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Abstract

This dissertation concerns the classification of groupoid and higher-rank graph
C*-algebras and has two main components. Firstly, for a groupoid it is shown that
the notions of strength of convergence in the orbit space and measure-theoretic
accumulation along the orbits are equivalent ways of realising multiplicity numbers
associated to a sequence of induced representations of the groupoid C*-algebra.
Examples of directed graphs are given, showing how to determine the multiplicity
numbers associated to various sequences of induced representations of the directed
graph C*-algebras.

The second component of this dissertation uses path groupoids to develop various
characterisations of the C*-algebras of higher-rank graphs. Necessary and sufficient
conditions are developed for the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of row-finite higher-rank
graphs to be liminal and to be postliminal. When Kumjian and Pask’s path groupoid
is principal, it is shown precisely when these C*-algebras have bounded trace, are
Fell, and have continuous trace. Necessary and sufficient conditions are provided for
the path groupoids of row-finite higher-rank graphs without sources to have closed
orbits and to have locally closed orbits. When these path groupoids are principal,
necessary and sufficient conditions are provided for them to be integrable, to be

Cartan and to be proper.

vii






CHAPTER 1

Introduction

This thesis is broken up into 5 chapters. After this short introductory chapter,
Chapter 2] gives an overview of groupoids and groupoid C*-algebras. Chapter
gives an overview of the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of directed graphs and higher-
rank graphs. The key research for this thesis is presented in Chapters [3 and [6]
with the content of Chapter B published as [27] and content of Chapter @l soon to be
submitted for publication. The following Sections [[.1]and introduce the research
Chapters Bl and [0 respectively. This chapter will end with the definition of various

classes of C*-algebras.

1.1. Introduction: Strength of convergence in the orbit space of a

groupoid

Suppose H is a locally-compact Hausdorftf group acting freely and continuously
on a locally-compact Hausdorff space X, so that (H,X) is a free transformation
group. In [25] pp. 95-96] Green gives an example of a free non-proper action of
H = R on a subset X of R3; the non-properness comes down to the existence of
z€ X, {x,} C X, and two sequences {s,} and {t,} in H such that

(i) s,y = zand ¢! -z, — z; and
(ii) t,s,' — oo as n — oo, in the sense that {¢,s,'} has no convergent subse-

quence.

In [6, Definition 2.2]), and subsequently in [5, p. 2], the sequence {z,} is said to
converge 2-times in the orbit space to z € X. Each orbit H - x gives an induced
representation Ind €, of the associated transformation-group C*-algebra Cy(X) x H
which is irreducible, and the k-times convergence of {z,} in the orbit space to z € X
translates into statements about various multiplicity numbers associated to Inde,
in the spectrum of Co(X) x H, as in [6, Theorem 2.5|, [5] Theorem 1.1] and [3],
Theorem 2.1].

Upper and lower multiplicity numbers associated to irreducible representations
7 of a C*-algebra A were introduced by Archbold [4] and extended to multiplicity
numbers relative to a net of irreducible representations by Archbold and Spielberg
[11]. The upper multiplicity My (m) of 7, for example, counts ‘the number of nets

of orthogonal equivalent pure states which can converge to a common pure state
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2 1. INTRODUCTION

associated to 7’ [8], p. 26]. The definition of k-times convergence and [6, Theorem 2.5]
were very much motivated by a notion of k-times convergence in the dual space of a
nilpotent Lie group [35] and its connection with relative multiplicity numbers (see,
for example, [8] Theorem 2.4] and [9] Theorem 5.8]).

Theorem 1.1 of [5] shows that the topological property of a sequence {x,} con-
verging k-times in the orbit space to z € X is equivalent to (1) a measure theoretic
accumulation along the orbits G - x,, and (2) that the lower multiplicity of Inde,
relative to the sequence {Inde,, } is at least k. In Chapter [ we prove that the
results of [5] generalise to principal groupoids. In our main arguments we have tried
to preserve as much as possible the structure of those in [5], although the arguments
presented here are often more complicated in order to cope with the partially defined
product in a groupoid and the set of measures that is a Haar system compared to the
fixed Haar measure used in the transformation-group case. Our theorems have led
us to a new class of examples exhibiting k-times convergence in groupoids that are
not based on transformation groups, thus justifying our level of generality. Given a
row-finite directed graph F, Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn and Renault in [34] used the
set of all infinite paths in £ to construct an r-discrete groupoid Gg, called a path
groupoid. We prove that G is principal if and only if £ contains no cycles (Propo-
sition Z4.6]). We then exhibit principal G with Hausdorff and non-Hausdorff orbits
space, respectively, both with a k-times converging sequence in the orbit space. In
particular, our examples can be used to find a groupoid Gr whose C*-algebra has
non-Hausdorff spectrum and distinct upper and lower multiplicity counts among its
irreducible representations.

The directed graphs demonstrating k-times convergence in the orbit space of
the associated path groupoids were carefully chosen so that the path groupoids
would be principal, integrable and not Cartan. The search for examples of directed
graphs with these properties provided the initial motivation for the research that is

introduced in the following section.

1.2. Introduction: Categorising the operator algebras of higher-rank

graphs using the path groupoid

Kumjian and Pask in [32] introduced the notion of a higher-rank graph and, for
row-finite higher-rank graph A without sources, defined the Cuntz-Krieger higher-
rank graph C*-algebra, denoted C*(A). These C*-algebras were introduced as gen-
eralisations of the directed-graph C*-algebras developed by Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn
and Renault in [34]. The class of higher-rank graph C*-algebras is signifantly larger
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than the already large class of C*-algebras associated to directed graphs (see Rae-
burn’s book [46] for an overview). As with the C*-algebras associated to directed
graphs, the study of the C*-algebras of higher-rank graphs initially used the theory
of groupoids. A more recent “bare hands” approach to studying higher-rank graphs
has been developed that avoids the use of groupoids with the aim of simplifying
arguments. These groupoid models have recently been seen to be a useful source of
examples with their use to illustrate groupoid results in [17] and in Chapter

Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources and suppose G, is Kumjian
and Pask’s path groupoid associated to A; recall that C*(Gx) = C*(A). In this
part of the thesis we explore when C*(A) is postliminal, liminal and Fell, and when
it has bounded- and countinuous-trace. Clark in [13] Theorem 6.1] showed that a
groupoid C*-algebra is liminal if and only if the orbits in the groupoid are closed
and the C*-algebras of each of the stability subgroups are liminal. In Section we
establish a necessary and sufficient condition on A for the orbits in G to be closed;
we use this to show exactly when C*(A) is liminal. Similarly we provide a condition
on A that is necessary and sufficient for the orbits in G to be locally closed and
use another of Clark’s results, [I3| Theorem 7.1], to show precisely when C*(A) is
postliminal.

In Section we will develop necessary and sufficient conditions on A for Gy
to be integrable, to be Cartan and to be proper. With the assumption that Gy
is principal we will use results by Clark and an Huef in [15], Clark in [14] and
Muhly and Williams in [40] to determine exactly when C*(A) has bounded trace,
is Fell, and has continuous trace. In Section we introduce the desourcification
construction that Webster developed in [56] based on Farthing’s [23] and in Section
we use the desourcification construction to provide similar characterisations of
C*(A) while permitting the k-graphs to have sources. Finally in Section it will
be shown how these results can be simplified for directed graphs and how they relate
to the directed graph characterisations developed by Ephrem in [22] and by Deicke,
Hong and Szymanski in [18].

It should be noted that Farthing, Muhly and Yeend in [24], [60] developed
groupoid models of row-finite higher-rank graphs that may have sources. Develop-
ing characterisations for one of these groupoids would have made the section using
the Farthing-Webster desourcification, Section [6.4] unnecessary. This extra level of
groupoid generality does, however, come at a cost to their simplicity that makes
them less attractive as a source of groupoid examples. By separating the groupoid
arguments from the arguments dealing with row-finite higher-rank graphs that may

have sources, Webster’s desourcification also enables us to simplify our arguments.






CHAPTER 2

An introduction to groupoids

This chapter provides a brief overview of the theory of groupoids, beginning with
Renault’s definition of a groupoid from [51]. Examples are then given before intro-
ducing important technical results and defining the Haar system of a groupoid. A
fix for a mistake in Renault’s [51] is given (see Remark Z.T.20). Section 22 describes
induced representations and shows the construction of groupoid C*-algebras. Sec-
tions 2.3 and 2.4] define the groupoids that can be constructed from transformation
groups and the infinite paths of directed graphs, respectively. Finally, Section
defines proper, Cartan and integrable groupoids, and shows the relationship between

them and the classes of C*-algebras from Section 4l

2.1. Groupoids and Haar systems

DEFINITION 2.1.1 ([51], Definition 1.1]). A groupoid G is a set endowed with a
subset G? of G x G, a map (a, B) — af from G to G and an involution o — o~

on (G such that:

(G1) if (a, B) and (3, ) are in G?), then so are (a3,v) and (o, 87), and (a3)y =

a(B7);

(G2) (a7t a) € GP for every a € G; and

(G3) aY(apB) = B and (aB)B~! = a for every (a, ) € G,
The elements of G® are called composable pairs, the map G — G is called the
composition map, the involution is called the inverse map and a~! is called the
inverse of « € G. The maps r,s : G — G defined by r(a) = aa™" and s(a) = a'a
for every a € G are repectively called the range and source map. Then r(«) and
s(a) are respectively called the range and source of a. The range and source maps

have a common image in G which is called the unit space and is denoted by G(©.

REMARK 2.1.2. The point to the range and source maps is that they provide a

simpler way of determining when composition makes sense: it follows from Definition

21 that (o, 8) € G®? if and only if s(a) = 7(B).

By the definition of the range and source maps we can see that r(a)a = « and

as(a) = a for every a € G, and that elements of G are characterised by the

equation o = a~! = a?.
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EXAMPLE 2.1.3. Every group G with identity e can be considered to be a
groupoid with G = G x G and G = {e}.

EXAMPLE 2.1.4. There is a natural groupoid that can be constructed from any

set X with an equivalence relation ~. Let G = {(z,y) € X x X : x ~ y} and
G? = {((x,y), (y,z)) cw,y,z € X with x ~ gy ~ z}

Define composition by (x,4)(y, 2) = (z, 2) and involution by (z,y)~! = (y,z). Then
G is a groupoid with r(z,y) = (z, ), s(z,y) = (y,y) and GO = {(z,7) : z € X}.

Suppose G is a groupoid. The subset {(r(a),s(a)): a € G} of G® x G is an
equivalence relation on G that is referred to as the natural equivalence relation on
GO, The orbit of u € GO is the equivalence class of u with respect to the natural
equivalence relation on G® and is denoted by [u]. A subset A of G is G-invariant
if it is saturated with respect to the natural orbit equivalence relation on G(©. In
other words, A is G-invariant if it is a union of orbits. A groupoid G is principal if

a, f € G are equal whenever r(a) = r(f) and s(a) = s(f).

ExAMPLE 2.1.5. Suppose X = {1,2,3,4,5} and ~ is the equivalence relation on
X with equivalence classes {1,2,3} and {4,5}. Let G be the groupoid as in Example
214 Then [(1,1)] = {(1,1),(2,2),(3,3)} and [(4,4)] = {(4,4),(5,5)}. The subset
{(4,4),(5,5)} of G is G-invariant whereas {(1,1)} is not. The groupoid G is
principal since the range and source of each o € G completely determines a: If

r(a) = (z,z) and s(a) = (y,y), then a = (z,y).

A groupoid homomorphism from a groupoid G to a groupoid F' is a map ¢ :
G — F such that for every (o, ) € G, we have (¢(a), ¢(3)) € F® and ¢(af) =
(a)(B). If A is a non-empty subset of G, we define G4 = r~1(A), G4 = s71(A)
and Gla = r"1(A) Ns7H(A). If u € GO then we define G, = Gy,y, G* = GI*} and
Glu = Glquy-

PROPOSITION 2.1.6 ([37, Proposition 2.8]). Suppose G is a groupoid and A is a
non-empty subset of GO, Then G|, is a groupoid with G|(AZ) =GP N (Gla x Gla)

and operations that are the restrictions of those on G.

EXAMPLE 2.1.7. Suppose G is the groupoid from Example 2.T.5 Let A be the
subset {(1,1),(2,2),(3,3),(4,4)} of G so that G|, is a groupoid by Proposition
216 If F is the groupoid constructed as in Example 2.1.4] with the set {1,2,3,4}
and equivalence classes {1,2,3} and {4}, then G|, = F.

The stability subgroups of a groupoid G are the groups of the form G|, = r~(u)N
s M (u) for u € G©; G is principal if and only if each of the stability subgroups is
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trivial, that is, if G|, = {u} for every u € G©. Stability subgroups are also

commonly known as isotropy subgroups.

DEFINITION 2.1.8 ([37, Definition 2.25]). Suppose G is a groupoid with a topol-
ogy on the set G and let G have the subspace topology from G x G when equipped
with the product topology. Then G is called a topological groupoid if the composition

and inversion maps are continuous.

REMARK 2.1.9. It follows that the range and source maps of a topological
groupoid are continuous. Then, since any continuous involution is open, the in-
version map in a topological groupoid is a homeomorphism. It follows from the
inverse map being open that the range map is open if and only if the source map
is open. Whenever we refer to a topology on a groupoid, we assume that this is a

topological groupoid unless otherwise stated.

EXAMPLE 2.1.10. A locally compact group is a locally compact groupoid in the
sense of Example 2.1.3]

To construct a C*-algebra from a groupoid we need an analogue of the Haar

measure on a group.

DEFINITION 2.1.11 ([37, Definition 2.28]). Suppose G is a second countable,
locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid. A right Haar system on G is a set {\,
GO of non-negative Radon measures on G such that

(H1) supp A, = G, (=s'({z})) forallz € GO;

(H2) for f € C.(G), the function z — [ fdA, on G is in C.(G©); and

(H3) for f € C.(G) and v € G,

[ Hanane@) = [ ra)arg )

We will refer to ([H2) as the continuity of the Haar system and to (H3) as Haar-system
invariance. The collection {\* : # € G} of measures where \*(E) := A\, (E}) is
a left Haar system, which is a system of measures such that supp A =G* and for
f € CGQ), x = [ fdX\" is continuous and [ f(ya)d\*D(a) = [ f(a)d\"D(a).
Given that we can easily convert a right Haar system {),} into a left Haar system
{A\*} and vice versa, we will simply refer to a Haar system \ and use subscripts to
refer to elements of the right Haar system {\,} and superscripts to refer to elements
of the left Haar system {\"}.

The next few lemmas establish some properties of Haar systems which we will

use frequently.
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LEMMA 2.1.12. Let G be a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid
with a Haar system A. If K C G is compact and v € G with s(y) =z and r(v) =y,
then A\.(Kv) = A\, (K) and \*(v'K) = N(K).

PROOF. Let {U,} be a decreasing sequence of open neighbourhoods of K so that
if v € G\K, then v ¢ U, eventually. G is locally compact, so there is a compact
neighbourhood of K, and we can assume that Uj is compact. By Urysohn’s Lemma,
for each n there exists f, € C.(G) with range in [0, 1] such that f, is identically 1
on K and supp f, C U,. For each n, define g, : G — C by g,(a) = f,(ay™!) for
each a € G, so that each g, € C.(G) and g,(a) = xx(ay™!) as n — oo for every
a € G. Let h = xy,y, noting that supp h is compact since Uy is relatively compact

and the composition map is continuous. Then

gn(@) = fulay™) < xu.(0r™h) < xup(ar ™) = xvgy (@) = h(a)

for every a € G and n € N.
Since h and each g, have compact support with g,(a) < h(a) for each «, and

since g,(a) = xx(ay™1) for each «, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem we

[ e art@) = [ e dria)
= [tar drute) = [ le) drifa) = M)

By Haar-system invariance (H3]) we can see that
/fn ay ™) dA( /fn ) dAy( —>/XK )dAy(a) = Ay (K),

and it follows that A\, (Kv) = A\, (K). Since \*(E) = X\,(E~!) for every measurable

set E/, we can deduce that

have

X (77 K) = M(K 1) = A (K1) = M(EK). O

LEMMA 2.1.13. Let G be a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid
with a Haar system \ and let K be a compact subset of G. If {x,} € G© is a
sequence that converges to z € G then

lim sup A, (K) < A\(K).

PrOOF. Fix € > 0. By the outer regularity of \,, there exists an open neigh-

bourhood U of K such that

A(K) <A (U) < MA(K) +¢€/2.
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By Urysohn’s Lemma there exists f € C.(G) with 0 < f < 1 such that f is

identically one on K and zero off U. In particular we have
(2.1.1) M(K) < /fd)\z < A (K) +€/2.

The continuity of the Haar system (H2)) implies [ fd)\,, — [ fd)\., so there

exists ng such that n > ngy implies

/fd)\z—e/2</fd>\xn</fd>\z+e/2.

By our choice of f we have A\, (K) < [ fd),,, so

A, (K) g/fdkxn </fd)\z+e/2.

Combining this with (2.1.1]) enables us to observe that for n > ng, we have \,, (K) <
A, (K) + €, completing the proof. O

LEMMA 2.1.14. Let G be a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid
with a Haar system \ and let K be a compact subset of G. For every e > 0 and
z € GO there exists a neighbourhood U of z in GO such that x € U implies
A (K) < A (K) +e.

PROOF. Fix € >0 and z € G©. Let {U,} be a decreasing neighbourhood basis
for z in G©. If our claim is false, then each U, contains an element x, such that
Az, (K) > A (K) + €. But since each z, € U,, z, — z, and so by Lemma 2.1.13
there exists ng such that n > ng implies A, (K) < A,(K) + ¢, a contradiction. [

Haar systems do not always exist. A following result, Proposition E.1.21l can be
used to show that some groupoids admit a Haar system. The next lemma is a small

result that is frequently used in the groupoid literature.

LEMMA 2.1.15. Let G be a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid
with a Haar system \. Then for every v € GO there exists f € C.(G) such that
Jo fdXe > 0 and the range of f is contained in [0,1].

PRrOOF. Let K be a compact neighbourhood of z in GG and recall that the support
of a Radon measure is the complement of the union of all open sets with measure
zero. Then, since x € int K NG, = int K Nsupp A\, and A, is non-negative, we
must have \;(K) > A, (int K) > 0. By Urysohn’s Lemma (see, for example, [44]
Proposition 1.7.5]) there exists f € C.(G) such that f is identically 1 on K and the
range of f is contained in [0,1]. Then [, fdA\, > [, xx d\; > 0. O
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ProprosITION 2.1.16 ([51], Proposition 1.2.4], [41], Proposition 2.2.1]). Suppose
G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid with a Haar system.

Then the range and source maps of G are open.

LEMMA 2.1.17 ([50] p. 361]). If a locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid has open

range and source maps, then the composition map is open.

PROOF. Suppose G is a locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid with open range
map. Let A and B be open subsets of GG. It suffices to show that AB is open. If
AB is empty, then AB is open and we are done. Suppose AB is non-empty, so
that there exist & € A and 3 € B such that s(a) = r(8). Let o : G® — G be
the composition map. Since the composition map is continuous (Definition 2.1.§)),
by the definition of the topology on G there exist open neighbourhoods H, K of
a1, af respectively, such that (H x K)NG® is contained in the open set o~*(B).
Note that HK is a subset of B.

Let U = H ' N A, noting that U is an open neighbourhood of « since the
inverse map is open (Remark 2Z.I.9). Now let V = r~!(r(U)) N K, noting that V/
is an open neighbourhood of af since the range map is open and continuous. The
set U7V is a subset of Bas U™! € H,V C K and HK is a subset of B. Fix
v € V. Since r(V) C r(U) = s(U™') and U~V C B, there exist § € U and € € B
such that 'y = €. Then v = d¢, so V C UB C AB. The set V is open with
af € V C AB so, since aff was chosen arbitrarily in AB, the set AB is open and

thus the composition map is open. O

LEMMA 2.1.18. Suppose G s a topological groupoid. Then, for every v € G,

(i) the map from G*0) to G™) such that o — o, and
(ii) the map from G,y to Gy such that o — ary

are homeomorphisms.

PrROOF. Fix v € G and note that it follows immediately from the definition
of a groupoid (Definition 2I.1)) that the map « — 7« is injective and surjective.
To see that the map a +— ~ya is continuous, first suppose that {«;}icr is a net in
G*0) that converges to some a € G*(). Since {v}ic; trivially converges to 7, it
follows that {(v, a;)}ier converges to (y,«) in G x G with the product topology.
Since s(y) = r(a), by Remark we can see that (y,a) € G®. Similarly each
(v, ;) is in G| so {(7, a;) }ier converges to (7, ) in G®. The composition map
of a groupoid is continuous, so ya; converges to ya in G, and the map a — ya is
continuous. Since the inverse of o — yaris a — v~ L, the same argument shows that
this inverse map is continous, thus showing that a — v« is a homeomorphism. A

similar argument can be used to establish the second component of this lemma. [



2.1. GROUPOIDS AND HAAR SYSTEMS 11

A topological groupoid G is r-discrete if G() is an open subset of G.

LEMMA 2.1.19 ([51], Lemma 1.2.7(i)]). Let G be an r-discrete groupoid. For every

u € GO, the subspace topologies on G,, and G* are discrete.

PrOOF. Fixu € G and v € G*. Then, since G is open, the set GO NG =
{s(7)} is an open subset of G*"). Since a ++ ya is a homeomorphism of G*(*) onto
G™) (Lemma ZT.I8), it follows that {ys(y)} = {7} is an open subset of G') = G*.

A similar argument can be used to show that G, is discrete. U

REMARK 2.1.20. The proofs of two useful results, [51, Lemma 1.2.7, Proposi-
tion 1.2.8], omit details that appear to be important. In [51, Lemma 1.2.7] it is
claimed that if an r-discrete groupoid has a Haar system, then that Haar system
is ‘essentially the system of counting measures’. Component (ii) of the proof of
this lemma constructs a system of counting measures from the given Haar system
however does not establish the invariance (H3]) of this system.

In [51] Proposition 1.2.8] it is claimed that if the range map of a groupoid is a
local homeomorphism, then the groupoid is r-discrete and admits a Haar system.
The (iv) = (i) component of the proof of this proposition constructs a system of
measures, however the continuity (H2) of this system is not established, which is

necessary to have a Haar system.

We use the next result as an alternative to [51, Lemma 1.2.7, Proposition 1.2.8];

its proof uses ideas from [51, Lemma 1.2.7, Proposition 1.2.8].

PROPOSITION 2.1.21 (based on [51), Lemma 1.2.8]). Suppose G is a second count-

able, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid. Then the following are equivalent.

1) G is r-discrete and admits a Haar system of counting measures;
2

) the source map is a local homeomorphism;
3) the range map is a local homeomorphism; and
)

(
(
(
(4) G is r-discrete and the composition map is a local homeomorphism.

The proof of this proposition will use the following technical lemma.

LEMMA 2.1.22. Suppose G is a locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid and that U
is an open set in G such that s|y is a homeomorphism onto the open set s(U). Then
for every v € U there is an open neighbourhood V' of v in G such that V C U and
s(V) is closed in G©.

ProoF. Fix v € U. Since G is locally compact and Hausdorff, v has a base of
compact neighbourhoods. Then there is a compact neighbourhood N of v in G such
that N C U. Let V = int N, so that V' is an open neighbourhood of v in G with
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V C U. The set s(V) is compact since s is continuous. Finally, since G and G®

are Hausdorff, the compact sets V and s(V) are closed. 0J

To prove Proposition 2.T1.21] it is easiest to deal with either left or right Haar
systems; here we choose right Haar systems due to personal preference. In this light,
condition (Il is most closely related to (2), so we will begin by establishing their
equivalence. Conditions (2)) and (B]) are very closely related, so demonstrating their
equivalence will follow. For the remainder of the proof we will show that (2]) and

(@) are equivalent.

ProoF oF ProprosITION 21271 (1) = (2). Suppose G is r-discrete and A is
a Haar system of counting measures on G. Since s is continuous by the definition
of a topological groupoid and open by Proposition 2.1.16, to show that s is a local
homeomorphism it suffices so show that it is locally injective. Fix v € G and let K
be a compact neighbourhood of v in G. Since G is r-discrete, G, is discrete by
Lemma R2.1.T9, so K and G,y must have finite a intersection; write K N Gy(,) =
{71,72, .., }. For every 7, with v; # =, there is a compact neighbourhood K; of
7 such that 7; ¢ K; and K; C K. By replacing K by K1 N Ky N...N K, we can
assume that K NGy = {7}, and so Ay (K) = 1.

By Lemma 2.T.14 there is an open neighbourhood U of s() in G such that
y € U implies A\, (K) < Ay(4)(K)+0.1 = 1.1. Let K’ be a compact neighbourhood of
v with K’ C s7H(U)N K. Replace K by K’ so that \,(K) < 1.1 for every y € s(K).
For every y € s(K) there exists 6 € K such that s(§) =y, so {0} C G, N K and
Ay(K) > 1. Thus A\ (K) =1 for every y € s(K). So each G, N K has exactly one
element and then the restriction s|f is injective. Thus s is a local homeomorphism.

@) = (). Suppose [@)). We will first show that G is r-discrete. By (2), for any
r € G there is an open neighbourhood U, of x such that s|y, is a homeomorphism.
We claim that U,U; ! € GO for each z € G9. Fix y € G and v € U, U, !. There
exist a, 8 € U, with s(a) = s(8) such that v = of~'. Then a = f since s|y,
is injective, so v = aa™! = r(a) and so U,U,; " ¢ G, Note that U,U," is open
since the composition and inverse maps are open (Lemma 2.1.17 and Remark 2.1.9)).
Then U, o U,U; ! is open and is all of G, so G is r-discrete.

Since G is r-discrete, the spaces G, for € G(© are discrete by Lemma 2.1.19
For each z € G and every Borel set £ C G, let A\,(E) be the possibly infinite
number of elements in G, N E. We claim that {)\, : # € GV} is a right Haar system
for G. Since each G, is discrete, it is easy to see that each A\, is a Radon measure
and it remains to show that (HI)), (H2) and (H3)) are satisfied. Condition (HI) is an

immediate consequence of the definition of the system {\,}.
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Fix f € C.(G). Before establishing (H2) and (H3) we use that s is a local
homeomorphism to make an assumption about f. Since s is a local homeomorphism,
for every v € G there exists an open neighbourhood U, of v in G such that s|y, is a
homeomorphism onto the open set s(U,). By Lemma 2| for each ~ there exists
an open neighbourhood V,, of v in G such that V., C U, and s(V;) is closed in G
Now {V,Y ;7 € supp f} is an open cover of the compact space supp f so there exists
a finite subset {71,72,...,7} of supp f such that supp f C UY_, V... By a partition
of unity (see, for example, [44], Proposition 1.7.12]) there exist fi, fa, ..., f, € C.(G)
such that f(y) = Y% | fi(y) for every v € G and f;(y) = 0 for every v ¢ V... To
establish (H2) and (H3) we may thus assume that f = f; for some 1 < j < p. Let
V=V, ,andU="U,,.

We will now establish ([I2). Suppose {;}ics is a net in G that converges to
some € G, For (H2) we need to show that [ fd\, — [ fd)\,. If z is not in
the open subset s(U) of G0 then w; is eventually not in the closed subset s(V/)
of G and thus not in s(V). Since f(y) = 0 whenever v ¢ V, it follows that
[ fdX\; =0 = [ fd\,, eventually. Now suppose z is in the open set s(U). Then
x; is eventually in s(U) so we may assume that z; € s(U) for every i € I. Let
v = 8| (z;) for i € I and let v = s|;'(z). Since x; — x in s(U), the map s|'
is continuous and so {7;};c; converges to v in U. Furthermore, since U is an open

subset of G, {7;}icr converges to v in G. Now, for every i € I,

/f o) dhs,(a /f )Xoy (@) dA, (@)
= f(7i) A, ({i})

= f(vi) (Ag is the counting measure on G,)

and similarly [ fd\, = f(7). Since v, = v in G and f € C.(G),

[ ax =60 = 10) = [ ran.

Thus « — [ fd\, is continuous.

To show that the map @ — [ f d), from (H2) has compact support, first suppose
z € GO satisfies [ fd\, # 0. Since f € C.(G), the space s(supp f) is compact so it
will suffice to show that x € s(supp f). The intersection G, N U must be non-empty
since supp A, = G, and f(a) # 0 requires o € U. Let n = s|;;* (). Then

/fw-—/f o)X (@) dA(0) = F)Aa({n}) = F(0),

so f(n) is non-zero and thus n € supp(f). Then s(n) = x € s(supp f) so the support
of z — [ fd), is compact, establishing (H2).
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Fix a € G. To establish (H3) we will show that

/ F(80) ey (8) = / F(8) drsioy(B)

If s(a) ¢ s(U), then fa ¢ U for all B € G so [ f(Ba) dA(a)(8) = 0 and similarly
[ F(B) dXs)(B) = 0. Suppose s(a) € s(U) and let § = s|;'(s()). The integrand
of [ f(Ba)dAa)(B) is zero unless fa € U and hence fa = 6. Now we have

/ F(B0) ey (B) = / F(Ba)x4a)(Ba) dhviay (B)

— [ £6x15011(5) v (5)
(D) Are)({071}) = f(6).
The integrand of [ f(8) dAy(3) is zero unless 3 € U and hence 8 = 4, so we have
[ 1O 0@ = [ 16703 Do
= F(6)A{8}) = 7).

establishing (H3)). Thus {\, : # € G} is a right Haar system of counting measures
for G, establishing ().
@) = @). Suppose @) and fix v € G. Since s is a local homeomorphism there

is an open neighbourhood U of y~! such that s|y is a homeomorphism onto the open
set s(U). Since the inverse map is open, U~! is an open neighbourhood of . Note
that r(U™1) is open since 7(U~!) = s(U). To show that r|y-1 is a homeomorphism
onto r(U™1), we need to show that r|y-1 is open and injective. Suppose V C U1
is open. Then V=1 C U is open, so s(V 1) is open since s|y is open. It follows that
r|y-1 is open since r(V) = s(V1). Now suppose «, 3 € U™t satisfy r(a) = r(f).
Then s(a™) = s(87!). Since a™!,57' € U and s|y is injective, we must have
a ! =371 so a =B and r|y-1 is injective, establishing (3]).

@) = [@). A proof establishing this claim is similar to the (2) = (B]) proof.

(@) = (@). Suppose (). It was shown that G is r-discrete in the ([2) = ()
component of this proof, so it remains to show that the composition map is a local
homeomorphism. Let o : G — G be the composition map (i.e. the map such that
o(a, B) = af for every (a, ) € G?)). Fix (o, ) € G?. By (@) and the previously
proved claim that ([2) = (3)), the maps r and s are local homeomorphisms. Thus
there exist open neighbourhoods U and V' of o and f3, respectively, such that 7|y and
s|y are homeomorphisms. Then (U x V)NG® is an open neighbourhood of (o, 3) in
G®). To see that of g s injective, suppose (v1,01), (72,82) € (U x V)N G

satisfy o(7y1,d1) = o(7g,02). Then 161 = 4209, s0 r(71) = r(72) and s(d;) = s(da).
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Since y1,72 € U and 81,9, € V with 7|y and sy homeomorphisms, we must have
Y1 = Y2 and &; = do. Thus of.)nge is injective and it follows that o is a local
homeomorphism since o is continuous (Definition 2.1.8)) and open (Lemma 2.1.17).

(@) = (2). We begin by showing that s is an open map. Let U be an open subset
of G. Then U~' is open (Remark 2.T.9) and so (U~! x U) N G® is an open subset
of G@. Since every local homeomorphism is open and o is a local homeomorphism,
o((U! x U)NGW) is an open subset of G.

We claim that s(U) = o(U™' x U)NGP)NGY. Fixz € o(U ' x U)NGP) N
GO, Then there exist o, 3 € U with r(a) = 7() and such that z = a~!3; note in
particular that x = s(a). Then ax = § and a = 8 since z = s(«). We now have
r=a'a=s(a) € s(U). Now fixy € s(U). Then there exists n € U with y = s(n).
Now (p7t,n) € (Ut xU)NG®?, so

s(n)=n"meo(U" xU)NGA),

and s(U) =o((U™' x U)NGP) NGO, Since o((U™! x U) NGP) is open and G
is open since G is r-discrete, s(U) is open and so s is an open map.

Since s is continuous (Remark 2.1.9)), to show that s is a local homeomorphism it
remains to show that it is locally injective. Fix v € GG. Since o is locally injective and
(v71,v) € GP there is an open neighbourhood A of (77!, v) in G® such that o| 4 is
injective. By the definition of the topology on G® there exist open neighbourhoods
U and V of ! and 7, respectively, in G such that (U x V)N G® c A. Let
W =U"1'NV, so that W is an open neighbourhood of v in G with

(L) e WxW)NG? c (UxV)nG?

Suppose n,( € W satisfy s(n) = s(¢). Then n~'n = (!¢ implies (7', 1) = (¢, ()
since composition is injective on (W~! x W) N G®. Then n = ¢ and so s is locally

injective. Thus s is a local homeomorphism. U

2.2. Representations and the groupoid C*-algebra

Suppose G is a topological groupoid with Haar system A. For f,g € C.(G) and
o € G, define

Frgla) = [ £(9)9(571a) X (5)
and f*(« = f(a1). Then C, (G) with respect to these operations and the inductive
limit topolog is a topologmal x-algebra. Since the Haar system is a key part of

this structure, it is both common in the literature and indeed more precise, for this

1An overview of the inductive limit topology can be found in Section D.2 of Raeburn and Williams’
book [49]
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x-algebra to be written as C.(G, \). In this thesis we usually write C.(G) when the

Haar system is clear from the context.

REMARK 2.2.1. By considering (H3]) and the definition of a left Haar system
(Definition 2ZI.1T]), we can see that for f,¢g € C.(G) and a € G,

f ¥ gla) = / F(@BV)9(8) e (8):

DEFINITION 2.2.2 ([37, Definition 2.41]). A representation of C.(G,\) on a
Hilbert space H is a *-homomorphism 7 from C.(G,\) into B(H), that is con-
tinuous with respect to the inductive limit topology on C.(G, A) and the weak op-
erator topology on B(#), and that is nondegenerate in the sense that the span of
{m(f)h: f € C(G,\),h € H} is a dense subset of H.

For f € C.(G,\), based on Hahn’s definition of the I-norm in [26, p. 38],
Renault in [51] p. 50] defined a quantity ||f||; by

Hfufzmax{ sup / N, sup / \fldkx}.
xEG(O) G {L’GG(O) G

Proposition I1.1.4 from [51] shows that || - ||; is a *-algebra norm on C.(G, \).

DEFINITION 2.2.3 ([51], Definition II1.1.5]). Suppose G is a second countable,

locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid with Haar system A. A representation 7 of
C.(G, N) is bounded if |7 (f)|| < || f|l; for every f € C.(G, ).

Following the definition of a bounded representation, for each f € C.(G,\)
Renault in [51) p. 51] defines a quantity

| f|| :== sup{||=(f)] : 7 is a bounded representation of C.(G, \)}.

After noting that | - || is a C*-semi-norm on C.(G, A), Renault goes on to show that
| - || is a C*-norm on C.(G, \).

DEFINITION 2.2.4 ([51], Definition II.1.12]). Suppose G is a second countable,
locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid with Haar system A. The groupoid C*-algebra
of G with respect to A, denoted C*(G, M), is the completion of C.(G,\) with the

C*-norm || - ||.

A more recent definition of the groupoid C*-algebra, as used by Muhly in [37,
Theorem 2.42|, by Paterson in [41], p. 101] and by Anantharaman-Delaroche and
Renault in [1) p. 146], defines C*(G, A) to be the closure of C.(G, \) with the norm
such that

| fIl = sup{||=(f)] : 7 is a representation of C.(G, \)}
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for each f € C.(G,\). It follows from Renault’s disintegration theorem [52], Propo-
sition 4.2] (or [37, Theorem 3.32]) that every representation of C.(G, \) is bounded
and that || - || is a C*-norm on C.(G, \), so this more recent definition is compatible
with Renault’s original definition.

It was shown by Muhly, Renault and Williams in [38, Theorem 2.8] that if A
and p are Haar systems for a second countable, locally compact groupoid G, then
C*(G, A) is Morita equivalent to C*(G, ). When the Haar system is clear from the
context we will usually write C*(G) instead of C*(G, \).

We now show how a Radon measure on the unit space of a groupoid G with a
Haar system A induces a representation of C*(G, \). These induced representations
will be used heavily in Chapter Bl The next definition is from [37]. Alternative
descriptions may be found in [40] p. 234] and [51], pp. 81-82].

DEFINITION 2.2.5 ([37), Definition 2.45]). Suppose G is a second countable, lo-
cally compact, Hausdorff groupoid with a Haar system A and let p be a Radon

measure on G©

(i) We write v = po XA = [ A®du for the measure on G defined for every
Borel-measurable function f : G — C by

/f Jdvly /G(O)/f )X () dyu()

We call v the measure induced by p, and we write ! for the image of v
under the homeomorphism ~ + 1
(ii) For f € C.(G), Ind u(f) is the operator on L?(G,v~') defined by the for-

mula
(Ind () /f (a1 AN (@)
~ [ 1o ) ixta)
G

For each € G, define L® to be the representation induced by the point-mass

measure &, on G as in [40} [15].

REMARK 2.2.6. It follows from the definition of the induced measure that for
z € G, the measure v induced by 6, is equal to A*. In particular we have =1 = \,,
so L® acts on L*(G, \;). The operator L(f) is then given by

(L7(HE) () = /G F(ra e (a) dha(a)

for all ¢ € L*(G,)\;) and all ¥ € G. There is a close relationship between the

convolution on C,(G) and these induced representations: recall from Remark 2.2.1]
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that for f,g € C.(G), the convolution f % g € C.(G) is given by

frgly) = /G Fra™g(@) dsy (@) for all v € G,

so that
(L”C(f)g)(v) = fxg(y) forany x € G and vy € G,.

We denote the norm in L*(G, \,) by || - ||- Finally note that when G is a second-
countable locally-compact principal groupoid that admits a Haar system, each L*
is irreducible by [40, Lemma 2.4]. The irreducible representations L* will be a key
focus of chapter

2.3. The transformation-group groupoid

Renault in [51], Examples 1.2] described a groupoid that can be constructed from
a group acting on the right of a space. The following is a modification that describes

a groupoid constructed from a left group action.

DEFINITION 2.3.1 ([15, Example 3.3]). Let (H, X) be a transformation group
with H acting on the left of the space X. Then G = H x X with

G = {((h,z),(k,y)) eGXxG:y=h""-x}

and operations (h,z)(k,h™' - x) = (hk,z) and (h,z)™' = (A", A7 ! - 2) is called
the transformation-group groupoid. If H and X are topological spaces, then G is
considered to have the product topology.

We identify the space {e} x X with X, so that the range and source maps
r,s: Hx X — X are given by r(h,x) = z and s(h,r) = h™' - x. A transformation
group (H, X) is free if whenever h € H and = € X satisfy h -z = x, then h is the
identity e of H.

LEMMA 2.3.2. Suppose (H, X) is a transformation group with H acting on the

left of X and let G be the transformation-group groupoid H x X. Then G is principal
if and only if (H, X) is free.

PROOF. Suppose G is principal and that h € H and x € X satisfy h-x =
z. Then (h™' z) and (e, x) are elements of G with r(h™!,z) = z = r(e,z) and
s(h™',x) =h-z=ux = s(e,z). Since G is principal it follows that (b7, z) = (e, x),
so h =e and (H, X) is free.

Conversely, suppose (H, X) is free and that (h,z), (k,y) € G have equal range
and source. Then z = r(h,z) = r(k,y) = y. Similarly h™! - x = s(h,z) = s(k,y) =
k=1 .y so, since # = y, we have kh™! -z = z and since (H,X) is free we have
kh™' =e. Then h =k and so (h,z) = (k,y). O
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REMARK 2.3.3. Suppose (H, X) is a locally compact, Hausdorff transformation
group with H acting on the left of the space X. If 9, is the point-mass measure on
X and p is a left Haar measure on H, then {\* := u x d, : © € X} is a left Haar

system for the transformation-group groupoid H x X.

We will now introduce the representations induced by evaluation maps on Cp(X)
as in [5) 28l 57, [58]. Suppose that H acts freely on X and let v be the right Haar
measure such that v(E) = u(E~1) for every Borel subset £ of H. For each z € X,
we define Ind e, to be the representation €, x A of the transformation group C*-
algebra Co(X) x H on the Hilbert space L*(H,v), where (&,(f)¢)(h) = f(h-z)&(h)
and (A\g&)(h) = A(k)Y2¢(k™h) for f € Co(X), € € L*(H,v) and h,k € H (see [57,
Lemma 4.14]). Tt follows that

(e (PE) (1) = [ o o)l R)AGR) du(r)
H

for f € C.(H,X) and £ € L*(H,v).

REMARK 2.3.4. If G = (H, X) is a second countable, free transformation group,
then the representations L” of the transformation-group groupoid C*-algebra are
unitarily equivalent to the representations Inde,. Specifically, let v be a choice
of right Haar measure on H and A the associated modular function. The map
L Ou(H x X) — C.(H x X) defined by ¢(f)(h,z) = f(h,z)A(t)"/? extends to
an isomorphism ¢ of the groupoid C*-algebra C*(H x X) onto the transformation-
group C*-algebra Cy(X) x H [51] p. 58]. Fix z € X. Then there is a unitary
U, : L*(H,v) — L*(H x X, \,), characterised by U(&)(h,y) = £(h)d.(h™! - y) for
€ C.(H), and U(Ind e, (¢(f))U* = L*(f) for f € C*(H x X).

2.4. The path groupoid of a directed graph

A directed graph E = (E°, E',rg, sg) consists of two countable sets E°, E* and
functions 75,55 : E' — E° We call elements of E° and E' wertices and edges
respectively. For each edge e, we call sg(e) the source of e and call rg(e) the range
of e. Where the graph is clear from the context, we usually write s instead of sg

and r instead of rg.

EXAMPLE 2.4.1. Let E be the directed graph such that E° = {a,b}, E* = {z,y}
and 7, s are given defined by: r(z) = a, s(x) = b, r(y) = b and s(y) = b. This
directed graph is fully described by the following picture.

a x be
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A finite path o in a directed graph FE is a finite sequence ajas - - - ay of edges
a; with sg(a;) = rg(ajq) for 1 < j < k —1, or a vertex v € E° we write
sp(a) = sp(ag), Te(a) = re(aq) and sg(v) = rg(v) = v. We define the length |a| of
a to be k and the length |v| of v to be zero. An infinite path x = x5 - - - is defined
similarly (with |z| = c0), although sg(x) remains undefined. Let E* and E> denote
the set of all finite paths and infinite paths in E respectively. If « = a7 - - ay and
= py---p; are finite paths then, provided sg(a) = rg(8), let af be the path
ar---apbi---f;. When ¢ € E* with sg(a) = rg(x) define ax similarly. We of
course simplify notation and write s for sg and r for rg. Note that this notation is

somewhat strange: a path a = ajasag is drawn as

831 [82) as

where the arrows are reversed from what seems natural. In Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn
and Renault’s original paper they used the seemingly more natural approach, how-
ever the definition of a path that we use is consistent with the later development of
higher-rank graphs, where edges become morphisms in a category and the new con-
vention ensures that “composition of morphisms is compatible with multiplication
of operators in B(#H)” [46, p. 2]. This new convention is used elsewhere in work on
directed graphs including in Raeburn’s book [46].

A directed graph E is row-finite if r—!(v) is finite for every v € EY. For any
finite path « in a directed graph FE, let o> be the set of all paths in £ of the

form ay for some y € E>.

ProprosITION 2.4.2 ([34], Corollary 2.2]). Suppose E is a row-finite directed
graph. The sets aE> for a € E* form a basis of compact open sets for a locally

compact, o-compact, totally disconnected, Hausdorff topology on E*

Readers already familiar with graph algebras will recall that the key results
in Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn and Renault’s [34] relate to directed graphs without
sources (that is, vertices v with r=*(v) = )), Proposition applies to any row-
finite directed graph F since the set E°° only relates to the infinite paths of E.

Before presenting an example that illustrates convergence in the topology on the
infinite path space E*°, we will introduce some notation that will only be used in
this thesis for related examples. When v is a vertex, f is an edge, and there is
exactly one infinite path with range v that includes the edge f, then we denote this
infinite path by [v, f]>°. Define P := N\{0}.
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EXAMPLE 2.4.3. Let E be the following row-finite directed graph.

xT

Tﬁ [fz
| f

x2 z3 Z4

fa [fs
|

f3

o0 ——> 0
ce—>0—— >0

The sequence {[v, f,]®}nep in E* converges to the infinite path z = xjzqws - - -.

PrOOF. Let U be a neighbourhood of z in E*°. By Proposition 2.4.2] there
exists a € E* such that x € aE* C U. In order to have x € aF/*°, we must have
a = T2 - - - T, for some p € P. For every n > p we have [v, f,]*° € z129- - 1, E®,

so [v, fu]*° is eventually in aE>° C U, establishing the convergence. U

We say x,y € E* are shift equivalent with lag n € Z (written x ~,, y) if there

exists m € N such that z; = y;_, for all © > m.

EXAMPLE 2.4.4. The following graph is row finite. In this graph x ~; y and

yn~_1@.
ol
.‘x\2 x3 T4 x5
.yloy20y30y4o ------

This definition of shift equivalence is a modification of the definition of shift
equivalence in [34, p. 509] which required z; = y;y, for all @ > m. This change
has been made because later work on higher-rank graphs by Kumjian and Pask in
[32] Definition 2.7] involved constructing a groupoid in a way that is consistent with
this modification. This doesn’t matter a great deal because the groupoids that are
constructed with these two different notions of shift equivalence are isomorphic.

Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph. We refer to the groupoid constructed
from E by Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn and Renault in [34] as the path groupoid of E.
Before describing this construction a reminder should be made to any reader going
back to examine [34]: the notion of shift equivalence has changed slightly and the
definition of a path has changed (swapping range and source) to achieve consistency
with the more recent higher-rank graphs. The path groupoid G g constructed from
E is defined as follows: let

Ggp:={(z,n,y) € E*° XZ X E® 1z ~, y}.
For elements of

Y = {((z,n.y), (y.m,2)) : (x,n.y), (y.m, 2) € Gp},
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Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn, and Renault defined
(x,n,y) - (y,m,2) = (x,n+m,z),

and for arbitrary (z,n,y) € Gg, defined (z,n,y)~! := (y, —n, x). For each a, 8 € E*
with s(a) = s(f), let Z(a, B) be the set

{(z,n,y):x € aE*,y € BE™,n = |a| — |B|, i = yi_n for i > |a|}.

PROPOSITION 2.4.5 ([34], Proposition 2.6]). Let E be a row-finite directed graph.

The collection of sets

{Z(,0) - a, B € E", s(a) = 5(B)}

s a basis of compact open sets for a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
topology on Gg that makes G r-discrete. The groupoid Gg has a Haar system of
counting measures and the map from E* onto GSEO) defined by x — (x,0,z) is a

homeomorphism.

In the proof of [34] Proposition 2.6] it is shown that r is a local homeomor-
phism before using Renault’s [51, Lemma 2.7(ii), Proposition 2.8] to show that the
groupoid is r-discrete and admits a Haar system of counting measures. There are
issues with the proofs of |51, Lemma 2.7(ii), Proposition 2.8] (see Remark 2.1.20]),
however Proposition 2.1.21] can be used instead.

The point to examining the path groupoid is that properties of the groupoid are
related to the combinatorial properties of the directed graph. In order to present
our first result describing such a relationship, first define a cycle to be a finite path

a of non-zero length with r(a) = s(a) and s(a;) # s(a;) for @ # j.

PROPOSITION 2.4.6. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph. The path groupoid

G is principal if and only if E contains no cycles.

PrOOF. Let G = Gg. We first show that if F contains no cycles, then G is
principal. Suppose G is not principal. Then there exists x € E* such that the
stability subgroup G|, is non-trivial and so there is a non-zero n € 7Z of least
absolute value with x ~,, . We may assume that n > 0 since x ~_,, . Asx ~, @
there exists m € N such that x; = z;_,, for all ¢ > m and so z;_,x; 41 -7; is a
cycle in E.

Conversely, suppose E contains the cycle & = ajas---«a,. Then z := aa---
is in £ with x ~, x, so the stability subgroup G|, is non-trivial and G is not

principal. O
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For a row-finite directed graph E, Section[h.Ildescribes the directed-graph Cuntz-
Krieger C*-algebra, C*(F), of E. Readers already familiar with the directed-graph
Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras may be interested to know that the gauge-invariant
uniqueness theorem (Theorem B.1.2)) tells us that C*(Gg) is isomorphic to C*(E)
when F has no sources (i.e. no vertices v with 7=(v) = (). Example demon-

strates why this ‘no sources’ condition is necessary.

2.5. Proper, Cartan and integrable groupoids and their C*-algebras

DEFINITION 2.5.1. A groupoid G is proper if the map ® : G — G© x GO
defined by ®(y) = (r(7), s(y)) for every v € G is proper. In other words, if ®~(K)
is compact for every compact subset K of G0 x G© | where G© x G is equipped
with the product topology.

LEMMA 2.5.2 ([14, Lemma 7.2]). A Hausdorff groupoid G is proper if and only
if G|y is compact for every compact subset N of G©).

DEFINITION 2.5.3 ([14], Definition 7.1]). Suppose G is a groupoid. A subset N
of GO is said to be wandering if G|y = r~'(N) N s~!(N) is relatively compact. We
say G is Cartan if every & € G has a wandering neighbourhood.

Note that it follows immediately that every proper groupoid is Cartan.

DEFINITION 2.5.4 ([15, Definition 3.1]). Suppose G is a locally compact, Haus-

dorft groupoid with Haar system A. We say G is integrable if for every compact
subset N of GO sup,y{\(GV)} < 0.

LEMMA 2.5.5. Fvery first countable, locally compact, Hausdorff, Cartan groupoid

with a Haar system is integrable.

PROOF. Let G be a first countable, locally compact, Hausdorff, Cartan groupoid
with a Haar system )\ and let N be a compact subset of G(©). Since G is Cartan
for every x € N there is a compact neighbourhood K, of z such that G|k, is
compact. Since each A, is a Radon measure, every A\,(G|g,) is finite. Since G is
locally compact and Hausdorff, x has a neighbourhood base of compact sets. So
by Lemma 2.T.14] for every # € N there exists a compact neighbourhood W, of z
such that y € W, implies A\, (G|k,) < X\:(G|k,) + 1. For every x € N, let N, be the
compact neighbourhood K, N W, of x. Now {int N, : z € N} is an open cover of
the compact set N so there exists x1, s, ...,x, € N such that N C U_| N,.,.

We claim that A, (GV) < 377 | A, (Glk,. ) + p for every z € N. Fix z € N and

observe that

A (GY) < U ) < Z Ao(GN),
=1 =1
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It will suffice to show that A,(G"*i) < A, (G|, )+1 for every 4. Fixiwith 1 <i < p.
Since the support of A, is s71(z), in order for \,(G™=) to be non-zero there must

exist v € G such that s(y) = x and r(y) € N,,. Then
Ae(GM0) = Aa(GM ) = M) (G971 = M) (G™) = A (G, ).
Since r(y) € N, C W,, and N,, C K,,,
Ae(GV) = Xy (Glwv,.) <€ Ao (Gli,) < Aai(Glr,,) + 1,

and the result follows. O



CHAPTER 3

Strength of convergence in the orbit space of a groupoid

In Section 3.1l we introduce the upper and lower multiplicity numbers that Arch-
bold and Spielberg in [4), 11] associated to irreducible representations. In Section
we will introduce the notion of k-times convergence in the orbit space of a trans-
formation group and state the theorems by Archbold and an Huef in [5] that relate
k-times convergence in a free transformation group to upper and lower multiplicity
numbers of the transformation group C*-algebra; we will provide an example based
on the transformation group that Green described in [25, pp. 95-96]. In Sections
B3l to BT we generalise the results in Archbold and an Huef’s [5] to results about
principal groupoids. Finally in Section B.8 we will demonstrate these results with
Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn and Renault’s path groupoid of various directed graphs.
These examples are new and interesting since they are not constructed from trans-
formation groups. The contents of Sections [3.3 to B.8 has been published as [27].

3.1. Upper and lower multiplicities

Let A be a C*-algebra. We write # for the canonical surjection from the space
P(A) of pure states of A to the spectrum A of A. We frequently identify an irre-
ducible representation m with its equivalence class in A and we write H, for the
Hilbert space on which 7(A) acts.

Let 7 € A and let {m.} be a net in A. We now recall the definitions of upper
and lower multiplicity My(w) and My (x) from [4], and relative upper and relative
lower multiplicity My (m,{m,}) and My(m, {m,}) from [11]. Let N be the weak*-
neighbourhood base at zero in the dual A* of A consisting of all open sets of the
form

N={y e A" : |W(a;)| <¢e,1<i<n},

where € > 0 and aq,as,...,a, € A. Suppose ¢ is a pure state of A associated with
7 and let N € V. Define

V(¢,N) =0((¢+N)NPA)),
an open neighbourhood of 7 in A. For o € A let

Vec(o, ¢, N) = {n € Ho : [n| = 1,(c(-)n|n) € ¢+ N}.

25
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Note that Vec(o, ¢, N) is non-empty if and only if o € V(¢,N). For any o €
V (¢, N) define d(o, ¢, N) to be the supremum in P U {co} of the cardinalities of
finite orthonormal subsets of Vec(o, ¢, N). Write d(o, ¢, N) = 0 when Vec(o, ¢, N)
is empty.
Define
My(¢p, N) = sup d(o,¢,N) € PU{oco}.

oceV(e,N)
Note that if N’ € N and N’ C N, then My(¢, N') < My(¢, N). Now define

Mu(6) = inf Mu(6, N) € PU {oo}.

By [4, Lemma 2.1], the value of My(¢) is independent of the pure state ¢ associated
to m and so My(7m) := My(¢) is well-defined. For lower multiplicity, assume that

{r} is not open in A, and using [4, Lemma 2.1] again, define

My () := inf <lim inf d(o, ¢, N)) € PU{oo}.

NeN \o—m,0#m

Now suppose that {7, }aea is a net in A. For N € N let

My (¢, N, {ma}) = lim sup d(ma, ¢, N) € NU {c0}.
acl
Note that if N’ € A" and N’ C N then My (¢, N, {mo}) < My (¢, N, {m}). Then

My (7?, {ﬂa}) = Al{Igl/f\/MU (gb, N, {Wa}) € NU {00},

is well-defined because the right-hand side is independent of the choice of ¢ by an

argument similar to the proof of [4, Lemma 2.1]. Similarly define
My, (gb, N, {Wa}) = limeli\nf (7, p, N) € NU {00},
and let
My (7, {ma}) = ]%reljf\[ML (¢, N,{ma}) € NU {o0}.

It follows that for any irreducible representation 7 and any net {7, }aen of irreducible

representations,

My (7, {ma}) < My (7, {ma}) < My(n)
and, if {7, } converges to m with 7, # 7 eventually, My (7) <
if {mg} is a subnet of {7, }, then

My (7, {ma}) < My (7, {ms}) < My(m, {ms}) < Muy(m, {ma}).

My (7, {ma}). Finally,
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ExAMPLE 3.1.1 ([4] p. 121]). Let A be the C*-algebra of all continuous functions
f:[0,1] = M4(C) such that, for each n > 1,

1 = on(f) 0 ) where o M, (C
()= 0 1) € My(©)
and f(0) = A(f)1a(c) for some scalar A(f). We have

A={NU{o,:n>1}U{e:0<t<1,t'¢N}

where ¢/(f) = f(t) for every f € A. Archbold in [4] p. 125] proves that My(\) = 4
and Mp,(\) = 2. We now recall Archbold’s proof.

PROOF THAT My(A) =4 AND M (\) = 2. We begin by showing that My(\) =
4. Let {ey,eq,e3,¢e4} be the usual basis for C. For 0 < ¢t < 1 with t71 ¢ N, we
define
D= (e er) (1<i<4).
Then, for each 1, ¢§i’ — Xast— 0. Let N € N. There exists tg € (0,1) such that
OV EXN+N (0<t<tot ' ¢N1<i<4).

Hence d(e;, A\, N) = 4 for 0 < t < to with ¢! ¢ N and so My(\, N) > 4. Since N
was chosen arbitrarily, My(\) > 4. The reverse inequality follows from the fact that
dim(7) < 4 for all m € A",
To show that My, (\) = 2, let {uy, us} be the usual orthonormal basis for C* and
define
Pl = (0n()ui|w;) fori=1,2.
Then w,(f) — X for each i. Fix N € N. There exists ¢; € (0,1) such that if n™! < ¢;

then t,,(i) € A+ N for each i and if 0 < t < t; with ¢! ¢ N then ¢\’ € A+ N for
each 7. Let

V={NU{o,:n'<t;}U{m:0<t<t,t " ¢N}
an open neighbourhood of A contained in V(A, N). Then
inf e (o, A V) = 2

and so Mp(A\, N) > 2. Since N was fixed arbitrarily, Mp(A) > 2. The reverse
inequality can be obtained by noting that ¢,, — A and dim(o,) = 2 for all n. U
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Figure 3.2.3. A sketch of a projection of the images of ¢1, ¢ and ¢5 into R2.
3.2. Strength of convergence in the orbit space of a transformation
group
Recall that a sequence {h,} C H tends to infinity if it admits no convergent
subsequence.

DEFINITION 3.2.1 ([5l p. 92]). Suppose (H, X) is a transformation group and
let k € P. A sequence {z,} in X is k-times convergent in X/H to z € X if there

exist k sequences {h,(f)}, {h,(f)}, Ce {h,(f)} in H such that
(1) h(i)~xn—>zasn—>oofor1§i§k; and

n

(2) if 1 <i < j <k then hﬁf)(hﬁf))*l — 00 as N — 00.

The following example describes a transformation group from Green’s [25]. Fol-
lowing the description of the transformation group we will show that its orbit space
exhibits 2-times convergence.

EXAMPLE 3.2.2. Define ¢ : R — R? by ¢(a) = (0,a,0) and for each n € P,
define ¢, : R — R? by

(272" q,0) a<n
Pn(a) = § (272" — 227271 neos(a—n),nsin(la—n)) n<a<n+m
a>n+m

(271 g — 7 —2n,0)
For each positive n, the image of ¢,, “consists of two vertical half lines connected by
a half circle” [25] p. 96]. By projecting the first two components of R? into R? we
can can sketch the images of ¢, ¢ and ¢5 in R? as in Figure 3.2.3l In this figure the

dashed lines are the projections of the half circles and the image of v is the vertical

axis.
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Let X = {¢,(a) : m € N;a € R} and define an action of R on X by b- ¢,(a) =
¢n(a + b), so that (R, X) is a transformation group. Endow X with the usual
subspace topology of R? so that the action of R on X is continuous and (R, X) is
a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff transformation group. The action
is free since b - ¢,(a) = ¢n(a) only when b = 0. Representatives of the orbits in
(R, X) are given by z := 1(0) = (0,0,0) and z,, := ¢,(0) = (272",0,0) for n € P.
We claim that {z, } converges 2-times in X/R to z. To see this claim, let b =0
and bY) = 2n + 7 for each n € P. The sequences {bs)} and {bg)} can be used as
the sequences {hﬁﬂ)} and {h,(f)} in Definition B.2.1] to establish 2-times convergence:
note that

b - wy = b - 3,(0) = 6(b) = 6,(0) = (277",0,0) and
() .

b2 - = b2 - 3,(0) = $u(b?) = $u(2n +7) = (272"7,0,0),

so that both {bg) -z, } and {bf) - T, } converge to z = (0,0,0) in X as n — oco. We
also have bg)(bg))*l = (2n+m) — (0) = 2n + 7, which tends to infinity as n — oc.

It follows that {x,} converges 2-times in X/R to z.

In order for {z,} to converge 3-times in X/R to z, there would have to be a third
sequence {b&f”)} as in Definition B2l In order to have b\ -z, — 2z = (0,0,0) in
this transformation group, we would eventually require bg) to be close to bg) or bg),
so the second condition Definition B.2.1] cannot be satisfied for the sequence {b,(f)}.

Thus {x,} does not converge 3-times in X/R to z.

The next theorem is the first of the two main theorems in Archbold and an
Huef’s [5]. After stating this theorem we will apply it to the transformation group
from the previous example. A subset S of a topological space X is locally closed if
there exist an open set U of X and a closed set V' of X such that S = U NV; this
is equivalent to S being open in the closure of S with the subspace topology by, for
example, [59 Lemma 1.25].

THEOREM 3.2.4 ([5, Theorem 1.1]). Suppose (H,X) is a free second-countable
transformation group. Let k be a positive integer, let z € X and let {z,} be a
sequence in X. Assume that H - z is locally closed in X. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) the sequence {x,} converges k-times in X/H to z;
(2) My (Inde,, {Inde,, }) > k;
(3) for every open neighbourhood V' of z such that {h € H : h-z € V} is

relatively compact we have

liminfv({he H:h-z,eV})>kv({h€ H:h-z€V});
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(4) there exists a real number R > k—1 such that for every open neighbourhood
V of z with {h € H : h-z €V} relatively compact we have

liminfv(fhe H:h-z,€V})>Rv({he H:h-z€V}); and

(5) there exists a basic decreasing sequence of compact neighbourhoods {W,,}
of z such that, for each m > 1,

limninfy({h €EH:h-x,€Wp})>(k—1v({h€H:h-z€Wy,}).

In the next example we will use the equivalence of ([Il) and (2)) to determine the

lower multiplicity number of the representation induced by an evaluation map e,.

ExAMPLE 3.2.5. In Example we showed that in the free transformation
group X /R, the sequence {x,} converges 2-times, but not 3-times, in X/R to z.
Since R -z =R x {0} x {0} is a closed subset of X, we can apply Theorem B.2.4] to
see that M (Inde,, {Inde,, }) = 2.

The other main theorem from Archbold and an Huef’s [5] follows and is the

upper multiplicity analogue of Theorem [3.2.4

THEOREM 3.2.6 ([5, Theorem 5.3]). Suppose (H,X) is a free second-countable
transformation group. Let k be a positive integer, let z € X and let {x,} C X be a
sequence such that {H - x,} converges to H -z in X/H. Assume that H - z is locally

closed in X. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a subsequence {x,,} of {x,} which converges k-times in X/H
to z;

(2) My(Inde,, {Inde,, }) > k;

(3) for every open neighbourhood V' of z such that {h € H : h-z € V} is

relatively compact we have
limsupv({h € H:h -z, €V}) >kv({h€H:h-z€V});

(4) there exists a real number R > k—1 such that for every open neighbourhood

V of z with {h € H: h-z e V} relatively compact we have

limsupv({h€ H:h-x,€V})>Rv({heH:h-z€V}); and

(5) there exists a basic decreasing sequence of compact neighbourhoods {W,,}
of z such that, for each m > 1,

limsupv({h € H:h -z, € W,,}) > (k—1)v({h € H:h-z€ Wp,}).
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ExAaMpPLE 3.2.7. In Example we showed that in the free transformation
group X/R, the sequence {z,} converges 2-times, but not 3-times, in X/R to z. By
taking a subsequence {z,,} of {z,} and considering the arguments in Example 3.2.2]
we can see that {x,,} converges 2-times, but not 3-times, in X/R to z. In Example
we noted that R - z is closed so in order to be able to apply Theorem it
remains to show that R -z, — Rz in X/R. But z,, — 2z in X and the quotient
map X — X/R is continuous, so R - z,, — R - z. We can now apply Theorem
to see that My(Inde,, {Inde,, }) = 2.

While Green’s transformation group from Example [3.2.2] ‘folds’ vertical lines with
an arc of a helix, Rieffel in [53], Example 1.18] modified this to allow any fixed number
of helix-arc folds for each orbit. This can be used to construct transformation groups
with an irreducible representation that has any desired relative upper and lower
multiplicity numbers. In particular, Archbold and an Huef in [5, Example 6.4]
use this to describe a transformation group and an irreducible representation with
relative upper multiplicity 3 and lower multiplicity 2. Rather than repeating this
example, after generalising Theorems [B.2.4] and B.2.6]to principal groupoid results, in
Example3.8.3 we use the path groupoid of a directed graph to describe an irreducible

representation with relative upper multiplicity 3 and lower multiplicity 2.

3.3. Lower multiplicity and k-times convergence 1

The key goal of this chapter is to describe the relationship between multiplicities
of induced representations and strength of convergence in the orbit space. We start
this section by recalling the definition of k-times convergence in a groupoid from [15].
We then show that if a sequence converges k-times in the orbit space of a principal
groupoid, then the lower multiplicity of the associated sequence of representations
is at least k; the converse will be shown in Section [3.6l

Recall that a sequence {v,} C G tends to infinity if it admits no convergent

subsequence.

DEFINITION 3.3.1. Suppose G is a topological groupoid and let &k € P. A se-
quence {z,} in GO is k-times convergent in G /G to z € GO if there exist k
sequences {75"}, {7}, ... {vP} c G such that

(i) s(fyr(f)) =z, for all n and 1 <i < k;
(ii) r(%(f)) —zasn — oo for 1 <i<k;and
(iii) if 1 < i < j < k then 45 (74) "1 = 00 as n — oo.
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For each x € G, let L* be the induced representation Ind d, as in Section 2.2
The proof of the following proposition is based on [6, Theorem 2.3] and a part of
[5, Theorem 1.1].

PROPOSITION 3.3.2. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system X. Let z € G and suppose that {x,} is
a sequence in G that converges k-times to z in G /G. Then My (L?, {L*}) > k.

PrROOF. We will use a contradiction argument. Suppose that My, (L?*, {L*"}) =
r < k. Fix a real-valued g € C.(G) so that [|g]|. > 0. Define n € L?(G,\,) by
n(a) = |gl|;'g() for all @« € G. Then

Inll? = ||9||22/9(a)2d/\z(a) = llglZ*llglZ =1,
so 7 is a unit vector in L?*(G, \.) and the GNS construction of ¢ := (L*(-)n|n) is
unitarily equivalent to L*. By the definition of lower multiplicity we now have
ML L)) = f M6, N, (L) =,
so there exists N € A/ such that
My (6, N, {L}) = lim inf d(L°", ¢, N) = r,
and consequently there exists a subsequence {y,,} of {z,} such that

(3.3.1) d(L¥™, ¢, N) =r for all m.

Since any subsequence of a sequence that is k-times convergent is also k-times con-
vergent, we know that {y,,} converges k-times to z in G©/G.

We will now use the k-times convergence of {y,,} to construct k£ sequences of
unit vectors with sufficient properties to establish our contradiction. By the k-times

convergence of {y,,} there exist k sequences

T S G SN Py e €
satisfying
(i) s(%(,?) =y, forall mand 1 <i < k;
(i) r()) = z as m — oo for 1 < i < k; and
(iii) if 1 <i < j <k then 7,(%)(%(2))*1 — 00 as m — 0.
For each 1 <7 < k and m > 1, define 7),(7? by

TISL)(O‘) = HgH;(lW(i))g(a(fyg))’l) for all @ € G.
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It follows from Haar-system invariance that

_ D\ —1)2
218, = sl 2, [ 9(aG) ) @)
=gl 2y, [ gtaan, (@)

— -2 2 . =
= llgl 2 91 0, = 1

so the 1) are unit vectors in LA(G, \y,,)-

Now suppose that 1 <17 < j < k. Then

332 1 = ol L 9l ) [ 9@t g0t ) d, (@)

Since 7Y (7$))~! = o0, the sequence {7\ (74))~1} is eventually not in the compact

set (supp g) ! (supp g), and so there exists mg such that if m > myg, then

W (supp g)7y) = 0.

(To see this claim, note that if (supp g)%(n) N (supp g)7m = () then there exist a, 8 €

supp g such that ayly) = By, and so 4 (17)) "' = a8 € (suppg)~'(suppg).)

For the integrand of (8.3.2) to be non-zero, both oz(%i )7t and a(y (J)) must be

in supp g, so @ must be in (supp g)%(n) N (supp g)%(,{). But this is not possible if

m > my. Thus, for any distinct 4, j, we will eventually have 'r]?(n) € 'r](J )

(supp g) v

For the last main component of this proof we will establish that
(L () [0)) = (L Cm|n) =¢ asm — oo

in the dual of C*(G) with the weak* topology for each i. Fix f € C.(G). We have

(L (f)n|n) = /G (L2(f)n) (@)n(a) dA(a)

- /G /G F(eB~Yn(B)n(a) dAs(8) dA(a)
(3.3.3) — Il /G /G F(@B)a(B)g(0) dr(B) dAs(a)

Now fix 1 < i < k. By the invariance of the Haar system we have

(a2 1) = [ [ @B (8108 @) dh, (), )
=lall 2, [ [ 78 a(at) g (308 i () a0
~lall 2, [ ] 78 a(@)a(8) a0, (5) 0, (@)
B34)  =lall 2y, [ Fro(@fe)dhp (o)
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We know that 7’(%(7?) — z as m — o0 so, by the continuity of the Haar system,
||g||r(y(i)) — |lgll: as m — oo. Since f * g € C.(G) we can apply the continuity of
the Haar system with (83.3) and (3.3:4) to see that

(L (702 1182) = ol 2 [ £+ (@a(e) dr, 0 (@)

gl /G £+ gla)g(a) dr(a) = (L7 (f)n |n)

as m — oo.
We have thus shown that, for each 1,
(Lo () [0)) = (L*C)n|n) = ¢

in the dual of C*(G) equipped with the weak* topology. Thus there exists m
such that for any m > m; and any 1 < ¢ < k, the pure state (Lym(-)n,(ﬁf? }n,(fb))
is in ¢ + N. We have now established that every 'r]f,? with m > max{mg, m}
is in Vec(L¥™, ¢, N) with 777(7? L 77%) for i # j, so d(L¥~, ¢, N) > k for all m >
max{mg, m1}, contradicting our choice of {y,,} that in (B31]) had d(L¥", ¢, N) =
r < k for all m. ]

3.4. Measure ratios and k-times convergence

In this section we show that lower bounds on measure ratios along orbits give
strength of convergence in the orbit space. We begin with a lemma before general-

ising [5, Proposition 4.1].

LEMMA 3.4.1. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
groupoid with Haar system . Let W be a compact neighbourhood of z € GO and
let K be a compact subset of G. Let {x,} be a sequence in G*) such that [z,] — [Z]
uniquely in G /G. Then for every § > 0 there exists ng such that, for everyn > ng

and every v € G,
Ao, (KyNGYY) < A (GY) + 6.

PROOF. Suppose not. Then, by passing to a subsequence if necessary, there
exists 6 > 0 such that for each n there exists v, € G with

(3.4.1) Ae,, (K NGY) > A(GY) + 6.

Since each r(7,) is in the compact set W, we can pass to a subsequence so that
7(7n) — y for some y € G This implies [r(7,)] — [y], but [r(7,)] = [s(Va)] = [24,]
and [z,] — [z] uniquely, so [y] = [z]. Choose 1 € G with s(¢) = z and r(¢p) = y.
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By Haar-system invariance
)‘xn(KVn nG" ) = )‘7’(% (K N GW)v

so by applying Lemma 2 T.T3 with the compact space KNG and {r(v,)} converging

to y,
lim sup ., (K7, NGY) = lim sup Ay (KNG
< N(KNGY) (by Lemma ZT.13)
= M\ (KyNGY) (Haar-system invariance)
< A(GY).
This contradicts our assertion (B.4.1]). t

PROPOSITION 3.4.2. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
groupoid with Haar system \. Let k € P and z € GO with [2] locally closed in G,
Assume that {x,} is a sequence in G such that [x,] — [2] uniquely in G©/G.
Suppose {W,,} is a basic decreasing sequence of compact neighbourhoods of z such

that each m satisfies
lim inf A, (G"") > (k — 1)A(G™™).
Then {x,} converges k-times in G /G to z.

PRrROOF. Let {K,,} be an increasing sequence of compact subsets of G such that
G = Um21 Int K,,,. By the regularity of A,, for each m > 1 there exist J,, > 0 and
an open neighbourhood U, of G¥™ such that

(3.4.2) lim inf A, (G"™) > (k — DA (Up) + 6m.

We will construct, by induction, a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers
{nm} such that, for all n > n,,,

(3.4.3)
(3.4.4)

Ao (Ko NGV < A (Upy) + 6,0 /K for alla € GY", and

Ae, (GV™) > (kK — D)X (Up) + 6.

By applying Lemma B.ZT] with 6 = A\, (U;) — A\.(G") + 6, /k there exists n; such
that n > ny implies

Ao (K1 NG™) < X, (Uy) + 61 /K for all a € G,

establishing (B4.3]) for m = 1. If necessary we can increase n; to ensure (B3.4.4)
holds for m = 1 by considering (3.4.2]). Assuming that we have constructed n; <
ng < -+ < Ny_1, we apply Lemma BZT with § = A, (U,,) — A\.(GY™) + §,,/k to
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obtain n,, > n,,_; such that (343]) holds, and again, if necessary, increase n,, to

obtain (3.4.4).
If ny > 1 then, foreach 1 <n <n;and 1 <i <k, let 'yy(f) = x,. Foreach n > ny

there is a unique m such that n,, < n < n,,.1. For every such n and m choose

Ve G (which is always non-empty by [B44)). Using (B43) and B4D) we
have

> (k= D)A(Un) + 0m) — (Ao(Un) + 0/ k)

(k—1)
k

(

(k= 2)\.(Upn) + O

So for each n > ny and its associated m we can choose 7 € GWm\Kmfyn . We

now have

Ao (G \ (KD U Koy <2>))

=N (Gwm\Km’Vn ) — ((GWM\Km ) N Km%(f))
> Ao (G \ Ky (D) = Ap, (G710 Ky ()
( 4 k=D ; 1)5m) _ ()\Z(Um) + 5m/k>
(k—2)

=(k—=3)\.(Un) +

Om,
k

enabling us to choose 'yn € GW’”\( m%(:) U Km%(f)). By continuing this process,

for each j = 3,...,k and each n > n; we have

(k—j— 1)

Ao, <GWm\( U Kwé“)) > (k= PAs(Un) + =—7—,

enabling us to choose

j—1
(3.4.5) 79 € ngm\( U Km%(j)) .
=1

Note that for n,, <n < ny41 Wehavev ¢ K.y )for1<z<j <k.

We will now establish that z,, converges k-times to z in G® /G by considering
the 7 . Note that s(~ G )) = x,, for all n and 7 by our choice of the %(f). To see that
r(fyr(f)) — zasn — oo for 1 <4 <k, first fix 7 and let V' be an open neighbourhood
of z. Since W,,, — {z} there exists mg such that m > mg implies W,,, C V. For each
n > Ny, there exists a m > mo such that n,, <n < n,,,1, and so r(fyn yeW,, CV.

Finally we claim that vn (77(1)) —ooasn —ooforl <i<j<k Fixi<y

and let K be a compact subset of G. There exists mgy such that K C K, for all
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m > mg. Then for n > n,,, there exists m > my such that n,, < n < n,41. By

@ZT) we know
D € G\ (Kt
= (G () AN )
= (@ () INEK )2,

and so Y (45))~1 (GWm( )= Y\K,, C G\K,, C G\K, enabling us to conclude
that {z,} converges k-times in G(¥/G to z. O

In Proposition B.4:3] we prove a generalisation of a part of [5 Proposition 4.2].

PROPOSITION 3.4.3. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system X\. Suppose that z € GO with [2] locally
closed in G and suppose {x,} is a sequence in G, Assume that for every open
neighbourhood V' of z in G such that GV is relatively compact, \,,(G") — oo as
n — oo. Then, for every k > 1, the sequence {x,} converges k-times in G /G to

zZ.

PRrROOF. Let {K,,} be an increasing sequence of compact subsets of GG such that
G = Up>1 Int K,,,. By Lemma [2.1.14] for each K, there exists an open neighbour-
hood V},, of z such that x € V,, implies \,(K,,) < \,(K,,) + 1. Since [z] is locally
closed, by Lemma 4.1(1) in [16] we can crop V; if necessary to ensure that G is
relatively compact. By further cropping each V,, we may assume that {V,,} is a
decreasing neighbourhood basis of z. By our hypothesis, for each m there exists n,,

such that
(3.4.6) n>n, implies X, (G") > k(A (Kn)+1).

Note that for any v € Gy with n > n,,,, we have r(v) € Vj,, and s0 A\, (K,) <
A:(K,,)+1. By Haar-system invariance we know that A.(,)(Kp) = Az, (K;n7y), which

shows us that
(3.4.7) N (K1) < Au(Ko) + 1.

If necessary we can increase the elements of {n,,} so that it is a strictly increasing

sequence.
We now proceed as in the proof of Proposition3.4.2] Foralln <n;and1 <1i <k
let %(f) = x,. For each n > mn; there exists a unique number m(n) such that

Nm(n) < N < Nyy(n)4+1. For the remainder of this proof we will write m instead of

m(n) because the specific n will be clear from the context. For each n > ny choose
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W € GYm. Then by BZ0) and A7) we have
Aen (GV\EK ) = A, (GY7) = A, (GY 1 K (V)
> X, (GY7) = A, (K1)
> k(A (Kn) +1) = (A (Kn) +1)
= (k- 1)()\Z(Km) + 1).

We can thus choose 7&2) € GX;”\Kmfy,(Ll) for each n > n;. This now gives us

Aa (GV\ (K U Ky ®))
= Ao, (GV\K v (D) = A, ((GY\ Ky P) 0 Ky )
> A, (G \ KD = Ay (K7 )

k—1)(A(Kn) +1) — (A(Kn) +1)
k—2)(A\(Kp) +1).

V

Continuing in this manner we can choose

j—1
20 € GXZI\< U Kmfyﬁf))

i=1
for every n > n; and j = 3,...,k. The tail of the proof of Proposition [3.4.2]

establishes our desired result. O

3.5. Measure ratios and bounds on lower multiplicity

In this section we show that upper bounds on measure ratios along orbits give

upper bounds on multiplicities.

LEMMA 3.5.1. Let G be a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid.
Suppose z € G and [2] is locally closed. Then the restriction of v to G,/(G|(.y) is
a homeomorphism onto [z]. If in addition G is principal, then the restriction of r

to G is a homeomorphism onto [z].

PROOF. We consider the transitive groupoid G/|(,). Since [2] is locally closed, G|,
is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff groupoid. Thus G|, is Polish by,
for example, [59, Lemma 6.5]. Now [50, Theorem 2.1} applies to give the result. [

Theorem 3.5.2 is based on [5 Theorem 3.1]; it is only an intermediary result
which will be used to prove a sharper bound in Theorem [3.5.7]
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THEOREM 3.5.2. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
principal groupoid with Haar system \. Let M € R with M > 1, suppose z € G
such that [2] is locally closed and let {x,,} be a sequence in G\V). Suppose there exists

an open neighbourhood V of z in G such that GY is relatively compact and
A (GY) < MAL(GY)

frequently (in the sense that there is a subsequence {xy,} of {xn} with X, (GV) <
MM, (GY) for alli). Then My (L, {L*}) < | M?].

PROOF. Fix ¢ > 0 such that M?(1 + €)* < |[M?| + 1. We will build a function
D € C.(G) such that L*(D* x D) is a rank-one projection and

Tr(L™(D* % D)) < M*(1+€)* < [M?] +1

frequently. By the generalised lower semi-continuity result of [11 Theorem 4.3] we

will have
liminf Tr(L*"(D* % D)) > My, (L*, {L*}) Tr(L*(D* * D))
= ML<Lz7 {an})v

and the result will follow.

For the next few paragraphs we will be working with G, equipped with the
subspace topology. Note that A\, can be thought of as a Radon measure on G, with
A(SNG,) = A.(S5) for any A,-measurable subset S of G. Fix ¢ > 0 such that

A(GY
5 < XG0 @),
14+¢€
Since (G, is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff space, the Radon measure
A, is regular (see, for example, [44, Proposition 6.3.6]). It follows that there exists

a G,-compact subset W of GY such that
0<A(GY) =3 < A (W).

Since W is G,-compact there exists a G,-compact neighbourhood W; of W that
is contained in GV and there exists a continuous function g : G, — [0,1] that is
identically one on W and zero off the interior of W;. We have

M(GY) =6 = A(GY) — 6 < M (W) < / gt () = Il

G-

and hence

)\ 1%
(G7) 1 <1+L<1+e.

3.5.1 — <1+ —=
(3:5.1) T RPN COET;
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By Lemma B.51] the restriction 7 of r to G, is a homeomorphism onto [z]. So
there exists a continuous function g; : #(Wy) — [0,1] such that g (7(7)) = g(v) for
all v € Wy. Thus 7#(W)) is [z]-compact, which implies that 7#(W;) is G®)-compact.
Since we know that G is second countable and Hausdorff, Tietze’s Extension
Theorem can be applied to extend g; to a continuous map g, : G — [0, 1]. Because
7(W7) is a compact subset of the open set V', there exist a compact neighbourhood
P of #(W;) contained in V and a continuous function h : G — [0,1] that is
identically one on 7(W;) and zero off the interior of P. Note that h has compact

support that is contained in P.
We set f(x) = h(z)go(x). Then f € C.(G®) with 0 < f <1 and

(3.5.2) supp f Csupph C PC V.

Note that

WwﬁzAfWW%MW
:/’Mﬂwf@@w»%&W>

z

> /W h(7()) (1) dAa(7)
:Amwﬁm>

(3.5.3) = llgll?

since supp g C W, and h is identically one on #(W;). We now define F' € C,(G©)
by

(3.5.4) Fla)= 7 J;f ((j?”z.
Then ||For|, =1 and
(3.5.5) For(y)#0 = h(r(y)) #0 = r(y) eV = 1€ G".

Let N = supp F' so that N = supp f C V by B.52) and 354). Since GY is
relatively compact by our hypothesis, the set G—QV is compact. Let b € C.(G) be a
function that is identically one on (G¥)(G¥)~! and has range contained in [0, 1].

We can assume that b is self-adjoint by considering %(b + %) if necessary. Define

D € C.(G) by
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For € € L2(G, \,) and v € G we have
(D)) = [ Dlra g(a) dnufe)
= | PEO)F ()b (e dhfe)
= F(() [ Flr@)bra™)e(a) dhfo).

In the case where u = z, if @,y € supp ForNs~1(z), then r(a),r(y) € supp F =
N and ~,a € GY¥. This implies b(ya™') =1, so

(LA(D)) () = Fr() [ Flr{@)é(@) drufa)

@
= ([ For).For(y),

and L?(D) is a rank-one projection.

By the hypothesis on V' there exists a subsequence {z,,} of {x,} such that
7. (GY) < MA(GY)

for all i > 1. If we define £ := {y € G: F(r(y)) # 0} then E is open with

(3.5.6) Aen (B) < Aa,, (GY) < MA(GY)
by (B5.35) and

o ()2 Ae,, (E)  MM(GY)
(85.) f, Fort)an, o) < g < S

by ([B.5.3). Consider the continuous function

T(a,p) = F(T(&))F(r(ﬁ))b(aﬁ_l).

Note that

/GT(a, 3)? d(Az,, X Az, ), B)
_ /G F(r()*F (r(8))*b(aB™)? d(As., X As,)(a, B)
< |IF, /G X, B) dOhn,, X Any )(1, )

= [Fll3Aa,, (B)?,
which is finite by (8.5.6]). Thus

T e L*(G x G, Ay, X As,),
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and since T' is conjugate symmetric, [44] Proposition 3.4.16] implies that L% (D)
is the self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator on L?*(G, Az, ) with kernel T'. Tt follows
that L* (D* % D) is a trace-class operator, and since we equip the Hilbert-Schmidt

operators with the trace norm, we have
Tl“ anz (D* B S D) = ||T||%2()‘In1 ><>‘Ini )
Applying Fubini’s Theorem to T" now gives
Tr L* (D*

x D)
- G/GF(r<a>)2F(r</a>>zb<aﬁ1>2dkxni<a> dXs,, (B)

< ([ Pe@) o @)
% (using (E5T))

(3.5.8) < M?*(1+¢€)?* (using B51).

Now
My (L, {L™}) < limninf Tr (L™ (D* * D))
< M*(1+¢)?
< |[M?| +1,
and hence My, (L?, {L*}) < | M?], completing the proof. O

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Theorem [3.5.2] and
Proposition B.4.3. This result will be strengthened later in Corollary B.6.5] where

we will show that these three items are in fact equivalent.

PROPOSITION 3.5.3. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system X. Let z € G9 and let {x,,} be a sequence
in GO, Assume that [2] is locally closed in GV). Consider the following properties.

(1) My (L2, {L#}) = o0,

(2) For every open neighbourhood V' of z such that GY is relatively compact,
Ao, (GY) — 00 as n — oo,

(3) For each k > 1, the sequence {x,} converges k-times in GV /G to z.

Then () implies @) and @) implies (3]).
Our next goal is to sharpen the | M? ]| bound in Theorem [3.5.20 This strengthened

theorem appears later on as Theorem B.5.71 We will first establish several results to

assist in strengthening this bound.
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LEMMA 3.5.4. Suppose G is a second countable groupoid and x,y € GO . If

[z] = [y] and [z] is locally closed, then [x] = [y].

PROOF. We have x € [y], so there exists {v,} C G such that s(v,) = y and
r(vn) — . Since [z] is locally closed, there exists an open subset U of G such that

[
[

z] = UN[z]. Then r(y,) is eventually in U, so eventually r(7y,) € UN[y] = UN[z] =
x]. Thus there exists v € G with s(y) =y and r(v) € [z], as required. O

The following is a generalisation of [5, Lemma 3.3].

LEMMA 3.5.5. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
groupoid with Haar system \. Fize > 0, z € G and let V be an open neighbourhood
of z € GO such that \,(G") < co. Then there exists an open relatively-compact
neighbourhood Vi of z such that Vi C V and

A(GY) — e < MG < A(G7) < MGY) < \(GM) + e

Proor. We use G, equipped with the subspace topology to find a compact
subset \,-estimate of V. This estimate is then used to obtain the required open
set V. Since GV is G.-open, by the regularity of )\, there exists a compact subset
W of GY such that A\, (W) > X\.(GY) —e. Then r(W) is compact and contained in
V', so there exists an open relatively-compact neighbourhood V; of 7(WW') such that
V, c V. Then

A(GY) =€ < A (W) < A(GY) < A(G™) < A(GY)
<A (W) +e <A (GY) + ¢,

as required. O

The following lemma is equivalent to the claim in [14], Proposition 3.6] that
[z] = [L?] from G /G to the spectrum of C*(G) is open.

LEMMA 3.5.6. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff, prin-
cipal groupoid with Haar system \. If {x,} is a sequence in G with L*» — L?,
then [z,] — [2].

PROOF. We prove the contrapositive. Suppose [z,] - [z]. Then there exists
an open neighbourhood Uy of [z] in G /G such that [z,] is frequently not in U.
Let ¢ : G© — G©/G be the quotient map = + [z]. Then U, := ¢~ (Up) is an
open invariant neighbourhood of z and z,, ¢ U, frequently. Note that C*(G|y,) is
isomorphic to a closed two-sided ideal I of C*(G) (see [39, Lemma 2.10]).

We now claim that I C ker L*» whenever z,, ¢ U;. Suppose z,, ¢ U; and recall
from Remark that L®» acts on L*(G, \,,). Fix f € C.(G) such that f(vy) =0
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whenever v ¢ G|y, and fix £ € L*(G, \,,). Then by Remark we have

el = | ( [ fea @ dn (o >)2dm<v>.

When evaluating the inner integrand, we have s(a) = s(y) = z,, s0 ya™* € G|fz,]-
Since U, is invariant with z,, ¢ Uy, it follows that ya™! ¢ G|y, and so f(ya™!) = 0.
Thus ||L**(f)&]z, = 0 and since £ was fixed arbitrarily, L**(f) = 0. This implies
that I C ker L*".

We now conclude by observing that since I C ker L frequently, L*" ¢ I fre-
quently. But I is an open neighbourhood of L*, so L** - L*. U

We may now proceed to strengthening the | M?] bound in Theorem B.5.2l This

theorem is a generalisation of [5l Theorem 3.5].

THEOREM 3.5.7. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff,
principal groupoid with Haar system \. Let M € R with M > 1, suppose z € G©)
such that [z] is locally closed and let {x,,} be a sequence in GV). Suppose there exists

an open neighbourhood V' of z in G such that GV is relatively compact and
Ao, (GY) < MA(GY)
frequently. Then My (L# {L*}) < |M].

ProOOF. If L does not converge to L?, then My (L* {L*"}) = 0 < [M]. So
we assume from now on that L*» — L*. Lemma now shows that [z,] — [2].
Next we claim that we may assume, without loss of generality, that [z] is the unique
limit of {[z,]} in G /G. To see this, note that My (L*, {L**}) < |[M?] < oo by
Theorem B.5.21 Hence, by [5, Proposition 3.4], {I*} is open in the set of limits of
{L*~}. So there exists an open neighbourhood U, of L* in C*(G)" such that L* is the
unique limit of {L**} in U,. By [40] Proposition 2.5] there is a continuous function
L:GY/G — C*(G)" such that [z] — L? for all z € G. Define p: G — G©/G
by p(x) = [z] for all # € G(©). Then p is continuous, and Y := (L o p)~}(U,) is an
open G-saturated neighbourhood of z in G(®. Note that z, € Y eventually.

Now suppose that, for some y € Y, [r,] — [y] in Y/G and hence in G /G.
Then L* — LY by [40, Proposition 2.5], and LV € U, since y € (L o p)~!(Us). But
{L"} has the unique limit L* in Us, so L* = L¥ and hence [z] = [y]. Since [2] is
locally closed, Lemma [3.5.4] shows that [2] = [y] in G(©) and hence in Y.

We know Y is an open saturated subset of G so C*(G|y) is isomorphic to
a closed two-sided ideal J of C*(G). We can apply [10, Proposition 5.3] with
the C*-subalgebra J to see that Mp(L* {L""}) is the same whether we compute
it in the ideal J or in C*(G). Since Y is G-invariant, G¥ = GY™ and eventually
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GY =GY™. We may thus consider G|y instead of G and therefore assume that [z]
is the unique limit of [x,] in G(® /G as claimed.

As in [5], the idea for the rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem B.5.2]
although more precise estimates are used. Fix ¢ > 0 such that M(1+¢)* < |[M|+1
and choose x > 0 such that
X (GY)

1+e€
By Lemma there exists an open relatively compact neighbourhood V; of z such
that V; C V and

(3.5.9) K< < X(GY).

0 <A(GY) =k < A(G™) S A(GT) S A(GY) < M(GY) + 5
Choose a subsequence {z,,} of {x,} such that
Ao (GV) < MA(GY)
for all i > 1. Then

A, (GY) < Ag, (GY)
< MX.(GY)
< M(A.(GM) + k)
< MA(GY) + Me(M\(GY) — k) (by EED))
< MM (G") + MeX,(GM)

(3.5.10) = M(1+ e)\.(G")

T,

for all 7. Since
A(GY)(A(GY) + K+ 1/7) -
(A.(GV) = 1/5)° A+ (GM)
as j — oo, there exists d > 0 such that § < \,(G"*) and
MG (A(G) +6)  A(GY)(A(GM) + 1+ 0)
@ T e oy

We will now construct a function F' € C.(G®) with support inside V;. Since A,

<l+e

(3.5.11) <1l+e

is inner regular on open sets and G1 is G.-open, there exists a G.-compact subset
W of GY* such that

0 < A(GY) =8 < A (W),
Since W is G,-compact there exists a G,-compact neighbourhood W; of W that

is contained in G and there exists a continuous function g : G, — [0,1] that is
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identically one on W and zero off the interior of W;. We have

(3.5.12) &«Ww—a<xxw>s/‘awﬁmxw=uﬂz

By Lemma B.5.0] the restriction 7 of r to G is a homeomorphism onto [z]. So there
exists a continuous function g; : #(Wy) — [0,1] such that g1 (7(v)) = g(7) for all
v € Wi. Thus #(W,) is [z]-compact, which implies that #(W;) is G®-compact.
Since we know that G is second countable and Hausdorff, Tietze’s Extension
Theorem can be applied to show that ¢g; can be extended to a continuous map
g2 : G — [0, 1]. Because #(W)) is a compact subset of the open set V;, there exist
a compact neighbourhood P of 7(W;) contained in V; and a continuous function
h: GO — [0, 1] that is identically one on 7#(W;) and zero off the interior of P. Note
that h has compact support that is contained in P.
We set f(r) = h(z)go(x). Then f € Co(G®) with 0 < f <1 and

(3.5.13) suppf C supph C P C V4.

Note that

IforlE= [ G0 i)

G-

:/’Mﬂwf@@w»%&W>

z

> /W h(7()) (1) dAs(7)
:Amﬁwm>

(3.5.14) = llgll?

since supp g C W, and h is identically one on #(W;). We now define F' € C,(G©)
by

oo J@)
(3.5.15) F(z) = TForll
Then ||For|, =1 and
(3.5.16) For(y)#0 = h(r(y)) #0 = r(y) eVy = ye€G".

Let N = supp F. Suppose K is an open relatively compact symmetric neigh-
bourhood of (GN)(GN¥)~' in G and choose b € C.(G) such that b is identically
one on (GV)(GN)~! and identically zero off K. As in Theorem we may
assume that b is self-adjoint by considering $(b + b*). Define D € C.(G) by
D(v) := F(r(v))F(s(7))b(v). By the same argument as in Theorem B.5.2, L*(D),
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and hence L#(D* % D), is the rank one projection determined by the unit vector

Fore L*G,),). From (3.5.8) we have

Tr(L* (D* * D))

:LFQWW(LF@@W%ﬁ*VMMQDd%Am-

Since b is identically zero off K, the inner integrand is zero unless af~! ¢ K.
Combining this with (3.5.13) and the fact that supp A;, C G, enables us to see

that this inner integrand is zero unless o € G} N Kf. Thus

Tr(L* (D* * D))

<[ ey ) @) i)
ﬁer}Li aEGx}LiﬁKﬁ
1
S 1 1d), (a) ) dAs, (8).
= | for|l BEGY. (/aGGX}LiﬂKﬁ nl(a)) nl(ﬁ)

Since V; and K are compact, by Lemma [B.Z.1] there exists iy such that for every
izioandanyﬁEGE,

Ao, (KBN GV < X (GY) + 6.

So, provided 7 > iy,

Tr(L$"i(D *D)) = ﬁ /Becm Tn, (KﬁmGVI )d)‘“ (8)
1 w
< e /B » (A(GY) +6) dA,, (B)
(A-(G") +0) A, (GM)
[Forlt
€ z le 5 z GVl
M(1+¢)(A (|’g"2+ )A-(GV) (by (E5I0) and GEID)
M1+ €) (A (GY) + 8) M. (GM
< HLORHE) o

<M(1+e? (by B5ID).

We can now make our conclusion as in [5, Theorem 3.5]: by generalised lower

semi-continuity [I11, Theorem 4.3],
lim inf Tr(L*"(D* % D)) > M (L*, {L*"}) Tr(L*(D* * D))
= My (L*, {L*}).
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We now have
My (L*, {L*}) < limninf Tr (L™ (D* * D))
< M(1+¢€)?
< |M]+1,

and so My, (L*, {L*}) < | M|, as required. O

3.6. Lower multiplicity and k-times convergence 11

We proved in Proposition that if a sequence converges k-times in the orbit
space of a principal groupoid, then the lower multiplicity of the associated sequence
of representations is at least k. In this section we will prove the converse. The
first result in this section generalises [5, Lemma 5.1]; with the exception of notation

changes, the proof is the same as the proof in [5].

LEMMA 3.6.1. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff, prin-
cipal groupoid. Let k € P, z € GO and {z,} be a sequence in G, Assume that
2] is locally closed in G©) and that there ewists R > k — 1 such that for every open

neighbourhood U of z with GY relatively compact we have
lim inf \,, (GY) > RA.(GY).

Given an open neighbourhood V' of z such that GV is relatively compact, there erists
a compact neighborhood N of z with N C V' such that

lim inf A, (GY) > (k — 1)A.(G™).

PRrROOF. Apply Lemma B50 to V with 0 < € < R_Tlf“)\Z(GV) to get an open
relatively-compact neighbourhood V; of z with V, C V and

A(GY) — e < A(GY) < MG S A(GY) < M(GY) +e.
Since G is relatively compact we have

lim inf )\mn(GVl) > lim inf A, (G")

> R, (GY) (by hypothesis)
> R(A.(GY) —¢)
> (k—1)A(G") (by our choice of €)

> (k= 1A (GM).

So we may take N = V;. O
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REMARK 3.6.2. The preceding lemma also holds when lim inf is replaced by
lim sup. No modification of the proof is needed beyond replacing the two occurrences

of lim inf with lim sup.
We may now proceed to our main theorem.

THEOREM 3.6.3. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
principal groupoid that admits a Haar system \. Let k be a positive integer, let
2z € GO and let {x,} be a sequence in GO). Assume that [2] is locally closed in G'©.
Then the following are equivalent:

(1) the sequence {x,,} converges k-times in G /G to z;
(2) Mi(LF L) >
(3) for every open neighbourhood V of z in G© such that GY is relatively

compact we have
lim inf A, (GY) > kX, (GY);

(4) there exists a real number R > k—1 such that for every open neighbourhood

V of z in GO with GV relatively compact we have
lim inf A, (GY) > RA(GY); and

(5) there exists a basic decreasing sequence of compact neighbourhoods {W,,}
of z in G such that, for each m > 1,

lim inf A, (G"™) > (k — D)A(G™™).

PrROOF. We know that (dI) implies (2]) by Proposition

Suppose ([2)). If My, (L* {L""}) > k, then My, (L*, {L*"}) > |k — €] for all € > 0.
By Theorem 3.5.7}, for every G(®-open neighborhood V' of z such that G is relatively
compact, A, (GV) > (k — €)\.(G") eventually, and hence (3] holds.

It is immediately true that (3] implies (4)).

Suppose (H)). We will construct the sequence {W,,} of compact neighbourhoods
inductively. Let {V;} be a basic decreasing sequence of open neighborhoods of z such
that GY* is relatively compact (such neighborhoods exist by [16, Lemma 4.1(1)]).
By Lemma [3.6.] there exists a compact neighbourhood W7 of z such that W, C V;
and A\, (G") > (k — 1)\.(G"1). Now assume there are compact neighbourhoods
Wi, Wa, ..., W,, of z with W; D W5y D --- D W, such that

(3.6.1) W; Vi and A, (G") > (k— 1)\ (GY)
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for all 1 < i < m. Apply Lemma B.61] to (Intm) N V,,;1 to obtain a compact
neighbourhood W, 41 of z such that W11 C (Int W,,,) N V,,,.41 and (B.6.1)) holds for
i = m + 1, establishing ([Hl).

Suppose (B). We begin by showing that [z,] — [2] in G©/G. Let ¢ : G© —
GO /G be the quotient map. Let U be a neighbourhood of [2] in G(©/G and
V = ¢ 1(U). There exists m such that W,, C V. Since lim inf, A\, (G"") > 0
there exists ng such that GKZ’” # () for all n > ng. Thus, for n > ny, [z,] = ¢(x,) €
q(W,,) C q(V) =U, so [z,] is eventually in every neighbourhood of [2] in G /G.

Now suppose that My, (L#, {L*"}) < co. Then, as in the proof of Theorem [B.5.7]
we may localise to an open invariant neighbourhood Y of z such that [z] is the unique
limit in Y/G of [z,]. Eventually W,, C Y, and so the sequence {z,} converges k-
times in Y/(Gly) = Y/G to z by Proposition applied to the groupoid Gly.
This implies that the sequence {z,} converges k-times in G /G.

Finally, if My, (L#, {L®"}) = oo, then {w,} converges k-times in G?/G to z by
Proposition B.53] establishing (Il) and completing the proof. O

COROLLARY 3.6.4. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid such that all the orbits are locally closed. Let k € P and let
z € GO such that [2] is not open in G©). Then the following are equivalent:

(1) whenever {z,} is a sequence in G°) which converges to z with [x,] # [Z]

eventually, then {x,} is k-times convergent in G /G to z;

(2) Mp(L%) > k.

PROOF. Assume (). We must first establish that {L*} is not open in C*(G)".
If this is not the case, then {L*} is open and we can apply [14] Proposition 3.6]
to see that {[z]} is open in G(®/G, and so [2] is open in G, contradicting our
assumption. Since {L*} is not open in C*(G)", we can apply [5, Lemma A.2] to see
that there exists a sequence {m;} of irreducible representations of C*(G) such that

each m; is not unitarily equivalent to L?, m; — L* in C*(G)", and
(3.6.2) My, (L?) = My (L?, {m}) = My(L*, {m}).

Since the orbits are locally closed, the map G /G — C*(G)" such that [z] — L?
is a homeomorphism by [14], Proposition 5.1]@. It follows that the mapping G —
C*(G)" such that x — L* is an open surjection, so by [59, Proposition 1.15] there

is a sequence {z,} in G© such that x, — z and {L"} is unitarily equivalent to a

Proposition 5.1 in [14] states that if a principal groupoid has locally closed orbits, then the map
from G /G to C*(G)" where [z] — L* is a ‘homeomorphism from G /G into C*(G)"’. The
proof of [I4, Proposition 5.1] explicitly shows that this map is a surjection.
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subsequence of {m;}. By (8:6.2),
My (L7) = My(L%, {mi}) > My (L7, {L}) > My (L7, {L}).

We know by (I that {x,} converges k-times to z in G¥/G, so it follows from
Theorem that My, (L*) > My (L*, {L*"}) > k.
Assume (2). If {,} is a sequence in G©) which converges to z such that [z,,] # [2]
eventually, then
My(L7, {L7}) > My (L) > k.

By Theorem B3.6.3, {,} is k-times convergent to z in G©/G. O

The next corollary improves Proposition [3.5.3] and is an immediate consequence
of Proposition 3.5.3 and Theorem B.6.3

COROLLARY 3.6.5. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system \. Let z € G and let {x,} be a sequence
in GO, Assume that [z] is locally closed. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) My (L7, {L}) = oo

(2) For every open neighbourhood V' of z such that GY is relatively compact,
Ao, (GY) — 00 as n — oo,

(3) For each k > 1, the sequence {x,} converges k-times in G /G to z.

3.7. Upper multiplicity and k-times convergence

The results in this section are corollaries of TheoremsB.5.7and B.6.3} they relate

k-times convergence, measure ratios and upper multiplicity numbers, generalising all
the upper-multiplicity results of [5]. We begin with the upper-multiplicity analogue
of Theorem [B.5.71

THEOREM 3.7.1. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system \. Let M € R with M > 1, let z € G
and let {x,} be a sequence in GV, Assume that [2] is locally closed. Suppose that
there exists an open neighbourhood V' of z in G such that GV is relatively compact

and
Ae, (GY) < MM, (GY) < 0
eventually. Then My (L*, {L*"}) < |M].

PROOF. Since G is second countable, C*(G) is separable. By [5, Lemma A.1]

there exists a sequence {L*"} such that
My (L%, {L*"}) = My (L7, {L*}) = My, (L7, {L*¢}).

By Theorem B.5.7, My, (L, {L*}) < [M], so My(L?, {L*}) < | M]. O
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COROLLARY 3.7.2. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system A such that all the orbits are locally closed.
Let M € R with M > 1 and let z € G, If for every sequence {z,} in G which
converges to z there exists an open neighbourhood V. of z in G© such that GV is

relatively compact and
Ao, (GY) < MM (GY) < 0
frequently, then My (L*) < [M].

PROOF. Since G is second countable, C*(G) is separable, and so we can apply
[7 Lemma 1.2] to see that there exists a sequence {m,} in C*(G)" that converges
to L* such that
My (L7, {7 }) = Mu(L?, {m. }) = My(L7).
Since the orbits are locally closed, the map G(© /G — C*(G)" such that [z] — L*is a
homeomorphism by [14], Proposition 5.1]. In particular, the mapping G — C*(G)"
such that x — L* is an open surjection, so by [59, Proposition 1.15] there exists a

sequence {z;} in G(©) converging to z such that {[L*]} is a subsequence of {[m,]}.
By Theorem B.5.7 My (L*,{L*}) < |M|. Since

< My(L%, {m}) = My(L7),

we obtain My(L#) < | M|, as required. O

In Proposition B.4.2 we generalised the first part of [5, Proposition 4.1]. We will
now generalise the second part. The argument we use is similar to that used in
Proposition [3.4.2]

PROPOSITION 3.7.3. Let G be a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff,
principal groupoid with Haar system \. Let k € P and z € GO with [2] locally
closed in G\, Assume that {x,} is a sequence in G such that [x,] — [2] uniquely
in GO /G. Suppose {W,,} is a basic decreasing sequence of compact neighbourhoods
of z such that each m satisfies

lim sup A, (G"™) > (k — 1A (G"™).

n

Then there exists a subsequence of {x,} which converges k-times in G /G to z.

PROOF. Let {K,,} be an increasing sequence of compact subsets of GG such that
G = Um21 Int K,,,. By the regularity of A,, for each m > 1 there exist 9,, > 0 and
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an open neighbourhood U, of G¥™ such that

(3.7.1) lim sup A, (G"™) > (k — D)A.(Upn) + 6.

n
We will construct, by induction, a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers
{im} such that, for all m,

(3.7.2)
(3.7.3)

i (K NGV < X (Up) + 6, /k  forall a € Gg::, and

A
Ao, (GY™) > (k= DA(Un) + 6.

By Lemma B.ZT with § = A\, (U;) — A\.(G"") + 8, /k, there exists n; such that
n > ny implies
Ao (Kia NG < A(U7) + 61 /K for all € GV
By considering (B7.1) with m = 1 we can choose i; > n; such that
Aoy, (GM1) > (k= D)X (U1) + 61

Assuming that i; < i3 < --- < i,,_1 have been chosen, we can apply Lemma [B.4.1]
with § = A\, (Uy,) — A\.(GY™) + 6,,/k to obtain n,, > i,,_; such that

n>n, implies X, (KnanNG"™) <\, (Uy)+dn/k forallaeGym,
and then by (8.7.I]) we can choose i,, > n,, such that
Aoi (GWm) > (k= DA(Un) + 6.

For each m € P choose % GWm (which is non-empty by (B73)). By B.7.2)
and ([B.7.3]) we have

Ao (G, A D) = Ay (GY) = N, (GY7 (VK Y)

tm

> (k= DA (Up) 4 0m — (Ae(Up) + 01 /k)

k—1
So we can choose ’V, GWm\ K fyz . This implies, as in the proof of Proposition
[3.4.2 that
k—2

k

enabling us to choose % ) € GW'”\( mYi., WA Kmfyl( )). Continuing in this way for

j=3,...,k, for each i,, we choose

(3.7.4) W) e GWM\( U Km%m)
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Notethatfy géKmfy for1 <l<j<k.

We claim that r(~ ()) — zasm — oo for 1 <[ < k. To see this, fix [ and let V'
be an open neighbourhood of z. Since {IV,,} is a decreasing nelghbourhood basis
for z there exists mg such that m > my implies W,,, C V, and so r( ) e W, CV.

Finally we claim that %( (fyl(l)) —oocasm—ooforl <l<j<k Fixl<j

and let K be a compact subset of (G. There exists mg such that K C K, for all
m > mg. By [B204) we know

) € G\ ()

= (@Y ()N (K )

= (GY (v D) NE )1

So provided m > my, fyi(m) (fyl(fn) e (G¥m (*ylm) Y\K,, C G\K,, C G\K, enabling

Tipy

us to conclude that {z; } converges k-times in G(¥/G to z. O

THEOREM 3.7.4. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system X. Let k € P, let z € GO, and let {x,}
be a sequence in GO such that [x,,] converges to [2] in GV /G. Assume that [2] is
locally closed. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a subsequence {x,,} of {x,} which converges k-times in G /G
to z;

(2) Mu(Le, {Lo}) > ks

(3) for every open neighbourhood V' of z such that GY is relatively compact we

have

lim sup Ay, (GY) > kX (GV);

(4) there exists a real number R > k—1 such that for every open neighbourhood

V oof z in GO with GY relatively compact we have
lim sup ., (GY) > R\.(GY); and

(5) there exists a basic decreasing sequence of compact neighbourhoods {W,,}
of z in G such that, for each m > 1,
lim sup A, (GV™) > (K — DA (GY'™).

ProOOF. If (1)) holds then My, (L*, {L*"}) > k by Theorem B.6.3, and so

My (L?, {L*} > My(L?, {L*}) > My (L*, {L*™}) > k.
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If [2) holds then by [5, Lemma A.1] there is a subsequence {z,, } such that
My, (L#, {L*}) = My(L?#, {L*}) so that My (L?* {L*}) > k. Let V be any open
neighbourhood of z in G(© such that GV is relatively compact. Then

lim sup A, (G¥) > lim sup A, (GV) > lim inf A, (GY) > kA (GY),

using Theorem for the last step.

That (3]) implies (@) is immediate.

That (@) implies (B]) follows by making references to Remark rather than
Lemma B.6.1]in the (@) implies (B) component of the proof of Theorem [B.6.3

Assume (). First suppose that My (L* {L*"}) < co. Since [z,] — [z], we can
use an argument found at the beginning of the proof of Theorem B.5.7 to obtain
an open G-invariant neighborhood Y of z in G so that if we define H := Gy,
there exists a subsequence {, } of {x,} such that [z,,] — [2] uniquely in H® /H.
Proposition now shows us that there exists a subsequence {xm]} of {z,,} that
converges k-times in H® /H to z. It follows that {SL’nJ} converges k-times in G /G

to z.
When My, (L?, {L®"}) = oo, {z,,} converges k-times in G¥) /G to z by Corollary
B.6.0 establishing (). O

COROLLARY 3.7.5. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid such that all the orbits are locally closed. Let k € P and let
2z € GO, Then the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a sequence {x,} in G which is k-times convergent in G /G

to z;

(2) My(L?*) > k.
PROOF. Assume ([I]). By the definitions of upper and lower multiplicity,
My (L7) = My (L%, {L™}) = My (L7, {L™ }).

By Theorem we know that My, (L*, {L*"}) > k, establishing (2)).

Assume (). By [7, Lemma 1.2] there exists a sequence {m,} converging to
L? such that My (L%, {m,}) = My(L*, {m,}) = My(L?). Since the orbits are locally
closed, by [14], Proposition 5.1] the mapping G® — C*(G)" : 2 +— L is a surjection.
So there is a sequence {L*"} in C*(G)" such that L*» is unitarily equivalent to m,

for each n. Then
My, (L%, {L™}) > My, (L%, {m,.}) = My(L*) > &,

and it follows from Theorem [B.6.3 that {z,} is k-times convergent in G /G to
z. U
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COROLLARY 3.7.6. Suppose that G is a second countable, locally compact, Haus-
dorff, principal groupoid with Haar system \. Let z € G and let {z,} C G be a
sequence converging to z. Assume that [z] is locally closed. Then the following are

equivalent:

(1) there exists an open neighbourhood V' of z such that GY is relatively compact
and

lim sup ., (G") < oo;
(2) Mo(L7, {L#}) < oo,

PROOF. Suppose that (I]) holds. Since C*(G) is separable, it follows from [5]

Lemma A.1] that there exists a subsequence {x,,} of {x,} such that
My, (L7, {1 }) = My (L7, {L™ }) = My (L7, {L*}).

By () and Corollary B.6.5], M (L%, {L*"}) < oco. Hence My(L?* {L*™}) < oo, as
required.

Suppose that (0 fails. Let {V;} be a basic decreasing sequence of open neigh-
bourhoods of z such that G1 is relatively compact (such neighborhoods exist by
[16, Lemma 4.1(1)]). Then

lim sup A, (G"") = oo for each i

and we may choose a subsequence {,, } of {z,} such that \,, (G"*) = oo asi — oo.
Let V be any open neighbourhood of z such that GV is relatively compact. There
exists ig such that V; C V for all ¢ > iy. Then, for i > iy,

A, (GY) < Aa, (GY).

T,

Thus A, (GV) — oo as i — oco. By Corollary B.6.5, My (L?, {L*"}) = co. Hence

i

My (L?#, {L*"}) = oo, that is (2) fails. O

COROLLARY 3.7.7. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff,
principal groupoid with Haar system X\ such that all the orbits are locally closed. Let
2z € GO, Then the following are equivalent:

(1) My(L#) < o0;
(2) there exists an open neighbourhood V' of z such that GY is relatively compact
and

sup A, (GY) < oo.
zeV

Proor. If (2) holds then () holds by Corollary B7.2
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Let {V;} be a basic decreasing sequence of open neighbourhoods of z such that
GY' is relatively compact. If (2) fails then sup ey {\:(G")} = oo for each i and we
may choose a sequence {z;} such that z; € V; for all ¢ and \,,(G"?) — oo. Since
{V;} is a basic decreasing sequence, z; — z.

Let V be an open neighbourhood of z such that GV is relatively compact. There
exists ig such that V; C V for all ¢ > ig. Then, for i > i,

Ao (G7) < Ao, (GY).

Thus A, (GY) — oo. By Corollary B.7.6, My (L*, {L*}) = co. Hence My(L?) = oo,
and so () fails. O

3.8. Path groupoid examples

In this section we will show how Theorems [3.6.3] and 3.7.4] can be applied to

the path groupoids of directed graphs to reveal the multiplicity structure of their
C*-algebras. Recall the definition of a directed graph and the path groupoid from
Section 2.4l Recall from page 20l that when v is a vertex, f is an edge, and there
is exactly one infinite path with range v that includes the edge f, then this infinite
path is denoted by [v, f]*°. When there is exactly one finite path o with r(a) = v
and ajq = f, we denote a by [v, f]*.

EXAMPLE 3.8.1 (2-times convergence in a path groupoid). Let E be the graph

U1 v2 v3 Vg wveeen
e wle o(le o()r
. . . .

! | ! !
° ® ® ®

and let G be the path groupoid. For each n > 1 define 2™ := [vy, fy(Ll)]oo and let z be
the infinite path with range v; that passes through each v,. Then {z(™} converges
2-times in G /G to z.

ProOF. We will describe two sequences in G as in Definition [3.3.1l For each n >
1 define 'yy(Ll) = (2, 0,2M) and 7,(12) = ([vl, fy(LQ)]OO, O,x(")). It follows immediately
that s(fyr(f)) =z = s(fy,(f)) for all n and that both r(fy,(f)) and r(fy,(f)) converge to

z as n — co. It remains to show that .’ (7,(11))*1 — 00 as N — 00.

Let K be a compact subset of G. Our goal is to show that 77(12) (fy,(f))_1 =P is
eventually not in K. Since sets of the form Z(a, §) for a, f € E* with s(«) = s(8)
form a basis for the topology on the path groupoid, for each v € K there exist
a0 € B* with s(a) = 5(39)) so that Z(a?), 1)) is an open neighbourhood
of v in G. Thus UVeKZ(a(V),ﬁ(V)) is an open cover of the compact set K, and so

admits a finite subcover UL_, Z(a®, 31)).
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We now claim that for any fixed n € P, if there exists ¢ with 1 < ¢ < [
such that 72 € Z(a®,39), then |[v1, ()
and suppose there exists ¢ with 1 < ¢ < I such that 'yy(?) € Z(a®, D). Suppose
the converse: that || < Hvl,ﬁ?)]*‘. Since 72 € Z(a®, BD), it follows that

r(v?) = og, 21 € aWE>, and so o} = [vl,fy(f)];o for every 1 < p < |a|. By
examining the graph we can see that s([v;, fn2 ];O) =y foralll <p< Hvl, fr(f)]*

< ||, Temporarily fix n € P

Since we also know that |a(i)| < Hvl f,&z) *}, we can deduce that s(a®) = v; for some
§. Furthermore since s(a) = 3(6(’ ) s(8®) = v;. There is only one path with
source v; and range vy, so a¥ = 8. Note that when k = |a)| — |3®], the set
Z(a®, 39) is by definition equal to

{(.T, k’y) HEURS a(Z)EOO7y € B(Z)EOOVTP = yp*k fOI‘ P > |OZ(Z)‘}7

so since 12 € Z(a®, ) and o = ﬁ(i), we can see that s(752), = r(y52), for all
p > lal. We know s(2) = [on, fV] and r(32) = on, S, so on, 2 =
(i)‘

[v1, fél)]go for all p > |a!?]. In particular, since we assumed that |[v;, f7€2)]*

we have

= [U17 fr(zl)]oo ()14

[Ulv n }

[or, \[ y

so that f7€2) = fa ) But f and fn are distinct, so we have found a contradiction,

and we must have |[v;, ‘ < |at)].

Our next goal is to show that each Z(a¥, 3®) contains at most one 7,(12). Fix
n,m € P and suppose that both %(12) and %S? are in Z(a®, B®) for some i. We will
show that n = m. Since 7\ € Z(a®, BD), r(v?) = [v1, £7]*° € a®E>. Thus
there exists € E* such that [vl,ﬁ?)]*x € aE> and, since Hvl,ﬁ?)]* < |a®],

we can crop x to form a finite ¢ € E* such that [vy, f,gz)]*e = o, Similarly there
exists & € E* such that [vy, £$7]*6 = a®. Then

[vla f7(12)]*€ = Oé(Z) = [Ula fr(n2)]*5

which we can see by looking at the graph is only possible if n = m. We have thus
shown that if %(LQ) and 7,(5) are in Z(a9, 3%), then 7,(1 = %(n).

Let S={neP: = K}. Since K C UL, Z(a®, %) and since v A e
Z(a®, @) implies n = m, S can contain at most I elements. Then S has a maximal
element ny and fyr(f) ¢ K provided n > ng. Thus 7, — 0o as n — oo, and we have

shown that 2™ converges 2-times to z in G(¥ /G. U
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EXAMPLE 3.8.2 (k-times convergence in a path groupoid). For any fixed positive
integer k, let E be the graph

U1 v2 v3 Vg wveeen
( > a0, << > 5, ( > 5. ( > .

% 'u/}’(@ ° ";fg(»é) ° '-,/3)(@ % ";‘/‘4(/6)

b be

and let G be the path groupoid. For each n > 1 define 2™ := [vy, fy(Ll)]oo and let z be
the infinite path that passes through each v,. Then the sequence {z(™} converges
k-times in G(©/G to z.

PROOF. After defining 7 = ([vl,féi)]w,O,x(”)) for each 1 < i < k, an argu-

ment similar to that in Example B.8.1] establishes the k-times convergence. O

EXAMPLE 3.8.3. [Lower multiplicity 2 and upper multiplicity 3] Consider the
graph E described by

o) o) o) o) #0)
by v v By v
A S R R

where for each odd n > 1 there are exactly two paths fr(Ll), f,(f) with source w, and
range v,, and for each even n > 2 there are exactly three paths f,&”, T(LQ), ) with
source w, and range v,. Let G be the path groupoid, define 2™ := [v;, f,(Ll)]OO for
every n > 1, and let z be the infinite path that meets every vertex v, (so z has

range v;). Then
M (L7 {L*"}) =2 and My(L7, {L*"}) = 3.

PROOF. We know that {2} converges 2-times to z in G\® /G by the argument
in Example B.81] so we can apply Theorem to see that My (L7, {L*™'}) > 2.
We can see that the subsequence {x(>"} of {2(™} converges 3-times to z in G /G
by Example Theorem 374 now tells us that My (L7, {L*™}) > 3.

Now suppose My, (L7, {L*™}) > 3. Then by Theorem B6.3, {z™} converges
3-times to z in G¥ /G, so there must exist three sequences {7,(11)},{%(?)}, and {7,(13)}
as in the definition of k-times convergence (Definition B:3.1]). For each odd n, there
are only two elements in G with source 2™, so there must exist 1 < i < j < 3

such that 74 = v frequently. Then v (v{)~! = r(7{”) frequently and, since
r(fy,(f)) — z, {fy,(f )(fyg))’l} admits a convergent subsequence. Thus 74 )(fyﬁf))’l -+ 00,

contradicting the definition of k-times convergence.
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If My(L?, {L=™}) > 4, then by Theorem B74 there is a subsequence of {z(™}
that converges 4-times to z in G(*)/G. A similar argument to that in the preceding

paragraph shows that this is not possible since there are at most 3 edges between
any v, and w,. It follows that My, (L?, {Ll‘(n)}) = 2 and My(L7, {Ll‘(”)}) = 3. O

LEMMA 3.8.4. In Example[3.8.1,
M, (L, {7 }) = My (L, {L*"'}) = 2;
and in Example[3.8.2,
My (L7, {L*"}) = My (L2, {L*7}) = k.

PROOF. The same argument as that found in Example can be used to
demonstrate this lemma. The explicit proof was given for Example since it

covers the case where the upper and lower multiplicities are distinct. 0]

In the next example we will add some structure to the graph from Example
B.8Tlto create a path groupoid G with non-Hausdorff orbit space that continues to

exhibit 2-times convergence.

EXAMPLE 3.8.5. Let E be the directed graph

V1 V2 v3 Vg wreeeen

L N w\
NN N N
(Yo (e s (e (e

I p ; i

and let G be the path groupoid. For every n > 1 let 2™ be the infinite path
[v1, fé”]OO. Let = be the infinite path with range v; that passes through each v, and
let y be the infinite path with range w; that passes through each w,,. Then the orbit
space G(*) /G is not Hausdorff and {2} converges 2-times in G’ /G to both 2 and
y.

PROOF. To see that {z(™} converges 2-times to x in G©)/G, consider the se-
quences {([vq, ,52)]00,0,33<">)} and {(z™,0,2()} and follow the argument as in
Example B8l To see that {z(™} converges 2-times to y in G(*) /G, consider the
sequences {([wy, £$71%°,0,2™)} and {([w, £]°,0,2(M)}. While it is tempting to
think that this example exhibits 4-times convergence (or even 3-times convergence),
this is not the case (see Example for an argument demonstrating this). We
know (™ converges 2-times to z in G¥/G, so [x™] — [z] in G(©/G, and similarly
(2] = [y] in G@/G. Tt follows that G® /G is not Hausdorff since [x] # [y]. O
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In all of the examples above, the orbits in G(*) are closed and hence C*(G)"
and G /G are homeomorphic by [14, Proposition 5.1]. By combining the features
of the graphs in Examples and we obtain a principal groupoid whose
C*-algebra has non-Hausdorff spectrum and distinct upper and lower multiplicities

among its irreducible representations.






CHAPTER 4

Classes of C*-algebras

This chapter introduces various classes of C*-algebras, beginning with postlimi-
nal and liminal C*-algebras in Section [4.I] and proceeding onto bounded trace, Fell
and continuous trace C*-algebras in Section We will also describe theorems

that characterise groupoids with C*-algebras in these classes.

4.1. Liminal and postliminal C*-algebras

DEFINITION 4.1.1. A C*-algebra is liminal (or CCR) if the image of each irre-
ducible representation 7 is exactly K(H,). A C*-algebra is postliminal (or GCR) if

the image of each irreducible representation = contains KC(H).

Pedersen in [43], p. 191] points out that C*-algebras are either extremely well
behaved (Type I) or totally misbehaved. Sakai in [55] Theorem 2] showed that these
well-behaved Type I algebras are precisely the postliminal C'*-algebras.

A locally compact group H is said to be liminal (or respectively postliminal)
if C*(H) is liminal (or respectively postliminal) [20, 13.9.4]. The two following
theorems are by Clark.

THEOREM 4.1.2 ([13, Theorem 7.1]). Suppose G is second countable, locally
compact, Hausdorff groupoid with a Haar system X\ in which all of the stability sub-
groups are amenable. Then C*(G, \) is postliminal if and only if G /G is Ty and

all of the stability subgroups are postliminal.

THEOREM 4.1.3 ([13, Theorem 6.1]). Suppose G is second countable, locally

compact, Hausdorff groupoid with a Haar system X\ in which all of the stability sub-
groups are amenable. Then C*(G, \) is liminal if and only if GO /G is T\ and all

of the stability subgroups are liminal.

REMARK 4.1.4. Recall that a topological space X is T} if and only if for each
x € X, the singleton set {x} is closed. It follows that if G is a groupoid, then the
orbit space G /G is T} if and only if the orbits in G® are closed subsets of G©).

Remark E.1.4] will be used with Theorem [£.1.3] for the results in Chapter [6] char-
acterising the higher-rank graphs with liminal C*-algebras. The rest of this section
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demonstrates the analogue of Remark [L.T.4] for use with Theorem . T.2l This is that
the orbit space G(*)/G is Ty if and only if the orbits in G(©) are locally closed.
A topological space is o-compact if it is a union of compact sets. The following

result is well known.

LEMMA 4.1.5. Every second countable, locally compact space is o-compact.

PRrROOF. Let X be a second countable, locally compact topological space. Since
X is second countable there is a countable base {U;} for the topology on X. As X is
locally compact, each x € X has a compact neighbourhood K. Since {U;} is a base
for the topology on X, for each x € X there exists ¢, € N such that z € U;, C K.
Let {Uj,} be the subsequence of {U;} obtained by removing the elements that are
not in {U;, : x € X}. Since each z has U;, C K,, for each j there exists a compact
set K; with U, C Kj. Then X = U; K}, so X is o-compact. O]

A completely metrisable, second countable, topological space is called a Polish
space [59] p. 175]. As with Lemma .T5] the following result is well known.

LEMMA 4.1.6 ([59] Lemma 6.5]). Every second countable, locally compact, Haus-

dorff space is Polish.

An F, space is a topological space that is a countable union of closed sets. The

next result is by Clark.

LEMMA 4.1.7 ([14], p. 258)). If G is a o-compact, Hausdorff groupoid then the
relation on G induced by G is an F, subset of G x G,

The following theorem is a cut-down version of Ramsay’s [50, Theorem 2.1].

THEOREM 4.1.8 (][50, Theorem 2.1]). Let G be a Polish groupoid and suppose
that the relation on G induced by G is an F, subset of G x G, The following
are equivalent:

(1) GO/G is Ty;

(2) each orbit in G is a locally closed subset of G©;
(3) GO /G is almost Hausdorff; and

(4) G© /G is a standard Borel space.

The following corollary is, from the perspective of this thesis, the key immediate
consequence of Lemmas .1.5] [4.1.6] and 4. 1.7 and of Theorem [£.1.8 It will be used
with Theorem [A.1.2]

COROLLARY 4.1.9. Suppose G is a second countable, locally compact, Hausdorff
groupoid. The space G /G is Ty if and only if the orbits in GO are locally closed.
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4.2. Bounded-trace, Fell and continuous trace C*-algebras

Recall that an element a € A is positive if a = b*b for some b € A and that
AT is the set of all positive elements in A. It follows that if @ € A" and 7 is
a representation (which recall is a *-homomorphism) of A on a Hilbert space H,,
then m(a) is a positive element of B(#). The trace of 7w(a) is then given by

Tr(7(a)) = Z (m(a)&i] &) € [0, 00]

for any orthonormal basis {{;} of H,. If 7 and o are unitarily equivalent repre-
sentations of A, then Tr(r(a)) = Tr(o(a)), so for each a € A* there is a map
i: A — [0,00] such that a([r]) = Tr (7(a)) for every irreducible representation 7 of

A.

DEFINITION 4.2.1 ([36, pp. 10-11]). Suppose A is a C*-algebra. An element
a € A" has bounded trace if a is bounded. We say that A has bounded trace if the

span of all bounded-trace elements is a dense subset of A.

Archbold, Somerset and Spielberg in [10, Theorem 2.6] show that the bounded
trace C*-algebras are precisely the uniformly liminal C*-algebras from [45] 2.1] and
[19] 4.7.11]. Mili¢i¢ in [36], Theorem 1] showed that every bounded-trace C*-algebra

is liminal.

DEFINITION 4.2.2 ([20, pp. 104-106]). Suppose A is a C*-algebra. An element
a € A" has continuous trace if a is bounded and continuous. We say that A has

continuous trace if the span of all continuous-trace elements is a dense subset of A.

Note that it follows immediately from these definitions that every continuous-

trace C*-algebra has bounded trace.

PROPOSITION 4.2.3 ([20, Proposition 4.5.4]). A C*-algebra A has continuous
trace if and only zfﬁ 1s Hausdorff and for every m € A there ezist a € A* and a

neighbourhood V' of m such that o(a) is a rank-one projection for every o € V.

Pedersen in [43, Theorem 6.2.11] shows that postliminal (well behaved) C*-
algebras can be thought of as being built out of continuous-trace C*-algebras.
Proposition [4.2.3] shows that there is a natural generalisation of continuous-trace

C*-algebras:

DEFINITION 4.2.4 ([2, p. 92]). A C*-algebra A is Fell if for every = € A there
exist a € AT and a neighbourhood V of 7 such that o(a) is a rank-one projection

for every o € V.
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In [29, Theorem 3.3] it is shown by an Huef, Kumjian and Sims that the Fell
C*-algebras are precisely the Type Iy C*-algebras from [43] p. 191]. In Section
[B.1] we will introduce the upper and lower multiplicity numbers of the irreducible
representations of a C*-algebra. Archbold in |4, Theorem 4.6] showed that a C*-
algebra is Fell if and only if the upper multiplicity number of every irreducible
representation is 1. In [10, Theorem 2.6], Archbold, Somerset and Spielberg showed
that a C*-algebra has bounded trace if and only if the upper multiplicity number
of every irreducible representation is finite, so it follows that every Fell C*-algebra
has bounded trace.

The following theorems are by Clark, an Huef, Muhly and Williams.

THEOREM 4.2.5 ([15, Theorem 4.4]). Suppose G is a second countable, locally

compact, Hausdorff, principal groupoid with a Haar system A. Then G is integrable
if and only if C*(G, \) has bounded trace.

THEOREM 4.2.6 ([14, Theorem 7.9]). Suppose G is a second countable, locally

compact, Hausdorff principal groupoid with a Haar system A. Then G s Cartan if
and only if C*(G, \) is Fell.

THEOREM 4.2.7 ([40, Theorem 2.3]). Suppose G is a second countable, locally
compact, Hausdorff principal groupoid with a Haar system A. Then G 1is proper if

and only if C*(G, \) has continuous trace.



CHAPTER 5

An introduction to graph algebras

In this chapter we will provide a brief overview of the theory of graph algebras,
concentrating on the components of the theory relevant to the results in the following
chapters. For a broader and more in depth introduction to graph algebras, see
Raeburn’s book [46]. Section [5.1] provides a brief overview of the theory of the C*-
algebras associated to directed graphs. This includes the definition of the Cuntz-
Krieger C*-algebra of a row-finite directed graph, the gauge-invariant uniqueness
theorem, the Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem and the desourcification of a row-
finite directed graph. Section provides an overview of the theory of the C*-
algebras associated to higher-rank graphs. This includes the definition of a higher-
rank graph, the path groupoid of a row-finite higher-rank graph, and the Cuntz-
Krieger C*-algebra of a row-finite higher-rank graph without sources. The Cuntz-
Krieger C*-algebras of row-finite higher-rank graphs that may have sources are more
tricky and will be covered in Section[5.3l The desourcification of a higher-rank graph
is an important concept in this thesis, however it is not necessary for readers only
interested groupoids, so the definition of the desourcification of a higher-rank graph
will instead be introduced in Section of the following chapter before its use in
Section [6.4]

5.1. The Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of directed graphs

Recall from Section [2.4] the definition of a directed graph and the definition and
composition of the associated finite and infinite paths. Also recall that a directed
graph is row-finite if 7~!(v) is finite for every vertex v. For n € N, let E" denote
the set of all paths of length n. For any A C E* and X C E* U E*, define

AX ={ar:ae€ Az e X, s(a) =r(x)}.

If in addition o € E*, define aX := {a}X, noting that this is consistent with the
definition of a£>° on page The following definition from Raeburn’s book [46] is

based on a definition in Kumjian, Pask and Raeburn’s [33].

67
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DEFINITION 5.1.1. Let E be a row-finite directed graph. A Cuntz-Krieger E-
family {S, P} consists of a set {P, : v € E°} of mutually orthogonal projections and
a set {S;: f € E'} of partial isometries satisfying

(i) S7Sy = Py for all f € E'; and

(i) P, =" je,p SpS} for every v € E' that is not a source.
The Cuntz-Krieger directed-graph C*-algebra, denoted C*(FE), is defined to be the
universal C*-algebra generated by a Cuntz-Krieger FE-family {s,p}.

The existence of such a universal C*-algebra is guaranteed by [46] Proposi-
tion 1.21], which tells us that if {T', @} is a Cuntz-Krieger E-family in a C*-algebra
B, then there is a *-homomorphism 77, : C*(E) — B such that mrg(sy) = Ty
for every f € E' and 71g(p,) = @, for every v € E'. We will now state the two
standard uniqueness theorems for C*(E) before applying the first of these to the
C*-algebras of the path groupoids from Section 2.4l The first of these uniqueness
theorems is Bates, Pask, Raeburn and Szymanski’s adaptation [12] Theorem 2.1] to

directed graphs of an Huef and Raeburn’s [30, Theorem 2.3].

THEOREM 5.1.2 (The gauge-invariant uniqueness theorem). Let E be a row-
finite directed graph, and suppose that {T,Q} is a Cuntz-Krieger E-family in a
C*-algebra B with each Q, # 0. If there is a continuous action §: T — Aut B such
that 8,(Ty) = 2Ty for every f € E' and 3.(Q,) = Q, for every v € E°, then w7 is
an isomorphism of C*(E) onto a C*-subalgebra of B.

The next theorem is Bates, Pask, Raeburn and Szymanski’s refinement [12]
Theorem 3.1] of Kumjian, Pask and Raeburn’s [33 Theorem 3.7] version of the
Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem. An entry to a cycle « is an edge f with r(f) =

r(a;) and f # a; for some i < |a].

THEOREM 5.1.3 (The Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem). Suppose E is a row-
finite directed graph in which every cycle has an entry, and {T,Q} is a Cuntz-Krieger
E-family in a C*-algebra B such that Q, # 0 for every v € E°. Then mr.g is an
isomorphism of C*(E) onto a C*-subalgebra of B.

A source in a directed graph E is a vertex v € E° with r~'(v) = (). Recall the
definition of the path groupoid Gg from Section 2.4l

PROPOSITION 5.1.4. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without sources.
Then C*(E) is isomorphic to C*(Gg).

PROOF. By [34] Proposition 4.1] there is a Cuntz-Krieger E-family {7, Q} such
that C*(Gp) is generated by {T,Q} and for each f € E', the partial isometry T}
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is the characteristic function 1)) of Z(f, s(f)) In the proof of [34], Proposi-
tion 4.1] it is shown that TyTF = 1z(4.y) for every [ € E', so each Q, is non-zero by
Definition EITTI{) since E has no sources. Since C*(Gg) is generated by {T, @},
the map 77 maps C*(E) onto C*(Gg). By [34, Corollary 4.8] there is a contin-
uous action 8 : T — Aut C*(Gg) such that 3.(T.) = 2T, for every e € E' and
B.(Q,) = Q, for every v € E°. Then C*(E) is isomorphic to C*(Gg) by Theorem
bI2 O

The next example shows that C*(F) may not be isomorphic to C*(Gg) when E

has a source.

ExXAMPLE 5.1.5. Suppose E is the following directed graph.

O.fv

Then C*(Gg) is liminal while C*(E) is not. (This is proved in Example on
page [[101)

It should be noted that in [42], Paterson shows how to construct a groupoid
from an arbitrary directed graph such that the groupoid C*-algebra is isomorphic to
the directed graph C*-algebra. While these groupoids benefit from this additional
generality, here we focus on path groupoids due to their relative simplicity.

The key point to the directed-graph C*-algebras is that many properties of the
C*-algebra are reflected in the directed graph. Recall that Lemma says that if
E is a row-finite directed graph, then the path groupoid G is principal if and only
if E has no cycles. Kumjian, Pask and Raeburn showed in [33] showed that this ‘no

cycles’ condition is equivalent to C*(E) being approximately finite-dimensional:

THEOREM 5.1.6 ([33 Theorem 2.4]). Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph.
Then C*(E) is approzimately finite-dimensional (AF') if and only if E has no cycles.

Before providing another example of how a property of a directed-graph Cuntz-
Krieger C*-algebra is reflected in the directed graph, we will introduce some standard
definitions. For a directed graph E, let E<* be the union of £ with the set of
all x € E* where s(x) is a source. For x € E* U E*> define z(0) := r(z) and for
p € P with p < |z|, define z(p) := s(x,). A directed graph E is cofinal if for every
r € E=*® and v € E° there exists a € vE* such that s(a) is in the path z (or, in
other words, s(«) = z(p) for some p < |z]).
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EXAMPLE 5.1.7 (|46l Example 4.1]). The directed graph
is cofinal whereas the directed graph in Example L.1.5 is not: if ¢ is the cycle from

Example [E.15] then for the path ggg--- in E=*°, there is no path a with r(a) = v
and s(«) in the path ggg---.

Recall that a C*-algebra A is simple if it has no closed ideals other than 0 and A.
The following result by Raeburn generalises Bates, Pask, Raeburn and Szymanski’s

[12] Proposition 5.1], which required the directed graph to have no sources.

THEOREM 5.1.8 ([46], Theorem 4.14]). Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph.
Then C*(E) is simple if and only if every cycle in E has an entry and E is cofinal.

Recall from Proposition B.1.4] that the path groupoids can be used as a model
for studying row-finite directed graphs without sources. A natural question to ask
is: if these groupoids are used to establish a relationship between the row-finite
directed graphs without sources and their associated C*-algebras, can this relation-
ship tell us anything about the C*-algebras of directed graphs with sources? We
will now describe an answer to this question provided by Bates, Pask, Raeburn and

Szymaniski’s [12, Lemma 1.2].

DEFINITION 5.1.9. Suppose FE is a row-finite directed graph. The directed graph
obtained by adding a head

v ° ° [ [ TR

to every source v in F is called the desourcification of E and is denoted by E.

PROPOSITION 5.1.10 (Corollary of [12, Lemma 1.2]). Suppose E is a row-finite
directed graph. Then the desourcification E of E is a row-finite directed graph with-

out sources and C*(E) is Morita equivalent to C*(E).

The Morita equivalence that the previous proposition establishes is particularly
useful because of the following theorem that combines results from Zettl in [61] and
an Huef, Raeburn and Williams in [31].

THEOREM 5.1.11 (Results from [61], 31]). Suppose A and B are Morita equiva-
lent C*-algebras. Then
(i) A has continuous trace if and only if B has continuous trace;
(ii) A is Fell if and only if B is Fell;
(iii) A has bounded trace if and only if B has bounded trace;
(iv) A is liminal if and only if B is liminal; and
)

(v) A is postliminal if and only if B is postliminal.
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5.2. Higher-rank graphs and their C*-algebras and groupoids

In this section we will define the notion of a higher-rank graph and the associ-
ated path groupoid before showing the relationship between higher-rank graphs and
directed graphs. This section will conclude with the definition of the Cuntz-Krieger
C*-algebra of a row-finite higher-rank graph without sources.

A countable category C = (C°,C*,re, sc,0,id) consists of two countable sets C°
(objects) and C* (morphisms), two functions r¢,se : C* — C° (range and source

maps), a partially defined product (composition) (f,g) — f o g from

{(f,9) €C"xC" :sc(f) =rc(9)}

to C*, and an injective map id : C® — C*, such that the following are satisfied for
f,g,h € C* and v € C%

re(fog) =re(f) and se(f o g) = se(9);
(fog)oh=fol(goh)when se(f)=rc(g) and sc(g) = re(h);
re(id(v)) = v = sc(id(v)); and

id(v)o f = f, goid(v) = g when re(f) = v and sc(g) = v.

Given two countable categories C and D, a functor F' : C — D is a pair of maps

FO:C% — DY and F* : C* — D* that respect the range and source maps and com-
positionH, and satisfy id(FO(v)) = [0 (id(v)) for every v € C°. When the category

is clear from the context, we write r for r¢, s for s¢ and fg for fog.

EXAMPLE 5.2.1. Fix k € P. We can construct a countable category from N*:
define N := {v} and Ny := N*¥. For each m,n € N* define r(n) := v, s(n) := v and
momn :=m+n. Let id(v) := 0. Then (N?, N}, 7, s,0,id) is a countable category.
With the exception of the morphisms this category has a very basic structure, so

the category will be denoted by NF.

DEFINITION 5.2.2 (|32 Definitions 1.1]). Suppose k € P. A k-graph (or higher-
rank graph) is a countable category A = (A% A* 7, s,id) endowed with a functor
d : A — N¥ called the degree map, which satisfies the factorisation property: for
every a € A* and m,n € N¥ with d(a) = m + n, there exist unique u,v € A* such

that o = pv, d(p) = m and d(v) = n.

ExaMPLE 5.2.3. For a directed graph E there is a natural category Ag that
can be constructed from E with E° as the objects and E* as the morphisms. The
map d : E* — N such that d(a) = |a] for every o € E* satisfies the factorisation
property, so Ag equipped with d is a 1-graph.

'In other words, for every g,h € C we have F° (re(9)) = re(F*(9)), F°(sc(f)) = sc(F*(g)) and
F*(goh)=F(g) o F*(h).
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Recall that for k € Pand m,n € N¥, we writem < nifm; < n;fori=1,2,..., k.

EXAMPLE 5.2.4. Fix k € P and m € (NU{oo})*. Define Q4 ,,, to be the category

(Obj(.m), Mor(Q m), 7, 8,1d, o) such that
o Obj(Qm) = {p € N :p <m};

Mor(Qp.m) = {(p, @) € Rpn X N, i 0 < g
r(p,q) = p and s(p, q) = q for every (p,q) € Obj(Qp.m);
id(p) = (p, p) for every p € Obj(Q ,,); and
(p,q) o (q,t) = (p,t) for every (p,q), (q,t) € Mor(Q ).
We equip the category ., with the degree map d : Mor(Qx,m) — N* where

d(p,q) = q¢ — p in order to make Q,, a k-graph. If m = (00)*, we simplify no-
tation by writing €, for Q..

Suppose A is a k-graph. For any m € NF, we define A™ := {a € Mor(A) :
d(a) = m}. Recall that the map id : Obj(A) — Mor(A) is injective. By the
factorisation property id is a bijection onto d~'(0) = A°. We implicitly identify
an object v € Obj(A) with the associated morphism id(v) € A° so we end up
considering A° to be Obj(A). We simplify notation further by writing A for Mor(A).

A k-coloured graph E = (E°, E',r,s,c) is a directed graph (E°, E' r,s) with
a colour map ¢ : E* — {c1,co,..., ¢} for some distinct ¢, co,...,cp. We denote
the usual basis for N*¥ by {e;}. Suppose A is a k-graph. The skeleton of A is the
k-coloured graph E = (E° E' r s,c) where E° = A% E' = Uf_ A% range and
source are inherited from A, and for each i (1 <1i < k) and f € A%, ¢(f) := ¢;.

EXAMPLE 5.2.5. The skeletons of the k-graphs €2y, ,,, are relatively easy to picture.
For example, the skeleton of the 2-graph (2 (39) can be illustrated by the following

picture.
(0,2) (1,2) (2,2) «—— (3,2)
y i ‘ y
(0,1) (1,1) (2,1) «— (3,1)
y ‘ ‘ ‘
(0,0) (1,0) (2,0) (3,0)

A k-graph morphism is a degree-preserving functor. A consequence of the fac-
torisation property is that if A is a k-graph and o € A™ for some m € NF, then
there exists a unique k-graph morphism z, : €, — A such that z,(0,m) = a. It
follows that for any m € N¥ we can identify A™ with

{z : Qpm — A :zis a k-graph morphism}.

When a € A and p, ¢ € N* with p < ¢ < d(«), we write a(p, q) for z4(p, ¢) and a(p)
for z,(p).
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Kumjian and Pask in [32] p. 7] defined the infinite path space of a k-graph A to

be the set
A ={x: Qp — Az is a k-graph morphism}.

For each x € A define r(x) := x(0). For each p € N¥, define o? : A — A> by
oP(z)(m,n) = xz(m + p,n+ p) for x € A~ and (m,n) € Q.

In [32], Kumjian and Pask have the standing assumption that each of the higher-
rank graphs are row-finite and have no sources (these concepts are defined immedi-
ately following Proposition [.2.6]). The point here is that these assumptions are not

used in the proof of the following result from [32] and so they are left out here.

PROPOSITION 5.2.6 ([32], Proposition 2.3]). Suppose A is a k-graph. For any
a € A and x € A>® with r(z) = s(a), there is a unique y € A such that v = 0% (y)
and o = y(0,d(a)).

For any «, x and y as in Proposition £.2.6] we write ax for y. For o € A and
S C AU A, define

aS :={ar e A\UA™ 2z € S,r(z) = s(a)}.

We say A is row-finite if for each v € A° and m € NF, the set vA™ is finite; a
source in A is an element v € A° such that vA% = () for some i (1 <14 < k). It follows
that A has no sources if and only if vA™ # ) for all v € A° and m € N*. Note that
these notions of ‘row-finite’ and ‘source’ are natural generalisations of ‘row-finite’
and ‘source’ in the context of directed graphs; for a directed graph E, the 1-graph
Ag has no sources if and only if E has no sources and Ag is row-finite if and only if
E' is row-finite.

After assuming that A is row-finite, Kumjian and Pask endowed A> with the
topology with basis {@A> : « € A} before showing in [32] Lemma 2.6] that «A> is
compact for every a € A.

We now describe the higher-rank graph analogue of the notion of shift equivalence
in a directed graph from [34]. Suppose A is a k-graph. For each n € ZF define a
relation ~, on A® by z ~, ¥ if there exists p € N* such that o?(x) = a? "(y).

LEMMA 5.2.7. Suppose A is a k-graph. The relations ~, form an equivalence
relation on A*° in that x ~q x, © ~, y implies y ~_, x, and x ~, Y,y ~n, 2 implies

T ~ptm 2.

PROOF. Suppose .7,z € A~ and n,m € NF satisfy z ~,, y and y ~,, 2. The
first claim that x ~g x is trivial. To see y ~_,, x, first note that since x ~,, y, there
exists p € N¥ such that o?(x) = o?™(y). Then o?"(y) = oP(x) = cP~™M*"(2), so

y ~_, x. To see that x ~,.,, z, first note that since y ~,, z, there exists ¢ € N*
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such that 0%(y) = 07 ™(2). Increase p and ¢ if necessary so that p —n > ¢. Then

oP(z) = o (y) = P (2), 80 T~ Y- O

If 2 ~, y for some z,y € A* and n € Z*, we say x is shift equivalent to y with
lag n. We write x ~ y when the lag is not important so that ~ is an equivalence
relation. For every x € A® let [z] := {y € A>® : x ~ y}. Unfortunately this notion
of shift equivalence is slightly different to Kumjian, Pask, Raeburn and Renault’s
notion in [34] of shift equivalent infinite paths in directed graphs: shift equivalence
with lag n in the 1-graph case is the same as shift equivalence with lag —n in their
case. The change has been made to simplify the description of the groupoid in [32].

Kumjian and Pask in [32] defined the following groupoid given a row-finite k-
graph A. Let

Gr ={(z,n,y) € A° X Z x A* : x ~, y}.

Define range and source maps r, s : Gy — A® by r(z,n,y) = (,0,z), s(z,n,y) =
(y,0,y). For (z,n,y),(y,l,z) € Gp define (z,n,y)(y,l,z) = (x,n +1,2) and set
(z,n,y)"t = (y, —n, z); the set G with these operations is a groupoid called the

path groupoid of A.

REMARK 5.2.8. For any k-graph A there is a natural isomorphism between A
and GE\O) given by = — (z,0,x). Recall the orbit equivalence relation on the unit
space of a groupoid: for a,b € GS?) we write a ~ b if there exists 7 € G, such
that 7(y) = a and s(y) = b. It follows immediately from the definition of the path
groupoid that for z,y € A* we have x ~ y in A if and only if (z,0,2) =~ (y,0,y)
in Gg?). These relations are the same under the isomorphism between A* and Gg?),
so both equivalence relations will simply be denoted by ~. Since the equivalence
class of x € A* under ~ is denoted by [z] we will denote the equivalence class of
(x,0,2) € GS?) under ~ by [(z,0, z)].

Proposition [£.2.9] describes a topology on GG, and describes a homeomorphism
between GE\O) and A*. We will frequently abuse notation by implicitly using this
homeomorphism. In particular the sets aA* will often be considered to be subsets
of Gg?). There is only one issue when implicitly using this homeomorphism: the
range and source of x € A are elements of A? whereas the range and source of
(x,0,z) € G(AO) is (z,0,2) € Gg?). We will thus be careful and use appropriate

subscripts with the range and source maps when the context allows for confusion.
Let A be a k-graph. For (a, 8) € A x5 A define

Z(a, B) = {(az,d(a) —d(B), Bx) € Gp : x € s(a)A*}.
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PROPOSITION 5.2.9 (extension on [32], Proposition 2.8]). Let A be a row-finite
k-graph. The sets {Z(u,v) : (u,v) € A *xs A} form a basis for a locally compact
Hausdorff topology on Gx. With this topology G is a second countable, r-discrete
groupoid in which each Z(u,v) is compact and open. The map from A> onto GS?)
given by x +— (x,0,x) is a homeomorphism and the counting measures form a Haar

system for G.

The only part of this result not in [32] Proposition 2.8] is that the counting
measures form a Haar system for G,. While the proof that the counting measures
form a Haar system should be the same as in [34, Proposition 2.6], the proof in
[34] noted that the range and source maps are local homeomorphisms before using
[51], Proposition 1.2.7, Proposition 1.2.8] to deduce that the counting measures form
a Haar system. There is, however, a problem with [51], Proposition 1.2.7, Proposi-
tion 1.2.8] (see Remark 2.1.20)). To get around this, we can use Proposition 2.1.21]
with the observation in [34] p. 511] that for each o, 8 € A with s(a) = s(f), the
maps 7| z(a,g) and s|z(a,s) are homeomorphisms onto aA* and SA>°, respectively.

The following is an observation by Kumjian and Pask.

LEMMA 5.2.10 ([32, p. 8]). Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without
sources. Then the path groupoid associated to E is isomorphic to the path groupoid

associated to Ag.

DEFINITION 5.2.11 ([32] Definitions 1.5]). Let A be a row-finite k-graph without
sources. A Cuntz-Krieger A-family is a collection {t,, : a € A} of partial isometries
satisfying:

(CK1) {t, : v € A} is a family of mutually orthogonal projections;

(CK2) t,, =t,t, for all p,v € A such that s(u) = r(v);

(CK3) tit, =ty for all p € A; and

(CK4) for all v € A” and n € N* we have t, = > . an talh.
The Cuntz-Krieger higher-rank graph C*-algebra, denoted C*(A), is defined to be
the universal C*-algebra generated by a Cuntz-Krieger A-family {s, : a € A}.

Kumjian and Pask showed that the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of row-finite
higher-rank graphs without sources are a generalisation of the Cuntz-Krieger C*-

algebras of row-finite directed graphs without sourceds:

LEMMA 5.2.12 ([32 Examples 1.7(i)]). Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph
without sources and let Ag be the 1-graph from Example [5.2.3. Then C*(FE) is
isomorphic to C*(Ag).

2This result is in turn generalised to remove the ‘no sources’ condition in Lemma [5.3.2)
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Kumjian and Pask also showed that the path groupoid C*-algebras are faithful
models for the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of row-finite higher-rank graphs without

sources:

LEMMA 5.2.13 (|32, Corollary 3.5]). Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without
sources. Then C*(A) is isomorphic to C*(Gy).

5.3. Row-finite higher-rank graphs that may have sources

In this section we will recall Raeburn, Sims and Yeend’s construction in [48]
of the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebra of a row-finite higher-rank graph that may have
sources. This is unnecessary for readers who are exclusively interested in groupoid
results, however results for this more general class of higher-rank graph algebra will
be proved in Section

For k € P and m,n € N*, we denote by m V n the coordinate-wise maximum of
m and n. In other words, if [ = m V n, then | € N* with /; = max{m,,n;} for each
1 <4 < k. Similarly the coordinate-wise minimum of m and n is denoted by m A n.

Suppose A is a k-graph. For p, v € A, define

A" (1, ) = {(a, B) € A x A s pa = v, d(pua) = d() v d(v)}.

The elements of A™®(u,v) are called the minimal extensions of (u,v). Suppose
v e A A subset D C vA of A is ezhaustive if for every pu € vA there exists v € D
such that A™®(u,v) # (). The set of all finite exhaustive subsets of A are denoted
by FE(A), and we let vFE(A) denote the set {D € FE(A) : D C vA}.

The C*-algebra of a row-finite higher-rank graph without sources was defined
in Definition B.22ZTT1 When A has sources, condition (CK4)) from Definition B.2.1T]
causes problems since vA™ may be non-empty for some values of n and empty for oth-
ers. The following defines the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of row-finite higher-rank
graphs that may have sources. Conditions (CK3) and (CK4l) change substantially
between these definitions so that the new relations are “the right relations for gen-
erating tractable Cuntz-Krieger algebras for which a homomorphism is injective on

the core if and only if it is nonzero at each vertex projection” [48, Remark 2.6].

DEFINITION 5.3.1 (|48, Definition 2.5]@). Let A be a row-finite k-graph. A
Cuntz-Krieger A-family is a collection {t, : a € A} of partial isometries satisfying:

(CK1) {t,:v € A%} is a family of mutually orthogonal projections;
CK2) t,, =t,t, for all u,v € A such that s(u) = r(v);

Iz I K I
(CK3) )ty = D (0 gjeamin(u) talh for all p,v € A; and

3This is presented in [48] for the more general ‘finitely aligned’ class of higher-rank graphs.
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(CK4) [1,ep(ts —tuty) =0 for allv € A and D € vFE(A).

The Cuntz-Krieger higher-rank graph C*-algebra, denoted C*(A), is defined to be
the universal C*-algebra generated by a Cuntz-Krieger A-family {s, : a € A}.

Raeburn Sims and Yeend in [48], Proposition B.1] show that if A is a row-finite
k-graph without sources then the Cuntz-Krieger relations from Definitions B.2.11]
and B.3.1] coincideH, so that the definitions of C*(A) in Definitions 5.2.11] and £.3.1]
are consistent. The next lemma generalises Lemma

LEMMA 5.3.2 (|48, Proposition B.1]). Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph
and let Ag be the 1-graph from Example[5.2.3. Then C*(E) is isomorphic to C*(Ag).

The following example shows that it is possible for C*(Gy) to be substantially
different to C*(A) when A has sources.

EXAMPLE 5.3.3. Suppose A is the 1-graph with the directed graph from Example
as the skeleton. Then C*(G}) is liminal while C*(A) is not.

Proor. In Example it is shown that if E' is the directed graph from Ex-
ample 0.0 then C*(Gg) is liminal while C*(E) is not. The result follows since
Gg = G by Lemma 5210/ and C*(E) = C*(A) by Lemma [5.3.2 O

Raeburn, Sims and Yeend in [48] describe versions of the gauge-invariant unique-
ness theorem and the Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem for row-finite higher-rank

graphs that may have sources.

4They actually showed that the Cuntz-Krieger relations from Definition [E.3.1] coincide with those
relations from [47], Definition 3.3], however this in turn coincides with the relations in Definition
B2 1T when A has no sources.






CHAPTER 6
Categorising higher-rank graphs using the path groupoid

6.1. Liminal and postliminal higher-rank graph algebras

This section establishes characterisations of the row-finite higher-rank graphs
without sources that have liminal and postliminal C*-algebras. In Section we
will will relax the hypothesis to permit higher-rank graphs with sources.

A characterisation of the directed graphs with liminal C*-algebras has been de-
veloped by Ephrem in |22 Theorem 5.5] and characterisations of the directed graphs
with postliminal C*-algebras have been developed by Ephrem in [22] Theorem 7.3]
and by Deicke, Hong and Szymanski in [18, Theorem 2.1]. To achieve [22], Theo-
rem 5.5], Ephrem began by developing a characterisation of the row-finite directed
graphs without sources that have liminal C*-algebras and then used the Drinen-
Tomforde desingularisation (see [21I]) to generalise this result to the arbitrary di-
rected graph case. To characterise the higher-rank graphs with liminal C*-algebras
we follow a similar approach: Theorem characterises the row-finite k-graphs
without sources and with liminal C*-algebras and Theorem generalises this
characterisation to row-finite k-graphs that may have sources. The generalisation
process uses the Farthing-Webster higher-rank graph desourcification that was de-
veloped by Webster in [56] based on Farthing’s [23] (see Section [6.3). At the time
of writing no full desingularisation process exists for higher-rank graphs so our the-
orems will only apply to row-finite higher-rank graphs.

Ephrem’s characterisation [22], Theorem 7.3] of the directed graphs with postlim-
inal C*-algebras followed a similar approach to [22, Theorem 5.5] by first developing
a characterisation for the row-finite directed graphs without sources and then us-
ing the Drinen-Tomforde desingularisation to generalise the result to remove the
‘row-finite’ requirement and permit sources. Again we follow a similar approach:
Theorem characterises the row-finite k-graphs without sources and with lim-
inal C*-algebras and Theorem uses the Farthing-Webster generalisation to
generalise this characterisation to row-finite k-graphs that may have sources.

In Section we will show how, given a row-finite directed graph E, we may
apply Theorems [6.1.4], [6.1.7, and to the 1-graph Ag to obtain character-
isations of the row-finite directed graphs with liminal and postliminal C*-algebras.
We will also show how these characterisations coincide with Ephrem’s from [22].

79
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DEFINITION 6.1.1. Suppose A is a k-graph and x,y € A*°. We say x is frequently
divertable to [y] if for every n € NF there exists z € z(n)A* such that z is shift

equivalent to y.

Suppose A is a 1-graph, v € A and f € A°. If there is exactly one path x in
A* with x(0) = v and z(n,n + 1) = f for some n € N, we denote x by [v, f]*.

EXAMPLE 6.1.2. Suppose A is the 1-graph with skeleton described by the fol-

lowing picture.

Vo v1 v2 V3 Vg € -onn-
I fo I J1 I fa T I3 I fa
uo ui u2 us Ug «— wenn-

Let x,y be the paths in A* such that xz(n) = v, and y(n) = u, for all n € N. Then
x is frequently divertable to [y] but y is not frequently divertable to [z].

To see that x is frequently divertable to [y], fix n € N and note that [v,, f,]> €
x(n)A>® N y]. To see that y is not frequently divertable to [x], observe that the only
path in y(0)A> = uogA> is y, which is not shift equivalent to .

LEMMA 6.1.3. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph and that x,y € A>*°. Then z is

frequently divertable to [y] if and only if x € [y].

PROOF. Suppose x € [y] and fix n € N*. Then every open neighbourhood U
of x intersects [y]. Since x(0,n)A> is an open neighbourhood of z, it follows that
x(0,n)A> intersects [y]. Suppose z € x(0,n)A> N [y]. Then o"(z) € x(n)A> and
0"(z) is shift equivalent to y. Since n was fixed arbitrarily, it follows that z is
frequently divertable to [y].

Now suppose that z is frequently divertable to [y]. Let U be an open neighbour-
hood of x in A®°. Since the sets aA* form a basis of open sets for A>°, there exists
m € N¥ such that x(0,m)A> C U. Since z is frequently divertable to [y], there

exists z € x(m)A> with z shift equivalent to y. Thus
z(0,m)z € z(0,m)A> C U,

and as z € [y], we know that z(0,m)z € [y], so [y] intersects U. It follows that

x € [y] since U is an arbitrarily fixed neighbourhood of x. O

THEOREM 6.1.4. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources and let G be
the associated path groupoid. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) every orbit in G is closed;
(2) for every x € A, every path in A> that is frequently divertable to |x] is

shift equivalent to x; and

(3) C*(A) = C*(G) is liminal.
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Proor. (Il = (@). Suppose (), fix z € A* and suppose y is frequently
divertable to [z]. Then y € [z] by Lemma Since [z] is closed, [x] = [x], so
y € [z], establishing (2).

@ = (@. Fix 2 € A~ and choose y € [z]. Then y is frequently divertable
to [z] by Lemma and it follows from (2) that y € [z]. Thus [z] = [z] and ()
follows by considering the homeomorphism between A>® and G© from Proposition
L2.9

(1) < @). Note that C*(@G) is isomorphic to C*(A) by Lemma 5.2ZT3l Since
the stability subgroups G|, are abelian, they are amenable and C*(G|,) = C’O(§|\x)
is liminal. We can now apply Theorem and Remark E.T.3] which says that

C*(@) is liminal if and only if every orbit in G is closed. O

EXAMPLE 6.1.5. Let A be the 1-graph from Example Let z,y be the
associated paths in A*°, noting that x is not shift equivalent to y. It was shown in
Example that x is frequently divertable to [y], so condition (2]) from Theorem
does not hold and C*(A) is not liminal.

LEMMA 6.1.6. Suppose A is a k-graph and x € A*°. Suppose there exists n €
N* such that every element of x(n)A> that is frequently divertable to [z] is shift
equivalent to x. Then for every y € [x], there exists m € N¥ such that every element

of y(m)A> that is frequently divertable to [x] is shift equivalent to x.

PROOF. Fix y € [z]. Then x ~, y for some a € ZF, so there exists | € N* such
that o!(z) = 0'=%(y). We may increase n if necessary to ensure that n > I. We now

have
zn)=z((n—0)+0) =y((n=1)+(1—a)) =yn—a)

and the result follows since z(n)A* = y(n — a)A>. O

THEOREM 6.1.7. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources and let G be

the associated path groupoid. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) every orbit in G is locally closed;

(2) for every path x € A> there exists n € N¥ such that every path in x(n)A>
that is frequently divertable to |x] is shift equivalent to x; and

(3) C*(A) = C*(G) is postliminal.

Proor. (Il = ([@). Suppose ([I) and fix z € A>®. By () there is an open

U C A* such that [z] = UN|[z]. Then x € U so by the topology on A* there exists
n € N¥ such that #(0,n)A> C U. Suppose y is a path in 2(n)A> that is frequently

divertable to [x]. Then z(0,n)y € [z] by Lemma 613 so z(0,n)y € U N [z] = []
and it follows that y € [z], establishing (2I).
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@) = (@). Fix 2 € A* and suppose there exists n € N* as in (). It follows
from Lemma that for every y € [z], there exists m® € N* such that every
path in y(m®)A> that is frequently divertable to [x] is shift equivalent to z. Let
V' = Uyey(0,m¥)A> and note that [z] C V and that every path in V that is
frequently divertable to [x] is shift equivalent to . We can now use Lemma
to see that V N [z] = [z]. Finally, note that V' is open since each (0, m®)A> is, so
[z] is locally closed.

1) < @). The (@) «— @) argument from Theorem works by using

Theorem and Corollary in place of Theorem and Remark 4. 1.4 [

EXAMPLE 6.1.8. Let A be the 1-graph from Example Then C*(A) is

postliminal.

PROOF. Fix a € A* and let x,y be the paths in A* from Example We
aim to establish condition (2]) from Theorem [6.1.7. That is, for each a € A* we need
to find n € N such that every path in a(n)A* that is frequently divertable to [a] is
shift equivalent to a. We will consider three cases. The first case is when a = 0™ (y)
for some m € N. The only path in a(0)A>® = u,,A*® is a, so a(0)A*°\[a] = (), and
n = 0 will do.

The second case is when a = ¢ (z) for some m € N. Then
A(0)A™\[a] = 0 A\ [a] = {[om o)™ : 1 € N}

and none of these paths are frequently divertable to [a], so n = 0 will do.

The final case is when a = [v,,, fin14]* for some m, [ € N. Then a(l,l+1) = f1
and by observing the graph it can be seen that b := o'*1(a) is the only path in
a(l+ 1)A>. Since b is shift equivalent to a, a(l +1)A>°\[a] = (), so n = [+ 1 will do.

It follows from our consideration of these three cases that condition (2)) from
Theorem holds and so C*(A) is postliminal. O

EXAMPLE 6.1.9. Suppose A is the 1-graph with skeleton described by the fol-
lowing picture. Then C*(A) is not postliminal.

Vo V1 (%) V3 Vg «— -onn-
uo Ul u2 u3 Ug «— -----

PROOF. Let z and y be the paths in A* such that z(n) = v, and y(n) = w,, for
all n € N. We claim that condition (2]) from Theorem does not hold. To see
this, note that for every n € N, there are paths in 2(n)A* = v, A* that are shift
equivalent to y. Each of these paths in x(n)A*> N [y| are frequently divertable to [x]
but not shift equivalent to . Thus condition (2]) from Theorem does not hold
and so C*(A) is not postliminal. O
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6.2. Bounded-trace, Fell, and continuous-trace graph algebras

This section establishes characterisations of row-finite higher-rank graphs with-
out sources that have integrable, Cartan and proper path groupoids. Assuming that
the path groupoids are principal enables us to use the theorems in Section by
Clark, an Huef, Muhly and Williams to provide necessary and sufficient conditions
for the C*-algebras of these higher rank graphs to have bounded trace, to be Fell
and to have continuous trace. Not much generality is lost when we assume that
path groupoids are principal since every integrable path groupoid is principal (see
Lemma [6.2.4)). A later remark, Remark [6.5.14] discusses what the requirement of

having a principal path groupoid means in the directed graph context.

LEMMA 6.2.1. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources. The path
groupoid associated to A is principal if and only if n = 0 whenever a path in A> is

shift equivalent to itself with lag n.

PROOF. The stability subgroups in G are S 0. = {(z,n, ) : x ~, x}. Since a
groupoid is principal if and only if all the stability subgroups are trivial, the result
follows. O

It follows from this lemma that G, is principal if and only if A has no periodic
paths (as defined in [32]). We avoid this notion of ‘periodic paths’ because it can be
misleading when extended to boundary paths as would be required in Section

EXAMPLE 6.2.2. Let A be the unique 2-graph with the following skeleton.

The path groupoid associated to A is not principal: suppose the morphisms in A
corresponding to the solid edges have degree (1,0) and the morphisms corresponding
to the dashed edges have degree (0,1). Let x be the unique path in A with range v.
Then 019 (z) = ¢V (), so = is shift equivalent to itself with lag (1,—1). Lemma

6.2.17] now applies to show that the path groupoid associated to A is not principal.

REMARK 6.2.3. A cycle in a k-graph is a path € A with d(«) # 0 and, for
distinct m,n < d(a), we have a(m) = a(n) if and only if m,n € {0,d(«)}. A
corollary of Lemma is that the path groupoid of a 1-graph is principal if and
only if the 1-graph has no cycles. Example demonstrates that the same is not
true for 2-graphs since no path in that 2-graph has both non-zero degree and equal

range and source.

LEMMA 6.2.4. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources. If G is inte-
grable, then G, 1is principal.
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PROOF. Suppose G = G, is integrable and that x € A* satisfies x ~,, x for
some n € N*. Then there exists p € N* such that o?(z) = 0P "(x). Fix i € N and
letg=pV(p+n)V---V(p+in). Then ¢ — jn > p for every j < i so o%(x) =
o1 (z) = -+ = 67" (z) and @ ~y, 2. We now have {(z, jn,z) : j € N} C Go*7
but this set must be finite since ), is the counting measure on G, and G integrable
implies \,(G"™®™) < co. Thus n = 0 and so G is principal by Lemma G211 OJ

LEMMA 6.2.5. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources. If Gy is prin-
cipal then for every x € A® and V C A®°, the quantity \.(G") is the number of
paths in V' that are shift equivalent to x.

PROOF. Suppose G = G is principal and note that \,(G") is the number of
elements in {(y,n) € V x ZF : y ~, x}. If y ~,, x and y ~,, x for some m,n € Z*,
then (y,m, z) and (y, n, x) are elements of the principal groupoid G with equal range
and source, so m = n. Then \,(G") is the number of elements in {y € V : y ~ x},

as required. O

THEOREM 6.2.6. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources. The follow-
g are equivalent:
(1) Gp is integrable;
(2) Gy is principal, and for every v € A° there exists M € N such that for
any x € A there are at most M paths in A with range v that are shift

equivalent to x; and
(3) G is principal, and C*(A) = C*(GA) has bounded trace.

PROOF. Let G = G,. () = (@)). Suppose () and note that G is principal
by Lemma 624 Fix v € A°. Since G is integrable, sup,c s~ A(G*A™) < 00, so
there exists M € N such that \,(G"A™) < M for every € vA®. Lemma tells
us that the number of elements in vA® that are shift equivalent to x is equal to
A (GP27). We just showed this is less than or equal to M when z € vA®. When
x ¢ vA®> the number of elements in vA> that are shift equivalent to z is still less
than or equal to M since shift equivalence is an equivalence relation: if z is shift
equivalent to y € vA*, every z € vA™ that is shift equivalent to x must also be
shift equivalent to y, and we have already shown that there are at most M of these
paths, establishing (2I).

@) = (). Suppose @) and let N be a compact subset of G(°). Since there is
a natural homeomorphism between G(*) and A given by (z,0, ) — z, we can also
consider N to be a compact subset of A>. We will affix subscripts in an attempt to

minimise potential confusion between the range map of A>* and the range map of

G.
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For every = € N the cylinder set 75 (z)A> is an open neighbourhood of z in A*.
Then N C 75 (N)A® = Uyer, (v)VA™ so, since N is compact and each vA™ is open,
there exists a finite subset V' = {vy,...,v,} of raA(N) so that N C VA>. For every
v € V let M, be the integer M as in (2)). Fix 2 € N and note that Lemma
tells us that \,(G¥A™) is the number of elements in v;A> that are shift equivalent
to x. It follows that \,(GY*™) < M,, for each 1 <i < n. Now

A(GY) < A (GVAT) = A, ( O GviA“) < zn: A (G < zn: M,,.
i=1 =1 =1

We can see that G is integrable since > | M,, is independent of our choice of z € N.

() < @). Lemma says that every integrable path groupoid must be
principal. When G is principal, Theorem says that C*(G) has bounded trace
if and only if G is integrable. The result follows since C*(G) is isomorphic to C*(A)
by Lemma O

The directed graph in the following example occured earlier in Example B.8.1
and was chosen so that the path groupoid would be principal, integrable and not
Cartan. The search for examples of directed graphs with these properties provided

the initial motivation for Chapter

EXAMPLE 6.2.7. Suppose A is the 1-graph with the following skeleton.

Qo a(Jn w0 ol)n
f f I f

Recall that this directed graph previously appeafed in Example B.8.1], where it was
shown that the path groupoid associated to this directed graph exhibits 2-times
convergence. Here we claim that the path groupoid associated to A is principal
and integrable and that C*(A) has bounded trace. First observe that since A has
no cycles, the path groupoid is principal by Remark To see that the rest of
condition (2)) from Theorem holds, note that for any v € A%, there are at most
2 paths in vA* that are shift equivalent to each other. Theorem now shows
that the path groupoid is integrable and C*(A) has bounded trace.

We define the monolithic extension of (o, ) € Axs A by z € s(a)(AUA™) to be
the pair (az, fz) in (A% A) U (A® x A*®). For S C A, define

SA® = U al® ={azx € A*:a € S,z € s(a)A\*},

a€eS

and note that SA* is compact whenever S is finite.



86 6. CATEGORISING HIGHER-RANK GRAPHS USING THE PATH GROUPOID

LEMMA 6.2.8. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources and suppose
that the path groupoid G is principal. Let V be a subset of A°. The following are
equivalent:

(1) Glya= is compact;

(2) there exists a finite ' C A such that, for every x,y € VA with x ~ y, the
pair (z,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair in F x F; and

(3) there exists a finite F C A such that, for every (a,p) € A *s A with
r(a),r(B) € V and every v € s(a)A such that d(v) = Vyerd(n), the pair

(ay, B7) is a monolithic extension of a pair in F X F.

Proor. () = (@). Suppose (). For each ¢ € G|y a~ there exists (n(®), ((?)) €
A *, A such that ¢ € Z(n?, (). Then {Z(n®),(®): ¢ € G|ya~} is an open cover

of the compact set G|y~ and so admits a finite subcover

{Z<n(1)7 C(l))’ Z<77(2)a C(2))’ e Z(n(p)’ C(p))}.

Define F := {nM ¢M n@ ¢@ 5@ (P} and fix ,y € VA™ such that x ~,, y
for some n € Z*. Then (z,n,y) € G|ya= so there exists ¢ such that (z,n,y) €
Z(n\@, ¢@). Tt follows that (z,y) is a monolithic extension of (n'@, (@) € F x F,
establishing (2).

@) = ([@). Suppose F is a finite subset of A as in [2]). Fix (a, f) € A%, A with
r(a),r(8) € V and fix v € s(a)A such that d(v) = V,erd(n). Suppose z € s(y)A>
so that ayz ~g@)—d@) Byz. By (@) there exist n,{ € F such that (ayz, 8vz) is a
monolithic extension of (7, (), so there exists y € s(n)A> such that (avyz, fyz) =
(ny,Cy). Note that d(n),d(¢) < d(v), so we can let ¢ = y(0,d(ay) — d(n)) and
¥ =y(0,d(8y) — d(¢)) and observe that (ay, 87) = (16, C¥).

We claim that ¢ = . To see this, note that since (ayz,5vz) = (ny,y),
we have avz ~guy—dqi) Byvz. We earlier noted that ayz ~ga)—ap) 87z, so both
(ayz,d(n) — d(C), Byz) and (avyz,d(a) — d(5), Byz) are in G. But G is principal
so these elements must be equal since they have equal range and source. Then
d(n) — d(¢) = d(a) — d(8), which implies d(a) + d(x) — d(n) = d(B) + d(») — d(C),
so d(ay) —d(n) = d(Bvy) — d(¢). It now follows that ¢ = 1 by their definition.
Then (ay, 87) = (ng, (p), so (avy, f7) is a monolithic extension of (n,() € F x F,
establishing (3]).

@) = (@M. Suppose F is a finite subset of A as in @) and fix (z,n,y) €
Glyas. Then there exists m € NF such that o™(z) = 0™ "(y). Let a = x(0,m),
B =y(0,m—n), vy =z(mm+ Vyepdn)) and z = o) (z), so that (z,y) =
(ayz, Bvz). By ([B) the pair (ay, 57) is a monolithic extension of some (u,v) € Fx F
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so there exists § € A such that (ay, 8y) = (ud, vd). Then

(w,n,y) € Z(av, B) = Z(ud,v6) C Z(pw,v) € | Z(n,0),
(mQEF*sF
so that Gy~ C Up,o)errZ(1,(). Since each Z(n, ) is compact and F is finite, the
set Ugy,c)ers, rZ (1, ¢) is compact. Since V is finite, the set VA is closed, so G|y~ =
r 1 (VA®) N s HVA™) is a closed subset of the compact set U, c)eps, rZ (1, C), es-
tablishing (). O

REMARK 6.2.9. It was observed in [32, Remarks 2.5] that for a fixed o € A, the
map given by az — x for x € ril(s(a)) induces a homeomorphism between awA>
and s(a)A*. By similar reasoning it can be seen that the map from G|yq)a= to

Glan= where (z,n,y) — (az,n,ay) is a homeomorphism.

THEOREM 6.2.10. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources. The fol-
lowing are equivalent:

(1) Gy is Cartan;

(2) Gy is principal, and for every z € A there exist p € N* and a finite F C A
such that for every x,y € z(p)A> with x ~ vy, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic
extension of a pair in F' X F;

(3) Gy is principal, and for every z € A> there exist p € N¥ and a finite
F C A such that for every (a,8) € A *s A with r(a) = r(B) = z(p) and
every v € s(a)\ with d(vy) = Vyerd(n), the pair (ay, B7) is a monolithic
extension of a pair in F'' X F'; and

(4) Gp is principal, and C*(A) = C*(Gp) is Fell.

PRrROOF OF THEOREM [6.2.T0l Let G = G,. () = ([@). Suppose (). Then
G is integrable and thus principal by [15 Proposition 3.11], [17, Lemma 5.1] and
Lemma [6.24. Since G is Cartan, for every z € G there exists a neighbourhood
N of z in G such that G|y is relatively compact. By considering z to be in A®
and N C A*, the sets 2(0,n)A> for n € N¥ form a neighbourhood basis for z in
A>| so there exists p € N¥ such that z € z(0,p)A>* C N. Since G|,(opa= is a
closed subset of the compact set G—\N, it follows that G|.(opa~= is compact, and so
G|:(p)a= is compact by Remark We now apply Lemma with V = {z(p)}
to establish (2)).

@) = @). Fix 2 € A~ and let p € N* and F' C A be as in ([B). We can now
apply Lemma with V' = {z(p)} to establish (3)).

B) = (M. Fix 2 € A and let p be the element of N¥ as in the statement of
@). By Lemmal6.2.8 we can see that G|, p)a~ is compact, so G|.(g s is compact by



88 6. CATEGORISING HIGHER-RANK GRAPHS USING THE PATH GROUPOID

Remark 6.2.9] and z(0, p)A* is a wandering neighbourhood of x in G¥), establishing
.

@) <= @@). If G is Cartan then G is integrable and thus principal by [15],
Proposition 3.11], [I7, Lemma 5.1] and Lemmal6.24l When G is principal, Theorem
says that C*(G) is Fell if and only if G is Cartan. The result follows since C*(G)
is isomorphic to C*(A) by Lemma [5.2.13 O

EXAMPLE 6.2.11. Let A be the 1-graph from Example 6.2.7 In Example B.81]
it is shown that G, exhibits a sequence with 2-times convergence; if a groupoid
exhibits such a sequence, then it is not Cartan by [17, Lemma 5.1]. Since G, is
principal (Example [6.2.7)), Theorem can be used to deduce that C*(A) is not
Fell. A later result, Theorem [6.5.19] is a simplification of Theorem for the
case of directed graphs that can be used to make the same claims about G, and
C*(A) with a quick observation of the skeleton.

In the next example we will show how, for the 1-graph from Example [6.2.7]
conditions (2) and (@) from Theorem can be used to deduce that C*(A)
is not a Fell algebra. First note that since we are dealing with a 1-graph, we
simplify notation by referring to N instead of N'; then e; will just be 1. As in
the directed graph case, if for v € AY and f € A! there is a unique o € vA with
a(d(a) — 1,d(@)) = f, we denote o by [v, f]*.

EXAMPLE 6.2.12. Suppose that A is the 1-graph from Example Then Gy
is not Cartan and C*(A) is not Fell.

PrRoOOF. We proceed by contradiction. Suppose G5 is Cartan and let z be the
path in A* such that z(q) = v, for every ¢ € N. Then there exist p € N and a finite
F C A as in condition (@) of Theorem B.ZI0. For each ¢ > p, let o = [v,, f,]* and
B9 = [v,, g,]*. Then s(a?) = s(f,) = s(g,) = 5(89), so (a'?, 3@) € A, A. Note
that d(a'?) = d(39). Let v be the path in s(a'?)A with d(v?) = V,cpd(n).

Fix ¢ > p. Then (a(?4@ 3@4@) is a monolithic extension of a pair (n,() €
F x F so there exists 4 € A such that a(@~(@ = ny and 3@~ = (. Now

(1) (d(a(q)) —1, d(a(q))) — @ (d(a(q)) —1, d(a(q)) = f,
and
(Cu)(d(a) = 1,d(a')) = (Cu) (d(B™) = 1,d(57))
= Bd(B') = 1,d(B') = g,

so we must have d(n) > d(«) and d(¢) > d(f8). Then (n,{) must be a monolithic

extension of ('@, 3(@)). Since q was fixed arbitrarily, F' must contain a monolithic
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extension of (a'?, 39) for every ¢ > p. This contradicts our assumption that F is
finite, so it follows that G is not Cartan. Recall from Example that Gy is
principal. Since in addition G, is not Cartan, we can use Theorem to see
that C*(A) is not Fell. O

THEOREM 6.2.13. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph without sources. The fol-
lowing are equivalent:
(1) G is proper;
(2) Gy is principal, and for every finite subset V of A°, there exists a finite
F C A such that, for every x,y € VA® with x ~, y, the pair (z,y) is a
monolithic extension of a pair in F X F;
(3) Gy is principal, and for every finite subset V' of A°, there exists a finite
F C A such that, for every (a,p) € Axy A with r(a),r(5) € V, and
every v € s(a)A with d(y) = Vyerpd(n), the pair (ay, B7) is a monolithic
extension of a pair in F' X F; and

(4) Gp is principal, and C*(A) = C*(GA) has continuous trace.

PROOF. Let G = Gi. (1) = (@). Suppose (). It follows immediately from
the definitions of proper and Cartan that G is Cartan. Then G is integrable and
thus principal by [15] Proposition 3.11], [17, Lemma 5.1] and Lemma [6.2.4 Let V'
be a finite subset of A°. Then VA™ is compact since V is finite. Since G is proper,
it follows that G|ya~ is compact. We can now apply Lemma to establish (2]).

@) = (@) follows immediately from Lemma

@) = (@). Suppose @) and let K be a compact subset of A>*. For every
z € K, the set r(z)A™ is an open neighbourhood of z in A*°. Thus {r(2)A> : z € K}
is an open cover of the compact set K, so there exists a finite set V' C r(K) such
that K C VA*. By (@) and Lemma we can see that G|ya~ is compact. Since
K is compact and G is Hausdorff, K is a closed subset of VA®. Thus G|y =
s (K) Nrg'(K) is a closed subset of the compact set G|yas, so G|k is compact,
establishing ().

) <= (@). If G is proper then G is principal (see (Il = (@)). When
G is principal, Theorem [£.2.7] tells us that C*(G) has continuous trace if and only
if G is proper. The result follows since C*(G) is isomorphic to C*(A) by [32]
Corollary 3.5]. O

6.3. Boundary paths and the Farthing-Webster desourcification

This section begins with Farthing, Muhly and Yeend’s definition of a boundary
path in a higher-rank graph. Given a locally-convex higher-rank graph A, Farthing
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in [23] showed how to construct a locally-convex higher-rank graph with no sources
such that the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebra is Morita equivalent to C*(A). For any
row-finite higher-rank graph A, Webster in [56] modified Farthing’s construction to
produce a row-finite higher-rank graph A with no sources and with C’*(X) Morita
equivalent to C*(A). We call the higher-rank graph A the Farthing- Webster des-
ourcification of A and we will describe its construction in this section. In Section
we will generalise results from Sections and using the Farthing-Webster
desourcification and that the liminal, postliminal, Fell, bounded- and continuous-
trace properties of C*-algebras are preserved under Morita equivalence (Theorem
LTI,
For a k-graph A, define

Wa = {z: Qm — A:m e (NU{oo})¥ zis a k-graph morphism}.

For every map = : Q,, — A in Wy, define d(z) := m. This map d : Wy —
(N U {oo})¥ is called the degree map on W, since it is a natural generalisation
of the degree map d : A — N*°. Recall that on page we defined a shift map
oP : A*® — A= for every p € N¥. There is a natural extension: for each p € N* and
x € Wy with d(x) > p, define oP(x) € Wy by o?(z)(m,n) = xz(m + p,n + p) for

every (m,n) € Qp d()—p-

DEFINITION 6.3.1 ([24], Definition 5.10]). An element x € W} is a boundary path
if for all n € N* with n < d(x) and for all D € x(n)FE(A) there exists m € N¥ such
that z(n,n +m) € D. The set of all boundary paths is denoted by 0A and vOA is
defined to be {z € OA : r(z) = v}.

In [24, Examples 5.11], Farthing, Muhly and Yeend point out that if A is a
row-finite k-graph with no sources, then A = A>*. We can roughly think of the

boundary paths as the paths that are as close as possible to being infinite. Examples
6.3.2] 633 and [6.3.17] describe the boundary paths in various 2-graphs.

EXAMPLE 6.3.2. Consider the 2-graph (2 (3 9) from Example [5.2.4l Then
0,32 = {o € My(32) 1 () = (3,2)}.

PROOF. Fix x € 00y 32y and let v be the path in Qy (39) with range 7(x) and
source (3,2). Then {y} € z(0)FE(Qq,32), so since z is a boundary path there
exists m € N¥ such that x(0,m) = 7. Since (3,2) does not receive any edges, we
must have d(z) = m. Then s(z) = z(m) = s(y) = (3,2).

Fix a € Q32 with s(a) = (3,2). Fix n < d(a) and D € a(n)FE(Qa3,2)-
Since D is exhaustive there exists 3 € D such that A™" (a"(a), ﬁ) is non-empty.
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Let (p,v) € A™(o™(r), ), so that o™(a)p = Bv. We must have p = s(a) since
(3,2) receives no edges, so 0" () = Bv. Then a(n,n+d(3)) = € D, and it follows

that a € 6927(372). n
EXAMPLE 6.3.3. The 2-graph (23 (. 2) has skeleton
(0,2) (1,2) (2,2) (3,2) «— -ooee-
‘ v y }
0,1) «—— (1,1) (2,1) (3,1) «— -ooe-
} v y ‘
(0,0) «— (1,0 (2,0) (3,0) «— -ooee-

and 0y (o0,2) is the set of all 2-graph morphisms x® . 5 (00,2-ps) — 2,(00,2) fOr
p € N2 with p, < 2 such that 2 (m,n) = (m + p,n + p) for all m < n € N¥ with
ny <2 —ps.

PROOF. Let S = {z® : p € N2,p, < 2} and fix z® € S. Fix n € N? with
n < d(z®)) (i.e. with ng <2 —p,), fix D € ) (n)FE(Q,(00,2)) and fix a € D. By
examining the skeleton we can see for any v € 987(0072) and any [ € N? there is at
most one path in v{)y (o 2) With degree [. It follows that a = z®) (n,n + d(a)), SO
z®) ¢ 0 (00,2)-

Now fix y € 9 (0,2 and let p = y(0) € N°. Fix m,n € N* with m < n and
ng < 2—py. Let f = (m+p,n+p) € Q2. Then {B} € y(m)FE(Q(00,2)), SO
y(m,m+d(6)) =y(m,n) = B = (m+p,n+p), and it follows that y = @ € S. O

Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph that may have sources. We will now describe
the Farthing-Webster desourcification A of A. Recall from the first paragraph of
this section that A was first described by Webster in [56] based on Farthing’s [23].
The key property is that C’*(K) is Morita equivalent to C*(A). Define a relation =~
on

Vi = {(z;m) : 2 € 9N, m € N¥}
by: (x;m) = (y;p) if and only if

(V1) x(m A d(:p)) = y(p A d(y)); and

(V2) m—mAd(z)=p—pAd(y).

Define a relation ~ on Py := {(x, (m, n)) cx €A, m<ne Nk} by: (:c; (m, n)) ~
(y; (p, q)) if and only if

(P1) z(m Ad(x),n Ad(z)) =y(pAd(y),q Ad(y));

(P2) m —m Ad(z) =p—pAd(y); and

(P3) n—m=q—np.

Note that =~ and ~ are equivalence relations. Let f/X = V)/ = and ﬁ =
Py/ ~. The class in Vy of (x;m) € Vj is denoted by |z;m] and the class in
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Py of (z;(m,n)) € V, is denoted by |z;(m,n)]. Define 7,35 : Py — Vj by
7(lz; (m,n)]) = |z;m] and 5(|z;(m,n)]) = |az;n]. The following proposition

will be used to define the composition of elements of IDT\

PROPOSITION 6.3.4 ([56, Proposition 4.6]). Suppose that A is a row-finite k-
graph and let |x; (m,n)| and |y; (p,q)] be elements of Py satisfying lz;n] = |y;p].
Let z := z(0,n A d(z))o?y. Then

(1) z € 0A;

(2) mAd(x) =mAd(z) and n ANd(z) =n Ad(z); and

(3) z(mAd(z),n Ad(z)) = z(m Ad(z),n Ad(z)) and y(p Ad(y),q Nd(y)) =
z(nAd(2),(n+q—p) Nd(2)).

For |z;(m,n)|, y; (p,q)] € Py with $(la; (m,n)]) = 7(ly; (p,q)]) and for z €
OA as in Proposition [6.3.4], the equation

Lz; (m,n)] o |y; (p,q)] = [z (m,n+q—p)]

determines a well defined composition o. Define id : V4 — Py by id(lz;m]) =
|; (m,m)|. Then (]37\,{/1,?, §,0,id) is a category by [23] Lemma 2.19]. Define a
map d : Py — NF by d([x; (m,n)J) = n —m. Then A := (E\,f/x,f, §,0,id,d) is
a k-graph without sources by [23, Theorem 2.22]. We call A the Farthing- Webster
desourcification (or just the desourcification) of A and usually simplify notation
by writing r for 7, s for § and omitting the o and id notation. Webster in [56],
Theorem 6.3] shows that if A is row-finite, then A is row-finite and C*(/N\) is Morita
equivalent to C*(A). The Morita equivalence of C*-algebras will be particularly
useful to us since Zettl in [61] and an Huef, Raecburn and Williams in [31] show
that the liminal, postliminal, continous- and bounded-trace, and Fell properties are

preserved by Morita equivalence.

PROPOSITION 6.3.5 ([56, Proposition 4.13]). Suppose that A is a row-finite k-
graph, and that o € A. Then s(a)ON # 0. If z,y € s(a)OA, then ax,ay € A and
laz; (0,d(a))] = lay: (0,d(a))]. There is an injective k-graph morphism v : A — A
such that (o) = |aw; (0,d()) ]| for any a € A and x € s(a)OA.

Define r : OA — o(AY)A>® by k(z)(m,n) = |z:(m,n)| for every z € A and
m,n € NF with m < n. Since A has no sources, we know ON = /N\oo, so k maps the
boundary paths in A into the boundary paths A. The following results show that
every path in OA is shift equivalent to a path in k(0A) and that this map preserves

notions of ‘shift equivalence’ and ‘frequently divertable’.
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LEMMA 6.3.6. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph. Then k : OA — L(AO)T\OO is a
bijection.

PROOF. Suppose k(z) = r(y) for some x,y € OA and fix n € N¥. Then
k(2)(0,n) = K(y)(0,n), and so |z;(0,n)] = |y; (0,n)]. By (PI) we have z(0,n A
d(z)) = y(0,n Ad(y)) and it follows that z = y since n was chosen arbitrarily.

Now fix a € «(A°)A>. In [56] p. 170], Webster describes a map 7 : t(A?)A> —
t(OA). Since m maps into t(OA), there exists © € JA such that w(a) = ¢(x). Now
[56, Lemma 5.3] shows that a(0,n) = |x;(0,n)| for every n € N¥ so a = k(x),
establishing the surjectivity of k. O

LEMMA 6.3.7. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph. If a € A then there exists
z € OA and m € N* such that a = o™ (k(z)).

PROOF. Fix a € A*. By the construction of A there exists y € OA and m € N¥
such that r(a) = [y;m]. Then |y; (0,m)] is a path in A with source r(a) and range in
(A, s0 |y; (0,m)]a € L(A°)A™. Since & is a bijection onto ¢(A°)A* (Lemma G.3.0)
there exists € A such that x(z) = |y; (0,m)]a. We conclude that o™ (k(z)) = a
since d(|y, (0,m)]) = m. O

LEMMA 6.3.8. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph, * € O\ and n € N¥ satisfies
n < d(z). Then o™ (k(x)) = k(o™ (z)).

PROOF. Fix m € N*. It suffices to show that o"(k(x))(0,m) = k(" (2))(0,m).
Now
o™ (k(2))(0,m) = k(z)(n,n+m) = |z; (n,n+m)|
and k(0™(2))(0,m) = [0™(z); (0,m)], so we need to show that |z;(n,n +m)] =
o™ (z); (0,m)]. For (PI), consider
o"(z) (0 Ad(o™(z)),m A d(a”(:p))) =o"(x) (0, mA (d(z) — n))
= :c(n,n +mA (d(z) — n))
=z(nAd(z), (n+m)Ad(z)).

Axiom (P2) follows from n < d(z) and axiom (P3]) is immediate, completing the
proof. O

Suppose A is a k-graph. For z,y € OA and n € ZF, write x ~,, y if there exists
m € N* with m < d(z) A (d(y) +n) such that o™ (z) = o™ "(y).

LEMMA 6.3.9. Suppose A is a k-graph. The relations ~, form an equivalence
relation on OA in that x ~o x, T ~, y = Yy ~_, T and T ~, Y,y ~ 2 —

T ~p 2 for any x,y,z € ON and n,l € ZF.
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PROOF. The assertion that x ~g = for any x € OA is trivial. Suppose x ~, y
and y ~; z for some z,y,z € OA and n,l € N*. Then there exists p € N*¥ with
p < d(z) A (d(y) +n) such that oP(z) = 0 "(y). Then p—n < (d(z) —n) A (d(y) +
n—n) =d(y) A (d(z) —n) and 0 "(y) = oF(z) = o (2), so y ~_, .

To see that © ~,; 2, first observe that there exists ¢ € N* with ¢ < d(y)A(d(z)+
[) such that o(y) = 077'(z). Let t = pV(g+n). Since d(z) = d(y)+n, d(y) = d(z)+,
p < d(z) and ¢ < d(y), we have ¢ < d(z) A (d(z) + n+1). Now p <t < d(z), so
ol(x) = o' "(y). Similarly ¢ < t —n < d(y) gives us o' "(y) = o""""!(2). Thus
ol(x) = o=+ (2) and it follows that = ~,; 2. O

The next lemma shows how shift equivalence passes from a row-finite k-graph to

its desourcification via the map k.

LEMMA 6.3.10. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph, x,y € ON and n € ZF. Then
K(z) ~p k(y) if and only if © ~, y.

PROOF. Suppose & ~,, y. Then there exists m € N* with m < d(z) A (d(y) +n)
such that 0™(z) = 6™ "(y) and so £(0™(z)) = k(6™ "(y)). It follows by Lemma
that o™ (k(z)) = 0™ " (k(y)), s0 K(z) ~y, K(y).

We will now prove the converse. Suppose k(z) ~, k(y) so that there exists
m € NF such that o™ (k(x)) = 6™ " (k(y)). Then r(z)(m) = k(y)(m —n) so (V2)
tells us that m —m A d(z) = (m —n) — (m —n) Ad(y). Let p=m —m Ad(z). We
now claim that (az; (m—p, m)) ~ (y; (m—n—p,m-— n)) To show this, we need to
show that (1)), (P2)) and (P3)) are satisfied. To see ([PII), note that

z((m = p) Ad(x),m A d(z)) = x((m Ad(x)) Ad(x),m A d(x))
z(mAd(z),mAd(z))

((m —n) Ad(y), (m—n) Ad(y)) (by (V)
y( m—n) Ad(y)) Ad(y) nz70Ad(»
((m

m —n —p) Ad(y), (m—n) Ad(y)).

Y

Y
To see (P2), note that

(m—p)—(m—p)Ad(z)=(m—p)— (mAdx)) ANd(z) =m —p—mAd(z)=0

and similarly (m—n—p)—(m—n—p)Ad(y) = 0. Axiom (P3)) follows immediately.

We now know that (z; (m—p,m)) ~ (y; (m—n—p,m—n)), so k(x)(m—p,m) =
k(y)(m —n — p,m —n). Since 0™ (k(z)) = o™ "(k(y)) and k(z)(m — p,m) =
k(y)(m —n —p,m —n), we must have 0™ P (k(z)) = 0™ " P (k(y)). Since m —p =

mAd(z) <d(z)and m—n—p = (m—n)Ad(y) <d(y), we can apply Lemma [6.3.8]
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to see that

k(0™ () = 0™ P (k(x) = o™ " (K(y)) = k(0™ (y))-

Since k is injective by Lemma[6.3.6], it follows that 0™ P(z) = o™ " P(y), s0 & ~, Y,

as required. O

DEFINITION 6.3.11 (J47), Definition 3.9]). A k-graph A is locally conver if, for
allv e A 4,5 € {1,...,k} withi # j, a € vA% and 3 € vA%, the sets s(a)A% and
s(B)A° are non-empty.

In [56], p. 159] Webster points out that A being locally convex equates to its

skeleton not containing any subgraph resembling

B
v
where w receives no solid edges and u receives no dashed edges. The 2-graph €2y (3 9)
from Example £.2.4] is locally convex whereas the 2-graphs from Examples [6.3.16]

and [0.3.17] are not locally convex.

REMARK 6.3.12. It follows immediately from Definition[6.3.1T]that every 1-graph

is locally convex.

DEFINITION 6.3.13 ([48, Definition 2.8]). For a k-graph A, define AS> be the
set of all x € W), where there exists m € N¥ with m < d(z) such that for every
n € N¥ with m < n < d(z) and every 1 < i < k with n; = d(x);, the set x(n)A% is
empty.

The set AS* from Definition is a slight modification of a smaller set
with the same denotation first defined by Raeburn, Sims and Yeend in [47], Defini-
tion 3.14]. This smaller set was defined to be the set of all z € W, such that, for
every n € N¥ with n < d(z) and every 1 < i < k with n; = d(x);, the set z(n)A%
is empty. These two definitions of AS* coincide when A is locally convex. Given
that the main results from [48] require the assumption that A is locally convex,
Raeburn, Sims and Yeend in [48] used this new definition of AS* as an alternative
definition to that found in [47]. Tt turns out that using the [48] definition of AS*®
strengthens some of the main theorems in this thesis. The two definitions of AS>
do not coincide in the 2-graph A from Example

EXAMPLE 6.3.14. Consider the 2-graph (25 (3 9) from Example 5.2.4 Then

Q2§,<()§2) = 0y 32) = {0 € Qy 32 : s(a) = (3,2)}.
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PROOF. We saw that 0€ 32) = {a € Qo (32) : s(o) = (3,2)} in Example 632
Fix z € Qi?@ and note that x(d(:p))ng(m) = 5(2)$25 35y 1s empty for i = 1,2. In
other words, s(x) does not receive any edges. Since the only vertex in €y (39 that
does not receive any edges is (3, 2), it follows that s(z) = (3,2).

Now suppose that a € )y (39) with s(a) = (3,2). Since (3,2) does not receive
any edges,

(3, Q)ng(gg) = S(O‘)ng(&m = a(d(a))ng(M)
is empty for i = 1,2. We can now take m = d(«) to see that a € QQSE’;Q). O
The following proposition by Webster shows that it is not a coincidence that
00 (3.2) = QQS?;Q). Indeed, OA was chosen as a kind of generalisation of AS* and

in [47] Raeburn, Sims and Yeend refer to elements of A=> as ‘boundary paths’,

although here we reserve this term for elements of JA.

PROPOSITION 6.3.15 ([56], Proposition 2.12]). If A is a row-finite k-graph, then
A=® C OA. If in addition A is locally convex, then AS>° = OA.

It is possible to have AS®° = A without A being locally convex:

EXAMPLE 6.3.16. If A is the 2-graph with the following skeleton, then A is not

locally convex and A = A=,

e<--—---—-o

0

The condition A = AS* turns out to be very useful even though the stronger
(in the row-finite context) locally convex condition is often easier to check. The
next example first appeared in Robertson’s honours thesis [54] and is the standard

example of a path that is in A but not in AS>,

EXAMPLE 6.3.17. Let A be the 2-graph with the following skeleton.

. . . 0 —— i
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
v o1 v o2 v z3 v
V0 U1 V2 {7 QR S—

NN NN

The path = z12925 - - - is in A but not in AS®.

PROOF. First suppose that the solid edges have degree (1,0) and the dashed
edges have degree (0,1). Observe that x ¢ AS*: for every m € NF with m < d(z) =
(00,0), we have x(m)A® = v, A®, which is non-empty since v,,, receives an edge
of degree (0,1).
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To see that € IA, fix n € N¥ with n < d(x) and fix D € z(n)FE(A). Since
n < d(z) and d(z) = (00,0), we have ny = 0, so D € v,, FE(A). Suppose there
does not exist m € N¥ such that x(n,n +m) € D. For each integer p > ny, let
a®) = Ty Tpy41 - Tp—1fp. Since D is exhaustive, for each a® there exists P € D
such that A™"(a?), 3()) is non-empty. Now let (u, ) € A™(a®, 3P) for some p,
so that a®y = Py, Since s(alP)) = s(f,) receives no edges, we have y = s(a®),
and so a® = Py, In order for 3P to not be of the form z(n,n + m) for some
m, we must also have v = s(3®)), so that a® = p®). It follows that o?) is in D
for every p, so D is not finite, contradicting D € FE(A). Thus our assumption is

incorrect, so z(n,n +m) € D for some m € N*, and = € 9A. O

The desourcification of the 2-graph A from Example will be described in
Example In Example it will be shown that C*(A) has continuous trace.

LEMMA 6.3.18. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph. If x € AS>®, there exists
n € N¥ with n < d(z) such that for any m € N* with m > n, x(m A d(z))A% = 0
for every i with d(x); < oo. If y € x(m A d(z))OA, then

k(z)(mAd(z),m) = k(y)(0,m —mAd(z)).

PROOF. Since x € A=, there exists n € N¥ with n < d(z) such that for any
l € N¥ and 1 <i < k such that n <[ < d(z) and [; = d(z);, the set x(I)A% is empty.
Increase n so that n; = d(z); for every i with d(x); < oo. Then for every m € N*
with m > n, the set z(m A d(z))A% is empty for every i with d(z); < co.

Fix m € N* such that m > n and suppose y € z(m A d(z))OA. Let z =
z(0,m Ad(x))y. In order to show that x(2)(0,m) = £(2)(0,m), it suffices to show
that 2(0,mAd(z)) = z(0,mAd(z)). By the definition of z, we know z(0, mAd(z)) =
z(0,m A d(z)), so it will suffice to show that m A d(z) = m A d(x).

Suppose m A d(z) # m A d(x). We know by the construction of z that d(z) >

m A d(z), so there exists ¢ such that
(6.3.1) mAd(z) >mAdx)+e;.

Since (m A d(z)), equals m; if d(z); = oo and equals d(x); if d(x); < oo, equation
(6.3.1)) shows that we must have d(z); < co. Now

z(m Ad(z),m Ad(z) + ¢;) € z(m Ad(z)) A%,

but no such path can exist since we know m > n and (m A d(x))j = d(x); implies
z(m Ad(z))AY = 0.
This contradiction shows that n A d(z) = n A d(x), so it follows from the

construction of z that z(0,d(z)) = x(0,d(x)), and we can use this to see that
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k(2)(0,n) = k(2)(0,n). Now y = c™ @) (), s
k(y) (0,m —m Ad(z)) = k(0™ (2)) (0,m — m Ad(z))
oM (15 2))(0,m —m Ad(z)) (by Lemma G.3)
= k(2)(m A d(z),m) = k(z)(m A d(z),m). O

DEFINITION 6.3.19. Suppose A is a k-graph. For z,y € A, we say x is frequently
divertable to [y] if for every n € N¥ with n < d(x) there is a path in x(n)0A that is
shift equivalent to y.

The frequently divertable property is preserved by k:

LEMMA 6.3.20. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph and x,y € OA. Consider

(1) z is frequently divertable to [y]|; and
(2) k(x) is frequently divertable to [k(y)].
Then ) implies (1)) and, if in addition x € AS>, then (I)) implies (2)).

Proor. [2) = (). Suppose ([2) and fix n < d(z). Then there exists a €
k(z)(n)A>® such that a is shift equivalent to x(y). Then r(a) € t(A°) since r(a) =
k(z)(n) and n < d(z). Since k is a bijection onto ((A°)A® (Lemma B.3.6), there
exists z € OA such that a = k(z). Now 7(k(z)) = r(a) = x(x)(n) implies x(z)(0) =
k(x)(n) and since & is injective, r(z) = z(0) = z(n). Thus z € z(n)JA. Since k(z) €
[k(y)], k(2) ~ k(y) and so we know z ~ y by Lemma [6.3.101 Thus z € x(n)0A N [y]
and () follows since n was chosen arbitrarily.

M) = @) assuming z € A=*®. Suppose (I)). Since z € A=, we can let n be the
element of N* as in Lemma [6.3.18. Fix m € N* so that m > n. Since z is frequently
divertable to [y], there exists z € z(m A d(z))OA N [y]. Now

k(2)(0,m —mAd(z)) = k(z)(m A d(z),m),

so o™ M) (1(2)) € k(z)(m)A>. Since z ~ y, g™ M) (k(2)) is shift equivalent
to k(y) by Lemmal6.3.10. Condition (2)) follows since m was chosen to be an arbitrary

element of N¥ with m > n. O

REMARK 6.3.21. Statement (Il) does not imply (2)) in general. To see this,
consider Example Let y be the path of degree (0o, 1) with range vy. Then
x and y are both boundary paths and z is frequently divertable to [y]. But by
examining the desourcification presented in Figure it can be seen that x(z) is
not frequently divertable to [r(y)] since there is no path in £(z)(0,1)A> which is
shift equivalent to x(y).
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6.4. Generalising results with the Farthing-Webster desourcification

Recall from the previous section that if Ais the Farthing-Webster desourcification
of a row-finite k-graph A, then C*(A) is Morita equivalent to C*(A). Since the
liminal, postliminal, Fell, bounded- and continuous- trace properties of C*-algebras
are preserved under Morita equivalence (Theorem [E.1.1T]), the theorems in Sections
and [6.2] which require the k-graph to have no sources, can be applied to A rather
than A in order to determine which of the the liminal, postliminal, Fell, bounded-
and continuous-trace properties are satisfied by C*(A) (the latter three properties
also requiring that the path groupoid associated to A s principal). Rather than
having to consider the desourcification of each k-graph to apply these theorems, the
theorems in this section provide conditions on A that are necessary and sufficient for
the conditions in the theorems in Sections and to hold on K, thus providing

characterisations for row-finite k-graphs that may have sources.

THEOREM 6.4.1. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph and consider the statements

(1) for every x € OA, every path in OA that is frequently divertable to [x] is
shift equivalent to x; and
(2) C*(A) is liminal.
Then (@) implies @) and, if in addition ON = A=, then ([2) implies (D).

PROOF. Suppose (Il). We begin by showing that A satisfies condition @) from
Theorem Fix a € A® and suppose that b € A% is frequently divertable to
[a]. By Lemma there exists 2,y € OA and n,m € N* such that a = o™ (k(z))
and b = 0™ (k(y)). Then s(y) is frequently divertable to [x(z)] and Lemma
shows that y is frequently divertable to [x]. Then y is shift equivalent to x by ().
Lemma now shows us that x(y) is shift equivalent to x(x) and it follows that
b is shift equivalent to a. We have thus shown that A satisfies condition @) from
Theorem BI4, so C*(A) is liminal. Then C*(A) is liminal by Morita equivalence
(p. O2] [56, Theorem 6.3] and [31, Proposition 2]).

Suppose OA = A=*° and that C*(A) is liminal. Fix x € A and suppose y € A
is frequently divertable to [z]. Then k(y) is frequently divertable to [k(z)] by Lemma
We know that A is row-finite and has no sources so, since in addition C* (/~\)
is liminal by Morita equivalence (p. 02, [56], Theorem 6.3] and [31], Proposition 2]),
we can apply Theorem to see that x(x) is shift equivalent to x(y). Lemma
now shows that z is shift equivalent to y, establishing (). O

EXAMPLE 6.4.2. The 2-graph C*-algebra C*(£y,(32)) is liminal: in Example[6.3.2]
we saw that 082y 32) = {a € Q32 : s(a) = (3,2)}, so every path in 0y (3 o) is shift
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M v(z1) v t(z2) M oz M
t(vo) t(v1) t(v2) t(v3)
TN\ W) TN\ BANZER
N N i :

e -0’ ---->e

Figure 6.4.4. The desourcification of the 2-graph from Example

equivalent to every other path in 9€); (39). It follows that (25 (39 satisfies condition

() from Theorem and so C*(€2y,(3,2)) is liminal.

EXAMPLE 6.4.3. Suppose A is the 2-graph from Example [6.3.17. Let = be the
path mentioned in Example[6.3. 17 and, as in Remark[6.3.21] let y be the unique path
in voOA with degree (0o, 1). Since x is frequently divertable to y with x not shift
equivalent to y, it follows that A does not satisfy condition ({l) of Theorem [6.4.1]
The key point is that A # A*>, so we cannot use Theorem to deduce that
C*(A) is not liminal. In fact C*(A) is liminal. To see this, a careful inspection of A
reveals that the skeleton of the desourcification A can be pictured by Figure [6.4.4
We can see that A satisfies condition () from Theorem or condition (2)) from
Theorem 614}, so C*(A) is liminal. Then C*(A) is liminal by Morita equivalence
(p. @2 [56, Theorem 6.3] and [31], Proposition 2]). In fact, C*(A) has continuous

trace, and is thus liminal, by Theorem [6.4.1T]

THEOREM 6.4.5. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph and consider the statements
(1) for every x € OA there exists n € N¥ with n < d(z) such that every path in
x(n)OA that is frequently divertable to [x] is shift equivalent to x; and
(2) C*(A) is postliminal.
Then (@) implies @) and, if in addition OA = A=, then () implies (D).
PROOF. Suppose (). We will first show that condition (2)) from Theorem
holds for the desourcification A of A. Fix a € A*. By Lemma there exists

z € OA and m € N¥ such that a = 0™ (k(z)). By () there exists n € N* such that
every path in x(n)0A that is frequently divertable to [z] is shift equivalent to .
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Now suppose b € a(n)A™ is frequently divertable to [a]. Note that a(n) =
k(x)(m + n). Since n < d(z), k(z)(n) € k(A%), and there exists y € z(n)dA
such that x(y) = k(z)(n,n + m)b. Note that ™ (k(y)) = b. Since b is frequently
divertable to [a], 0™ (k(y)) is frequently divertable to [x(z)] and it follows that (y)
is frequently divertable to [k(z)]. Now y is frequently divertable to [x] by Lemma
and, since in addition y € z(n)0A, y is shift equivalent to z. Lemma
now shows that x(y) is shift equivalent to k(z), so b is shift equivalent to a, and
condition () from Theorem holds for A. We can now apply Theorem to
see that C*(A) is postliminal and so C*(A) is postliminal by Morita equivalence (p.
02, [56, Theorem 6.3] and [31] Proposition 2]).

Now suppose A = A=*_ suppose that (2) holds, and fix x € OA. Let n be
the element of N* as in Lemma We know C*(A) is postliminal by Morita
equivalence (p. 02 [56], Theorem 6.3] and [31], Proposition 2]), so we can apply
Theorem to see that there exists m € N¥ such that every path in r(z)(m)A>
that is frequently divertable to [k(x)] is shift equivalent to k(z). We may increase
m to ensure that m > n while preserving this defining property. Suppose y €
z(mAd(x))OA is frequently divertable to [z]. Then x(y), and hence o™ ™) (k(y)),
is frequently divertable to [k(z)] by Lemma [6.3.20. Since k(y) € k(x) (m/\d(x))/N\oo,

it follows from Lemma that
o™ M) (k(y)) € k() (m)A>,

and so o™ ™) (k(y)) is shift equivalent to (x) by our choice of m. Then (y) is

shift equivalent to k(z), so y is shift equivalent to x by Lemma [6.3.10] establishing

@. O

We will now use the results from Section [6.2] to describe when row-finite k-graphs
which may have sources have C*-algebras that have bounded trace, are Fell, and have
continous trace, respectively. The results in Section require the path groupoid
to be principal, but here we will instead require that the path groupoid associated
to the desourcification is principal. The following lemma describes precisely when

this is the case.

LEMMA 6.4.6. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph. The path groupoid associated
to the desourcification A of A is principal if and only if m = 0 whenever a path in

ONA s shift equivalent to itself with lag m.

PROOF. Suppose the path groupoid associated to A is principal and suppose
T ~p, « for some x € OA and m € Z*. Then k(x) ~,, x(z) by Lemma E3.10, and

hence m = 0.
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Now suppose that m = 0 whenever a path in JA is shift equivalent to itself with
lag m. Suppose a € A> satisfies a ~m a for some m € ZF. By Lemma there
exists [ € N¥ and z € OA such that a = o' (k(z)). Then o' (k(z)) ~, o' (k(z)), so
k(x) ~p, k(z) and © ~,, by Lemma Then m = 0 by our assumption so
path groupoid associated to A is principal by Lemma O

THEOREM 6.4.7. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph such that n = 0 whenever a
path in ON is shift equivalent to itself with lag n. Then C*(A) has bounded trace if
and only if for every v € A° there exists M € N such that for every x € A there

are at most M paths in O\ with range v that are shift equivalent to x.

PROOF. Suppose C*(A) has bounded trace and fix v € A°. Then C*(A) has
bounded trace since this property is preserved by Morita equivalence (see [31l, Propo-
sition 7]). Since in addition A has no sources, by Theorem [6.2.6 there exists M € N*
such that for every a € A® there are at most M paths in A with range t(v) that
are shift equivalent to a. Fix x € 0A and let S be the set of all paths in JA that
are shift equivalent to x and have range v. Then every path in x(5) is shift equiv-
alent to k(z) by Lemma In addition, for every y € S we have r(y) = v,
so r(k(y)) = ¢(v), and £(S) has at most M elements by our earlier application of
Theorem Since k is injective by Lemma [6.3.6] we may conclude that S has at
most M elements.

We now prove the converse. Suppose that for every v € A° there exists M, € N
as in the statement of the theorem. Fix u € A By the construction of K, there
exists y € OA and n € N* such that u = k(y)(n). Fix a € A*. By Lemma
we may assume without loss of generality that a = k(z) for some = € OA. Let
S be the set of all paths in A with range r(y) that are shift equivalent to = and
let T be the set of all paths in A with range u that are shift equivalent to K(x).
Fix b € T. Then s(y)(0,n)b € 1(A°)A™ so, since & is a bijection onto t(A?)A>
(Lemma [6:3.6), there exists z € OA such that x(y)(0,n)b = k(z). Furthermore
since b € T, we have b ~ k(x), so both x(y)(0,m)b and k(z) are shift equivalent
to k(z). Now r(k(y)(0,m)b) = ¢(r(y)), so {k(y)(0,m)b : b € T} C k(S). Since
T and {k(y)(0,m)b : b € T} have the same number of elements, and since x is
injective (Lemma [6.3.8]), we have #T' < #r(S) = #S5 < M, (). We arbitrarily fixed
u € /~\0, so condition (2]) of Theorem holds by taking M = M, ,. Since A has
no sources, Theorem now implies that C’*(K) has bounded trace, and it follows
that C*(A) has bounded trace by Morita equivalence (p. 02] [56, Theorem 6.3] and
[31] Proposition 7]). O
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LEMMA 6.4.8. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph and W C AO s finite. For
each w € W, suppose 2) € OA and n™ € NF satisfy w = k(™)) (n™)). Let
V = {r(z™) :w € W}. If there exists a finite F C A such that for every z,y € VOA
with x ~ y, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair in F' x F, then there
exists a finite E C A such that for every (a,b) € WA™ with a ~ b, the pair (a,b) is

a monolithic extension of a pair in E X E.

PROOF. Suppose F' is a finite subset of A as in the statement of the Lemma.
Let N = Vyewn™) and define

= {0 (19,600 € Fowve Wi e )R}

noting that E is finite since F' and W are finite and A is row-finite. Fix a,be WA
with a ~ b, let

¢ = k(27N 0,n@)) and ¢ = k(2 (0, nOD).

Then ¢a, b € o(V)A™ so, since & is a bijection onto ¢(A°)A* (Lemma [6.3.6), there
exist x,y € VOA such that x(x) = ¢a and k(y) = 1b. Since a ~ b, we have
x ~ y by Lemma By our assumption there exist n,({ € F such that (z,y)
is a monolithic extension of (1, (). Then (k(z),x(y)) is a monolithic extension of
(¢«(n),e(¢)). Let 6 = r(x)(d(n),d(n) + N), so that (:‘i(l’), k(y)) = (¢a,vb) is a
monolithic extension of (¢(n)d,¢(¢)d) with d(u(n)d) > n"(@) = d(¢) and d(.(¢)d) >

(r(b)) = d(1)). Then (a,b) is a monolithic extension of
((L(n)5) (n, d(e(m)9) ) (:(¢)8) (n®, d(L(g)a))) € ExE. O

LEMMA 6.4.9. Let A be a row-finite k-graph and suppose that (k(z), 5(y)) is a
monolithic extension of (k(f)(0,m), x(g)(0,n)) for some z,y, f,g € OA and m,n €
N¥. Then (z,y) is a monolithic extension of (f(0,m A d(f)),g(0,nAd(g))).

PROOF. We have 0™ (k(z)) = 0" (k(y)), so k(x)(m) = £(y)(n) and by (V1) and
(V2) we can see that z(m A d(z)) = y(n/\d( )) and m —m Ad(z) =n—nAd(y).
This is enough to show that x(z (m A d(z ) = /{(y)(n Ad(y), n) by considering
(P1), (P2) and (P3). Thus am/\d(ﬂﬁ)( (x )) = a"’\d(y) (k(y)), and so k(o™ W) (z)) =
k(o™ (y)) by LemmaB.38 For every p € N*¥ we now have x(0™"*)(2))(0, p) =

k(™) (y)) (0, p), so

O_m/\d(a:)(x) (O,p/\d(crm/\d(x)(x)» _ On/\d(y)( )(O p/\d( nAd(y) (y))),
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and it follows that o™ (z) = ¢™"W)(y). Since k(x)(0,m) = k(f)(0,m), we have

z(0,mAd(z)) = f(0,mAd(f)) by (PI) and similarly y (0, nAd(y)) = g(0,nAd(g)).
The result follows. 0

THEOREM 6.4.10. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph such that m = 0 whenever
a path in OA is shift equivalent to itself with lag m. Then C*(A) is Fell if for every
z € ON there exist p € N*¥ with p < d(2) and a finite F C A such that for any
x,y € z(p)OAN with x ~ y, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair in
F x F. The converse is true if OA = AS°.

PROOF. We will first show that C*(A) is Fell by showing that A satisfies con-
dition (@) of Theorem 210 Fix a € A®. By Lemma there exist z € OA
and m € N* such that @ = 0™ (k(z)). Let p € N* and F' C A be as in the hy-
pothesis when applied to z. Let W = {x(z)(m V p)} and V = {z(p)}. By noting
that W = {k(c?(2))(m V p—p)} by Lemma and that V = {r(o?(z))}, we
can apply Lemma to see that there exists a finite £ C A such that for any
b,c € WA™ with b ~ ¢, the pair (b, ¢) is a monolithic extension of a pair in F x E.
Since Lemma gives us

R(07(2)) (mV p — p) = £(=)(m V p) = 0™ ((2)) (m V p — m) = a(m V p— m),

we can see that W = {a(m V p —m)} and thus that A satisfies condition (@) of
Theorem B2ZI0 As we also know that A has no sources, C* (K) is Fell by Theorem
Then C*(A) is Fell by Morita equivalence (p. B2 [56 Theorem 6.3] and [31],
Corollary 14]).

We now prove the converse. Suppose OA = A=® C*(A) is Fell and fix z € A.
Since OA = A=, by Lemma there exists p € N* with p < d(z) such that for
any ¢ € N¥ with ¢ > p and x € z(q A d(x))@/\,

(6.4.1) k() (g Nd(2),q) = w(2) (0,9 — g A d(2)).

We know C*(A) is Fell by Morita equivalence (p. 02 [56, Theorem 6.3] and [31],
Corollary 14]). Since in addition A has no sources, Theorem can be used
to see that for the path o” (/@(z)) € A there exists | € N¥ and a finite £ C A
that satisfy condition (2] from Theorem 6210 Let m = p 4+ [. Then for every
a,b € k(z)(m)A>® with a ~ b, the pair (a,b) is a monolithic extension of a pair in
ExE. Let n =mAd(z) and define A = {k(z)(n,m)n : n € E}, noting that A C A.
By the constuction of A, for every v € t(A%) we can choose t0) € QA such that
v = k(t")(0,d(7)). Let

F= {t<¢> (0,d(¢) A d(t?)) : ¢ € A}.
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Fix 2,y € 2(n)OA such that z ~ y. Then k(z),k(y) € r(2)(n)A>® with
k(z) ~ k(y) by Lemma G310, so o™ " (k(x)), 0™ " (k(y)) € k(2)(m)A>® with
o™ "(k(z)) ~ o™ "(k(y)). By the earlier use of Theorem G210, there exists
n,¢ € E such that (am_" (k(z)), o™ (m(y))) is a monolithic extension of (7, ().
Let v = k(2)(n,m)n and § = k(z)(n,m)(, so that v,§ € A. Since n = m A d(z), by

(6:41)) we have
r()(0,m —n) = r(y)(0,m —n) = K(2)(n, m),

so (k(z),k(y)) is a monolithic extension of (v, d). Recall that v = x(z()(0,d(v))
and § = £(2¥)(0,d(0)). Lemma can now be applied to see that (z,y) is a

monolithic extension of
(z(” (0,d(~) A d(z), 29 (0, d(5) A d(z@))) €FxF 0

THEOREM 6.4.11. Suppose A is a row-finite k-graph such that m = 0 whenever
a path in ON is shift equivalent to itself with lag m. Then C*(A) has continuous
trace if and only if for every finite subset V of A° there exists a finite F C A such
that for every x,y € VOAN with x ~ y, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic extension of a
pair in F' X F.

PROOF. Suppose that for every finite V' C A° there exists a finite F' C A as in
the statement of the theorem. Let W be a finite subset of A°. For every w € W there
exist y™) € OA and m™) € NF such that w = k(y™)(m™)). Let V = {r(y™)) : w €
W}. By our assumption there exists a finite ' C A such that for every x,y € VOA
with x ~ y, the pair (z,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair in F' x F. Lemma
can now be applied to see that there exists a finite £ C A such that for every
a,be WA with a ~ b, the pair (a, b) is a monolithic extension of a pair in £ x E.
Then condition (2]) of Theorem holds so, since in addition A has no sources,
C*(A) has continuous trace by Theorem B2.13 It follows that C*(A) has continuous
trace by Morita equivalence (p. 02 [56, Theorem 6.3] and [31], Proposition 7]).

Now suppose C*(A) has continuous trace and choose a finite V' C A°. Then
C*(A) has continuous trace by Morita equivalence (p. B2, [56, Theorem 6.3] and
[31, Proposition 7]). We also know A has no sources, so by Theorem there
exists a finite £ C A such that for any a,b € o(V)A® with a ~ b, the pair (a,b) is a
monolithic extension of a pair in E x E. For every v € 1(A°)A we choose 20 € A
such that v = £(z)(0,d(7)). Let

F = {z(“) (0, d(p) A d(z(“))) :uE€ E}
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Fix 2,y € VOA with z ~ y. Then x(z), k(y) € o«(V)A® with x(z) ~ k(y) by
Lemma 6310, so (x(z),x(y)) is a monolithic extension of some (u,v) € E x E.
Since p = r(2")(0,d(u)) and v = £(2))(0,d(v)), we can apply Lemma to

see that (x,y) is a monolithic extension of
(5490, A ). 290, 00) A () ) € F x :

EXAMPLE 6.4.12. The Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras generated by the 2-graphs
from Examples [6.3.3] and have continuous trace by Theorem [6.4.11
To see this, in each of these cases the condition in the Theorem can be satisfied by
taking F' = V for every finite subset V of A°.

6.5. Special case: directed graphs

In this section we will state the main results from Sections [6.1], and for
the special case of directed graphs. We will also state alternative conditions that
characterise the row-finite directed graphs that are postliminal, liminal, Fell, and
have continuous trace.

A characterisation of liminal directed graph C*-algebras has previously been de-
veloped by Ephrem in [22] Theorem 5.5]. Similarly, characterisations of postliminal
directed graph C*-algebras have been developed by Ephrem in [22] Theorem 7.3]
and by Deicke, Hong and Szymarnski in [18, Theorem 2.1]. We reconcile our re-
sults with Ephrem’s in Remark and Remark below. Unlike the results
presented here, both Ephrem’s and Deicke, Hong and Szymanski’s results may be
applied to directed graphs that are not row-finite. This shortcoming will be largely
overcome by showing that the conditions presented in this section are equivalent to
Ephrem’s.

In developing his characterisation of directed graphs with liminal C*-algebras,
Ephrem started by developing a characterisation [22, Theorem 3.10] of the row-
finite directed graphs without sources and with liminal C*-algebras before using the
Drinen-Tomforde desingularisation to remove the row-finite and no sources hypothe-
sis in [22] Theorem 5.5]. Our approach is similar through the use of the higher-rank
graph Farthing-Webster desourcification in Section The characterisations of di-
rected graphs with postliminal C*-algebras in Theorem and [22] Theorem 7.3]
follow similar approaches.

Recall the definition of a directed graph and the associated path groupoid from
Section 2.4 and the overview of the Cuntz-Krieger C*-algebras of row-finite directed
graphs from Section [5.Jl For a directed graph E we can consider £ = A%. Recall
the definition of the boundary paths A of a k-graph A from Section Since
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every 1-graph is locally convex (Remark [6.3.12)), after assuming that F is row-finite
we have OAp = AS™ by Proposition B3.15 By the definition of A< (Definition
B.3.13) we can consider ES® = A3, so that Ap = E<*. Recall that Lemmas
[£.2.10 and tell us that Gg = G, and C*(E) = C*(Ag), respectively.
Suppose 7 is a path in a directed graph with r(n) = s(n). For each p € P define

p

n’ =

——

p—times

and define 7> to be the infinite path nnn---. For any path x € E* U E*, define
FP(x):={y € E":v=x(m,n) for some m,n € N},

so that FP(z) can be thought of as the set of all finite paths that appear in x.
We will frequently abuse notation by talking about paths as if they are sets; when
we refer to elements of x, we really mean elements of FP(x). For example, by the

statement “there are no cycles in 7, we really mean “there are no cycles in FP(x)”.

DEFINITION 6.5.1. For a directed graph E and for z,y € E<®°, we say x is
frequently divertable to [y] if for every n € N with n < |z| there is a path in
x(n)E=> that is shift equivalent to y.

From the above observations that £ = A% and E<* = JAg, we can see that
this notion of a frequently divertable path in E=* is consistent with the notions
of frequently divertable infinite paths and boundary paths in higher-rank graphs as
introduced in Definitions and [6.3.19

THEOREM 6.5.2. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph. The following are

equivalent:
(1) for every x € E=*, every path in E> that is frequently divertable to |x] is
shift equivalent to x;
(2) for every x € E=* there are finitely many paths in r(x)ES> that are shift
equivalent to x; and
(3) C*(E) is liminal.
If in addition E has no sources, the following are also equivalent to the preceding:
(4) every orbit in Gg) is closed; and
(5) C*(GE) is liminal.

REMARK 6.5.3. Condition (Z) is very similar to Ephrem’s condition from [22]
Theorem 5.5]. Tt is a straightforward task to show that these conditions are equiv-

alent.
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The following two lemmas are used in the proof of Theorem [6.5.2] to establish
the equivalence of (Il) and (2)).

LEMMA 6.5.4. Suppose E is a directed graph and that x € E* is a path that
does not contain a cycle and that has at least two elements in x(n)E> N [x] for each
n € N. Then for each m € N there is a path in x(m)E> that is frequently divertable

to [x] but not shift equivalent to x.

PROOF. Fix m € N and let py = 0. Choose (V) € x(m)E> N [z] with () # .
Since 2 ~ z there exist p;, ¢ € N with o?!(2) = o (2). Let vV = 21(0, ¢).
Since z(!) # 2 we must have ") # 2(0,p;). Now choose 22 € z(p;)E> N [7]
with 2(2) # oP1(x). Since 2z ~ oPi(z) there exist ps,qo € N with py > p; such
that oP2(z) = 02(2®). Let v® = 2(0,¢,). Since z? # oP2(x) we must have
¥ £ x(py,ps). By continuing in this manner we can see that there is a strictly
increasing sequence pg, p1, P, - .. in N and a sequence v, in E* such that
r(y) = x(pi1), s(v9) = x(ps) and 4 # x(piy,p;) for i = 1,2,....

Let y be the path /(M4 ... in 2(m)E>. To show that y = =, first fix a,b € N.
We need to show that o%(x) # o(y). Since y = YWy ... we may increase a,b
if necessary to ensure that o®(y) = vWyU+ ... for some j € P. If z(a) # y(b) it
follows immediately that o®(x) # o°(y) so we may assume that z(a) = y(b). Then
z(a) = y(b) = r(v\)) = z(p;_1), so a = p;_; since = does not contain a cycle.

If pj — pj—1 = ||, then

o (2)(0,pj—pj—1) = 0" (2)(0,p; — pj—1) = 2(pj-1,D;)
# 9 = o (y)(0, YY) = o"(y)(0, p; — pj-1),

so a¥(y) # o%(x). If p; —pj1 # |v0)| and ¢®(y) = 0%(x), we must have

2(pj-1+ W) = 2la+ W) = yb+ W) = s(4V) = 2(p))-

This is not possible when p; — p;_; # |vU)| since  does not contain a cycle. We
have thus shown that y is not shift equivalent to . That y is frequently divertable

to [x] follows immediately from (7)) being in x for each i. O

LEMMA 6.5.5. Let E be a directed graph. Suppose that for every x € E<™, every
path in E* that is frequently divertable to [x] is shift equivalent to x. Then no cycle

i E has an entry.

PROOF. Suppose « is a cycle in E with an entry f € E'. We may assume that
r(a) = s(a) = r(f). If there is a path v € E* with r(v) = s(f) and s(y) = r(f)
then let x = (vf)>; otherwise let z be any path in s(f)E=°. The path o> in E>
is then frequently divertable to [x] but not shift equivalent to . O
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Proor oF THEOREM [6.5.21 (I) = ([2). Suppose () does not hold; we aim
to show that () does not hold. If F contains a cycle with an entry then (II) does
not hold by Lemma [6.5.5; from here on we may assume that no cycle in £ has an
entry. Since (2) does not hold there is a path z € E=<* such that r(z)E=<* N [z] is
infinite. Since F is row-finite, there are only finitely many edges with range r(z) and
so there exists y; € r(z)E! such that s(y;)E=%° N [z] is infinite. There then exists
Yo € s(y1)E" such that s(y2) ES* N [z] is infinite. By repeating this observation we
can see that there is a path y = y1y2y3 - - - in E* such that y(n) E=*° N [z] is infinite
for each n € N. Note that y is frequently divertable to [x] so that if y is not shift
equivalent to x then ([Il) does not hold and we are done.

Suppose y is shift equivalent to . Then y(n)E<® N [z] = y(n)E=>® N [y] is
infinite for all n € N. We know y € E*, so E=® N [y] = E* N [y] and thus
y(n)E=* N [y] = y(n)E>® N [y] for each n € N. If y contains a cycle a then there
exists m € N with y(m, m + |a|) = « and since no cycle in E has an entry, it
follows that y = y(0, m)a™. Then the only path in y(m)E> is a*, so y(m)E> N [y]
is finite. It follows from this contradiction that y does not contain a cycle. By
applying Lemma to y we can see that there is a path z in y(0)E> that is
frequently divertable to [y] but not shift equivalent to [y]. Since x is shift equivalent
to y, it follows that z is frequently divertable to [x] but not shift equivalent to z, so
(@) does not hold.

@) = (). Suppose @), fix x € E=* and suppose y € E> is frequently
divertable to [z]. Then for every n € N there exists 2" € y(n)E<>® with 2™ ~
z. By (@) there are finitely many paths in 7(2()E=<* = y(0)E<> that are shift
equivalent to (¥ (and thus shift equivalent to ). Then {y(0,n)2™ : n € N} is finite
so there must exist a strictly increasing sequence ny,no, ... such that y(0,n;)z(™) =
y(0,7m,)2("2) = ... But then each of these paths y(0,n;)z™) must equal y and so y
is shift equivalent to x, establishing ().

@ = @). Suppose (@) and recall that E<* = A3™ = dAp. Applying Theorem
to the 1-graph Ag shows that C*(E) is liminal if

(6.5.1) for every & € E<*, every path in E<* that is frequently divertable to [x]
is shift equivalent to x.

To show that holds, first fix 2 € E<* and suppose that y € E=* is frequently

divertable to [z]. If y € E* then it follows immediately from (Il) that y ~ .

Suppose y € ES*\E>. Since y is frequently divertable to [z], the only path in

y(|y|) E=>, namely y(|y|), must be shift equivalent to x. Then y is shift equivalent
to x, so (G.5.]) holds and C*(E) is liminal by Theorem [6.4.1]
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@) = ([@). Suppose ([@)). Since C*(E) is liminal, Theorem tell us that
(6.5.1)) holds and () follows immediately.

Now suppose that F has no sources. Then () and (Bl are equivalent since
C*(E) is isomorphic to C*(Gg) by Proposition (.14l Since G is isomorphic to
Gy, by Lemma [(.2.10] we can apply Theorem to the 1-graph Ag to establish
the equivalence of () and (H). O

The following is an immediate corollary of Theorem [6.5.2] and Lemma [6.5.5]

COROLLARY 6.5.6. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph. If C*(FE) is liminal

then no cycle in E has an entry.

EXAMPLE 6.5.7. Recall that in Example it was claimed that if F is the
following directed graph, then C*(Gg) is liminal while C*(E) is not.

ot
To see this, first note that C*(F) is not liminal by Corollary Let F' be the

directed graph obtained by removing f and v from E. Then Gg = G and, since F
has no sources, C*(Gr) = C*(Gg) is liminal by Theorem

THEOREM 6.5.8. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph. The following are
equivalent:
(1) for every path x € E* there exists n € N such that every path in x(n)E>
that is frequently divertable to |x] is shift equivalent to x;
(2) for every x € E™ there exists n € N such that the only path in x(n)E>
that is shift equivalent to x is oc™(x); and
(3) C*(E) is postliminal.
If in addition E has no sources, the following are also equivalent to the preceding:
(4) every orbit in Gg) is locally closed; and
(5) C*(GE) is postliminal.

Condition (2) is similar to the condition in Ephrem’s [22] Theorem 7.3]. We will
show that these conditions are equivalent in Remark [6.5.12] The proof of Theorem
6.5.8 uses the following three lemmas to establish the equivalence of () and (2)).

LEMMA 6.5.9. Let E be a directed graph. Suppose that for every x € E> there
exists n € N such that every path in x(n)E> that is frequently divertable to [x] is

shift equivalent to x. Then no entry to a cycle is in a cycle.

PROOF. Suppose f € E' is an entry to a cycle o and that f is in a cycle 8; we

may assume that f; = f. Let x = @ and fix n € N. Since r(f) is a vertex in «,
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there is a path n € E* with r(n) = x(n) and s(n) = r(f). Let y be the path nf> in
x(n)E>. Since the edge f is in y but not in x, the path y cannot equal ¢"(x) and
the result follows. U

LEMMA 6.5.10. Suppose E is a directed graph such that no entry to a cycle is in
a cycle. If n € E* is of non-zero length and has r(n) = s(n), then there is a cycle «
such that n = o® for some p € P.

PROOF. Let 3 be a shortest path in n with r(8) = s(f). Suppose s(n) is not
in 8. Then there exists ¢ € [P such that n, is an entry to the cycle 5. But then
n(q, |n))n(0,q — 1) is a path in E* with range s(n,) and source r(n,), so 7, must be
in a cycle. This contradicts the hypothesis, so no such entry 7, exists and s(n) must
be in 5. Since s(n) is in [ there exists n € N such that 5(n) = s(n). Let a be the
cycle B(n,|5])5(0,n), noting that r(a) = s(a) = s(n) = r(n).

Now choose p € P with p > |n|/|a|. We now claim that a”(0,|n|) = 7. Suppose
not. Then there is a smallest ¢ € P with o # n,. Then 7, is an entry to the
cycle a, which we earlier showed is not possible by the hypothesis since 7, is in a
cycle. Thus o®(0, |n|) = n, establishing the claim. Since s(a) = s(n) = o?(|n|) and
a(n) = s(«) only when n = || or n = 0, we can reduce p if necessary to conclude
that n = ao”. O

LEMMA 6.5.11. Suppose E is a directed graph such that no entry to a cycle is in
a cycle. Suppose further that there is a path x € E* such that there is more than
one element in x(n)E> N |x] for each n € N. Then there is a path y € E* that does

not contain a cycle and has more than one element in y(n)E>~ N[y| for each n € N.

PROOF. Suppose there exists v € E° such that v = z(n) for infinitely many
n € N. If m is an integer with z(m) = v, then by Lemma there is a cycle
a in E such that z = x(0,m)a*. Then z(m)E> N [z] can only have one element
since otherwise there would need to be an entry to « that is on a path that is shift
equivalent to a®°, which is not possible by the hypothesis. It follows that, for every
v € E°, there are only finitely many n € N with x(n) = v.

If there exists n € N such that ¢”(z) contains no cycles then we can take y =
0"(x). For the remainder of this proof we may assume that no such n exists. We
will construct a path y € F* as in the statement of this lemma by removing the
cycles from z. We begin by defining two sequences {m;},{n;} in N. Let m; be
the smallest integer such that x(mq) = x(n) for some n > m;. Then let n; be the
largest integer such that xz(n;) = z(my). Define my,ny similarly: let ms be the
largest integer greater than ny such that x(my) = x(n) for some n > my, and let

ny be the greatest integer with z(ny) = x(m2). In this manner we may continue
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defining m; and n; for ¢« = 3,4, ... so that each m; is the smallest integer greater
than n;_y with z(m;) = z(n) for some n > m;, and each n; is the largest integer
with z(n;) = x(m;).

Let y = z(ny, mg)z(ng, mg)x(ns, my)---. We claim that y contains no cycles.
Fix p € N. It suffices to show that y(p) # y(q) for each ¢ > p. By the definition
of y there must exist [ € N and ¢ € P such that n,_; <1 < m; and z(l) = y(p).
We consider two cases: when n;,_1 < | < m; and when n;_; = [. First suppose
n;_1 <l < m;. Since m; is the smallest integer greater than n; ; with x(m;) = x(n)
for some n > m;, we must have y(p) = z(l) # x(n) for every n > 1, and so y(p) # y(q)
for all ¢ > p. For the second case suppose n;_; = [. Since n;_; is the largest integer
with x(n;—1) = x(m;_1), it follows that x(n) # x(n;_1) for each n > n;_; = [. Thus
y(p) # y(q) for each ¢ > p, establishing the claim that y contains no cycles.

Recall that p was fixed arbitrarily in N. It remains to show that y(p)E> N [y]
has more than one element. Choose [ € N such that z(l) = y(p) and choose distinct
2 2@ ¢ 2(I)E>® N [z]. Since these paths are shift equivalent to x there exist
a,b € N with 0%(z) = 0°(2¥) and we may increase a,b if necessary to ensure
that zV(a) = 2 (b) = x(m;) for some j € P. Then z1(0,a) # 2@ (0,b) and
x(m;) = y(q) for some ¢ € N, so the paths z1(0,a)0?(y) and 2 (0,b)0%(y) are
distinct elements of y(p)E> N [y], as required. O

Proor oF THEOREM [6.5.8. (I) = (). Suppose ([2) does not hold. We may
assume that no entry to a cycle is in a cycle as otherwise it follows immediately from
Lemma [6.5.9 that (I]) does not hold. Since (2)) does not hold there is a path x € E>
such that x(n)E*> N [x] has at least two elements for each n € N. By Lemma
there is a path y € E* that does not contain cycles such that y(m)E> N [y] has at
least two elements for each m € N. That ([Il) does not hold now follows by applying
Lemma to y.

@) = ([@). Suppose (@) and fix x € E*. Then there exists n € N such that
o™(z) is the only path in z(n) E*N[z]. Suppose y € x(n)E> is frequently divertable
to [z]. Tt follows that for every m € N there is a path 2™ € y(m)E> N [z]. Then,
for each m € N, the path y(0,m)z™ is shift equivalent to x, so y(0,m)z™ is in
x(n)E>®N[z]. By our choice of n it follows that y(0,m)z™ = ¢"(z) for each m € N.
Then y = ¢"(x), so y is shift equivalent to x, establishing ().

@ = @). Suppose (). Recall from above that E<> = A5™ = dAg. Applying
Theorem to the 1-graph Ap shows that C*(E) is postliminal if

(6.5.2) for every x € E=> there exists n € N with n < |x| such that every path in
x(n)E=> that is frequently divertable to [z] is shift equivalent to z.
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To see that (G.5.2) holds, first fix z € E<*. When z is finite, the only path
in z(|z|)E=>* = s(z)E=™ is s(z), which is frequently divertable to [z] and shift
equivalent to z. Suppose z is infinite. By () there exists n € N such that every
path in z(n)E> that is frequently divertable to [z] is shift equivalent to x. If
y € z(n)ES>® N E* is frequently divertable to [z], then there must be a path in
s(y)E® that is shift equivalent to x. This is not possible since s(y) is a source and
r € E*, so no path in z(n)E<* N E* is frequently divertable to [z]. Tt follows that
condition (6.5.2) holds and so C*(F) is postliminal by applying Theorem to
the 1-graph Ag.

@) = (). Suppose ([@). Since C*(E) is postliminal, Theorem tell us that
(65.2)) holds and () follows immediately.

Now suppose that E has no sources. Then (@) and ({) are equivalent since
C*(F) is isomorphic to C*(Gg) by Proposition .14l Since G is isomorphic to
G, by Lemma [£.2.10, we can apply Theorem to the 1-graph Ag to establish
the equivalence of () and ([H). O

REMARK 6.5.12. For a directed graph E, Ephrem in [22] Theorem 7.3] showed
that C*(FE) is postliminal if and only if
(i) no entry to a cycle is in a cycle, and
(i) for any = € E°, there are finitely many vertices in x that receive multiple

edges that are in paths that are shift equivalent to x.

To see that this is equivalent to condition (2)) from Theorem [6.5.8] first suppose (i)
and (i) hold and fix x € E*. By (i) we can let vy, vs,...,v, be the vertices in z
that receive multiple edges that are in paths that are shift equivalent to x. Suppose
there exists an integer ¢ (1 < g < p) such that z(m) = v, for infinitely many m € N.
Let n be any integer such that z(n) = v,. By (i) and Lemma there is a cycle
a such that z = 2(0,n)a™. Since no entry to a cycle is a in a cycle, the only path
in z(n)E>® N z] is 0" (z) = a*, as required.

Now suppose that for each v; there are finitely many m € N with xz(m) = v;.
Then there exists n € N such that, for every m > n, z(m) does not equal any v;.
Then the only path in ¢"(x) E> N [z] is 0™ (z), as required.

To prove the converse, suppose E satisfies condition (2]) from Theorem and
note that (i) follows from Lemma and the ([2)) = (d)) component of Theorem
(the proof of which does not require E to be row-finite). Fix x € E>°. Then
there exists n € N such that the only path in x(n)E> N [z] is 0™ (z). It follows that
the only vertices in x that may receive multiple edges that are in paths that are

shift equivalent to x are the vertices of the form xz(m) for m < n. Condition ({)
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follows and we can conclude that Ephrem’s conditions () and (i) are equivalent to
condition (2) from Theorem [6.5.8

The following is an immediate corollary of Theorem [6.5.8 and Lemma [6.5.9]

COROLLARY 6.5.13. Suppose that E is a row-finite directed graph. If C*(E) is

postliminal then no entry to a cycle in E is in a cycle.

We will now move on to the directed graph case of the theorems from Section
0.2l

REMARK 6.5.14. Recall that the theorems characterising the higher-rank graphs
with C*-algebras that have bounded trace, are Fell and have continuous trace (The-
orems [6.4.7], and [0.4.TT]) only apply to higher-rank graphs with principal path
groupoids. By Proposition 2.4.6] this means that these theorems can only be applied
to directed graphs that do not contain cycles. Corollary tells us that if a di-
rected graph E contains a cycle with an entry, then C*(E) is not liminal (and so
does not have bounded or continuous trace and is not Fell). It follows that the only
directed graphs where our theorems cannot be directly applied are those that have
cycles, none of which have an entry.

Clark and an Huef in [17] showed that if a directed graph F satisfies a property
concerning the stability subgroups of the path groupoid Gg, then F can be modified
to remove cycles while preserving the bounded trace and Fell properties of C*(E).
In [17, Example 7.1] Clark and an Huef describe a directed graph that contains
cycles, none of which has an entry. They then demonstrate the removal of the cycles
from that directed graph before using the next theorem, Theorem [6.5.15] to deduce
that the associated C*-algebra has bounded trace.

The following result is obtained by applying Theorem [6.2.6] to the 1-graph Ag.

THEOREM 6.5.15. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without sources. The
following are equivalent:

(1) Gg is integrable;

(2) E has no cycles, and for every v € E° there exists M € N such that for
any x € E* there are at most M paths in E*° with range v that are shift
equivalent to x; and

(3) E has no cycles, and C*(E) = C*(Gg) has bounded trace.

The next result is obtained by applying Theorem [6.4.7] to the 1-graph Ag.

THEOREM 6.5.16. Suppose F is a row-finite directed graph without cycles. Then
C*(E) has bounded trace if and only if for every v € E° there exists M € N such
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that for any v € E<> there are at most M paths in E<> with range v that are shift

equivalent to x.

A pair of edges {f, g} in a directed graph is splitting if s(f) = s(g) and f # g.
Suppose S C E* U E*. We define E|s to be the subgraph of E such that

Els={e€ E:e=ux, forsome x € S,p € P}
and EY = r(EL) U s(EL).

LEMMA 6.5.17. Let E be a directed graph that contains no cycles and has finitely
many splitting pairs of edges. For any vertices v and w in E there are at most

finitely many finite paths with source w and range v.

PRrROOF. We prove by contradiction. Let A be an infinite set of finite paths with
source w and range v. Let B be a finite subset of A. Then FE|p has finitely many
splitting pairs of edges, say, M. We claim that we can add only finitely many paths
from A to B before increasing the number of splitting pairs in E|g to at least M +1.

Let BT be the set of all finite paths in E|p with source w and range v. Since E
has no cycles, B* is finite and B C Bt C A. Now suppose « € A\B*'. Then there
must be a greatest p € P such that «, ¢ E|j. Note that s(a,) € E|% and that since
r(a) = v and E contains no cycles, we cannot have s(a,) = v. Then there exist
f € B and ¢ € P such that s(a,) = s(f,). It follows that {«,, 5,} is a splitting pair
in E|g+ufay but not in E|g, so E|p+y{e} must contain at least M + 1 splitting pairs.

Thus given the finite set B with M splitting pairs of edges we can only add
finitely many paths from A to B (forming B*) before adding an additional path
will increase the number of splitting pairs of edges in F|p to at least M + 1. Then
A must contain infinitely many splitting pairs of edges, contradicting that E has

finitely many splitting pairs of edges. U

LEMMA 6.5.18. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without cycles and 'V is
a finite subset of E°. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) the directed graph E|y p<e has finitely many splitting pairs of edges; and
(2) there exists a finite F C E* such that such that for any x,y € VE=>® with

x ~ vy, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair in F x F.

PROOF. Suppose (). Let A be the set of all edges that occur in a splitting
pair of edges in F|yp<e and let ' = VE*V UV E*A. Then F is finite by Lemma
since A and V are finite. Suppose z,y € VE=* satisfy x ~,, y. Then there
exists a smallest m € N such that o™ (z) = o™ "(y). Ilf m = 0 or m —n = 0, then

r(o™(z)) and (6™ "(y)) are in V so (z,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair in
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F x F. Suppose m # 0 and m —n # 0. Then {z,,, ym_n} is a splitting pair of edges
in E|yp<e so there exists a, § € VE* such that (x,y) is a monolithic extension of
(T BYm—n) € F x I, establishing (2]).

Let V be a finite subset of E°. Suppose there exists a finite /' C E* as in (2)).
Let A ={a,, € E': a € F,m < |a|}, noting that A is finite since F' is. Suppose
{f, g} is a splitting pair of edges in E|yp<e. We claim that f,g € A. To see this,
first note that since {f, g} is a splitting pair in E|; p<, there exist o, € VE*
such that s(a) = r(f) and s(8) = r(g). Suppose x € s(f)E=*. Then afx ~ Bgx
so there exists (7,() € F x F such that (afz,Sgx) is a monolithic extension of
(n,¢). Let y € E=* be the path such that (ny,(y) = (afz, Bgz). Then ny is shift
equivalent to (y with lags |5| — |a| and || — |n|. It follows that there exists [ € N
such that o!(ny) = o/ =1AIHel(¢y) = o!=ISHMI(¢y). Since E has no cycles we must
have |8] —[a| = |¢] = [n].

Now [ = (af2)jaj+1 = (nY)jaj+1 and g = (B9z)p1+1 = (CY)jgi+1- I [ef| > |n], by
noting that |af| = |a] + 1 and |a| — |n| = |B| — |(|, we have

f = Y)lat+1 = Yol =Ygl = (CY)ial1 = 9,

which is not possible since f # g as {f, g} is a splitting pair. Thus |af| < ||, so
Jf =nay € Aand g = (jpg € A. Since A is finite and {f, g} is an arbitrary splitting
pair of edges in E|yp<e, () follows. O

We can now proceed to the improved versions of Theorems [6.2.10] [6.2.13], [6.4.10]
and [6.4.17] for the directed graph case. The first of these follows immediately from
Lemma [6.5.18 and Theorem [6.2.10L

THEOREM 6.5.19. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without sources. The
following are equivalent:

(1) Gg is Cartan;

(2) E has no cycles, and for every z € E* there exists n € N such that E| .o
has finitely many splitting pairs of edges;

(3) E has no cycles, and for every z € E™ there exist p € N and a finite
F C E* such that for every x,y € z(p)E>® with x ~ vy, the pair (x,y) is a
monolithic extension of a pair in F' X F';

(4) E has no cycles, and for every z € E*> there exist p € N and a finite
F C E* such that for every (a, ) € E* x4 E* with r(a) = r(f) = z(p)
and every v € s(a)E* with |y| = max{|n| : n € F}, the pair (ay, B7) is a
monolithic extension of a pair in F x F; and

(5) E has no cycles, and C*(E) =2 C*(Gg) is Fell.
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THEOREM 6.5.20. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without cycles. The
following are equivalent:
(1) C*(E) is Fell;
(2) for every z € E> there exists n € N such that E|,, g<e has finitely many
splitting pairs of edges; and
(3) for every z € E* there exist n € N and a finite F C E* such that for any
z,y € 2(n)ES® with x ~ y, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic extension of a

pair i F' X F.

PRrOOF. First note that (2)) and (3] are equivalent by Lemmal6.5.18 By applying
Theorem [6.4.10] to the 1-graph Ag, we can see that () is equivalent to

(6.5.3) for every z € E=> there exist n € N with n < |z| and a finite F' C E* such
that for any z,y € z(n)E=* with x ~ y, the pair (z,y) is a monolithic
extension of a pair in F' x F.

If (6.53) holds, then (B) must hold. Conversely, suppose z € E<* is finite and
let ' = {s(z)}. The only path in z(|z])=> is z(|z]) (which equals s(z)) so, if
z,y € 2(|z[)E=>®, then we must have (z,y) = (s(z),s(z)), which is trivially a
monolithic extension of (s(2),s(z)) € F x F. Thus (@) implies (6.5.3), and so (3) is
equivalent to (G.5.3)). O

The next theorem follows immediately from Lemma [6.5.18 and Theorem [6.2.13]

THEOREM 6.5.21. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without sources. The
following are equivalent:

(1) Gg is proper;

(2) E has no cycles, and for every finite V.C E° the directed graph E|yge has
finitely many splitting pairs of edges;

(3) E has no cycles, and for every finite subset V of E°, there exists a finite
F C E* such that, for every x,y € VE™ with x ~, y, the pair (x,y) is a
monolithic extension of a pair in F X F;

(4) E has no cycles, and for every finite subset V of E°, there erists a finite
F C E* such that, for every («, ) € E* x4 E* with r(a),r(8) € V, and
every v € s(a)E* with |y| = max{|n| : n € F}, the pair (ay,By) is a
monolithic extension of a pair in F x F; and

(5) E has no cycles, and C*(E) = C*(Gg) has continuous trace.

Our final theorem follows immediately from Lemma [6.5.T8 and Theorem [6.4. 1T
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THEOREM 6.5.22. Suppose E is a row-finite directed graph without cycles. The
following are equivalent:
(1) C*(E) has continuous trace;
(2) for every finite V. C E° the directed graph E|y g< has finitely many splitting
pairs of edges; and
(3) for every finite V. C E° there exists a finite F C E* such that for any

x,y € VES® with x ~ vy, the pair (x,y) is a monolithic extension of a pair
in FFx F.
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