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THE PRIMITIVE IDEAL SPACE OF GROUPOID C∗-ALGEBRAS

FOR GROUPOIDS WITH ABELIAN ISOTROPY

DANIEL W. VAN WYK AND DANA P. WILLIAMS

Abstract. We study the topology of the primitive ideal space of groupoid C∗-
algebras for groupoids with abelian isotropy. Our results include the known results
for action groupoids with abelian stabilizers. Furthermore, we obtain complete
results when the isotropy map is continuous except for jump discontinuities, and
also when G is a unit space fixing extension of a proper groupoid by an abelian
group bundle. We hope that our methods will be a springboard to further results
of this type.

Introduction

If (G, X) is a second countable locally compact transformation group, then we can
form the action groupoid G = G(G, X). The term transformation groupoid is also
used as in this case the groupoid C∗-algebra, C∗(G), is naturally isomorphic to the
transformation group C∗-algebra C0(X)⋊lt G. If all the stability groups Sx = { g ∈
G : g · x = x } are contained in a fixed abelian subgroup of G, and if (G, X) is EH-
regular, then it has been known for a long time how describe both the primitive ideal
space, PrimC∗(G), of C∗(G) as well as its Jacobson topology [Wil81, Theorem 5.8].
This immediately suggests the question as to what one can say about PrimC∗(G) if
we merely assume that each stability group is abelian. Since transformation groups
provide fundamental examples of groupoids, this naturally leads to considering locally
compact groupoids with abelian isotropy groups. At present, a general result of
this type is well out of reach even for action groupoids. This is amply illustrated
by [SW16, Theorem 3.2] where considerable technology is required just to describe
PrimC∗(G) as a set when G is a second countable locally compact Deaconu–Renault
groupoid.
The purpose of this paper is to suggest an attack on the problem of describing

PrimC∗(G) as a topological space when G is a second countable locally compact
Hausdorff groupoid and all the isotropy groups G(u) = { γ ∈ G : s(γ) = u = r(γ) }
are abelian. We are able to obtain results that subsume the known results for action
groupoids with abelian stability groups, and to extend these results to the groupoid
setting. We hope that this work will motivate even more successful attacks on the
problem in the future. In an expository vein, we also give an alternate description
of PrimC∗(G) in cases where the answer is already known. For our approach to
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2 VAN WYK AND WILLIAMS

work, we need to know that our groupoid G is EH-regular in the sense that every
primitive ideal in PrimC∗(G) is induced from a character π of a isotropy group
G(u) with u ∈ G(0). Fortunately, this is known to be the case if if every G-orbit
[u] := G · u is locally closed in G(0) [Wil19, Theorem 5.35], or more generally if
G is amenable [IW09a]. Then we can parameterize PrimC∗(G) as a quotient of
Stab(G) = { (u, π) : u ∈ G(0) and π ∈ G(u)∧ } where G(u)∧ is the Pontryagin dual of
the abelian group G(u). Having described this quotient, the crucial step is to equip
it with a topology such that it is homeomorphic to PrimC∗(G). We also want the
description of this topology to be sufficiently transparent so that it can be used in
applications. It should be said that our methods are unlikely to uncover explicit
information unless one can describe the isotropy groups in a coherent way.
In the case of an action groupoid G = G(G, X), with G acting properly on X ,

Echterhoff and Emerson solve this problem elegantly in [EE11, Theorem 4.6] without
assuming that the isotropy is abelian provided (G, X) satisfies what they call the
Palais slice property. (This additional assumption is automatically satisfied when
G is a Lie group or a discrete group.) A related, but slightly different, solution for
all proper group actions is presented in Katharina Neumann’s Ph.D. thesis [Neu11].
Neumann replaces the Palais slice property with a theorem of Abels [Abe78, Theo-
rem 3.3] for proper actions. Her description of the topology requires knowledge of
the Jacobson topology on the spectrum of the Fell subgroup algebra S(G). In the
extreme case that the isotropy map u 7→ G(u) is continuous, Geoff Goehle gives a de-
scription of PrimC∗(G) as a topological space for any groupoid with abelian isotropy
in [Goe12, Theorem 3.5]—in fact, Goehle’s results apply to the much more general
setting of groupoid crossed products [Goe12, Theorem 2.23].
In this paper, we equip Stab(G) with a second countable topology so that the

natural G-action is continuous. As does Neumann, this description is in terms of an
auxillary space, but our space is the Gelfand dual of an abelian C∗-algebra, and hence
is much more easily and concretely described. In the case that G\G(0) is T0—that
is, each orbit [u] is locally closed in G(0)—induction induces a continuous injection
Ind of G\ Stab(G) onto C∗(G)∧ (Corollary 4.2). In the general case, we need to
consider the quotient (G\ Stab(G))∼ where we identify orbits with the same closure.
Then we obtain a continuous map κ̃ of (G\ Stab(G))∼ into PrimC∗(G) which is
surjective if G is EH-regular (Proposition 4.1). Naturally, we expect that both Ind
and κ̃ are homeomorphisms in most circumstances. Unfortunately, at present, we
can only prove this under somewhat restrictive hypotheses. In fact, we aren’t even
sure whether κ̃ is always injective. Our hope is that we, or others, will be able to
push the envelope in future work.
Nevertheless, we are able to make some interesting new contributions. In particu-

lar, we consider groupoids G where the isotropy map is continuous except for jump
discontinuities at discrete points. Our first main result, Theorem 7.3, is that κ̃ is a
homeomorphism in this case. Thus we obtain Goehle’s continuously varying isotropy
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result as a special case, and also give an elegant description of Goehle’s topology
on (G\ Stab(G))∼. We show by example that our result applies to the groupoids
associated to many directed graphs.
Our second main result, Theorem 9.8, shows that Ind is a homeomorphism when-

ever G is what we call “proper modulo its isotropy”. This class of groupoids not only
includes proper groupoids but also extensions of proper groupoids by abelian group
bundles as studied in, for example, [IKSW19, IKR+21a, IKR+21b]. In particular, the
isotropy groups need no longer be compact in this case. This result recovers the
Echterhoff–Emerson and Neumann results in the case G = G(G, X) with G acting
properly with abelian stabilizers.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sections 1 and 2, we set out our assump-

tions and review some standard constructions including induced representations of
groupoids. In Section 3, we introduce our topology on Stab(G). In addition to giving
a criterion for convergence in this topology, we provide a basis for our topology and
investigate some of Stab(G)’s elementary properties.
In Section 4 we introduce the maps Ind and κ̃ described above, and establish con-

tinuity. Even though these are not (yet) homeomorphism results, we allow ourselves
an aside in Section 5 to see that our methods already recover a well known simplicity
result of Renault’s for the special case of amenable groupoids with abelian isotropy.
In Section 6, we introduce our basic tool, what we call a subgroup section, which

allows us to deal with certain discontinuities of the isotropy map. We use this in
Section 7 to prove Theorem 7.3 and thereby recover Goehle’s result as a special case.
In Section 8, we show that our description includes the known results for action

groupoids. At the same time, we obtain a separate description of the Jacobson
topology in these cases which, depending on the application at hand, might be a
more useful description.
In Section 9 we prove our Theorem 9.8 which generalizes the Echterhoff–Emer-

son/Neumann result to proper groupoids in the case of abelian isotropy and also
applies to groupoids that are proper modulo their isotropy. We provide some inter-
esting examples in Section 10 of groupoids (other than action groupoids) with abelian
isotropy that is continuous except for jump discontinuities.

Assumptions. Throughout, G will be a second countable locally compact Hausdorff
groupoid with abelian isotropy and a Haar system λ = { λu }u∈G(0). Similarly, locally
compact spaces are assumed to be second countable and Hausdorff. We assume that
our C∗-algebras are separable with the exception of multiplier algebras which obvi-
ously aren’t. Homomorphisms between C∗-algebras are assumed to be ∗-preserving
and representations are assumed to be nondegenerate. We rely on [Wil19] as a con-
venient references for basic groupoid technology and notation. We also rely heavily
on the Rieffel machine for inducing representations as laid out in [RW98, §2.4].
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1. Preliminiaries

As in [Wil19, §3.4], we let Σ0 be the locally compact Hausdorff space of closed
subgroups of G with the Fell topology. If H ∈ Σ0, then there is a u = p0(H) ∈ G(0)

such that H is a subgroup of the isotropy group G(u) := { γ ∈ G : s(γ) = u = r(γ) }.
Then p0 : Σ0 → G(0) is continuous and proper in the sense that p−1

0 (K) is compact
for all compact K ⊂ G(0).
Let π be a representation of H ∈ Σ0. As is usual for groups, we do not distinguish

between the unitary representation π : G → U(Hπ) and its integrated form π :
Cc(H) → B(Hπ) given by

π(b)h =

∫

H

b(t)π(t)h dβH(t) b ∈ Cc(H), and h ∈ Hπ.

There is a well known method for inducing a representation π of H ∈ Σ0 to a
representation IndG

H π of C∗(G) based on the Rieffel machine. The details are spelled
out in [IW09b, §2], and we recall some of these to motivate the constructions in
Section 2. For convenience, let u = p0(H) and let Gu := s−1(u). We equip Cc(Gu)
with a Cc(H)-valued pre-inner product given by

〈ψ , φ〉
⋆
(t) =

∫

G

ψ(γ)φ(γt) dλu(γ).

Then we can complete Cc(Gu) to a right Hilbert Cc(H)-module X. We get an action
of C∗(G) on X by adjointable operators where f ∈ Cc(G) acts on φ ∈ Cc(Gu) by

f · φ(γ) =

∫

G

f(η)φ(η−1γ) dλr(γ)(η).

Then the induced representation IndG
H π of C∗(G) acts on HInd π which is the com-

pletion of Cc(Gu)⊙Hπ with respect to the pre-inner product

(φ⊗ h | ψ ⊗ k) =
(
π
(
〈ψ , φ〉

⋆

)
h | k

)
dβH(t)

=

∫

H

∫

G

ψ(γ)φ(γt)
(
π(t)h | k

)
dλu(γ) dβ

H(t).

If f ∈ Cc(G), then IndG
H π(f) acts on Cc(Gu)⊙Hπ by IndG

H π(f)(φ⊗ h) = f · φ⊗ h.
In the sequel, we will be interested primarily in the case that π is a character in

the dual Ĥ . Then Hπ = C and we can identify Cc(Gu)⊙Hπ with Cc(Gu) equipped
with the inner product

(1.1) (φ | ψ) =

∫

H

∫

G

ψ(γ)φ(γt)π(t) dλu(γ) dβ
H(t).

We can form a locally compact abelian group bundle p : Σ → Σ0 where

Σ = { (H, t) ∈ Σ0 ×G : t ∈ H }.
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Then Σ always has a Haar system β = { βH }H∈Σ0 by [Wil19, Proposition 3.23].1 It
will be useful to recall the following.

Lemma 1.1 ([Wil19, Lemma 3.25]). Let G ∗ Σ0 = { (γ,H) : s(γ) = p0(H) }. There
is a continuous function ω : G ∗ Σ0 → (0,∞) such that

∫

H

f(σγσ−1) dβH(γ) = ω(σ,H)

∫

σ·H

f(γ) dβσ·H(γ)

for all f ∈ Cc(G). Moreover, for all σ, τ ∈ G and H ∈ Σ0, we have

ω(στ,H) = ω(τ,H)ω(σ, τ ·H) and ω(σ,H)−1 = ω(σ−1, σ ·H).

Since Σ is an abelian group bundle, C∗(Σ) is a commutative C∗-algebra. As shown

in [MRW96, §3], its Gelfand spectrum, Σ̂, is an abelian group bundle over Σ0 such

that the fibre over H can be identified with Ĥ . Thus we can assume that Σ̂ =
{ (H, π) : H ∈ Σ0 and π ∈ Ĥ }. Then (H, π) represents the complex homomorphism
given on b ∈ Cc(Σ) by

(1.2) (H, π)(b) = b̂(H, π) =

∫

H

b(H, t)π(t) dβH(t).

Whenever convenient, we identify C∗(Σ) with C0(Σ̂) via the Gelfand transform

b 7→ b̂, where b̂ is defined as in (1.2).
One of the benefits of restricting to abelian isotropy is that the Gelfand topology on

Σ̂ is well understood with a convenient and elegant description in terms of sequences.

Proposition 1.2 ([MRW96, Proposition 3.3]). A sequence
(
(Hn, πn)

)
in Σ̂ converges

to (H0, π0) in the Gelfand topology on Σ̂ if and only if

(a) Hn → H0 in Σ0, and
(b) whenever an ∈ Hn is such that an → a0, then we have πn(an) → π0(a0).

2. The Subgroup Module

Let X0 = Cc(G ∗ Σ0). It is straightforward to check that

〈F , G〉
⋆
(H, t) =

∫

G

F (γ,H)G(γt,H) dλp0(H)(γ)

is a Cc(Σ)-valued pre-inner product on X0 so that the completion is a right Hilbert
C∗(Σ)-module X (see [RW98, Lemma 2.16]). Furthermore, we get a left action of
Cc(G) on X0 by

f · F (γ,H) =

∫

G

f(η)F (η−1γ,H) dλr(γ)(η).

1In [Wil19, §3.5], the elements of Σ were written as triples for pedagogical reasons. Here we have
opted for a more compact notation.
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Just as in [IW09b, §2], this action extends to a homomorphism of C∗(G) into the
algebra of adjointable operators L(X). Therefore we can use the Rieffel machine to
induce a representation L of C∗(Σ) to a representation IndG

Σ(L) of C
∗(G). In partic-

ular, if H ∈ Σ0 and π ∈ Ĥ , then we can let L = (H, π) and form the representation
IndG

Σ(H, π). Then we have the following equivalence result. The proof is routine, so
we omit it.

Lemma 2.1. If H ∈ Σ0 and π ∈ Ĥ, then IndG
H π and IndG

Σ(H, π) are equivalent
representations of C∗(G).

Recall that if A is a C∗-algebra, then we can equip the collection I(A) of closed
two-sided ideals of A with the topology generated by the sets

OJ = { I ∈ I(A) : J 6⊂ I }

where J ∈ I(A). Therefore a basis for this topology consists of finite intersections of
{OJ : J ∈ I(A) } with the whole space arising as in the intersection over the empty
set. One of the few redeeming properties of this topology is that it restricts to the
usual Jacobson topology on PrimA ⊂ I(A), and then the collection {OJ : J ∈ I(A) }
is actually a basis for the Jacobson topology on PrimA.
If X is a right Hilbert B-module and φ : A→ L(X) is a homormorphism, then the

Rieffel machine gives us a means of inducting a representation π of B to a represen-
tation X–IndA

B π of A. Furthermore, we get a well-defined continuous map from I(B)
to I(A) given by ker π 7→ ker

(
X–IndA

B π
)
[RW98, Corollary 3.35]. Since IndG

Σ arises

from such a Rieffel machine, and since Σ̂ and Prim
(
C∗(Σ)

)
are homeomorphic, we

have the following.

Lemma 2.2. The map (H, σ) 7→ ker
(
IndG

Σ(H, σ)
)
is a continuous map from Σ̂ to

I(C∗(G)).

The following observation will be of use in the sequel.

Lemma 2.3 ([Wil07, Lemma 8.38]). Suppose that X is a second countable locally
compact Hausdorff space. If F is closed in X, let I(F ) be the ideal in C0(X) of
functions vanishing on F . If a sequence

(
I(Fn)

)
converges to I(F ) in I

(
C0(X)

)
and

if x ∈ F , then there is a subsequence (I(Fnk
)) and xk ∈ Fnk

such that xk → x in X.2

Proof. Suppose that I(Fn) → I(F ) and x ∈ F . Let {Uk}
∞
k=1 be a countable neigh-

borhood basis at x consisting of open sets such that Uk+1 ⊂ Uk. Let Jk = I(X \Uk).
Then I(F ) ∈ OJk for all k. Thus there is a n1 such that n ≥ n1 implies I(Fn) ∈ OJ1.
In particular, there is a x1 ∈ Fn1 ∩ U1. Then if k ≥ 2 and if we have choosen

2This is special case of [Wil07, Lemma 8.38]. Hence the result remains true without a separability
assumption if nets are used in place of sequences. It should be noted that the converse statement
in [Wil07, Lemma 8.38] is false as stated. It should be amended to say that I(Fi) → I(F ) if every
subnet has the given property.
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xj ∈ Fnj
such that xj ∈ Fnj

∩ Uj for all j < k, then we can find nk > nk−1 such that
I(Fnk

) ∈ OJk . Hence we can find xk ∈ Fnk
∩ Uk. Then xk → x as required. �

3. Stab(G)

Definition 3.1. We let

Stab(G) = { (u, π) : u ∈ G(0) and π ∈ G(u)∧ }.

Remark 3.2. The map (u, π) 7→
(
G(u), π

)
identifies Stab(G) with a subset of Σ̂, but

we need a more subtle topology on Stab(G) than the relative topology.

We let G′ = { γ ∈ G : r(γ) = s(γ) } be the isotropy subgroupoid of G. Then G′ is
closed in G. Let U be a pre-compact open subset of G(0) and K a compact subset of
G′. If V is open in the unit circle T, then we let

O(U,K, V ) = { (u, π) ∈ Stab(G) : u ∈ U and π(G(u) ∩K) ⊂ V }

with the understanding that if G(u)∩K = ∅, then π(G(u)∩K) ⊂ V holds vacuously.
Then we let ρS be the collection of all (U,K, V ) for U , K, and V as above. Since
ρS covers Stab(G), ρS generates a topology τS for Stab(G) with a basis consisting of
finite intersections of elements of ρS.

Lemma 3.3. The topology τS is second countable.

Proof. Let {Un } and { Vm } be countable bases for G(0) and T, respectively. Let
{Wj } be a countable basis of pre-compact open subsets of G′ and let Kj = Wj.
Then the collection C(G′)f of finite unions of the Kj is also countable.
Given (u, π) ∈ O(Un, K, Vm), it suffices to find K ′ ∈ C(G′)f such that K ⊂ K ′ and

π
(
G(u) ∩K ′

)
⊂ Vm as this implies

(u, π) ∈ O(Un, K
′, Vm) ⊂ O(Un, K, Vm).

For each a ∈ K, we claim there is a j such that a ∈ Wj and π
(
G(u)∩Kj

)
⊂ Vm. If

a /∈ G(u), then by regularity there is a U ∈ G′ such that a ∈ U ⊂ U ⊂ G′\G(u). Then
we can findWj such that a ∈ Wj ⊂ U andKj will do. If a ∈ G(u), then the continuity
of π implies there is a neighborhood V of a in G′ such that π

(
G(u)∩V

)
⊂ Vm. Again

regularity implies there is a Wj such that a ∈ Wj ⊂ Kj ⊂ V . This proves the claim.
Since K is compact, there are j1, . . . , jl such that K ⊂

⋃
Kjs and π

(
G(u)∩Kjs

)
⊂

Vm. Thus we can let K ′ =
⋃
Kjs. �

We can now give an elegant sequential characterization of τS in terms of our se-
quential characterization of the Gelfand topology on Σ̂ in Proposition 1.2.

Proposition 3.4. A sequence
(
(un, πn)

)
converges to (u0, π0) in

(
Stab(G), τS

)
if and

only if every subsequence
(
(unk

, πnk
)
)
has a subsequence

(
(unkj

, πnkj
)
)
such that

(a) unkj
→ u0 in G(0),



8 VAN WYK AND WILLIAMS

(b) there is a H ∈ Σ0 such that G(unkj
) → H in Σ0, and

(c)
(
G(unkj

), πnkj

)
→ (H, π0|H) in Σ̂.

Remark 3.5. Note that the H in part (b) must satisfy H ⊂ G(u0) and can depend
on the subsequence.

Proof. Suppose that (un, πn) → (u0, π0) in Stab(G). If U is any pre-compact neigh-
borhood of u0, then O(U, {u0},T) is a neighborhood of (u0, π0). Hence un → u0 in
G(0). Hence (a) holds for any subsequence. We can assume that we have already
replaced

(
(un, πn)

)
with a subsequence. Since p0 : Σ0 → G(0) is a proper map, we can

pass to another subsequence, relabel, and assume that G(un) → H ⊂ G(u0). Thus
part (b) will hold for any further subsequence.
Suppose now that an ∈ G(un) is such that an → a0 in G. Since G(un) → H ,

we have a0 ∈ H . If it is not the case that πn(an) → π0(a0), then we can pass to a
subsequence, relabel, and assume that there is a neighborhood V of π0(a0) such that
πn(an) /∈ V for all n. Let W be a pre-compact neighborhood of a0 in G such that
π0
(
G(u0) ∩ W

)
⊂ V . Then r(W ) is a neighborhood of u0 in G(0), and there is a

pre-compact open set U in G(0) such that u0 ∈ U ⊂ U ⊂ r(W ). Then r−1(U) ∩W
is compact as is K = r−1(U) ∩W ∩ G′. Since G(u0) ∩ K ⊂ G(u0) ∩ W , we have
(u0, π0) ∈ O(U,K, V ). Since (un, πn) → (u0, π0), we eventually have an ∈ G(un) ∩K
and (un, πn) ∈ O(U,K, V ). But then πn

(
G(un) ∩ K

)
⊂ V contradicts πn(an) /∈ V .

Therefore πn(an) → π0(a0) and
(
G(un), πn

)
→ (H, π0|H) by Proposition 1.2.

Conversely, suppose that
(
(un, πn)

)
is a sequence such that every subsequence

has a subsequence satisfying (a), (b), and (c) with respect to (u0, π0). Suppose
that (u0, π0) ∈ O(U,K, V ). It will suffice to see that

(
(un, πn)

)
is eventually in

O(U,K, V ). Suppose not. Then we can pass to a subsequence that is never in
O(U,K, V ). Moreover, we can pass to additional subsequences if necessary, relabel,
and assume that un → u0, G(un) → H ∈ Σ0, and that property (c) holds. We can
also assume un ∈ U for all n.
Since (un, πn) /∈ O(U,K, V ) and un ∈ U , we must have πn

(
G(un)∩K

)
6⊂ V . Thus

there is a an ∈ G(un) ∩ K such that π(an) /∈ V . Since K is compact, we can pass
to another subsequence, relabel, and assume that an → a0. Then by assumption
πn(an) → π0(a0) ∈ V . This leads to a contradiction and completes the proof. �

As a corollary of the proof, we have the following observation.

Corollary 3.6. If (un, πn) → (u0, π0) in
(
Stab(G), τS

)
, then un → u0.

We have a natural action of G on Σ̂ given by

(3.1) γ · (H, π) = (γ ·H, γ · π)

where p0(H) = s(γ) and γ · π(a) = π(γ−1aγ).

Lemma 3.7. The G-action on Σ̂ defined by (3.1) is continuous.
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Proof. Suppose γn → γ in G and (Hn, πn) → (H, π) in Σ̂ with p0(Hn) = s(γn). Using
[Wil19, Lemma 3.22] for example, it is clear that γn · Hn → γ · H . Suppose that
an ∈ γ ·Hn and that an → a0. Then γ−1

n anγn ∈ Hn and converges to γ−1a0γ. Then
Proposition 1.2 implies that γn · πn(an) = πn(γ

−1
n anγn) → π(γ−1a0γ) = γ · π(a0).

Another application of Proposition 1.2 implies that γn · (Hn, πn) → γ · (H, π) as
required. �

Since γ ·G(s(γ)) = G(r(γ)), we get a similar action of G on Stab(G):

γ · (s(γ), π) = (r(γ), γ · π).

Corollary 3.8. The G-action on Stab(G) is continuous.

Proof. Suppose that γn → γ in G while (s(γn), πn) → (s(γ), π) in Stab(G). We need
to show that (r(γn), γn · πn) → (r(γ), γ · π) in Stab(G). We can assume that we have
already passed to a subsequence and relabeled. Then we can pass to a subsequence,
relabel, and assume that G(s(γn)) → H and that

(
G(s(γn)), πn

)
→ (H, π|H) in Σ̂.

But then Lemma 3.7 implies γn ·
(
G(s(γn)), πn

)
→

(
γ ·H, γ ·π|H

)
= (γ ·H, (γ ·π)|γ·H),

and the result follows. �

Recall that if X is a topological space, then we write (X)∼ for the “T0-ization” of
X as defined in [Wil07, Definition 6.9]. Thus (X)∼ = X/∼ where x ∼ y if and only

if {x} = {y}. We give (X)∼ the quotient topology with respect to the natural map
q : X → (X)∼. This is the largest topology making q continuous. Since

τ := { V ⊂ (X)∼ : q−1(V ) is open in X }

is a topology on (X)∼ making q continuous, it follows that V ⊂ (X)∼ is open if
and only if q−1(V ) is open in X . The space (X)∼ is always T0, and if f : X → Y
is a continuous map into a T0-space Y , then f factors through a continuous map
f ′ : (X)∼ → Y given by f ′(q(x)) = f(x) [Wil07, Lemma 6.10].
In the sequel, we will focus on the T0-izaion, (G\ Stab(G))

∼, of the orbit space
G\ Stab(G). Therefore the next result will be useful.

Lemma 3.9. Let X by a G-space and let k : X → (G\X)∼ be the natural map. Then
k is continuous and open (cf., [Wil07, Lemma 6.12]).

Proof. Since k is the composition of continuous maps, it is clearly continuous. To see
that k is open, it suffices to see that

k−1
(
k(U)

)
= G · U

when U is open in X . Since k(x) = k(γ · x), we clearly have

G · U ⊂ k−1
(
k(U)

)
.

Suppose k(x) ∈ k(U). Then k(x) = k(y) with y ∈ U . Then G · x = G · y. Therefore
there are (γi) ⊂ G such that γi · x→ y. Since U is open, we eventually have γi · x in
U . But then x = γ−1

i · (γi · x) is eventually in G · U and x ∈ G · U . �
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4. PrimC∗(G)

In this section we start our examination of PrimC∗(G) and the spectrum C∗(G)∧

by defining a continuous map of Stab(G) into C∗(G)∧ and examining its properties.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that G is a second countable locally compact Hausdorff
groupoid with abelian isotropy and with a Haar system. If (u, π) ∈ Stab(G), then
Ind(u, π) = IndG

Σ

(
G(u), π

)
is an irreducible represenaton of C∗(G). Then Ind in-

duces a continuous map of Stab(G) into C∗(G)∧ that is constant on G-orbits and
factors through a continuous map Ind of G\ Stab(G) into C∗(G)∧. If κ(u, π) =
ker

(
Ind(u, π)

))
, then κ is continuous as a map of Stab(G) into PrimC∗(G) and

factors through a continuous map κ̃ of (G\ Stab(G))∼ into PrimC∗(G). If G is
amenable, then κ, and hence κ̃, is surjective.

We believe that κ̃ is often a homeomorphism and one of our immediate goals is to
establish general conditions for which it is. But in general, we do not even know if κ̃ is
always injective. However, in the GCR case, we can sharpen this result considerably.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that G is as in the proposition, and that G\G(0) is a T0 topo-
logical space. Then G\ Stab(G) is T0 and Ind factors through a continuous bijection
Ind of G\ Stab(G) onto C∗(G)∧.

We need a number of preliminary results before proving the proposition and its
corollary. Recall that our standing assumptions are that G is second countable, has
abelian isotropy, and has a Haar system.

Lemma 4.3 ([IW09b]). If (u, π) ∈ Stab(G), then IndG
Σ

(
G(u), π

)
is an irreducible

representation of C∗(G).

Proof. If (u, π) ∈ Stab(G), then IndG
G(u) π is irreducible by [IW09b, Theorem 5].

Hence IndG
Σ

(
G(u), π

)
is irreducible by Lemma 2.1. �

Lemma 4.4. If G\G(0) is T0, then G is amenable and C∗(G) is GCR.

Proof. If G\G(0) is T0, then since the isotropy groups are abelian, and hence GCR,
C∗(G) is GCR by [Cla07, Theorem 1.4].
On the other hand, if G\G(0) is T0, then since all the isotropy groups are amenable,

G is amenable by [Wil19, Theorem 9.86]. �

Lemma 4.5. Let
(
(un, πn)

)
be a sequence in Stab(G) such that

(
G(un), πn

)
→ (H, σ)

in Σ̂. If γ ∈ G(u)∧ is such that γ|H = σ, then Ind(un, πn) → Ind(u, γ) in C∗(G)∧.

Proof. Since induction is continuous by Lemma 2.2,

ker
(
IndG

Σ(G(un), πn)
)
→ ker

(
IndG

Σ(H, σ)
)

in I(C∗(G)).
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Since G(u) is abelian, and hence amenable, we can apply [Gre69, Theorem 5.1] to
conclude that as representations of the group G(u),

ker
(
Ind

G(u)
H σ

)
= ker

(
Ind

G(u)
H γ|H

)
⊂ ker γ.

Therefore we can use induction in stages (cf., [IW09b, Theorem 4]) as well as
Lemma 2.1 to conclude that

ker
(
IndG

Σ(H, σ)
)
= ker

(
IndG

H σ
)
= ker

(
IndG

G(u)

(
Ind

G(u)
H σ

))

⊂ ker
(
IndG

G(u)(γ)
)
= ker

(
IndG

Σ(G(u), γ)
)
= ker

(
Ind(u, γ)

)
.

Thus, in classical terms, Ind(u, γ) is weakly contained in IndG
Σ(H, σ). Now the result

follows by untangling definitions as in [EE11, Lemma 4.7(ii)]. �

Corollary 4.6. The map κ : Stab(G) → PrimC∗(G) is continuous.

Proof. Suppose that (un, πn) → (u0, π0) in Stab(G). We need to verify that
κ(un, πn) → κ(u0, π0) in PrimC∗(G). If this fails, then after passing to a
subsequence and relabeling, there is a J ∈ I(C∗(G)) such that κ(u0, π0) ∈ OJ , but
κ(un, πn) /∈ OJ for all n.
But then we can pass to another subsequence, relabel, and assume that un → u0,

G(un) → H ⊂ G(u0), and that (G(un), πn) → (H, π0|H). By Lemma 4.5, this implies
κ(un, πn) = ker

(
Ind(un, πn)

)
→ ker

(
Ind(u0, π0)

)
= κ(u0, π0) ∈ OJ . This leads to a

contradiction and completes the proof. �

If u ∈ G(0), we let [u] be the orbit G · u in G(0).

Lemma 4.7. Let G and Σ be as in Proposition 4.1.

(a) If γ ∈ G and (H, σ) ∈ Σ̂, then IndG
Σ(γ · (H, σ)) is equivalent to IndG

Σ(H, σ).
(b) If Ind(u, π) is equivalent to Ind(v, σ), then [u] = [v].
(c) If G\G(0) is T0 and if Ind(u, π) is equivalent to Ind(u, σ), then π = σ.

Proof. (a) If H = G(u), then this is exactly [Wil19, Lemma 5.48]. The general case
is proved similarly.
(b) This is [Wil19, Proposition 5.50].
(c) Let j : C∗(G) → C∗(G|[u]) be the usual map [Wil19, Theorem 5.1]. Then

Ind(u, π) is equivalent to Ind
G|

[u]

G(u) π◦j by [Wil19, Corollary 5.29]. Hence Ind
G|

[u]

G(u) π and

Ind
G|

[u]

G(u) σ are equivalent. Since G\G(0) is T0, [u] is open in [u] by the Mackey–Glimm–

Ramsay Dichcotomy [Wil19, Theorem 2.27]. Therefore Ind
G|

[u]

G(u) π is the canonical

extension of Ind
G|[u]
G(u) π to C∗(G|[u]) by [Wil19, Lemma 5.31]. Therefore Ind

G|[u]
G(u) π and

Ind
G|[u]
G(u) σ are equivalent. Since G|[u] and G(u) are equivalent groupoids, π 7→ Ind

G|[u]
G(u) π

induces a homeomorphism of C∗(G(u))∧ onto C∗(G|[u])
∧ by [RW98, Corollary 3.33].

The result follows. �
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. We saw that IndG
Σ

(
G(u), π

)
is irreducible in Lemma 4.3.

Since the topology on C∗(G)∧ is pulled back from PrimC∗(G), the continuity of Ind
follows from Corollary 4.6. Then Ind is constant on G-orbits by Lemma 4.7(a) and
Ind is well-defined and necessarily continuous (since G\ Stab(G) has the quotient
topology).
The continuity of κ is immediate as is the observation that it factors through

G\ Stab(G). Since PrimC∗(G) is T0, then κ factors through a continuous map κ̃ by
the univeral property of the T0-ization [Wil07, Lemma 6.10].
If G is amenable, then the surjectivity of κ follows from the Effros-Hahn Conjecture

for groupoid C∗-algebras [IW09a, Theorem 2.1]. �

Proof of Corollary 4.2. Since G\G(0) is T0, we have G amenable and C∗(G) GCR
by Lemma 4.4. Since C∗(G) is GCR, we can identify C∗(G)∧ and PrimC∗(G) by
[Ped79, Theorem 6.1.5]. Since G is also amenable, Ind is continuous and surjective
by the last part of Proposition 4.1.
It will suffice to see that Ind is injective since C∗(G)∧ is T0 if C∗(G) is GCR.

But if Ind(u, π) is equivalent to Ind(v, σ), we must have [u] = [v] by Lemma 4.7(b).
Then we can assume v = γ · u. Then Ind(u, π) and Ind(u, γ−1σ) are equivalent
by Lemma 4.7(a). Since G\G(0) is T0, γ

−1 · σ = π by Lemma 4.7(c). But then
G · (u, π) = G · (v, σ) and Ind is injective as required. �

5. Renault’s Simplicity Result

As something of an aside, we want to see that Proposition 4.1 already implies a
nice simplicity result in our setting for amenable G. It is a special case of Renault’s
fundamental [Ren91, Corollary 4.9].
First we need to recall some terminology. In [Ren91, Definition 4.1], Renault says

that the isotropy of G is discretely trivial at v ∈ G(0) if for each compact set K in G
there is a neighborhood V of v in G(0) such that u ∈ V implies G(u) ∩K ⊂ {u}. Of
course this also implies G(v) = {v}. This notion is of most import when G is étale
in which case this isotropy is discretely trivial at v if and only if G(v) = {v}.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that G is an amenable second countable locally compact
Hausdorff groupoid with abelian isotropy and a Haar system. Suppose that the action
of G on G(0) is minimal; that is, we assume [u] is dense in G(0) for all u ∈ G(0). If
in addition there is a u0 ∈ G(0) such that the isotropy is discretely trivial at u0, then
C∗(G) is simple.

Proof. In view Proposition 4.1, it will suffice to see that (G\ Stab(G))∼ is reduced
to a single point. Suppose (u, π) ∈ Stab(G). Since the orbit [u0] is dense, there are
γn ∈ G such that γn ·u0 → u. But G(γn ·u0) = {γn ·u0} converges to H = {u} in Σ0.
Then it is not hard to see that

(
G(γn · u0), 1

)
= γn ·

(
G(u0), 1

)
converges to (H, 1) in
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Σ̂. It follows from Proposition 3.4 that γn · (u0, 1) → (u, π) in Stab(G). Therefore

(u, π) ∈ G · (u0, 1).

On the other hand, [u] is dense and there are ηn ∈ G such that ηn ·u → u0 in G
(0).

Since G(u0) = {u0} it follows that G(ηn · u) → G(u0) in Σ0 [Wil19, Lemma 6.10].

We claim that
(
G(ηn · u), ηn · π

)
converges to

(
G(u0), 1

)
in Σ̂. We will apply Propo-

sition 1.2. Suppose that an ∈ G(ηn · u) → u0. Then K = { ηn · u } ∪ {u0} is compact.
Since the isotropy is discretely trivial at u0, we eventually have an = ηn · u. Then
ηn · π(an) = 1 and the claim follows. Therefore ηn · (u, π) converges to (u0, 1) in
Stab(G). Then

(u0, 1) ∈ G · (u, π).

Since (u, π) ∈ Stab(G) is arbitrary, (G\ Stab(G))∼ is a single point and the result
is proved. �

6. Subgroup Sections

Definition 6.1. A continuous map H : G(0) → Σ0 is called a subgroup section if
p0(H(u)) = u for all u ∈ G(0). We call H equivariant if H(γ · u) = γ ·H(u).

Remark 6.2. In the extreme case that u 7→ G(u) is continuous, then H(u) = G(u) is
an equivariant subgroup section. At the other extreme, H(u) = {u} for all u ∈ G(0)

is always an equivariant subgroup section.

Given a subgroup section H, we define a left action of Cc(Σ) on Cc(G) by

(6.1) b · f(γ) =

∫

H(r(γ))

b
(
H(r(γ)), t

)
f(t−1γ) dβH(r(γ))(t).

It is not hard to check that if b ∈ Cc(Σ) and f ∈ Cc(G), then b · f ∈ Cc(G) (for
example, see [Wil19, Lemma 3.29]).
In the sequel, we will realize the multiplier algebra M(C∗(G)) as the algebra of

adjointable operators L(C∗(G)) where C∗(G) is viewed a right Hilbert module over
itself (see [RW98, §2.3]).

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that H is a subgroup section. Then there is a homomor-
phism PH : C∗(Σ) → M(C∗(G)) such that for b ∈ Cc(Σ) and f ∈ Cc(G) we have
PH(b)f = b · f where the latter is given by (6.1).

Remark 6.4. When the choice of H is clear, we simply write P in place of PH. In
the case u 7→ G(u) is continuous and H(u) = G(u), this result is a special case of
[Goe12, Proposition 2.19].

Sketch of the Proof. If f, g ∈ Cc(G), then we let 〈f , g〉
⋆
= f ∗ ∗ g. Then we can use

Lemma 1.1 and the observation that ω(ηt,H) = ω(η,H) if t ∈ H to conclude that
for all b ∈ Cc(Σ) we have

〈P (b)f , g〉
⋆
= 〈f , P (b∗)g〉

⋆
.
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Similar calculations show that P (b ∗ b′)f = P (b)
(
P (b′)f

)
and that b 7→ 〈P (b)f , g〉

⋆

is continuous when Cc(G) is given the inductive limit topology. Then we can use
[KMQW10, Proposition 1.7] to see that P extends to a homomorphism of C∗(Σ)
into L(C∗(G)) = M(C∗(G)). (We can dispense with condition (iii) of [KMQW10,
Proposition 1.7] using [Wil19, Corollary 8.4].) �

Corollary 6.5. Let H be a subgroup section and let P = PH be the corresponding

map. Then there is a continuous map P ∗ : I(C∗(G)) → I(C0(Σ̂)) given by

P ∗(J) = { b̂ ∈ C0(Σ̂) : P (b) · C
∗(G) ⊂ J }.

Proof. This is [Wil07, Lemma 8.35] combined with the Gelfand isomorphism of C∗(Σ)

with C0(Σ̂). �

Proposition 6.6. Suppose that H is a subgroup section and that P ∗ : I(C∗(G)) →

I(C0(Σ̂)) is the associated map. If J(u, π) = ker(Ind(u, π)), then P ∗(J(u, π)) is the

ideal of functions in C0(Σ̂) that vanish on the closure of

(6.2) {
(
H(γ · u), (γ · π)|H(γ·u)

)
∈ Σ̂ : γ ∈ Gu }

in Σ̂.

Remark 6.7. If H is equivariant then (γ ·π)|H(γ·u) = γ · (π|H(u)) and P
∗(J(u, π)) is the

ideal of functions vanishing on the orbit closure G · (H(u), π|H(u)).

We will need some preliminaries before embarking on the proof of the proposition.
Let L = IndG

G(u) π. Since L is equivalent to Ind(u, π), kerL = J(u, π). Recall that L

acts on H which is the completion of Cc(G) with respect to the inner product
(
· | ·

)
u

given in (1.1) by taking H = G(u). (There is no harm in substituting Cc(G) for
Cc(Gu) here.) We let L be the representation of C∗(Σ) on H given by L̄ ◦ P where
L̄ is the canonical extension of L to M(C∗(G)).

Lemma 6.8. Let b ∈ C∗(Σ). Then b̂ ∈ P ∗(J(u, π)) if and only if

(6.3)
(
L(b)f | g

)
u
= 0 for all f, g ∈ Cc(G).

Proof. We have b̂ ∈ P ∗(J(u, π)) if and only if
(
L(b)L(e)f | g

)
u
=

(
L(P (b)e)f | g

)
u
= 0 for all e, f, g ∈ Cc(G).

Since
(
L(b)L(e)f | g

)
u

=
(
L(b)(e ∗ f) | g

)
u
, it follows that (6.3) implies b̂ ∈

P ∗(J(u, π)).
On the other hand, if (ei) is an approximate identity for Cc(G) in the inductive

limit topology ([Wil19, Proposition 1.49]), then
(
L(b)f | g

)
u
=

(
f | L(b

)∗
g)u = lim

i

(
L(ei)f | L(b

)∗
g)u = lim

i

(
ei ∗ f | L(b

)∗
g)u

=
(
L(b)(ei ∗ f) | g

)
u
.
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Therefore if b̂ ∈ P ∗(J(u, π)), we have
(
L(b)f | g

)
u
= 0 for all f, g ∈ Cc(G). �

We need a technical observation. As in the previous proof, we employ an approxi-
mate identity (ei) for Cc(G) in the inductive limit topology.

Lemma 6.9. If b ∈ Cc(Σ), then(
L(b)f | g

)
u
=

(
b · f | g

)
u
.

(This is equivalent to saying that L(b)f = b · f as elements of the Hilbert space H.)

Proof. Since P (b) ∈ L(C∗(G)C∗(G)), it respects the right action of C∗(G). Thus if
e, f ∈ Cc(G), P (b)(e ∗ f) = (P (b)e) ∗ f . Thus in C∗(G), b · (e ∗ f) = (b · e) ∗ f . Since
the universal norm is a norm on Cc(G), this means b · (e ∗ f) = (b · e) ∗ f in Cc(G).
(This may also be verified directly.) Then
(
L(b)f | g

)
u
= lim

i

(
L(b)L(ei)f | g

)
u
= lim

i

(
L(P (b)ei)f | g

)
u
= lim

i

(
(b · ei) ∗ f | g

)
u

= lim
i

(
b · (ei ∗ f) | g

)
u
= lim

i

(
b · f | g

)
u

since b · (ei ∗ f) → b · f in the inductive limit topology. �

Proof of Proposition 6.6. Using Lemma 6.9, observe that if b ∈ Cc(Σ), then(
L(b)f | g

)
u
= (b · f | g)u

=

∫

G(u)

∫

G

g(γ)b · f(γt)π(t) dλu(γ) dβ
G(u)(t)

=

∫

G

∫

G(u)

∫

H(r(γ))

g(γ)b
(
H(r(γ)), s

)
f(s−1γt)π(t)

dβH(r(γ))(s) dβG(u)(t) dλu(γ)

which, after t 7→ γ−1tγ, is

=

∫

G

ω(γ,G(u))

∫

G(r(γ))

∫

H(r(γ))

g(γ)b
(
H(r(γ)), s

)
f(s−1tγ)π(γ−1tγ)

dβH(r(γ))(s) dβG(r(γ))(t) dλu(γ)

which, after Fubini and t 7→ st, is

=

∫

G

ω(γ,G(u))

∫

H(r(γ))

∫

G(r(γ))

g(γ)b
(
H(r(γ)), s

)
f(tγ)π(γ−1stγ)

dβG(r(γ))(t) dβH(r(γ))(s) dλu(γ)

=

∫

G

ω(γ,G(u))g(γ)
(∫

H(r(γ))

b
(
H(r(γ)), s

)
π(γ−1sγ) dβH(r(γ))(s)

)

∫

G(r(γ))

f(tγ)π(γ−1tγ) dβG(r(γ))(t) dλu(γ)
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=

∫

G

ω(γ,G(u))g(γ)̂b
(
H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ))

) ∫

G(r(γ))

f(tγ)π(γ−1tγ)

dβG(r(γ)(t) dλu(γ)

=

∫

G

∫

G(u)

b̂
(
H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ))))g(γ)f(γt)π(t) dβ

G(u)(t) dλu(γ)

=

∫

G

b̂
(
H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ)))

)
g(γ)f̂(γ, π) dλu(γ)

where

f̂(γ, π) :=

∫

G(u)

f(γt)π(t) dβG(u)(t).

Note that f̂ is continuous onGu. Hence γ 7→ g(γ)f̂(γ, π) is in Cc(Gu). If b ∈ C∗(Σ),
then there is a sequence (bi) in Cc(Σ) converging to b ∈ C∗(Σ) and bounded in norm

in C∗(Σ). Then (b̂i) is bounded in C0(Σ̂) and b̂i → b̂ uniformly. Thus

lim
i

∫

G

b̂i
(
H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ)))

)
g(γ)f̂(γ, π) dλu(γ)

=

∫

G

b̂(H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ))))g(γ)f̂(γ, π) dλu(γ)

by the dominated converge theorem. On the other hand

lim
i

(
L(bi)f | g

)
u
=

(
L(b)f | g

)
u
.

It follows that b ∈ C∗(Σ), then

(
L(b)f | g

)
u
=

∫

G

b̂
(
H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ)))

)
g(γ)f̂(γ, π) dλu(γ)

for all f, g ∈ Cc(G). Thus if (6.2) holds, then b̂ ∈ P ∗(J).

Suppose that b ∈ C∗(Σ) is such that φ(γ) = b̂
(
H(r(γ)), (γ · π)|H(r(γ)))

)
is non-zero

at γ0 ∈ Gu. Then there is a h ∈ Cc(G) such that

φ(γ)h(γ) ≥ 0 if γ ∈ Gu

and such that φ(γ0)h(γ0) = 1. There is a ζ ∈ Cc(G(u)) such that
∫

G(u)

ζ(t)π(t) dβG(u)(t) = 1.

Then there is a f ∈ Cc(G) such that f(γ0t) = ζ(t) for all t ∈ G(u). Thus f̂(γ0, π) = 1.

Since f̂(γ, π) is non-zero near γ0, we can find k ∈ Cc(G) such that

k(γ)f̂(γ, π) ≥ 0 if γ ∈ Gu, and
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such that k(γ0)f̂(γ0, π) = 1. Let g(γ) = h(γ)k(γ) and let f be as above. Since βG(u)

has full support, it follows that
(
L(b)f | g

)
u
> 0.

Consequently, b̂ /∈ P ∗(J). Since (H(r(γ)), (γ ·π)|H(r(γ))) = (H(γ ·u), (γ ·π)|H(γ·u)), this
completes the proof. �

The following corollary will be useful in the sequel.

Corollary 6.10. As above, let J(u, π) = ker
(
Ind(u, π)

)
. If J(un, πn) → J(u, π) in

PrimC∗(G), then after passing to a subsequence and relabeling, there are γn ∈ G such
that γn · un → u.

Proof. There is always a trivial (equivariant) subsgroup section H : G(0) → Σ0 given

by H(u) = {u}. Then P ∗(J(u, π)) is the ideal of functions in C0(Σ̂) vanishing

on G · ({u}, 1) in Σ̂. Since P ∗(J(un, πn)) → P ∗(J(u, π)) in I(C0(Σ̂)), we can use

Lemma 2.3 to pass to a subsequence, relabel, and find an ∈ G · ({un}, 1) converging

to ({u}, 1) in Σ̂. Since Σ̂ is a metric space, we can take an ∈ G · ({un}, 1). The result
now follows easily from Proposition 1.2. �

Corollary 6.11. Suppose that ker
(
Ind(u, π)

)
= ker

(
Ind(v, σ)

)
Then [u] = [v].

Proof. By Corollary 6.10, we may as well assume that there are γn ∈ G such that
γn · u→ v. Thus v ∈ [u]. The result follows by symmetry. �

7. Continuous Isotropy

In this section, we want to consider examples were the isotropy map u 7→ G(u)
continuous except at isolated points. Specifically, we make the following definition.

Definition 7.1. We say that G has continuous isotropy except for jump disconti-
nuities if G has an equivariant subgroup section H : G(0) → Σ0 such that the set
D = { u ∈ G(0) : H(u) 6= G(u) } is discrete.

Remark 7.2. Let G be such that G(u) = {u} for all u off a discrete setD ⊂ G(0). Then
G has continuous isotropy except for jump discontinuities. For a specific example of
this, see Example 10.2. Other more subtle examples of jump discontinuities are given
in Examples 10.1 and 10.3.

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that G is a second countable locally compact Hausdorff
groupoid with a Haar system and abelian isotropy. Suppose that the isotropy is con-
tinuous except for jump discontinuities. If G is amenable, then (u, π) 7→ κ(u, π) :=
ker

(
Ind(u, π)

)
is an open surjection inducing a homeomorphism κ̃ of (G\ Stab(G))∼

onto PrimC∗(G). If G\G(0) is T0, then G is amenable and C∗(G) is GCR. Further-
more, in that case, (u, π) 7→ Ind(u, π) induces a homeomorphism Ind of G\ Stab(G)
onto C∗(G)∧.
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Remark 7.4 (Goehle). If the isotropy map u 7→ G(u) is continuous, then Theo-
rem 7.3 applies. This allows us to recover Goehle’s [Goe12, Theorem 3.5] describing
PrimC∗(G) as a special case. At the same time we can give a cleaner description
of the topology of (G\ Stab(G))∼ using results from Section 3. Specifically, consider
Lemma 7.6 and Remark 7.7.

For the proof, it will be useful to note that the equivariance of the subgroup section
easily implies the following and we omit the proof.

Lemma 7.5. If G has continuous isotropy except for jump discontinuities and if
H : G(0) → Σ0 is an equivariant subgroup section such that D = { u ∈ G(0) : H(u) 6=
G(u) } is discrete, then D is G-invariant and [u] is closed for all u ∈ D.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. Let H : G(0) → Σ0 be a subgroup section such that D =
{ u ∈ G(0) : H(u) 6= G(u) } is discrete. Let P ∗ : I(C∗(G)) → I(C0(Σ̂)) be the
corresponding continuous map from Corollary 6.5.
By Proposition 4.1, we know that κ and κ̃ are continuous surjections.
Suppose that κ(u, π) = κ(v, σ). Then [v] and [u] have the same closure by Corol-

lary 6.11. Since u ∈ D implies [u] is closed, u ∈ D implies that v ∈ [u]. Thus
we may as well assume v = u. Since G|[u] and G(u) are equivalent groupoids and
since G(u) is abelian, C∗(G|[u]) is GCR. Since Ind(u, π) and Ind(u, σ) factor through

C∗(G|[u]) and have the same kernel, it follows that Ind
G|[u]
G(u) π and Ind

G|[u]
G(u) σ are equiva-

lent [Ped79, Theorem 6.1.5]. Since G|[u] is equivalent to G(u), π = σ. Thus G · (u, π)
and G · (v, σ) are equal. In particular, (u, π) and (v, σ) define the same class in
(G\ Stab(G))∼.
On the other hand, if u /∈ D, then we can use Proposition 6.6 and Remark 6.7 to

conclude that P ∗(κ(u, π)) is the ideal of functions vanishing on G · (G(u), π) ⊂ Σ̂.

Thus if κ(u, π) = κ(v, σ) we also have v /∈ D and G · (u, π) = G · (v, σ). Thus (u, π)
and (v, σ) define the same class in (G\ Stab(G))∼ in this case as well. This shows
that κ̃ is injective.
In view of Lemma 3.9, to see that κ̃ is a homeomorphism, it will suffice to see that

κ is open. Let V be a neighborhood of (u, π) in Stab(G). Suppose that κ(un, πn) →
κ(u, π). Since this sequence is arbitrary, it will suffice to see that κ(un, πn) has a
subsequence which is eventually in κ(V ).
Suppose that u /∈ D. Then we may as well assume that un /∈ D for all n.

However, Corollary 6.5 implies that P ∗(κ(un, πn)) → P ∗(κ(u, π)) in I(C0(Σ̂)). By
Lemma 2.3, we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume that there there

are an ∈ G · (G(un), πn) converging to (G(u), π) in Σ̂. Since Σ̂ is a metric space,

there are γn ∈ G such that γn · (G(un), πn) → (G(u), π) in Σ̂. Of course, we also
have γn · (un, πn) → (u, π) in Stab(G) and γn · (un, πn) is eventually in V . Since
κ
(
γn · (un, πn)

)
= κ(un, πn) by Lemma 4.7(b), we have shown that κ(un, πn) is even-

tually in κ(V ) as required.
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Now assume u ∈ D. If there are infinitely many un such that un /∈ D, then
we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume that un /∈ D for all n. Just as

above, P ∗(κ(un, πn)) → P ∗(κ(u, π)) in I(C0(Σ̂)) except now P ∗(κ(u, π)) is the ideal

of functions vanishing on G · (H(u), π|H(u)). Then we can pass to a subsequence,
relabel, and assume that there are γn ∈ G such that γn · (G(un), πn) → (H(u), π|H(u))

in Σ̂. But then γn · (un, πn) → (u, π) in Stab(G) by Lemma 4.5. Then we have
κ(un, πn) = κ(γn · (un, πn)) eventually in κ(V ).
This leaves the case where there are infinitely many un ∈ D. Then we can reduce

to the case where un ∈ D for all n. By Corollary 6.10, we can assume that there are
γn such that γn · un → u. After replacing (un, πn) with γn · (un, πn), we can assume
un → u. Since D is discrete, we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume un =

u for all n. But then we can assume Ind
G|[u]
G(u) πn → Ind

G|[u]
G(u) π in C∗(G|[u])

∧. Since G|[u]
is equivalent to G(u) this implies πn → π in G(u)∧. Then (un, πn) = (u, πn) → (u, π)
in Stab(G).
This completes the proof that κ is open.
If G\G(0) is T0, the rest follows from Corollary 4.6. �

If the isotropy varies continuously, then we can sharpen our description of the
topology on Stab(G).

Lemma 7.6. Let Σ̂S = { (G(u), π) ∈ Σ̂ : u ∈ G(0) }. Then Σ̂S is a closed subset of

Σ̂ and (G(u), π) 7→ (u, π) is a homeomorphism of Σ̂S onto Stab(G). In particular, a
sequence

(
(un, πn)

)
converges to (u, π) in Stab(G) if and only if un → u and given

an ∈ G(un) converging to a ∈ G(u) we have πn(an) → π(a).

Remark 7.7. In the continuously varying isotropy case in particular, the openness of

the map of Σ̂S onto (G\ Stab(G))∼, and the proof of Theorem 7.3, give us a rather
robust description of the topology on PrimC∗(G). If [u, π] is the class of (u, π) in
(G\ Stab(G))∼, then we note that a sequence

(
[un, πn]

)
converges to [u, π] if and only

if every subsequence has a subsequence
(
[unk

, πnk
]
)
such there are γk ∈ G such that

γk ·
(
G(unk

), πnk

)
converges to (G(u), π) in Σ̂S .

8. Action Groupoids for Abelian Groups

We pause to see what the known results for action groupoids imply about our more
general constructions. Recall that if (G, X) is a second countable locally compact
transformation group, then the corresponding action groupoid, or transformation
groupoid, is G = G(G, X) = { (x, g, y) ∈ X×G×X : x = g ·y } [Wil19, Example 1.12].
Then C∗(G) can be identified with the transformation group C∗-algebra C0(X)⋊lt G
[Wil19, Example 1.55]. If G is abelian, then we can use [Wil81, Theorem 5.3] to
describe PrimC∗(G) and its topology. However this description is very different than
what we propose here. Nevertheless, we can use this earlier work to verify our map
κ̃ from Section 4 is a homeomorphism in this case.
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More generally, provided that G is amenable or that G\X is T0, we can also deal
with the case where there is an abelian subgroup H of G such that each stability
subgroup, Sx = { g ∈ G : g · x = x }, is contained in H. Note that G = G(G, X) is
amenable if G is, or if G\X = G\X is T0. Furthermore, replacing H with

⋂
g∈G gHg

−1

allows us to assume that H is normal in G. Hence we can apply [Wil81, Theorem 5.8]
and its corollaries.
It will be helpful to translate the results in [Wil81] to our setting. As above, we

write Sx for the stability subgroup { h ∈ G : h · x = x } in G to distinguish it from

the isotropy group G(x) = { (x, h, x) ∈ G : h ∈ Sx } in G. However, if π ∈ Ŝx,
then we will use the same symbol for the corresponding character on G(x). It is
not hard to see that the induced representation IndG

(x,Sx)
(π) of the transformation

group C∗-algebra, defined in [Wil81, Definition 3.4], when viewed as a representation

of C∗(G), is equivalent to our IndG
G(x)(π). Thus if (x, ρ) ∈ X × Ĥ and if we define

ψ(x, ρ) = ker
(
IndG

(x,Sx)
(ρ|Sx

)
)
as in [Wil81], then ψ(x, ρ) = κ(x, ρ|G(x)).

We let ΛH be the quotient ofX×Ĥ were we identify (x, ρ) and (y, σ) ifH · x = H · y
and σ and ρ agree on Sx (which is necessarily the same as Sy since H · x = H · y
and H is abelian). We let [x, ρ] be the class of (x, ρ) in ΛH. As discussed following
[Wil81, Corollary 5.9], there is a continuous G-action on ΛH given by g · [x, ρ] =
[g · x, g · ρ].

Proposition 8.1 ([Wil81, §5]). Let G, H, and ΛH be as above.

(a) The natural map of X × Ĥ onto ΛH is open.

(b) The natural map α : X × Ĥ → (G\ΛH)
∼ is an open map.

(c) α(x, ρ) 7→ κ(x, ρ|G(x)) is a homemorphism of (G\ΛH)
∼ onto PrimC∗(G).

(d) If α(x, ρ) = α(y, σ), then there are gn ∈ G and ρn ∈ Ĥ such that (gn ·x, ρn) →

(y, σ) in X × Ĥ and such that ρn and gn · ρ agree on Sgn·x.

Proof. (a) This follows from [Wil81, Theorem 5.3] and the discussion following its
proof.
(b) As in the first paragraph of the proof of [Wil81, Corllary 5.11], this follows

from [Wil81, Corollary 5.9] and part (a).
(c) This is [Wil81, Corollary 5.10].
(d) If α(x, ρ) = α(y, σ), then there are gn ∈ G such that [gn · x, gn · ρ] converges

to [y, σ] in ΛH . Since the natural map of X × Ĥ onto ΛH is open by part (a), we

can pass to a subseqence, relabel, and assume that there are (zn, ρn) ∈ X × Ĥ such

that (zn, ρn) → (y, σ) in X × Ĥ, H · zn = H · (gn · x), and gn · ρ and ρn agree on
Szn = Sgn·x. Since X is a metric space, there are hn ∈ H such that hngn · x → y.
Since H is abelian and all the stability groups are contained in H, hngn · ρ = gn · ρ
and Shngn·x = Sgn·x. Thus (hngn · x, ρn) → (y, σ) in X × Ĥ and hngn · ρ and ρn agree
on Shngn·x. �
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Lemma 8.2. Suppose that (xn, ρn) → (x0, ρ0) in X × Ĥ. Then (xn, ρn|Sxn
) →

(x, ρ0|Sn
) in Stab(G).

Proof. For convenience, let πn = ρn|Sxn
. We clearly have xn → x. If we have passed

to a subsequence and relabeled, we can pass to another so that Snk
→ S ⊂ Sx0 . But

then (H(xnk
), πnk

) → (S, π0|S) in Σ̂. So the result follows from Proposition 3.4. �

Proposition 8.3. Suppose that G = G(G, X) is an amenable second countable action
groupoid such that the stability groups are all contained in a fixed abelian subgroup
of G. If κ̃ is as in Proposition 4.1, then κ̃ : (G\ Stab(G))∼ → PrimC∗(G) is a
homeomorphism.

Proof. Since G is second countable and amenable, it is not hard to see that C0(X)⋊ltG
is EH-regular (see [IW09a]). Of course, since H is abelian, C0(X)⋊ltH is necessarily
EH-regular. Furthermore, we may assume that H is normal and apply the results
from [Wil81] via Proposition 8.1.
To see that κ is open, we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 7.3. Suppose that

V is a neighborhood of (x0, π0) in Stab(G) and that κ(xn, πn) → κ(x0, π0). Since
we started with an arbitrary sequence, it will suffice to show that κ(xn, πn) has a
subsequence which is eventually in κ(V ).

Since every character on Sxn
is the restriction of some ρ ∈ Ĥ, we can replace πn

with ρn|G(xn) for some ρn ∈ Ĥ. Let α : X × Ĥ → (G\∆)∼ be the natural map.
Then in view of Proposition 8.1(c), we can assume that α(xn, ρn) → α(x0, ρ0). Since
α is open, we can pass to a subsequence, and relabel, so that there is a sequence
(yn, σn) → (x0, ρ0) in X × Ĥ with α(yn, σn) = α(xn, ρn). Since X × H is a metric
space, we can use Proposition 8.1(d) to find gn ∈ G such that (gn · xn, ρ

′
n) → (x0, ρ0)

and such that for all n, ρ′n and gn · ρn agree on Sg·xn
. It follows from Lemma 8.2 that

gn · (xn, ρn|Sxn
) → (x, ρ0|Sx

) = (x, π0) in Stab(G). Then gn · (xn, ρn|Sxn
) is eventually

in V . Since κ is G-invariant, κ(xn, ρn) is eventually in κ(V ). Thus, κ is open.
To see that κ̃ is injective, suppose that κ(x, ρ|Sx

) = κ(y, σ|Sy
). Then α(x, ρ) =

α(y, σ) and we can use Proposition 8.1(d) to find gn such that (gn · x, ρn) → (y, σ)
in X × H such that ρn and gn · ρ agree on Sgn·x. But then gn · (x, ρ|Sn

) converges

to (y, σ|Sy
) in Stab(G) by Lemma 8.2. Therefore (y, σ|Sy

∈ G · (x, ρ|Sx
). Since the

situation is symmetric, we are done. �

9. Generalized Proper Groupoids

Let π : G → G(0) ×G(0) be given by π(γ) = (r(γ), s(γ)). The image, RG = π(G),
is an equivalence relation on G(0) and a topological groupoid when RG is given the
relative product topology.3 Of course, in general, RG may not be locally compact.

3It is more common to equip RG with the often finer quotient topology. However, it is the relative
product topology that is suitable for our needs here.
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In fact, RG is closed in G(0) × G(0) if and only if G\G(0) is Hausdorff ([Wil19, Ex
2.1.10]). Part of our interest in π is due to the following straightforward observation.

Lemma 9.1. If G has abelian isotropy and H ∈ Σ0, then γ ·H depends only on π(γ).

It follows we get a well-defined action of RG on Σ0: π(γ) ·H = γ ·H .

Lemma 9.2. Suppose that the action of RG on Σ0 is continuous and that Hn → H0

in Σ0. Let un = p0(Hn). If (γn) is a sequence in G such that γn · un → γ0 · u0, then
γn ·Hn → γ0 ·H0

Proof. The convoluted hypotheses just imply that π(γn) → π(γ0) in RG. �

Recall that a locally compact groupoid is a proper if it acts properly on its unit
space. For example, the action groupoid G = G(G, X) is proper if and only if G acts
properly on X . Note that if G is a proper groupoid, then all of its isotropy groups
are compact.

Lemma 9.3. Suppose that G is a proper groupoid with abelian isotropy. Then G\G(0)

is Hausdorff and RG acts continuously on Σ0.

Proof. If G is proper, then G\G(0) is Hausdorff [Wil19, Proposition 2.18]. To see that
the RG-action is continuous, suppose thatHn → H0 in Σ0 with un = p0(Hn). Suppose
π(γn) = (vn, un) → π(γ0) = (v0, u0). We need to verify that π(γn) ·Hn → π(γ0) ·H0.
After passing to a random subsequence and relabeling, it will suffice to produce a
subsequence with this property. Since un → u0 and vn = γn ·un → v0, it follows from
[Wil19, Proposition 2.17] that we can pass to a subsequence and assume γn → η0 with
π(γ0) = π(η0). Since the action of G on Σ0 is continuous, γn ·Hn → η0 ·H0 = γ0 ·H0.
This completes the proof. �

Motivated in part by the previous lemma, we make the following definition.

Definition 9.4. We say that G is proper modulo its isotropy if G\G(0) is Hausdorff
and RG acts continuously on Σ0.

To both justify our terminology, and to see that our next theorem has wide appli-
cability, we want to exhibit the following class of examples based on the unit space
fixing extensions studied extensively in [IKSW19, IKR+21a, IKR+21b].

Example 9.5. As usual, suppose that G has abelian isotropy. Suppose that G is a
proper groupoid and that there is a continuous open groupoid epimorphism p : G→ G
that restricts to a homeomorphism of G(0) with G(0). Then A = ker p = { γ ∈ G :
p(γ) ∈ G(0) } is contained in the isotropy subgroupoid G′ = { γ ∈ G : r(γ) = s(γ) }.
It follows that A is an abelian group bundle and we have a diagram

A G G

G(0)

ι p
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so that we can view G as a unit space fixing extension of G by A. Our next lemma
confirms that such groupoids are always examples of groupoids that are proper mod-
ulo their isotropy.

Lemma 9.6. Let G be as in Example 9.5. Then G is proper modulo its isotropy.

Proof. We can use p|G(0) to identify G(0) and G(0). Then r(γ) = r(p(γ)) and s(γ) =
s(p(γ)). Then we can identify G\G(0) and G\G(0). Since G is proper, it follows G\G(0)

is Hausdorff as in Lemma 9.3.
Note that p(γ) = p(η) if and only if there is a a ∈ A such that η = γa.
To see that RG acts continuously, we make the appropriate modifications to the

second part of the proof of Lemma 9.3. Suppose that Hn → H0 in Σ0 with un =
p0(Hn). Suppose π(γn) = (vn, un) → π(γ0) = (v0, u0). We need to see that after
passing to a subsequence and relabeling, π(γn) ·Hn → π(γ0) ·H0.
Since G is proper, we can assume that p(γn) → p(η0) and πG(p(γ0)) = πG(p(η0)).

Since p is open, we can pass to subsequence, relabel, and assume that there are
ηn → η0 in G such that p(ηn) = p(γn). In particular, there are an ∈ A such that
γnan → η0. Thus γn ·Hn = (γnan) ·Hn → η0H0 = γ0 ·H0. �

Remark 9.7. Notice that for all u ∈ G(0), A(u) is a subgroup of G(u). Since G(u) =
p(G(u)), we must have G(u)/A(u) compact. While we can always form the groupoid
G′\G, it may not even be locally compact if the isotropy map is not continuous.

Theorem 9.8. Suppose that G is a second countable locally compact Hausdorff
groupoid with a Haar system and abelian isotropy. Suppose that G is proper modulo
its isotropy. Then Ind is a homeomorphism of G\ Stab(G) onto C∗(G)∧.

Proof of Theorem 9.8. In view of Corollary 4.2, it suffices to see that Ind is an open
map. Since C∗(G) is GCR, we can identify C∗(G)∧ and PrimC∗(G), so it will suffice
to see that κ (as defined in Proposition 4.1) is open. As in the proof of Theorem 7.3, it
will suffice, given a sequence

(
κ(un, πn)

)
converging to κ(u0, π0), to find a subsequence(

(unk
, πnk

)
)
and a sequence

(
(vk, σk)

)
in Stab(G) such that (vk, σk) → (u0, π0) and

κ(vk, σk) = κ(unk
, πnk

).
Using Corollary 6.10, we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume that there

are γn ∈ G such that γn ·un → u0. Since κ(γn ·un, γn ·πn) = κ(un, πn), we can replace
(un, πn) with (γn · un, γn · πn) and assume that un → u0.
Suppose that there are infinitely many n such that [un] = [v] for some v ∈ G(0)

(where [u] denotes the orbit of u in G(0)). Then we can pass to a subsequence, relabel,
and assume that for all n there are γn ∈ G such that γn · v = un. Then γn · v → u0
and u0 ∈ [v] = [v]. (Orbits are closed since G\G(0) is Hausdorff.) Hence for all n,
[un] = [u0] = [v]. Replacing (un, πn) with (ηn · un, ηn · πn) for appropriate ηn ∈ G, we
can assume un = u0 for all n.
Now we can replace G with G|[u0] and assume Ind(u0, πn) → Ind(u0, π0) as irre-

ducible representations of C∗(G|[u0]). Since G|[u0] is equivalent to G(u0), this means
πn → π0 in G(u0)

∧ (by [RW98, Theorem 3.29]).
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This provides the required lift in the case infinitely many orbits [un] coincide.
Otherwise, we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume that n > m ≥ 0

implies [um] 6= [un]. We can also assume G(un) → H ⊂ G(u0).
We let C = { un : n ≥ 0 } and F = G ·C. We claim that F is closed. Suppose that

γk · vk → v with each vk ∈ C. If vk = uj for infinitely many k, then v ∈ [uj] = [uj]
and v ∈ F . Otherwise, we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume vk = unk

with unk
→ u0. Then

(
[unk

]
)
converges to both [u0] and [v] in G\G(0). Since the

latter is Hausdorff, this implies [v] = [u0] and v ∈ F in this case as well. This proves
that F is closed as claimed.
In view of Lemma 9.1, we get a well-defined function H : F → Σ0 given by

H(γ · un) =

{
γ ·G(un) if n ≥ 1, and

γ ·H if n = 0.

We claim that H is continuous. If not, there is a sequence γk · vk → γ0 · v0 with
each vk ∈ C and such that no subsequence of

(
γk · H(vk)

)
converges to γ0 · H(v0).

If there are infinitely many k such that vk = un, then we can pass to subsequence,
relabel, and assume γk · un → γ0 · v0. Then γ0 · v0 ∈ [un] = [un]. Then we can replace
v0 with un and adjust γ0 so that γk · un → γ0 · un. Since G\G(0) is Hausdorff, the
Mackey-Glimm-Ramsay Dichotomy [Wil19, Theorem 2.27] implies γ 7→ γ · un is an
open map. Hence we can pass to a subsequence, relabel, and assume that γk → γ0.
Then H(γk · un) = γk ·H(un) → γ0 ·H(un) = H(γ0 · un) which contradicts our choice
of

(
γk · vk

)
.

Now we assume that no vk is repeated infinitely often. Then we must have vk → u0.
Since γk ·vk → γ0 ·v0 and G\G

(0) is Hausdorff, we can adjust γ0 if need be and replace
γ0 ·v0 with γ0 ·u0. Since H is clearly continuous on C, we have H(vk) → H(u0). Since
RG acts continuously by assumption, γk ·H(vk) → γ0 ·H(u0). Again, this contradicts
our assumptions on

(
γk · vk

)
. Hence H is continuous on F as claimed.

Therefore H is an equivariant subgroup section for G|F . Since F is closed and

G-invariant, we can replace G by G|F . Let P ∗ : I(C∗(G|F )) → I(C0(Σ̂F ) be
the corresponding map. Since κ(uk, πk) → κ(u0, π0) in Prim

(
C∗(G|F )

)
, we have

P ∗(κ(uk, πk)) → P ∗(κ(u0, π0)) in I(C0(Σ̂F ). By Proposition 6.6, if k ≥ 1, then

P ∗(κ(uk, πk) is the ideal of functions in C0(Σ̂F ) vanishing on G|F · (G(uk), πk) =
G · (G(uk), πk). Similarly, P ∗(κ(u0, π0)) is the ideal vanishing on H · (H, π0|H). We
can use Lemma 2.3 to pass to a subsequence, relabel, so that there are γk ∈ G such

that γk · (G(uk), πk) → (H, π0|H) in Σ̂. But then (uk, πk) → (u0, π0) in Stab(G) (by
Proposition 3.4). Since κ(γk · (uk, πk)) = κ(uk, πk), this completes the proof. �

Before closing out this section, we note that there are natural circumstances where
RG acts continuously without having to assume either that G is proper or invoking
Example 9.5.
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Lemma 9.9. Let (G, X) be a locally compact transformation group with G abelian,
and let G = G(G, X) be the corresponding action groupoid as in Section 8. Then RG

acts continuously on Σ0.

Remark 9.10. It would suffice for all the Sx to be central in G.

Proof. As usual, we identify G(0) = { (x, e, x) ∈ G : x ∈ X } with X . Then the
isotropy group G(x) is { (x, h, x) : h ∈ Sx } where Sx = { h ∈ G : h · x = x } is the
stability group at x. Let c : G→ G be the cocycle c(y, g, x) = g. Note that c restricts
to an isomorphism of G(x) = { (x, g, x) : x ∈ Sx } with Sx. More generally, if H ∈ Σ0

and H ⊂ G(x), then c(H) is a subgroup of G(x). Using [Wil19, Lemma 3.22] for
example, we have Hn ⊂ G(xn) converging to H ⊂ G(x) if and only if xn → x and
c(Hn) → c(H) as subgroups of G. Since

(y, g−1, x)(x, h, x)(x, g, y) = (y, g−1hg, y) = (y, h, y)

it follows that RG acts continuously on Σ0. �

Recall that a continuous surjection f : X → Y has local sections if for each y ∈ Y
there is a neighborhood V ⊂ Y and a continuous function c : V → X such that
f(c(z)) = z for all z ∈ V .

Lemma 9.11. Suppose that π : G → RG has local sections. Then RG acts continu-
ously on Σ0.

Proof. Suppose that Hn → H0 with p0(Hn) = un. Suppose also that π(γn) =
(vn, un) → π(γ0) = (u0, v0). Let U be a neighborhood of (v0, u0) and c : U → G
a local section for π. We can assume that

(
(vn, un)

)
⊂ U and let ηn = c(vn, un).

Then ηn → η0 and π(ηn) = π(γn) for all n ≥ 0. Then

π(γn) ·Hn = ηn ·Hn → η0 ·H0 = π(γ0) ·H0. �

10. Examples

In order to see that Theorem 7.3 has new interesting applications, we want to
exhibit some elementary examples where the isotropy is continuous except for jump
discontinuities as in Definition 7.1. For ease of exposition, all of the constructions
here come from directed graphs, where the primitive ideal space of the corresponding
groupoid C∗-algebra can be computed via [HS04]. Nevertheless, these examples show
the phenomena is reasonably common.
The groupoids we will construct will be étale groupoids and are now usually called

Deaconu–Renault groupoids. The construction originated from directed graphs in
[KPRR97] and emerged on its own in [Ren00]. For a more general construction, one
can consult [RW17, §5]. We review the basics for the constructions we need here.
We let X be a locally compact space and let T : dom(T ) ⊂ X → X be a local

homeomorphism with dom(T ) and ran(T ) = T (dom(T )) open subsets. Let N0 =



26 VAN WYK AND WILLIAMS

{ 0, 1, 2, . . .}. Then

GT = { (x,m− n, y) ∈ X × Z×X : Tmx = T ny with m,n ∈ N0 }

is a groupoid with respect to the natural operations. The sets

Z(U,m, n, V ) = { (x,m− n, y) ∈ GT : Tmx = T ny }

with U and V open in X and m,n ∈ N0 form a basis for a locally compact Hausdorff
topology on GT with respect to which GT is an étale groupoid, and such that the
map c : GT → Z given by c(x, k, y) = k, is a continuous cocycle on GT . Furthermore,
the groupoid GT is always amenable (see [Ren00, Proposition 2.9] or [RW17, Theo-
rem 5.13]) so that our results apply. This construction of GT from X and T is an
example of a Deaconu–Renault groupoid.
Given a general directed graph E, there is now a well understood way of associating

to it a Deaconu–Renault groupoidGT as above. We letX be the boundary path space
∂E and T the edge shift. Although we don’t actually require them here, the details
of the construction can be found in [BCW17] or [Web14].

v
e g

w

f

Figure 1. A Simple Graph

To start, let E be the graph in Figure 1 which comes from [SW16, Example 3.4]. In
this case, the boundary paths are all infinite paths and consist of e∞, g∞, and gn−1fe∞

for n ≥ 1. Topologically, { e∞ }∪{ gn−1fe∞ } is discrete while every neighborhood of
g∞ contains { gn−1fe∞ } for n ≥ N for some N . In particular, limn→∞ gn−1fe∞ = g∞.
At this point, we can forget about the graph and reduce to simply specifying a space
X and local homeomorphism T . Then we can construct GT as above.

Example 10.1 ([SW16, Example 3.4]). We let X = ∂E and think of xn = gn−1fe∞

as a point in X for n ≥ 1. Then X is the space { x0, x1, x2, . . . , x∞ } where X \ {x∞}
is discrete and the open neighborhoods of x∞ are all of the form { xk : k ≥ N } for
some integer N ≥ 0. The map T : X → X is given by

T (xk) =





x0 if k = 0,

xk−1 if 1 ≤ k <∞, and

x∞ if k = ∞.

Since T kxk = x0 for all 0 ≤ k < ∞, we have (x0,−k, xk) ∈ GT and [x0] = { xk :
0 ≤ k <∞}. On the other hand, [x∞] = {x∞}. Note that [x0] is dense and the orbit
space GT\X is T0 consisting of the dense point [x0] and the closed point [x∞].



PRIMITIVE IDEAL SPACE 27

If 0 ≤ k <∞, then T nxk = x0 for all n ≥ k. Hence (xk, m+ k− (n+ k), xk) ∈ GT

for all m,n ∈ N. Thus GT (xk) = { (xk, l, xk) : l ∈ Z } for all 0 ≤ k <∞. This clearly
holds for x∞ as well.
Now let (x∞, m−n, x∞) ∈ GT (x∞) and let Z(U,m, n, V ) be a basic open neighbor-

hood of (x∞, m − n, x∞). Let k > max{m,n }. Then Tmxk = T nxk only if m = n.
Thus if m 6= n, then GT (xk) ∩ Z(U,m, n, V ) = ∅ if k > max{m,n }. It follows that
GT (xk) → {(x∞, 0, x∞)}.
Since { xk : 0 ≤ k < ∞} is discrete, we have established that GT has isotropy

which is continuous except for a jump discontinuity at x∞.
Now we can identify Stab(GT ) with X ×T and the sets {xk}×T are each homeo-

morphic to T for all k and open if k <∞. Consider a sequence
(
(xk, zk)

)
. Recall that(

GT (xk)
)
converges to the trivial subgroup of GT (x∞). Thus if ak ∈ GT (xk) and ak

converges, it must converge to the identity in GT (x∞). Since the cocycle c : GT → Z

is continuous, ak must eventually be the identity of GT (xk). It follows that
(
(xk, zk)

)

converges to (x∞, w) for all w ∈ T by Proposition 3.4. �

The construction of the boundary path space is a bit more complicated if we allow
our graph to have sinks. For example, let E be the graph in Figure 2. The boundary
path space for the graph is

∂E = { (e1e2)
nh, e2(e1e2)

nh, (e1e2)
∞, (e2e1)

∞ : n ∈ N0 }.

As in the previous example, the construction of GT becomes a bit more transparent if
we just describe the boundary path space as a space without reference to the graph.

e1

e2

h

u v

z

Figure 2. A Graph With a Sink

Example 10.2. We let xn = (e1e2)
nh for n ∈ N0, x∞ = (e1e2)

∞, yn = e2(e1e2)
nh for

n ∈ N0, and y∞ = (e2e1)
∞. Then

X = { x0, x1, . . . , x∞ } ∪ { y0, y1, . . . , y∞ }

where X \ { x∞, y∞ } is discrete and { xk : k ≥ N } and { yk : k ≥ N } are neighbor-
hoods of x∞ and y∞, respectively, for all N ∈ N. If we let dom(T ) = X \ {x0}, then
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we define a local homeomorphism T : dom(T ) ⊂ X → X by

T (x) =





yk−1 if x = xk with 1 ≤ k <∞,

y∞ if x = x∞,

xk if x = yk, with 0 ≤ k <∞, and

x∞ if x = y∞.

Thus there are only two orbits in G
(0)
T ; namely, the dense orbit [x0] = { xk, yk : 0 ≤

k <∞} and the closed orbit [x∞] = { x∞, y∞ }. Clearly, the orbit space is T0.
If k <∞, then T nxk is only defined if n ≤ 2k. Then it is not hard to see that

GT (xk) = { (xk, 0, xk) } for all 0 ≤ k <∞.

Similarly, GT (yk) is trivial for all 0 ≤ k <∞. On the other hand,

GT (x∞) = { (x∞, 2k, x∞) : k ∈ N0 }

and a similar formula holds for GT (y∞). Hence is isotropy is trivial except at
D = { x∞, y∞ } and GT has continuous isotropy except for jump discontinuities as in
Remark 7.2.
Furthermore, the sequence

(
(xk, 1)

)
converges to (x∞, w) in Stab(GT ) for all w ∈ T.

Similarly,
(
(yk, 1)

)
converges to (y∞, w) for all w ∈ T. �

We can now combine the phenomena exhibited by the previous two examples by
starting with a loop and then attaching exits to sinks or additional loops. Consider
the graph in Figure 3. Now

∂E = { gn−1f(e2e1)
∞, g∞, (e2e1)

∞, e2(e1e2)
n−1h, (e1e2)

∞, (e1e2)
nh }.

Now let x∞ = g∞, xn = gn−1f(e2e1)
∞, x0 = (e2e1)

∞, zn = e2(e1e2)
n−1h, y∞ =

(e1e2)
∞, and yn = (e1e2)

nh.

e1

e2

h

u v

z f

w
g

Figure 3. A Combination

Example 10.3. We let

X = { x0, x1, . . . , x∞ } ∪ { z0, z1, . . . } ∪ { y0, y1, . . . , y∞ }
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where X \ { x∞, x0, y∞ } is discrete and { xk : k ≥ N }, { zk, k ≥ N } and { yk :
k ≥ N } are neighborhoods of x∞, x0, and y∞, respectively, for all N ∈ N. Here
dom(T ) = X \ {y0} and

T (x) =





x∞ if x = x∞,

xk−1 if x = xk for 1 ≤ k <∞,

y∞ if x = x0,

yk−1 if x = zk for 1 ≤ k <∞,

y0 if x = z0,

x0 if x = y∞, and

zk if x = yk for 1 ≤ k <∞.

The orbits consist of [x∞] = {x∞}, [x0] = { xk : 0 ≤ k < ∞} ∪ {y∞}, and [z0] =
{ zk, yk : 0 ≤ k <∞}. As in the previous examples, it is not hard to see that GT (zk)
and GT (yk) are trivial if 1 ≤ k < ∞ while GT (y∞) and GT (xk), for 0 ≤ k ≤ ∞ are
all isomorphic to Z. However GT (xk) → { (x∞, 0, x∞) }.
To see that GT has continuous isotropy except for jump discontinuities, we define

H : G
(0)
T → Σ0 by

H(x) =





{(x∞, 0, x∞)} if x = x∞,

{(y∞, 0, y∞)} if x = y∞, and

GT (x) otherwise.

It follows that any sequence of the form
(
(xk, zk)

)
converges to (x∞, w) in Stab(GT )

for any w ∈ T. On the other hand,
(
(zk, 1)

)
converges to (x0, w) in Stab(GT ) for all

w ∈ T. Similarly,
(
(yk, 1)

)
converges to (y∞, w) in Stab(GT ) for all w ∈ T. �

These examples make it clear that more complicated examples of groupoids with
continuous isotropy except for jump discontinuities can be built by starting with a
loop and then attaching sinks or additional loops.
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