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RELATIVE TOPOLOGICAL PRINCIPALITY AND THE IDEAL

INTERSECTION PROPERTY FOR GROUPOID C*-ALGEBRAS

CHRISTOPHER J. EAGLE1, GAVIN GOERKE, AND MARCELO LACA2

Abstract. We introduce the notion of relative topological principality for a family tHαu of
open subgroupoids of a Hausdorff étale groupoid G. The C*-algebras C

˚
r pHαq of the groupoids

Hα embed in C
˚
r pGq and we show that if G is topologically principal relative to tHαu then a rep-

resentation of C
˚
r pGq is faithful if and only if its restriction to each of the subalgebras C

˚
r pHαq

is faithful. This variant of the ideal intersection property potentially involves several subalge-
bras, and gives a new method of verifying injectivity of representations of reduced groupoid
C*-algebras. As applications we prove a uniqueness theorem for Toeplitz C*-algebras of left
cancellative small categories that generalizes a recent result of Laca and Sehnem for Toeplitz
algebras of group-embeddable monoids, and we also discuss and compare concrete examples
arising from integer arithmetic.

1. Introduction

One often wants a method for determining the injectivity of ˚-homorphisms with domain a
fixed C*-algebra A. In some situations there may be a C*-subalgebra B of A such that any
˚-homomorphism is injective on A if and only if it is injective on B; this is particularly useful if
the subalgebra B is more easily understood than the whole algebra A. Equivalently, we say that
a C*-subalgebra B of A detects ideals in A, or has the ideal intersection property in A, if the
only (closed 2-sided) ideal J of A such that B X J “ t0u is the zero ideal. If B detects ideals in
A, then we can verify injectivity of a ˚-homomorphism on A by checking that it is injective on
B. There are many cases known where certain types of C*-algebras have important subalgebras
with the ideal intersection property, e.g. [1, 3, 8, 9, 12,13,18,26] (see Section 3 below).

In this paper we consider the ideal intersection property for subalgebras and, more generally,
families of subalgebras of C˚

r pGq, where G is a second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid. We
introduce the notion of a groupoid being relatively topologically principal with respect to a
family of open subgroupoids. Our main result is that if G is relatively topologically principal
with respect to a family H of open subgroupoids then a representation of C˚

r pGq is faithful if and
only if it is faithful on C˚

r pHq for each H P H . Our notion of relative topological principality
is a generalization of effectiveness or topological principality for étale groupoids, but our main
result also captures several cases of the ideal intersection property that had been previously
studied outside of the context of effective groupoids, including results from [3], [18], and [26].

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 consists of preliminaries on inverse semigroups,
étale groupoids, and the C*-algebras associated to these objects. In Section 3 we review several
previous results about the ideal intersection property in order to set the context for the following
section. In Section 4 we give the definition of relative topological principality and prove our main
result, Theorem 4.6. We conclude by illustrating our result in two kinds of examples: In Section 5
we consider the C*-algebras associated by Spielberg to left cancellative small categories [25], and
in Section 6 we discuss concrete examples from integer arithmetic introduced in [19].
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2. Preliminaries

By an étale groupoid G we mean a topological groupoid with locally compact Hausdorff unit
space, such that the source and target maps s, t : G Ñ Gp0q are local homeomorphisms. A
bisection is a subset A Ď G such that the source and target maps restrict to homeomorphisms

A
–
ÝÑ spAq and A

–
ÝÑ tpAq respectively. Recall that an inverse semigroup is a semigroup S

such that for each s P S there is a unique element s´1, the inverse of s, satisfying the identities
ss´1s “ s and s´1ss´1 “ s´1. The collection of open bisections of an étale groupoid G is
denoted BispGq and forms an inverse semigroup under elementwise multiplication and inversion
of subsets:

U ¨ V :“ tαβ | α P U, β P V, pα, βq P Gp2qu, U´1 “ tα´1 | α P Uu.

Given a unit x P Gp0q the isotropy at x is the group Gx
x “ tα P G | spαq “ x “ tpαqu. The

isotropy of G is the subgroupoid IsopGq :“
Ť

xPGp0q Gx
x. We denote by IsopGq˝ its topological

interior.
We use the standard groupoid notation for more general small categories as well. Accordingly,

if C is a small category, we write Cy
x to denote the set of morphisms from x to y. The set of

objects of C is denoted Cp0q and is identified with the collection of identities in the set of arrows
Cp1q. We typically suppress the superscript on the set of arrows and just write C “ Cp1q. If a P Cz

y

and b P Cy
x we write the composition of a and b as ab.

3. Ideal property and uniqueness theorems

An important early result in the study of the ideal intersection property appears in the work
of Kawamura and Tomiyama [12], where they show that when a discrete group G acts on a space
X, if the diagonal subalgebra CpXq in the crossed product CpXq ¸G has the ideal intersection
property in CpXq¸G then the interior of the set of fixed points of X for each nontrivial element
of G is empty; moreover, if G is amenable then the converse holds. In [1] Archbold and Spielberg
generalize this result to the setting of discrete C*-dynamical systems where CpXq is replaced by
a not necessarily commutative C*-algebra A. They introduced the notion of a topologically free
action, which is the appropriate notion of freeness in this setting, and showed that topological
freeness of the action implies that any ideal I Ď A¸G that intersects trivially with A must be
contained in the kernel of the canonical quotient map λ : A¸G Ñ A¸r G from the full crossed
product to the reduced one. In particular, when G is amenable (so that λ is injective), A has
the ideal intersection property in A¸G. The result of Archbold and Spielberg indicates that if
one wants to verify injectivity concretely, then one should look at the reduced crossed product
so as not to be concerned with the ideal ker λ.

Assisted by this intuition, Exel, Laca, and Quigg [8] generalize the result of Kawamura and
Tomiyama on a different axis than that of Archbold and Spielberg. They show that if a discrete
group G has a topologically free partial action on a space X then C0pXq has the ideal intersection
property in the reduced crossed product C0pXq¸rG. Under a countability assumption this result
generalizes nicely to C*-algebras of Hausdorff étale groupoids [9]. For general étale groupoids
the concept of topological freeness splits into several non-equivalent notions; these agree if the
groupoid is second-countable and Hausdorff. Perhaps the most commonly used condition in the
second-countable Hausdorff setting is the property of being topologically principal or effective
which says that the interior of the isotropy is just the unit space.

One thing all the above examples have in common is that they primarily study the ideal
intersection property for an inclusion B Ď A where B is the unit fiber of a Fell bundle that
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satisfies some sort of topological freeness condition. The first step away from the topologically
free setting occurs in [3, Theorem 3.1], where Brown, Nagy, Reznikoff, Sims, and Williams
show that if G is a second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid, which they do not require to
be topologically principal (i.e. one may have Gp0q Ĺ IsopGq˝), then C˚

r pIsopGq˝q has the ideal
intersection property in C˚

r pGq. This reduces to the previous case in the event G is topologically
principal.

The theorem of Brown, Nagy, Reznikoff, Sims, and Williams represents a conceptual step
forward for studying ideals in C˚

r pGq in the abstract, but using it in concrete situations is not
necessarily easy. Moreover, there are situations where one has an open subgroupoid H of an
étale groupoid G that does not contain IsopGq˝ yet C˚

r pHq still detects ideals in C˚
r pGq.

A very simple example of this is provided by the transformation groupoid associated to the
action of a countable discrete group G on itself by translation. The action is free so the interior
of the isotropy is simply the unit space, hence the faithfulness criterion from [1, 3] says that a
representation of C0pGq ¸r G is faithful if and only if it is faithful on C0pGq. But this does not
take into account that the action is also minimal, and hence C0pGq ¸r G – Kpℓ2pGqq is simple.
With this in mind, we may simply take a single point, say, e P G, for which the isotropy is
teu Ă G, and use instead the C*-algebra of the singleton subgroupoid teu ˙ teu, namely Cδe,
which is much smaller than C0pGq yet is equally effective at detecting ideals in C0pGq ¸r G

(admittedly because there is only one nontrivial ideal to detect in this setting).
Less obvious examples have been studied using several different approaches. For instance, in

[15] it is first shown that the diagonal subalgebra has the ideal intersection property, but then
faithfulness is further reduced to the nonvanishing of a collection of projections [15, Theorem
3.7]. If the quasi-lattice semigroup is finitely generated, cf. [22, Section 6.3], then a single
projection, hence a 1-dimensional subalgebra, does the job. A second, more recent example
is the uniqueness theorem [18, Theorem 5.1] valid for the reduced Toeplitz C*-algebra TrpP q
of a group embeddable monoid P Ă G. One can write TrpP q as the C*-algebra of a partial
transformation groupoid G ˙ Ω. The group P ˚ of invertible elements of P is a subgroup of G
and the transformation subgroupoid P ˚ ˙Ω embeds as a clopen subgroupoid of G˙Ω. According
to [18, Theorem 5.1], C˚

r pP ˚ ˙ Ωq detects ideals in C˚
r pG˙ Ωq. In many cases P ˚ ˙ Ω is strictly

smaller than pIsoG˙ Ωq˝.
In hindsight, the results described above can be reformulated as situations in which C˚

r pHq
detects ideals in C˚

r pGq, where H is an open subgroupoid of G. In particular, C˚
r pHq has the

ideal intersection property in C˚
r pGq in the following cases:

‚ G is the action groupoid of a discrete group acting (or partially acting) topologically
freely on a locally compact Hausdorff space and H is the unit space [8] [12].

‚ G is a topologically principal second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid and H is the
unit space [9].

‚ G is any second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid and H “ IsopGq˝ [3].
‚ G is the partial transformation groupoid associated to a group embeddable monoid P

and H is the transformation groupoid obtained by restricting the action to the group of
invertible elements of P [18].

Motivated by this we aim to find a condition on open subgroupoids of a groupoid G that
guarantees that when taken together, their reduced C*-algebras detect ideals in the reduced
C*-algebra of G.

4. Relative topological principality

With an eye on exploiting the orbit structure in the unit space in order to simplify ideal
detection, we now introduce our main concept.
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Definition 4.1. Let G be an étale groupoid and let H be a family of open subgroupoids. We
say that G is topologically principal relative to H if the set

XH :“ tu P Gp0q : DΓ P BispGq and H P H s.t. u P Γ´1Γ and ΓGu
uΓ´1 Ď Hu (4.2)

is dense in Gp0q.

It will be convenient to have a reciprocal terminology; when G is topologically free relative
to a family H of open subgroupoids we say that H constrains the isotropy of G. If the family
is a singleton H “ tHu, as will often be the case, we will simply say that G is topologically
principal relative to H, or that H constrains the isotropy of G, and write XH :“ XtHu.

Before we state our main result, Theorem 4.6 below, we give a few examples that illustrate the
notion of relative topological principality, especially when framed within the various contexts
discussed in Section 3.

Example 4.3. Let G be a countable discrete group acting on itself and consider the trivial
subgroupoid H “ tpe, equ of the transformation groupoid G ˙ G. Then XH “ G, hence G ˙ G

is topologically principal relative to H.

Example 4.4. Let G be an étale groupoid and let H :“ Gp0q be the unit space, viewed as an open
subgroupoid. If ΓGu

uΓ´1 Ď Gp0q for some open bisection Γ then ΓGu
uΓ´1 is the trivial group,

and so is Gu
u. By (4.2) u P XH if and only if Gu

u “ tuu, that is, XH is the set of units with
trivial isotropy. As a consequence, G is topologically principal if and only if it is topologically
principal relative to the unit space.

Example 4.5. Let G be a second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid. By [3, Lemma 3.3] the set

tu P Gp0q | Gu
u Ď IsopGq˝u is dense in Gp0q hence G is always topologically principal relative to

IsopGq˝.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid and suppose that G is
topologically principal relative to a family H of open subgroupoids . Then a representation ρ of
C˚

r pGq is faithful if and only if its restriction to C˚
r pHq Ď C˚

r pGq is faithful for each H P H .

To prove Theorem 4.6 we will need to use isomorphisms of C*-algebras of subgroupoids that
are inner in an appropriate sense. It is natural that in a groupoid each element γ P G will act
as a partial symmetry, but strictly speaking, one can only conjugate α P G by γ if spγq “ tpαq
and spαq “ tpγ´1q, in which case spαq “ tpαq, so α must be in the isotropy bundle of G. This
will not be sufficient for our purposes so we broaden our understanding of what it means for
G to act on itself by conjugation by allowing an action of BispGq on the category SubpGq of
subgroupoids of G. If G is a group then BispGq may essentially be identified with G and one
may recover the inner automorphisms of G from this action.

We formalize this notion in the following definition.

Definition 4.7. By a partial automorphism of an étale groupoid G we mean an isomorphism
H Ñ K between two subgroupoids of G in the category of topological groupoids. We say that a
partial automorphism φ is inner if there is an open bisection Γ P BispGq such that φphq “ ΓhΓ´1

for all h P H. Here ΓhΓ´1 :“ ps|´1
Γ ˝ tqphq ¨ h ¨ pt|´1

Γ´1 ˝ sqphq.

Lemma 4.8. Let G be an étale groupoid, Γ P BispGq, and H a subgroupoid of G such that Hp0q Ď
spΓq. Then the map AdΓ : H Ñ ΓHΓ´1 given by α ÞÑ ΓαΓ´1 :“ ps|´1

Γ ˝ tqpαq ¨ α ¨ pt|´1
Γ´1 ˝ sqpαq

is an inner partial automorphism of G.

Proof. Let pα, βq P Hp2q. Since Γ is a bisection and Hp0q Ď spΓq there are unique elements
γ1, γ2, γ3 P Γ such that

tpαq “ spγ1q, spαq “ tpγ´1
2 q “ spγ2q “ tpβq, and spβq “ tpγ´1

3 q.
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Thus ΓαΓ´1ΓβΓ´1 “ γ1αγ
´1
2 γ2βγ

´1
3 “ γ1αβγ

´1
3 “ ΓαβΓ´1 so AdΓ is a homomorphism.

Continuity follows from continuity of the source, range, and multiplication maps. Since AdΓ´1

is a continuous inverse, AdΓ is an isomorphism of topological groupoids. �

Definition 4.9. Let B and C be C*-subalgebras of a C*-algebra A. We say a subalgebra
isomorphism φ : B Ñ C of A is inner if there is a partial isometry v in the universal enveloping
von Neumann algebra A˚˚ of A such that φpbq “ vbv˚ and φ´1pcq “ v˚cv for all b P B and
c P C.

Remark 4.10. We use the term “subalgebra isomorphism” to distinguish this notion from the
more restrictive one of partial automorphism used in connection to partial actions of groups;
specifically, partial automorphisms are subalgebra isomorphisms for which domain and range
are 2-sided ideals. This feature is required only for the definition of a crossed product, and does
not concern us here.

It is a standard theme that inner automorphisms preserve more structure than outer ones. For
our approach to detecting ideals, the most important consequence of innerness is the following.

Lemma 4.11. Let B and C be C*-subalgebras of a C*-algebra A. Suppose ρ : A Ñ BpHq is a
representation and φ : B Ñ C is an inner subalgebra isomorphism of A. Then ρ is faithful on
B if and only if ρ is faithful on C.

Proof. Suppose ρ is faithful on B and let ρ̃ denote the unique weak-* continuous extension to
A˚˚. Let c P C be arbitrary and let b P B satisfy c “ vbv˚ “ φpbq, where v P A˚˚ is the
partial isometry implementing φ. Note that ‖b‖ “ ‖c‖ because φ is an isomorphism. Since ρ is
a ˚-homomorphism ‖ρpcq‖ ď ‖c‖. As for the reverse inequality we have

‖c‖ “ ‖b‖ “ ‖ρpbq‖ “ ‖ρpv˚vbv˚vq‖ “ ‖ρ̃pv˚qρpvbv˚qρ̃pvq‖ ď ‖ρpvbv˚q‖ “ ‖ρpcq‖ ;

thus ρ is faithful on C. The converse follows by symmetry because φ´1 : C Ñ B is an inner
subalgebra isomorphism. �

Next we adapt Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.8 from [13] and show that the the reduced
C*-algebra of a groupoid G has an action of BispGq by subalgebra isomorphisms of C˚

r pGq.

Lemma 4.12. Suppose G is a Hausdorff étale groupoid, and let S denote the collection of partial
isometries in the enveloping von Neumann algebra C˚

r pGq˚˚. Then there is a multiplicative and
involutive map v : BispGq Ñ S mapping Γ ÞÑ vΓ such that for every Γ P BispGq and every open

subgroupoid H such that Hp0q Ď spΓq,

(1) the net pfq0ďfď1Γ
Ď CcpΓq converges to vΓ in the weak-* topology as f increases to 1Γ.

(2) v˚
ΓvΓ “ 1Γ´1Γ and vΓv

˚
Γ “ 1ΓΓ´1 .

(3) If g P CcpV q for some V P BispHq then vΓg “ gpΓ´1¨q P CcpΓV q, and gv˚
Γ “ gp¨Γq P

CcpV Γ´1q.

(4) The isomorphism φ : C˚
r pHq Ñ C˚

r pΓHΓ´1q induced by the groupoid isomorphism H Ñ
ΓHΓ´1 is implemented by the conjugation AdvΓ

: a ÞÑ vΓav
˚
Γ and is therefore an inner

subalgebra isomorphism.

Proof. Let Γ P BispGq. By the C*-identity there is an isometric isomorphism of Banach spaces

C0pΓq
–
ÝÑ CcpΓq Ď C˚

r pGq hence we have isometric embeddings B8pΓq ãÑ C0pΓq˚˚
ãÑ C˚

r pGq˚˚

where B8pΓq is the algebra of bounded Borel functions on Γ and the embedding B8pΓq ãÑ
C0pΓq˚˚ is given by sending f P B8pΓq to the linear functional on C0pΓq˚ given by µ ÞÑ

ş
Γ
fdµ.

Since the increasing net pfq0ďfď1Γ
in CcpΓq converges pointwise to 1Γ P B8pΓq, the monotone

convergence theorem implies
´ ż

Γ

fdµ
¯

0ďfď1Γ

ÝÑ

ż

Γ

1Γdµ,
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which is to say pfq0ďfď1Γ
Ñ 1Γ in the weak-* topology on B8pΓq and hence in C˚

r pGq˚˚ because
C0pΓq˚˚ is weak-* closed in the latter. Setting vΓ :“ 1Γ gives part (1). Next let g P CcpV q for
an open bisection V of H. Then for all 0 ď f ď 1Γ we have

pf ˚ gqpxq “

#
fpyqgpy´1xq if there exists a (necessarily unique) y P Γ such that y´1x P V,

0 otherwise.

The convolution operator ψg : B8pΓq Ñ B8pΓV q defined by ψgpfq “ f ˚ g is continuous with
respect to the topology of pointwise convergence on B8pΓq and B8pΓV q, hence

pvΓgqpxq “ lim
0ďfď1Γ

pf ˚ gqpxq “ gpΓ´1xq

and similarly
pgvΓ´1 qpxq “ lim

0ďfď1
Γ´1

pg ˚ fqpxq “ gpxΓq,

proving part (3). To see that the map BispΓq Ñ S, Γ ÞÑ vΓ is a semigroup homomorphism
observe that

vΓ1
vΓ2

“ lim
0ďfď1Γ2

vΓ1
f “ lim

0ďfď1Γ2

fpΓ´1
1 ¨q “ lim

0ďfď1Γ1Γ2

f “ vΓ1Γ2

and similarly v˚
Γ “ vΓ´1 . Moreover, this gives part (2) because

vΓv
˚
Γ “ lim

0ďfď1
Γ´1

vΓf “ lim
0ďfď1

Γ´1

fpΓ´1¨q “ 1ΓΓ´1

and similarly v˚
ΓvΓ “ 1Γ´1Γ.

Finally we prove part (4). By (3) we have vΓgv
˚
Γ “ gpΓ´1 ¨Γq P CcpΓHΓ´1q for each g P CcpHq.

By hypothesis we have Γ´1ΓHΓ´1Γ “ H and thus Adv*
Γ

: CcpΓHΓ´1q Ñ CcpHq is the inverse

of AdvΓ
. Since ‖a‖ “ ‖v˚

ΓvΓav
˚
ΓvΓ‖ ď ‖vΓav

˚
Γ‖ ď ‖a‖, the result follows. �

Remark 4.13. We point out that Lemma 4.12 is about the reduced groupoid C*-algebra C˚
r pGq

instead of the universal one considered in [13, Lemma 3.7.] and that we do not need to assume

the unit space Gp0q to be compact because we do not rely upon the notion of G-C*-algebra used
in [13]. One should also notice that the set of partial isometries in a von Neumann algebra does
not typically form an inverse semigroup under multiplication as claimed in [13, Lemma 3.7.].
This does not affect the results because all that is required is that the image of the map be an
inverse semigroup.

The following two lemmas generalize results from [3] to a collection of subalgebras and sub-
groupoids.

Lemma 4.14 (cf. [3] Theorem 3.2. ). Let B be a collection of C*-subalgebras of a C*-algebra
A. For each B P B suppose that SB is a collection of states on B such that each state ϕ P SB

has a unique extension to a state ϕ̃ on A. Let S :“
Ť

BPB
SB and suppose that the sum of

GNS representations
À

ϕPS πϕ̃ of the extensions of the states in S is faithful on A. Then a

representation ρ : A Ñ BpHq is faithful if and only if it is faithful on B for each B P B.

Proof. Suppose that the restriction of ρ : A Ñ BpHq to B is faithful for each B P B. Set
J :“ Ker ρ, let B P B be arbitrary, and observe that J XB “ t0u. By e.g. [7, Corollary 1.8.4.],
A0 :“ J `B is a C*-subalgebra of A with ideal J and quotient A0{J – B. Denote the quotient
map by γ : A0 Ñ B. Let ϕ P SB be arbitrary. Then ϕ̃paq “ ϕpγpaqq for all a P A0, for otherwise
any extension of ϕ ˝ γ to A would extend ϕ and be different from ϕ̃.

Let x P J and denote by ξϕ̃ the GNS vector of ϕ̃. For every a P A,

xπϕ̃px˚xqπϕ̃paqξϕ̃, πϕ̃paqξϕ̃y “ xπϕ̃pa˚x˚xaqξϕ̃, ξϕ̃y “ ϕ̃pa˚x˚xaq “ ϕpγpa˚x˚xaqq “ 0

because a˚x˚xa P J . Therefore πϕ̃px˚xq “ 0, and since
À

ϕPS πϕ̃ is faithful, and B P B and
ϕ P SB are arbitrary we must have x “ 0, proving that ρ is faithful. �
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Lemma 4.15 (cf. [3] Lemma 3.3.). Let G be a second-countable Hausdorff étale groupoid that
is topologically principal relative to a family H of open subgroupoids. Let XH be the set defined
in (4.2) and suppose that u P XH and Γ P BispGq satisfy u P Γ´1Γ and ΓGu

uΓ´1 Ď H for some
H P H . Then for each f P CcpGq there exists b P CcppΓ´1HΓqp0qq` such that ‖b‖ “ bpuq “ 1
and bfb P CcpΓ´1HΓq.

Proof. Let f P CcpGq and write f “
ř

DPF fD where F is a finite collection of precompact open

bisections and supppfDq Ď D. For each D P F choose an open neighborhood VD of u in Gp0q as
follows.

‚ If there exists α P DXGu
u then D X Γ´1HΓ is an open neighborhood of α, hence VD :“

spDXΓ´1HΓqXtpDXΓ´1HΓq is an open neighborhood of u and VDDVD Ď DXΓ´1HΓ.
‚ If D X Gu

u “ H but there exists α P D with rpαq “ u ‰ spαq or rpαq ‰ u “ spαq; then
take an open neighborhood U Ď D of α such that spUq X rpUq “ H and set VD :“ rpUq
so that VDDVD “ H.

‚ If u R rpDq Y spDq then take an open neighborhood VD of u such that fD|VDDVD
“ 0.

Let V :“ XDPFVD. Then V is open and contains u. Choose b P CcpV q` such that bpuq “ ‖b‖ “ 1.
By construction supppbfbq Ď Γ´1HΓ as desired. �

Lemma 4.16 (cf. [3] Lemma 3.5). Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.15, let a P
C˚

r pGq and ǫ ą 0. Then there exists c P C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq and b P CcpGp0qq` such that ‖b‖ “ 1 and

ϕpbq “ 1 for all states ϕ that factor through C˚
r pGu

uq and such that ‖bab´ c‖ ă ǫ.

Proof. Let ǫ ą 0 and a P C˚
r pGq. Let f P CcpGq such that ‖a´ f‖ ă ǫ. Apply Lemma 4.15 to

find b P CcpGp0qq` such that ‖b‖ “ bpuq “ 1 and bfb P CcpΓ´1HΓq. Let ϑu : C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq Ñ

C˚
r pGu

uq be the completely positive contraction that extends the restriction map CcpΓ´1HΓq Ñ
CcpGu

uq, f ÞÑ f |Gu
u

by [5, Lemma 1.2]. Then ϑupbq “ δu is the identity of C˚
r pGu

uq hence if ϕ is a

state on C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq such that ϕ “ ψ˝ϑu for some state ψ on C˚

r pGu
uq we have ϕpbq “ ψpδuq “ 1.

Moreover if we set c “ bfb we have

‖bab´ c‖ “ ‖bab ´ bfb‖ ă ǫ

as desired. �

Before we prove our main theorem we need one final lemma.

Lemma 4.17. Suppose that G is a Hausdorff étale groupoid and let x P Gp0q. Let

‚ Φ : C˚
r pGq Ñ C0pGp0qq be the canonical faithful conditional expectation,

‚ ϑx : C˚
r pGq Ñ C˚

r pGx
xq be the completely positive contraction extending the restriction

map CcpGq Ñ CcpGx
xq as in [5, Lemma 1.2.],

‚ τ : C˚
r pGx

xq Ñ C be the canonical faithful trace given by τpaq “ xδx, aδxy and

‚ evx : C0pGp0qq Ñ C be evaluation at x.

Then the following diagram commutes.

C˚
r pGq C0pGp0qq

C˚
r pGx

xq Cτ

ϑx

Φ

evx

Proof. If f P CcpGq then τpϑxpfqq “ xδx, f |Gx
x
δxy “ fpxq “ evx ˝Φ. The result follows by

continuity. �

We are now ready for the proof of our main result.
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Proof of Theorem 4.6. For each u P XH , H P H , and Γ P BispGq such that u P Γ´1Γ and
ΓGu

uΓ´1 Ď H let Su,Γ,H denote the collection of states on C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq that factor through

C˚
r pGu

uq. Let ρ : C˚
r pGq Ñ BpHq be a representation that is faithful on the family of C*-

subalgebras tC˚
r pHq | H P H u. Then ρ is faithful on C˚

r pKq Ď C˚
r pHq for every open sub-

groupoid K of H. Let K :“ tpΓqHtpΓq. Then K Ď H is an open subgroupoid, with Kp0q Ď spΓq,
and moreover Γ´1KΓ “ Γ´1HΓ. By Lemma 4.12 Adv˚

Γ

: C˚
r pKq Ñ C˚

r pΓ´1HΓq is an inner sub-

algebra isomorphism. Hence by Lemma 4.11 faithfulness of ρ on C˚
r pHq implies faithfulness on

C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq.
Thanks to Lemma 4.16 we may apply [2, Theorem 5.4.], and conclude that for each u P XH ,

H P H and Γ with Hp0q Ď spΓq such that Gu
u Ď Γ´1HΓ, every state ϕ P Su,Γ,H has a unique

state extension ϕ̃ to C˚
r pGq. By Lemma 4.14, in order to prove the theorem it suffices to prove

that the direct sum πSu,Γ,H
:“

À
ϕPSu,Γ,H

πϕ̃ of the GNS representations of the extended states

is faithful on C˚
r pGq.

In order to prove this, suppose πSu,Γ,H
paq “ 0 and consider the canonical faithful conditional

expectation ΦG : C˚
r pGq Ñ C0pGp0qq.

We claim that ΦGpa˚aq “ 0, which then forces a “ 0 because ΦG is faitfhul. Suppose for

contradiction that ΦGpa˚aq ‰ 0. Then ΦGpa˚aq is a nontrivial positive function on Gp0q so by

density of XH in Gp0q there is a u P XH such that ΦGpa˚aqpuq ą 0. Let ǫ “ ΦGpa˚aqpuq
2 . By

Lemma 4.16 we can find b P CcpGp0qq` with }b} “ 1 and c P C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq such that ‖ba˚ab´ c‖ ă

ǫ{2 and ϕpbq “ 1 for all states that factor through C˚
r pGu

uq. By assumption, πSu,Γ,H
paq “ 0 and

hence also πSu,Γ,H
pba˚abq “ 0 because

∥

∥

∥
πSu,Γ,H

pba˚abq
∥

∥

∥
ď

∥

∥

∥
πSu,Γ,H

pa˚aq
∥

∥

∥
“ 0. If ϕ P Su,Γ,H and

teλu is an approximate unit in C˚
r pGq, then

ϕ̃pba˚abq “ lim
λ

xπϕ̃pba˚abqpeλ `Nϕ̃q, peλ `Nϕ̃qy “ 0

and therefore

|ϕ̃pcq| “ |ϕ̃pba˚ab´ cq| ď ‖ba˚ab´ c‖ ă ǫ{2.

Let ϑu : C˚
r pGq Ñ C˚

r pGu
uq be the completely positive contraction extending the restriction

map. Then

‖ϑupcq‖ “ sup
 

|ψpϑupcqq| | ψ is a state on C˚
r pGu

uq
(

ď sup
 

|ϕpcq| | ϕ P Su,Γ,H

(
ď ǫ{2.

Now let ΦΓ,H : C˚
r pΓ´1HΓq Ñ C0ppΓ´1HΓq0q be the conditional expectation given by restricting

functions to the unit space. For x P pΓ´1HΓq0 let evx be evaluation at x on C0ppΓ´1HΓq0q. Then
evx ˝ΦΓ,H is a state on C˚

r pΓ´1HΓq; moreover for each x P XΓ´1HΓ “ tx P pΓ´1HΓq0 | Gx
x Ď

Γ´1HΓu the state evx ˝ΦΓ,H factors through C˚
r pGx

xq by Lemma 4.17. Let τ : C˚
r pGu

uq Ñ C be
the canonical tracial state. Since ΦG|Γ´1HΓ “ ΦΓ,H we have

| evu ˝ΦGpcq| “ | evu ˝ΦΓ,Hpcq| “ |τpϑupcqq| ď ‖ϑupcq‖ ď ǫ{2.

Since ΦG is C0pGp0qq-bilinear and evu is multiplicative,

evu ˝ΦGpba˚abq “ evupbqpevu ˝ΦGqpa˚aq evupbq “ pevu ˝ΦGqpa˚aq.

Thus

| evu ˝ΦGpa˚aq| ď | evu ˝ΦGpa˚aq ´ evu ˝ΦGpcq ` evu ˝ΦGpcq|

ď | evu ˝ΦGpba˚abq ´ evu ˝ΦGpcq| ` | evu ˝ΦGpcq|

ď ‖ba˚ab´ c‖ ` | evu ˝ΦGpcq|

ă ǫ.

But this contradicts our choice of ǫ, hence ΦGpa˚aq “ 0 and therefore a “ 0. It follows that
πSu,Γ,H

is injective. �
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5. C*-algebras of Small Categories

In [25] Spielberg associates certain C*-algebras to left cancellative small categories (LCSCs),
generalizing his earlier work on C*-algebras of categories of paths [24]. These include C*-algebras
of k-graphs and quasi-lattice ordered groups.

Definition 5.1. A left cancellative small category (LCSC) is a small category C such that
xy “ xz ùñ y “ z for all x, y, z P C with xy, xz P C.

A left cancellative monoid is just a LCSC with one object, and the aim of this section is to use
the results of the previous section to provide a version of the faithfulness/uniqueness theorem
of Laca and Sehnem [18, Theorem 5.1] in the more general setting of LCSCs.

The key fact is that left cancellation implies that the partially defined left multiplication maps
given by spcqC Ñ cC, x ÞÑ cx for c P C are partial bijections. Hence for each c P C there is a
partial isometry Tc : ℓ2pCq Ñ ℓ2pCq determined by

Tcδx “

#
δcx if spcq “ tpxq

0 otherwise.

The map c ÞÑ Tc is the left regular representation T : C Ñ Bpℓ2pCqq, and we are interested in
the C*-algebra generated by its image.

Definition 5.2. ([21, Definition 2.2]) The left reduced C*-algebra of the LCSC C is

C˚
r pCq :“ C˚ptTc | c P Cuq Ď Bpℓ2pCqq.

On our way towards Spielberg’s groupoid model for C˚
r pCq we will use the inverse semigroup

approach to C˚
r pCq described in [21] because it allows us to make easy comparison with semigroup

C*-algebras. Thus we turn our attention to a natural inverse semigroup arising from a LCSC.

Definition 5.3. ([21, Definition 2.3]) The left inverse hull IlpCq of a LCSC C is the inverse
subsemigroup of the symmetric monoid IpCq generated by the left multiplication maps spcqC Ñ
cC, x ÞÑ cx for c P C.

When no confusion can arise we may omit C from the notation and simply write Il instead
of IlpCq. We often abuse notation and identify an element c P C with the corresponding left
multiplication map c P IlpCq. We denote its inverse map in Il by c´1; by definition, this is the
map defined by cC Ñ spcqC, cx ÞÑ x, but when c is invertible in C, the inverse map c´1 coincides
with (left multiplication by) the element c´1 P C. Notice that the set C˚ :“ C XC´1 of invertibles
in C is a groupoid.

An arbitrary element s P Il may be written in the form d´1
n cn ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1

1 c1 where di, ci P C for
i “ 1, 2, . . . , n and the successive concatenations are pairwise composable in C; these are the
zigzag maps of [25, Definition 2.6]. The representation T : C Ñ Bpℓ2pCqq can be extended to all
of Il by setting Td´1

n cn¨¨¨d´1

1
c1

:“ T ˚
dn
Tcn ¨ ¨ ¨T ˚

d1
Tc1

, see [25, Lemma 11.1]. Clearly C˚ptTc | c P

Cuq “ spantTs | s P Ilu. So C˚
r pCq is precisely the C*-algebra denoted by TℓpCq and called the

regular Toeplitz algebra of C by Spielberg in [25, Definition 11.2].
As pointed out at the beginning of [25, Section 8], there are C*-algebraic relations satisfied

in C˚
r pCq “ TℓpCq that are not captured by the bare inverse semigroup structure of IlpCq, see

also [18, Section 3]. Indeed, in some cases the equality f “ _n
i“1ei holds for idempotents in

Il and hence is respected by the left regular representation, but it is not derived from the
inverse semigroup structure alone. One needs to consider the order theoretic relations between
idempotents. Recall that EpIpXqq denotes the semilattice of idempotents of the symmetric
monoid IpXq on a set X, and that EpIpXqq is canonically isomorphic to the power set PpXq,
which is a lattice. We use this isomorphism to identify idempotents in IlpCq with subsets of C.
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Remark 5.4. The zero element in the symmetric monoid IpCq is the partial bijection whose
domain and range are the empty set; it is also the zero of the semilattice of idempotents
EpIpCqq – PpCq. We denote this element by 0. Whether 0 P Il depends on whether the
empty set may be written as an intersection

Ş
sPF dompsq for a finite set of elements F Ď Il.

The images of the idempotents in Il form a commuting family of projections that is closed
under multiplication, so their closed linear span is a commutative C*-subalgebra of C˚

r pCq.

Definition 5.5. Let C be a LCSC. We define the diagonal subalgebra of C˚
r pCq to be DrpCq :“

spantTe | e P EpIlqu.

In order to lighten the notation, for the remainder of this section we make the following
simplifications:

‚ C is a LCSC
‚ Il “ IlpCq is the left inverse hull of C
‚ E “ EpIlq is the semilattice of idempotents of Il

‚ Dr “ DrpCq is the diagonal subalgebra of C˚
r pCq

‚ Ω :“ tχ P pE | χpfq “ _n
i“1χpeiq, whenever f, ei P Il and f “ _n

i“1eiu is the subspace of
pE consisting of semicharacters preserving any finite suprema that exist in Il.

Next we show that the necessary extra relations on E can be captured via the spectrum of
Dr.

Lemma 5.6. The map that sends a character χ P SpecpDrq to its restriction χ|E to the subset
tTe | e P Eu Ă Dr is a homeomorphism of SpecpDrq onto Ω.

Proof. The map T : E Ñ Dr, e ÞÑ Te is a faithful representation of the semigroup E. The
restriction χ|E of χ P SpecpDrq to this semigroup is a semicharacter, but it also preserves joins
in E because whenever e, f P E with e_f P E we have Te_f “ Te `Tf ´Tef , which is respected
by the multiplicative linear functional χ. Conversely every χ P Ω preserves the multiplicative
and linear relations among the Te hence extends to a character on Dr “ spantTe | e P Eu. This
shows that restriction is a bijection between SpecpDrq and Ω. To show that this bijection is
indeed a homeomorphism we note that Dr admits a surjection C˚pEq Ñ Dr from the universal
C*-algebra generated by a representation of the inverse semigroup E. Explicitly C˚pEq is
generated by projections tte | e P Eu subject to the relations tetf “ tef and te˚ “ t˚e . This
realizes SpecpDrq as a subspace of SpecpC˚pEqq. On the other hand the universal property of
C˚pEq gives a 1-1 correspondence between semicharacters E Ñ t0, 1u and characters C˚pEq Ñ C.

Since the weak-* topology on SpecpC˚pEqq is the topology of pointwise convergence on pE, and
since the diagram

SpecpC*pEqq pE

SpecpDrq Ω

χ ÞÑχ|E

χ ÞÑχ|E

is commutative, the result follows because the bottom horizontal map can be seen as a restriction
of the top horizontal map, which is a homeomorphism. �

Remark 5.7. An alternate proof of Lemma 5.6 may be obtained using [6, Corollary 5.6.26.].

Just as in the case of semigroups, here too the spectrum of the diagonal can be seen as a
compactification of C via a canonical dense embedding C ãÑ Ω as principal characters.

Lemma 5.8. [21, Lemma 2.12.] For each c P C define χc : E Ñ t0, 1u by

χcpeq “

#
1 if cc´1 ď e

0 otherwise.
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Then χc is a semicharacter and tχc | c P Cu is a dense subset of Ω.

Proof. One easily verifies that each χc P Ω. Recall that a basic open subset of the spectrum pE
of the semilattice E is of the form pEpe, F q :“ tχ | χpeq “ 1, χpfq “ 0 for all f P F u. Density

follows immediately from the observation that if pEpe, F q ‰ H then ez Y F ‰ H, in which case

χc P pEpe, F q for each c P ez Y F . �

Every inverse semigroup S has a canonical action by partial homeomorphisms of the spectrum
zEpSq of its semilattice of idempotents. The domain of s P S is Ds´1s “ tχ P zEpSq | χps´1sq “ 1u
and the image under s of χ P Ds´1s is the character s ¨ χ, given by ps ¨ χqpeq “ χps´1esq. It is
easy to verify that s ¨ χ P Dss´1. We next show that Ω is invariant under this action.

Lemma 5.9. Ω is an Il-invariant subset of pE.

Proof. Let χ P Ω and suppose χ P Ds´1s for some s P Il. We claim that s ¨ χ P Ω. Suppose f is
an idempotent which can be written as a join f “

Žn
i“1 ei of a finite set of idempotents. Then

ps ¨ χq

˜
nł

i“1

ei

¸
“ χ

˜
s´1

nł

i“1

eis

¸
“ χ

˜
nł

i“1

s´1eis

¸
“

nł

i“1

χps´1eisq “
nł

i“1

ps ¨ χqpeiq

so χ P Ω as desired. �

In order to obtain a groupoid that includes the extra relations encoded in the diagonal, we
simply enlarge the underlying inverse semigroup in such a way that the idempotents become a
Boolean algebra.

Definition 5.10. (cf. [25, Definition 2.8.]) Let C be a LCSC and let E be the semilattice of
idempotents of Il. The boolean closure E of E in IpCq is the collection of subsets of C of the

form
Žn

i“1

´
eiz

Žki

j“1 fij

¯
where fij, ei P E and fij ď ei for all 1 ď j ď ki and 1 ď i ď n. We

also enlarge the left inverse hull IlpCq to

I lpCq :“ tse | s P Il, e P E, e ď s´1su

which is an inverse semigroup with semilattice of idempotents E.

It follows from Lemma 5.9 that the action of Il on pE restricts to an action of Il on Ω. Now

for every χ P Ω we may extend χ to an element χ of pE by setting χp
Žn

i“1peiz
Žki

j“1 fijqq “Žn
i“1pχpeiqz

Žki

j“1 χpfijqq, where the operations on the right side are to be understood in the

sense of the two-element Boolean algebra t0, 1u. This gives an embedding Ω ãÑ pE and the

canonical action of Il on pE restricts to an action on Ω.

Definition 5.11. (cf. [21, Remark 2.16]) Let I l ˚ Ω “ tps, χq P I l ˆ Ω | χps´1sq “ 1u, and
define an equivalence relation on I l ˚ Ω by setting

ps, χq „ pt, ψq ðñ

#
χ “ ψ and

there is an idempotent e P I l such that χpeq “ 1 and se “ te.

We denote the equivalence class of a pair ps, χq by rs, χs.
The transformation groupoid of a left cancellative small category C has underlying set I l˙Ω :“

pI l˚Ωq{ „. The source and target maps are given by sprr, χsq “ χ and tprr, ψsq “ r¨ψ respectively.
The inverse of rs, χs P I l ˙ Ω is given by rs´1, s ¨ χs and the product of rs, t ¨ χs and rt, χs is
rst, χs. Then I l ˙ Ω becomes an étale groupoid when given the topology with basis of open sets
trs, U s | s P I l, U is an open subset of Ds´1su.

In order to apply our relative topological principality results to the reduced C*-algebra of a
LCSC we will rely on its realization as a groupoid C*-algebra given by Spielberg.
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Theorem 5.12. [25, Theorem 11.6.] Let C be a LCSC and suppose that the groupoid I l ˙ Ω is
Hausdorff. Then C˚

r pCq – C˚
r pI l ˙ Ωq.

For the remainder of the section we let G :“ Il ˙ Ω. We need to understand the isotropy in G

next. Recall that C˚ “ C X C´1 denotes the groupoid of invertible elements in C and note that
G p0q “ pI l ˙ Ωqp0q “ Ω. Our description of isotropy will occur in Lemma 5.16 below; we first
need a few technical lemmas.

Lemma 5.13. Suppose that e P Cp0q and u P C˚ satisfy u´1u “ e “ uu´1. Then ru, χes P G χe
χe

.

Proof. Suppose that f P EpIlq. Then

χepfq “

#
1 if e ď f

0 otherwise,

so we need to show that e ď f ðñ e ď u´1fu. If e ď f i.e. ef “ e then uu´1f “ uu´1 ùñ
u´1uu´1fu “ u´1uu´1u “ u´1u “ e that is epu´1fuq “ e. Conversely if epu´1fuq “ e then
pu´1uqpu´1fuq “ uu´1 so conjugating by u we get puu´1qpuu´1qfpuu´1q “ uu´1 which is
equivalent to ef “ e since e “ uu´1 “ u´1u and idempotents commute. �

Lemma 5.14. If s P Il, p, q P C, and p P dompsq, then sppqq “ sppqq.

Proof. If s “ d´1c for d, c P C then cp “ dr for some r P C hence cpq “ drq and it follows
that sppqq “ rq “ sppqq. We proceed by induction on the word length of s “ d´1

k ck ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1
1 c1.

The desired result holds for k “ 1; assume it holds for all k ď ℓ. Let p, pq P dompsq where s “
d´1

ℓ`1cℓ`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1
1 c1. Then d´1

1 c1ppq and d´1
1 c1ppqq “ d´1

1 c1ppqq are in dompd´1
ℓ`1cℓ`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1

2 c2q. By

induction we have d´1
ℓ`1cℓ`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1

1 c1ppqq “ d´1
ℓ`1cℓ`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1

2 c2pd´1
1 c1ppqqq “ d´1

ℓ`1cℓ`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d´1
1 c1ppqq.

�

Lemma 5.15. Suppose that e P Cp0q and s P Il satisfy s´1s “ e “ ss´1. Then s P C˚.

Proof. Let p P eCe. Then, using Lemma 5.14, we have sppq “ spepq “ speqp, so s is left
multiplication by speq. Similarly s´1 is left multiplication by s´1peq; hence s´1peq “ speq´1 and
s P C˚. �

We are now ready to describe the isotropy at the dense subset of principal characters in G p0q.

Lemma 5.16. For each c P C, the isotropy at χc is G χc
χc

“ trcuc´1, χcs | u P spcqC˚
spcqu.

Proof. Let e “ spcq. Then

G
χe
χe

“ tru, χes | u P Il, u
´1u “ e “ uu´1u “ tru, χes | u P C˚, u´1u “ e “ uu´1u,

where the first equality is from Lemma 5.13 and the second equality holds by Lemma 5.15. We
then have G χc

χc
“ rc, χesG χe

χe
rc, χes´1 “ trcuc´1, χcs | u P spcqC˚spcqu. �

We use the above to show that the subgroupoid C˚ ˙ Ω constrains the isotropy in G .

Proposition 5.17. The groupoid G “ I l ˙ Ω is topologically principal relative to C˚ ˙ Ω.

Proof. Given c P C the subset rc,Ωpc´1cqs of G is an open bisection with sprc,Ωpc´1cqsq “

Ωpc´1cq and tprc,Ωpc´1cqsq “ Ωpcc´1q. Let Γ :“ rc,Ωpc´1cqs´1. Then ΓG χc
χc

Γ´1 “ G
χ

spcq
χ

spcq Ď
C˚ ˙ Ω; that is, the isotropy at each element of X :“ tχc | c P Cu may be conjugated into C˚ ˙ Ω
by an open bisection. Since X is dense by Lemma 5.8, G is topologically principal relative to
C˚ ˙ Ω. �

An application of Theorem 4.6 now yields a faithfulness criterion for representations of C˚
r pCq.
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Theorem 5.18. Let C be a left cancellative small category such that G :“ Il ˙ Ω is second-
countable and Hausdorff. A representation of C˚

r pCq – C˚
r pIl ˙ Ωq is faithful if and only if its

restriction to the C*-subalgebra C˚
r pC˚ ˙ Ωq is faithful.

Under an amenability assumption this can be turned into a uniqueness result.

Corollary 5.19. Let C be a left cancellative small category such that G :“ Il ˙ Ω is second-
countable and Hausdorff. If the canonical map C˚pIl ˙ Ωq Ñ C˚

r pIl ˙ Ωq is an isomorphism, e.g.
if Il ˙ Ω is amenable, then the C*-algebra generated by a representation of C˚pIl ˙ Ωq that is
faithful on C˚pC˚ ˙ Ωq is canonically unique.

Proof. By Theorem 5.18, a representation of C˚pIl ˙Ωq that is faithful on C˚pC˚ ˙Ωq is faithful.
�

Remark 5.20. When the LCSC C is a monoid that embeds in a group G the groupoid Il ˙
Ω is isomorphic to the partial transformation groupoid of a partial action of G on Ω, and
Theorem 5.18 recovers [18, Theorem 5.1]. Since there are left cancellative monoids that do
not embed in a group and for which the groupoid Il ˙ Ω is Hausdorff, our result extends
[18, Theorem 5.1] non-trivially even for monoids. A few concrete examples are discussed in the
next section.

6. Examples from integer arithmetic

The purpose of this final section is to give a concrete application of Theorem 5.18 to a monoid
that does not embed in a group, so that [18, Theorem 5.1] does not apply, and for which our
‘ideal-detecting subalgebra’ is strictly smaller than the one obtained from the interior of the
isotropy as in [3]. The monoid arises in the study of phase transitions of C*-dynamical systems
of arithmetic origin [19].

Fix n P Nˆ. Then Nˆ acts on Z{nZ by right multiplication, rks ¨ a :“ rkas for a P Nˆ where
rks “ k ` nZ P Z{nZ denotes the equivalence class of k modulo n. We consider the semidirect
product Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ, where the operation is defined by

pa, rksq ¨ pb, rlsq “ pab, rkb ` lsq a, b P Nˆ, k, l P Z.

Proposition 6.1. (cf. [19, Proposition 7.2]) The monoid Nˆ ˙Z{nZ is left cancellative but not
right cancellative, hence not embeddable in a group. Moreover,

pa, rksqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq X pb, rlsqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq “ plcmpa, bq, r0sqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq, (6.2)

so Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ is also right LCM. The associated groupoid G is Hausdorff and second-countable.

Proof. If pab, rkb ` lsq “ pa, rksqpb, rlsq “ pa, rksqpc, rmsq “ pac, rkc ` msq, then b “ c and
rkb` ls “ rkc`ms. This implies rkbs “ rkcs, and hence rls “ rms in Z{nZ, hence Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ is
left cancellative.

In order to see that right cancellation fails, consider for example that p1, r2sq ‰ p1, r1sq, but
right-multiplication by pn, r0sq gives p1, r2sqpn, r0sq “ pn, r2n ` 0sq “ pn, r0sq “ pn, rn ` 0sq “
p1, r1sqpn, r0sq.

It is straightforward to verify (6.2) using the composition rule, see e.g. [19], proving the right
LCM property. Notice that the principal right ideal pa, rksqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq does not depend on
rks.

Since Nˆ ˙Z{nZ is countable, second countability of G follows from Lemma 5.8 and its proof.
The only thing left to show is that G is Hausdorff. Recall from [25, Definition 3.2.] that a left
cancellative small category C is finitely aligned if for every a, b P C there exists a finite set F Ď C
such aC X bC “

Ť
cPF cC. Right LCM monoids are obviously finitely aligned as small categories,
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with F “ tcu. By [21, Corollary 4.2.], to prove G is Hausdorff it suffices to show that for all
pa, rksq, pb, rlsq P Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ the set

X :“
 

pc, rmsq P Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ | pa, rksqpc, rmsq “ pb, rlsqpc, rmsq
(

equals pd, rtsqNˆ ˙ Z{nZ for some pd, rtsq P Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ. Let k, l,m be positive integers smaller
than n, let a, b, c P Nˆ be arbitrary, and suppose that pa, rksqpc, rmsq “ pb, rlsqpc, rmsq. Then
pac, rkc ` msq “ pbc, rlc ` msq, so we have a “ b because Nˆ is right cancellative. Moreover
rkc ` ms “ rlc ` ms ðñ rkcs “ rlcs so the choice of rms is arbitrary and it follows that
X “ tpc, rmsq P P | rkcs “ rlcsu. We claim that

X “
 

pc, rmsq P Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ | rkcs “ rlcs
(

“

ˆ
lcmpk ´ l, nq

k ´ l
, r0s

˙
Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ.

First let p lcmpk´l,nq
k´l

¨ t, rpsq be an element of the right hand side; then
„
k ¨

lcmpk ´ l, nq

k ´ l
¨ t


´

„
l ¨

lcmpk ´ l, nq

k ´ l
¨ t


“ rlcmpk ´ l, nq ¨ ts “ r0s.

So p lcmpk´l,nq
k´l

¨ t, rpsq P X. Conversely suppose pc, rmsq P X. Then rkcs “ rlcs implies n divides

pk´lqc hence lcmpk´l, nq divides pk´lqc and there is a t such that pk´lqc “ lcmpk´l, nqt hence

c “ lcmpk´l,nq
k´l

t. It follows that pc, rmsq “ p lcmpk´l,nq
k´l

, r0sqprms, tq as desired. This completes the
proof. �

Theorem 5.18 yields the following faithfulness and uniqueness result.

Corollary 6.3. A representation of C˚pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq is faithful if and only if its restriction to
the crossed product CpΩq ¸ pt1u ˙ Z{nZq is faithful.

Proof. It is easy to verify that pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ “ t1u ¸ Z{nZ. The result now follows from
Theorem 5.18, whose assumptions are satisfied by Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 5.17. �

Next we aim to show that the conditions for detecting ideals from [3] and our generalization
to that from [18] are effectively different. In order to do this we first need to compute the interior
of the isotropy.

Proposition 6.4. Let S ñ Ω be an action of an inverse semigroup on a topological space. The
interior of the isotropy of the action groupoid G :“ S ˙ Ω consists of all pairs rs, xs P G such
that there exists an open neighborhood U of x for which s ¨ y “ y for all y P U .

Proof. A basis for the topology of S ˙ Ω is given by the subsets rs, U s “ trs, χs | χ P Uu for
s P S and U an open subset of Ds´1s. It follows that a point rs, xs P S ˙ Ω is in the interior of
the isotropy if and only if we can choose U Ď Ds´1s such that s fixes every element of U . �

Proposition 6.5. Let C be a left cancellative small category. The interior of the isotropy of
G :“ Il ˙ Ω is the collection of all pairs rs, χs such that there exists an idempotent e P EpIlq
satisfying

‚ e ď s´1s

‚ χpeq “ 1
‚ for each c P dompeq Ď C there exists u P C˚ such that rs, χcs “ rcuc´1, χcs.

Proof. Let rs, χs P IsopG q˝; then there is a basic open neighborhood Ωpeq “ tψ P Ω | ψpeq “ 1u
of χ such that s ¨ ψ “ ψ for all ψ P Ωpeq. In particular, if c P dompeq, then χc P Ωpeq and s fixes
χc so rs, χcs “ rcuc´1, χcs for some u P C˚. Conversely, if rs, χs P G and there is an idempotent
e ď s´1s such that χpeq “ 1 and rs, χcs P rcC˚c´1, χcs, then s fixes a dense subset of Ωpeq so s
fixes every ψ P Ωpeq by continuity. �
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Next we show that the action groupoid of invertible elements acting on the unit space is a
more efficient way to detect ideals of TλpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq than the interior of the isotropy.

Proposition 6.6. pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ ˙ Ω Ĺ IsopG q˝.

Proof. First we show that pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ ˙ Ω Ă IsopG q˝. Suppose p1, rksq P pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ and
let pa, rmsq P Nˆ ˙Z{nZ. Then p1, rksq ¨χpa,rmsq “ χpa,rka`msq “ χpa,rmsq because pa, rka`msq “

pa, rmsq in Nˆ ˙ Z{nZ. Since the characters χpa,rmsq are dense in Ω by Lemma 5.8, we see that

pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ ˙ Ω is contained in the isotropy at every point. But pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ ˙ Ω is open,
hence it is actually contained in the interior of the isotropy.

Next define an element s of the left inverse hull by

s :“ pn, r0sqp1, r1sqpn, r0sq´1 : pn, r0sqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq
–

ÝÝÑ pn, r0sqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq

pn, r0sqpa, rmsq ÞÝÑ pn, r0sqpa, ra `msq.

We will show that

rs, χpn,r0sqs P IsoppNˆ ˙ Z{nZq ˙ Ω2q˝zpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ ˙ Ω.

We show first that the element rs, χpn,r0sqs is in the interior of the isotropy of G . First note

that points of the form χpn,r0sqpb,rmsq “ χpnb,rmsq, with b P Nˆ and 0 ď m ď n ´ 1, are dense in

V :“ Ωppn, r0sqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZqq. For every such point we have s ¨χpnb,rmsq “ χpnb,rm`bsq “ χpnb,rmsq

where the last equality is due to the fact that for each e P EpIlq we have pnb, rmsq P dompeq ðñ
pnb, rksq P dompeq for all 0 ď k ď m ´ 1. Thus s fixes a dense set of points in V and must fix
every point in V by continuity. Then rs, χpn,r0sqs P IsopG q˝ by Proposition 6.4.

To conclude that rs, χpn,r0sqs R pNˆ˙Z{nZq˚˙Ω we need to show that for all e ď s´1s such that

pn, r0sq P dompeq and u “ p1, rksq P pNˆ ˙ Z{nZq˚ we have se ‰ ue. Suppose for contradiction
that e P E and u “ p1, rksq are as above and that se “ ue and let pna, rmsq P dompeq Ď
pn, r0sqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq be arbitrary. Then se “ ue implies that pna, rm ` asq “ spna, rmsq “
p1, rksqpna, rmsq “ pna, rmsq so rm ` as “ rms and n must divide a. But then dompeq Ď
pn2, r0sqpNˆ ˙ Z{nZq which contradicts the assumption that pn, r0sq P dompeq. �

Remark 6.7. A similar result to Proposition 6.6 can be proved about the monoid Nˆ ˙Z, which
is group embeddable, and Nˆ ˙ Q{Z, which is not.

In contrast to the above applications we now consider the submonoid Z ¸ Nˆ of the group
Q ¸ Q˚

`, where the operation is given by pk, aqpl, bq “ pk ` al, abq and the set of invertible
elements is pZ¸Nˆq˚ “ Z¸ t1u. This monoid is the opposite of Nˆ ˙Z and corresponds to the
additive boundary quotient in [16]. It has a finer principal ideal structure, see [16, Section 5]
and the isotropy at principal characters is consequently smaller. As a result, we see that ideal
detection is more efficient using the interior of the isotropy, which in this case is simply the unit
space.

Proposition 6.8. Let Ω :“ G p0q be the unit space of the groupoid G associated to the monoid
Z ¸ Nˆ. Then IsopG q˝ Ĺ pZ ¸ Nˆq˚ ˙ Ω.

Proof. The action of pZ¸Nˆq˚ on Ω is topologically free by [17, Lemma 1.6], and by [18, Theorem
5.9] so is the partial action of Q˚

` ¸Q. Thus the interior of the isotropy is the unit space, which
is properly contained in the action subgroupoid pZ ¸ Nˆq˚ ˙ Ω. For example, the element
pp1, 1q, χp0,2qq P pZ ¸ Nˆq˚ ˙ Ω is not in IsopG q because p1, 1q ¨ χp0,2q “ χp1,2q ‰ χp0,2q. �

References

[1] Robert J. Archbold and Jack S. Spielberg, Topologically free actions and ideals in discrete C
˚-dynamical

systems, Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc. (2) 37 (1994), no. 1, 119–124, doi: 10.1017/S0013091500018733.
MR1258035

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500018733


16 C. J. EAGLE, G. GOERKE, AND M. LACA

[2] Becky Armstrong, A uniqueness theorem for twisted groupoid C*-algebras, J. Funct. Anal. 283 (2022), no. 6,
Paper No. 109551, 33, doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2022.109551. MR4433049

[3] Jonathan H. Brown, Gabriel Nagy, Sarah Reznikoff, Aidan Sims, and Dana P. Williams, Cartan subalgebras
in C

˚-algebras of Hausdorff étale groupoids, Integral Equations Operator Theory 85 (2016), no. 1, 109–126,
doi: 10.1007/s00020-016-2285-2. MR3503181

[4] John Crisp and Marcelo Laca, Boundary quotients and ideals of Toeplitz C
˚-algebras of Artin groups, J.

Funct. Anal. 242 (2007), 127-156, doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2006.08.001.
[5] Johannes Christensen and Sergey Neshveyev, (Non)exotic completions of the group algebras of isotropy groups,

Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 19 (2022), 15155–15186, doi: 10.1093/imrn/rnab127. MR4490951
[6] Joachim Cuntz, Siegfried Echterhoff, Xin Li, and Guoliang Yu, K-theory for group C

˚-algebras and semigroup
C

˚-algebras, Oberwolfach Seminars, vol. 47, Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2017. MR3618901
[7] Jacques Dixmier, Les C

˚-algèbres et leurs représentations, Les Grands Classiques Gauthier-Villars. [Gauthier-
Villars Great Classics], Éditions Jacques Gabay, Paris, 1996 (French). Reprint of the second (1969) edition.
MR1452364

[8] Ruy Exel, Marcelo Laca, and John Quigg, Partial dynamical systems and C
˚-algebras generated by partial

isometries, J. Operator Theory 47 (2002), no. 1, 169–186. MR1905819
[9] Ruy Exel, Non-Hausdorff étale groupoids, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 139 (2011), no. 3, 897–907,

doi: 10.1090/S0002-9939-2010-10477-X. MR2745642
[10] Gavin Goerke, A uniqueness theorem for C*-algebras of Hausdorff étale groupoids, MSc Thesis, University of

Victoria, April 2023, http://hdl.handle.net/1828/15010.
[11] Astrid an Huef, Marcelo Laca, and Iain Raeburn, Boundary quotients of the right Toeplitz algebra of the

affine semigroup over the natural numbers, New Zealand J. Math. 52 (2021 [2021), 109–143, doi: 10.53733/90.
MR4374439

[12] Shinzo Kawamura and Jun Tomiyama, Properties of topological dynamical systems and corresponding C
˚-

algebras, Tokyo J. Math. 13 (1990), no. 2, 251–257, doi: 10.3836/tjm/1270132260. MR1088230
[13] Matthew Kennedy, Se-Jin Kim, Xin Li, Sven Raum, and Dan Ursu, The ideal intersection property for

essential groupoid C
˚-Algebras, 2021. available at arXiv:2107.03980

[14] Matthew Kennedy and Christopher Schafhauser, Noncommutative boundaries and the ideal structure of
reduced crossed products, Duke Math. J. 168 (2019), no. 17, 3215–3260, doi: 10.1215/00127094-2019-0032.
MR4030364

[15] Marcelo Laca and Iain Raeburn, Semigroup crossed products and the Toeplitz algebras of nonabelian groups,
J. Funct. Anal. 139 (1996), no. 2, 415–440, doi: 10.1006/jfan.1996.0091. MR1402771

[16] , Phase transition on the Toeplitz algebra of the affine semigroup over the natural numbers, Adv. Math
225 (2010), no. 2, 643–688, doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2010.03.007.

[17] Marcelo Laca and Sergey Neshveyev, Type III1 equilibrium states of the Toeplitz algebra of the affine semi-
group over the natural numbers, J. Funct. Anal. 261 (2011), no. 1, 169–187, doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2011.03.009.
MR2785897

[18] Marcelo Laca and Camila Sehnem, Toeplitz algebras of semigroups, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 375 (2022),
no. 10, 7443–7507, doi: 10.1090/tran/8743. MR4491431

[19] Marcelo Laca and Tyler Schulz, Supercritical phase transition on the right Toeplitz algebra of the affine
semigroup over the natural numbers, preprint (2023).

[20] Mark V. Lawson, Inverse semigroups: The theory of partial symmetries, World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc.,
River Edge, NJ, 1998. doi: 10.1142/9789812816689 MR1694900

[21] Xin Li, Left regular representations of Garside categories I. C
˚-algebras and groupoids, Glasg. Math. J. 65

(2023), no. S1, S53–S86, doi: 10.1017/S0017089522000106. MR4594275
[22] A. Nica, C

˚-algebras generated by isometries and Wiener-Hopf operators, J. Operator Theory 27 (1992),
no. 1, 17–52. MR1241114

[23] Aidan Sims, Étale groupoids and their C
˚-algebras. available at arXiv:1710.10897

[24] Jack Spielberg, Groupoids and C
˚-algebras for categories of paths, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 366 (2014),

no. 11, 5771–5819, doi: 10.1090/S0002-9947-2014-06008-X. MR3256184
[25] Jack S. Spielberg, Groupoids and C

˚-algebras for left cancellative small categories, Indiana Univ. Math. J.
69 (2020), no. 5, 1579–1626, doi: 10.1512/iumj.2020.69.7969. MR4151331

[26] Charles Starling, A new uniqueness theorem for the tight C˚-algebra of an inverse semigroup, C. R. Math.
Acad. Sci. Soc. R. Can. 44 (2022), no. 4, 88–112. MR4537773

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2022.109551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00020-016-2285-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2006.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnab127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-2010-10477-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.53733/90
http://dx.doi.org/10.3836/tjm/1270132260
arXiv:2107.03980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/00127094-2019-0032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jfan.1996.0091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2010.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2011.03.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/tran/8743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812816689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0017089522000106
arXiv:1710.10897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-2014-06008-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2020.69.7969


RELATIVE TOPOLOGICAL PRINCIPALITY AND IDEAL INTERSECTION PROPERTY 17

(C. J. Eagle) University of Victoria, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, PO BOX 1700

STN CSC, Victoria, British Columbia, Canada, V8W 2Y2

Email address: eaglec@uvic.ca

URL: http://www.math.uvic.ca/~eaglec

(G. Goerke) University of Victoria, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, PO BOX 1700

STN CSC, Victoria, British Columbia, Canada, V8W 2Y2

Email address: gavingoerke@icloud.com

(M. Laca) Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Victoria, Victoria, P.O Box

1700 STN CSC, BC V8W 2Y2, Canada

Email address: laca@uvic.ca


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Ideal property and uniqueness theorems
	4. Relative topological principality
	5.  C*-algebras of Small Categories
	6. Examples from integer arithmetic
	References

