a € U. If there exists a
nonzero multiple-free element e < a, observe that e € U. So U is dense in Sgy,, and
the finitary units of S are exactly the maximal antichains of U. O

Now let G be a Dedekind complete lattice-ordered group. Every polar subset
of G is an orthogonal direct summand of G, thus p — pGT + (—pG™) defines an
isomorphism from ProjG™ onto the Boolean algebra of polar subsets of G. We
denote again by Q the ultrafilter space of ProjG™. Let E be a finitary unit of the
continuous dimension scale G1 (see Definition BEZ.0). We put

§(z)(a) = \/ {m/n|(m,n) € Z* xNand |[me < nz|| €aforalle € E}, (3-7.3)
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for all z € GT and a € Q. Then §(z) is a continuous map from Q to Ry, for all
x € 2, and 9 is the desired embedding.

Unlike the map p given in ([B=E3), the map ¢ is not intrinsic, for it depends
on the choice of a finitary unit of G*. Furthermore, it is not apparent through
B=3) that under the assumptions of Proposition B=Z4 the map § takes its values
in Cqn (€2, Zo) (rather than just in Cgn (2, Rg)). However, it is possible to prove that
under those assumptions, since E is a finitary unit of GT, the following equality
holds,

S(x)(a) = \/{n € Z" | |ne < z|| € afor all e € EY}, (3-7.4)
for all z € G* and all a € Q. Hence the map d(z) is integer-valued. Similarly, the

proof that the range of § is, in the context of Proposition B4l a lower embedding,
uses the assumption that E is a finitary unit of GT.

DEFINITION 3-7.8. For a general continuous dimension scale S, we define ideals
S1, St1, and Spyr of S as follows:

St = St
St = Si N Sits's
S = Sé‘n.

We say that S is Type I (resp., Type II, Type III), if Sy = S = {0} (resp.,
St = Sm = {0}, St = Su = {0}).

It follows from Proposition that the equality
S = 51® St ® S

holds (see Notation B=23). Observe, in particular, that Sg, C Sé‘nl = S1 @ Str.
We denote by pr (resp., pi, pin) the projection of S on St (resp., St, Sir). So
p1 @ prr ® prr = 1 in Proj S, hence Q = Qr LI Q1 U Qq11, where we put

Q= QPI’ Qi = Qp117 Q= QpIII'

Observe that Qr, Qpr, and Qqqp are clopen subsets of ).
By using Propositions B=Z.4 and B=C.H we obtain lower embeddings

or: S1N Sgn — Cﬁn(QI, ZQ) and  d1r: SN S — Cﬁn(QH, RQ)

such that d;(p(z)) = di(x)]q,, for all i € {I,II}, all z € S;, and all p € Proj S;. Now
we identify Proj(St @ Si1) with Proj(Ss,), via Lemma B=Z1l Hence, by combining
01 and 1, we obtain the following result.

PROPOSITION 3-7.9. Let S be a continuous dimension scale. Then there exists
a map 0: San — C(Q, Zo; i, Ro; i, {0}) (see Definition BELY) that satisfies the

following conditions:

(i) d is a lower embedding.
(ii) The values of 6(x) are finite on an open dense subset of Q, for every
T € Sfn-
(iii) o(p(x)) = d(x)]q,, for all x € San and all p € Proj S.

The map 0 depends on the choice of a finitary unit £ of Sg,, and it is then
given by the formula B=Z3), for all x € Sg, and all a € Q7 U Q.
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3-8. Embedding arbitrary continuous dimension scales

Standing hypotheses: S is a continuous dimension scale, Si,
SH, SIII7 QI, QH, QIII; P1, P11, P11 are as in Section B:n

Let v be the ordinal and p: S — C(,2,) the dimension
function defined in Section B0l

We put S = C(Q1, Zy; 1, Ry; Quir, 24). We pick a lower
embedding §: San — S as in Proposition B=L3.

LEMMA 3-8.1. Let (a;)icr be a majorized family of pairwise orthogonal directly
finite elements of S. Then a = @;era; is directly finite.

PRrROOF. Put p; = cc(a;), for all ¢ € I. Observe that a; = p;(a), for all i. Let
x € S such that a +z = a. It follows that for any i € I, a; + p;(z) = a;, thus, since
a; is directly finite, p;(z) = 0, that is, z € p;-S. Put p = Vicr pi- By LemmaP=5T8G,
p = cc(a), thus, by using Lemma and Proposition B=2.2

T € ﬂpﬁS:pLS:aL.
iel
But = < a, therefore, x = 0. O
LEMMA 3-8.2. Let x € S| and a € Q. If cc(x) € a, then p(z)(a) > Rg.

PRrooF. For all p € (0, cc(x)], there exist, by Lemma B=61] an infinite cardinal
number « and ¢ € (0, p] such that ¢(z) = a-q. So, for any a € Qg, pu(z)(a) = o > Ny.
Therefore, the set of all a € Qcq(,) such that p(z)(a) > Ng is dense in Qce(,). Since
u(x) is continuous, the conclusion of Lemma follows.

LEMMA 3-8.3. Let a € Shn and b € S|eo. If cc(a) < cc(b), then a < b and
d(a) < p(b).

PROOF. Put p = |[[b<a| and ¢ = |la <b|. Then p(b) < p(a), with p(a)
directly finite and p(b) purely infinite, thus p(b) = 0, that is, p A cc(b) = 0. By
assumption, p A cc(a) = 0, that is, p(a) = 0, thus p < ¢g. By general comparability,
pV q=1, so, in fact, ¢ = 1. Therefore, a < b.

Now put 7 = cc(b). For any a € Q,, it follows from Lemma B8 that §(a)(a) <
Ro < p(b)(a). For any a € Q,.1,

8(a)(a) = 8(a)]e,, (@) = 8(r"(a))(a) =0,
because r+(a) = 0. Therefore, §(a)(a) < u(b)(a), for any a € €. O

LEMMA 3-8.4. Let f € S be directly finite, let b € S|oo such that f < u(b).
Then there exists a directly finite a < b in S such that f = d6(a).

PROOF. We put p = cc(b) A (p1 & pr1), and we define a subset U of Proj* S by
U={qec (0,p] |3z € San, cc(z) = q and f]o, < d(z)}.
Cram 1. U is coinitial in (0, p|.

PrOOF OF CLAIM. By Lemma B=R3 every directly finite element of pS lies
below b, thus, since b is purely infinite and by Lemma P=T.9 pSg,, is a total monoid.
Let ¢ € (0,p], we prove that U N (0, ¢] is nonempty. Since 0 < g < pr ® pir
and (pr @ pr1)S = Si, ¢S has a directly finite, nonzero element y. Observe that
d(y) is a nonzero element of Cgy (€2, Rg), thus, since d(y) is continuous, there exists
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¢’ € (0, ¢g| such that 6(y)(a) > 0 for all a € Q,. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that cc(y) = ¢'.

Suppose that nd(y) < f for all n € Z*. Then f(a) > R, for any a € Q,
so [+ NOJQq, = f, which contradicts the assumption that f is directly finite.
Hence, there exists a largest nonnegative integer n such that nd(y) < f. Since
d(y) vanishes outside €, there exists r € (0,¢'] such that f|q, < (n + 1)d(y).

Therefore, r belongs to U (with witness z = (n + 1)r(y)). O Claim 1.

By Claim [0 there exists a maximal antichain W of [0, p] such that W C U. For
each ¢ € W, pick a directly finite z, € S such that cc(xy) = q and f|o, < 6(zq).
Observe that z, < b for all ¢, thus * = ®4cwz, is defined and = < b. Furthermore,
by Lemma B=Rl x is directly finite. By Lemma P=3T0(ii), ¢(z) = x, for all ¢ € W.
For any ¢ € W and any a € €,

fa) = fla,(a) < d(xq)(a) = d(q(x))(a) = 6(x)]q,(a) = d(z)(a).

Since J,ew Qg is dense in €2, and both f and d(z) are continuous and vanish

outside ), it follows that f < d(z). Since ¢ is a lower embedding, there exists
a < x in Sgy, such that f = §(a). O

We now wish to define a homomorphism of partial monoids e: S — S by the
rule

e(z+y) =0(z) + ply), for all z € Sgy, and all y € G- (3-8.1)

Since u(y) is purely infinite, 6(z)+ p(y) is the maximum of §(x) and p(y). It follows
that the existence of ¢ is ensured by the following Lemmas B=RH and B=XA

LEMMA 3-8.5. Leta, b € San and ¢ € S|oo. If a < b+c, then 6(a) < §(b)+u(c).

PROOF. By the refinement property, a = b + ¢’ for some ' < b and ¢ <
c. In particular, b’ and ¢ are directly finite, and, of course, cc(¢’) < ce(e). By

Lemma B=R3 §(c') < p(c). It follows that d(a) = (D) +6(c') < d(b) + pu(c). O
LEMMA 3-8.6. Let a, ¢ € S|oo and b € Sayn. Ifa < b+c, then u(a) < 6(b)+pu(c).

PROOF. Since b is directly ﬁnite and c is purely infinite, % = 0 and % =c

By Lemma P64 o = L < b + £ = c. Therefore, u(a) < p(c) < 5(b) + p(c). O

OO—OO

_ This shows the existence of a unique homomorphism of partial monoids e: S —
S satisfying the condition [B=&Il). Observe that the following additional condition
is satisfied by e (because it is satisfied by p and by §, see Propositions B=6.3 and

B=C9):
e(p(x)) = e(z)]a,, for all x € S and all p € Proj S. (3-8.2)

The purpose of the following Lemmas B=87 and B=8R is to prove that ¢ is a lower
embedding.

LEMMA 3-8.7. The map € is an order-embedding.

PROOF. Let a, b € S such that e(a) < €(b), we prove that a < b. By Corol-
lary B=6.2(iii,iv), there exists a directly finite ' € S such that b = + %
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Suppose now that a is directly finite. We put p = cc (%) Then cc(p(a)) <
p=cc (%), with p(a) directly finite and % purely infinite, thus, by Lemma B=83
we obtain that

pla) < 2. (3-8.3)

Furthermore, p* (%) = 0, hence, by using ([B=82)) and the definition of ¢,

8(pH(0) = £ (@) < () + (0 (2)) = 6 ®)),
thus, since ¢ is an embedding, we obtain that
ph(a) <pt(p) <V. (3-8.4)

It follows from [B=R3) and B=RA) that a < b.
In the general case, there exists, by Corollary B=6(iii,iv), a directly finite o’ € S

such that a = a’ + %. It follows from the previous paragraph that the inequality

a <b. (3-8.5)
holds. Furthermore, dividing by oo the inequality 6(a’) + p (%) <6+ p (%)
and using Proposition B=6.4 yields, since both d(a’) and §(b’) are finite-valued on a

dense subset of {2 and both p (%) and p (%

are purely infinite, that

acb (3-8.6)
By (BXH) and GFH), a=a' + L <b+ L =, O

LEMMA 3-8.8. The range of € is a lower subset of S.

PROOF. Let b € S and let f € S such that f < e(b). We find a < b in S such
that f = e(a). By Corollary B=6.2(iii,iv), there exists a directly finite &’ € S such
_pya b

We start with the case where f is directly finite. Since f < §(0') + p ( b

;) and
since S satisfies the refinement property, there are g, h € S such that f = g + h,
g<dé),and h<p (%) Since 4 is a lower embedding, there exists < b’ in Sgy,
such that g = 6(z). Since f is directly finite and h < f, h is directly finite, thus, by
Lemma B=84 there exists a directly finite y < % such that h = §(y). Since z <V,
y < %, and b’—|—% =b, x+yis defined, v +y <b,and §(z +y) =g+ h = f.
Now the general case. Since S is a continuous dimension scale, there exists a
directly finite f/ € S such that f = f’ + % By the previous paragraph, ' = §(a’)
for some directly finite ' < b. Furthermore, by dividing by oo the inequality

jan é <S4+ p (%), we obtain that £ <u (%), thus, by Proposition B=G.4},

there exists a < % in S|o such that +- = p(a). Sincea’ < b,a < %, and b—l—% =,
a' +a is defined, o/ +a@ < b, and e(a’ + @) = 6(a’) + (@) = f' + £ =f. O

We finally arrive at the following more precise version of Theorem C.
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THEOREM 3-8.9. Let S be a continuous dimension scale, let Proj S be the com-
plete Boolean algebra of projections of S, and let Q be the ultrafilter space of Proj S,
with the decomposition Q = QU Qqr U Qi as given in Section B=1.

Then there exist an ordinal v and a lower embedding

e: S — C(, Zy; O, Ry; Qur, 24)

such that e(p(x)) = e(x)]q,, for all x € S and all p € Proj S.
Conversely, for every ordinal 7y, every complete Boolean space ), decomposed
as Q = QrUQ UQr with Qr, Qu1, and Qp clopen, every lower subset of the space

C(Q, Zy; 11, Ry Qqip, 24),

endowed with its canonical structure of partial commutative monoid, is a continuous
dimension scale.

REMARK 3-8.10. Of course, as observed earlier, the following isomorphism
C(QI, Z’Y; QH, R’Y; QIH, 2,),) = C(QI, Z’Y) X C(QH, R’Y) X C(QIH, 27) (3—87)

holds, so we could have formulated part of Theorem B=R by using the right hand
side of ([B=RT) instead of its left hand side. However, the formulation of the relation
e(p(x)) = e(z)]q, would have then been more cumbersome.

PROOF. The first statement (existence of ¢) follows from the construction of e
discussed in all previous results of Section B=8
Conversely, by Theorem B=38 every monoid of the form

C(Q1, Zy; Qu1, Ry; Q11, 24)

is a continuous dimension scale, and, by Lemma B=T.9, every lower subset of a con-
tinuous dimension scale, viewed as a partial submonoid, is a continuous dimension
scale. Theorem B89 follows. O

Any continuous dimension scale is a partial monoid, which sometimes makes
computations cumbersome. However, the following corollary makes it possible to
reduce most problems about continuous dimension scales to total monoids.

COROLLARY 3-8.11. Let S be a continuous dimension scale. Then the universal
monoid S of S is a continuous dimension scale, and p — p|s defines an isomorphism
from Proj S onto ProjS.

PRrOOF. By universality, the map € extends to a unique monoid homomorphism
€ from S to S. Since S is a lower subset of S and ¢ is one-to-one, it follows from
66 Lemma 3.9] that € is one-to-one. Since ¢[S] is a lower subset of the refinement

monoid S, the monoid £[S], which is equal to the submonoid of S generated by

e[9], is also a lower subset of S. In particular, S is isomorphic to a lower subset
of S. The conclusion follows from Theorem B=3.8 and Lemma B=Z11 O

For the reader’s convenience, we restate explicitly the construction of the map
e: 5 < 8 of Theorem B=&d with S = C(Q, Zy; Qu1, Ry; Q11, 2, ), for some large
enough ordinal . We first pick a finitary unit E of S (see Definition B=C.6l). Then
we embed S into the universal monoid S of § , see Proposition =TT We observe
that S is a lower subset of S (Proposition B2EIT3)), and that p — p|s defines an
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isomorphism from Proj S onto ProjS (Lemma B=Z1). The definition of the map
§: Sn — S has the parameter E, and it is given by the formula =), that is,

d(x)(a) = \/ {m/n](m,n) € Z* x N and ||me < nz|| € aforallec E},

for all z € §ﬁn and all a € QU Qg

The definition of y is intrinsic (it does not depend on the finitary unit E), but it
requires the ordinal v to be chosen large enough. It is given by the formula B=6.3]),
that is,

p(z)(a) = \/{a €2, | 3p € asuch that (p| ) is defined and (p | ) < x}.

for all z € S and all a € Q.
Finally, e(x + y) = d(x) + p(y), for all (z,y) € Sin X S|oo. We will call this
map ¢ the canonical embedding from S into S, relatively to the finitary unit E.

3-9. Uniqueness of the canonical embedding

Standing hypotheses: S is a continuous dimension scale, Si,
Str, Stur, 1, Qun, Qur, pr, pr, pin are as in Section B0
Let v be an ordinal, large enough for the dimension func-
tion p: S — C(,2,) introduced in Section B=8l to be defined.
We put S = C(Q, Z; 1, Ry; Qun, 24). We fiz a finitary
unit E of S, and we let 0: Sgy — S and e: S — S be the
canonical maps defined from E in Sections B=0 and B=8.

Throughout the present section until Theorem B=8d we let ¢’: S — S be a
lower embedding satisfying the conditions

e'(p(x)) =€'(z)]q,, for all (z,p) € S x Proj S, (3-9.1)
g'(e) = e(e), for all e € E N Syy. (3-9.2)

We shall prove that &/ = ¢.

We first embed S into its universal monoid S. By Corollary B8] S is a con-
tinuous dimension scale. Furthermore, the argument of the proof of Corollary B=RTTl
shows that the unique extension of &' to a map from S to S is a lower embedding.
Since p — p|s defines an isomorphism from Proj S onto ProjS (Lemma B=Tl), g
satisfies the condition B=01]). Of course, it obviously satisfies B=02). Therefore,
we may assume, without loss of generality, that S is a total monoid, that is, S = S.

Next, it follows from Theorem B=3.0 that S is a continuous dimension scale.
Furthermore, by Claim [ of the proof of Theorem B=3.8, the projections of S are
exactly the maps f +— f|q,, for p € Proj S, in particular, Proj S = Proj S. Thus we
shall identify every projection p of S with the associated projection of S. Modulo
this identification, the central cover cc(f) of any f € S is exactly the topological
closure of the set [0 < f] ={a € Q] f(a) > 0}.

LEMMA 3-9.1. The equality cc(e'(x)) = cc(x) holds, for allx € S.

PROOF. Put p = cc(x). From = = p(z) and BT it follows that &'(z) =
¢'(z)]q,, whence cc(e’(z)) < p. Put ¢ = pA-cc(e’(z)). Then e'(¢q(x)) = €'(z)]a, =
0, thus, since &’ is an embedding, ¢(z) = 0. However, ¢ < p = cc(z), whence ¢ = 0,
that is, p = cc(e’'(x)). O
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3-9.1. Uniqueness on the directly finite elements. We compute the val-
ues of ¢ on the elements of E. Let x(p) denote the characteristic function of Q,,
for any p € ProjS.

LEMMA 3-9.2. The equality £(e) = x(cc(e)) holds, for all e € E.

PROOF. Since e is directly finite, (e) = d(e), and it is given by B=LJ). Put
p = cc(e). From p(e) = e and B=LT)) it follows that &’(e) vanishes outside €2,. Now
let a € Q,. For ¢’ € F and (m,n) € ZT x N, the relation ||me’ < ne|| € a always
holds for ¢’ # e (because then, p(e’) = 0, thus ||me’ = 0| € a), while for ¢ = e,
it is equivalent to the existence of ¢ € a such that mqg(e) < ng(e). However, for
any ¢q € a, g A cc(e) is nonzero, thus ¢(e) is nonzero, but it is directly finite, thus
mq(e) < ng(e) if and only if m < n. The conclusion follows immediately. O

LEMMA 3-9.3. The equality ' (e) = e(e) holds, for all e € E.

PROOF. The conclusion holds by assumption for e € ENSyy. Now let e € ENSy,
so e is multiple-free and Q.cey € Q1. Moreover, it follows from Lemma B=0.T] that

cc(e'(e)) = cc(e), therefore, since €’(e) € S and Q) € 1, we obtain the inequality

'(e) > x(cc(e)). (3-9.3)
Let p € [0,cc(e)] such that 2x(p) < &'(e). Since £’ is a lower embedding, there
exists < e such that &'(z) = x(p), thus (we recall that S is a total monoid)
e'(2z) = 2x(p) < £'(e), thus, since ¢’ is an embedding, 2z < e, thus, since e is
multiple-free, x = 0, whence p = 0. This holds for all p € [0,cc(e)] such that
2x(p) < €'(e), thus, since £'(e) vanishes outside Qcc(e), we get €'(e) < x(cc(e)).
Therefore, by B=23) and Lemma B=02 ¢'(e) = x(cc(e)) = e(e). O

LEMMA 3-9.4. The equality €'(x) = §(x) holds, for all x € Sgy.

PROOF. If the result has been established for Sgy,, then it obviously holds for S.
Hence we may assume that S = Spgy,, that is, since S is total, S is the positive
cone of some Dedekind complete lattice-ordered group (Lemma B=ZZ). Now put
Q = UeeE Qec(e), an open subset of €. Since every element of S meets some
element of F, it follows from Proposition B=Z3] that €’ is dense in €.

Now let € S. Since 6(z) belongs to Cgn (1, Zo; 11, Ro) (see Notation B=73),
there exists an open dense subset " of Q' such that d(z)(a) is finite, for all a € Q.
Since both maps £’(z) and é(x) are continuous and " is dense, in order to conclude
the proof, it suffices to establish the equality ¢'(z)(a) = d(z)(a), for all a € .
Since a € £/, there exists a unique e € E such that e € a, hence

0(z)(a) = \/{m/n | (m,n) € Z* x N and |me < nz| € a}.
Let (m,n) € Z* x N such that p = ||me < nz|| belongs to a. Applying €’ to the
inequality mp(e) < np(z) and using [B=0]), we obtain the inequalities
me'(e) |, = me'(p(e)) < ne'(p(x)) < ne'(z),

thus, by Lemmas and BE93 mx(p A cc(e)) < ne’(x). Evaluate at a. Since
p A cc(e) belongs to a, we obtain that m/n < &'(z)(a). This holds for all (m,n)
such that ||me < nz|| € a, whence

3(x)(a) < &'(2)(a). (3-9.4)
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Now the converse. From a € Q" it follows that there exists h € N such that
||he < z| ¢ a. Let n € N. There exists a largest m € ZT such that ||me < nz| € a,
in fact m < hn. Suppose that (m+1)/n < 6(z)(a). There exists (m’,n’) € ZT x N
such that (m + 1)/n < m//n’ and ||m’e < n'z|| € a. On the other hand, from
(m+ 1)n’e < m/ne it follows that

[(m+1)e < nz|| = |[(m+ 1)n'e < nn'z|| > ||m'ne < n'nz| = |m'e < n'z|| € a,

whence ||(m + 1)e < nz| € a, a contradiction; so we have proved that d(z)(a) <
(m+1)/n.

From ||(m + 1)e < nz| ¢ a and general comparability it follows that the pro-
jection ¢ = ||nz < (m + 1)e|| belongs to a. Thus, applying & to the inequality
ng(z) < (m + 1)q(e) and using BT together with Lemmas and B=03 we
obtain the inequalities

ne'(z) o, =ne'(q(x)) < (m+1)e'(g(e)) < (m+1)e'(e) = (m+ 1)x(ce(e)),
whence, evaluating at a, ne’(z)(a) < m+1, so
g'(x)(a) < (m+1)/n < (x)(a) +1/n.

This holds for all n € N, thus ¢'(z)(a) < d(x)(a). By B=Ld), the conclusion
follows. O

3-9.2. Uniqueness on the purely infinite elements. We need to prove
that &’(x) = p(z), for all z € S|w. We recall that we have identified the projections
of S and those of S. For a € 2., and p € Proj S, we shall denote by (p | a)g (resp.,
(p | a)g) the value of (p | a) in S (resp., in S), if defined. By - x(p), we denote the
function defined on § sending any element of 2, to o and any element of Q\ Q,
to 0.

LEMMA 3-9.5. The value (p | o) 5 is defined and equal to oc-x(p), for all a € 2,
and p € Proj S.

PRrROOF. By induction on . The case @ = 0 and the limit step are obvious.
Suppose that o = 87, for some 3 € 2. It is easy to verify that 8- x(p) <rem - X(p)
and cc(a - x(p)) = p; thus, by the induction hypothesis, (p | )z is defined and lies
above a - x(p). Now suppose that (p | a)g < a - x(p). There exists ¢ € (0, p] such
that

a((p | )5) < B x(@) (3-9.5)
In particular, from cc((p | )5) = p it follows that § > 0. However, by applying ¢
to the relation (p | )5 <rem (P | @)z and using Lemma E=2.8(i), we obtain that

B-x(q) <rem q((p | @)z). Hence, by (B=LH) and Lemma P58, - x(q) <rem 8-x(q),
whence, since 8 > 0, we obtain that ¢ = 0, a contradiction. O

Since &’ is a lower embedding, the following lemma is obvious.
LEMMA 3-9.6. a <yom b if and only if €'(a) <rem €'(b), for all a, b€ S.

LEMMA 3-9.7. The equality €' ({p | o) ) = - x(p) holds, for all p € ProjS and
all a« € 2 such that (p | )¢ is defined.

PROOF. By induction on «. For a = 0 it is trivial. Suppose that o > 0
and (p | )¢ is defined. It follows from the induction hypothesis that - x(p) <
e'((p| a)g), for all B < a in 24; whence o - x(p) < €'((p | @) ). Since ¢’ is a lower
embedding, there exists z < (p | @) g in S|o such that €'(x) = a- x(p). The relation
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'((p| B)g) <rem €'(x) holds, for all B < «, thus, by LemmaB=08, (p | ) ¢ <rem -
Furthermore, by Lemma B=01]

ce() = ce(e'(x)) = ce(a - x(p)) = p,

hence, by the definition of (p | o), we get that (p | o) ¢ < @, so, finally, z = (p | @) ¢4
and £'({p | a)g) = @ - x(p)- O

LEMMA 3-9.8. The equality €' (x) = p(x) holds, for all z € S|oo.

Proor. We let Q(®) denote the open dense subset of Q defined in (B=6.4). Tt
suffices to prove that the equality ¢’(2)(a) = u(x)(a) holds, for all a € Q).

Since z is purely infinite and a € Q) the value o = p(z)(a) is the unique
element of 2, such that (p | «)g is defined and equal to p(z), for some p € a.
Therefore, we can compute:

e'(z)(a) = €' (p(x))(a) (by (B=2T))
= (a-x(p))(a) (by Lemma B=07)

= p()(a). O

3-9.3. Uniqueness of . By putting together Lemmas B=24l and B=0.8, we
obtain the following.

COROLLARY 3-9.9. The equality €' (x) = £(z) holds, for all x € S.

In order to formulate concisely the corresponding uniqueness result, it is con-
venient to extend the usual definition of a continuous dimension scale, as follows.
We endow each of the proper classes Zo., Reo, and 2, introduced in Notation B=33
with its interval topology. The latter consists, for example, of all open subsets of
the corresponding class, the essential fact being that for a topological space  (we
emphasize that € is a set), the spaces of continuous functions C(Q2, Z«.), C(2, R ),
and C(€, 2,) are well-understood (anyway, any map from a set to Ry, is majorized
by some X, ). Then we naturally extend Notation B=3H to the case where the K;-s
may also be Z,, Ry, or 2.

By putting this together with Lemma and Theorem B=R we have ob-
tained the following structure theorem for continuous dimension scales.

THEOREM 3-9.10. Let S be a continuous dimension scale, let ProjS be the
complete Boolean algebra of projections of S, and let Q be the ultrafilter space of
Proj S, with the decomposition Q = Qp U QU Q1 as given in Section B=0. Let E
be a finitary unit of S (see Definition B=LH).

Then there exists a unique lower embedding
e:5 = C(U, Zoo; 1, Roo; 111, 200 )

such that e(p(z)) = e(x)]q,, for all x € S and all p € Proj S, and £(e) takes its
values in {0,1}, for all e € ENSy. Furthermore, this embedding satisfies that e(e)
takes its values in {0,1}, for all e € E.
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3-10. Continuous dimension scales which are proper classes

All the forthcoming section can easily be formulated in such a standard class
theory as the Bernays-Godel system with choice, BGC. An alternative formulation
consists of working in classical set theory ZFC and identifying any statement (with
parameters) with one free variable, say, ¢(z), with the “class” that it represents,
namely, {z | ¢(z)}; this way, the mention to classes becomes a mere expendable
commodity.

We shall encounter in Chapter B situations where it may appear as artificial to
restrict continuous dimension scales to be sets, as opposed to proper classes. For
example, with every right self-injective regular ring R, we associate the category
NSI-R of all nonsingular injective right R-modules. With the class NSI-R is as-
sociated a class that meets all attributes of a continuous dimension scale, except
that it is not a set (see Section B=J). We shall call such objects Continuous Dimen-
sion Scales (with capitals), and we shall define them shortly. We first do this for
monoids.

DEFINITION 3-10.1. A Monoid is a class M, endowed with an associative binary
operation + and a zero element 0. A Partial Commutative Monoid is a class S,
endowed with a commutative, associative (in the sense of Definition B=T_2) partial
binary operation +, with a zero element 0.

Hence the definition of a Monoid (resp., Partial Commutative Monoid) extends
the one of a monoid (resp., partial commutative monoid), by allowing proper classes.

The problem in defining Continuous Dimension Scales is not that easy to solve.
Indeed, we wish our “Continuous Dimension Scales” to satisfy a version of the main
embedding theorem, Theorem B=89 More precisely, we wish every “Continuous
Dimension Scale” to embed as a lower subclass into a (proper class) monoid of the
form

C(N, Zoo; 1, Roo; i1, 200), (3-10.1)

(see Notation B=33]), for pairwise disjoint complete Boolean spaces Qr, Qrr, and Q.
We shall now state the new axioms defining Continuous Dimension Scales. Of
course, our definition is modeled on Definition B=T1l and Corollary B=T3

DEFINITION 3-10.2. A Continuous Dimension Scale is a Partial Commutative
Monoid S which satisfies the following axioms.

(M1) S has refinement, and the algebraic preordering on S is antisymmetric.
(M2) Every nonempty subset of S admits an infimum.

(N1) Va,b, 3¢, z,y such that a =c+z, b=c+y, and = L y.

(N2)

S = at +att, for all a € S (where x € at means, of course, that
1L

Z 2

rAa=0, while x € a** means that v € u™ for any u € at).

(N3) b\ a exists, for all a, b € S such that a < b.

(M5) Every element a of S can be written a = z + y, where z is directly finite
and y is purely infinite.

(M6) Let a, b be purely infinite elements of S. If a <, em b, then the set of all
purely infinite elements = of S such that ¢ <,em = and - = b has a
least element.

(Mpt) The class (a] = {x € S|z < a} is a set, for all a € S.

(M) There exists a dense lower subset U of S. (We will call U a generating
lower subset of S.)
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Axiom (My) is there to ensure that the “infinity” in (B=ITLl) does not exceed
the class of all ordinals. Axiom (M)yy,) is there to ensure that the “base spaces” €y,
Qur, Qqp in BT are sets (as opposed to proper classes). We emphasize that we
require no condition on subclasses of S, lest this might pave the way to undesirable
set-theoretical paradoxes. In fact, since the axioms defining Continuous Dimension
Scales are requirements on either elements or subsets of S, we obtain the following
result.

PROPOSITION 3-10.3. Let S be a Partial Commutative Monoid. Then S is a
Continuous Dimension Scale if and only if every lower subset of S is a continuous
dimension scale and S satisfies both (Myt) and (Miy).

PRrOOF. If S is a Continuous Dimension Scale, then every lower subset of S
is a continuous dimension scale: the proof is mutatis mutandis the same as for
Lemma B=T9

Conversely, suppose that every lower subset of S is a continuous dimension
scale and S satisfies both (My) and (My,). Every subset X of S is contained in a
generating lower subset X of S: namely, take

X =@l zex}
The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Lemma B=TT0 O

Observe, in particular, that every generating lower subset of a continuous di-
mension scale is a continuous dimension scale. We also obtain the following exten-
sion of Theorem B=3.0

COROLLARY 3-10.4. Let Q be a complete Boolean space, written as a disjoint
union 0 = Qp U Qi U Qmnr, for clopen subsets Qp, Qq1, Qi of Q. Then the Monoid

C(Q, Zoo; 1, Roo; Q11,5 200)
1s a Continuous Dimension Scale.

Everything is now ready for the proof of our general embedding theorem for
Continuous Dimension Scales.

THEOREM 3-10.5. Let S be a Continuous Dimension Scale, let E be a finitary
unit of S. Let U be a generating lower subset of S containing E, let Q be the
ultrafilter space of ProjU, with the decomposition @ = Qi U Qqp U Q1 as given in
Section B, Then there exists a unique lower embedding

£: 8 = C(Q, Zoo; 1, Roo; i, 200)

such that e(p(x)) = e(x)]q,, for all x € S and all p € Proj S, and £(e) takes its
values in {0,1}, for all e € E (or, which is equivalent, for all e € ENUy).

PROOF. Let C be the class of all lower subsets T" of S containing U. In par-
ticular, for all T' € C, U is a generating lower subset of T', thus, by Lemma B=71],
p +— ply defines an isomorphism from ProjT onto ProjU. Let p + p? denote its
inverse. Therefore, the ultrafilter space Q7 of ProjT is homeomorphic to Q, via
the map

a—aly={plv|pcal, forallac Q.

Let the projections of U act on T, by defining p(x) = p’ (), for any x € T and
p € ProjU. Hence, by carrying the structure of Q7 to Q wia this isomorphism
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and then applying Theorem B=3.I0 to the continuous dimension scale 7' with the
finitary unit E, we obtain that there exists a unique lower embedding

ET:T;)g,

where C(€1, Zoo; i1, Roo; 111, 200 ), such that er(p(z)) = er(x)]q,, forallz € T
and all p € ProjU, and er(e) takes its values in {0, 1}, for any e € E.

Furthermore, for elements 77, T5 of € such that T7 C T5, the restriction of
er, to T} satisfies the requirements of e7;,. Hence, by the uniqueness statement of
Theorem B=0.T0, €7, extends e, .

Let € denote the union of all the maps ep, for T' € €. It follows from Axiom
(Myy,) that the union of all the elements of € is S, thus ¢ is a map from S to S. It
obviously satisfies the required conditions. This concludes the “existence” part.

If &’: S < S is another lower embedding satisfying the conditions of the con-
clusion of Theorem B=ITLH, then, by the uniqueness statement of Theorem B=0.T0
applied to T, the restriction of & to T equals e, for all T € C; whence &’ = . This
concludes the “uniqueness” part. ([l






CHAPTER 4

Espaliers

4-1. The axioms

We shall now give the fundamental lattice-theoretical definition underlying the
whole paper, the definition of an espalier. This definition will consist of a list of
simple axioms, numbered from (L1) to (L8). Interspersed between these axioms,
we shall also list some very elementary properties of espaliers. The role of each
of these comments will also be to prepare for the formulation of the axioms that
follow them.

DEFINITION 4-1.1. An espalier is a structure (L, <, 1,~), where (L,<) is a
partially ordered set, | is a binary relation on L, and ~ is an equivalence relation
on L, subject to the following axioms:

(L1) Every nonempty subset of L has an infimum. Equivalently, every ma-
jorized subset of L has a supremum.
In particular, L has a smallest element, that we shall denote
by 0. Fora, b € L, the meet a Ab is always defined, while the
join a V' b is defined if and only if the pair {a,b} is majorized.
(L2) For all a, b, ¢ € L, the following statements hold:
(i) a LO.
(ii) if @ L b, then b L a.
(iii) if a <band b L ¢, then a L c.
(iv) if {a,b,c} is majorized, a L b, and (a V b) L ¢, then a L (bV c).
(v) if a L a, then a = 0.
We can then define in L a partial binary operation &, by putting
c=a®bifand onlyif c=aVbanda Lb. So, (i)-(iv) above
means exactly that (L, ®,0) is a partial commutative monoid.
We say that a family (a;)icr of elements of L is orthogonal, if
it is majorized and ®;c ja; is defined for every finite subset J
of I. We then define ®icra; = \/ ;¢ ai.

(L3) For all a, b € L, if a < b, then there exists x € L such that a ® z = b.
Since a ® x = a V x, the converse of Aziom (L3) is, of course,
trivial.
(L4) Let a € L, let (b;)ier be an orthogonal family of elements of L. If
a L (®iegb;), for all finite J C I, then a L (B;e1b;).

(L5) = ~ 0 implies that = =0, for all z € L.

(L6) The relation ~ is unrestrictedly refining, that is, for every a € L and
every orthogonal family (b;);c; of elements of L, if a ~ @®;crb;, then
there exists a decomposition a = @®;cya; such that a; ~ b; for all i € I.

67
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(L7) The relation ~ is unrestrictedly additive, that is, for all orthogonal fam-
ilies (a;)ier and (b;);er of elements of L, if a; ~ b; for all i € I, then
Dicra; ~ Dierb;.
(L8) (the parallelogram rule) For all a, b, z, y € L such that a V b is defined,
(aAb)@z=aandb®y=aVb) =z ~y.
An espalier is bounded, if it has a largest element.

The following result makes it possible to create new espaliers from old ones.
We leave the straightforward proof to the reader.

ProPOSITION 4-1.2.

(i) For any espalier (L, <, L,~), any lower subset K of L, endowed with the
restrictions of <, L, and ~, is an espalier.

(ii) Let (Li, <i, Li,~i)ier be a family of espaliers. Then the product L =
[Lic; Li, endowed with the componentwise <, 1, ~, is an espalier.

In the context of Proposition E=LA(i), we shall say that K is a lower subespalier
of L. In the context of Proposition E=T_2(ii), we shall say that L is the direct product
of the family (L;);es of espaliers. If K and L are espaliers, we shall say that a map
p: K — L is a lower embedding of espaliers, if it is an isomorphism from K onto a
lower subespalier of L. The verification of the following lemma is straightforward.

LEMMA 4-1.3. Let K and L be espaliers, let p: K — L be a map. Then ¢ is a
lower embedding if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) the range of ¢ is a lower subset of L.
(ii) « <k y if and only if p(x) <, v(y), for allz, y € K.
(i) @ Li y if and only if p(z) L1 p(y), for allz, y € K.
(iv) @ ~k y if and only if p(x) ~1 w(y), for allxz, y € K.
For the remainder of Section B, we shall fix an espalier
(L7 §7 J—7 N)
We start up with elementary properties of orthogonal families.

LEMMA 4-1.4. For all a, b € L such that a L b, the following holds:
(i) aAb=0.
(ii) = = (x ®b) Aa, for all x < a. (Here, this means that (a,b) is a modular
pair, see [I9] for the general definition of those.)

PROOF. As in [39, Lemma 1.1]. O

COROLLARY 4-1.5. Leta, b, c € L.
(i) If (a,b,c) is orthogonal, then (a ®c) A (b c) = c.
(ii) If a < b < ¢, then there exists v € L such that bAx =a and bV x = c.
(That is, every closed interval of L is a relatively complemented lattice.)

PRrROOF. (i) Apply Lemma E=T4 to the pair (b @ c,a) and to ¢ < b® c.
(ii) By Axiom (L3), there are u, v such that a@® u = b and bd v = ¢. So
c=a®udv. By (i), z = a ® v satisfies the required conditions. (]

By using Axiom (L4), it is easy to prove the following result (see also Theo-
rem 1.2 of [39]).
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LEMMA 4-1.6. Let I and J be sets, let w: I — J be a surjective map, let (a;)icr
be a family of elements of L, and let a € S. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) a = Diera;.
(ii) For all j € J, the family (a;);cr—1(;y is orthogonal, and, if we denote its
join by b;, then a = ;e sb;.

Another useful elementary orthogonality property of espaliers is the following.

LEMMA 4-1.7. Let a € L, let X be a majorized subset of L. If a L \/'Y for all
finiteY C X, thena L \/ X.

PROOF. For finite X, this is trivial. Now suppose that X is infinite. Write
X = {b¢ | £ < K}, where & is the cardinality of X, and put b = \/ X. We argue
by induction on x. Put be = \/77<§ by, for all £ < k. Observe that by = 0. For all
€ < K, there exists, by Axiom (L3), ¢¢ € L such that be @ cg = be1. It follows easily
that 1_75 = Dy<cecy for all £ < k, while b = @y «,c,. Furthermore, it follows from the
induction hypothesis that a L bg for all £ < k, whence a L @,¢ sc, for every finite
subset J of k. By Axiom (L4), it follows that a L @,«.cy, that is, a L b. O

NOTATION 4-1.8. For a, b € L, let a < b hold, if a ~ x for some x < b.

LEMMA 4-1.9. Leta, b, c € L.

(i) Ifave=bVcand aNc=0bAc, then a ~ b. (That is, if a and b are
perspective, then a ~ b.)

(ii) Ifa®c=0bDc, then a ~b.

(iii) Ifave<bVcandahc<bAc, thena Sb.

PROOF. (i) Weput u =aAc=bAc,v =aVec=>bVe Letz y, z € L such
that
uPxr=a; udy=b chz=n.
By the parallelogram rule,  ~ z and y ~ z. Thus z ~ y, so
a=u®r~udy=n.

(ii) This is, by Lemma E=ETAi), a particular case of (i).
(iii) By using Axiom (L3), there are u, v, x, y, z € L such that

a=(aNc)Du, aVe=cdo,
bAc=(anc)dz, b=(bAc)Dy, bVc=(aVc)dz.

It follows that bVe = c®v® z, thus, by Axiom (L8), y ~ v® z, thus, by Axiom (L6),
there are v' ~ v and 2z’ ~ z such that y = v’ ® z’. Moreover, it also follows from
Axiom (L8) that u ~ v, thus u ~ v'. From v/ <y,aAc<bAc,and y L (bAc¢) it
follows (by Axiom (L2)) that (aAc¢) L o', thus, since aAc, v’ < b, (aAc)Pv’ is defined
and below b. Therefore, by using Axiom (L7), a = (aA¢c)Bu ~ (anc)®v' <b. O

We observe that Lemma B=T(iii) is stronger than Axiom (iii) in Definition 2.2
of [12].
From now on, we denote by A(a), or Ar(a) if there is any
ambiguity on L, the ~-equivalence class of a, for every a € L.
Furthermore, we denote by S the range of A, and we call it the
dimension range of L, in notation, S = Drng L.
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We endow S with the partial binary operation + defined by

v = a+ B, if there are a, b, ¢ € L such that
a=A(a), f=A(), vy=A(c), and c=a Db,

for all a, B, v € L. The fact that + is indeed well-defined follows from the finite
case of Axiom (L7), namely, if a ¢ b and o’ & b’ are defined and a ~ @’ and b ~ V',
then a @b ~a @Y.

We denote A(0) by 0.

PROPOSITION 4-1.10. (S, +,0) is a partial commutative monoid.

PROOF. Only the verification of the associativity of + is not completely trivial.
Given a, b, ¢ € L such that (A(a) + A(b)) + A(c) is defined, there exist z, y € L
such that A(a) + A(b) = A(z) and A(x) + A(c) = A(y). Then ¢ = o’ @V for
some a’ ~ a and b’ ~ b in L, while y = 2’ & ¢’ for some 2’ ~ z and ¢’ ~ ¢ in L.
By the finite case of Axiom (L6), ' = a” & V" for some ¢’ ~ o’ and V" ~ b in L.
Axiom (L2) then implies that y = a” @ (b"” @ ¢’), and therefore, A(a)+ (A(b) +A(c))
is defined, and equal to

Afa) + A" @ ") = Aly) = (Aa) + AD)) + A(0).
Since + is obviously commutative, this implies that + is associative as well. ([l

The dimension range S will always be endowed with its alge-
braic preordering <, see Definition B=I3. Hence A(a) < A(b)
if and only if a <b, for all a, b€ L.

LEMMA 4-1.11. The following assertions hold:

(i) Let o, B € S and let ¢ € L such that A(c) = a+ B. Then there are a,
b € L such that ¢ = a ® b while Ala) = a and A(b) = S.

(ii) Let a € L and let £ € S. If £ < A(a), then there exists © < a in L such
that A(x) = &.

PROOF. (i) By the definition of o+ 3, there are orthogonal u, v € L such that
A(c) = A(u @ v) while A(u) = a and A(v) = . So ¢ ~ u @ v, thus, by the finite
case of Axiom (L6), there are a, b € L such that a ~ u, b ~ v, and ¢ = a @ b.
Observe that A(a) = A(u) = o and A(b) = A(v) = 5.

(ii) By the definition of the algebraic preordering of S, there exists n € S such
that A(a) = £+ n. The conclusion follows from (i). O

Proposition EELT0 and Lemma B=LTT] are particular cases of more general re-
sults in Chapter 4 of [56].

PRrROPOSITION 4-1.12. The algebraic preordering on S is antisymmetric. That
is, ifa Sband b < a, then a ~ b, for all a, b € L.

PROOF. Similar to the proof of Theorem 41 of [30], see also Lemma 6.1.3 of
[42]. We give the details here for convenience.

Put ap = a and by = b. By induction on n < w, we construct any1, bnt1, Tn,
yn € L such that the following relations hold:

Gp =bpy1 D Try by = ant1 D Yn, (4-1.1)

Ap ~ Ap+41, bn ~ anrl' (4—12)
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Since ag < by and by < ag, this is easy to satisfy for n = 0. Now the induction step.
Since byp+1 ~ by = ant1 P yn, there are ay42 and y,41 in L such that
bn+1 = Anp+2 S Yn+1, Anp42 ~ Ap+1, Yn+1 ~ Yn-

Similarly, we obtain elements b, 42, 541 in L such that

An+1 = bn+2 @ Tnta, bn+2 ~ bn—i—lu Tp4+1 ~ Tn-
This completes the induction step for =IT) and E=L2). Observe that all the z,,
(resp., all the y,,) are mutually ~-equivalent. But then, the family consisting of all

the xop41 and yon42, for n < w, is orthogonal and majorized by a;. Thus there
exists ¢ € L such that

a1 =¢® (Bn<wP2n+1) ® (Bn<wlont2). (4-1.3)

Since b = a1 P yo, we obtain the equality
b=c® (BncwTont1) D (Prncwlon)- (4-1.4)
Since yYan, ~ Yont2 for all n, it follows from E=L3)), E=LA), and Axiom (L7) that
a1 ~b. But a ~ a;; whence a ~ b. O

Of course, it follows that S is conical. However, a direct proof of the conicality
of S is immediate from Axiom (L5).

PROPOSITION 4-1.13. The partial commutative monoid (S,+,0) satisfies the
refinement property (see Definition B=L.19).

PROOF. Let a, o, 8, ' € S such that a + o' = §+ 3. By the definition of
the addition of S and the finite version of Axiom (L6), there are a, a/, b, ¥/ € L
such that A(a) = a, A(d') =o', A(b) =5, A(¥' )=, and ada’ =bPp V. We put
e=a®a =bdb. We observe that a Vb is defined. There are elements u, v, v,
v/, w in L such that

(aANb)®u=aq; bdu =aVb;
(aAb)®v=b; a®v =aVb;
(aVbd)Bw=e.
By Axiom (L8), u ~ ' and v ~ v’. Furthermore,
bobt =e=(aVb)dw=>bdu ®w,

thus, by Lemma E=T(ii), ¥’ ~ v & w. Hence b’ = U & ws, for some T ~ u’ (thus
u ~ u) and some we ~ w. Similarly, ¢’ = 7@ w;, for some T ~ v and some wy ~ w.
Hence we have obtained the following refinement matrix:

a A(a A D) Au) = A()
o | AT) = A) | A(wy) = A(ws)

This completes the proof. ([
From Propositions and B=T T2 we deduce immediately the following.

COROLLARY 4-1.14. The partial commutative monoid S satisfies Aziom (M1).
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In particular, by Proposition =311l the set Proj.S of all projections of S, en-
dowed with the ordering < given by p < ¢ if and only if pS C ¢S (see LemmaP=3J),
is a Boolean algebra. We shall also refer to the projections of S as the projections
of L. They operate also on L in a projection-like manner (up to equivalence)—see
Lemmas and below.

For the remainder of Section B=Il we shall analyze in some detail the pairs (a, b)
of elements of L such that A(a) L A(b). Observe that the conditions a L b (in L)
and A(a) L A(b) (in S) are a priori unrelated. For a, b € L, A(a) L A(b) if and
only if the only element z € L such that z < a,b is z = 0.

COROLLARY 4-1.15. Let a, b, ¢ € L such that A(a) L A(c) and A(b) L A(c).
If {a,b} is majorized, then A(a Vv b) L A(c).

PROOF. Let b’ € L such that a ® b’ = a V b. In particular, A(a V b) = A(a) +
A(b). Tt follows from Lemma B=T9(iii) that b’ < b, thus, by assumption, A(b) L
A(c). Therefore, by Proposition BE=T.T3 and Lemma B=Z(1), A(a) + A(b') L A(c),
that is, A(a vV b) L A(c). O

NOTATION 4-1.16. For a, b, ¢ € L, we define c = a Hb to mean that c=a Vb
and A(a) L A(b).

Note, in particular, that ¢ = a B b implies that a A b = 0. Much more is true,
see Proposition E=I.T§

LEMMA 4-1.17. Leta, a’, b, c€ L. Ifc=aBb=d &b and if a’ < a, then
a =a, soaLb.

PRrROOF. Let V' € L such that c = a® V. Since c = aVb with aAb =0, it
follows from Lemma B=T.9(i) that b ~ b'. Let v, v' € L such that

b=0OAV)®v and b =DHAY)®.

Let uw € L such that o’ @ u = a. Thenec=a ®b =d ® (bA V) D v, so that
c=a®b =d®bAY)Pudv. Therefore, by Lemma E=TX(ii), u @ v’ ~ v, thus
u<S v Sou < aandu S v < b, hence, by assumption, v = 0. It follows that
a = a'. In particular, a L b. O

We obtain the following important tool, Proposition E=.T8 It is an analogue
of Axiom (D) in [35] and of Axiom (2,¢) in [39]. It also holds in the “cardinal
lattices” considered in [I2], as Lemma 2.7 of [I2] shows. However, the proof of
Lemma 2.7 of [I2] cannot be applied here, because there is no “orthocomplement”
in our axiom system for espaliers.

PROPOSITION 4-1.18. Let a, b € L. If A(a) L A(b) and {a,b} is majorized,
thena L b; soalBb=a&®b.

PrOOF. By Axiom (L1), ¢ = a V b exists. Let o’ € L such that ¢ = a’ & b.
By Lemma E=T9(i), a ~ a’. Since a, a’ < ¢, there exists a; = a V a' in L, but
A(a) = A(a’) L A(b), so, by CorollaryBE=T.TH A(ay) L A(b). So, ¢ = a1Hb = d’ @b,
with @’ < a;. Hence, by Lemma BE=T.TA a; L b. Since a < ai, it follows from
Axiom (L2)(iii) that a L b. O

We now extend Proposition EEL TR to arbitrary families of elements of L.

DEFINITION 4-1.19. A family (a;);cr is strongly orthogonal, if it is majorized
and A(a;) L A(ay), for all 4 # j in 1.



4-1. THE AXIOMS 73

COROLLARY 4-1.20. Ewvery strongly orthogonal family of elements of L is or-
thogonal.

PROOF. It suffices to prove the result for I finite. We argue by induction on the
cardinality of I. Pick ¢ € I. By the induction hypothesis, (a;) ;i is orthogonal, and,
by CorollaryB=T.T3, A(a;) L A(®,x:a;). Hence, by PropositionBE=T.I8 a; L ©jx:a;
in L, that is, (a;);jer is orthogonal. O

COROLLARY 4-1.21. Leta, b, z, y, c € L. If c = alBb = x®y with A(z) L A(b)
and A(y) L A(a), then = a and y = b.

PROOF. Since aVx is defined (and aVz < ¢) and A(a), A(x) L A(b), it follows
from Corollary BE=T.TH that A(a V z) L A(b). So, ¢ = (aVx)HBb. Since c=a®b
(by Proposition E=I.TR) and a < aV z, it follows from LemmaBE=TTq that a = aV z,
that is, x < a. Similarly, y < b. Let 2/, ¢’ € Lsuchthat a=x® 2’ and b=y D y'.
Then

c=a®b=z0yd2r Yy =co DY,

whence 2/ = ¢/ = 0. Therefore, x = a and y = b. O

COROLLARY 4-1.22. Let a € L, let X be a majorized subset of L. If Aa) L
A(z) for all x € X, then A(a) L A(V X).

PrOOF. Put b =\/ X. It follows from Corollary E=I.TH that
Aa) L A (\/ Y) , for all finite Y C X. (4-1.5)

Let t € (0,b]. Then ¢ £ b, thus, by Lemma B=TT7, ¢ £ \/Y for some finite Y C X.
But {¢,\/Y} is majorized (by b), thus, by Proposition E=TI8, A(t) L A(VY).
Therefore, by E=LH), A(t) « A(a), that is, t £ a. So we have proved that A(a) L
A(D). O

COROLLARY 4-1.23. Let a € L and let p € ProjS. Then there exists a largest
element u of [0,a] such that A(u) € pS. Furthermore, A(u) = p(A(a)).

PRrROOF. By Lemma EEZ4 pS = (pS)**. Hence, by Corollary B=L.2Z3 the
supremum u of the set X of all elements x of [0,a] such that A(z) € pS belongs
to X.

From u < a it follows that A(u) < A(a), thus, since A(u) € pS, A(u) =
p(A(u)) < p(A(a)). Conversely, p(A(a)) < A(a), thus, by Lemma E=TTIKii), there
exists v < a such that p(A(a)) = A(v). But A(v) € pS, so v < u, and thus
p(A(a)) = A(v) < A(u). Finally, by Proposition EELTA p(A(a)) = A(u). O

We shall denote by p - a the element u of Corollary BE=.23 and we shall re-
peatedly use the properties p-a < a and A(p - a) = p(A(a)), for all @ € L and all
p € Proj S.

We shall also put p- L = {p-x | € L}. Note that p- L is a lower subset of L:
indeed, if a« € L and b < p- a, then A(b) € pS,sop-b=0».

We gather up various elementary properties of the map (p,a) — p - a in the
following Lemmas and

LEMMA 4-1.24. Let p € ProjS. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) p-L=A"[pS].
(ii) p- L is a lower subset of (L, <).
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(iii) p- L is a lower subset of (L, <).
(iv) p- L is closed under majorized suprema.

PROOF. (i) is an immediate consequence of Corollary The assertions
(ii), (iii) follow immediately.

(iv) follows immediately from (i), Corollary E=T.24, and the fact that pS =
(p8)*+. O

LEMMA 4-1.25. Let a, b € L, let p, ¢ € ProjS. Then the following assertions
hold:

(i) a < b implies that p-a <p-

(ii) a < b implies that p-a Sp-

(iii) a ~ b implies that p-a ~ p -

(iv) p < q implies that p-a < q-

2 e

PrROOF. (i) p-a<a<band A(p-a) € pS, thus p-a < p-b by the definition
of p-b.

(ii) It follows from a < b that A(a) < A(b), thus A(p-a) = p(A(a)) < p(A(D)) =
A(p-b), that is, p-a Sp-b.
(iii) follows immediately from (ii) and from Proposition E=LT2

(iv) Since p < ¢, A(p-a) € pS C ¢S, and so, since p - a < a, it follows that
p-a<q-a. (I

PROPOSITION 4-1.26. Let (p;)icr be an orthogonal family of elements of Proj S
and let a € L. Then the family (p; - a)icr is orthogonal in L.

PRrROOF. Fori # jin I, A(p;-a) € p;S and A(p;-a) € p;S, thus, since p;p; = 0,
A(p; -a) L A(pj - a). The result follows then from Corollary B=T-201 O

LEMMA 4-1.27. Let a € L and let p € ProjS. Then the following assertions
hold:
(i) a=p-a@Bp*-a (thus, by Proposition BELIS, a = p-a ® p* - a).
(i) Letx € p- L and y € p*- - L such that a = x Vy. Then x = p-a and
_ L
y=p*-a.
PROOF. (i) Since the join a’ = p-aV p* - a is defined (and ' < a) and since
A(p-a) L A(p*-a), it follows from Proposition =L IR that @’ = p-a®p* -a. Since

A(a) = p(A(a)) +pH(Aa)) = Alp-a) + Ap* -a) = Alp-a®p— - a)

and by Axiom (L6), there are u ~ p-a and v ~ p* - a such that a = u @ v. Since
A(u) = A(p-a) € pS and u < a, we have u < p - a. Likewise, v < p* - a, thus
a=u®v<d, whencea=a =p-aBp- - a.

(ii) By assumption, a = z B y. By Proposition EEI.I8 @ = = & y. By Corol-
lary B=T2T and by (i), # = p-a and y = p* - a. O

PROPOSITION 4-1.28. S has general comparability.
PROOF. We prove the two following claims.
CramM 1. S=at +at*t, forallacS.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Let a, * € S. Pick a, x € L such that A(a) = a and
A(x) = x. By Corollary BE=T.22 there exists a largest element v < x such that
A(u) L a. Let v € L such that u @ v = 2. So x = A(u) + A(v), with A(u) € a™*.
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For any ¢t < v such that A(t) € a*, the inequality ¢ < u holds by the definition
of u, but t < v, so t =0 since u L v. Hence A(v) € a*++. O Claim 1.

CLAIM 2. For all a, b € L, there are u, v, x, y € L such that a = u® x and
b=v®y while u ~v and A(z) L Ay).

PrOOF OF CLAIM. An easy application of Zorn’s Lemma yields a subset X =
{(a;,b;) | i € I} of (0,a] x (0,b] which is maximal with respect to the following
properties:

(i) Both families (a;);er and (b;);cr are orthogonal.
(11) a; ~b; foralliel.

Put u = \/,c;a; and v = \/,.; b;. By Axiom (L7), u ~ v. Pick z and y such
thata =u@®z and b=v @ y. If A(xz) £ A(y), then there are nonzero 2’ < z and
y' < y such that 2’ ~ y/. But then, X U {(2’,y')} still satisfies (i) and (ii) above,

which contradicts the maximality of X. Hence A(z) L A(y). O Claim 2.
By Lemma B=Z2 general comparability follows from Claims [I] and ]

We recall that general comparability is also Axiom (M3). Note that general
comparability in S can be stated as the following property of L, which we also refer
to as general comparability: for any a, b € L, there exists p € Proj.S such that
p-a<p-bandpt-b<pt-a.

LEMMA 4-1.29. Let a € L, let (a;)ier be a family of elements of L, let p €
ProjS.

() IfI1# @ anda= N\,c;a;, thenp-a= N,c.;(p-ai).
(ii) If a=Verai, thenp-a=\V,;e;(p-ai).

PrOOF. (i) It is clear that p-a < p-a; for all i. Let b € L such that b <p-a;
for all ¢ € I. In particular, b < a; for all 4, thus b < a. In addition, since I # @, it
follows from Lemma B=T24Yiii) that b€ p- L,sob=p-b <p-a.

(ii) The equality a; = (p- a;) V (p* - a;) holds for all i € I, so

a=\/(p-a;)v\/(p"-a).

iel i€l
By Lemma B=T24(iv), V,c;(p-a;) € p- L and \/,;(p* - a;) € p* - L. Therefore, by
Lemma =LA p-a = \,c;(p-ai) and pt-a =\, (p* - ai). O

PROPOSITION 4-1.30. The Boolean algebra Proj S is complete.

Proor. It suffices to prove that every orthogonal family (p;)ics of elements of
Proj S admits a supremum. By Proposition BE=I.26, the family (p; - a);cs is orthogo-
nal, for all @ € L. Furthermore, if b € L such that a ~ b, then, by Lemma BT 28(iii),
pi-a~ p;-bforall i €I, thus, by Axiom (L7),

@Dier(pi - a) ~ Sier(pi - b).
Hence, we can define a map p: S — S by the rule
p(Aa)) = A(®icr(pi - a)), forallae L.

It is obvious that p(0) = 0. Let a, b € S such that a + b is defined. So a +b =
Aa @), for some a € a and b € b such that a L b. So p(a) = A(a’) and
p(b) = A(b'), where a’ and b’ are defined by

o =®ier(pi-a) and b =@icr(p; - b).
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In particular, a’ < a and b <b, so a’ L V', and, by using Lemma EET29(ii),
a @Y =@ier(pi - a®pi-b) = Sier(pi - (a ®D)),
whence
pla) +p(b) = Ald & V') = A(@icr(pi - (a®D))) =pla+b).

So p is an endomorphism of (.5, +,0).

Now let @ € S. Pick a € a, and pick v € L such that a = @®;c;(p; - a) ® u.
For all v < wu, if A(v) € p;S, then v < p; - a, so v < u A (p;-a) = 0. Hence
A(u) € (p;S)*. We infer that A(u) € (pS)*. Indeed, let = € S. Pick 2 such that
A(x) =x. So p(x) = A(®icr(p; - x)) by the definition of p. But A(p; - ) L A(u)
for all i € I, thus, by Corollary IEL22 p(x) L A(u). Hence A(u) € (pS)*, with
a = p(a) + A(u). It follows that p is a projection of S.

It is clear that p;, < p for all ¢ € I. Let ¢ € ProjS such that p; < g for all
1€l Letae L. Thenp;-a<q-a,foralliel, thus ®;cr(p; - a) < q-a. Taking
the image under A of both sides yields that p(A(a)) < ¢(A(a)). This holds for all
a € L, whence p < q. So we have verified that p = \/,.; p:. O

As a consequence, we obtain that S satisfies Axiom (M4) (observe that p-a <b
if and only if p(A(a)) < p(A(D))).

PROPOSITION 4-1.31. For all a, b € L, there exists a largest p € ProjS such
that p-a < b.

PRrROOF. Put X = {q € ProjS | ¢-a S b}, and put p = \/ X. Let (pi)ier be
a maximal orthogonal family of elements of X. For all ¢ € I, let b; < b such that
pi-a ~ b;. In particular, A(b;) = A(p;-a) € p;S, so b; < p;-b. By Corollary E=T.20,
the family (b;);er is orthogonal, and by Proposition BE=L.26, the family (p; - @) is
orthogonal. Hence,

A(p-a) = p(Aa)) (by the definition of p - a)
= A(@icr(pi - a)) (by the proof of Proposition E=L.30)
= A(Bicrbi) (by Axiom (LT7))
< A(D). O

NOTATION 4-1.32. For a, b € L, we put |la S b|| = ||A(a) < A(b)||. That is, in
accordance to Definition B=5] ||a < b|| is the largest projection p of S such that
p-a<bh.

In a similar spirit as for Notation EE52 we put ||a ~b|| = [la S 0| A |b < afl,
which by Proposition EEI.T2 is the largest p € Proj S such that p-a ~ p-b.

4-2. Purely infinite elements; trim sequences

Standing hypotheses: L is an espalier, S is the dimension range
of L, and A: L — S is the canonical map.

Following Definition BER.10, we say that an element a of L is purely infinite,
if A(a) is purely infinite in S. This occurs if and only if a« = a’ @ a” for some a’,
a’ ~ain L.

Purely infinite elements are also, in some references, called idempotent, or, as
in [A9], idem-multiple.
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Similarly, following Definition B=Z7 we say that an element a of L is directly
finite, if A(a) is directly finite in S. Observe that a is directly finite if and only if
a ~ b < a implies that b = a, for any b € L.

DEFINITION 4-2.1. A family (a;);es of elements of L is homogeneous, if it is
orthogonal and a; ~ aj, for all 4, j € 1.

A homogeneous family (a;);cs is trivial, if a; = 0, for all i; equivalently, a; = 0
for some i € I.

LEMMA 4-2.2. Let a € L. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) a is purely infinite.
(ii) There exists a homogeneous sequence (Tn)n<w Such that a = Bpcwln.

PROOF. (i)=(ii) There are a’ and a” such that a = a’ ® ¢ and a ~ a’ ~ a”.
By using Axiom (L6), it is then easy to construct inductively sequences (an)n<w
and (al,)n<w such that a9 = a, a, = apy1 P a,, and a, ~ apy1 ~ al,, for all
n. So (a),)n<w is a homogeneous sequence whose join, o', belongs to [0, a]. Since
a ~ af < o' < a, we obtain that a ~ o’ by Proposition E=L.TA Hence, the conclusion
follows from Axiom (L6).

(i)=(@1) Put o’ = ®,x9, and ¢’ = @pxont+1. By Axiom (L7), a ~ o’ ~ d”.
Since a = o’ @ a”, a is purely infinite. O

LEMMA 4-2.3. Let a € L. The following are equivalent:
() a is directly finite.
(ii) There is no nontrivial purely infinite element below a.
(iii) The interval [0, a] has no infinite nontrivial homogeneous sequence.

PRrROOF. (i)=-(ii) Let b € [0, a] be a purely infinite element, and let 2 € L such
that @ = b@® x. Then A(a) = A(b) + A(x) = 2A(b) + A(z) = A(D) + A(a). Since
a is directly finite, A(b) = 0, whence b = 0.

(i) (iil) follows immediately from Lemma

(ili)=(i) Let € L such that A(a) + A(x) = A(a). So a = o’ ® ', for some
a’ ~ a and ' ~ z. Tt is then easy to construct, by induction (and Axiom (L6)),
sequences (an)n<w and (zp)n<w of elements of L such that ag = 0, a,, ~ a, z, ~ z,
and a, = ap4+1 @ xy, for all n. In particular, the sequence (z,,)n<w is homogeneous,
thus, by assumption, x,, = 0 for all n. Therefore, z = 0. So a is directly finite. [

We deduce from this that S satisfies Axiom (M5).

PROPOSITION 4-2.4. For all a € L, there are b, ¢ € L such that b is purely
infinite, c is directly finite, and a = b & c.

PROOF. Let (z;)icsr be a maximal orthogonal family of nonzero purely infinite
elements of [0,a]. We put b = @;cjz,;. For all i € I, there exists a decomposition
x; = i @z where 2 ~ a ~ x;. Put ¥ = @1z} and V' = ®ierxl. By
Axiom (L7), b/ ~b" ~b. Since b=V @ b”, b is purely infinite.

Let ¢ € L such that a = b ® c¢. Suppose that c¢ is not directly finite. Then,
by Lemma B=Z3 there exists a purely infinite element x such that 0 < z < .
But then, enlarging the family (z;);cr by z yields an orthogonal family of nonzero
purely infinite elements of [0, a], which contradicts the maximality of (x;);ecr. So, ¢
is directly finite. O

We can then reformulate Proposition B=6.3 in the language of lattices.
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PROPOSITION 4-2.5. Let a, b € L such that a < b. Then there exists ¢ € L
such that ¢ < b and A(c) = A(b) ~ A(a).

PROOF. Propositions LT B-T.T3 FET.28 B-T.3T and E=224] establish the hy-
potheses of Proposition 2680 Thus, A(b) \ A(e) exists in S. Since this element

lies below A(b), there exists ¢ € [0, b] such that A(c) = A(b) \ A(a). O

The following important definition involves both the lattice structure and the
dimension function. It is the key to proving the existence of majorized suprema
in S.

DEFINITION 4-2.6.

(i) Let a, b € L. We write a <gyim b, if there exists ¢ € L such that a®ec =10
and A(c) = A(b) \ A(a).
(ii) Let x be an ordinal. A s-sequence (ag)e<x of elements of L is trim, if the
following conditions hold:
(a) ag¢ <trim ag+1 for all € such that £ +1 < k.
(b) For any limit ordinal A < &, the sequence {a¢ | £ < A} is majorized,
and V) a¢ <grim an.

LEMMA 4-2.7. Let a, b € L such that a < b, let € € S such that Ala) < & <
A(b). Then there exists x € L such that a <yim ¥ < b and A(x) = x.

PROOF. Let ¢ € L such that a ®c =b. So A(a) < & < A(b) = A(a) + Ale),
thus © ~ A(a) < A(c). Hence there exists y < ¢ such that A(y) = = \ A(a).
Now we put z = a @ y. Then A(z) = A(a) + (& N A(a)) =z, a < x < b, and
Az) N Aa) =z~ Aa) = A(y). So, @ <trim . O

In the statement of the following Lemma BE=XR a lifting of a family (a;);es of
elements of S is a family (a;);ecs of elements of L such that A(a;) = a; for all i € 1.

LEMMA 4-2.8. Let k be an ordinal.

(i) For all b € L, every increasing r-sequence of elements of [0, A(b)] has a
trim lifting in [0, b].
(ii) For any majorized trim sequences (T¢)e<w and (Ye)e<s of elements of L,

e ~ ye for all § < Kk implies that \/ Te ~ \/ Ye.
E<k E<k

(ili) For every majorized trim lifting (ag)e<x of a k-sequence (ag)e<r of ele-

ments of S,
Z&(i\/ ag) = \/ (273

E<k E<k

PrOOF. We argue by transfinite induction on x. The result is vacuous for
t = 0. Suppose that we have proved the lemma for all ordinals ' < &, with x > 0.

(i) Let (ag)e<w be an increasing k-sequence of elements of [0, A(b)]. We con-
struct inductively elements ag of [0,d], for £ < k.

For £ = 0, pick any element ag of [0,b] such that A(ag) = ag.

Suppose we have constructed ag < b such that A(ag) = a¢, with { +1 < k. By
Lemma B=270, there exists agy1 < b such that ag <grim ae1 and Aagr1) = aeq1.
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Suppose finally that A < k is a limit ordinal and that (ag)e¢<y is a trim lifting
of (ag)g<)\ in [0,0]. We put
ay) = \/ ag.

E<A

Now, we observe that A(ag) = a¢ < a) for all £ < A. Since (a¢)e<y is trim and
majorized, it follows from (iii) of the induction hypothesis that A(@y) < ax. By
applying once again Lemma E=Z7 we obtain a) < b such that @) <¢;m a) and
A(CL)\) = Qa).

By the definition of a trim sequence, (a¢)e<y is a trim lifting of (a¢)e<, in [0, b].

(ii) We construct inductively elements 17’5 € L, for £ < k, of L, as follows. We
put zy = zo. If €+ 1 < K, then z¢ <grim Tet1, S0 there exists azféH such that
Tepr = e @ gy and A(zg, ) = Azeq1) N A(wg). If A < x5 is a limit ordinal, we
put T, = \/§<)\ xe. Since Ty <rim T, there exists x such that Ty @z, =z and
A(z)) = A(zx) N A(Ty). It follows that ¢ = ®;,<¢x;, for all £ < k. In particular,
Viean e = Becny.

Let (y¢)e<w be constructed from (ye)e<, the same way (zg)¢<y is constructed
from (2¢)e<r. So ) = xo ~ yo = y;. Let & such that £ +1 < k. Since z¢ ~ y¢ and
Te+1 ~ Ye+1,

Argiq) = Alwer) N Aze) = Alyer1) ~ Alye) = AYgqq)-

Let A < k be a limit ordinal. By (iii) of the induction hypothesis, Ty ~ 7. Since
T ~ Y, we obtain that

A()) = Alza) N A@A) = Aya) N AT = Aly)):

Hence we have proved that a:’g ~ yé for all £ < k. Hence, by Axiom (L7), ®§<,€x’§ ~
695<,<y’5, that is, \/£<RZE5 ~ \/5<ny5'

(ili) Let (ag¢)e<s be a majorized trim lifting of (ag¢)e<s. We put a = V., ac.
So, ag = Aag) < A(a) for all £ < k. Now let b € S such that ag < b for all £ < &,
and let b € L such that A(b) = b. By (i), (ag)e<s has a trim lifting (ag)¢<s in

[0,0]. In particular, A(\/£<N a’g) < A(b). However, by (ii), A(a) = A(Vg@; aé);
whence A(a) < b. So A(a) =V, ae. O

COROLLARY 4-2.9. S satisfies Aziom (M2).

PROOF. We prove that every majorized subset X of S has a supremum. By
Proposition BE=LT2, Proposition BE=I.28) and Lemma P=Z3 every majorized finite
subset of S has a supremum.

So it remains to conclude in case X is infinite. We argue by induction on the
cardinality of X. Write X = {a¢ | £ < k}, where & is the cardinality of X. By the
finite case and the induction hypothesis, for all £ < k, the set {a, | n < £} has a
supremum, say, be. Since X is majorized, so is {b¢ | { < K}, that is, there exists
b € L such that b < A(b) for all £ < k. By Lemma E=2Z](i), the family (b¢)e<x has
a trim lifting in [0, 0], say, (b¢)e<w. Put ¢ =V, be. By Lemma EEZH(iii), A(b) is
the supremum of {b¢ | £ < k}, that is, the supremum of X. O
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4-3. Axiom (M6)
Standing hypotheses: L is an espalier, S is the dimension range
of L, and A: L — S is the canonical map.

At this point, what remains to do in order to conclude the proof of Theorem A
is to establish that S satisfies Axiom (M6). We shall devote Section E=3 to this.
In accordance with Definition P=R8 we state the following definition.

DEFINITION 4-3.1. Let a, b € L. We say that a is removable from b, in notation
a Srem b, if A(a) <yem A(b) in S. Equivalently, @ Siem b, if a S b, and b S a @
implies that b < z, for all x € S.

NOTATION 4-3.2. Let k be a cardinal number, let a, b € L.

(i) Let k-a ~ b be the statement that there exists a homogeneous k-sequence
(ag)e<x such that

@§<KCL£ =b and a~ ag.

(ii) Let k-a < b be the statement that there exists a homogeneous k-sequence
(ae)e<x such that

@§<KCL£ S b and a ~ ag.
For example, 1-a ~ b (resp., 1-a < b) means that a ~ b (resp., a < b). Another
example is that 2 - a ~ a if and only if a is purely infinite.

LEMMA 4-3.3. Let a, b € L\ {0}, let 8 be an infinite cardinal number. If
B-a < b, then there exist an infinite cardinal number v > 8 and a projection p of S
such thatp-a >0 andy-(p-a) ~p-b.

PROOF. We start with a homogeneous family of 5 elements of [0, b] all equiv-
alent to a (modulo ~), and enlarge it to a maximal such family, say, @ = (a¢)¢<,
where v > 3 is an infinite cardinal number. Let b’ € L such that

b=0"® (De<rae).
By general comparability, there exists p € ProjS such that p-b < p-a and
pt-a < pt-b. By the maximality of @ a £ b, hence p-a > 0. Now we put
b*=b @ (690<5<7a5).

Since + is an infinite cardinal and by Axiom (L7), b ~ b*. Moreover, p-b' < p - ao,
so, by Lemmas and EET29,

pb~p b Spe (Becyag) <p-b.
Hence, by using Proposition and Lemma EET.29

P-b~p- (Becyae) = De<y(p - ag). O

LEMMA 4-3.4. Xy - a ~ a, for all purely infinite a € L.

ProOOF. By Lemma B=Z2 we have a = ®,<,x, for some homogeneous se-
quence (T )n<w. Let w = | ], In be an infinite partition of w, with all the I,
infinite. Put a, = Pger, Tk, for all n < w. By Axiom (L7), a, ~ a for all n. The
proof is concluded by the observation that a = &, <, a. ([

By replacing a bijection from w X w onto w by a bijection from k X x onto k,
for any infinite cardinal k, in the proof above, we easily obtain the following result.
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LEMMA 4-3.5. Leta, b € L, let k be an infinite cardinal number. If b ~ K - a,
then b ~ k - b.

NOTATION 4-3.6. For a € L, we put cc(a) = cc(A(a)) (see Definition Z=5T4).

So, cc(a) = |la~ O||*, for all @ € L. In view of Lemma EETZ0 cc(a) is the
smallest projection p of S such that p-a = a.

LEMMA 4-3.7. Let a, b € L purely infinite such that a Syem b and b # 0. Then
there exists a purely infinite e € L such that
(i) e<band e £ a.
(i) e Se, for all purely infinite ¢ < b such that a Syem ¢ and cc(e) < ce(c).

PROOF. We put F' = {z < b | = is purely infinite and = £ a}. If b ¢ F, then
b < a, thus, since a Kiem b, b = 0, a contradiction. So, b € F. For all x € F, we
denote by v(x) the least infinite cardinal number « such that a-y £ z for ally € F.
By Lemma B=34 v(z) > Xy for all € F. We pick e € F such that v(e) = a is
minimum, and we prove that this e satisfies the required conditions. Of course, (i)
holds since e € F.

Let ¢ € L be purely infinite such that a <;em ¢ < b and ce(e) < ce(c). Note
that cc(e) > 0 (otherwise, e = 0, a contradiction).

CLAM 1. For all p € (0,cc(c)] and for every infinite cardinal number f < «,
there exists q € (0, p] such that g-c~ B-(q-¢).

PROOF OF CLAIM. If p-¢ < p-a, then, since p-a Syem p - ¢ (Lemma ZERR(1)),
p - ¢ = 0, which is impossible since 0 < p < cc(c). So, p-c€p-a,sop-c€ F. In
particular, v(p-c¢) > a > 3, so, by the definition of v(p - ¢), there exists d € F such
that 8-d < p-c. Note that p-d = d. Hence, by Lemma BE=33 there are g € Proj* S
and an infinite cardinal number v > 8 such that v-(¢-d) ~gp-cand ¢-d > 0. In
particular, gp - d = ¢ - d > 0, so we may replace ¢ by ¢p, and then v (¢-d) ~ ¢ - c.
Therefore, by Lemma =R - (¢ ¢) ~ ¢ - ¢, with v > 8, thus, since v > 8 and by
Proposition BE=TT2, 8- (q-¢) ~ q - c. O Claim 1.

CLAIM 2. For all p € (0, cc(c)], there exists g € (0,p] such that g-e < q-c.

PrOOF OF CLAIM. By general comparability, there exists a decomposition p =

p' ®p” (in ProjS) such that p’-¢ S<p'-eand p”’-e Sp’-c. If p” > 0, then we may

take ¢ = p”. So suppose that p” =0, s0p-¢c < p-e. Since p- ¢ is purely infinite,

there exist, by Lemmas B=33 and B=34 ¢ € Proj.S and an infinite cardinal 8 such

that 8- (gp-¢) ~ gp-e and gp- ¢ > 0. After replacing g by gp, we have ¢ € (0, p|,
with

B-(qg-c)~q-e (4-3.1)

and ¢ -¢ > 0. Since ¢ a Spem g - ¢, we must have ¢- ¢ £ q - a, whence ¢ - ¢ € a, and

so q-c € F. Hence 8 < v(e) = a. Hence, by Claim[I there exists r € (0, g] such

that 8- (r-¢) ~ r-c. Therefore, by @EZI), r-e~ - (r-¢c)~r-c. 0O Claim 2.

By Claim Bl and by Proposition BE=T31] cc(c) - e < e. However, by assumption,
ce(e) < ce(e), thus cc(c) - e = e (see Lemma Z=0.3), so e < c. O

And now, Axiom (M6) (recall that A(c)+ = A(b)* if and only if cc(c) = cc(b);
see Definition P=0.T7]).
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PROPOSITION 4-3.8. Let a, b € L be purely infinite such that a Syem b. Then
there exists a purely infinite e < b such that
(1) a Srem € and cc(e) = cc(b).
(i) e Se, for all purely infinite ¢ € L such that a Syem ¢ and cc(c) = cc(b).

PROOF. We first claim that it will suffice to find a purely infinite element e < b
satisfying (i) and the the statement

(i") e S, for all purely infinite ¢ < b such that a Spem ¢ and ce(e) = ce(b).

Indeed, suppose that (i) and (ii’) are satisfied. Let ¢ € L such that a Syem ¢
and cc(c) = cc(b). Then A(a) Srem A(D),A(c), and so A(a) Srem A(D) A Alc)
by Corollary B=50 There exists d < b such that A(d) = A(b) A A(c), whence
a Srem d < ¢ Moreover, d is purely infinite by Lemma =TIl and cc(d) =
ce(b) A ce(e) = ce(b) by Lemma B=2T6(ii). Since any element e < d would then
satisfy e < ¢, the claim is proved.

Let P be the set of all pairs (p,z) € (ProjS) x L such that z is purely infinite
and the following conditions hold:

(a) p<cec(b) and z <p-b.

(b) p-a Srem x and cc(x) = p.

(c) For all purely infinite y < p - b, the conditions p - a Sem ¥ and cc(y) = p
imply that x < y.

Let {(p;, z;) | i € I} be a subset of P, maximal with the property that the p; are
nonzero and pairwise orthogonal. We observe that since {z; | ¢ € I'} is majorized
(by b) and since the p; are pairwise orthogonal, it follows from Corollary
that (2;)ier is an orthogonal family of L. We put

p= \/pi and = ®ierT;.
iel

CrAM 1. The pair (p,z) belongs to P.

PRrROOF OF CrLAIM. Observe that cc(x) =p < ce(b) and = < p-b. Since all the
x; are purely infinite, z is purely infinite. Furthermore, p; - a <iem z; < x for all i,
thus, by Lemma E58 p; - @ Syem @. This holds for all 4, thus, by Lemma P=08(ii)
and Proposition BEZA p - a Siem -

Let y < p-b be a purely infinite element of L such that p-a Spem ¥ and
ce(y) =p. For alli € I, p; - @ Spem pi - ¥ and, by Lemma B=2T6(ii), cc(p; - y) = pi,
S0 p; - x = x; < p;-y. This holds for all 4, thus x =p-z < y. O Claim 1.

So, it suffices to prove that p = cc(b). Until the end of the proof, we suppose
otherwise. Put ¢ = cc(b)pt > 0. Since 0 < ¢ < cc(b) and @ Spem b, the relation
q-b £ q-aholds. Since q-a Spem ¢ - b, there exists, by Lemma EE31 a purely
infinite * < ¢ - b such that

(a) 2" £ q-a;
(B) x* < y*, for all purely infinite y* < ¢ - b such that ¢ - a Spem y* and
ce(z*) < ce(y*).

Now put r = ||z* < af|. So, by definition, r - z* < r-a. If r-2* = 2*, then
2" Srea,but a* <g-b,sox* =q-a* < gr-a < q-a, which contradicts («) above.
So, r- x* # x*, thus, since z* € cc(b)S, the projection p’ = cc(b)r is nonzero.
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Now, from pg = 0 it follows that p-z* = 0, so p < r, that is, p L p’. Hence,
p' = qrt. Moreover, cc(b) cc(z*)*+ < ce(z*)+ < r, whence, taking complements in
ce(b), p’ < ce(z*). In particular, ce(p’ - a*) = p'.

By general comparability, there exists g < cc(b) in Proj S such that g-a < g-z*
and gt - z* < gt - a. Then cc(b)gt < r, whence p’ < g, and so p’ -a < p' -z*. By
the definition of r and of p’, s-a* & s-a, for all s € (0,p'], thus, by Lemma EZE5.T3,
P a Siem - T

Consider a purely infinite ¢/ < p’-b such that p’-a Siem ¢ and cc(¢’) = p’. Since
¢ <p'-bandqr L p/, the element c¢* = ¢/®qr-b is defined and ¢* < (p'Vqr)-b = ¢-b.
Furthermore, since ¢ < cc(b), cc(c*) = p' Vgr = q. Since p'-a Srem ¢ and a Spem b,
it follows from Lemma BERR that ¢ - a Spem ¢*.

Therefore, by part (8) of the definition of z*, x* < ¢*, thus p’ - 2* S p'-¢* = (.
So we have proved that (p/,p’-z*) € P, with p’ nonzero and orthogonal to all the p;
for i € I, which contradicts the maximality of {(p;,x;) |7 € I}. So, p =cc(b). O

Proposition concludes the proof of Theorem A. A more complete form of
Theorem A is the following.

THEOREM 4-3.9. Let (L, <, L,~) be an espalier. Then the quotient Drng L =
L/~ can be endowed with a partial addition +, defined by the rule

A(c) = A(a) + A(b), forall a, b, c € L such that c =a @b,

that makes it a continuous dimension scale, with zero element A(0).

4-4. D-universal classes of espaliers

One of the questions that we shall regularly encounter throughout the study of
various classes of espaliers, in Chapter Bl will be what are the possible dimension
ranges of members of a given class of espaliers.

DEFINITION 4-4.1. A class € of espaliers is D-universal, if every continuous
dimension scale admits a lower embedding into the dimension range of some member
of €.

We recall that the class of espaliers is closed under so-called lower subespaliers,
and also under direct products of espaliers, see Proposition EEILA The following
lemma records some elementary facts about these notions. We leave its easy proof
to the reader.

LEMMA 4-4.2.

(i) Let K and L be espaliers, let p: K — L be a lower embedding (see
Lemma B=13). Then the rule Ag(z) — Ap(p(x)) defines a lower em-
bedding from Drng K into Drng L.

(ii) Let (L,<,L1,~) be an espalier, let S be a lower subset of Drug L, put

K={zeL|AL(x) € S}.

Then K is a lower subespalier of L, and the rule Ak (z) — Ar(x) defines
an isomorphism from Drng K onto S.

(iii) Let (Li)ier be a family of espaliers, let L = [],c; L; be its direct product.
Then the rule (Ap,(z:))ier = AL((x;)icr) defines an isomorphism from
[I;c; Drng L; onto Drng L.
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In the context of Lemma E=Z2(i), we shall of course write Drng ¢: Drng K —
Drng L to denote the map that sends Ag (z) to Ar(p(x)), for every = € K.

As a consequence of Lemma EELZA the dimension ranges of members of D-
universal classes of espaliers can be nearly anything reasonable.

PROPOSITION 4-4.3. Let € be a D-universal class of espaliers.

(i) If every bounded lower subespalier of every member of € belongs to £, then
every bounded continuous dimension scale is isomorphic to the dimension
range of some bounded member of €.

(ii) If every lower subespalier of every member of € belongs to &, then every
continuous dimension scale is isomorphic to the dimension range of some
member of E.

PROOF. (i) Let S be a bounded continuous dimension scale, denote by a the
largest element of S. Since € is D-universal, there exists L € &£ such that S is
(isomorphic to) a lower subset of Drng L. Let a € L such that Ay (a) = a, put K =
(a], a lower subespalier of L. It follows from the assumption and Lemma E=Z2(1)
that K belongs to € and Drng K is isomorphic to S. Observe that K is bounded.

(ii) Let S be a continuous dimension scale. Since & is D-universal, there exists
L € € such that S is (isomorphic to) a lower subset of Drng L. Put K = {z € L |
Ar(z) € S}. Tt follows from the assumption and Lemma E=L2(ii) that K belongs
to € and Drng K is isomorphic to S. O

The following result gives us a sufficient condition for D-universality.

LEMMA 4-4.4. Let € be a class of espaliers satisfying the following conditions:

(i) & is closed under finite direct products.

(ii) For every ordinal vy and every complete Boolean space ), there are Ly,
Lu, Lt € € such that C(Q,Z,) has a lower embedding into Drng Ly,
C(Q,R,) has a lower embedding into Drng Ly, and C(S2,2,) has a lower
embedding into Drng L.

Then & is D-universal.

PrOOF. It follows from Lemma B=Z2 and assumptions (i), (ii) above that for
every ordinal v and any complete Boolean spaces €, Qry, and g, there exists
L € € such that the continuous dimension scale

C(QI,ZV) X C(QH,R.Y) X C(QIH, 27)
embeds into Drng L. The conclusion follows from Theorem B89 O

The results of Section B=4] will make it possible to prove further results of D-
universality.

4-5. Existence of large constants

Taking account of the various examples of espaliers discussed in the Introduc-
tion, one is led to the conjecture that the appearance of large cardinal values in the
functional representation of the dimension range of an espalier should be closely
related to the existence of certain large orthogonal sums within the espalier. (See
also the proof of Lemma E=31) Moreover, in the construction of espaliers of dif-
ferent types, we will need to know what ingredients will ensure that the dimension
range of an example will be as large as desired. In the present section, we provide
some answers to the above questions.
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Standing hypotheses: L is an espalier, S is the dimension range
of L, and A: L — S is the canonical map. Moreover, Q, Qy,
Qur, Qun are as in Section B=d.

Let v be the ordinal and p: S — C(,2,) the dimension
function defined in Section B=0.

We put S = C(Q1, Zy; 1, Ry; Quir, 24). We pick a lower
embedding 6: Sgn — S as in Proposition B=CY. Let e: S — S
be the corresponding lower embedding defined in Section B=8.

LEMMA 4-5.1. Let a, b € L be purely infinite elements with a < b. Suppose that
there is an infinite cardinal k such that k-b S b but k- ¢ L a for all nonzero c € L.
Then a <iem b-

PROOF. Suppose z € L and b < a @ z. Because of general comparability in L
(Proposition and comment following), there is some p € ProjS such that
p-a<p-zandpt- -z <pt-a Now

probS(ptra)@(pt ) Spt(2-a)~pta

by Lemmas EET.29 and Moreover, these lemmas imply & - (p* - b) < p* - b,
and so we have & - (p* - b) < a. Our assumptions on a now imply that p* - b
and hence b = p - b by Lemma
Since p - a is purely infinite and p-a < p-x, we have (p-a) @ (p-z) ~ p-x, and
SO
b=p-bS(p-a)®(p z)~p-a<ua

Therefore a Syem b. [l

In many examples of espaliers, the orthogonality relation coincides with dis-
jointness in the (partial) lattice: a L b <= a Ab = 0. Let us abbreviate this
condition by the symbol (L = A0).

LEMMA 4-5.2. Assume (L= A0). Let x € L be purely infinite, and let n be
an infinite cardinal such that x is not equal to any orthogonal sum of more than n
nonzero elements. Lety € L and let B > n be a cardinal number such that 5-x ~ y.

Then y does not majorize any orthogonal sum of more than 3 nonzero elements.
In particular, o - u Ly for all « > B and all nonzero u € L.

PROOF. By assumption, y = @;ecry; with |I| = 8 and each y; ~ 2. Suppose
that y > @,esz; where |J| > 8 and all z; # 0. Since z; Ay # 0, we have z; L y.
Axiom (L4) then yields a finite subset I; C I such that z; £ ©;er;y;. Since the
set of finite subsets of I has cardinality 3, the fibres of the map j — I; cannot
all have cardinality at most 8. Hence, there exist a subset J' C J with |J/| > S
and a finite subset I’ C I such that I; = I’ for all j € J'. Thus, the element
y* = @iery; satisfies z; L y*, and so z; Ay* # 0, for all j € J', because of
(L= A0). Consequently, y* majorizes an orthogonal sum of more than 8 nonzero
elements, and after adjoining an additional element if necessary, we may assume
that y* equals such an orthogonal sum. However, y* ~ x because x is purely
infinite, and so Axiom (L6) implies that z is an orthogonal sum of more than S
nonzero elements. This contradicts our hypotheses. ([l

LEMMA 4-5.3. Assume (L= A0). Let x € L be purely infinite, put p = cc(x),
and let o be an ordinal such that x is not equal to any orthogonal sum of more
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than N, nonzero elements. Let y € L and let 7 be an ordinal with Ry - x ~ y.

Then (p | R;) is defined, and (p | N;) < A(y).

PROOF. We proceed by induction on 7.

Assume first that 7 = 0. The set X = {a € S| | cc(a) = p} is nonempty, as it
contains A(x). Since the element (p | 0) = 0 is removable from any element of L, the
element (p | Ng) is defined as the least element of X. Thus, (p | Rg) < A(z) < A(y).

Next, suppose that 7 = p+ 1 for some ordinal p. There is some z < y such that
Ry, ~ z. By induction, (p | R,) is defined, and (p | 8,) < A(z). Now (p | N,) =
A(a) for some purely infinite a < z, and Lemma B=0.2 shows that Ry, - u £ 2z for
all nonzero v € L. On the other hand, since N,4, - & ~ y, we have N, -y ~ y.
Hence, 2z Srem y by Lemma E=5] and so @ Syem 3. Therefore (p | R,) <rem A(y).
Since A(y) is a purely infinite element with central cover p, it follows that (p | X;)
is defined and majorized by A(y).

Finally, suppose that 7 is a limit ordinal. For each ordinal p < 7, there exists
yp < y such that R,1, -z ~ y,. By induction, (p|X,) is defined and (p | R,) <
A(yp) < A(y). Therefore (p | ;) is defined, and (p | R;) =V, (p[R,) < A(y).

O

PROPOSITION 4-5.4. Assume (L= A0). Letx, y € L be purely infinite elements
such that cc(x) = cc(y) = 1, and let o, T be ordinals, such that x is not equal to
any orthogonal sum of more than X, nonzero elements, and Ny, -x ~y. Then the
following statements hold:

(i) n(A(y))(a) =R, for all a € Q.
(ii) There exists a purely infinite element u, € L such that u(A(ur)) equals
the constant function with value N.
(iii) Set L, = [0,u;] C L, and restrict <, L, ~ from L to L,. Then L, is an
espalier, and Drng L, =2 C(Q, Z;; Qu1, Re; Quir, 24).

PROOF. (i) In view of LemmaB=53 (1 | R,) is defined and majorized by A(y).
Since 1 € a for all a € Q, we get u(A(y))(a) > R, for all a.

(ii) Because of (i), the lower embedding ¢ : S < S sends A(y) to a function
f € S with f(a) > X, for all a € Q. In particular, 7 < «, and S contains the
constant function ¢, with ¢,(a) = R, for all a € Q. Since ¢ is a lower embedding,
there is some w, € S such that e(w;) = .. Note that w, is purely infinite, because
t; is. Hence, p(w;) = e(w;) = t;. It just remains to note that w, = A(u,) for
some purely infinite element u, € L.

(iii) That L, is an espalier follows from Proposition E=T2(i). It is clear that
Drng L, is isomorphic to the submonoid S; = [0, A(u.)] € S. Since ¢ is a lower
embedding, it maps S, isomorphically onto C(Q, Z,; Qu1, R-; Qur1, 24). O

In case (L= A0) does not hold, it is not clear whether large orthogonal sums
are sufficient to imply large constants. For use in that situation, we record the
following more elementary approach.

LEMMA 4-5.5. Let k be an infinite cardinal, and (be)n,<e<w @ family of purely
infinite elements of S (indexed by infinite cardinals). Set p = cc(by,). For all
infinite cardinals &€ < 1 < Kk, assume that be < by, but q(b,) % q(be) for all nonzero
projections ¢ < p. Then (p | k) is defined, and (p | &) < b.
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PRrOOF. We show, by induction on &, that (p | £) is defined and majorized by be,
for all infinite cardinals £ < k. Since by, is a purely infinite element with central
cover p, it is clear from the definition that (p | Ro) is defined and (p | Rg) < by, -

Next, suppose that £ is an infinite cardinal less than k, such that the element
a = (p|§) is defined and a < be. Note that the elements a and p(be+) both have
central cover p. By assumption, ¢(be+) £ ¢(a) for all nonzero projections ¢ < p,
whence Corollary P=5.TH implies that (p| &) = a <iem p(be+). Thus, (p|£T) is
defined and (p | £1) < p(be+) < be+.

Finally, if £ is a limit cardinal less than or equal to k, such that (p|n) is
defined and majorized by b, for all infinite cardinals n < &, then (p | ) < b¢ for

all , whence (p | §) = Vy,<,<¢ P [ 7) is defined and (p | §) < be. O

PROPOSITION 4-5.6. Let T be an ordinal and (To)a<r a family of purely infinite
elements of L with central cover 1. For all ordinals o < < 7, assume that xo S g
but q - x3 L q - xo for all nonzero projections ¢ € ProjS. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) p(A(z,))(a) >N, for all a € Q.
(ii) There exists a purely infinite element u, € L such that u(A(ur)) equals
the constant function with value W;.
(iii) Set L, = [0,u,] C L, and restrict <, 1, ~ from L to L. Then L. is an
espalier, and Drng L, = C(Qq, Z;; Qi1 Ry ; Qi 27).

PROOF. (i) Set bx, = A(zq) for all ordinals a@ < 7. Then (b¢)x,<e<n, is a
family of purely infinite elements of S with central cover 1, such that for all infinite
cardinals £ < n < R,, we have b < b, but q(b,) £ q(be) for all nonzero g € ProjS.
Thus, by Lemma E=2H (1 | X;) is defined and (1 | X;) < A(z,). Since 1 € a for all
a €, we get u(A(z,))(a) > R, for all a.

(ii) and (iii) follow from (i) just as in Proposition E=541 O






CHAPTER 5

Classes of espaliers

5-1. Abstract measure theory; Boolean espaliers

DEFINITION 5-1.1. An espalier (L, <, L, ~) is Boolean, if L is a Boolean lattice
and z L yifand only if xt Ay =0, forall z, y € L.

Of course, the underlying Boolean algebra of a Boolean espalier is complete.
For a Boolean algebra B, we will denote by 1 p the canonical orthogonality relation
of B, that is, x L p y if and only if z Ay = 0, for all z, y € B. We say that a family
(ai)ier of elements of B is disjoint, if a; Aaj = 0 for all ¢ # j in I, and then we let
@icra; denote its join.

Many of the axioms defining the class of espaliers do not need checking in the
Boolean case.

PROPOSITION 5-1.2. Let B be a complete Boolean algebra, let ~ be a binary
relation on B. Then (B, <p, Lp,~) is a Boolean espalier if and only if the following
conditions hold:

(BO) = ~ 0 implies that x = 0, for all z € B.

(B1) The binary relation ~ is unrestrictedly refining, that is, for every a € B
and every disjoint family (b;):cr of elements of B, if a ~ @;crbi, then
there exists a decomposition a = ®;cra; such that a; ~ b; for all i € I.

(B2) The binary relation ~ is unrestrictedly additive, that is, for all disjoint
families (a;)icr and (b;)icr of elements of B, if a; ~ b; for all i € I, then
Gicra; ~ Dicrb;.

We leave to the reader the straightforward proof of Proposition
Boolean espaliers can often be constructed from the following objects.

DEFINITION 5-1.3. A Boolean pre-espalier is a pair (B, ~), where B is a Boolean
algebra and ~ is an equivalence relation on B satisfying Axioms (B0) and (B1).

We observe that the underlying Boolean algebra of a Boolean pre-espalier need
not be complete. We recall (see, for example, T. Jech [27]) that for every Boolean
algebra B, there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) complete Boolean algebra,
that we shall denote by B and call the completion of B, such that B is dense in B.
The following result makes it possible to extend to B any Boolean pre-espalier
structure on B.

LEMMA 5-1.4. Let (B,~) be a Boolean pre-espalier. Define a binary relation

*

~* on B by the rule

x ~* y <= there are are decompositions r = ®;c1x;, Y = DicrVi

such that z;, y; € B and x; ~ y;, for alli €I, (5-1.1)

89
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for all x, y € B. Then (B,~*) is a Boolean espalier. Furthermore, ~* is the
smallest equivalence relation ~' on B containing ~ such that (B,~") is an espalier.

We shall call ~* the espalier closure of ~.

PROOF. It is clear that every equivalence relation ~’ on B containing ~, such
that (B, ~') is an espalier, also contains ~*, hence it suffices to prove that (B, ~*)
is an espalier.

Since every element of B can be written @;¢crx;, where all the z;-s belong to B,
the binary relation ~* is reflexive. It is obviously symmetric. Now let a, b, c € B
such that a ~* b and b ~* ¢. There are decompositions of the form

/ /!
a = ®ierai, b= @icrb; = jesb;, ¢ = Sjescy,

with a; ~ b} in B, for all i € I, and b ~ ¢;, for all j € J. For any i € I, a; ~ b} =
©jes(biAb]), thus, since ~ satisfies (B1), there exists a decomposition a; = @jesai ;
with a;; ~ b; ADY, for all j € J. For j € J, since ¢; ~ b = @ier(b] A DY) and
by (B1), there exists a decomposition c; = @jerci; such that b A b ~ ¢; ;, for
all i € I. Therefore, a;j ~ c;j, for all (i,5) € I x J, and a = @(; jyerx.sai,; and
¢ = @i j)erxsCi,j; Whence a ~* c. Therefore, ~* is an equivalence relation on B.
It is obvious that ~* satisfies (BO).

Now let @ ~* @;crb; in B. By definition, there are decompositions a = @jg,]a;
and @;erbi = @jesb); such that ) ~ b}, for all j € J. For j € J, since a; ~ b =
Dier(bi A b;), there exists a decomposition a} = ®jera;,; such that a; ; ~ b; A b;,
for all € I. Observe that a = @©; j)erx.saij; put a; = ©jesa;, for alli € I. Thus
a = @jecra;, and, by the definition of ~*, a; ~* ®,cs(b; A b;) =b;, for all i € I.
Therefore, ~* satisfies (B1).

Finally let a = ®;ca; and b = @, 1b; with a; ~* b;, for all ¢ € I. By definition,
for all ¢ € I, there are decompositions a; = ®je s, a;; and b; = $jes,b; ;j such that
aij ~ by, foralli € I'and all j € J;. Put J = J,c;({i} x Ji), then a = @ ;e ai;
and b = @(; jyesbi,j, whence a ~* b. Therefore, ~* satisfies (B2). O

For a Boolean espalier (B,~) and a set I, we let the permutation group &;
of I act on the Boolean algebra B! by translation: namely,

(ox)(i) = 2(0~ (i), for all x € B! and all o € &;.

Next, let ~; be the equivalence relation on B! associated with this action and ~,
that is,

x ~yy < 3o € & such that y(i) ~ z(o(i)), for all z, y € B.

Since & acts on B! by automorphisms (of the Boolean algebra BY) and (B, ~) is
an espalier, it is easy to see that (B!, ~;) is a Boolean pre-espalier. Since B! is
already complete, the espalier closure of (B!, ~;) is an equivalence relation on B,
that we shall denote by ~!. For i € I, we denote by ¢;: B — B! the canonical
map, that is, ;(z)(j) is equal to x if i = j, to 0 otherwise, for all z € B and all

jeJ.
LEMMA 5-1.5. The following statements hold, for any i € I:

(i) The map p; is a lower embedding of espaliers.
(ii) The map Drng; is a lower embedding with dense image from B/~ into
Bl /~1
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PROOF. (i) It is obvious that ; is a (<, L)-isomorphism from B onto a lower
subset of B!, and that = ~ y implies that ¢;(z) ~! ©;(y), for all x, y € B. Now
suppose that ¢;(z) ~! ¢;(y). There are decompositions of the form z = ®cjz;
and y = @,eyy; in B such that ¢;(x;) ~; pi(y;), for all j € J. Hence x; ~ y;,
for all j € J, whence, since (B, ~) satisfies (B2), # ~ y. This completes the proof
of (i).

Let a € B! /~! be nonzero; so a = A(a), for some a € B!\ {0}. Since a has a
nonzero component, there are b € B\ {0} and o € & such that og;(b) < a. Hence,

0 < (Drng ¢i)(A(b)) = A(pi(b)) = Alowi(b)) < Ala) = a,
which completes the proof of (ii). O

For a Boolean algebra B, we define a cardinal number wd(B) by
wd(B) = sup{|X| | X is an antichain of B}.
Furthermore, for a set I, we put
supp(z) = {i € I | (i) # 0}, for all z € B'.

The coming set of lemmas, from B=T_f to B=T.§ is aimed at constructing Boolean
espaliers whose dimension ranges have large constants. Instead of accomodating
the results of Section E=E8lto the present context, we propose direct proofs, probably
of more interest to the Boolean algebra-oriented reader.

The following lemma expresses, essentially, the well-known fact that large
enough cardinals are preserved from the ground universe V' to the Boolean-valued
universe V5.

LEMMA 5-1.6. Let (B, ~) be a Boolean espalier, let I be a set. If x ~ y, then
|supp(y)| < |supp(x)| - wd(B), for all x, y € B'.

PROOF. Put k = |supp(z)| - wd(B). Since z ~! y, there are decompositions
of the form z = @ csx; and y = @jcsy; such that z; ~; y; for all j € J. By
decomposing further the z;-s and the y;-s as disjoint sums of elements of D =
Uicr il B\ {0}], we may assume, without loss of generality, that both x; and y;
belong to D, for all j € J. Hence, for all j € J, there are a(j), b(j) € I and Z;,
7; € B\ {0} such that z; = ¢,(;)(Z;) and y; = py(;) (7;). We observe that

supp(z) = {a(j) | j € J} and supp(y) = {b(j) | j € J}.
Put J; = {j € J | a(j) = i}, for all i € supp(z). Since the family (z;),cy, is the
image under ¢; of the antichain (Z;);cs, of B, the inequality |J;| < wd(B) holds.
Therefore,
[supp(y)| < [T = DY |l <k O
i€supp(x)
For a Boolean algebra B, a set I, and a subset X of I, we put X - 1 = (2;)ier,
where x; = 1g if i € X and o; = 0p if i ¢ X; hence X -1 € BY.

LEMMA 5-1.7. Let (B, ~) be a Boolean espalier, let I be a set. Then |X| = |Y]
implies that X -1~ Y -1, for all X, Y C I.

PRrROOF. Let 0: X — Y be a bijection. If X is finite, then ¢ can be extended to
a permutation 7 of I, thus X -1 ~/ 7(X-1) = Y- 1. Suppose now that X is infinite.
There exists a partition X = Xo U X; of X such that |Xo| = |X1| = |X]|. Put
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Y; = o[X;], for i < 2. Then the restriction of o from X; onto Y; can be extended
to a permutation 7; of I, for all ¢ < 2. Therefore,

X 1=Xo-DaX: 1)~ nXo-Don(Xi )=, e -1)=Y 1. O

The following lemma makes it possible to find Boolean espaliers with long
<,em-chains.

~

LEMMA 5-1.8. Let (B, ~) be a Boolean espalier, let o, B, m be infinite cardinals
such that wd(B) < a < 8 < m. Then the relation a-1 Spem B-1 holds in the espalier
(B™, ~™M).

PrOOF. Let x, y € B™ such that -1 = 2 ®y and =z ~™ « -1, we prove
that y ~™ S -1. It follows from Lemma B0 that |supp(z)] < «, thus, putting
Y = 8\ supp(z), we obtain that |[Y| = g and Y -1 < y. From Lemma BT it
follows that Y -1 ~ -1, whence 8-1 < g. Since y < 8- 1 and by Lemma BE=T.12
it follows that y ~™ 3 - 1. O

LEMMA 5-1.9. Let Q be a complete Boolean space, let v be an ordinal. Then
there exists a Boolean espalier (B, ~) such that B/~ = C(Q,Z,).

PROOF. Denote by D the complete Boolean algebra of clopen subsets of €.
Let 6 be an ordinal such that wd(D) < Ry, put m = wyy, endow the direct
power D™ with the previously introduced ~™ defined from the espalier (D,=). We
consider the map @g: D < D™ introduced earlier. It follows from LemmaBb=T-3 that
o is a lower embedding of espaliers and Drng ¢y is a lower embedding of continuous
dimension scales with dense image. In particular, Proj D™ = Proj D = D. Since {2
is isomorphic to the ultrafilter space of D, it follows from Theorems B=8d and E=39
that D™ /~™ has a lower embedding into an espalier of the form

S = C(Q, Ze; 1, Ra; Qu11, 24),

for some ordinal o and a partition 2 = Qp U Qr U Qqp of Q into clopen sets.
However, the continuous dimension scale D 2 C(£2,{0,1}) has a lower embedding
into D™ /~™ thus Q1 = Qi = & and Q = Q. Finally, it follows from LemmaB=TH
that the (y + 1)-sequence (A(wgie - 1))e<y is Krem-increasing in D™/~™, but all
the members of this sequence have central cover 1, thus the image of D™/~™ in
S contains a function whose values are all above N, in particular, C(2,Z,) has
a lower embedding into D™/~™. The argument of Proposition shows then
that there exists a bounded lower subespalier (B, ~) of (D™, ~™) such that B/~
is isomorphic to C(Q2, Z). O

LEMMA 5-1.10. Let 2 be a complete Boolean space, let v be an ordinal. Then
there exists a Boolean espalier (B, ~) such that B/~ = C(Q2,R,).

PROOF. The proof of Lemma B=T_T0 requires some familiarity with forcing and
complete Boolean algebras, in particular, the random real extension and two-step
iterated forcing, see [27]. We denote by B, the Boolean algebra of all Borel subsets
of the real unit interval [0, 1] modulo null sets, the random algebra, and by m: B,, —
[0,1] the Lebesgue measure on B,,. Furthermore, let © ~ y hold, if m(z) = m(y),
for all z, y € By, Let a =3, ; a;, for a family (a;)icr of elements of [0, 1], mean
that « is the supremum over all finite subsets J of I of ), ; a;. We need a couple
of standard facts on the measure m, summed up in the following claims.
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CrAamm 1.
(1) m(@ierzi) = Y ;e m(xs), for any disjoint family (x;)icr of elements
of B,,.
(ii) Let x € B, and let (a;)icr be a family of elements of [0,1]. If m(z) =
Zie[ «;, then there exists a decomposition x = @®;crx; in B, such that
m(z;) = g, for all i € I.

PROOF OF CLAIM. (i) Observe that the assumptions imply that the set {i € I |
x; > 0} is countable; the conclusion follows from countable additivity of Lebesgue
measure.

(ii) Again, {i € I | a; > 0} is countable, so we may assume without loss of
generality that I = w. It is then easy to construct inductively a nondecreasing
sequence (a;);<w of elements of [0, 1] satisfying the conditions m(z N [0, ae]) = ap
and m(zN[ay, @nt1]) = ang1, foralln < w. Put a = sup,,_, an, then 2o = 2\ [ao, a
and z, = x N [an, an+1], for all n < w, satisfy the desired conclusion. O Claim 1.

As an immediate corollary, we obtain the following claim.

Cram 2. The structure (B, ~) is a Boolean espalier, with dimension range
isomorphic to [0, 1].

Now we work under the assumptions of Lemma B=T_T0} Denote by C' the com-
plete Boolean algebra of clopen subsets of 2. We consider the quotient of the
Scott-Solovay C-valued universe V¢ of set theory under the equivalence relation
that identifies names & and g if and only if ||# = ¢|| = 1. We still denote by V¢ the
quotient, endowed with its natural Boolean value, so, now, || = y|| = 1 if and only
if x =y, for all x¢, y € V. Furthermore, let B,, denote the (equivalence class of
the) C-valued name for B, and put D = C x B,,, the two-step iterated forcing of
C by the random algebra of V¢. Hence D is the complete Boolean algebra of all
x € VC such that ||z € By || = 1, the partial ordering < being defined by = < y if
and only if || < y|| = 1. Hence, orthogonality in D is defined by = L y if and only
if | Ay =0|| = 1. Let ~ be the binary relation defined on D by @ ~ y if and only
if |l ~yl =1, forall &, y € D.

CLAM 3. The structure (D, ~) is a Boolean espalier.

PROOF OF CLAIM. It is obvious that ~ satisfies (B0). Now let @ ~ b in D,
with b decomposed as b = ®;¢rb;. If p — p* denotes the canonical embedding
from C into C x B,,, the relation p < ||z < y|| is equivalent to p* Az < y, for all
x,y € D. It is an easy exercise to deduce from this the relation Hb = @ieibiH =1,
where the symbol I denotes the canonical name in V< for I. Moreover,

lla ~ b|| = ||(Bw,~) is a Boolean espalier| = 1

and V¢ is a Boolean-valued model of set theory, in particular, V¢ satisfies Claim &1
Therefore,

Hﬂ(wi)iei such that a = ®,cjx; and x; ~ b;, for all i € f” =1

Since V¢ is full and the notion of function is absolute, there exists a family (a;)icr
of elements of D such that ||a; ~ b;|| =1, for all i € I, and

la = @craif =1.

Hence a = ®;cra; and a; ~ b;, for all i € 1. [J Claim 3.
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We shall now identify the dimension range of (D, ~). For every a € D, there
exists a unique o € V¢ such that ||a = m(a)|| = 1. Observe, in particular, that
0 <a<1||=1. We put a =¢(a).

We need the following standard fact.

CLAIM 4. There exists an isomorphism of partial commutative monoids from
C(,]0,1]) onto the set of a« € V such that ||0 < a < 1|| = 1, endowed with the
addition defined by v = o+ B if and only if |y =a+ 8| = 1.

ProOOF oF CraiM. This is a particular case of a much more general statement,
see, for example, [B5] Theorem 3.10]. O Claim 4.

From now on we identify the elements of C(£2, [0, 1]) with the C-valued names
of elements of [0, 1], via the isomorphism of ClaimBEl We obtain the following result.

CLAM 5. The map € can be factored through ~, to an isomorphism from D/~
onto C(£,10,1]).

PrOOF OF CLAIM. Fora, b € D, ¢(a) = ¢(b) if and only 1me(a) m(d)|| =1,

if and only if ||a ~b|| = 1, if and only if a ~ b. If ¢ € D and ¢ = a ® b, then
le =a@b| =1, thus ||m(c ) m(a) + m(b)|| = 1, thus e(c) = e(a) +¢<(b). Finally,
let o € C(€2,]0,1]). There exists a unique a € VC such that ||ja = [0, a]|| = 1, thus
a€ D ande(a ) = @, s0 ¢ is surjective. O Clalm 5.

The rest of the proof proceeds like in the proof of Lemma BT, of which
we shall keep the notation. It follows from Claim B that the Boolean algebra of
projections of (D, ~) is isomorphic to C, see Claim B in the proof of Theorem B=3.6
If 6 is an ordinal such that wd(D) < Ny and we put m = wgy~, then D™/~™ has a
<rem-increasing chain of length v + 1. Furthermore, observe that this time, since
C(Q,[0,1]) has a lower embedding into D™ /~™, Q = Qqip = & while Qp = Q, and
the image of D™/~™ in S contains a function with values above X.. Hence, there
exists a bounded lower subespalier (B, ~) of (D™, ~™) such that B/~ = C(Q},R,).

O

LEMMA 5-1.11. Let  be a complete Boolean space, let v be an ordinal. Then
there exists a Boolean espalier (B, ~) such that B/~ = C(, 2,).

PROOF. In order to give a proof of Lemma B=LTTl it is also convenient to be
familiar with forcing and complete Boolean algebras. We denote by C,, the Boolean
algebra of all Borel subsets of the Cantor space {0,1}* modulo meager sets, the
Cohen algebra. Furthermore, for x € C,, we define n(z) = Ny if z > 0 while
n(0) = 0. Let « ~ y hold, if n(z) = n(y), for all z, y € C,,.

Cram 1. The structure (Cy,,~) is a Boolean espalier, with dimension range
isomorphic to {0,Ng}.

PROOF OF CLAIM. Every nonzero element of C,, can be decomposed as a dis-
joint union of two (resp., w) nonzero elements of C,. Furthermore, if u = ;e u;
in C,, then {i € I | u; > 0} is countable. It follows easily that ~ satisfies (B1).
It obviously satisfies (B0O) and (B2). Since every nonzero element of C,, can be
decomposed as a disjoint union of two nonzero elements of C,, every element of C,,
is purely infinite. It follows that C,/~ = {0, Rg}. O Claim 1.
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Now we work under the assumptions of Lemma B=T_-T1l Denote by C' the com-
plete Boolean algebra of clopen subsets of . We define the (quotiented) Scott-
Solovay universe V¢ of set theory as in the proof of LemmaB=T_I01 Furthermore, let
C., denote the (equivalence class of the) C-valued name for C,,, and put D = CxC,,,
the two-step iterated forcing of C by the Cohen algebra of V. Hence D is the com-
plete Boolean algebra of all z € V¢ such that |z € C|| = 1, the partial ordering
< being defined by @ < y if and only if || < y|| = 1. Hence, orthogonality in D
is defined by L y if and only if ||z Ay = 0]] = 1. Let ~ be the binary relation
defined on D by x ~ y if and only if |z ~ y|| =1, for all , y € D.

The proof of the following Claim B is, mutatis mutandis, the same as the one
for Claim Bl in the proof of Lemma B=TT0

CLAIM 2. The structure (D, ~) is a Boolean espalier.

We shall now identify the dimension range of (D, ~). For every a € D, there
exists a unique @ € V¢ such that ||a = n(a)|| = 1. Observe, in particular, that
lac € {0,Np}]| = 1. We put a = e(a).

The analogue of Claim @l of Lemma B=TT0 takes the following simple form, with
a much more direct proof.

CLAIM 3. There exists an isomorphism of partial commutative monoids from
C(£,{0,R}) (isomorphic to C) onto the set of a € V' such that || € {0,Ro}|| = 1,
endowed with the addition defined by v = a4+ 3 if and only if ||y = a+ 8| = 1.

From now on we identify the elements of C(£2, {0, Ro}) with the C-valued names
of elements of {0,Rg}, via the isomorphism of Claim Bl We obtain the following
result.

CLAM 4. The map € can be factored through ~, to an isomorphism from D/~
onto C(£2,{0,Rg}).

PROOF OF CLAIM. The proof that ¢ is an embedding for < and for + is the
same as in the proof of Claim Hl of Lemma B=T.T0l Let o« € C(€2,{0,N¢}). There
exists @ € VY such that |ja = 0| = o =0]|, thus @ € D and e(a) = a, so ¢ is
surjective. O Claim 4.

The rest of the proof proceeds like in the proof of Lemma BELTO It follows
from Claim Hl that the Boolean algebra of projections of (D, ~) is isomorphic to C.
If 6 is an ordinal such that wd(D) < Ng and we put m = wg~, then D™/~™ has a
<Krem-increasing chain of length v + 1. Since C(€2, {0,Ng}) has a lower embedding
into D™/~™, Qp = Q1 = & while Qqp = €, and the image of D™/~™ in S contains
a function with values above R,. Hence, there exists a bounded lower subespalier
(B,~) of (D™, ~™) such that B/~ = C(£2, 2,). O

REMARK 5-1.12. Since the Boolean algebra C,, has an absolute (in set-theo-
retical sense) dense subalgebra, namely, the Boolean algebra F,, of clopen subsets
of {0,1}*, the forcing could, in principle, have been eliminated from the proof of
Lemma B=T.TTF for example, one could have taken for D the completion of C ® F,,
(the tensor product for Boolean algebras is just the coproduct). Such an argument
would not have worked for Lemma B=T.T0, because B, of the ground universe may
not be dense in the B, of a generic extension.

By Lemma B=Z4 and Proposition B=43(i), we thus obtain the following result.
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THEOREM 5-1.13. The class of Boolean espaliers is D-universal. Moreover,
every bounded continuous dimension scale is isomorphic to the dimension range of
some Boolean espalier.

5-2. Conditionally complete, meet-continuous, relatively
complemented, modular lattices

We first recall some basic lattice-theoretical definitions, see [I9]. A lattice
(L,V,A) is modular, if x > z implies that 2 A (y V 2) = (x Ay) V z, for all z, y,
z € L. We say that L is

— complemented, if it has a least element 0, a largest element 1, and every
x € L has a complement, that is, y € L such that tAy =0and zVvVy = 1.

— sectionally complemented, if it has a least element 0 and every sublattice
of the form [0, a], for a € L, is complemented;

— relatively complemented, if every sublattice of the form [a,b], for a < b
in L, is complemented.

In general, these notions are unrelated. However, in the modular case, the
following implications hold:

complemented = sectionally complemented = relatively complemented.

We say that the lattice L is complete, if every subset of L has an infimum—
equivalently, every subset of L has a supremum. We say that L is conditionally
complete, if every nonempty bounded subset of L has an infimum—equivalently,
the interval [a, b] is complete, for all a < b in L. We say that L is meet-continuous,
if for every a € L and every upward directed subset X of L admitting a supremum,
the equality aA\/ X = \/(aAX) holds, where we put aAX = {aAx | z € X}. If the
dual condition holds, L is called join continuous, and if both conditions hold, L is
continuous. (This definition of continuity is not equivalent to the one presented in
G. Gierz et al. [T4], which is nowadays often called “Scott continuity”.) A contin-
uous geometry is any complete, complemented, modular, continuous lattice. (This
is the current terminology; von Neumann’s original definition included hypotheses
of irreducibility and lack of chain conditions. What we have called a continuous
geometry was called a “reducible continuous geometry” or a “continuous geometry
in the general sense” in some of the older literature.)

The dimension monoid of a lattice L, see [56], is the commutative monoid
Dim L defined by generators A(a,b), for a < b in L, and the following relations:

(D0) A(a,a) =0, for alla € L.

(D1) A(a,c) = A(a,b) + A(b,c), for alla <b < cin L.

(D2) A(a,aVb)=A(aAbb), foralla,be L.

It is an open problem whether the dimension monoid of an arbitrary lattice is
always a refinement monoid, however, this is solved in a few important particular
cases: the case of finite lattices, of which the dimension monoids are so-called primi-
tive monoids, and the case of modular lattices, for which an alternative presentation
of the dimension monoid is given that implies refinement. We shall concentrate here
on the latter.

In a modular lattice L with zero, let x L y hold, if t Ay =0, for any =, y € L,
and then we define x @y = x V y. The following result is folklore, see, for example,
[56l, Proposition 8.1]; it says, essentially, that @ is associative in modular lattices.
We state it in a way that relates it to the axioms defining espaliers.
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PROPOSITION 5-2.1. Let L be a modular lattice with zero. Then the relation L
on L satisfies (L2).

In a modular lattice L, we define the binary relations ~ (perspectivity), ~o (bi-
perspectivity), = (projectivity), and & (projectivity by decomposition) as follows:

r~y <= Jdzsuchthat t D z=y D z;
T ~g Yy <= Jz such that x ~ z ~ y;
rry < dneN, dzg,...,zpsuchthat x =290 ~ 21 ~ - ~ 2, = ¥;
rRy <= IneN Jrg~yp,. -, Tn-1~ Yn_1
such that x = ®;<nx; and y = Bj<ny;-

In case L is a relatively complemented lattice with zero, the dimension monoid
Dim L of L is generated by the elements A(z) = A(0,z), for x € L (see [56,
Proposition 9.1]). We define the dimension range of L as Drng L = {A(z) | z € L}.
In case L is also modular, Drng L can be endowed with the partial addition defined
by
Aa) + A(b) = A(a®b), for all a, b € L such that a L b.

Furthermore, the partial commutative monoid Drng L. determines the commutative
monoid Dim L, and any equality of the form A(a) = A(b) can be tested in a very
simple way, see Corollaries 9.4 and 9.5 in [56] and Proposition B=.T3 of the present
paper.

PROPOSITION 5-2.2. Let L be a sectionally complemented modular lattice. Put
S = Drng L. Then the following statements hold:

(i) A(a) = A(D) if and only if a = b, for all a, b € L.

(ii)) Dim L = S, the universal monoid of S.

This is the point where the theory of espaliers and continuous dimension scales
comes in. Our plan is to associate, with a sectionally complemented, modular
lattice L, an espalier L* such that the dimension range of L, as defined above, is
the dimension range of L*. The structure L* is simply defined as (L, <, L, =), for
those 1 and = defined above, so all we need to do is find sufficient conditions for it
to be an espalier. The following lemma sums up some of the hardest (in particular
item (i)) and most useful results of [56].

LEMMA 5-2.3. Let L be a conditionally complete, meet-continuous, sectionally
complemented, modular lattice. Then the following statements hold:

(i) = &y if and only if there are decompositions x = xo D1 and y = yo D y1
in L such that xg ~ yo and x1 ~ y1, for all x, y € L.

(ii) Let a, b € L and let (b;)icr be a family of elements of L. If a ~ ®;erb;,
then there exists a decomposition a = ®icra; such that a; ~ b;, for all
iel.

(ili) Let (a;)icr and (bj)jes be families of elements of L such that @icra; =
©jesbj. Then there are families (v ;) jyerxs and (Yij)i,jyerxs of ele-
ments of L such that

a; = BjeiTij, foralli eI,
bj = ®i61yi,j; fO’f’ a”] (S J,
and x; j ~2 yi ;, for all (i,7) € I x J.
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PRrROOF. (i) follows immediately from Lemma 10.4 and Theorem 13.2 in [56].

(ii) There exists ¢ € L such that a ® ¢ = b@ c. Let 7: [0,b] — [0,a] be the
perspective mapping with axis ¢, that is, 7(x) = (x ® ¢) A a, for all z € [0,b)].
Put a; = 7(b;), for all ¢ € I. Since 7 is an isomorphism from [0,b] onto [0, a], the
equality a = @;cra; holds. Furthermore, a; is perspective to b; with axis ¢, for all
1e I

The proof of (iii) is virtually the same as the one of [56, Lemma 12.17], except
that we replace countable families by transfinite ones. We give the proof here for
the convenience of the reader. So, let A and x be ordinals, let (aq)a<x and (bg)s<x
be orthogonal families of elements of L such that ®,<xaa = $g<xbg. We put

Uy = De<als, for all o < A,
bs = Dp<pby, for all g < k.
Furthermore, we put ¢ 5 = (@a+1 A bg) V (@ Abgr1) and dy g = Gat1 A bgi1, for

all @ < A and all 8 < k. Since ca,3 < do,g and L is sectionally complemented,
there exists zo,g € L such that co g @ 24,58 = dao -

CrLAaM 1. The statement (Go A bg) © (By<pzan) = Gat1 A bg holds, for all
a < Xand all B < k.

PRrROOF OF CLAIM. We prove the conclusion by induction on 5. It is trivial for
B = 0. For 8 a limit ordinal, it follows easily from the meet-continuity of L and the
induction hypothesis. Now suppose having proved the statement at step 5, we prove
it at step B4 1. It follows from the induction hypothesis that ©,<gza,n < Cat1 /\l_m,
thus

Ta Abgr1 A (Dy<pzan) = ([@a A1) A (@ar1 Abg) A (By<pzan)
= (Ta Nbg) A Dy<pzan
= ()7
that is, @a A bgt1 L ®y<pZa,y. Furthermore,
(@a Abg+1) © (Bn<pzan) = (@a Abgs1) V (@ Abg) V (By<pzan)
= (@a Abg11) V (Gat1 Abp)
(by the induction hypothesis)
= Ca,B,
whence
do.p = Ca,p D Za,p
((aa Absi1) @ (@n<62a7n)) D 2a,p
= (@a A bpt1) B (Brp<piizan)- O Claim 1.

Of course, by symmetry, the following claim is also valid.

CLAIM 2. The statement (G, Abg) ® (®e<aze ) = GaAbsi1 holds, for all a < )
and all B < k.

In particular, using Claim [l for § = & yields that @n ® (Py<rzan) = Ta D aa,
thus ®p<x2a,y ~ ao. Thus, by item (ii) above, there exists a decomposition of the
form aq = @y<r®a,y such that x4, ~ 24y, for all n < k. Similarly, for all 8 < &,



5-2. COMPLETE MEET-CONTINUOUS LATTICES 99

there exists a decomposition of the form bg = ®¢<aye,g such that z¢ g ~ y¢ 3, for
all £ < A. It follows that x¢, ~2 ye ), for all £ < o and n < B, and the x¢ ,-s and
Ye n-s are as desired. 0

PROPOSITION 5-2.4. Let L be a conditionally complete, meet-continuous, sec-
tionally complemented, modular lattice. Then L* = (L, <, L,=) is an espalier, and
Drng L = Drng L*.

PROOF. The verifications in L* of Axioms (L1) to (L5) and (L8) are either
trivial or immediate consequences of the assumptions and Proposition B=2.11

Let a, b, b; (for i € I) be elements of L such that a & b and b = ®;c1b;. By
LemmaB=Z3(i), there are o’, a”, b', b € L such that a = o’ ®a”, b =b'®b", a’ ~ V',
and a” ~ V", Applying Lemma B=Z3(iii) to the equality b’ &b” = ®;crb;, we obtain
decompositions V' = @erx}, V' = Bicrzl, by = y, @ yl/, for all i € I, such that
xf ~o y; and xf ~o yf, for all i € I. Since a’ ~ b’ = Bjicrx} and a” ~ b = B,
there are, by Lemma B=2Z3(ii), decompositions a’ = @;cra; and a” = @B,eral such
that af ~ 2} and af ~ 2, for all ¢ € I. Observe that a = o’ ® 0" = @®;cra;, where
we put a; = a} ® a, for all ¢ € I. Furthermore, a; = b;, for all i € I. Hence = is
unrestrictedly refining (Axiom (L6)).

The proof that = is unrestrictedly additive (Axiom (L7)) is virtually the same
as [B6, Proposition 13.9], except that countable families are replaced by arbitrary
families.

The statement that Drng L = Drng L* follows immediately from Proposi-

tion B=22(i). O

COROLLARY 5-2.5. The dimension monoid of any conditionally complete, meet-
continuous, sectionally complemented, modular lattice is a (total) continuous di-
mension scale.

PRrROOF. By Propositionb=24l L* is an espalier and Drng L = Drng L*, thus, by
TheoremB=3d S = Drng L is a continuous dimension scale. By Corollary B=8TT] S
is also a continuous dimension scale, but by Proposition bB=22, Dim L is isomorphic
to S , thus it is a continuous dimension scale. O

Hence we can complete the program of determining the dimension theory of
conditionally complete, meet-continuous, relatively complemented, modular lattices
initiated by I. Halperin and J. von Neumann in [22].

THEOREM 5-2.6. The dimension monoid of any conditionally complete, meet-
continuous, relatively complemented modular lattice is a (total) continuous dimen-
sion scale.

PROOF. Let L be a conditionally complete, meet-continuous, relatively com-
plemented modular lattice. The interval [a,b] is a conditionally complete, meet-
continuous, complemented modular lattice, for all @ < b in L, thus, by Corol-
lary B=21 its dimension monoid Dim[a, b] is a continuous dimension scale. Fur-
thermore, if ' < a < b < V' in L, then the natural map from Dim[a,b] to
Dim[a’, ] is, by [66] Corollary 13.5], a lower embedding of commutative monoids.
Express the lattice L as the direct limit of the direct system J of its closed intervals.
Since the Dim functor preserves direct limits, it follows from Lemma B=LT0 that
Dim L = lig[m b Dimla, b] is a continuous dimension scale. O
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We say that a (von Neumann) regular ring R is right continuous, if the lat-
tice L(R) of all principal right ideals of R (cf. [I7, Theorem 2.3]) is complete and
meet-continuous. In particular, every right self-injective regular ring is right con-
tinuous, see [17), Corollary 13.5]. The connection between the present section and
the upcoming Section B=3is made possible by the following immediate consequence
of [56l, Corollary 13.4].

PROPOSITION 5-2.7. Let R be a right continuous reqular ring. Then the fol-
lowing statements hold:

(i) The monoid V(R) of isomorphism classes of finitely generated projec-
tive right R-modules is isomorphic to the dimension monoid Dim L(R)
of L(R).

(ii) Two principal right ideals I and J of R are isomorphic if and only if
there are decompositions I = Iy ® Iy and J = Jg ® J1 such that Iy ~ Jy
and Iy ~ Ji. In particular, I = J if and only if I = J in the lattice
L(R).

The results of Section below imply that the espaliers of the form L* ap-
pearing in Proposition B=24] form a D-universal class. Here is a slightly sharper
statement.

THEOREM 5-2.8. The class of espaliers of the form (L, <, 1 ,%), where L is a
complete, meet-continuous, complemented, modular lattice, is D-universal.

PrOOF. It follows from Theorem B=3T4 below that every continuous dimension
scale admits a lower embedding into the dimension range of an espalier of the
form (L(R),C, 1,2, for some regular, right self-injective ring R. It follows from
Proposition B=27(ii) that the relations 2 and = on L£(R) coincide. Since L(R) is a
complete, meet-continuous, complemented, modular lattice, the conclusion follows.

O

In particular, it follows from Propositions b=Z4] and B=27 and Theorem B=3.14
that every continuous dimension scale admits a lower embedding into Dim £(R),
for some regular, right self-injective ring R. Observe again that £(R) is a complete,
meet-continuous, complemented, modular lattice.

COROLLARY 5-2.9. The dimension monoids of conditionally complete, meet-
continuous, sectionally (resp., relatively) complemented, modular lattices are ex-
actly the total continuous dimension scales.

Hence, validating the possibility suggested in F. Wehrung [67], the dimension
theory of conditionally complete, meet-continuous, relatively complemented, mod-
ular lattices is completely elucidated.

5-3. Self-injective regular rings and nonsingular injective modules

For notation, terminology, and standard results on the topics of this section,
we refer to [I8, 05, M7]. Throughout the section, let R denote a (von Neumann)
regular (unital) ring; after some preliminary results, we shall assume that R is also
right self-injective, that is, R is injective as a right module over itself.

Let £(R) denote the collection of principal right ideals of R. Regularity implies
that £L(R) is a complemented modular lattice, in which finite suprema and infima
are given by sums and intersections, respectively (e.g., [I7, Theorem 2.3]). Define



5-3. SELF-INJECTIVE REGULAR RINGS 101

orthogonality in £(R) to mean lattice disjointness: A 1 B if and only if ANB = 0.
For an equivalence relation on £(R), we shall use =, that is, isomorphism of right
R-modules.

A small amount of category-theoretical notation will be helpful in dealing with
R-modules. We write Mod-R for the category of all right R-modules, and add-A
for the full subcategory of Mod-R whose objects are all direct summands of finite
direct sums of copies of a given module A. In particular, the objects of add-R are
precisely the finitely generated projective right R-modules. An expression such as
“A € Mod-R” will abbreviate the assertion that A is an object in the category
Mod-R. We write E(A) to stand for an arbitrary injective hull of a module A, and
if k is a cardinal, x - A stands for a direct sum of k copies of A. For A, B € Mod-R,
write A < B to mean that A is isomorphic to a submodule of B. If A, B € add-R
and A < B, then regularity of R implies that A is isomorphic to a direct summand
of B [I7, Theorem 1.11].

We use the notation V(R) for the monoid of isomorphism classes of objects from
add-R (in which the addition operation is induced from the direct sum operation on
modules). To match our notation for dimension ranges, we shall denote elements of
V(R) in the form A(A), rather than using a more common notation like [A]. This
involves a slight but unproblematic abuse of notation in case A € L(R), since the
element A(A) € V(R) stands for the isomorphism class of A within the class of all
right R-modules, whereas once we have made £(R) into an espalier, the notation
A(A) will also be used for the image of A in Drng £(R), and in the latter case A(A)
stands for the isomorphism class of A within L£(R).

LEMMA 5-3.1. For any regular ring R, the monoid V(R) is a refinement mon-
oid, the interval [0, A(R)] C V(R) is a partial refinement monoid, and V(R) is the
universal monoid of [0, A(R)].

PROOF. Refinement in V(R) is given by [I7, Theorem 2.8], and it is clear that
S = [0,A(R)] is a partial submonoid of V(R), hence a partial refinement monoid
in its own right. Since every object in add-R is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of
principal right ideals of R [I7, Proposition 2.6], every element of V(R) is a sum of
elements of S.

Let U denote the universal monoid of S, with canonical map ¢: S — U. There
exists a unique homomorphism ¢: U — V(R) such that ¢¥¢: S — V(R) is the
inclusion map. Given 2 € V(R), write z = ), x; for some elements z; € S, and
set O(x) = > ., ¢(x;) € U; this is well defined by refinement. Hence, we obtain
a homomorphism 0: V(R) — U. Obviously 4 is the identity map on V(R), and
0y ¢ = ¢, whence 01 is the identity map on U. Therefore v is an isomorphism. [J

We next determine the projections on V(R) and on [0, A(R)]. This requires
working with orthogonality in V' (R) (as defined in Section Z=2), which is determined
as follows [T, Proposition 2.21]: For any A, B € add-R, we have

A(A) L A(B) <= Homg(A, B) = 0 <= Hompg(B, A) = 0.

Let B(R) denote the set of all central idempotents in R; this is a Boolean algebra
whose operations are given by the rules

eNf=cef eVf=e+f—ef ed=1-c¢
07, p. 83]. If R is right self-injective, B(R) is complete [T, Proposition 9.9].
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LEMMA 5-3.2. Let R be a regular ring.
(i) For any e € B(R), there is a projection p. on V(R) such that p.A(A) =
A(Ae) for all A € add-R. Moreover, p- = p1_.
(ii) The rule e — p. defines an isomorphism B(R) —» Proj V (R).
(iii) The rule e — peljo,a(r)) defines an isomorphism B(R) =5 Proj [0, A(R)].

PRrROOF. (i) It is clear that there is an endomorphism p. of V(R) such that
peA(A) = A(Ae) for all A € add-R. Moreover, A(A) = A(de) + A(A(1 — e)),
and A(A(1 —e)) L A(Be) for all B € add-R, so that A(A(1 —e)) € (p.V(R))™*.
Therefore p. € ProjV(R). Similarly, py_. € ProjV(R), and we observe that
V(R) = p.V(R) ® p1_.V(R). Therefore p;_. = p+.

(i) Let e, f € B(R). If e < f, then e = fe, whence peps = p. and so p. < py.
Conversely, if p. < py, then pe(z) < ps(x) for all z € V(R) (Lemma E=3(i)),
whence Re < Rf (taking x = A(R)). Consequently, Re(1 — f) =0, and so e < f.
This shows that the map e — p, is an order-embedding of B(R) into Proj V(R).

Given p € Proj V(R), we have A(R) = pA(R) +ptA(R), and so R =1@® J for
some right ideals I, J such that A(I) = pA(R) and A(J) = p-A(R). There is an
idempotent e € R such that eR = I and (1—e)R = J. Moreover, A(I) L A(J), and
thus Hompg (7, J) = 0. This homomorphism group being isomorphic to (1—e)Re, we
conclude that e € B(R) [I7, Lemma 3.1]. In particular, we can now write I = Re
and J = R(1 —e). Any A € add-R is isomorphic to a direct summand of n - R
for some positive integer n, whence pA(A) < npA(R) = nA(Re) = p.(nA(R)).
On the other hand, Ae is isomorphic to a direct summand of n - (Re), and so
PeA(A) < nA(Re) = p(nA(R)). Since pV(R) and p.V(R) are ideals of V(R), it
follows that they are equal, and therefore p = pe.

(iii) This is proved in the same manner as (ii). O

Recall that we have defined orthogonality in L(R) by the rule A 1| B «—
AN B = 0. When this occurs, the right ideal A 4+ B is both the orthogonal sum
of A and B within £(R) and the module-theoretic direct sum of A and B, so
that the two uses of the expression A @ B coincide. However, infinite orthogonal
sums in £(R) (when they exist) cannot be module-theoretic direct sums, since the
direct sum of an infinite family of nonzero modules is not finitely generated. To
distinguish these cases, let us write @f‘e ;A; for the orthogonal sum of a family
(Ai)ier of elements of L(R) and €D, ; A; for the module-theoretic direct sum. (For
either to exist, the family (A;);c; must be independent.)

PROPOSITION 5-3.3. Let L(R) be the lattice of principal right ideals of a reg-
ular, right self-injective ring R. Then (L(R),C, L,2) is an espalier, and its di-
mension range is isomorphic to the interval [0, A(R)] C V(R). Consequently, both
[0, A(R)] and V(R) are continuous dimension scales. In case R is purely infinite,

Drng L(R) 2 V(R).

Proor. By [I7, Corollary 13.5], £L(R) is complete and upper continuous (=
meet-continuous). In particular, Axiom (L1) holds. As shown in the proof of [I7,
Proposition 13.3], arbitrary infima in £(R) are given by intersections, while the
supremum of a family (A;);e; of elements of L(R) is the unique principal right
ideal of R which contains ), ; A; as an essential submodule. Since R is right
self-injective, \/;c; Ai = E(Q_,c; Ai). Hence, if (A;)icr is an orthogonal family,
®i= A = E(B;er Ai).
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Axioms (L2), (L3), (L5), and (L8) are clear, (L2)(iv) and (L8) being standard
properties of submodules of arbitrary modules. Axioms (L4), (L6), and (L7) are
basic properties of injective hulls. Therefore £L(R) is an espalier. It is clear that
Drng L(R) =2 [0,A(R)]. If R is purely infinite, then n - R = R for all positive
integers n [I7, Theorem 10.16], in which case [0, A(R)] = V(R).

Finally, [0, A(R)] is a continuous dimension scale by Theorem E=39, and it
follows from LemmaB=3Tland Corollary B=8RTTlthat V(R) is a continuous dimension
scale. 0

For the remainder of the section, assume that R is right self-injective. Before
applying Theorem B=8 we show that the type decomposition of R (see [I8], Chap-
ter VII] or [I7, Chapter 10]) matches the type decomposition of V(R) (Definition
B=CR). Here it is natural to work with type decompositions of modules from add-R,
as in [I8, Theorem 7.2] and [I7, Theorem 10.31].

LEMMA 5-3.4. Let A € add-R. The following statements hold:

(i) A is an abelian, directly finite, or purely infinite module, respectively, if and
only if A(A) is a multiple-free, directly finite, or purely infinite element, re-
spectively, of V(R).

(i) A is of Type 1, 11, 111, respectively, if and only if A(A) lies in V(R)1, V(R)m,
V(R)1, respectively.

PROOF. (i) The equivalence for directly finite modules is clear from the defini-
tions, and the other two equivalences follow from [I8, Theorems 2.1, 6.2].

(ii) First, A(A) € V(R)m1 = V(R)#, if and only if Homg(B, A) = 0 for all
directly finite B € add-R, if and only if A has no nonzero directly finite direct
summands, if and only if A is of Type III [I8 p. 37]. Similarly, A(4) € V(R)L,
if and only if Hompg(B, A) = 0 for all abelian B € add-R, if and only if A has no
nonzero abelian direct summands. Consequently, A(A) € V(R); if and only if every
nonzero direct summand of A contains a nonzero abelian direct summand, while
A(A) € V(R) if and only if A has no nonzero abelian direct summands, but every
nonzero direct summand of A contains a nonzero directly finite direct summand.
Thus, the remainder of part (ii) follows from Theorems 5.1 and 5.5 of [18]. 0

COROLLARY 5-3.5. If R is of Type 1, 11, 111, respectively, then V(R) equals
V(R)1, V(R)u, V(R)u1, respectively.

ProoF. [I8, Theorem 5.11]. O

THEOREM 5-3.6. Let R be a regular, right self-injective ring, and write R =
R1 X Ryp X Ryr where Ry is of Type J. Let Qy be the ultrafilter space of B(Ry).
Then there exists an ordinal v such that V(R) is isomorphic to a lower subset of
C(QI,Z.Y) X C(QH,R,Y) X C(QIH,z,Y).

PROOF. Since V(R) = V(Ry)xV (Ry1) x V (Rin), it follows from Corollary B=31
that each V(R); = V(R;). By Proposition B=33, V(R) is a continuous dimension
scale, and using Lemma B=32(ii) we see that each €y is homeomorphic to the
ultrafilter space of Proj V(R);. Therefore the theorem follows from Theorem B=80

O

We now turn our attention to nonsingular injective modules, which allows us
to extend the above results to proper Continuous Dimension Scales, and which will
allow us to show that the espaliers of the form L£(R) form a D-universal class.
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Let NSI-R denote the full subcategory of Mod-R whose objects are all nonsin-
gular injective right R-modules. Note that if A € NSI-R, then add-A C NSI-R.
Let V(A) be the monoid of isomorphism classes of objects in add-A, where—as
above—we use A(B) to denote the isomorphism class of an object B. Note that
for B, C' € add-A, we have A(B) < A(C) if and only if B < C.

For A € NSI-R, let £L(A) denote the collection of those submodules of A which
are direct summands. Then £(A) is a complete, complemented, modular lattice,
with infima and suprema given just as in £(R) [I8, Propositions 1.3, 1.6]. We
define | in £(A) as in L(R).

LEMMA 5-3.7. Let A be a nonsingular injective right R-module, and set T =
Endg(A). Then T is a regular, right self-injective ring, and V(T) =2 V(A). Con-
sequently, V(A) is a dimension interval.

Moreover, (L(A),C, 1,2 is an espalier, isomorphic to (L(T),C, L,2). Con-
sequently, Drng L(A) = [0, A(A)] C V(A).

PROOF. For the first statement, see, for example, [I7, Corollary 1.23]. It is
well known that add-A is equivalent to the category of finitely generated projective
right T-modules (e.g., [31, Theorem 18.59]), and thus V(A) = V(T). Therefore,
Proposition b=33 implies that V(A) is a continuous dimension scale.

According to [I8, Proposition 1.8], there is a lattice isomorphism ¢: £L(T) —
L(A) given by the rule ¢(J) = JA. Any pair of right ideals of T is given by eT', fT
for some pair e, f of idempotents in 7', and it is well known that eT = fT if and
only if eA = fA (cf. the proof of [I7, Proposition 2.4]). Hence, ¢ is an isomorphism
of espaliers. It is clear that Drng £L(A) = [0, A(A)]. O

A major advantage of working with nonsingular injective modules is that any
set of such modules can be combined to form a new one, by taking the injective hull
of the direct sum. Consequently, we can pass from the category NSI-R to a proper
Continuous Dimension Scale which contains “arbitrarily large” elements. Thus, let
V(NSI-R) denote the (proper) Monoid consisting of all isomorphism classes A(A)
of objects A € NSI-R, with addition induced by direct sum. (To help keep set-
theoretic difficulties at bay, one might wish to pass from NSI-R to an equivalent
skeletal category—a category in which isomorphic objects are equal—before forming
this Monoid.) For any A € NSI-R, the ideal of V(NSI-R) generated by A(A) equals
the monoid V(A); in particular, this ideal is a set.

LEMMA 5-3.8. The Monoid V(NSI-R) is a Continuous Dimension Scale, and
V(R) is a generating lower subset of V(NSI-R).

PrOOF. If S is a lower subset of V(NSI-R), then S = {A(B;) | i € I} for some
set {B; | i € I} of objects from NSI-R. Form B = E(&,.; B;), and observe that
S C V(B). By Lemmas B3 and B=T4 V(B) and S are continuous dimension
scales. For any element a = A(A) € V(NSI-R), the class (a] is contained in the set
V(A) and so it is a set. Thus, Axiom (My) is satisfied in V' (NSI-R).

Since every object in add-R is injective (being a direct summand of some injec-
tive module n - R), we have add-R C NSI-R and V(R) C V(NSI-R). It is then clear
that V(R) is a lower subset of V(NSI-R). Given any nonzero object A € NSI-R,
choose a nonzero element © € A. By [17, Theorem 9.2], the cyclic module R
is both projective and injective. On the one hand, this means that xR € add-R
and A(zR) € V(R), while on the other, A(zR) < A(A). Thus, V(R) is dense in
V(NSI-R), and therefore V(NSI-R) satisfies Axiom (My,). O
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THEOREM 5-3.9. Let R be a regular, right self-injective ring, and write R =
Ry x Ryp x Rup where Ry is of Type J. Let Qy be the ultrafilter space of B(Ry).
Then
V(NSl—R) = C(QI,ZOO) X C(QH,ROO) X C(QHI, 200)

PRrROOF. As observed in the proof of Theorem B=3@ €2; is homeomorphic to
the ultrafilter space of ProjV(R)y for J = I, II, III. Let E be a finitary unit of
V(R)fin, and observe that since V(R) is dense in V(NSI-R), the set F is dense in
V(NSI-R)g,. Thus, E is a finitary unit of V(NSI-R). By Theorem B=T{LH and its
proof, there is a lower embedding

e V(NS|—R) — C(QI,ZOO) X C(QH,ROO) X C(QHI,ZOO)

(unique with respect to our choice of E) such that whenever A € NSI-R and R €
add-A, the restriction of € to V(A4) matches the embedding given in Theorem B=X0
To see that every function in C(€Q, Zso) X C(Q11, Roo) X C(111, 200) lies in the
image of ¢, it suffices to show that for any infinite cardinal x = R;, the constant
function t, with t,(x) = k for all z € Qp U Qy; U Qrpp lies in the image of €.

Set B = E(Xg - R), let X, be the cardinality of B, and set A = E(Ryy, - B).
In particular, B contains no direct sums of more than Y, nonzero submodules,
and V(R) C V(B) C V(A4). We may assume that B is an actual submodule
of A. By Lemma B=] restriction from V(A) to V(R) provides an isomorphism
ProjV(4) — ProjV(R).

According to Lemma B=37 £(A) is an espalier whose dimension range is iso-
morphic to V(A) (we have [0, A(A)] = V(A) because A is purely infinite). Now A
and B are purely infinite elements of £(A) with central cover 1, and B is not equal
to any orthogonal sum of more than Y, nonzero elements. The module-theoretic
statement E(R, .. - B) & A, when written in the symbolism of espaliers, says that
N,4r - B ~ A. Thus, Proposition B=5.4] implies that there exists a purely infinite
element C' € L(A) such that u(A(C)) equals the constant function with value R..
Therefore we have A(C) € V(NSI-R) with e(A(C)) = t., which completes the
proof of the theorem. (|

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem B=3 in view
of the fact that V(A) is a lower subset of V(NSI-R) for any A € NSI-R. If the
reader wishes to avoid proper Continuous Dimension Scales, this result can be
proved directly, using the same methods employed in the theorem.

COROLLARY 5-3.10. Let R be a regular, right self-injective ring, and write

R = Ry X Ri1 X R, where Ry is of Type J. Let Q5 be the ultrafilter space of B(Ry).

Given any ordinal 7y, there exists a nonsingular injective right R-module A such
that

V(A) = C(QI,Z.Y) X C(QH,R.Y) X C(QIH, 27). [l

To show that every continuous dimension scale appears as a lower subset of
some V(A), it only remains to construct regular, right self-injective rings of Types
I, II, IIT having arbitrary complete Boolean algebras as their Boolean algebras of
central idempotents. We shall make use of the concept of a mazimal quotient ring
(see, for example, [I5, Chapter 2], [31l §13]) in part of the process.

PROPOSITION 5-3.11. Given any complete Boolean algebra B, there exist requ-
lar, right self-injective rings Ry and R of Types I and 111, respectively, such that
B(RI) = B(RHI) = B.
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PRrROOF. The quickest way to obtain a Type I example is to take Ry to be B
itself, made into a ring in the canonical way. Then Rj is a commutative, regular,
self-injective ring in which all elements are idempotent, and B(R;) = B. For later
use, we note that since Ry is commutative, B 2 B(Ry) 2 L(Ry). The self-injectivity
of Ry implies that R is a continuous regular ring, thus yielding von Neumann’s
well-known result that B is continuous (see [I9, Lemma II.4.10]). Since Ry is
commutative, it is abelian, and hence is of Type I. As a ring, B has characteristic 2,
while the reader may prefer examples having characteristic 0. We can construct
examples which are algebras over any field F', as follows.

Let X be the ultrafilter space of B, so that B is isomorphic to the Boolean
algebra of clopen subsets of X. Let S be the ring of all locally constant functions
from X to F (that is, functions f : X — F such that each point of X has a
neighborhood on which f is constant). Observe that S is a commutative regular
ring, with B 2 B(S) = £(S). As noted above, B is a continuous lattice; thus S is a
continuous regular ring. Finally, let Ry be the maximal (right) quotient ring of S.
Since S is regular, it is a nonsingular ring, and so Rj is regular and right self-injective
(15, Corollary 2.31], [31], Theorem 13.36]). Moreover, since S is commutative, so
is Ry (see [31l, Lemma 14.15]). Therefore Ry is of Type I. By [I7, Theorem 13.13],
all the idempotents of Ry lie in S (this is not hard to prove directly in the present
case). Therefore B(Ry) = B(S) = B.

Similar methods, worked out by Busqué [8], can be applied in the Type III
case. First choose a commutative, regular, self-injective ring Ry with B(R;) = B.
By [Bl Theorem 2.5], there exists a regular, right self-injective ring Ry of Type IIT
whose center is isomorphic to Ry. Therefore B(Ryir) & B. [l

It appears that the constructions used in Proposition B=3T1l do not always
produce rings of Type II. We approach the Type II existence problem lattice-theo-
retically, via von Neumann’s Coordinatization Theorem (e.g., [61, Theorem 14.1],
[38, Chapter XI, Satz 3.2]).

PROPOSITION 5-3.12. Given any complete Boolean algebra B, there exists a
regular, right and left self-injective ring R of Type 11y with B(R) = B.

PROOF. Let L be an irreducible (i.e., indecomposable) continuous geometry
such that the (unique) dimension function D on L is positive on all nonzero elements
of L and the range of D is the unit interval [0,1]. Such continuous geometries
were constructed by von Neumann [50]. Alternatively, one could choose a simple,
regular, right self-injective ring S of Type It (see [I8], Corollary 11.10] and [I7,
Example 10.7, Theorem 10.27] for existence) and take L = £(S). Indecomposability
of L then follows from indecomposability of .S, and the properties of D follow from
those of the unique rank function N on S (see [I7l, Corollary 16.15]), since D is
given by the formula D(zR) = N(z) for x € R.

Next, let L(B) be the (reducible) continuous geometry constructed from L
and B by Halperin in |2T, Theorem 1]. The center of L(B) (i.e., the sublattice
of neutral elements) is isomorphic to B by [21], Theorem 2|, and L(B) contains a
sublattice (with the same largest element) isomorphic to L |21}, Remark 2, p. 351].
For any positive integer n, the largest element 1 € L can be written as the supremum
of n independent pairwise perspective elements (e.g., because there exist elements
x € L with D(z) = 1/n), and so the same occurs in L(B). Consequently, L(B) has
order n (in von Neumann’s sense) for all n.



5-3. SELF-INJECTIVE REGULAR RINGS 107

In particular, since L(B) has order 4, von Neumann’s Coordinatization Theo-
rem implies that there exists a regular ring R such that £(R) & L(B). Since L(R) is
thus a continuous lattice, R is a continuous regular ring. Now R is unit-regular [17,
Corollary 13.23], and hence perspectivity in £(R) is given by module isomorphism
17, Corollary 4.23]. Consequently, for each positive integer n, the module R is a
direct sum of n pairwise isomorphic right ideals. In particular, there are no nonzero
central idempotents e € R such that the ring eR is abelian, and therefore R is right
and left self-injective [I7, Corollary 13.18].

Since R is unit-regular, it is directly finite [I7, Proposition 5.2]. Hence, [17],
Theorems 10.13, 10.24] show that R = [[~_, R,, x Ry where each R,, is of Type
L, and Ry is of Type II;. Since the dimension theory of L(R,,) takes values in
{0,1/m,2/m, ..., 1}, the module R,, cannot be a direct sum of m + 1 nonzero
pairwise isomorphic right ideals (cf. [I8, Theorem 10.10] or [I7, Corollary 11.18]).
Thus, all R,, =0, and R = Ry is of Type II;.

Finally, since the center of £(R) is isomorphic to B(R) [38, Chapter VI, Sitze
1.9, 3.5], we conclude that B(R) & B. O

THEOREM 5-3.13. Let Qp, Qu1, Quur be arbitrary complete Boolean spaces (pos-
sibly empty). Then there exists a reqular, right self-injective ring R such that

V(NSl—R) = C(QI,ZOO) X C(QH,ROO) X C(QIH, 200).
PRrROOF. Propositions B=3T1l and B=3T2 together with Theorem B=39 O

Although the following result is a corollary of Theorem B=3I3 we give an
independent proof avoiding the use of proper Continuous Dimension Scales.

THEOREM 5-3.14. The class of espaliers of the form (L(R), C, 1,2), for regu-
lar, right self-injective rings R, is D-universal.

PROOF. Let S be an arbitrary continuous dimension scale. By Propositions
BE=3T1 and B=3TA together with Theorems B=8d and B=36, there exists a regular,
right self-injective ring R’ such that S is isomorphic to a lower subset S’ of V/(R’).
Set A=E(Xg-R’) and R = Endg/(A). By Lemma B3 R is a regular, right self-
injective ring and Drng £(R) = Drng £(A) 2 [0, A(A)]. Since all finitely generated
projective right R’-modules are isomorphic to direct summands of A, we see that
V(R’) is a lower subset of [0, A(A4)]. Thus, S’ is isomorphic to a lower subset of the
dimension range of the espalier L(R). O

The results above also allow us to determine the monoids V' (R) in the present
context, as follows.

COROLLARY 5-3.15. Let M be a commutative monoid. Then M = V(R) for
some regular, right self-injective ring R if and only if M is a continuous dimension
scale containing an order-unit.

PRrROOF. If R is a regular, right self-injective ring, then A(R) is an order-unit in
V(R), and V(R) is a continuous dimension scale by Proposition Conversely,
let M be a continuous dimension scale which contains an order-unit u. By Theo-
rem B=3T4 and Proposition b=333 there exists a regular, right self-injective ring R’
such that M is isomorphic to a lower subset M’ of V/(R'). Let v/ denote the image of
u under this isomorphism; then M’ equals the ideal of V(R’) generated by u’. Now
u' = A(A) for some A € add-R’, and it is clear that M’ = V(A). By Lemma B3
R = Endg (A) is a regular, right self-injective ring and V(R) = V(A) = M. O
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5-4. Projection lattices of W*- and AW *-algebras

Our main references for W*-algebras will be the texts by J. Dixmier [10], R. V.
Kadison and J. R. Ringrose [29], B.-R. Li [32], and S. Sakai [46]; for AW*-algebras,
we rely on the text by S. K. Berberian [3] and the monograph by I. Kaplansky [30)].
A W*-algebra (also called a von Neumann algebra) can be defined as any C*-algebra
which is isomorphic (qua C*-algebra) to a *-subalgebra of B(H) (the algebra of all
bounded linear operators) on some (complex) Hilbert space H which is closed in
the strong operator topology (the topology of pointwise convergence). Kaplansky
introduced the concept of an AW*-algebra (abbreviating “abstract W*-algebra”) in
order to obtain a more general class of C*-algebras defined (and analyzed) by purely
algebraic properties. Before giving the definition, we recall a few basic concepts.

All W*- and AW*-algebras that we consider here will be assumed to be
unital.

A projection in a C*-algebra A is any self-adjoint idempotent, that is, any
element p € A with p = p? = p*. The right annihilator of a subset S of A is the
right ideal

ann, (S) ={x € A| sz =0 for all s € S}.

Finally, A is said to be an AW*-algebra if the right annihilator of any subset S
of A is a principal right ideal generated by a projection, that is, ann,(S) = pS
for some (necessarily unique) projection p € A. Every W*-algebra is AW* 3 §4,
Proposition 9], but not conversely. For example, the (unital) commutative AW*-
algebras are precisely (up to isomorphism) the algebras C(X,C) of continuous
complex-valued functions on complete Boolean spaces X [3, §7, Theorem 1]; such an
algebra is W* if and only if X is hyperstonian ([9, Théoréme 2J; cf. [32] Theorems
5.3.3, 5.3.4]). By definition, X is hyperstonian (cf. [9, Définition 3]), if for any
nonempty open subset U of X, there exists a Radon measure p on X, vanishing on
all nowhere dense subsets of X, such that u(U) > 0.

The set L of projections of an AW*-algebra A is equipped with the partial
ordering < defined by p < ¢ if and only if pg = p (equivalently, gp = p), for p,
g € L. The poset (L, <) is a complete lattice [3, §4, Proposition 1]. Furthermore,
two projections p, g € L are orthogonal, in symbols p L g, if pg = 0 (equivalently,
gp = 0). Then the sum p + ¢ is also a projection, and it is the join of {p, ¢} in L:
hence p®q = p+q. Finally, two projections p and g of A are Murray-von Neumann
equivalent, in symbols p ~ g, if there exists € A such that p = za* and ¢ = ™.
Equivalently, pA and gA are isomorphic as right A-modules, that is, there are =z,
y € A such that p = xy and ¢ = yr—this equivalence is nontrivial and contained
in [30, Theorem 27].

A projection p € A is said to be o-finite (or countably decomposable, or or-
thoseparable) if p does not majorize any uncountable orthogonal family of nonzero
projections; if the projection 1 € A has this property, then the algebra A itself is
called o-finite. This same terminology is also used for Boolean algebras and their
elements. Let us say that a Boolean algebra B is locally o-finite provided every
element of B is a supremum of o-finite elements. Furthermore, a Boolean space X
is locally o-finite, if its Boolean algebra of clopen subsets is locally o-finite.

PROPOSITION 5-4.1. FEwvery hyperstonian Boolean space is locally o-finite.
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PROOF. Let B denote the ultrafilter space of a hyperstonian Boolean space X.
For a Radon measure p on X, we say that a Borel subset A of X is u-self-supporting,
if W(ANU) > 0 whenever U C X is open and ANU # &. Then every Borel
subset A of X of positive measure contains a p-self-supporting compact subset K
of positive measure, see [13, §1.9]. If i vanishes on all nowhere dense subsets, then

[e]

w(K) = u(K) > 0, hence K is a p-self-supporting open subset of K with positive
measure. As p is a Radon measure, K contains a pu-self-supporting clopen subset
with positive measure.

Let D denote the set of elements of B whose associated clopen set is p-self-
supporting with respect to some finite Radon measure g on X vanishing on all
nowhere dense subsets. It follows from the assumption that X is hyperstonian and
the paragraph above that every element of B is a supremum of elements of D. But
every element of D is clearly o-finite. ([

The converse of Proposition B=21] does not hold as a rule.

EXAMPLE 5-4.2. As in Section Bzl we denote by C,, the Boolean algebra of all
Borel subsets of the Cantor space {0,1}* modulo meager sets. Let X denote the
ultrafilter space of C,,. Then X is clearly o-finite. However, there is no nontrivial
Radon measure on X, as shown, for example, by the argument on pages 82-83 in
4] Chapter 21]. In particular, X is not hyperstonian.

On the other hand, the “measure” analogue of C,,, that is, the random alge-
bra B, (see Section BIl) has, of course, hyperstonian ultrafilter space.

PROPOSITION 5-4.3. Let L be the lattice of projections of an AW*-algebra A,
endowed with the relations <, 1, and ~ defined above. Then L is an espalier.

PRrOOF. Axiom (L1) follows from [30, Theorem 19] or [3, §4, Proposition 1].
Axioms (L2) and (L3) are easy exercises, Axiom (L5) is trivial.

Axiom (L4): for p, r € L, the element 1 —p € A is also a projection, and p L r
is equivalent to r < 1 —p. Now let (¢;)iesr be an orthogonal family of elements of L
such that p L (®;es¢;), for all finite J C I. This means that ®;csq; < 1 — p, for
all finite J C I, thus ®;erq; < 1 —p, that is, p L (Bicrqi)-

Axiom (L6) is Axiom (C) in [30, Chapter 4]; see [0, Theorem 24] or |3 §1,
Proposition 9].

Axioms (L7) and (L8) are difficult results, proved in [0, Theorem 52, 62] and
3, §20, Theorem 1, §13, Theorem 1]. O

The “projections” of the espalier L are not the projections of A (which are
the elements of L), but they correspond to the central projections of A. In fact,
all central idempotents of A are projections [3, §3, Exercise 1], and so we may
use without ambiguity the notation B(A) of Section to stand for the Boolean
algebra of central projections in A.

LEMMA 5-4.4. Let L be the lattice of projections of an AW*-algebra A. For
each e € B(A), there is a projection m. € ProjDrng L such that me(A(p)) = A(ep)
for allp € L. The rule e — . defines an isomorphism of B(A) onto ProjDrng L.

PROOF. Set S = Drng L = L/~. It is clear that for each e € B(4), there is
a projection 7, € ProjS as described, and m;_, = 7. It is also clear that e < f
implies me < 7y, for e, f € B(A). On the other hand, if e £ f, the projection
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g = e(1 — f) is nonzero. Note that m,(A(g)) = A(g) # 0, whence m; # 0. Since
Tg < e A wj»-, it follows that m. £ m. Thus, the map B(A) — ProjS given by
e — m. is an order-embedding that respects complements. It only remains to show
that this map is surjective.

Given ¢ € ProjS, we have A(1) = ¢(A(1)) + ¢+ (A(1)), and so there exist
orthogonal projections e, f € L such that 1 = e @ f while A(e) = ¢(A(1)) and
A(f) = ¢+ (A(1)). Further, A(e) L A(f), and so there is no nonzero projection
p € L such that p < e, f. We next show that e and f are central projections. Since
fAe = (eAf)*, it is enough to show that eAf = 0. Let z be an arbitrary element
of eAf, and let p, and p; be the right and left projections of x, respectively (|3l
§3, Definition 4], [30, p. 28]), that is, the unique projections such that p;- and p;-
generate, respectively, the right and left annihilators of z. Since xe = fz = 0, we
find that e < p;- and f < pf, that is, p, < et = f and p; < e. However, p, ~ p; (see
3, §20, Theorem 3] or [30, Theorem 63]), whence p, < e, f and so p, = 0. Thus
x = xp, = 0, proving that eAf = 0, as desired. Consequently, e and f are central, as
claimed. Now for any r € L, we have A(r) = A(er) + A(fr) with A(er) < ¢(A(1))
and A(fr) < ¢t(A(1)), whence A(er) € ¢(S) and A(fr) € ¢*+(S). Hence, we
conclude that m.(A(r)) = A(er) = q(A(r)). Therefore 7. = ¢, completing the
proof. O

In the context of Proposition B=Z3 let us denote by [p] the ~-equivalence class
of a projection p of A. The addition of these equivalence classes is defined by

[pl+ 9] =[p® ¢ = [p+q], for any orthogonal projections p and gq.

The dimension range of L is, of course, Drng L = L/~, equipped with the above
partial addition.

Just as in Section B=3 we can define the monoid V(A) of isomorphism classes
of finitely generated projective right A-modules. As noted above, projections p,
q € A satisfy p ~ ¢ if and only if pA = ¢A, and so we obtain an embedding of
partial monoids, Drng L — V(A), where [p] — A(pA). Under this embedding,
[1] = A(A). Any direct summand of the right module A has the form eA for an
idempotent e, and since e is equivalent to a projection p € A [30, Theorem 26], we
have pA = eA and so [p] — A(eA). Similarly, any pair of orthogonal idempotents
in A is equivalent to a pair of orthogonal projections, so that any pair of elements w,
v € V(A) such that u+v < A(A) must be the image of a pair of elements of Drng L
whose sum is defined. Thus, the embedding above maps Drng L isomorphically onto
the interval [0, A(A)] € V(A), which we record in the theorem below.

THEOREM 5-4.5. Let L be the lattice of projections of an AW*-algebra A. Then
the dimension range Drng L = L/~ is a (bounded) continuous dimension scale,
and Drng L 2 [0, A(A)] CV(A). If A is a W*-algebra, then the ultrafilter space of
ProjDrng L is hyperstonian.

PrOOF. That Drng L is a continuous dimension scale follows from Theorem E=39
We have just seen above that Drng L = [0, A(A)]. Observe that ProjDrng L =
B(A) = B(Z), where Z is the center of A. If A is a W*-algebra, then so is Z,
whence Z = C(X,C) for some hyperstonian complete Boolean space X. In par-
ticular, the ultrafilter space of ProjDrng L is homeomorphic to X and thus it is
hyperstonian. O
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In the context of Theorem B=ZH observe that by Proposition B=21l ProjDrng L
is locally o-finite in case A is a W*-algebra.

In particular, when L is the lattice of projections of an AW*-algebra A, it
follows from Theorem Bz that the partial commutative monoid L/~ embeds as
a lower subset into a commutative monoid of the form

C(QI,Z,Y) X C(QH,RV) X C(QHI, 2V)7

for complete Boolean spaces Qr, Qr1, Q1. Theorem B=ZH implies that these spaces
must be hyperstonian in case A is a W*-algebra.

There exists a Type I, II, IIT decomposition for AW*-algebras (see [30]) which
parallels that for regular, right self-injective rings; in fact, Kaplansky developed
much of the Type I, I, IIT theory for Baer rings (rings in which the right or left
annihilator of any element is generated by an idempotent), a class of rings which
includes both AW*-algebras and regular, right self-injective rings. We shall use
some of the terminology and results of this theory without explicit references. We
point out that an AW*-algebra A is called a factor provided the center of A equals
the complex field C; equivalently, A is a factor if and only if A is nonzero and

B(4) = {0,1}.

LEMMA 5-4.6. Let v be an ordinal and J € {1, II, 1I1}. There exists a W*-factor
Ay of Type J which contains a family (p,)a<~ of nonzero purely infinite projections
such that p < pgg but pgg £ pl for all ordinals o < B < 7.

Proor. Choose a Hilbert space H, with an orthonormal basis of cardinal-
ity N, and set A; = B(H,). For each ordinal o < , choose a projection pl, € Ay
such that the closed subspace pIaH,Y of H, has an orthonormal basis of cardinal-
ity R,. The desired properties of A; and the pl, are clear.

Next, choose W*-factors By and By of Types II and 1T (e.g., [I0 Part I,
§9.4], 29, Chapters 6, 8], [46 Chapter 4]). These factors can be chosen as sub-
algebras of B(Hy) for a separable Hilbert space Hy (e.g., [I0, Remark, p. 155],
[32] Theorem 7.3.16]), so that they are o-finite[32] Proposition 1.14.3]. Now let
Apr and Appp be the W*-tensor products By ® A1 and Byyp @ A;. These algebras
are of Types II and III, respectively (e.g., [29] Propositions 11.2.21, 11.2.26], |46,
Proposition 2.6.3, Theorem 2.6.4]), and they are factors [46l, Proposition 2.6.7].

Now let J = II or III, and set p}, = 1 ® pl, € Ay for all ordinals a < . It is
clear that these p), are purely infinite projections, and that p}, < p% for all ordinals
a < 8 < . Observe that the W*-algebra pJ Ajp), is isomorphic to By ® p!, Arpl,,
which is in turn isomorphic to a W*-subalgebra of B(H, ®@p}, H.,). Since Hy®p! H,
has an orthonormal basis of cardinality R,, we thus see that p;, does not majorize
any orthogonal family of more than X, nonzero projections. On the other hand,
Ng - pé ~ p%, whence pé majorizes an orthogonal family of g nonzero projections

(equivalent to itself). Therefore p% Zpl. O

We can now show that the class of projection lattices of W*-algebras, while
not D-universal, is at least D-universal relative to continuous dimension scales for
which the ultrafilter space of the Boolean algebra of projections is hyperstonian.

THEOREM 5-4.7. Let Qr, Qui, Qi be arbitrary hyperstonian spaces (possibly
empty), and let v be an arbitrary ordinal. Then there exists a W*-algebra A such
that

V(A) = C(QI,Z.Y) X C(QH,R.Y) X C(QIH, 27).
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PrROOF. For J =1, II, III, choose W*-factors Ay and families (p},)a<~ of purely
infinite projections as in Lemma B=Z8 Let Cy = C(Qj, C), which is a W*-algebra
because 2y is hyperstonian, and note that B(Cj) is isomorphic to the Boolean
algebra of clopen subsets of Q3. Let Dj be the W*-tensor product Aj ® Cy, which
has Type J by the results referenced in Lemma B=Z8 Since Aj is a factor, the
centers of Cy and Dj are isomorphic 46l Proposition 2.6.7], and thus B(Cj)
B(Dyj), via the map e — 1 ® e. Consequently, if Ly is the lattice of projections
of Dy, the ultrafilter space of ProjDrng L is homeomorphic to ;.

Since Dy is of Type J, it follows that Lj/~ is of Type J, that is, Lj/~ =
(Ly/~)j in the notation of Definition Set q) = p), ® 1 € Dj for all ordinals
a < v, and observe that the ¢} are purely infinite projections with central cover 1,
such that ¢J < q% for all ordinals o < 8 < .

CLAIM. For any ordinals oo < 8 < 7y, we have rqé Z rq’, for all nonzero central
projections v in Dj.

Proor oF CLAIM. For each point x € Qj, let m,: Dy — A;®@C = Ay be the
WH*-algebra homomorphism obtained by tensoring the identity map on Ay with the
evaluation map f +— f(z) from Cj to C. Observe that 7,.(¢)) = pJ, and 7, (qg) = pé.
Moreover, r = 1 ® e for some projection e € C(€2y,C), and 7, (r) = e(z) € {0,1}.
If qu; < rql, then e(x)p% < e(z)p) for all x € Qj. Since pgg Z pl, we must
have e(z) = 0 for all z € Qy, and thus » = 0. This contradiction establishes the
claim. O Claim.

We now apply Proposition EE5.6] and conclude that there exist projections
ry € Ly for each J such that the dimension ranges of the intervals [0, r;] have the
following form:

[0,71]/~ = C(,Zy)
[0, 7]/~ = C(Qu1,Ry)
[0, 7]/~ = C(Qr, 24).
Therefore the dimension range of the lattice of projections of the W*-algebra
A = rDrry X rip Dy X rin Do
has the desired form. Note that each of the projections rj is purely infinite, whence

the projection 1 € A is purely infinite, and consequently [0, A(A)] = V(A). There-
fore, in view of Theorem B=ZH the present theorem is proved. O

COROLLARY 5-4.8. Let S be a continuous dimension scale. Then S admits
a lower embedding into the dimension range of the lattice of projections of some
W*-algebra if and only if the ultrafilter space of Proj S is hyperstonian.

ProOF. The sufficiency follows from Theorems B=8d and b=21, and the neces-
sity from Theorem B=Z3 O

In order to see that the projection lattices of AW*-algebras form a D-universal
class of espaliers, we need an analogue of Theorem B=Z7 in which Qr, Qq1, Qqr7 are
arbitrary complete Boolean spaces and A is an AW*-algebra. However, there is no
general theory of AW*-tensor products available to replace the W*-tensor products
Aj;®Cj used in our proof. P. Ara has suggested that one might be able to use the
monotone complete tensor products introduced by M. Hamana [23), [24] instead.
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(We thank him for making us aware of Hamana’s work.) Rather than developing
the necessary auxiliary results about monotone complete tensor products here, we
complete the picture by taking a different route. Namely, we borrow the methods
and results of G. Takeuti [48] and some of the subsequent results obtained in
M. Ozawa [45]. These methods involve forcing, more specifically, the Scott-Solovay
model VPof B-valued set theory (also used in SectionB=1l), for any complete Boolean
algebra B.

We give a short summary of what we shall use from [48, @5]. If A is an AW*-
algebra in VB, the bounded global section algebra A of A is the set of all z € VB
such that ||z € Al| =1 and ||[|z| 4, < nlal =1 for some constant n € N, endowed
with its canonical structure of A\?\i*-algebra. For example, z = x + y if and only if
|z =« + y|| = 1. The center of A contains a copy of the bounded global section
algebra C of the complex numbers. Observe that Cis isomorphic to the algebra of
continuous maps from the ultrafilter space of B to C. In case A is an AW*-factor
in VB the center of A is exactly (the canonical copy of) C, see [45, Theorem 5]. In
particular, for u € B, the central idempotent of A corresponding to u is the unique
element u € A such that u = ||u = 1|| while =u = ||]u = 0]|. By Lemma B2l the
Boolean algebra of projections of A is also isomorphic to B. Thus, letting L be the
espalier of projections of A and identifying the elements of B with the projections
of Drng L, we obtain that ||a < b|| has the same meaning in the present paper and
in |48, @5).

We apply this to the D-universality problem as follows.

THEOREM 5-4.9. Let Qr, q1, Qunr be arbitrary complete Boolean spaces (possi-
bly empty), and let v be an arbitrary ordinal. Then there exists an AW*-algebra A
such that

V(A) = C(QI,Z.Y) X C(QH,R.Y) X C(QIH, 27).

PROOF. By arguing as in the proof of TheoremB=Z it suffices to prove that for
every complete Boolean algebra B, every ordinal 7, and every J € {I, 11, III}, there
exist an AW*-algebra A of type J with algebra of central idempotents isomorphic
to B and a (v + 1)-sequence (pa)a<~ 0f projections of central cover 1 such that
Pa Sps but |pg Spall =0, fora < <.

By applying Lemma [B=Z0 within V2, we obtain a factor A of type J in VB
and a B-valued name p such that the following statements hold in V# (that is,
they have Boolean value 1):

p is a map from ¥ to the purely infinite elements of L,
pla) <p(B), foralla < B <7, (5-4.1)
p(B) £ p(a), foralla < B <7, (5-4.2)

where L denotes the espalier of projections of A within V5.

Now let A = A be the bounded global section algebra of A. It follows from [45],
Theorem 7] (see also 48l §2]) that A is Type J, furthermore, its algebra of central
idempotents is isomorphic to B. For all a < v, let p,, be the unique B-valued name

such that ||p, = p(d)|] = 1. For a < 8 < , it follows from @=Z1]), (B=Z2) that
o S P and ||pg S .|| =0 0
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Therefore, we have obtained the following result, which, together with the other
main results of the present section, completely elucidates the dimension theory of
projections of W*- and AW*-algebras.

THEOREM 5-4.10. The class of espaliers obtained from projection lattices of
AW*-algebras is D-universal.

5-5. Concluding remarks

The questions arising naturally from this work can be divided in two parts:
namely, those where the theory reflects about itself, and those where it reflects
about other topics.

In the first group, we shall mention the following. For given, “practical” exam-
ples, where we need to verify that a given structure is an espalier, the axiom (L7)
is often a source of problems. Thus we may ask to what extent it is possible to
remove Axiom (L7) from the definition of an espalier, thus defining “pre-espaliers”
(see also Definition B=T3)). But then, in order to extend a pre-espalier (L, <, 1, ~)
to an espalier, we need to define a new binary relation ~* on L by letting x ~* y
hold, if there are decompositions © = @;crx; and y = @;esy; such that z; ~ y;,
for all ¢ € I. However, proving the transitivity of the new relation ~* leads to
the verification of a common refinement property, see Lemma B=T4l for the Boolean
case. This problem can be formulated as follows.

PROBLEM. Let (L, <, 1,~) be a structure satisfying all axioms from (L0) to
(L8) with the possible exception of (L7), and let (x;);er and (y;)jes be families of
elements of L such that @;crr; = ©jesy;. Are there families (u; ;) j)erxs and
(vij)(i,j)erx s of elements of L such that z; = @jecju; ; (for alli € 1), y; = Sicrvi;
(for all j € J), and w; ; ~ v, ; (for all (4,5) € I x J)?

The second group of questions asks for constructing further classes of espaliers,
within other areas of mathematics. Of course, isomorphism types of various struc-
tures are privileged, see, for example, B. Jénsson and A. Tarski’s appendix in [49].
In another direction, one might ask about extensions of various results of cancella-
tion or unique decomposition, known for finite structures (see [37, Chapter 5]) to
infinite structures subjected to completeness conditions. This would in turn yield,
for example, nontrivial cancellation results for further infinite structures, of which
the main result of [28] about o-complete effect algebras would be a prototype.

Expecting infinite generalizations of finite results via espaliers is reasonable as
long as there are enough refinement theorems around, see, again, [37, Chapter 5].
Hence the Lovész cancellation theorems, see [36] or [37, Section 5.7], do not enter
this category, as they are established by counting arguments, in contexts where
refinement does not always hold. We do not know of any framework that could
extend Lovasz’s results to infinite structures subjected to completeness conditions.
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