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THE GENERATOR RANK OF C∗-ALGEBRAS

HANNES THIEL

Abstract. We show that every AF-algebra is generated by a single operator.
This was previously unclear, since the invariant that assigns to a C∗-algebra
its minimal number of generators lacks natural permanence properties. In
particular, it may increase when passing to ideals or inductive limits.

To obtain a better behaved theory, we not only ask if a C∗-algebra is
generated by n elements, but also if generating n-tuples are dense. This defines
the generator rank, which we show has many natural permanence properties:
it does not increase when passing to ideals, quotients or inductive limits.

1. Introduction

The generator problem for C∗-algebras asks to determine which C∗-algebras are
singly generated. More generally, for a given C∗-algebra A one wants to compute
the minimal number of generators. For a more detailed discussion of the generator
problem, we refer to [TW14].

Given a C∗-algebraA, let us denote by gen(A) the minimal number of self-adjoint
generators for A, and set gen(A) = ∞ if A is not finitely generated; see [Nag04].
The restriction to self-adjoint elements is mainly for convenience. It only leads to
a minor variation of the original generator problem, since two self-adjoint elements
a and b generate the same sub-C∗-algebra as the element a + ib. In particular, A
is singly generated if and only if gen(A) ≤ 2. For a compact, metric space X , it is
easy to see that gen(C(X)) ≤ k if and only if X can be embedded into Rk.

It is also easy to see that gen(F ) ≤ 2 for every finite-dimensional C∗-algebra F .
However, this does not readily show that every AF-algebras is singly generated,
since the minimal number of (self-adjoint) generators may increase when passing
to inductive limits:

Example A. Let X ⊆ R2 be the topologists sine-curve given by:

X = {0} × [−1, 1] ∪
{
(t, sin(t−1)) : t ∈ (0, 1/2π]

}
.

Then X can be embedded into R2 but not into R1, and therefore gen(C(X)) = 2.
However, X is an inverse limit of spaces Xn that are each homeomorphic to the
interval. Therefore C(X) ∼= lim

−→n
C(Xn), with gen(C(X)) = 2, while one the other

hand gen(C(Xn)) = gen(C([0, 1])) = 1 for all n. The spaces X and X1, X2, X3 are
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shown below.

X1= X2= X3= X=

By considering the spaces X × [0, 1] and Xn × [0, 1], one obtains a sequence of
singly generated C∗-algebras whose inductive limit is not singly generated.

To get a better behaved theory, instead of counting the minimal number of
generators, we count the minimal number of ‘stable’ generators. More precisely,
given a unital, separable C∗-algebra A, let Genn(A)sa ⊆ An

sa be the subset of
self-adjoint n-tuples that generate A; see Notation 3.2. Then A has generator
rank at most n, denoted by gr(A) ≤ n, if Genn+1(A)sa is dense in An+1

sa ; see
Theorem 3.4. The index shift follows the usual convention in (noncommutative)
dimension theory: For instance, a topological space has covering dimension at
most n if every finite cover can be refined by a cover with index n+ 1; similarly, a
unital C∗-algebra has real rank at most n if every tuple of n+1 self-adjoint elements
can be approximated by a selfadjoint tuple that generates the C∗-algebra as a left
ideal (see Paragraph 3.8). Using the index shift also leads to simpler formulas
that involve the generator rank. For example, by Proposition 3.10, we always have
rr(A) ≤ gr(A).

To handle nonunital C∗-algebras, we first develop a precursor to the genera-

tor rank, denoted gr0, and then define gr(A) := gr0(Ã), where Ã is the minimal
unitization of A. To also handle nonseparable C∗-algebras, we consider a relative
version of generation: given an element c, we ask if a given self-adjoint tuple a

can be approximated by tuples b such that c is (approximately) contained in the
sub-C∗-algebra generated by b; see Definition 2.1.

A C∗-algebra has generator rank zero if and only if it is commutative with totally
disconnected spectrum; see Proposition 5.7. A unital, separable C∗-algebra A has
generator rank at most one if and only if a generic element of A is a generator; see
Remark 3.7. We compute the generator rank of commutative C∗-algebras:

Theorem B (5.6). Let X be a locally compact, Hausdorff space. Then

gr(C0(X)) = locdim(X ×X),

where locdim denotes the local dimension, which is defined as the supremum of the
covering dimension of all compact subsets (see Paragraph 5.5).

For unital, separable C∗-algebras, ‘gen(A) ≤ n+ 1’ records that Genn+1(A)sa is
nonempty, while ‘gr(A) ≤ n’ records that Genn+1(A)sa is dense. Thus, the gener-
ator rank is often much larger than the minimal number of self-adjoint generators.
The payoff, however, is that the generator rank has nicer permanence properties:

Theorem C (6.2, 6.3). Let A be a C∗-algebra and let I ⊆ A be a closed, two-sided
ideal. Then

max
{
gr(I), gr(A/I)

}
≤ gr(A) ≤ gr(I) + gr(A/I) + 1.

Further, if A = lim−→λ
Aλ is an inductive limit, then

gr(A) ≤ lim inf
λ

gr(Aλ).
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By showing that finite-dimensional C∗-algebras have generator rank at most one,
we deduce:

Theorem D (7.3). Let A be a separable AF-algebra. Then gr(A) ≤ 1, and so a
generic element of A is a generator. In particular, A is singly generated.

In subsequent work, [Thi20a], we compute the generator rank of subhomogeneous
C∗-algebras. We obtain in particular that every Z-stable approximately subhomo-
geneous (ASH) C∗-algebra has generator rank one. In further work, [Thi20b], we
show that Z-stable C∗-algebras of real rank zero have generator rank one. It follows
that every classifiable, simple C∗-algebra has generator rank one.

Acknowledgments. The author thanks James Gabe and Mikael Rørdam for valu-
able comments and feedback. I also want to thank the anonymous referee whose
suggestions helped to greatly improve the paper.

This paper grew out of joint work with Karen Strung, Aaron Tikuisis, Joav
Orovitz and Stuart White that started at the workshop ‘Set theory and C∗-algebras’
at the AIM in Palo Alto, January 2012. In particular, the key Proposition 2.8 was
obtained in that joint work. The author benefited from many fruitful discussions
with Strung, Tikuisis, Orovitz and White, and he wants to thank them for their
support.

Notation. We set N := {0, 1, 2 . . .}. Given a C∗-algebra A, we use Asa and A+ to
denote the set of self-adjoint and positive elements in A, respectively. We denote

by Ã and A+ the minimal and forced unitization of A, respectively. By an ideal in
a C∗-algebra we always mean a closed, two-sided ideal.

Given a, b ∈ A, and ε > 0, we write a =ε b if ‖a − b‖ < ε. Given a ∈ A and
G ⊆ A, we write a ∈ε G if there exists b ∈ G with a =ε b. We use bold letters to
denote tuples of elements, for example a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ An. Given a,b ∈ An, we
write a =ε b if aj =ε bj for j = 1, . . . , n. We denote by C∗(a) the sub-C∗-algebra
of A generated by the elements of a. We write An

sa for (Asa)
n, the space of n-tuples

of self-adjoint elements.
By an nc-polynomial we mean a polynomial in noncommuting variables.

2. A precursor of the generator rank

In this section, we introduce the invariant gr0 for C∗-algebras and we show that
it behaves well when passing to ideals, quotients, inductive limits and extensions.

In Section 3, we define the generator rank of a C∗-algebra A as gr0(Ã) and in
Section 6 we will see that gr satisfies the same permanence properties as gr0.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a C∗-algebra. We define gr0(A) as the smallest integer
n ≥ 0 such that for every a0, . . . , an ∈ Asa, ε > 0 and c ∈ A, there exist b0, . . . , bn ∈
Asa such that

‖bj − aj‖ < ε for j = 0, . . . , n, and c ∈ε C
∗(b0, . . . , bn).

If no such n exists, we set gr0(A) = ∞.

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra and let I ⊆ A be a (closed, two-sided)
ideal. Then gr0(A/I) ≤ gr0(A).

Proof. Set n := gr0(A), which we may assume to be finite. Let π : A → A/I denote
the quotient map. It naturally induces a surjective map An+1 → (A/I)n+1, which
we also denote by π. To verify gr0(A/I) ≤ n, let a ∈ (A/I)n+1

sa , ε > 0 and c ∈ A/I.
Lift a and c to obtain x ∈ An+1

sa and z ∈ A such that

π(x) = a, and π(z) = c.
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Using that gr0(A) ≤ n, we obtain y ∈ An+1
sa such that

y =ε x, and z ∈ε C
∗(y).

Set b := π(y). Then b =ε a, and c ∈ε C
∗(b), as desired. �

For the next result, recall that a collection (Aλ)λ∈Λ of sub-C∗-algebras of A is
said to approximate A if for every finite subset F ⊆ A and for every ε > 0, there
exists λ ∈ Λ such that a ∈ε Aλ for every a ∈ F .

Proposition 2.3. Let A be a C∗-algebra and n ∈ N. Assume that A is approxi-
mated by sub-C∗-algebras Aλ ⊆ A with gr0(Aλ) ≤ n for each λ. Then gr0(A) ≤ n.

Proof. To verify gr0(A) ≤ n, let a ∈ An+1
sa , ε > 0 and c ∈ A. Since the Aλ

approximate A, there exist λ, a tuple x ∈ (Aλ)
n+1
sa , and z ∈ Aλ such that

x =ε/2 a, and c =ε/2 z.

Using that gr0(Aλ) ≤ n, we obtain b ∈ (Aλ)
n+1
sa such that

b =ε/2 x, and z ∈ε/2 C∗(b).

Then b =ε a and c ∈ε C
∗(b), as desired. �

Proposition 2.4. Let A = lim
−→λ∈Λ

Aλ be an inductive limit. Then gr0(A) ≤

lim infλ gr0(Aλ).

Proof. For each λ ∈ Λ, let Bλ be the image of Aλ in the inductive limit A. Then
Bλ is a quotient of Aλ, and therefore gr0(Bλ) ≤ gr0(Aλ), by Proposition 2.2.

Let Λ0 ⊆ Λ be a cofinal subset. Then A is approximated by the collection
(Bλ)λ∈Λ0

. By Proposition 2.3, we get

gr0(A) ≤ sup
λ∈Λ0

gr0(Bλ) ≤ sup
λ∈Λ0

gr0(Aλ).

Since this holds for every cofinal subset Λ0 ⊆ Λ, we obtain:

gr0(A) ≤ inf
{
sup
λ∈Λ0

gr0(Aλ) : Λ0 ⊆ Λ cofinal
}
= lim inf

λ∈Λ
gr0(Aλ). �

Next, we will show that gr0 does not increase when passing to ideals. Since the
proof is technically involved, we first prove two preparatory lemmas. Recall that
an nc-polynomial is a polynomial in noncommuting variables. We will say that a
nc-polynomial p (in n+1 variables) is homogeneous of degree d if q(ta0, . . . , tan) =
tdq(a0, . . . , an) for all t ∈ R+ and all elements a0, . . . , an (in some C∗-algebra).
We will repeatedly use that every ideal in a C∗-algebra contains a quasi-central
approximate unit; see [Bla06, Proposition II.4.3.2, p.82].

Lemma 2.5. Let A be a C∗-algebra, let I ⊆ A be an ideal, let (hλ)λ be a quasi-
central approximate unit for I, and let p be a nc-polynomial that is homogeneous of
degree d. Then

lim
λ

∥∥∥hd
λ · p(a0, . . . , an)− p(h

1/2
λ a0h

1/2
λ , . . . , h

1/2
λ anh

1/2
λ )

∥∥∥ = 0,

for all a0, . . . , an ∈ A.

Proof. Using that (hλ)λ is quasi-central and that p has degree d, we get

lim
λ

∥∥hd
λ · p(a0, . . . , an)− p(hλa0, . . . , hλan)

∥∥ = 0.

The result follows once we show that limλ ‖hλa− h
1/2
λ ah

1/2
λ ‖ = 0 for every a ∈ A.

To prove this, let a ∈ A and ε > 0. We may assume that a 6= 0. Use the Stone-
Weierstrass theorem to obtain a polynomial q such that ‖h1/2 − q(h)‖ < ε

3‖a‖ for
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every contractive, positive element h in A. Using that (hλ)λ is quasi-central, choose
λ0 ∈ Λ such that q(hλ)a =ε/3 aq(hλ) for all λ ≥ λ0. Then

h
1/2
λ a =ε/3 q(hλ)a =ε/3 aq(hλ) =ε/3 ah

1/2
λ

for all λ ≥ λ0, as desired. �

In the next results, we set |a| :=
∑n

j=0 |aj | =
∑n

j=0(a
∗
jaj)

1/2 for a ∈ An+1.

Lemma 2.6. Let A be a C∗-algebra, let I ⊆ A be an ideal, and let n ∈ N such that
gr0(A) ≤ n. Then for every x ∈ In+1

sa , ε > 0 and w ∈ I, there exist y ∈ In+1
sa , δ > 0

and a nc-polynomial p with vanishing zero coefficient such that

y =ε x, and w =ε p(y)(|y| − δ)+w.

Proof. Let (hλ)λ∈Λ be a positive, contractive approximate unit for I that is quasi-
central with respect to A. Given a = (a0, . . . , an) ∈ An+1 and λ ∈ Λ, we set

a(λ) := (h
1/2
λ a0h

1/2
λ , . . . , h

1/2
λ anh

1/2
λ ).

Claim 1: Let a ∈ An+1
sa , w ∈ I, ε > 0, λ0 ∈ Λ, and let p be a nc-polynomial with

vanishing zero coefficient. Then there exists λ ≥ λ0 such that

p(a)w =ε p(a
(λ))w.

To prove the claim, decompose p as p =
∑D

d=1 pd, where pd is homogeneous
of degree d. Without loss of generality, we may assume that w 6= 0. For each
d ∈ {1, . . . , D}, the net (hd

λ)λ is an approximate unit for I; see [Bla06, Proposi-
tion II.4.1.2, p.79]. Hence, we can choose λ1 ≥ λ0 such that

∥∥pd(a)w − pd(a)h
d
λw

∥∥ <
ε

2D

for all d ∈ {1, . . . , D} and λ ≥ λ1. Using Lemma 2.5, choose λ ≥ λ1 such that
∥∥∥hd

λpd(a) − pd(a
(λ))

∥∥∥ <
ε

2D‖w‖
for d = 1, . . . , D.

Then∥∥∥pd(a)w − pd(a
(λ))w

∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥pd(a)w − pd(a)h

d
λw

∥∥+
∥∥∥pd(a)hd

λw − pd(a
(λ))w

∥∥∥

<
ε

2D
+ ‖w‖

ε

2D‖w‖
=

ε

D
.

It follows that ‖p(a)w − p(a(λ))w‖ < ε, which proves the claim.
Claim 2: Let y ∈ In+1

sa , ε > 0, and let p0 be a nc-polynomial with vanishing zero
coefficient. Then there exists δ > 0 and a nc-polynomial p1 such that

p0(y) =ε p0(y)p1(y)(|y| − δ)+.

To prove the claim, note that yj ∈ I|y| for each j ∈ {0, . . . , n}. It follows that

p0(y) ∈ I|y|. Hence

lim
k→∞

∥∥∥p0(y) − p0(y)|y|
1/k

∥∥∥ = 0,

which allows us to choose k such that p0(y) =ε/2 p0(y)|y|1/k . Using the Stone-

Weierstrass theorem, choose a polynomial p′1 such that |y|1/k =ε/2‖p0(y)‖ p′1(|y|)|y|.
Then

p0(y) =ε/2 p0(y)|y|
1/k =ε/2 p0(y)p

′
1(|y|)|y|.

Next, choose δ > 0 such that (|y| − δ)+ is very close to |y|, and choose a nc-
polynomial p1 such that p1(y) is very close to p′1(|y|)|, such that

p0(y) =ε p0(y)p1(y)(|y| − δ)+.

This proves the claim.



6 HANNES THIEL

To prove the Lemma, let x ∈ In+1
sa , ε > 0 and w ∈ I. We first choose e ∈ I+

such that w =ε/4 ew. Using that gr0(A) ≤ n, we obtain a ∈ An+1
sa such that

a =ε/2 x, and e ∈ε/4‖w‖ C∗(a).

Choose a nc-polynomial p0 with vanishing zero coefficient such that e =ε/4‖w‖ p0(a).

Let λ0 such that x =ε/4 x(λ) for all λ ≥ λ0. Using Claim 1, we obtain λ ≥ λ0 such
that

p0(a)w =ε/4 p0(a
(λ))w.

Set y := a(λ) ∈ In+1
sa . Since a =ε/2 x, we have a(λ) =ε/2 x(λ). Thus,

y = a(λ) =ε/2 x(λ) =ε/2 x,

and so y =ε x. Further∥∥p0(y)w − w
∥∥ ≤

∥∥p0(a(λ))w − p0(a)w
∥∥ +

∥∥p0(a)w − ew
∥∥+

∥∥ew − w
∥∥

<
ε

4
+ ‖w‖

ε

4‖w‖
+

ε

4
=

3

4
ε.

Using Claim 2, we obtain δ > 0 and a nc-polynomial p1 such that

p0(y) =ε/4‖w‖ p0(y)p1(y)(|y| − δ)+.

Let p be the product of p0 and p1. Then∥∥p(y)(|y| − δ)+w − w
∥∥ ≤

∥∥p0(y)p1(y)(|y| − δ)+w − p0(y)w
∥∥ +

∥∥p0(y)w − w
∥∥

< ‖w‖
ε

4‖w‖
+

3

4
ε = ε,

as desired. �

Proposition 2.7. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let I ⊆ A be a (closed, two-sided)
ideal. Then gr0(I) ≤ gr0(A).

Proof. Set n := gr0(A), which we may assume to be finite. Let (hλ)λ∈Λ be a
positive, contractive approximate unit for I that is quasi-central with respect to A.
As in the proof of Lemma 2.6, we set

a(λ) := (h
1/2
λ a0h

1/2
λ , . . . , h

1/2
λ anh

1/2
λ )

for a = (a0, . . . , an) ∈ An+1 and λ ∈ Λ.
To verify gr0(I) ≤ n, let x ∈ In+1

sa , ε > 0 and w ∈ I. We need to find z ∈ In+1
sa

such that
z =ε x, and w ∈ε C

∗(z).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that w 6= 0. We construct z in 3 steps.
Step 1: Apply Lemma 2.6 to obtain y ∈ In+1

sa , δ > 0 and a nc-polynomial p with
vanishing zero coefficient such that

y =ε/2 x, and w =ε/3 p(y)(|y| − δ)+w.(1)

Set
M := max

{
2‖p(y)‖, 2‖(|y| − δ)+‖

}
.

Choose η > 0 so small such that for all b ∈ An+1
sa with b =η y we have

|b| =δ |y|,(2)

and such that for all z ∈ In+1
sa with z =η y we have

w =ε/3 p(z) · (|z| − δ)+w, ‖p(z)‖ ≤ M, ‖(|z| − δ)+‖ ≤ M.(3)

We may assume that η ≤ ε
2 and η ≤ δ.

Using that gr0(A) ≤ n, we obtain b ∈ An+1
sa and a nc-polynomial q such that

b =η y, and w =ε/3M2 q(b).(4)
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Step 2: We will show that

lim
λ

∥∥∥(|b(λ)| − δ)+q(b)− (|b(λ)| − δ)+q(b
(λ))

∥∥∥ = 0.(5)

We consider the product
∏

λ∈Λ A. Set
⊕

λ

A :=
{
(aλ)λ∈Λ : lim

λ
‖aλ‖ = 0

}
,

which is an ideal in
∏

λ∈ΛA. Then set Q :=
∏

λ A/
⊕

λ A. Given (aλ)λ ∈
∏

λ∈ΛA,
we let 〈(aλ)λ〉 denote the image in Q. For an element a ∈ A, we write 〈a〉 instead
of 〈(a)λ〉 for the image of the constant tuple. Set h := 〈(hλ)λ〉 ∈ Q. Since (hλ)λ is
quasi-central, h commutes with 〈a〉, for every a ∈ A.

Let d ≥ 1. We have b =η y (see (4)), and thus |b| =δ |y| by (2). Let π : A → A/I
denote the quotient map. Since y belongs to In+1

sa , we have π(|y|) = 0. Hence,
π(|b| − δ) ≤ 0 and so π((|b| − δ)+) = 0. It follows that 〈(|b| − δ)+〉 · (1 − hd) = 0.

For each j ∈ {0, . . . , n}, we have
〈(

|b
(λ)
j |

)
λ

〉
=

〈(
(h

1/2
λ bjhλbjh

1/2
λ )1/2

)
λ

〉
=

(
h1/2〈bj〉h〈bj〉h

1/2
)1/2

=
(
〈bj〉h

2〈bj〉
)1/2

≤
(
〈bj〉〈bj〉

)1/2
= 〈|bj |〉,

and thus
〈(

|b(λ)|
)
λ

〉
=

n∑

j=0

〈(
|b

(λ)
j |

)
λ

〉
≤

n∑

j=0

〈|bj |〉 = 〈|b|〉

Since 〈(|b(λ)|)λ〉 and 〈|b|〉 commute, we get
〈(

(|b(λ)| − δ)+
)
λ

〉
≤ 〈(|b| − δ)+〉 .

It follows that 〈(|b(λ)| − δ)+〉(1 − hd) = 0, and thus

lim
λ

∥∥∥(|b(λ)| − δ)+h
d
λ − (|b(λ)| − δ)+

∥∥∥ = 0.(6)

Decompose q as q =
∑D

d=1 qd, where qd is homogeneous of degree d. For each

d ∈ {1, . . . , D}, we have limλ ‖hd
λqd(b) − qd(b

(λ))‖ = 0 by Lemma 2.5. Using (6),
it follows that

lim
λ

∥∥∥(|b(λ)| − δ)+qd(b)− (|b(λ)| − δ)+qd(b
(λ)

∥∥∥ = 0,

from which we deduce (5).
Step 3: We have b =η y by (4), and thus ‖b(λ) − y(λ)‖ ≤ ‖b− y‖ < η for all λ.

Using that limλ ‖y(λ) − y‖ = 0, we can choose λ0 ∈ Λ such that

b(λ) =η y

for all λ ≥ λ0. Using (5), we choose λ ≥ λ0 such that

(|b(λ)| − δ)+q(b) =ε/3M (|b(λ)| − δ)+q(b
(λ)).(7)

Let us check that b(λ) ∈ In+1
sa has the desired properties. Since λ ≥ λ0, we have

b(λ) =η y. Using that η ≤ ε
2 , and using (1), we get

b(λ) =ε/2 y =ε/2 x.

Since b(λ) =η y, by (3), we have

w =ε/3 p(b(λ)) · (|b(λ)| − δ)+w,
∥∥∥p(b(λ))

∥∥∥ ≤ M,
∥∥∥(|b(λ)| − δ)+

∥∥∥ ≤ M.
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Using this at the first step, using that w =ε/3M2 q(b) (see (4)) at the second
step, and using (7) at the third step, we get

w =ε/3 p(b(λ)) · (|b(λ)| − δ)+w

=ε/3 p(b(λ)) · (|b(λ)| − δ)+q(b)

=ε/3 p(b(λ)) · (|b(λ)| − δ)+q(b
(λ)).

Since p(b(λ)) · (|b(λ)|− δ)+ · q(b(λ)) belongs to C∗(b(λ)), we have w ∈ε C
∗(b(λ)).

Thus z := b(λ) has the desired properties. �

The next result is the key tool to construct generators in separable C∗-algebras.
The basic idea was obtained together with Strung, Tikuisis, Orovitz and White at
the workshop ‘Set theory and C∗-algebras’ at the AIM in Palo Alto, January 2012.

Proposition 2.8. Let A be a C∗-algebra, let n ∈ N such that gr0(A) ≤ n, let
a ∈ An+1

sa , ε > 0, and let (cj)j∈N be a sequence in A. Then there exists b ∈ An+1
sa

such that

b =ε a, and c0, c1, . . . ∈ C∗(b).

Proof. Let (dk)k≥1 be a sequence in A such that for each j ∈ N there are infinitely
many k ≥ 1 with dk = cj . We may assume that d1 = 0. We inductively find tuples
b1,b2, . . . ∈ An+1

sa and numbers δ1, δ2, . . . > 0 such

(1) ‖bk − bk−1‖ < min{ δ1
2k−1 ,

δ2
2k−2 , . . . ,

δk−1

2 }, for k ≥ 2; and

(2) dk ∈1/k C∗(b′) for all b′ ∈ An+1
sa with ‖b′ − bk‖ ≤ δk, for k ≥ 1.

Set b1 := a and δ1 := ε
2 . We have d1 = 0 ∈ C∗(b1), which shows that (2) is

satisfied for k = 1.
Assume b1, . . . ,bk−1 and δ1, . . . , δk−1 have been obtained for some k ≥ 2. Using

that gr0(A) ≤ n, we obtain bk ∈ An+1
sa such that

‖bk − bk−1‖ < min
{ δ1
2k−1

,
δ2

2k−2
, . . . ,

δk−1

2

}
, and dk ∈1/k C∗(bk).

Choose a nc-polynomial pk such that dk =1/k pk(bk). Then pk is continuous as a

function An+1 → A, which allows us to choose δk > 0 satisfying (2).
Thus, we obtain bk ∈ An+1

sa and δk > 0 satisfying (1) and (2). Condition (1)
implies that (bk)k≥1 is a Cauchy sequence. Set b := limk→∞ bk ∈ An+1

sa , and let
us check that it has the desired properties.

For each k ≥ 1 and l ≥ 1, repeated application of (1) implies

‖bk+l − bk‖ ≤
l∑

j=1

‖bk+j − bk+j−1‖ <

l∑

j=1

δk
2j

≤ δk,

and thus ‖b− bk‖ = liml→∞ ‖bk+l − bk‖ ≤ δk. In particular,

‖b− a‖ = ‖b− b1‖ ≤ δ1 =
ε

2
< ε.

Further, condition (2) ensures that dk ∈1/k C∗(b) for all k ≥ 1. Then, for each
j ∈ N, it follows that cj ∈ C∗(b), since cj was assumed to appear infinitely many
times in the sequence (dk)k. �

Proposition 2.9. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let I ⊆ A be an ideal. Then:

gr0(A) ≤ gr0(I) + gr0(A/I) + 1.

Proof. Set B := A/I. Set m := gr0(I) and n := gr0(B), which we may assume
to be finite. Let π : A → B denote the quotient map. It induces a natural map
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An+1 → Bn+1, also denote by π. To verify gr0(A) ≤ m + n + 1, let x ∈ Am+1
sa ,

y ∈ An+1
sa , ε > 0 and z ∈ A. We need to find x′ ∈ Am+1

sa and y′ ∈ An+1
sa such that

x′ =ε x, y′ =ε y, and z ∈ε C
∗(x′,y′).

Set b := π(y). Let x0, . . . , xm ∈ Asa such that x = (x0, . . . , xm). Since gr0(B) ≤
n, we can apply Proposition 2.8 to obtain b′ ∈ Bn+1

sa such that

b′ =ε b, and π(z), π(x0), . . . , π(xm) ∈ C∗(b′).

Let y′ ∈ An+1
sa be a lift of b′ with y′ =ε y. Choose w, a0, . . . , am ∈ C∗(y′) such

that

π(w) = π(z), π(a0) = π(x0), . . . , π(am) = π(xm).

Set a = (a0, . . . , am) ∈ Am+1
sa . Then x−a ∈ Im+1

sa and z−w ∈ I. Since gr0(I) ≤ m,
we can apply Proposition 2.8 to obtain c ∈ Im+1

sa such that

c =ε x− a, and z − w ∈ C∗(c).

Set x′ := a+ c. Then x′ and y′ have the desired properties. �

Proposition 2.10. Let A be a C∗-algebra and let B0 ⊆ A be a separable sub-C∗-
algebra. Then there exists a separable sub-C∗-algebra B ⊆ A such that B0 ⊆ B and
gr0(B) ≤ gr0(A).

Proof. Set n := gr0(A), which we may assume to be finite. We will inductively
obtain:

• separable sub-C∗-algebras B0 ⊆ B1 ⊆ . . . A;
• a dense sequence (b(j,k))k∈N in (Bj)

n+1
sa , for each j ∈ N;

• a sequence (a(j,k))k∈N in An+1
sa such that

a(j,k) =1/(j+1) b
(j,k), and Bj ⊆ C∗(a(j,k))

for each k, j ∈ N.

The algebra B0 is given. Assuming that we have obtained Bj , for some j ∈ N, we
choose any sequence (b(j,k))k that is dense in (Bj)

n+1
sa . Then, for each k ∈ N, using

that gr0(A) ≤ n, we apply Proposition 2.8 for b(j,k) ∈ An+1
sa , for 1/(j + 1) and for

any sequence in Bj that generates Bj as a C∗-algebra to obtain a(j,k) ∈ An+1
sa such

that a(j,k) =1/(j+1) b
(j,k) and Bj ⊆ C∗(a(j,k)). Then set

Bj+1 := C∗(Aj , a
(j,0), a(j,1), . . .) ⊆ A.

Then Bj+1 is a separable sub-C∗-algebra of A.

Set B :=
⋃

j Bj ⊆ A, which is a separable sub-C∗-algebra of A such that B0 ⊆ B.

To verify gr0(B) ≤ n, let x ∈ Bn+1
sa , ε > 0 and z ∈ B. We need to find y ∈ Bn+1

sa

such that

y =ε x, and z ∈ε C
∗(y).

Using the definition of B, choose j ∈ N such that

z, x0, . . . , xn ∈ε/2 Bj .

We may assume that j is so large that 1
j+1 < ε

2 . Since (b
(j,k))k is dense in (Bj)

n+1
sa ,

we obtain k ∈ N such that

x =ε/2 b(j,k).

Now set y := a(j,k) ∈ (Bj+1)
n+1
sa ⊆ Bn+1

sa . Then

‖y− x‖ = ‖a(j,k) − x‖ ≤ ‖a(j,k) − b(j,k)‖+ ‖b(j,k) − x‖ <
1

j + 1
+

ε

2
≤ ε.

Further, we have

z ∈ε Bj ⊆ C∗(a(j,k)) = C∗(y). �
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2.11. In [Thi13, Definition 1], I formalized the concept of a noncommutative dimen-
sion theory by proposing a set of axioms that such a theory should satisfy. These
axioms are generalizations of properties of the (local) dimension of locally compact,
Hausdorff spaces, and it was shown that they are satisfied by many theories, in par-
ticular the real and stable rank, the topological dimension, the decomposition rank
and the nuclear dimension.

A dimension theory (defined on the class of all C∗-algebras) is an assignment
that to each C∗-algebra A associates d(A) ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . ,∞} such that:

(D1) d(I) ≤ d(A) whenever I ⊆ A is an ideal in a C∗-algebra A;
(D2) d(A/I) ≤ d(A) whenever I ⊆ A is an ideal in a C∗-algebra A;
(D3) d(A⊕B) = max{d(A), d(B)}, whenever A and B are C∗-algebras;

(D4) d(Ã) = d(A) for every C∗-algebra A;
(D5) if a C∗-algebra A is approximated by a family of sub-C∗-algebras Aλ ⊆ A,

and if n ∈ N is such that d(Aλ) ≤ n for all λ, then d(A) ≤ n;
(D6) given a C∗-algebra A and a separable sub-C∗-algebra A0 ⊆ A, there exists

a separable sub-C∗-algebra B ⊆ A such that A0 ⊆ B and d(B) ≤ d(A).

We have shown that gr0 satisfies (D1), (D2), (D5) and (D6). It is unclear if gr0
satisfies (D4) (see Question 3.16), which is the reason for defining the generator

rank of A as gr0(Ã). In Section 6, we will show that the generator rank satisfies
(D1), (D2), and (D4)-(D6). It is unclear if gr0 satisfies (D3):

Question 2.12. Do we have gr0(A⊕B) = max{gr0(A), gr0(B)} for all A and B?

3. The generator rank

We define the generator rank of a C∗-algebra A as the invariant gr0 developed in

Section 2 applied to the minimal unitization Ã; see Definition 3.1. It follows that
gr0(A) and gr(A) are closely related, and in many cases we know that they agree;
see Proposition 3.12 and Paragraph 3.15.

The generator rank of a separable, unital C∗-algebra A is the smallest integer n
such that the self-adjoint (n + 1)-tuples in A that generate A as a C∗-algebra are
dense in An+1

sa ; see Theorem 3.4. This is similar to the definition of the real rank,
which also explains the index shift; see also Remark 3.11.

Definition 3.1. Let A be a C∗-algebra. The generator rank of A is defined as

gr(A) := gr0(Ã). Thus, gr(A) is the smallest integer n ≥ 0 such that for every

a ∈ (Ã)n+1
sa , ε > 0 and c ∈ A, there exists b ∈ (Ã)n+1

sa such that

b =ε a, and c ∈ε C
∗(b).

If no such n exists, we have gr(A) = ∞.

Notation 3.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra. We denote the set of generating (self-
adjoint) n-tuples by:

Genn(A) :=
{
a ∈ An : A = C∗(a)

}
, Genn(A)sa := Genn(A) ∩ An

sa.

Lemma 3.3. Let A be a C∗-algebra and n ≥ 1. Then Genn(A) ⊆ An and
Genn(A)sa ⊆ An

sa are Gδ-subsets.

Proof. It suffices to show that Genn(A) ⊆ An is a Gδ-subset. Since the empty set
is Gδ, we may assume that Genk(A) 6= ∅, which in turn implies that A is separable.
Let c1, c2, . . . be a dense sequence in A. For k ≥ 1, define:

Uk :=
{
a ∈ An : c1, . . . , ck ∈1/k C∗(a)

}
.

Since Genn(A) =
⋂

k≥1 Uk, it suffices to prove that each Uk is open.
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Let k ≥ 1 and a ∈ Uk. Then there exist nc-polynomials p1, . . . , pk such that
cj =1/k pj(a) for j = 1, . . . , k. We may consider each pj as a function An → A,
which is clearly continuous. Therefore, for each j, there exists δj > 0 such that
cj =1/k pj(b) for all b ∈ An with b =δj a. Then the open ball around a with
radius min{δ1, . . . , δk} is contained in Uk. This proves that Uk is open. �

The next result is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.8.

Theorem 3.4. Let A be a separable C∗-algebra and n ∈ N. Then:

(1) gr0(A) ≤ n if and only if Genn+1(A)sa ⊆ An+1
sa is a dense Gδ-subset.

(2) gr(A) ≤ n if and only if Genn+1(Ã)sa ⊆ (Ã)n+1
sa is a dense Gδ-subset.

Proof. By definition of gr(A), it suffices to prove the first statement. Assume that
gr0(A) ≤ n. By Lemma 3.3, Genn+1(A)sa ⊆ An+1

sa is a Gδ-subset. To show that
it is dense, let a ∈ An+1

sa and ε > 0. Since A is separable, there exists a sequence
(cj)j∈N in A such that A = C∗(c0, c1, . . .). Applying Proposition 2.8, we obtain
b ∈ An+1

sa such that

b =ε a, and c0, c1, . . . ∈ C∗(b).

Then A = C∗(b), which means that b belongs to Genn+1(A)sa.
The converse implication is obvious. �

Lemma 3.5. Let A be a C∗-algebra and n ≥ 1. Then Genn(A) ⊆ An is dense if
and only if Gen2n(A)sa ⊆ A2n

sa is dense.

Proof. Let Φ: A2n
sa → An be given by

Φ(a1, . . . , a2n) := (a1 + ian+1, . . . , an + ia2n) ∈ An

for (a1, . . . , a2n) ∈ A2n
sa .

In general, two self-adjoint elements c, d ∈ Asa generate the same sub-C∗-algebra
as the element c + id. It follows that C∗(a) = C∗(Φ(a)) ⊆ A for every a ∈ A2n

sa .
Hence, Φ maps Gen2n(A)sa onto Genn(A). Since Φ is a homeomorphism, we deduce
that Gen2n(A)sa ⊆ A2n

sa is dense if and only if Genn(A) ⊆ An is. �

As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we have:

Proposition 3.6. Let A be a separable C∗-algebra and n ≥ 1. Then:

(1) gr0(A) ≤ 2n− 1 if and only if Genn(A) ⊆ An is a dense Gδ-subset.

(2) gr(A) ≤ 2n− 1 if and only if Genn(Ã) ⊆ (Ã)n is a dense Gδ-subset.

Remark 3.7. In Proposition 5.7, we show that a C∗-algebra A satisfies gr(A) = 0
if and only if A is commutative with totally disconnected spectrum. Thus, for
noncommutative C∗-algebras, the lowest possible (and therefore most interesting)
value of the generator rank is one.

Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. Using the homeomorphism between A and A2
sa (as

in the proof of Lemma 3.5), we see that gr(A) ≤ 1 if and only if for every a, c ∈ A
and ε > 0 there exists b ∈ A such that

‖b− a‖ < ε, and c ∈ C∗(b).

If A is unital and separable, then gr(A) ≤ 1 if and only if a generic element in A is
a generator; see Proposition 3.6,

IfA is nonunital and separable, then gr(A) ≤ 1 implies gr0(A) ≤ 1 (by Proposition 3.12)
and thus a generic element in A is a generator. However, it is unclear if a nonuni-
tal C∗-algebra with a dense set of generators has generator rank at most one; see
Paragraph 3.15.
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3.8. The generator rank is connected to the stable rank introduced by Rieffel
[Rie83] and the real rank of Brown and Pedersen [BP91]. To recall the definitions,
let A be a unital C∗-algebra and n ≥ 1. Set

Lgn(A) :=



a ∈ An :

n∑

j=1

a∗jaj invertible



 , and Lgn(A)sa := Lgn(A) ∩ An

sa.

The abbreviation ‘Lg’ stands for ‘left generators’, and the reason is that a tuple
a ∈ An belongs to Lgn(A) if and only if the elements a1, . . . , an generate A as a
(not necessarily closed) left ideal, that is, Aa1 + . . .+Aan = A.

The (topological) stable rank of A, denoted sr(A), is the smallest integer n ≥ 1
such that Lgn(A) is dense in An; see [Rie83, Definition 1.4]. The real rank of A,
denoted rr(A), is the smallest integer n ≥ 0 such that Lgn+1(A)sa is dense in An+1

sa ;

see [BP91]. If A is nonunital, one sets sr(A) := sr(Ã) and rr(A) := rr(Ã).
Notice the index shift in the definition of the real rank (as opposed to the defi-

nition of stable rank). It leads to nicer formulas, for example rr(C(X)) = dim(X)
if X is a compact, Hausdorff space. We use the same index shift in Definitions 2.1
and 3.1 since the generator rank is more closely connected to the real rank than to
the stable rank as explained in Remark 3.11.

Lemma 3.9. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra, n ≥ 1, and a ∈ An
sa. Then a belongs

to Lgn(A)sa if and only if 1 ∈ C∗(a).

Proof. Let us show the forward implication. If a ∈ Lgn(A), then a :=
∑n

j=1 a
∗
jaj

is invertible. Since a ∈ C∗(a), it follows that 1 ∈ C∗(a).
To show the backwards implication, assume that 1 ∈ C∗(a). Choose a nc-

polynomial p such that ‖1− p(a)‖ < 1. Then p(a) is invertible, and we denote its

inverse by v ∈ A. Write p as a sum of polynomials, p =
∑k

j=1 pj , where each pj is

of the form pj(a) = qj(a) · aj for some other nc-polynomial qj . Then:

1 = v · p(a) =
k∑

j=1

(v · qj(a)) aj ,

which shows that a generates A as a left ideal. �

Proposition 3.10. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then rr(A) ≤ gr(A).

Proof. By passing to the minimal unitization, if necessary, we may assume that
A is unital. Set n := gr(A), which we may assume to be finite. To verify that
rr(A) ≤ n, let a ∈ An+1

sa and ε > 0. We need to find b ∈ Lgn+1(A)sa such that
b =ε a. We may assume that ε < 1.

Using that gr0(A) = gr(A) ≤ n, we obtain b ∈ An+1
sa such that

b =ε a, and 1 ∈ε C
∗(b).

Since ε < 1, it follows that C∗(b) contains an invertible element, and thus 1 ∈
C∗(b). By Lemma 3.9, we obtain b ∈ Lgn+1(A)sa, as desired. �

Remark 3.11. Let us explain why the generator rank is more closely related to
the real rank than to the stable rank. Let A be a unital, separable C∗-algebra. It
follows from Lemma 3.9 that Genn(A)sa ⊆ Lgn(A)sa for every n ≥ 1, which directly
implies that rr(A) ≤ gr(A). (By Proposition 3.10, this inequality holds in general.)

The analog for non-selfadjoint (left) generators does not hold. Consider B :=
M3(C([0, 1]2)). Then sr(B) = 2 and so Lg1(B) is not dense in B. On the other
hand, we have gr(B) = 1 by Theorem 4.17 and Remark 4.20 in [Thi20a], and so
Gen1(B) is dense in B by Proposition 3.6. Thus, Gen1(B) * Lg1(B), and there
exists b ∈ B such that 1 ∈ C∗(b) but b /∈ Lg1(B).
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Next, let us consider the variant of the generator rank, defined as the smallest
integer n ≥ 1 such that Genn(A) is dense in An. Let us denote this value by gr′(A).
Given that gr is related to the real rank, one might expect that gr′ is related to
the stable rank. This is, however, not the case either. For instance, unlike the real
and stable rank, the invariants gr and gr′ are very closely tied together. Indeed, it
follows from Proposition 3.6 that

gr′(A) =

⌈
gr(A) + 1

2

⌉
.

Moreover, while the estimate rr(A) ≤ gr(A) always holds (see Proposition 3.10),
the above example B := M3(C([0, 1]2)) satisfies sr(B) = 2 � 1 = gr′(B). On the
other hand, we have sr(C([0, 1])) = 1 � 2 = gr′(C([0, 1])). Thus, we neither have
sr ≤ gr′ nor sr ≥ gr′.

Proposition 3.12. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then gr0(A) ≤ gr(A) ≤ gr0(A) + 1.

Proof. The statement is clear if A is unital. So assume that A is nonunital. Then

A is an ideal in Ã such that Ã/A ∼= C. By Proposition 2.7, we have

gr0(A) ≤ gr0(Ã) = gr(A).

Further, we have gr0(C) = 0, and therefore

gr(A) = gr0(Ã) ≤ gr0(A) + gr0(C) + 1 = gr0(A) + 1,

by Proposition 2.9. �

Theorem 3.13. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then gr(A) = max{rr(A), gr0(A)}.

Proof. By Propositions 3.10 and 3.12, we have gr(A) ≥ max{rr(A), gr0(A)}. The
converse inequality is clear if A is unital.

So assume that A is nonunital, and set n := max{rr(A), gr0(A)}, which we may

assume to be finite. We let 1 ∈ Ã denote the adjoint unit. To verify gr(A) ≤ n, let

x ∈ (Ã)n+1
sa , ε > 0 and z ∈ Ã. We need to find y ∈ (Ã)n+1

sa such that

y =ε x, and z ∈ε C
∗(y).

Since rr(A) ≤ n, there is x′ ∈ Lgn+1(Ã)sa with x′ =ε/2 x. Since Lgn+1(Ã)sa is

an open subset of Ãn+1
sa , there exists δ > 0 such that every y ∈ (Ã)n+1

sa with y =δ x
′

belongs to Lgn+1(Ã)sa. We may assume that δ < ε/2.

Let a′ ∈ An+1
sa , r ∈ (R1)n+1 ⊆ (Ã)n+1

sa , c ∈ A and t ∈ C1 ⊆ Ã be the unique
elements such that

x′ = a′ + r, and z = c+ t.

Since gr0(A) ≤ n, we can apply Proposition 2.8 to obtain b ∈ An+1
sa such that

b =δ a
′, and c ∈ C∗(b).

Set y := b+ r. Let us show that y has the desired properties.
We have y =δ x′, and therefore y =ε/2 x′ =ε/2 x. Further, by choice of δ, we

have y ∈ Lgn+1(Ã)sa. It follows that 1 ∈ C∗(y), and so bj = yj − rj1 ∈ C∗(y) for
j = 0, . . . , n. Therefore c ∈ C∗(b) ⊆ C∗(y). Thus, z = c+ t ∈ C∗(y). �

Corollary 3.14. Let A be a C∗-algebra satisfying rr(A) ≤ 1. (For example, this is
the case if rr(A) = 0, sr(A) = 1 or gr(A) ≤ 1.) Then gr0(A) = gr(A).

Proof. If gr0(A) = 0 then gr(A) = 0 by Proposition 5.7. If gr0(A) ≥ 1, then
Theorem 3.13 implies

gr(A) = max{rr(A), gr0(A)} = gr0(A). �
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3.15. Let A be a C∗-algebra. We have gr(A) = gr0(A) if rr(A) ≤ 1 (Corollary 3.14)
or if A is commutative (Theorem 5.6). In [Thi20a], we show that gr(A) = gr0(A)
also holds whenever A is subhomogenoeus. By Proposition 3.12 and Theorem 3.13,
the only possibility for gr0(A) < gr(A) is that

gr0(A) = n− 1, and gr(A) = rr(A) = n

for some n ≥ 2.

Question 3.16. Does every C∗-algebra A satisfy gr0(A) = gr(A)?

4. Reduction to the separable case

In this short section, we recall some notions from model theory of C∗-algebras
that will be used in Section 5 to reduce some proofs to the case of separable C∗-
algebras. For details we refer to [FK10] and [FHL+16].

4.1. Given a C∗-algebra A, we let Subsep(A) denote the collection of separable
sub-C∗-algebras of A. A family S ⊆ Subsep(A) is σ-complete if for every countable,

directed subfamily T ⊆ S we have
⋃
{B : B ∈ T } ∈ S. Further, S is cofinal if for

every B0 ∈ Subsep(A) there exists B ∈ S such that B0 ⊆ B.
We say that a property P of C∗-algebras satisfies the Löwenheim-Skolem condi-

tion if for every C∗-algebra A satisfying P , there exists σ-complete, cofinal subset
S ⊆ Subsep(A) such that every B ∈ S satisfies P .

It is well-known that the intersection of countably many σ-complete, cofinal
subfamilies is again σ-complete and cofinal. It follows that the conjunction of
countably many properties satisfying the Löwenheim-Skolem condition is again a
property satisfying the Löwenheim-Skolem condition.

Let d be an assignment from C∗-algebras to {0, 1, 2, . . . ,∞} satisfying (D5) and
(D6) from Paragraph 2.11. Then for each n ∈ N, the property ‘d( ) ≤ n’ satisfies
the Löwenheim-Skolem condition: If a C∗-algebra A satisfies d(A) ≤ n, then the
collection S ⊆ Subsep(A) of separable sub-C∗-algebras B ⊆ A with d(B) ≤ n is
σ-complete by (D5) and cofinal by (D6).

Thus, for each n ∈ N, the properties ‘rr( ) ≤ n’ and ‘gr0( ) ≤ n’ satisfy the
Löwenheim-Skolem condition. Given a unital C∗-algebra A, it is easy to see that
the collection of separable sub-C∗-algebras containing the unit of A is σ-complete
and cofinal.

Given a C∗-algebra A and k ≥ 1, we use A⊗k to denote the k-fold (minimal)
tensor product A⊗ . . .k ⊗ A. If B ⊆ A is a sub-C∗-algebra, then B⊗k naturally is
a sub-C∗-algebra of A⊗k; see [Bla06, II.9.6.2, p.187].

Lemma 4.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra, let k ≥ 1, and let S ⊆ Subsep(A
⊗k) be σ-

complete and cofinal. Then {B ∈ Subsep(A) : B
⊗k ∈ S} is σ-complete and cofinal.

Proof. Set T := {B ∈ Subsep(A) : B
⊗k ∈ S}. It is easy to see that T is σ-complete.

To show that it is cofinal, let B0 ∈ Subsep(A). We will inductively find increasing
sequences (Bn)n in Subsep(A) and (Dn)n in S such that

B⊗k
0 ⊆ D0 ⊆ B⊗k

1 ⊆ D1 ⊆ . . . .

Assume that we have obtained Bn for some n ∈ N. Then B⊗k
n ∈ Subsep(A

⊗k).
Since S is cofinal, we obtain Dn ∈ S such that B⊗k

n ⊆ Dn.

For each d ∈ Dn and ε > 0, we can find m ≥ 1 and a
(1)
j , . . . , a

(k)
j ∈ A for

j = 1, . . . ,m such that ∥∥∥∥∥∥
d−

m∑

j=1

a
(1)
j ⊗ . . .⊗ a

(k)
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
< ε.
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Using this, we find a separable sub-C∗-algebra Bn+1 ⊆ A such that Dn ⊆ B⊗k
n+1.

Having chosen the sequences (Bn)n and (Dn)n, set B :=
⋃

n Bn. Then B is a
separable sub-C∗-algebra of A containing B0. Moreover, by construction, we have

B⊗k =

∞⋃

n=1

Dn.

Since S is σ-complete, B⊗k belongs to S. Thus, B belongs to T , as desired. �

Proposition 4.3. Let n ∈ N and k ≥ 1. Then the property ‘rr( ⊗k) ≤ n’ satisfies
the Löwenheim-Skolem condition.

Proof. Let A be a C∗-algebra satisfying rr(A⊗k) ≤ n. Set

S :=
{
B ⊆ A⊗k : B separable, rr(B) ≤ n

}
.

Then S is σ-complete and cofinal, since the real rank is a noncommutative dimen-
sion theory (in the sense of Paragraph 2.11). Set

T := {B ∈ Subsep(A) : B
⊗k ∈ S}.

Note that T consists precisely of the separable sub-C∗-algebras B ⊆ A satisfying
‘rr( ⊗k) ≤ n’. By Lemma 4.2, T is σ-complete and cofinal, as desired. �

5. Generator rank of commutative C∗-algebras

In this section, we compute the generator rank of commutative C∗-algebras;
see Theorem 5.6. We first consider commutative C∗-algebras that are unital and
separable. We then generalize to the unital, nonseparable case, and finally to the
case of arbitrary commutative C∗-algebras.

For topological spaces X and Y we denote by E(X,Y ) the space of injective,
continuous maps X → Y .

Let X be a compact, metric space and n ∈ N. We seek to characterize when
gr(C(X)) ≤ n. Given a ∈ C(X)n+1

sa and x ∈ X , set a(x) := (a0(x), . . . , an(x)).
Since C(X) is unital and separable, by Theorem 3.4, we have gr(C(X)) ≤ n if
and only if the elements a ∈ C(X)n+1

sa that generate C(X) are dense in C(X)n+1
sa .

By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, a ∈ C(X)n+1
sa generates C(X) if and only if

a(x) 6= 0 for all x ∈ X and if a separates the points of X , that is, a(x) 6= a(y)
whenever x 6= y.

After identifying C(X)n+1
sa with C(X,Rn+1), we obtain that gr(C(X)) ≤ n if

and only if E(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) is dense in C(X,Rn+1). This naturally leads to the
following questions:

(1) When is C(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1) dense?
(2) When is E(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) dense?

In the proof of Lemma 5.2 we will see that these questions are answered by the
(covering) dimension of X and X ×X , respectively.

The following result is closely related to the topological concepts of stable and
unstable intersection, for which we refer to [Lev18]. We note that the result is
probably known to the experts, but we could not locate it in the literature in this
form.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a compact, metric space, and n ≥ 1. Then E(X,Rn) ⊆
C(X,Rn) is dense if and only if dim(X ×X) ≤ n− 1.

Proof. The backward implication follows from Theorem 1.1 and the Remark below
it in [DRv91]. To show the forward implication, assume that E(X,Rn) ⊆ C(X,Rn)
is dense.
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Claim: Let Y, Z ⊆ X be closed, disjoint subsets. Then dim(Y × Z) ≤ n − 1.
To verify the claim, we first show that Y and Z have unstable intersection in Rn,
that is, given continuous maps f : Y → Rn and g : Z → Rn and ε > 0 there
exist continuous maps f ′ : Y → Rn and g′ : Z → Rn such that ‖f − f ′‖∞ < ε,
‖g − g′‖∞ < ε and f ′(Y ) ∩ g′(Z) = ∅. Given such f, g and ε > 0, using that Y
and Z are disjoint we choose h ∈ C(X,Rn) such that h|Y = f and h|Z = g. By
assumption, there exists h′ ∈ E(X,Rn) with ‖h− h′‖∞ < ε. Then f ′ := h′|Y and
g′ := h|Z have the desired properties. Now it follows from [DW92, Theorem 1.4]
that dim(Y × Z) ≤ n− 1.

Let D := {(x, x) : X ∈ X} denote the diagonal in X × X . The complement
(X ×X) \D can be covered by countably many compact rectangular sets, that is,
there exist closed subsets Yk, Zk ⊆ X for k ∈ N such that

(X ×X) \D =
⋃

k∈N

(Yk × Zk).

For each k, note that Yk and Zk are disjoint and therefore dim(Yk ×Zk) ≤ n− 1 by
the Claim. Note also that X is covered by the sets (Yk)k∈N. Using the countable
sum theorem ([Pea75, Theorem 3.2.5, p.125]), we get

dim(D) = dim(X) = sup
k∈N

dim(Yk) ≤ sup
k∈N

dim(Yk × Zk) ≤ n− 1.

Applying the countable sum theorem again, we obtain

dim(X ×X) = max{dim(D), sup
k∈N

dim(Yk × Zk)} ≤ n− 1. �

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a compact, metric space. Then gr(C(X)) = dim(X ×X).

Proof. Let n ∈ N. As explained at the beginning of the section, we have gr(C(X)) ≤
n if and only if the following two conditions hold:

(1) C(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1) is dense;
(2) E(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) is dense.

By [Pea75, Proposition 10.3.2, p.378], we have dim(X) ≤ n if and only if
C(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1) is dense. Further, by Proposition 5.1, we have
dim(X ×X) ≤ n if and only if E(X,Rn+1) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1) is dense, which in turn
is equivalent to E(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) ⊆ C(X,Rn+1 \ {0}) being dense.

We deduce that gr(C(X)) ≤ n if and only if dim(X) ≤ n and dim(X ×X) ≤ n.
Since dim(X) ≤ dim(X ×X), the result follows. �

Let X be a finite-dimensional, compact, metric space. In [Dra01, Theorem 3.16],
Dranishnikov showed that the dimension ofX×X can only take the values 2 dim(X)
or 2 dim(X) − 1. If dim(X × X) = 2 dim(X), then X is said to be of basic type,
and then dim(Xk) = k dim(X) for every k ≥ 1, where Xk = X × . . .k ×X is the
k-fold Cartesian power. If dim(X × X) = 2 dim(X) − 1, then X is said to be of
exceptional type, and then dim(Xk) = k dim(X)− k + 1 for every k ≥ 1.

If dim(X) ≤ 1, then X is of basic type. The prime example of a space of
exceptional type was constructed by Boltyanskĭı in [Bol49]: It is a compact, metric
space P with dim(P ) = 2 and dim(P 2) = 3. For each k ≥ 1, it follows that
dim(P k) = k+1 and dim((P k)2) = 2(k+1)−1, and thus P k is a (k+1)-dimensional
compact, metric space of exceptional type.

Next, we want to generalize Lemma 5.2 to compact, Hausdorff spaces. The basic
idea is to approximate a given compact, Hausdorff space X by suitable compact,
metric spaces Xλ. It is a standard technique to approximate X by polyhedra
Xλ with dim(Xλ) = dim(X). However, this does not ensure that dim(Xλ ×Xλ) =
dim(X×X), and indeed, polyhedra are always of basic type, so ifX is of exceptional
type than an approximation of X by polyhedra is not suitable. To address this,
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we develop a different way of approximation. The next result also shows that
the dichotomy of basic/exceptional type for compact, metric spaces generalizes to
compact, Hausdorff spaces, which will be crucial in the proof of Lemma 5.8.

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a finite-dimensional, compact, Hausdorff space. Set
n := dim(X). Then either dim(X ×X) = 2n (we say that X is of basic type) and
then dim(Xk) = kn for every k ≥ 1; or dim(X ×X) = 2n− 1 (we say that X is of
exceptional type) and then dim(Xk) = kn− k + 1 for every k ≥ 1.

Proof. By the product theorem for covering dimension, we have dim(Y × Z) ≤
dim(Y ) + dim(Z) for any compact, Hausdorff spaces Y and Z; see [Pea75, Propo-
sition 9.3.2, p.352]. Thus, dim(Xk) ≤ kn for every k ≥ 1. The statement follows
from the following claims.

Claim 1: Let k ≥ 2 such that dim(Xk) < kn. Then dim(X l) ≤ ln − l + 1
for all l ≥ 1. To prove the claim, set A := C(X). Then A⊗k ∼= C(Xk), and so
rr(A) = dim(X) = n and rr(A⊗k) < kn. Consider

S :=
{
B ⊆ A unital, separable sub-C∗-algebra : rr(B) ≤ n, rr(B⊗k) < kn

}
.

Given B ∈ S, let Y be a compact, metric space such that B ∼= C(Y ). Then
dim(Y ) = rr(B) ≤ n and dim(Y k) = rr(B⊗k) < kn. If dim(Y ) = n, then Y is of
exceptional type and we get dim(Y l) = ln− l + 1 for all l ≥ 1. If dim(Y ) ≤ n− 1,
then dim(Y l) ≤ l(n−1). In either case rr(B⊗l) = dim(Y l) ≤ ln− l+1 for all l ≥ 1.

Since unitality and the properties ‘rr( ) ≤ n’ and ‘rr( ⊗k) < kn’ satisfy the
Löwenheim-Skolem condition (see Paragraph 4.1 and Proposition 4.3), it follows
that the family S approximates A. Hence, for each l ≥ 1, A⊗l is approximted by
sub-C∗-algebras of the form B⊗l with rr(B⊗l) ≤ ln − l + 1. Since the real rank
satisfies (D5), we get dim(X l) = rr(A⊗l) ≤ ln− l+ 1.

Claim 2: Let k ≥ 2. Then dim(Xk) ≥ kn − k + 1. To prove the claim via
contradiction, asssume that k ≥ 2 is such that dim(Xk) < kn− k + 1. Consider

S :=
{
B ⊆ A unital, separable sub-C∗-algebra : rr(B⊗k) < kn− k + 1

}
.

Given B ∈ S, let Y be a compact, metric space such that B ∼= C(Y ). Then
dim(Y k) = rr(B⊗k) < kn− k + 1. It follows that dim(Y ) ≤ n− 1.

As in Case 1, using that unitality and ‘rr( ⊗k) < kn − k + 1’ satisfy the
Löwenheim-Skolem condition, we obtain that S approximates A. Since the real
rank satisfies (D5), we get dim(X) = rr(A) ≤ n− 1, a contradiction. �

Proposition 5.4. Let X be a compact, Hausdorff space. Then

gr(C(X)) = dim(X ×X).

Proof. Since dim(X ×X) = rr(C(X)⊗ C(X)), and since gr( ) = gr0( ) for unital
C∗-algebras, it suffices to show that gr0(A) = rr(A⊗2) for every unital, commutative
C∗-algebraA. By Lemma 5.2, we have gr0(B) = rr(B⊗2) for every separable, unital,
commutative C∗-algebra B.

Let A be a unital, commutative C∗-algebra, and set n := gr0(A). Since unitality
and ‘rr( ⊗2) ≤ n’ satisfy the Löwenheim-Skolem condition (see Paragraph 4.1 and
Proposition 4.3), there exists a σ-complete, cofinal family S ⊆ Subsep(A) such that
each B ∈ S is a separable, unital, commutative C∗-algebras satisfying rr(B⊗2) ≤ n.
Then gr0(B) ≤ n. Since gr0 satisfies (D6) by Proposition 2.3, we obtain that
gr0(A) ≤ n = rr(A⊗A).

The converse inequality follows analogously, using that unitality and ‘gr0( ) ≤ n’
satisfy the Löwenheim-Skolem condition, and using that rr( ⊗ ) satisfies (D6). �

5.5. Let X be a locally compact, Hausdorff space. If X is not compact, then
C0(X) is not unital, and the minimal unitization of C0(X) is naturally isomorphic
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to C(αX), where αX denotes the one-point compactification of X . As noted in
[BP09, 2.2(ii)], it follows from [Pea75, Proposition 3.5.6] that the dimension of αX
agrees with the local dimension of X , which is defined as

locdim(X) := sup
{
dim(K) : K ⊆ X compact

}
.

A similar argument shows that

dim(αX × αX) = locdim(X ×X).

Theorem 5.6. Let X be a locally compact, Hausdorff space. Then

gr0(C0(X)) = gr(C0(X)) = locdim(X ×X).

Proof. By Proposition 3.12, we have gr0(C0(X)) ≤ gr(C0(X)). Let K ⊆ X be a
compact subset. Then C(K) is a quotient of C0(X). Hence, using Proposition 5.4
at the first step, and using Proposition 2.2 at the last step, we get

dim(K ×K) = gr(C(K)) = gr0(C(K)) ≤ gr0(C0(X)).

Since every compact subset of X × X is contained in K × K for some compact
subset K ⊆ X , we deduce that

locdim(X ×X) ≤ gr0(C0(X)) ≤ gr(C0(X)).

Finally, using Proposition 5.4, we have

gr(C0(X)) = gr(C(αX)) = dim(αX × αX) = locdim(X ×X). �

Proposition 5.7. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) We have gr(A) = 0;
(2) We have gr0(A) = 0;
(3) A is a commutative C∗-algebra with totally disconnected spectrum.

Proof. Claim: Let X be a locally compact, Hausdorff space. Then X is totally
disconnected if and only if locdim(X ×X) = 0. It is well-known that X is totally
disconnected if and only if X is zero-dimensional (that is, the topology of X has a
basis of clopen sets), which in turn is equivalent to locdim(X) = 0. If a compact,
Hausdorff space Y satisfies dim(Y ) = 0, then dim(Y × Y ) ≤ 2 dim(Y ) = 0 by
the product theorem for covering dimension ([Pea75, Theorem 9.3.2, p.351]). The
converse also holds, and thus Y satisfies dim(Y ) = 0 if and only if dim(Y ×Y ) = 0.
We deduce that locdim(X) = 0 if and only if locdim(X ×X) = 0, which proves the
claim.

By Proposition 3.12, we have gr0(A) ≤ gr(A), which shows that (1) implies (2).
Assuming (2), let us verify (3). Let a, b ∈ A. Apply Proposition 2.8 (for any x
and ε) to obtain y ∈ Asa such that a, b ∈ C∗(y). Since y is self-adjoint, C∗(y)
is commutative, and thus a and b commute. Since this holds for all a, b ∈ A, we
deduce that A is commutative. Let X be a locally compact, Hausdorff space such
that A ∼= C0(X). By Theorem 5.6, we have locdim(X ×X) = gr(A) = 0, and thus
X is totally disconnected by the Claim.

Finally, assuming (3), let us prove (1). Let A = C0(X) for a totally disconnected,
locally compact Hausdorff space X . Using the claim, we get locdim(X ×X) = 0,
and thus gr(A) = 0 by Theorem 5.6. �

Lemma 5.8. Let X,Y be locally compact, Hausdorff spaces, and let Z := X ⊔ Y
denote the disjoint union. Then

locdim(Z × Z) = max
{
locdim(X ×X), locdim(Y × Y )

}
.
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Proof. The inequality ‘≥’ follows since X × X and Y × Y are homeomorphic to
closed subsets of Z × Z. To show the converse inequality, let K ⊆ Z × Z be a
compact subset. Then there exist compact subsets X ′ ⊆ X and Y ′ ⊆ Y such that
K is contained in (X ′ ∪ Y ′)× (X ′ ∪ Y ′). If we can show the inequality for X ′ and
Y ′, then

dim(K) ≤ dim((X ′ ∪ Y ′)× (X ′ ∪ Y ′)) ≤ max
{
dim(X ′ ×X ′), dim(Y ′ × Y ′)

}

≤ max
{
locdim(X ×X), locdim(Y × Y )

}
.

Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume that X and Y are compact.
We need to show that dim(Z2) ≤ max{dim(X2), dim(Y 2)}. Note that dim(Z) =
max{dim(X), dim(Y )}. We distinguish two cases:

Case 1: Assume that dim(X) 6= dim(Y ). Without loss of generality, we have
dim(X) < dim(Y ). Then

dim(X × Y ) ≤ dim(X) + dim(Y ) ≤ 2 dim(Y )− 1 ≤ dim(Y 2).

Since Z2 is the union of sets homeomorphic to X2, X × Y and Y 2, we get

dim(Z2) = max
{
dim(X2), dim(X × Y ), dim(Y 2)

}
≤ max

{
dim(X2), dim(Y 2)

}
.

Case 2: Assume that dim(X) = dim(Y ). Set d := dim(X). Then dim(Z) = d
and so dim(Z2) ≤ 2d. If X or Y is of basic type, then

dim(Z2) ≤ 2d = max
{
dim(X2), dim(Y 2)

}
.

If X and Y are of exceptional type, then dim(X2) = dim(Y 2) = 2d− 1. Hence

dim(X2 × Y ) ≤ dim(X2) + dim(Y ) = 3d− 1,

and similarly dim(X × Y 2) ≤ 3d − 1. Using that Z3 is the union of space homeo-
morphic to X3, X2 × Y , X × Y 2 and Y 3, we deduce that

dim(Z3) = max
{
dim(X3), dim(X2 × Y ), dim(X × Y 2), dim(Y 3)

}

≤ max{3d− 2, 3d− 1, 3d− 1, 3d− 2} ≤ 3d− 1.

If Z were of basic type, then dim(Z3) = 3 dim(Z). Thus, Z is of exceptional type,
and so dim(Z2) = 2 dim(Z)− 1 = 2d− 1 = max{dim(X2), dim(Y 2)}. �

Proposition 5.9. Let A and B be commutative C∗-algebras. Then

gr(A⊕B) = max
{
gr(A), gr(B)

}
.

Proof. Let X and Y be locally compact, Hausdorff spaces such that A ∼= C0(X)
and B ∼= C0(Y ). Set Z := X ⊔ Y . Then A ⊕ B ∼= C0(Z). Using Theorem 5.6 at
the first and last step, and using Lemma 5.8 at the second step, we get

gr(A⊕B) = locdim(Z × Z) = max
{
locdim(X ×X), locdim(Y × Y )

}

= max
{
gr(A), gr(B)

}
. �

The previous result shows that the generator rank behaves well with respect to
sums when both summands are commutative. Next, we generalize this to the case
that only one summand is commutative. We first recall a standard result about the
structure of subalgebras of direct summands.

Lemma 5.10. Let A1, A2 be C∗-algebras, let πj : A1 ⊕ A2 → Aj be the quotient
maps onto the summands, for j = 1, 2, and let B ⊆ A1 ⊕ A2 be a sub-C∗-algebra
such that πj(B) = Aj for j = 1, 2. Then I1 := {a1 ∈ A1 : (a1, 0) ∈ B} is an ideal
in A1, and I2 := {a2 ∈ A2 : (0, a2) ∈ B} is an ideal in A2. Further, there is an
isomorphism α : A1/I1 → A2/I2 such that

B =
{
(a1, a2) ∈ A1 ⊕A2 : α(a1 + I1) = a2 + I2

}
.
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Proposition 5.11. Let A and B be separable C∗-algebras. Let I ⊆ A be an ideal
such that whenever J ⊆ A is an ideal such that A/J is isomorphic to a quotient of
B, then I ⊆ J . Then gr0(A⊕B) = max{gr0(A), gr0((A/I)⊕B)}.

Proof. The inequality ‘≥’ follows from Proposition 2.2 using that A and (A/I)⊕B
are quotients of the direct sum A ⊕ B. To show the converse inequality, set n :=
max{gr0(A), gr0((A/I)⊕B)}, which we may assume to be finite. We will show that
Genn+1(A⊕B)sa is dense in (A⊕B)n+1

sa .
Since gr0(A) ≤ n, by Theorem 3.4 Genn+1(A)sa is a dense Gδ-subset of An+1

sa .
It follows that

D1 :=
{
(a,b) ∈ (A⊕B)n+1

sa : a ∈ Genn+1(A)sa
}

is a dense Gδ-subset of (A⊕B)n+1
sa .

Let π : A → A/I denote the quotient map, which naturally induces a map
An+1 → (A/I)n+1, which we also denote by π. Since gr0((A/I) ⊕ B) ≤ n,
Genn+1((A/I)⊕B)sa is a dense Gδ-subset of ((A/I)⊕B)n+1

sa . It follows that

D2 :=
{
(a,b) ∈ (A⊕B)n+1

sa : (π(a),b) ∈ Genn+1((A/I)⊕B)sa
}

is a dense Gδ-subset of (A ⊕ B)n+1
sa . It follows from the Baire category theorem

that D := D1 ∩D2 is a dense subset of (A⊕B)n+1
sa .

We show that D ⊆ Genn+1(A⊕B)sa, which will finish the proof. Let (a,b) ∈ D,
and set E := C∗((a,b)) ⊆ A⊕ B. Let πA and πB denote the quotient maps from
A⊕B onto A and B, respectively. Further, let π′ : A⊕B → (A/I)⊕B denote the
quotient map. Using that (a,b) ∈ D1, it follows that πA(E) = A. Similarly, we
obtain that π′(E) = (A/I)⊕B, and so πB(E) = B.

By Lemma 5.10, there are ideals J1 ⊆ A and J2 ⊆ B and an isomorphism
α : A/J1 → B/J2 such that

E =
{
(a, b) ∈ A⊕B : α(a+ J1) = b+ J2

}
.

Assuming that A/J1 6= {0}, it follows that E/(J1 ⊕ J2) is a proper subset of
(A ⊕ B)/(J1 ⊕ J2). However, by assumption we have I ⊆ J1. Hence, I ⊕ 0 is a
smaller ideal than J1 ⊕ J2. Since π′(E) = (A/I) ⊕ B, we have that E/(I ⊕ 0) =
(A⊕B)/(I ⊕ 0), which leads to a contradiction. Thus, A/J1 = {0}, which implies
that E = A⊕B. �

Proposition 5.12. Let A and B be C∗-algebras and assume that B is commutative.
Then:

gr0(A⊕B) = max{gr0(A), gr0(B)}, and gr(A⊕B) = max{gr(A), gr(B)}.

Proof. Step 1: We prove the statement for gr0 under the additional assumption that
A and B are separable. In this case, let I ⊆ A be the smallest ideal such that A/I
is commutative. (Such an ideal exists, and A/I is the abelianization of A.) Then
the assumptions of Proposition 5.11 are satisfied, and we obtain

gr0(A⊕B) = max
{
gr0(A), gr0((A/I) ⊕B)

}
.

Since A/I and B are commutative, applying Propositions 2.2 and 5.9 we get

gr0((A/I)⊕B) = max
{
gr0(A/I), gr0(B)

}
≤ max

{
gr0(A), gr0(B)

}
,

and thus gr0(A⊕B) ≤ max{gr0(A), gr0(B)}. The converse inequality follows from
Proposition 2.2 using that A and B are quotients of A⊕B.

Step 2: We prove statement for gr0 for general C∗-algebras. Set

S1 := {A′ ⊆ A separable : gr0(A
′) ≤ gr0(A)

}
.

Using that gr0 satisfies (D6), the family S1 approximates A. Similarly, B is ap-
proximated by the family S2 of separable sub-C∗-algebras B′ ⊆ B that satisfy
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gr0(B
′) ≤ gr0(B). Given A′ ∈ S1 and B′ ∈ S2, note that B′ is automatically

commutative, whence by Step 1 we obtain

gr0(A
′ ⊕B′) = max

{
gr0(A

′), gr0(B
′)
}
≤ max

{
gr0(A), gr0(B)

}
.

Since A⊕B is approximated by such A′⊕B′, and since gr0 satisfies (D5), we deduce
that gr(A⊕B) ≤ max{gr0(A), gr0(B)}. The converse inequality is clear.

Step 3: We prove statement for gr. Applying Theorem 3.13 at the first and
last step, and using Step 2 and that the real rank behaves well with respect to
direct sums (since the real rank is a noncommutative dimension theory as noted in
[Thi13, Remark 2]), we have

gr(A⊕B) = max
{
gr0(A⊕B), rr(A⊕B)

}

= max
{
gr0(A), gr0(B), rr(A), rr(B)

}
= max

{
gr(A), gr(B)

}
. �

6. Permanence properties

In this section, we show that the generator rank enjoys the same permanence
properties as its precursor gr0.

Recall that A+ denotes the forced unitization of a C∗-algebra A.

Lemma 6.1. Let A be a C∗-algebra. Then gr(A+) = gr(A).

Proof. If A is nonunital, then A+ = Ã and the result follows from the definition.
If A is unital, then A+ = A⊕ C, and by Proposition 5.12 we have

gr(A+) = gr(A⊕ C) = max
{
gr(A), gr(C)

}
= gr(A). �

Theorem 6.2. Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let I ⊆ A be an ideal. Then:

max
{
gr(I), gr(A/I)

}
≤ gr(A) ≤ gr(I) + gr(A/I) + 1.

Proof. It is known that the real rank does not increase when passing to ideals or
quotients; see [EH95, Théoràme 1.4]. By Propositions 2.7 and 2.2, gr0 does not
increase when passing to ideals or quotients. Applying Theorem 3.13, we get

gr(I) = max
{
rr(I), gr0(I)

}
≤ max

{
rr(A), gr0(A)

}
= gr(A),

and analogously gr(A/I) ≤ gr(A).

To verify gr(A) ≤ gr(I) + gr(A/I) + 1, we consider I as an ideal in Ã. Note that

Ã/I is naturally isomorphic to (A/I)+. Using Lemma 6.1, we obtain

gr0(Ã/I) = gr0((A/I)
+) = gr((A/I)+) = gr(A/I).

Applying Proposition 2.9 and that gr0(I) ≤ gr(I) by Proposition 3.12, we get

gr(A) = gr0(Ã) ≤ gr0(I) + gr0(Ã/I) + 1 ≤ gr(I) + gr(A/I) + 1. �

Theorem 6.3. Let A be a C∗-algebra and n ∈ N. Assume that A is approximated
by sub-C∗-algebras Aλ ⊆ A with gr(Aλ) ≤ n for each λ. Then gr(A) ≤ n.

Moreover, if A = lim
−→j

Aj is an inductive limit, then gr(A) ≤ lim infj gr(Aj).

Proof. Case 1: We assume that A is unital. By Proposition 3.12, we have gr0(Aλ) ≤
gr(Aλ) ≤ n for each λ. Using Proposition 2.3, we obtain gr(A) = gr0(A) ≤ n.

Case 2: We assume that A is nonunital. In this case, for each λ, the force uniti-

zation A+
λ is a unital sub-C∗-algebra of Ã, and the family (A+

λ )λ approximates Ã.

By Lemma 6.1, we have gr(A+
λ ) = gr(Aλ) ≤ n for each λ. Now the result follows

from Case 1.
The statement for inductive limits is proved analogously to Proposition 2.4, using

that the generator rank does not increase when passing to quotients, and using the
result for approximation by subalgebras. �
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Since we do not know how to compute gr0 of direct sums (Question 2.12), the
analog for the generator rank is also unclear:

Question 6.4. Do we have gr(A⊕B) = max{gr(A), gr(B)} for all A and B?

We provide a positive answer to Question 6.4 for the case that both algebras
have real rank zero (see Lemma 7.1), and for the case that one of the algebras
is commutative (see Proposition 5.12). We note that already the case that both
algebras are commutative is surprisingly nontrivial; see Proposition 5.9.

7. Generator rank of AF-algebras

In this section, we show that every finite-dimensional C∗-algebra has generator
rank at most one; see Lemma 7.2. Using that the generator rank behaves well with
respect to inductive limits, we deduce the main result: AF-algebras have generator
rank at most one; see Theorem 7.3.

Lemma 7.1. Let A,B be C∗-algebras of real rank zero. Then gr(A ⊕ B) =
max{gr(A), gr(B)}.

Proof. Since A and B are quotients of A ⊕ B, it follows from Theorem 6.2 that
gr(A ⊕ B) ≥ max{gr(A), gr(B)}. It remains to verify the converse inequality.
Since A has real rank zero, we have gr(A) = gr0(A) by Theorem 3.13. Similarly,
gr(B) = gr0(B) and gr(A⊕B) = gr0(A⊕B). Thus, it suffices to prove gr0(A⊕B) ≤
max{gr0(A), gr0(B)}.

Set n := max{gr0(A), gr0(B)}, which we may assume to be finite. To verify
gr0(A ⊕ B) ≤ n, let a ∈ An+1

sa , b ∈ Bn+1
sa , ε > 0, x ∈ A, and y ∈ B. We need to

find c ∈ An+1
sa and d ∈ Bn+1

sa such that

c =ε a, d =ε b, and (x, y) ∈ε C
∗((c,d)).

Since rr(A) = rr(B) = 0, we obtain a′0 ∈ Asa and b′0 ∈ Bsa such that a′0 =ε/2 a0,
b′0 =ε/2 b0 and such that the spectra σ(a′0) and σ(b′0) are finite, disjoint and do
not contain 0. Let δ0 > 0 be smaller than the distance between any two points in
σ(a′0) ∪ σ(b′0) ∪ {0}. Let f, g : R → [0, 1] be continuous functions such that:

(1) f takes value 1 on the δ0/4-neighborhood of σ(a′1), and takes value 0 on
the δ0/4-neighborhood of σ(b′1) ∪ {0}.

(2) g takes value 1 on the δ0/4-neighborhood of σ(b′1), and takes value 0 on the
δ0/4-neighborhood of σ(a′1) ∪ {0}.

Choose δ > 0 with δ < ε/2 and such that:

(1) Whenever c0 ∈ Asa satisfies c0 =δ a
′
0, then the spectrum σ(c0) is contained

in the δ0/4-neighborhood of σ(a′0).
(2) Whenever d0 ∈ Bsa satisfies d0 =δ b

′
0, then the spectrum σ(d0) is contained

in the δ0/4-neighborhood of σ(b′0).

Using that gr0(A), gr0(B) ≤ n, we obtain c ∈ An+1
sa , d ∈ Bn+1

sa and nc-polyno-
mials p and q such that

c =δ (a
′
0, a1, . . . , an), x =ε p(c), d =δ (b

′
0, b1, . . . , bn), and y =ε q(d).

Then (c,d) =ε (a,b), and we will show that (x, y) ∈ε C
∗((c,d)).

By choice of δ, we have f(c0, d0) = (1, 0) and g(c0, d0) = (0, 1). Then:

(x, y) =ε (p(c), q(d)) = f(c0, d0)p(c,d) + g(c0, d0)q(c,d) ∈ C∗((c,d)). �

Lemma 7.2. Let A be a finite-dimensional C∗-algebra. Then gr(A) ≤ 1.
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Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 7.1 once we show that every matrix
algebra has generator rank at most one.

Let d ≥ 1. To show gr(Md(C)) ≤ 1, let a, b ∈ Md(C)sa and ε > 0. We will
approximate a and b by self-adjoint elements that generate Md(C). Choose a uni-
tary u such that uau∗ is diagonal, and then choose a diagonal, self-adjoint element
a′ ∈ Md(C) such that a′ =ε uau∗ and such that the spectrum of a′ contains d
different nonzero entries. Next, choose b′ ∈ Md(C)sa such that b′ =ε ubu

∗ and such
that all entries in the matrix b′ are nonzero.

Let ejk ∈ Md(C) denote the matrix units for j, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Let t1, . . . , td
be the pairwise distinct, nonzero diagonal entries of a′. Given k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, let
fk : R → [0, 1] be a continuous function that vanishes on 0 and on tj for j 6= k, and
that satisfies fk(tk) = 1. Applying functional calculus, we obtain ekk = fk(a

′) ∈
C∗(a′, b′). Given j, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we have b′jkejk = ejjb

′ekk ∈ C∗(a′, b′), where b′jk
is the (nonzero) jk-entry of b′. It follows that C∗(a′, b′) contains all matrix units,
and thus C∗(a′, b′) = Md(C).

We have u∗a′u =ε a and u∗b′u =ε b. Moreover, u∗a′u and u∗b′u generate Md(C)
since C∗(u∗a′u, u∗b′u) = u∗C∗(a′, b′)u = Md(C). �

Recall that a C∗-algebra A is said to be locally finite-dimensional if for every
finite subset F ⊆ A and ε > 0 there exists a finite-dimensional sub-C∗-algebra B ⊆
A such that x ∈ε B for every x ∈ F . Further, A is approximately finite-dimensional,
or an AF-algebra, if A is isomorphic to an inductive limit of finite-dimensional
C∗-algebras. Equivalently, A contains a directed family of finite-dimensional sub-
C∗-algebras Aλ ⊆ A such that

⋃
λ Aλ is dense in A. Every AF-algebra is locally

finite-dimensional, and the converse holds for separable C∗-algebras, but not in
general; see [FK10].

Theorem 7.3. Every locally finite-dimensional C∗-algebra has generator rank at
most one.

If A is a separable AF-algebra, then a generic element of A is a generator. In
particular, A is singly generated.

Proof. By Lemma 7.2, every finite-dimensional C∗-algebra has generator rank at
most one. By definition, a locally finite-dimensional C∗-algebra is approximated
by finite-dimensional sub-C∗-algebras and thus has generator rank at most one by
Theorem 6.3. Since every separable AF-algebra is locally finite-dimensional, we
have gr(A) ≤ 1. By Remark 3.7, a generic element of A is a generator. �

Recall that a von Neumann algebra M is said to be hyperfinite if it contains a
directed family of finite-dimensional sub-C∗-algebras Mλ ⊆ M such that

⋃
λ Mλ is

weak*-dense in M ; see [Bla06, Definition III.3.4.1, p.291]. It is known that every
hyperfinite von Neumann algebra with separable predual is singly generated (as a
von Neumann algebra); see [SS63, Theorem 1]. We can improve this result:

Corollary 7.4. Let M be a hyperfinite von Neumann algebra with separable pre-
dual. Then the set of elements that generate M as a von Neumann algebra is
weak*-dense in M .

Proof. The assumptions imply that M contains a weak*-dense sub-C∗-algebra A ⊆
M such that A is a separable AF-algebra. Set G := {a ∈ A : A = C∗(a)}. Note
that every a ∈ G generates M as a von Neumann algebra. By Theorem 7.3, G is
norm-dense in A, and consequently weak*-dense in M . �
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