UNCOUNTABLE DIRECT SYSTEMS AND A
CHARACTERIZATION OF NON-SEPARABLE PROJECTIVE
C*-ALGEBRAS

ALEX CHIGOGIDZE

ABSTRACT. We introduce the concept of a direct C-system and show that
every non-separable unital C*-algebra is the limit of essentially unique direct
Cr-system. This result is then applied to the problem of characterization
of projective unital C*-algebras. It is shown that a non-separable unital
C*-algebra X of density 7 is projective if and only if it is the limit of a well
ordered direct system Sx = {X,,i%", a < 7} of length 7, consisting of unital
projective C*-subalgebras X, of X and doubly projective homomorphisms
(inclusions) i2T!: X, — Xa41, @ < 7, so that X is separable and each i 11,
a < 7, has a separable type. In addition we show that a doubly projective
homomorphism f: X — Y of unital projective C*-algebras has a separable
type if and only if there exists a pushout diagram

x L vy

pT Tq

Xo —L v,
where Xy and Y[ are separable unital projective C*-algebras and the homo-
morphisms ig: Xg — Yy, p: Xo — X and ¢q: Yy — Y are doubly projective.
These two results provide a complete characterization of non-separable pro-
jective unital C*-algebras in terms of separable ones.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of the direct system in the C*-algebra theory has been success-
fully used in a wide range of situations. While playing an important role in
different constructions and proofs of various statements, direct systems have
been used as a tool of introducing new concepts as well. But perhaps the most
significant demonstration of the power of direct systems is a possibility of in-
vestigation of complicated C*-algebras by means of their approximation (via
direct systems) by simpler C*-algebras. Such an approach is standard in almost
any category which possesses direct (or dually, inverse) systems. Difficulties in
systematic implementation of such a method have variety of sources. If, for
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instance, we wish to investigate a particular property of an arbitrarily given
C*-algebra X by analyzing a randomly taken direct system Sy, the limit of
which is isomorphic to X, then we immediately face the fundamental problem
of choice. Is the information encoded in the direct system Sy relevant to the
property of its limit under consideration? Does there exist a direct system with
the same limit which is better designed for detecting that property? Are there
effective ways of finding such a system? In other words, if two direct systems
Sx = {X,,i?, A} and Sy = {Y,,j% A} have isomorphic limits are these sys-
tems internally related to each other? Do they, for instance, contain isomorphic
subsystems? Trivial examples show that the answer in general is negative. Two

direct sequences
So={C({0,13),C (=30 w}
and
s ={c(o.) o (mrh) v,

where {0,1} is the two-point discrete space and 7%: {0,1}* — {0,1}", k >
n, stands for the natural projection, obviously have the same limit — the C*-
algebra of continuous complex-valued functions of the Cantor discontinuum —
but contain no isomorphic subsequences whatsoever.

In Section 3 we introduce (Definition 3.1) the concept of direct Cf-system
and prove (Theorem 3.5 and Proposition 3.6) that if a unital C*-algebra is
represented as the limit of two direct C]-systems, then these systems necessar-
ily contain cofinal isomorphic subsystems. It is important to note that every
non-separable unital C*-algebra is the limit of at least one direct C¥-system
(Proposition 3.2). Therefore every non-separable unital C*-algebra X admits
essentially unique direct C*-system Sy = {X,, ", A} and we conclude that any
information about X is contained in Sx. The remaining problem of recover-
ing such an information is, generally speaking, still quite challenging, but has
an explicit technical, and not a philosophical, nature. An effective method of
searching for such an information is based on Proposition 2.3.

Actually Theorem 3.5 states much more than it might seem to be the case.
Not only it states, as was indicated above, that every two direct C-systems
with isomorphic limits contain isomorphic cofinal subsystems, but it essentially
guarantees that any homomorphism f: ligS X — @Sy between the limits of

two direct C*-systems Sx = {X,,i2, A} and Sy = {Y,, j°, A} is itself the limit
f=lim{fs;a € A} of a certain morphism {fo: Xo — Yo, As}: Sx|Ar —
Sy |Ay, consisting of “level” homomorphisms, between cofinal subsystems of the
given ones. Such a phenomenom, as was indicated above, is not possible for

direct sequences.
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We apply the above outlined results to the problem of characterization of
non-separable projective unital C*-algebras in terms of separable ones. Here is
the scheme we follow. First we show (Lemma 5.12) that any non-separable pro-
jective unital C*-algebra X is the limit of a direct C*-system Sx = {X,, ", A},
where X,’s, a € A, are separable projective unital C*-subalgebras of X and
the unital x-homomorphisms i’ : X, — X3, a < 8, a, 8 € A, are inclusions. It
should be pointed out here that the converse of this fact fails to be true, i.e. there
does exist a non-separable non-projective unital C*-algebra which is the limit of
a direct C-system consisting of separable and projective unital C*-subalgebras.
This is how we arrive to the necessity of analyzing inclusion homomorphisms
i#. What kind of property of these inclusion homomorphisms must be present
in order to guarantee that the limit of a direct system Sy = {X,,, A}, con-
sisting of projective C*-subalgebras, is projective? We especially emphasize this
step because it is a crucial ingredient of a typical argument based on Theorem
3.5. In our particular situation explanation is simple. The concept of a pro-
jective object has an explicit categorical nature and seems logical to anticipate
that the required property of inclusion homomorphisms is closely related to it.
Consequently it makes sense to examine what does the projectivity of a unital
«-homomorphism, considered as an object of the category Mor(C;) of unital
s-homomorphisms of unital C*-algebras, mean. It turns out (Proposition 5.11)
that projective objects of the category Mor(Cy) are precisely doubly projective
unital *-homomorphisms in the sense of [7].

In Section 5 we establish certain properties of doubly projective homomor-
phisms and present two characterizations of non-separable projective unital C*-
algebras — one (condition (b) of Theorem 5.13) in terms of direct C}-systems
and the other (condition (c) of Theorem 5.13) in terms of well ordered contin-
uous direct systems. The latter states that a non-separable unital C*-algebra
X of density 7 is projective if and only if it is the limit of a well ordered di-
rect system Sy = {X,,i%", a < 7} of length 7, consisting of unital projective
C*-subalgebras X, of X and doubly projective homomorphisms (inclusions)
i X, — Xau1, @ < 7, so that X, is separable and each i™! « < 7, has a
separable type (Definition 5.8).

Obviously this result can not be accepted as the one providing a satisfactory
reduction of the non-separable case to the separable one. Of course, everything
is fine if the density of X is w; — in such a case all X,’s, @ < wy, (and not
only the very first one, i.e. Xj) are indeed separable. But if the density of X is
greater than wy, then all X,’s, with a > wy, are non-separable.

In order to achieve our final goal and complete the reduction, we, in Section 6,
analyze doubly projective homomorphisms of separable type between (generally
speaking, non-separable) projective unital C*-algebras. A characterization of
such homomorphisms, which is recorded in Theorem 6.8 (see also Corollary
6.9), states that a doubly projective homomorphism f: X — Y of projective
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unital C*-algebras has a separable type if and only if there exists a pushout
diagram

x 1, vy

pT Tq
Xo % v,

where X and Yj are separable unital projective C*-algebras and the homomor-
phisms 25: Xo — Yo, p: Xog — X and q: Yy — Y are doubly projective.
Theorems 5.13 and 6.8 together complete the required reduction.
Proofs of above statements are based on some properties of unital free prod-
ucts. These properties are undoubtedly known to the experts in the field. For
the readers convenience we discuss them in Section 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

All C*-algebras below are assumed to be unital and all *-homomorphisms
between unital C*-algebras are also unital. The category formed by such C*-
algebras and homomorphisms is denoted by C;. The density d(X) of a C*-
algebra X is the minimal cardinality of dense subspaces (in a purely topological
sense) of X. Thus d(X) < w (w denotes the first infinite cardinal number) means
that X is separable. The unital C*-algebra, consisting of only one element, is
denoted by 0. C denotes the C*-algebra of complex numbers.

2.1. Set-theoretical facts. For the reader’s convenience we begin by present-
ing necessary set-theoretic facts. Their complete proofs can be found in [4].

Let A be a partially ordered directed set (i.e. for every two elements o, 5 € A
there exists an element v € A such that v > a and v > ). We say that a
subset A; C A of A majorates another subset As C A of A if for each element
oy € Ay there exists an element oy € A; such that a; > ag. A subset which
majorates A is called cofinal in A. A subset of A is said to be a chain if every
two elements of it are comparable. The symbol sup B , where B C A, denotes
the lower upper bound of B (if such an element exists in A). Let now 7 be an
infinite cardinal number. A subset B of A is said to be 7-closed in A if for each
chain C' C B, with |C| < 7, we have sup C € B, whenever the element sup C
exists in A. Finally, a directed set A is said to be 7-complete if for each chain
B of elements of A with |C| < 7, there exists an element sup C' in A.

The standard example of a 7-complete set can be obtained as follows. For
an arbitrary set A let exp A denote, as usual, the collection of all subsets of A.
There is a natural partial order on exp A: A; > Ay if and only if A; O A,. With
this partial order exp A becomes a directed set. If we consider only those subsets
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of the set A which have cardinality < 7, then the corresponding subcollection
of exp A, denoted by exp, A, serves as a basic example of a 7-complete set.

Proposition 2.1. Let {A; : t € T} be a collection of T-closed and cofinal
subsets of a T-complete set A. If | T |< 7, then the intersection N{A; : t € T'}
is also cofinal (in particular, non-empty) and T-closed in A .

Corollary 2.2. For each subset B, with | B |< 7, of a T-complete set A there
exists an element v € A such that v > 8 for each € B .

Proposition 2.3 (Spectral Search). Let A be a T-complete set, L C A%, and
suppose the following three conditions are satisfied:

Existence: For each oo € A there exists f € A such that (o, ) € L.

Majorantness: If («,3) € L and vy > f3, then («,7y) € L.

T-closeness: Let {ay : t € T'} be a chain in A with |T| < 7. If (ou, 8) € L for
some B € A and each t € T, then («, B) € L where a = sup{oy: t € T'}.

Then the set of all L-reflexive elements of A (an element o € A is L-reflexive
if (o, ) € L) is cofinal and T-closed in A.

Various applications of the above set-theoretical statements are presented in
[4, Chapter 8].

3. DIRECT SYSTEMS OF UNITAL C*-ALGEBRAS

Let us recall definitions of some of the concepts related to the notion of a
direct system.

b A} of
unital C*-algebras consists of a partially ordered directed indexing set A, unital
C*-algebras X,, o € A, and unital *-homomorphisms i?: X, — Xj, defined
for each pair of indexes o, € A with a < [, and satisfying the condition
1) = Zg o i for each triple of indexes «, 3,7 € A with a < 8 < 7. The limit
unital C*-algebra of the above direct system is denoted by @S. For each
a € A there exists a unital *-homomorphism i,: X, — 1138 which will be
called the a-th limit homomorphism of S.

If A is a directed subset of the indexing set A, then the subsystem {X,, i, A’}
of § is denoted S|A'.

Suppose that we are given two direct systems (with the same indexing set)
Sx = {X,,i%, A} and Sy = {Y,,j?, A} consisting of unital C*-algebras and

unital x-homomorphisms. A morphism

{fai OéEA}I Sx — Sy

3.1. Morphisms of direct systems. A direct system S = {X,,i’
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of the system Sy into the system Sy is a collection {f,: a € A} of unital *-ho-
momorphisms f,: X, — Y,, defined for all &« € A, such that

Ja o fa=fsoia,
whenever o, € A and a < . In other words, we require (in the above
situation) the commutativity of the following diagram

XBLYQ

z'ET L‘é’
fa

X, — Y,

Any morphism {f,: o € A}: Sx — Sy induces the unital *-homomorphism,
called the limit homomorphism of the morphism,

@{fa:aeA}: @ SX—>li_m> Sy
such that @ {fo: € A} oiy = jy o f, for each a € A. This obviously means
that all diagrams of the form

lim{fo: a€A
limg S M) limg S

N I

X, I v,
commute.

In particular, if for a direct system & = {X,,i?, A} of unital C*-algebras and
for a unital C*-algebra Y, we are given unital *-homomorphisms f,: X, — Y
so that f, = fsoif for each a,3 € A with a < f3, then there exists the
unique unital x-homomorphism lim{f,: o € A}: limS — Y such that f, =
lim{fo: a € A} 0, for each o € A. To see this apply the above observation to
the trivial direct system Sy = {Y,,j?, A}, where Y, =Y and j? = idy for each
a, € A with a < 3.

In the cases when all homomorphisms zg Xo = Xpgand i1 Xy — liﬂS are
inclusions we will sometimes identify X, with its image i,(X,) in li_Ir}S and
denote the corresponding direct system shortly by & = {X,, A}.

A direct system Sy = {X,,i¢" 7}, the indexing set of which is an infinite
cardinal number 7, is called well ordered. We say that such a direct system is
continuous if for each limit ordinal number 8 < 7 the homomorphism

ca+1

li_Ir}{z'g;a < B} lim{Xo,ig™, B} — X
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is an isomorphism.

3.2. Direct C’-systems of C'*-algebras. The concept of the direct C-system,
introduced in the following definition, will be used below.

Definition 3.1. Let 7 > w be a cardinal number. A direct system & =
{X,,i?, A} of unital C*-algebras and unital *-homomorphisms is called a direct
C*-system if the following conditions are satisfied:
(a) A is a T-complete set.
(b) Density of X, is at most 7 (i.e. d(X,) < 7), a € A.
(¢) The a-th limit homomorphism 4, : X, — lim S is an injective *-homomor-
phism for each o € A.
(d) If B ={a;: t € T} is a chain of elements of A with |T'| < 7 and o = sup B,
then the limit homomorphism lim{ig, : ¢ € T}: lim (Sx|B) — X, is an
isomorphism.

Proposition 3.2. Let T be an infinite cardinal number. Every unital C*-algebra
X can be represented as the limit of a direct C*-system Sx = {X,, 15, exp, d(X)}.

Proof. 1t d(X) < 7, then consider the direct C*-system Sy = {X,, i, exp, d(X)},
where X, = X for each o € exp, d(X) and % = idx for each «, 3 € exp, d(X)
with a < 5.

If d(X) > 7, then consider any subset Y of X such that clyY = X and
Y| = d(X). Without loss of generality we may assume that Y contains the
unit of X. Each a € exp,d(X) can obviously be identified with a subset
(denoted by the same letter ) of Y of cardinality < 7. Let X, be the smallest
C*-subalgebra of X containing «. If o, € exp_d(X) and a < 3, then a C 3
(as subsets of Y') and consequently X, C Xz. This inclusion map is denoted by
i’ X, — Xp. It is easy to verify that the collection Sx = {X,,?, exp, d(X)}
is indeed a direct C7-system such that lim Sx = X. O
Lemma 3.3. If Sy = {X,, i}

lim Sx = | J{ia(Xa): @ € A}.

Proof. Clearly U{z'a(Xa): a € A} is dense in lim Sy (this fact remains true for
arbitrary direct systems of C*-algebras). Consequently, for any point = € hﬂ Sx

A} is a direct C*-system, then

there exists a sequence {z,,: n € w}, consisting of elements from U{ia(Xa) fa €
A}, such that z = lim{z,: n € w}. For each n € w choose an index «,, € A
such that x, € i,, (X,,). By Corollary 2.2, there exists an index a € A such
that a > a, for each n € w. Since iy, = 14 07 , it follows that

T € oy, (Xan) =ta (12, (Xa,)) Cia(Xa) foreach n € w.

Qn
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Finally, since i, (X,) is closed in li_rr}S x, it follows that
x=lim{z,: n €w} €i,(Xa).
]
Lemma 3.4. Let Sx = {X,,?, A} be a direct C*-system and f: Y — lim Sx

be a unital x-homomorphism of a unital C*-algebra Y into the direct limit of
Sx. If d(Y) < 7, then there exist an index o € A and a unital x-homomorphism

fa: Y — X, such that f =i, 0 fq.

Proof. Since d(Y') < 7, there exists a dense subset Z = {z;: t € T} of Y such
that |T'| < 7. For each ¢t € T there exists, by Lemma 3.3, an index «; € A such
that f(z;) € ia, (Xa,). Since A is a 7-complete (condition (a) of Definition 3.1),
there exists, by Corollary 2.2, an index o € A such that @ > o for each t € T
As in the proof of Lemma 3.3 we can conclude that

f(Z)=f{z:teTt)={f(=):t €T} Cin(Xa).
Since Z is dense in Y and since i, (X, ) is closed in liﬂSx it follows that

f(Y) = f (Cly Z) g Clli_ngSX f(Z) Q Clli_n>18X ’ia (Xa) = ia (Xa) .

By condition (c) of Definition 3.1, the a-th limit homomorphism i, of the direct
CZ-system Sx is an injective unital *-homomorphism. Thus the composition
fa=i'lof:Y — X, is a well defined unital *-homomorphism. It only remains
to note that i, o fo =i, 014, o f = f, as required. O

The following statement is one of our main results.

Theorem 3.5. Let Sy = {X,,i2, A} and Sy = {Y,, 2, A} be two direct C:-
systems with the same indexing set A. If f: ligSX — @Sy s a unital *-
homomorphism between the limit C*-algebras of Sx and Sy, then there exist a

cofinal and T-closed subset Ay C A and a morphism
{foa: Xo = Yo, a € Af}: Sx|Ar — Sy |Ay
such that f =lim{fs: o € Ay}
Proof. We perform the spectral search (see Proposition 2.3) with respect to the
relation L; C A? which is defined as follows. An ordered pair («a, 3) of indeces is

an element of Ly if and only if o < 8 and there exists a unital *-homomorphism
fB: X, — Yz such that foi, = jzo [P, ie. if the diagram

ling Sx EEAN ling Sy

Z-QT Tm

N
X, L v
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commutes. Let us verify conditions of Proposition 2.3.

Existence. For each a € A we need to find an index g € A such that
(a, B) € Ly. Indeed, according to condition (b) of Definition 3.1, d (X,) < 7.
Consider the unital s-homomorphism f o i,: X, — liﬂSy. By Lemma 3.4,
there exist an index § € A (which, without loss of generality, may be assumed
to be greater than «) and a unital *-homomorphism f7: X, — Y3 such that
foia = jgo fP. This obviously means that («, 3) € L;.

Majorantness. Let («, 8) € Ly and v > (. In order to show that (o, ) € Ly,
consider the composition f] = jg o f?: X, — Y, where the unital x-homo-
morphism f7: X, — Yj is supplied by the condition (o, 3) € L;. Clearly
Jyo fd=jyojyo fl=jao fl = foi, This shows that (o, 7)€ Ly.

T-closeness. Let B = {a;: t € T'} be a chain of elements in A with |T'| < 7.
Suppose that (o, 3) € Ly for some € A and each ¢t € T. We need to show
that (o, 8) € Ly, where a = sup{a;: t € T'}. First observe that if oy < a for
t,s € T, then

Jso fa, = foia, = foia 0ia; = jgo f2, oig.
Since, by condition (c) of Definition 3.1, the S-th limit *-homomorphism jz of
the direct system Sy is injective, it follows that fgt = ffs o ig:. This means
that the collection {f? : ¢ € T} forms a morphism of the subsystem Sx|B of

the direct C*-system Sy into the C*-algebra Yj. Consider (see Subsection 3.1)
the unital *-homomorphism

lig{f7,: t € T}: lig (Sx|B) — V.
Finally, applying condition (d) of Definition 3.1, we define the unital *-homo-
morphism f7: X, — Yj as the composition

lim{i®, : teT})
The straightforward verification shows that f7 indeed satisfies the required
equality foi, = jso f7 and, consequently, (o, 8) € Ly.

Now, by applying Proposition 2.3, we conclude that the set Ay of L-reflexive
elements is cofinal and 7-closed in A. Observe that an element o € A is Ly-
reflexive if and only if there exists a unital x-homomorphism f,: X, — Y, such
that f oiy = jao 0 fa-

It follows from the above construction that the collection

{fai Xa — Ya,Oé - Af}Z Sx|Af — Sx|Af

is indeed a morphism between the systems Sx|A; and Sy|Af such that f =
hﬂ{ fora € A} O
Proposition 3.6. If f: li_II}SX — liﬂSy 15 a unitalx-isomorphism between the
limit C*-algebras of direct C*-systems Sx = {Xq,i2, A} and Sy = {Y,,j5 A}

(e}

lim{ f, : t€T}

Ys.
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with the same indexing set, then there exist a cofinal and T-closed subset Ay C A
and a morphism

{fai Xa — Ya,Oé € Af}i Sx|Af — Sy|Af

such that f = li_r>n{fa: a € Ar} and f, is a unital x-isomorphism for each
o € Af.

Proof. By Theorem 3.5, applied to the unital *-homomorphism f: liﬂSx —
liﬂSy, there exist a cofinal and 7-closed subset A 7 € A and a morphism

{fo: Xo =Yy, € Xf}: SX|gf — SY‘}If

such that f =lim{fs: a € ,Zf}
Similarly, by Theorem 3.5, applied to the unital x-homomorphism
ft lim Sy — lim Sy (recall that f is a unital *-isomorphism), there exist a

cofinal and 7-closed subset A 7-1 € A and a morphism
{gal Y, — Xa,Oé S Avffl}l Sy|;{f71 — Sx‘zzif—l

such that ! = lim{g.: a € Ap-}.

By Proposition 2.1, the intersection Ay = AfNA-1 is still cofinal and 7-closed
subset of A. Note that for each a € Ay we have two unital *-homomorphisms
fo: Xo — Y, and g,: Y, — X, satisfying the equalities f o i, = j, o f, and
f710ju = in0ga. Consequently, having also in mind condition (c) of Definition
3.1, we have

9o © fa :gaojglojaofa :gaoj(;lofoz'a :i;loiaoga :j;lofoia =
itofltojaojitofoin=itoflofoiy=1i"0i,=idx,.

Similarly, f, o go = idy,. This obviously means that both f, and g, are -

isomorphisms (inverses of each other). O

4. UNITAL FREE PRODUCTS OF UNITAL C*-ALGEBRAS AND THEIR DIRECT
C-SYSTEMS

Definition and various properties of (amalgamated) free products of C*-
algebras can be found in [3], [5], [6], [1], [2], [11]. Below we consider only
the unital free products of unital C*-algebras (see [2, Example 1.3(f)]).

Recall that the unital free product of a collection {X;: ¢ € T'} of unital C*-
algebras (i.e. the amalgamated free product over the common unit of X;’s) is the
unital C*-algebra dc{X;: t € T}, together with unital injective x-homomor-
phisms m: Xy — dc{X;: t € T}, t € T, satisfying the following universality
property:
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(*(C) for any unital x-homomorphisms f;: X; — Y, t € T, into any unital C*-
algebra Y, there exists a unique unital *-homomorphism
*c{fi:teT}: ,e{Xi:t €T} — Y such that fom = fi, t €T.

For the case |T'| = 2 this universality property of the unital free products is
explicitly stated by several authors (see, for instance, [5, p. 81] [6, p. 156], [7,
p. 89], [10, 2.2. Pushouts]). The existence of unital free products of infinite
(uncountable) collections of unital C*-algebras is proved in [1, Theorem 3.1]
(see also [2, Example 1.3(f)]). Even though the property (%) is not explicitly
stated in [1], it can be extracted from the proofs provided there.

An alternative approach for establishing the property (*c) for arbitrary T
is standard, although less constructive. It is based on the following observation.
The unital direct product (X;%cXz,m,ms) of two unital C*-algebras X; and
X is precisely the coproduct of the objects X; and X3 in the category C; (see
[8, p. 63]). Also note that the category C; is the category with the initial object
—namely, the C*-algebra C. These two facts suffice [8, Section III.5] to conclude
the existence of unital free products of finite collections of unital C*-algebras.

For an arbitrary indexing set 7", consider the directed set exp_,, T of all finite
subsets of T" with the natural partial order generated by the inclusion relation.
Next consider the direct system

S = {*C{Xt: te A}, 7B A B€exp., T},

consisting of the unital free products Jc{X;: t € A} of finite subcollections
and associated injective unital *-homomorphisms

™5 ke{X; t€ A} = ke{Xi:t € B}, ACB,A Becexp_,T.

The limit hﬂ S of this direct system is in fact the unital free product of the given
collection. Unital injective *-homomorphisms 7;, participating in the definition
of unital free products, are precisely the t-th limit *-homomorphisms of the
direct system S (see Subsection 3.1).

To see that the property (*c) is satisfied for so defined unital free products,
consider unital x-homomorphisms

*e{fi:te€ A}: ke{Xs:t € A} =Y,

uniquely defined (in the above discussed case of the unital free products of finite
collections of unital C*-algebras) for each finite subset A of T'. It follows that

*c{fi:t€ A} = *c{fi:t € B}or}

whenever A, B € exp_,T and A C B. This guarantees (see Subsection 3.1)
that the limit x-homomorphism

*c{fiit €T} =lim{skc{fi:t € A} A€exp,T}: ImS =Y
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satisfies the required equalities
*C{ft: t e T} O Ty = ft,t c T.

We now state some of the properties of the unital free products which will be
needed in later sections.

Lemma 4.1. If S C T, then %c{X;: t € T} is canonically isomorphic to

Proof. Let
T dke{ Xt €St = (ke{Xi:t €S} ke (Khe{Xi:t €T —S})

and

mo: Kke{Xp:t €T — S} — (he{Xi:t € S}) ke (Khe{Xs:t €T —5})

denote the canonical inclusions (see [1, Theorem 3.1]).
Let

7 Xy — ke{ Xt €Sy, wY Xy = ke{X,:teT — S}
and
7TtTZ Xt—)*C{XttET}

also denote canonical inclusions into the corresponding unital free products.
Now consider the homomorphisms

*e{nl:teS}: ke{X;:t €S} = ke{Xp:teT)

and

*e{nl:teT —S}: ke{X;:t €T — S} — ke{X,: t €T}

These two homomorphisms define the unique unital *-homomorphism

f: (*(C{Xt: te S}) *(C (*(C{XtZ tel — S}) — *(C{Xt: t e T}
such that

(4.1) fom =%c{rl:teS}
and
(4.2) fomy=skc{rl:teT— S}

Here f = (*(c{ﬂ'tTi t e S}) *(c (*(c{ﬂ‘;r: teTl — S})
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Similarly consider the unique unital *-homomorphism
g Kc{Xi:t €T} = (he{Xi:t €S}) %k (Khe{Xs:teT —S})

satisfying the equalities

4.3 T —
(4:3) 9o monl S if teT —8S.

Next observe that if t € S, then

{moﬁf ,if t €S,

(4.4) ngOTrtT(g))fOﬂjO?Tf(g)*c{ﬂ'tTitES}OT{'E:ﬂ'tT.
Similarly, if t € T'— S, then

(4.5) fogomlt (ﬁ)fomowf_s 12 *c{rl:teT —S}or! ™ =nl.

Now observe that (4.4) and (4.5) guarantee the validity of the equality

(46) f 0g = id*c{Xt: teT} -
In order to prove the equality
(47) goe f - id(*c{ﬂtT: tES})*c(*c{w?: tGT—S})

it suffices to show that

(4.8) gofom=m
and
(4.9) go fomy=ms.

Note that (4.8) follows from the following observation (¢t € 5):
(4.10) gofomon’ (A&l)go*c{wf: teStord=gon/ = T om.
Similarly (4.9) follows from the following observation (¢t € T'— S):

(4.11)

go fomorml ™ (g)gO*c{th:teS}oth_S:gomT_s (ﬁ)ﬂzoﬂz—s.

This finishes proof of (4.7).
It only remains to note that, by (4.6) and (4.7), both f and g are isomorphisms
as required. O
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Lemma 4.2. If S C T, then the unital x-homomorphism

e = Yclidx,: t € S}: ke{X;:t € S} — ke{X;: t €T}
18 injective.
Proof. It can be shown, by applying the argument similar to the one used in

the proof of Lemma 4.1, that the homomorphism 7% coincides with the homo-
morphism

1 ke{ Xt €St — (hc{Xi:t €S} dke (Ke{Xi:t €T —5}).
It only remains to note that m is an inclusion by [1, Theorem 3.1]. O
Lemma 4.3. If{T,: a < 7} is an increasing well ordered collection of subsets
of T and T' = U{T,: o < 7}, then %c{X;: t € T'} is canonically isomorphic to
the direct limit of the well ordered direct system {*C{Xt: te Ta},w%H’ 7'}

Proof. For each o« < 7 consider the unital *-homomorphism

T s ke{ Xt € To} — ke{X: t € TY,

defined in Lemma 4.2. Clearly 77, | o W;z+1 = 77, for each a < 7. Consider

the unique unital *-homomorphism (see Subsection 3.1)

f: @{*C{Xt: t e Ta},ﬂ;z“ﬂ'} — *c{X;:teT}
such that f om, = mp, for each o < 7 (here

mor kel Xt € T} — timg { ke X: t € T} w7

denotes the a-th limit injection of the above direct system). Applying property
(*(C) it is easy to see that f is an isomorphism. O

Finally we record the following statement.

Proposition 4.4. Let {X;: t € T} be an infinite collection of unital C*-algebras.
Then the collection {*C{Xt: te S}, 8 S, R€exp_, T}, consisting of the uni-
tal free products of finite subcollections and above defined canonical injections,
is a direct system whose direct limit is the unital free product dc{X;: t € T}.

If the given collection {X;:t € T} is uncountable and consists of separa-
ble unital C*-algebras, then the collection {*C{Xt: te Shrl S Reexp, T},
consisting of the unital free products of countable subcollections and above defined
canonical ingections, is a direct C-system of the unital free product dc{X;: t €
T}.
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Proof. The first part of this statement follows from the above given definition
of unital free products. In order to prove the second part we need to show that
{*C{Xt: te Shrl S Reexp, T} is a direct C*-system associated with the
unital free product %c{X;: t € T'}. Let us verify condition (a)—(d) of Definition
3.1. Condition (a) is obvious since the set exp,, 1" is w-complete. Conditions (c)
and (d) follow from Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3. Finally condition (b), i.e. the fact
that %c{X;: t € S} is separable for a countable subset S C T, follows from [1,
Theorem 3.1]. O

Remark 4.5. The fact that the homomorphism 7%, indicated in Lemma 4.2, is
injective can be significantly strengthened in the situation when each X; admits
a unital *-homomorphism ¢;: X; — C. Indeed, in such a case, we can choose
an index sy € S and view the homomorphism ¢; as a unital *-homomorphism
of X; into X,,. Next consider the unital *-homomorphism

95 = Yc{g:t € T}: Jhc{Xi: t € T} = Ke{X;: t € S},
where

. idXt:Xt_>Xta lftES,
=V X X, , ifteT—S.

It is easy to show that ¢g& o 7§ = ida.x,. tesy. This means that 7§ is a core-
traction and, in particular, is injective.

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a C*-algebra admitting a unital *x-homomorphism into
C. IfY is a C*-subalgebra of X, then Y also admits a unital x-homomorphism
into C. Projective unital C*-algebra admits a unital *-homomorphism into C.

Proof. The first part is trivial. If X is a projective unital C*-algebra, then the
projection 7 : X x C — X of the direct product X x C onto the first coordinate
has the inverse, i.e. there exists a unital *-homomorphism i: X — X x C
such that m o7 = idx. Clearly the projection my: X x C — C onto the
second coordinate is a unital x-homomorphism. It only remains to note that
the composition 7 0 i: X — C is a unital x-homomorphism. O

5. BASIC PROPERTIES OF DOUBLY PROJECTIVE HOMOMORPHISMS AND
CHARACTERIZATION OF PROJECTIVE UNITAL C*-ALGEBRAS

Recall that a unital C*-algebra P is projective if for any surjective unital
sx-homomorphism p: X — Y of unital C*-algebras and for any unital *-homo-
morphism f: P — Y there exists a unital s-homomorphism ¢g: P — X such
that pog = f.
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5.1. Doubly projective homomorphisms. The concept of doubly projective
homomorphism was introduced in [7, Definition 3.1]. In the definition given
below we do not assume that X and Y are projective C*-algebras.

Definition 5.1. A unital x-homomorphism 7: X — Y of unital C*-algebras X
and Y is doubly projective if for any surjective unital x-homomorphism p: A — B
between unital C*-algebras A and B and any two unital x-homomorphisms
f: X - Aand g: Y — B with goi = po f, there exists a unital *x-homo-
morphism h: B — X such that f = hoi and ¢ = po h. In other words, any
commutative square diagram

B Y
h

p 7

4—r  x

with surjective p can be completed by the diagonal arrow with commuting
triangles.

We need some properties of doubly projective homomorphisms.

Lemma 5.2. A doubly projective homomorphism i: X — Y of unital C*-
algebras is a coretraction, i.e. there exists a unital x-homomorphismr:Y — X
such that r o1 = idx. In particular, a doubly projective homomorphism is in-
jective.

Proof. Let i: X — Y be a doubly projective homomorphism. Consider the
following commutative diagram

g=const
0 Y
p=const " i
f=idx
X X

Since ¢ is doubly projective, there exists a unital x-homomorphism r: Y — X
such that r o7 = idx. I

Lemma 5.3. Let i: X — Y be a doubly projective homomorphism of unital
C*-algebras. Then X is projective if and only if Y is projective.
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Proof. First suppose that X is projective. In order to show that Y is pro-
jective, consider a surjective unital *-homomorphism p: A — B and a unital
x-homomorphism ¢: Y — B. Our goal is to find a unital *-homomorphism
g: Y — A such that pog = ¢g. Since X is projective, there exists a unital
x-homomorphism f: X — A such that po f = g oi. Since ¢ is doubly projec-
tive there exists a unital *-homomorphism §: Y — A such that g = po g (and
f = got). Obviously g is a required lift of g and, consequently, Y is projective.

Now assume that Y is projective. In order to show that X is projective,
consider a surjective unital *-homomorphism p: A — B and a unital *-homo-
morphism f: X — B. Our goal is to find a unital *-homomorphism f: X — A
such that po f = f. By Lemma 5.2, there exists a unital x-homomorphism
r: Y — X such that r oi = idx. Consider the composition g = for: Y — B.
Since Y is projective, there exists a unital *-homomorphism g: ¥ — A such
that pog = g¢. Let f = goi. It only remains to note that po f =pogoi =
goit= foroi=f. O

Lemma 5.4. A finite composition of doubly projective homomorphisms is dou-
bly projective.

Proof. Let i1: X1 — X5 and i5: X5 — X3 be doubly projective homomorphisms
of unital C*-algebras. We need to show that the composition i =iy 01;: X; —
X3 is also doubly projective. Consider a surjective unital s-homomorphism
p: A — B and two unital x-homomorphisms ¢g: X3 — B and f: X; — A such
that g oi = po f. Consider the following commutative diagram

gota

B Xo
fi

p 11

A T x

Since i1 is doubly projective and since (gois)0i; = goi = po f, there exists a
unital s-homomorphism f;: Xy — A such that po f; = gois and f = f; 01;.
Next consider the commutative diagram
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B X3
h
p 12
A f1 X,

Since 75 is doubly projective and since p o f; = g o 1o, there exists a unital *-
homomorphism h: X3 — A such that poh = g and f; = hois. It only remains
to note that

hoi:ho(iQOil):(h'ollé)oilzfloilzf'
U

Lemma 5.5. Let f: X — Y be a doubly projective homomorphism. Suppose
that f = fyo fi, where fo: Z — Y is a coretraction (i.e. there exists a unital
x-homomorphism r:Y — Z such that r o fo =1idy). Then f1: X — Z is also
doubly projective.

Proof. Let p: A — B be a surjective homomorphism of unital C*-algebras.
Let also g: X — A and h: Z — B be unital x-homomorphisms such that
pog=ho fi. We need to find a unital *-homomorphism k: Z — A such that
ko fi =g and pok = h. Note that

pog=hofi=horofyofi=(hor)of

Since f is doubly projective, there exists a unital *-homomorphism kY — A
such that ko f = g and pok = hor. Finally note that the composition
k=ko fy: Z — A has all the required properties. Indeed,

k‘oflzzofzoflzzofzg
and
pok=pokofy=horofy=h.
U

Lemma 5.6. Let ©: X — Y be a unital x-homomorphism which is a retract
of a unital x-homomorphism ': X' — Y'. This means that there exist unital
x-homomorphisms px: X' = X, oy: Y =Y, ¢x: X = X' and ¢y: Y =Y’
such that iopx = py oi', i’ odx = Py 01, px o px = idx and py o ¢y = idy.
In other words the diagram
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Y 2% Y/ ¢Y Y

R

X px X/ dx X
commutes. In this situation, if i is doubly projective, then i is also doubly
projective.

Proof. Consider a surjective unital *-homomorphism p: A — B and two unital
sx-homomorphisms f: X — A and g: Y — B such that goi¢ = po f. Here is
the corresponding diagram

B g Y 2% Y/ ¢Y Y

S P
A f X Yx X/ ¢X X
Let f'=fopx: X' = Aand ¢ =gopy: Y — B. Note that

goi'=gopyoi’=goiopx=pofopx=pof.
Since 7’ is doubly projective, there exists a unital *-homomorphism h’': Y’ — A
such that poh' = ¢’ and h' 0 i’ = f'.
Now consider the composition h = h' o ¢y : Y — B and observe that

poh=poh'opy =g oy =gopyody =g

and

hoi=ho¢yoi=hoiopx=fogx=Ffopxopx=f
This shows that ¢ is doubly projective. O

The following statement provides an important class of doubly projective
homomorphisms.

Lemma 5.7. Let X be a unital C*-algebra and Y be a projective unital C*-
algebra. Then the canonical inclusion mx: X — X¥kcY is doubly projective.

Proof. Consider a surjective unital *-homomorphism p: A — B and two unital
sx-homomorphisms f: X — A and g: X% ¢Y — B such that po f = goiyx. Our
goal is to construct a unital x-homomorphism h: X3 cY — A such that poh = g
and homx = f. Let my: Y — XY denote the canonical embedding of Y into
X% Y. Since Y is projective, there exists a unital s-homomorphism h;: ¥ — A
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such that po hy = goiy. The two unital *-homomorphisms f: X — A and
hy:Y — A define the unique unital *-homomorphism A: X% cY — A such that
homx = f and homy = h;. Finally, observe that gonxy = po f = (poh)omy
and gomy =pohy; = (poh)omy. This shows that poh =g. O

Next we introduce the concept of a doubly projective homomorphism of sep-
arable type.

Definition 5.8. We say that a doubly projective homomorphism i: X — Y
between projective unital C*-algebras has a separable type, if there exist a
projective unital C*-algebra X’ such that d(X’) = d(X), a separable projective
unital C*-algebra Y’ and two surjective unital *-homomorphisms px: X' — X
and py: X'%cY’ — Y such that i o px = vy omx/, where mx/: X' — X'%cY’
denotes the natural inclusion. In other words we require the commutativity of
the following diagram

Y 2 X'%cY!

ZT T”X’

X & X
Lemma 5.9. FEvery doubly projective homomorphism between separable projec-
tive unital C*-algebras has a separable type.

Proof. Let i: X — Y be a doubly projective homomorphism and X and Y
be separable projective unital C*-algebras. Consider the unital free product
X% cY and note that the diagram

i%cidy

Y +—— X%V

i [

X & X
commutes. Also observe that X% ¢Y is a projective unital C*-algebra. Clearly
idcidy: XdcY — X is surjective, because (iv¢idy)omy = idy is surjective.
O

Lemma 5.10. Let S = {X,,,i%, 7} be a well-ordered continuous direct system
of unital C*-algebras. If the short injection 1271 X, — X,41 of the system S
1s doubly projective for each o < 7, then the limit injection ig: Xog — li_nf}S 18

also doubly projective.

Proof. Let p: A — B be a surjective unital *-homomorphism of unital C*-
algebras. Let also g: Xg — A and h: li_rr}S ¥ — B be unital *-homomorphisms
such that po g = hog.
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By induction we construct a well ordered collection {k,: X, — A;a < 7}
of unital *-homomorphisms. Let ky = ¢ and suppose that we have already
constructed x-homomorphisms k, for each a < v, where v < 7, in such a way
that the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) ko = kay1 012T! for each a < 7.
(b) pok, = hoi, for each a < 7.
(c) ks = lim{kq; o < B} whenever 3 is a limit ordinal number with § <.

Let us construct a x-homomorphism k., : X, — A.
If v is a limit ordinal number, then let k, = lim{kq; a < 7}.
If v = o+ 1, then consider the following commutative diagram

A -2+ B

ko T Thoiu

ca+1
ia
Xa ? Xa+1

Since 12! X, — X, is doubly projective there exists a unital *-homomorphism

Eati1: Xar1 — A such that kg = ka1 0ia® and po ka1 = h o iq.

Thus, the homomorphisms k,: X, — A are constructed for each a < 7 and
satisfy the above stated properties for each @ < 7. It only remains to note
that for the unital +-homomorphism & = lim{k,; o < 7}: lim Sx — A we have
g=ko=koigand h =pok as required. O

As was pointed out in the introduction, there is a deeper relation between dou-
bly projective homomorphisms and projective C*-algebras, than it might appear
to be the case. Let Mor(C}) denote the category of unital *-homomorphisms of
unital C*-algebras. The following statement is true.

Proposition 5.11. The following conditions are equivalent for a unital x-ho-
momorphism f: X — Y of projective unital C*-algebras:

(a) f is doubly projective.
(b) f is a projective object of the category Mor(Cy).

Proof. (a) = (b). Let p: A — B and ¢: C — D be objects of the category
Mor(Cy) and (s,7): p — ¢ be an epimorphism of the same category. Our goal
is to show that for any morphism («,3): f — ¢ of Mor(Cy) there exists a
morphism (&, 3): f — p of Mor(C}) such that (s,7) o (a, 8) = (o, B).
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Since (r,s) is an epimorphism in Mor(Cy) it follows that each of the homo-
morphisms 7 and s is surjective. Since X is projective, there exists a unital
x-homomorphism a: X — A such that soa = «a. Clearly ropoa=qgosoa =
qoa = fo f. Consequently, since f is doubly projective, there exists a unital
x-homomorphism B Y — B such that B f=poaandro B 5. In other
words the following diagram

B8
D Y
r A f
B e X

commutes. The straitforward verification shows that (s,r) o (a, 8) = («, 5) as
required.

(b) = (a). Now suppose that f: X — Y is a projective object of the cate-
gory Mor(Cy). In order to show that f is doubly projective, consider a surjective
unital x-homomorphism p: A — B and two unital x*-homomorphisms g: X — A
and h:Y — B such that pog = ho f. Clearly the pair (g,h) forms a mor-
phism (g,h): f — p in the category Mor(Cy). Consider also the epimorphism
(in the category Mor(Cy)) (ida,p): ida — p sending the left vertical arrow in
the following diagram onto the middle one.
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AL+ B

ST
Ay 4t X

Since f is a projective object in the category Mor(C}), it follows that there
exists a morphism (g,h): f — idy4, consisting of the unital *-homomorphisms
g: X - Aand h: Y — A, such that (id4, p) o (g, h) = (g, h). This implies that
idgog =g, ie. g=g,and poh =h. In order to prove the equality ho f = g,
simply note that (g,h): f — id4 is a morphism in the category Mor(C}). Thus
f is doubly projective. O

5.2. Characterization of projective unital C*-algebras. We begin with
the following preliminary result.

Lemma 5.12. Let X be a projective unital C*-algebra of density 7 > w. Then
X admits a direct C*-system Sx = { Xy, 1%, A}, consisting of separable projective
unital C*-subalgebras of X. We may assume that A is a cofinal and w-closed
subset of exp,, T.

Proof. Let A be a dense subset of X such that |A] = 7. Let also T" = exp,, A.
Since 7 > w, it follows that |T| = 7. As in the proof of Proposition 3.2, we
can conclude that X is the limit of the direct system {X,d, T}, consisting of
separable unital C*-subalgebras of X (generated by countable subsets of A) and
associated inclusion maps.

Next consider the unital *-homomorphism ¢: %c{X;: t € T} — X, gener-
ated by the homomorphisms i;: X; — X. This means that p oy, = i, for each
t € T (here 7x,: Xy — %c{X¢: t € T} denotes the canonical inclusion). Note
that ¢ is a surjective unital *-homomorphism. This follows from Lemma 3.3.

Recall that by Proposition 4.4, the collection

S = {kc{X;: t € S}, 78 exp, T}
is a direct Cj-system such that Jc{X;: t € T} =1lim S.
For each S C T let Xg = clx ¢ (Fc{Xi: t € S}). Also by ps: kc{Xi: t €

S} — X we denote the restriction of the homomorphism ¢ onto the unital free
product Jc{X;: t € S}. We have the following commutative diagram

X 2 ke{X:teT)

Xg 2 *e{X;: te S},
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where ig: Xg — X denotes the inclusion.

It is obvious that the system Sx = {Xg, %, expw T}, consisting of C*-sub-
algebras Xg of X and their natural inclusions i%: Xg — Xg, forms a direct
Ci-system such that X = lim Sy. Also note that

{ps: S €exp,T}: S — Sx

is a morphism between the indicated direct systems such that ¢ = liﬂ{gps: S e
exp, T'}.

Since X is a projective C*-algebra, there exists a unital x-homomorphism
¢: X — *c{X;: t € T} such that p o ¢ = idx.

According to Theorem 3.5, applied to the homomorphism ¢: li_n;S X — liQS ,
there exist a cofinal and w-closed subset A of exp, 7 and a morphism

{¢s: S € A}: Sx|A — S|A
such that ¢ = @{¢g: S € A}. In particular, the square diagram

X 2 ke{Xi:iteT)

isT ng
Xs AN *c{X;:t e S},

commutes for each S € A. Note also that pg o ¢g =idx, for each S € A.

According to Lemma 4.6, the C*-algebra X, and hence each X;, t € T, admits
a unital x-homomorphism into C. Consequently, by Remark 4.5, the inclusion
i de{X;:t € S} — *kc{X;:t € T} is a coretraction with the associated
retraction gL: dc{X;:t € T} — %c{X;:t € S}. Consider the unital x-
homomorphism rg: X — Xg, defined as the composition rg = pg0 gL o¢. Note
that

, T , T T -
rs0is = Pg0ggOPOig=Pg0 (g OMg0ds=Ps0opsg=Iidxg,

which shows that rg is a retraction. It only remains to note that Xg, as a retract
of X, is projective. O

The following statement provides a characterization of non-separable projec-
tive unital C*-algebras. It should be noted that condition (b) of Theorem 5.13
is significantly stronger than the conclusion of Lemma 5.12.

Theorem 5.13. The following conditions are equivalent for any unital C*-
algebra X of density d(X) =1 > w:
(a) X is projective.
(b) X is isomorphic to the limit of a direct C*-system Sx = {X,, i3, A}, con-
sisting of separable projective unital C*-algebras X, and doubly projective
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limit injections in: X0 — X, a € A. We may assume that A is cofinal
and w-closed in exp,, T.
(¢) X is isomorphic to the limit of a well-ordered continuous direct system
Sx = {X,,1%T 7} of length T satisfying the following properties:
1. X, 1s a projective unital C*-algebra for each o < T.
2. Short ingection it : X, — X,41 is doubly projective and has a sepa-
rable type for each a < T.

3. Xy is a separable projective unital C*-algebra.

Proof. Part I. First we show that if X is a projective C*-algebra, then there
exists a well ordered continuous direct system Sy = {X,,i"! 7}, satisfying
condition (c). While proving this we will show the existence of a direct C}-
system {X,,?, A}, satisfying condition (b).

According to condition (a) and Lemmas 5.12 and 3.3 there exists a collection
{X;: t € T}, consisting of separable unital projective C*-subalgebra of X, such
that X = U{X;:t € T} and |T| = 7.

Below we follow the proof of Lemma 5.12. The fact that each X;, t € A, is
projective becomes crucial later in this proof.

As in the proof of Lemma 5.12, the homomorphisms i;: X; — X, t € T,
generate the surjective unital x-homomorphism ¢: %c{X;:t € T} — X such
that ¢ o wx, = i, for each t € T (here 7y, : X; — %c{X;: t € T'} denotes the
canonical inclusion).

Recall that by Proposition 4.4, the collection

S={kc{Xi: t e SY, wl exp, T}

is a direct Cj-system such that Jc{X;: t € T} =1lim S.

For each S C T let Xg = clx ¢ (kc{X;: t € S}). Also by ¢g: kc{X;: t €
S} — Xg we denote the restriction of the homomorphism ¢ onto the unital free
product %c{X;: t € S}. We have the following commutative diagram

X X *e{X;:teT}

is/[ ng
Xg <2 *e{X;:te S},

where ig: Xg — X denotes the inclusion.

It is obvious that the system Sx = {Xg, %, exp, T}, consisting of C*-sub-
algebras Xg of X and their natural inclusions i%: Xg — Xg, forms a direct
C.-system such that X = lim Sx.

Since, by (a), X is a projective C*-algebra, there exists a unital *-homomor-
phism ¢: X — kc{X;: t € T} such that ¢ o ¢ = idx.
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Let us say that a subset S C T is admissible if ¢(Xg) C dc{X;: t € S}.
This clearly means that the diagram

X 2 ke{Xi:iteT)

iST ng
X~ *ke{X,:t €S},
where ¢g = ¢|Xs: Xg — dkc{X;: t € S}, commutes.

We need to state some of the properties of admissible subsets.

Claim 1. If S C T is admissible, then ¢g o pg = idx,.

Proof of Claim 1. Follows form the above constructions and the equality
¢ o =1idyx (see the proof of Lemma 5.12).

Claim 2. If S is an admissible subset of T, then Xg = ¢ (Jc{X;: t € S}).

Proof of Claim 2. Follows from Claim 1 (see the proof of Lemma 5.12).

Claim 3. The union of an arbitrary collection of admissible subsets of T is
admissible.

Proof of Claim 3. Let S;, © € I be an admissible subset of T" and let S =
U{S;: i € I}. First observe that

Xg = cly o (ke{X;: t € 8Y) = cly o (U{*C{Xt: teS):ic 1}) _
cly (U{gp X, teS)) :ic I) C cly (U{Xgi: i e I}) .

Consequently

6(Xs) C & (ch (U{Xsi: i € I})) C clye(x: er) (¢ (U{XSZ.: i € I})) C

Cl*c{Xt: teT} (U{¢(st (S [}> - Cl*@{Xt: teT} (U{*C{Xt t e SZ} 1€ I})
Q *C{Xti te S}

Claim 4. If S is an admissible subset of T, then Xg is a projective C*-
subalgebra of X.

Proof of Clatm 4. See the proof of lemma 5.12.

Claim 5. Fvery countable subset of T is contained in a countable admissible
subset of T'.

Proof of Claim 5. According to Theorem 3.5, applied to the homomorphism
o: li_rr}S X — 1138 , there exist a cofinal and w-closed subset A of exp, 7 and a
morphism

{QSsi S e A} Sx|A—>S|A
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such that ¢ = @{¢g: S € A}. Clearly each S € A is admissible.

Claim 6. If S is an admissible subset of T, then the inclusion ig: Xg — X
1s doubly projective.

Proof of Claim 6. Recall that the following diagram

X 2 ke{XteT) «2— X

iST Tng Tis
Xg <<p_s *C{XtitGS} <¢—S Xy

commutes and that ¢ o ¢ =idx and pg o ¢g = idx,.

Since each Xy, t € T, is projective (this is where Lemma 5.12 is actually
being used) we easily conclude that c{X::t € T — S} is also projective
(compare to [2, Propositions 2.31, 2.32]). By Lemmas 4.1 and 5.7, the inclusion
75 de{X;:t € S} — Jkc{X;: t € T} is doubly projective. Finally, Lemma
5.6 guarantees that the inclusion ig: Xg — X is also doubly projective. This
completes proof of Claim 6.

Now consider the direct system Sy|A = {Xg,i% A}. Clearly Sx|A is a
direct C7-system such that X = limSx|A (see Claim 5). By Claim 4, each
Xg, S € A, is a separable unital projective subalgebra of X and, by Claim 6,
each limit inclusion ig: Xg — X, S € A, is doubly projective. This finishes the
proof of the implication (a) = (b).

Next we prove the implication (a) = (c). Since |T| = 7, we can write
T = {to: a < 7}. By Claim 5, for each a@ < 7 there exists a countable ad-
missible subset S, C T such that t, € S,. Let T, = U{S,: f < a} and
Xo = Xr,. Also let :271: X, — X, denote the inclusion. Thus we have the
well ordered continuous direct system Sx = {X,,i%"! 7}. Tt follows from the
above constructions that X = lim Sy. According to Claims 3 and 4, each X,
«a < T, is a unital projective C*-subalgebra of X. Since T = Sy is countable,
we conclude that X is separable. Claim 6 guarantees that for each a@ < 7, both
limit inclusions i,: X, — X and i,11: Xoi1 — X are doubly projective. Note

that 14 = iq41 09T By Lemma 5.2, i,y is a coretraction. Consequently, by
Lemma 5.5, i is also doubly projective. Finally, in order to see that 2! has

a separable type, note that according to the above constructions and Lemma
4.1, we have the following commuting diagram

PTot1

XQ_H — (*C{Xt: t e Ta}) *(c (*(C{Xti t e Sa+1})

is/[ TW*C{Xt: te€Ta }

Xa & *(C{Xt: t € Ta},
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with surjective 7, and o7, ,. Clearly both
*(C{Xt: t e Ta} and (*C{Xt: t e Ta}) *(c (*(C{Xt: t e Sa+1})

are projective (as unital free products of projective C*-algebras). It only remains
to note that since S, 1 is countable and since each X, is separable, the unital free
product Jc{X;: t € Soy1} is also separable ([1, Theorem 3.1]). This completes
the proof of the implication (a) = (c).

In order to prove the implication (b) = (a) observe that if Sx = {X,,?, A}
is a direct C’-system satisfying properties indicated in condition (b), then for
any a € A the a-th limit inclusion i,: X, — X is doubly projective and the
C*-algebra X, is projective. Consequently, by lemma 5.3, X is also projective.

Finally, the implication (¢) = (a) follows from Lemmas 5.10 and 5.3. O

6. BASIC PROPERTIES OF DOUBLY PROJECTIVE SQUARE DIAGRAMS AND
CHARACTERIZATION OF DOUBLY PROJECTIVE HOMOMORPHISMS

6.1. Doubly projective diagrams. The pushout construction [8] applied to
the category Cj leads us to the following definition [7], [10]. A commutative
square diagram X;X5Y5Y7, consisting of unital C*-algebras and unital *-homo-
morphisms, is called pushout, if for any two coherent unital *-homomorphisms
g: Xo — Z and h: Y] — Z into any unital C*-algebra Z (i.e. goi = ho f1),
there exists unique unital *-homomorphism g% h: Yo — Z (a more informative
notation g¥ x, h for the sake of simplicity is replaced by g¥h) such that (g¥h)o
fo=gand (gkh)oj=h:

X, 1

Y,

C*-algebra Y, in such a case is isomorphic to the amalgamated free product
Xo¥x, Yy, which is the quotient of the unital free product Xs¥%cY; by the
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closed ideal generated by {i(z) — fi(z): v € X;i}. Also if m: XodkcY1 — Vs
denotes this quotient homomorphism, then 7w o7y, = j and mo 7y, = fo, where

vy Y1 — XokeY: and 7y, Xo — XokeY: denote canonical embeddings.
Here is the corresponding diagram

XokcYs
X,
X2 o }/2 Ty
i J
X, f1 Y,

Lemma 6.1. Let
X, 4 v,

JIE
f1
X — N
be a pushout diagram, consisting of unital C*-algebras and unital x-homomor-

phisms. If f1 is doubly projective, then fo is also doubly projective.

Proof. Let p: A — B be a surjective unital *-homomorphism of unital C*-
algebras. Consider also two unital *-homomorphisms ¢g: Xo — A and h: Y5 —
B such that po g = ho fy. Clearly

o(goi)=(pog)oi=(hofa)oi=(hoj)ofi=ho(jof1).
Since f1 is doubly projective, there exists a unital *-homomorphism k: Yo — A
such that goi = ko f; and hoj = pOk: Since the given diagram is a pushout, we

have a unital *-homomorphism k = g*k: Y; — A. Recall that g = (g*k:) fo

and k = (g*k:) o j. Consequently it only remains to show that p o (g*k:) = h.
In order to prove this equality note that

[po(g*%)} ofa=pog=ho fy and [po(g*%)] oj=pok=~hoj.

Again, since the given diagram is a pushout, the above equalities imply that
po (gkk) = h as required. O
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Lemma 6.2. Let f: X — Y be a unital x-homomorphism of unital C*-algebras.
Let also A be a unital C*-algebra. Then the diagram

Y 2 YcA
f/[ T(ﬂ'y@f)*id,q
X =5 XocA

18 a pushout.

Proof. Consider the pushout

y %

Z
i [
X 5 XcA

generated by the homomorphisms f: X — Y and 7nx: X — X3cA. Since, by
the commutativity of the first diagram,

(6.1) my o f = [(my o f)¥ids] omx ,

it follows that there exists unique unital *-homomorphism p: Z — Y %cA such
that

(6.2) poy =Ty
and
(6.3) po¢ = (myo f)kida.

Let m4y: A — X% cA denote the canonical injection of A into the uni-
tal free product X cA. Consider the homomorphisms ¢: Y — Z and ¢ o
ma: A — Z. Since Y%A is the unital free product, there exists unique unital
x-homomorphism ¢: Y% cA — Z such that

(6.4) qomy = ¢
and
(6.5) godg=¢oma,

where A 4: A — Y9 cA denotes the canonical injection (not to be confused with
m4). Note that
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(66) )\A = [(7Ty e} f)*ldA] oOT4.

In order to prove our statement we need to show that p is an isomorphism.
We accomplish this by proving that gop = idz and poq = idy x.4. The following
diagram helps to visualize the situation.

©
¢ p
idyca
Y YkcA YokeAd ~——— Y
A A
f (myof)Hida 4 4 (ryof)kida f

X ™ XdcA = A = X%cA ™ X
First let us show that

(6.7) gol(my o f)kida] = ¢.

Since both ¢ o [(my o f)¥%ida] and ¢ are defined on the unital free product
X% cA, (6.7) will be proved by examining compositions of the above homomor-
phisms with 74 and 7x. Observe that

(68) <q0[(7TyOf)*idA]>O7TA (GiG)qO)\A (655)(;5077'14

and

(6.9) <q o [(my o f)*idA]) oTx 2 gomy o f (64) pof=c¢omy.
Note that (6.8) and (6.9) imply (6.7).
Next note that

(6.10) gopod ' qof(my o fikida = ¢

and
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6.2 6.4
(6.11) qopoap(:)qowy 64 Q.

Clearly (6.10) and (6.11) imply the equality g o p = id.
In order to establish the second equality poq = idy x.4 We proceed in a similar
way. Observe that

(6.12) poqoly (g’)pO(ﬁOﬂ'A:[(ﬂ'yof)*idA]Oﬂ'A:AA

and

(6.13) pogomy =poy=Ty.
As above, (6.12) and (6.13) imply the required equality p o ¢ = idy xca-
This shows that p is an isomorphism and completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.3. Let

X, —25 v,

ZT T]’

X, Iy

be a pushout diagram, consisting of projective unital C*-algebras and doubly pro-
jective homomorphisms. If f1 has a separable type, then fs also has a separable

type.

Proof. Since f; has a separable type, we have the following commutative dia-
gram

Y, 2 X%kl

flT TWX{
X, 2 X,

where X] and Y] are projective unital C*-algebras, Y/ in addition is separable
and the unital *-homomorphisms ¢y, and ¢y, are surjective. By Lemma 6.2,
the diagram

(mx; 0@ x; ) ke idy

Xi%cY/ = XY/
-] E
X, ox, X!



Uncountable direct systems and a characterization of non-separable projective C*-algebras 33

is a pushout. Consequently there exists a unital *-homomorphism r: X;%cY] —
Yy such that ¢y, = 7o [(mx, o ¢x,)dkcidy;]. Since gy, is surjective, the latter
equality guarantees that r is also surjective. Thus we have the commutative
diagram

Y, — X1*<CY1/

] T

idx,
X1 — Xl.

Next consider the following diagram

XokcY,
s / \ ,
X Y, . Y. X
2 f2 2 2 f2 2
(mx400)kc idylr

X, / \ T,

Y X
fi ! ! fi 1

in which, according to Lemma 6.2, the subdiagram, represented by the back
face of the above diagram, is a pushout. Since r is surjective and since f; is
doubly projective, there exists a unital *-homomorphism s: Y} — X; — Y] such
that r o s = idy, and 7y, = s o f;. Now consider the unital *-homomorphisms
jor: XikcY] — Yo and fo: Xy — Y. Note that jorony, =jo fi = fyoi.
Since, as was indicated, the back face is a pushout, there exists the unique unital
s-homomorphism 7: Xo%k Y, — Y5 such that

X4

T o [(7‘(‘)(2 oi)%c idyll] =jorandromy, = fo.

It only remains to show that 7 is surjective. To see this consider the ho-
momorphisms [(Ty, o)k idy{} o0s: Y] — XokcY! and my,: Xo — XokcY/.
Clearly

[(mx, 0 i)kcidy;] os0 fi = [(mx, 0 i)kcidy] o mx, = 7x, 0.

Since the originally given diagram is a pushout, there exists a unital *-ho-
momorphism 5: Y — XodkcY] such that Soj = [(mx, 04)%kc idylf} o s and
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So fo = my,. Straightforward verification (based on the universality properties
of the two pushout diagrams involved) shows that 7 o s = idy,. This suffices
to conclude that 7 is surjective. Consequently the homomorphism f; has a
separable type. O

Definition 6.4. A characteristic *-homomorphism of a commutative square
diagram X7 X,Y7Y5 is the x-homomorphism y = fo¥kj

Xokx, Y1
X
X
X, e Y -
i J
X — .y

Note that a commutative square diagram is a pushout if and only if its char-
acteristic *-homomorphism is an isomorphism.

Definition 6.5. A commutative square diagram, consisting of unital C*-algebras
and unital x-homomorphisms, is called doubly projective, if its characteristic *-
homomorphism is doubly projective.

Lemma 6.6. Let

X, - v,

’l/[ Tj
x, Iy

be a doubly projective square diagram. If fi is doubly projective, then fy is also
doubly projective. Moreover, for any unital surjective x-homomorphism p: A —
B of unital C*-algebras and any three unital x-homomorphisms g: Xo — A,
h:Ys — B and k1: Yy — A such that ho fo = pog, goi = kyo f; and
hoj=pok,
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A B
ko
g h
X, f2 Y,
i k1 J
X, S Y,

there exists a unital x-homomorphism ko : Yo — A such that kso fo = g, poks = h
and ]{?2 Oj = ]{51.

Proof. Consider the pushout diagram X;XsXo%x, YoYs generated by the -
homomorphisms ¢: X; — X5 and f;: X; — Yj. Since f; is doubly projective,
it follows, by Lemma 6.1, that ¢x, is also doubly projective. Since the charac-
teristic *-homomorphism x: Xo¥ x, X1 — Y5 of the originally given diagram is
doubly projective, it follows, by Lemma 5.4, that the composition fo = x o ¢x,
is doubly projective. This proves the first part of our statement.

In order to prove the second part of Lemma consider the following diagram
in which all objects satisfy the above formulated assumptions:

Xoskx, Vi ol A—" B
X g & h
VX
Py X2 P Y
i k1 J

Y,
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Since X7 X2 Xo% x, YaY5 is a pushout diagram and since the x-homomorphisms
g: Xo — Aand ky: Y] — A satisfy the equality goi = ko fi, there exists unique
s-homomorphism g¥ki: Xovkx, Y7 — A such that

(6.14) g9 = (g%ki) o ox,
and
(6.15) k1 = (g%ki) o py,.

In order to prove that p o (g9 ki) = h o x, first observe that
(6.16) [po(gkki)]opy, =poki =hoj=[hox]ogpy.
Secondly,

(6.17) [po (gkki)]opx, =pog=ho fo=[hox]opx,.

Since X7 XoXo% x, Y2Y5 is a pushout diagram, (6.16) and (6.17), imply the re-
quired equality p o (gk;) = ho x.

Since x is doubly projective the latter equality guarantees the existence of a
unital x-homomorphism ky: Y5 — A such that po ky = h and kg o x = g¥kk;.
The straitforward verification shows that ks o fo = g and ks o j = ky

6.14
kpo fo=ksoxopx, = (gkk)opx, =
and
. 6.15
kyoj=kooxopy, = (g%kki)opy (:)kl.
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.6. O
Proposition 6.7. Let Sx = {X,,i%", 7} and Sy = {Y,, o, 7} be two well

ordered continuous direct systems consisting of unital C*-algebras and unital
x-homomorphisms. Let

{fo: Xoa = Yyaet}: Sx — Sy

be a morphism between these systems such that all arising adjacent square dia-
grams

fa+1
Xor1 — Yoq1

- T

X, I vy

are doubly projective. If fo: Xo — Yy is doubly projective, then the limit homo-
morphism @{fa} lim Sx — Sy is also doubly projective.
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Proof. Let p: A — B be a unital surjective x-homomorphism of unital C*-
algebras. Consider two unital x-homomorphisms

g: h_rn)SX — A and h: li_rr}Sy — B
such that pog = hOIiﬂ{ fa}. Our goal is to construct a unital *-homomorphism
k: @Sy — A
such that k OH_II}{fa} =gand pok =h. Let
Ja =901y Xo— A and hy,=hoj,: Y, — B,a<T.
We now construct (by induction) a collection of unital *-homomorphisms
ko: Yo — A a<r,
so that the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) ga:kaofa>a<7_'

(b) he =pok,, a <.

(€) ko = kay1 072 a < 7.

(d) ko =lim{ks; B < a}, whenever « is a limit ordinal number with a < 7.

By our assumption, the x-homomorphism fy is doubly projective. Conse-
quently there exists a unital x-homomorphism kqy: Yy — A such that gy = kgo f
and ho =po ]{70.

Suppose that for each o < «, where v < 7, we have already constructed unital
«-homomorphisms k,: Y, — A satisfying conditions (a)—(d) for appropriate
indices. Let us construct a unital *-homomorphism k., : Y, — A.

If v is a limit ordinal number, then let (consult with Subsection 3.1)

ky = hﬂ{fa: a <7}

The continuity of the direct systems Sx and Sy guarantees that g, = k, o f,,
hy =pok, and k, = j) o k, for each o < 7.
If v = a+ 1, then, by the assumption, the diagram

fa+t1
Xar1 — Yon1

z'z“T Tj:;“

X, Iy vy,

is doubly projective. Therefore, by Lemma 6.6, there exists a unital *-homo-
morphism ka—l—l: Ya+1 — A such that Jot+1 = ka—l—l o fa+17 ha—l—l =po ka+1 and

_ catl
ko = 757" 0 kaq1.
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Thus, the x-homomorphisms k, are now constructed for each a < 7. It only
remains to note that the s-homomorphism k = @{ka} lim Sy — A satisfies
all the required properties. O

6.2. Characterization of doubly projective homomorphisms.

Theorem 6.8. Let f: X — Y be a unital *-homomorphism between unital
C*-algebras of the same density. Then f is doubly projective homomorphism
of separable type if and only if there exist direct C’-systems Sx = {Xq, 10, A},
Sy = {Y,, 2, A} and a morphism {fo: Xo — Ya;a € A}: Sx — Sy, satisfying
the following conditions:

(a) The indexing set A is cofinal and w-closed in exp,, T

(b) X =lm Sy, ¥V =1lm Sy, f=lm{fsac A}

(c) Xa and Y., are separable unital projective C*-algebras, o € A.

(d) The a-th limit inclusions iy: Xo — X and jo: Y, — Y are doubly projec-
tive, a € A.

(€) fo: Xo — Yy is doubly projective, a € A.

(f) All a-th limit diagrams (« € A)

X 1.y

iaT Tja

X, Ly,

are pushouts.

Proof. PartI Let f: X — Y be a doubly projective homomorphism of separable
type. We will show the existence of the above indicated direct C7-systems and
of a morphism, satisfying the required properties.

If Y is separable, then the statement is trivial. Indeed, by Lemma 5.2, f is
injective and consequently X is also separable. Let Xg = X, Yy =Y, p = idy,
q = idy and fo = f. Obviously the diagram

X vy

ax | [iar

x 1oy

is a pushout.

Now consider the case d(Y) = 7 > w. By our assumption, the homomorphism
f has a separable type. This means (see Definition 5.8) that there exist a
projective unital C*-algebra Z such that d(Z) = d(X), a separable projective
unital C*-algebra K and two surjective unital x-homomorphisms px: Z — X
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and oy : Z¥cK — Y such that f o px = @y o7y, where mz: Z — ZkcK
denotes the natural inclusion. In other words, the following diagram

Y <2 Z%cK

L

X & Z
commutes.
Since X is projective and px: Z — X is surjective, there exists a unital *-
homomorphism ¢x: X — Z such that px o¢px = idx. Now consider the square
diagram

idy

oy

TZ0Px

ZxcK X

which obviously commutes. To see this note that

pyomzo¢x = fopxodx =f.

Since ¢y is surjective and since f is doubly projective, there exists a unital
s-homomorphism ¢y: ZocK — Y (indicated in the above diagram as the
diagonal arrow) such that ¢y o ¢y =idy and ¢y o f = mz o ¢x. Thus we have
the commutative diagram

Y -2 Z%cK

L

X >, z

Next observe that the C*-algebras X, Y, Z and Z¥¢K all have density < 7.
Consequently, by Theorem 5.13, X = ligSX, Y = ligSy and Z = h_rn)SZ,
where Sx = {X,,7%, Ax}, Sy = {Ya,j7, Ay} and Sy = {Z,,, s?, Az} are direct
Cr-systems consisting of separable unital projective C*-algebras and doubly
projective limit inclusions i,: X, — X, a € Ax, jo: Yo = Y, a € Ay, and
Sa: Lo — Z,a € Ay. Also note that all three indexing sets Ay, Ay and Ay are
cofinal and w-closed subsets of exp,, 7. Next observe that the unital free product

Z%cK is also the limit of the direct system Szp.x = {Zoakc K, sB%kcidk, Az}
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(straightforward verification using the universality properties of unital free prod-
ucts and limits of direct systems; see also Section 4). An important consequence
of the fact that f has a separable type is that K is a separable C*-algebra.
This guarantees, according to [1, Theorem 3.1], that each C*-algebra Z,%c¢K,
a € Ay, is separable and, as a result, Szx.k is actually a direct C-system.

For each a € Ay let X, = cly (px(Za)). Let also Zg X, — )N(g, a < 3,
o, 3 € Az denote the corresponding inclusion. Similarly, for each o € Az let
Y, = cly (py (ZakcK)) and j2: Y, — Y3, a < B, o, € Ay denote the corre-
spondmg inclusion. It is easy to see that the systems « SX = {Xa, o, AZ} and
Sy = {Ya,]a, Ay} are direct C-systems such that hﬂSx = X and hﬂSy =

Since the indexing sets Ay, Ay and Az are cofinal and w-closed 1n exp,, 7
we can conclude, by Proposition 2.1, that the intersection B = Ax N Ay N Ay
is still cofinal and w-closed in exp,, T

Next we consider six homomorphisms

Yx: hﬂSZ“g — hﬂS)dB, Yy : MSZ*(CIAB — hﬂSy“g,
¢x: limSx|B — lim Sy|B, Oy : Im Sy B — lim Szucx|B,

Ty @Szufj’—)@ggz*cK‘B and f: th)(‘B—)llﬂSY‘B

Three of these homomorphisms are, by construction, the limits of associated
morphisms

eox =lim{p%: Zo = Xo; B}, where % = ¢x|Zs, a€B,

Yy = h_rr}{gp‘f/ ZokcK — Y,; B}, where ¢f = py| (ZokcK), a€ B,

and

Ty = lig{wza : Zo — ZokcK; B}, where 7z, is the canonical inclusion, « € B,

We apply Theorem 3.5 to the remaining three homomorphisms ¢y, ¢y and
f and conclude that there exist cofinal and w-complete subsets B, , B, and
B; of B and morphisms

{90?(: Xo — Za;BSOX}: SX‘BQOX — SZ|B4PX7

{QO?/: Ya — ZQ*CK; Bsoy}: Sy‘B@X — SZ*CK‘BAOY’
and

{fa: Xa — Ya;Bf}i Sx|8f — Sy|Bf
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such that

X = hﬂ{@?ﬁa = BQOX}7 Py = hﬂ{‘ﬁ?ﬂa € B@y} and f = liﬂ{fa;a < Bf}

Note that, by Proposition 2.1, the intersection A = B, N B, N By is cofinal
and w-closed in B (and consequently in exp,, 7).
For each o € A we have the following commutative diagram:

Py

X o Z i ZkcK Y
y % y %’
. f / . .
lo X Y sa%c idg Ja
to Jo
X, PXa 7z, TZo Z. kel L Y,

% il
idx, idy,,

X, fo Y,

Note that, by Theorem 5.13, we may without loss of generality assume that the
limit inclusions i,: X, — X and j,: Y, = Y, a € A, are doubly projective.
This observation coupled with Lemma 5.5 guarantees that the homomorphism
fa: Xo = Y,, a € A, is also doubly projective.

It is now clear that in order to complete the proof it suffices to show that the
diagram (the front face of the above cubic diagram)

x 1,y

J T
fa
Xy — Y,

is a pushout for an arbitrary index o € A. Let p: X — R and ¢q: Y, — R be
unital x-homomorphisms into a unital C*-algebra R such that poi, = qo f,.
Consider the homomorphisms p = popx: Z — Rand ¢ = qoy$: ZokcK — R.
Note that

POSa =POYx0Sa =POia 0Py =qO0 fo0px =qopyony, =0Tz,

Now let a € A. Since, by Lemma 6.2, the diagram (the back face of the above
cubic diagram)
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7 25 Z%cK

Sa T Tsa *(C idK

Zo —22% 7 K

is a pushout, it follows that there exists a unique unital x-homomorphism
7: Z%cK — R such that p = Fomy and ¢ = 7 o (spkcidg). Now let
r=rog¢y:Y — R. We have

70ja=T0¢y0jo=T0(sokcidg)od) =qo ¢y =qoyyody =q
and

rof=rog¢gyof=romzopx =podx =poyxodx =p.

This simply means that the diagram under consideration has the corresponding
universality property. Finally the uniqueness of r guarantees that r is the only
unital x-homomorphism with the just indicated properties. This shows that our
diagram is pushout and completes the proof of part I.

Part II. Suppose that we are given direct C*-systems Sy = {X,,?, A},
Sy = {Y,,j?, A} and a morphism {f,: X, — Y,;a € A}: Sx — Sy, satisfying
the above indicated properties.

Let @ € A. By conditions (d), (e) and Lemma 5.4, the composition j, o
fo is doubly projective. Since, by condition (d), the inclusion i, is doubly
projective, it follows from Lemmas 5.2 and 5.5, that f is also doubly projective.
By condition (¢) and Lemma 5.9, the homomorphism f, has a separable type.
Finally, by condition (f) and Lemma 6.3, f also has a separable type. O

Corollary 6.9. Let f: X — Y be a doubly projective homomorphism of unital
projective C*-algebras. If f has a separable type, then there exists a pushout

X vy

pT Tq
Xo —2 vy,

where Xy and Yy are separable unital projective C*-algebras and the homomor-
phisms ig: Xog — Yy, p: Xo — X and q: Yy — Y are doubly projective.

Remark 6.10. Combining methods of proofs of Theorems 5.13 and 6.8 it is
possible to obtain a characterization of arbitrary (not necessarily of a separable
type) doubly projective homomorphisms of unital C*-algebras. This character-
ization is recorded in Theorem 6.11. We only note here that the sufficiency
follows from Proposition 6.7.
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Theorem 6.11. A wunital x-homomorphism f: X — Y of projective unital
C*-algebras is doubly projective if and only if there exist well ordered contin-
uous direct systems Sy = {Xo, 1%, 7}, Sy = {Y,, 52, 7} and a morphism
{fa;7}: Sx — Sy satisfying the following conditions:

(a) X =limSy, Y =lmSy and f =lim{fa;7}.

(b) C*-algebras Xy and Yy are separable projective and the homomorphism
fo: Xo = Yy is doubly projective.

(¢) C*-algebras X, andY, are projective and the homomorphism fo: X, — Yq
s doubly projective, o < T.

(d) All short injections i%™: X, — Xop1 and jo™: Y, — Y1 are doubly
projective and have a separable type.

(e) All adjacent square diagrams

fa+t1
Xor1 — Yoqu

ig“T L‘Sﬁ“

X, I v,
are doubly projective and their characteristic homomorphisms have sepa-
rable type.
(f) If the homomorphism f itself has a separable type, then all the square
diagrams indicated in (d) are pushouts.
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