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INVERSE SETS AND INVERSE CORRESPONDENCES
OVER INVERSE SEMIGROUPS

TOMOKI UCHIMURA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce notions called inverse set and
inverse correspondence over inverse semigroups. These are analogies of
Hilbert C*-modules and C*-correspondences in the C*-algebra theory.
We show that inverse semigroups and inverse correspondences form a
bicategory. In this bicategory, two inverse semigroups are equivalent if
and only if they are Morita equivalent.

0. INTRODUCTION

The constructions of C*-algebras from inverse semigroups through étale
groupoids are studied well (see [Pat99], [Exe08], or [FKU24| for examples);

inverse semigroup —— étale groupoid —— C*-algebra.

Many researches import notions in the theory of étale groupoids and inverse
semigroups from the C*-algebra theory. Our result is a part of this direction.

The notions of Morita equivalence have been already introduced in the
theory of C*-algebras, groupoids and inverse semigroups respectively. Rief-
fel introduced and studied the notion of strong Morita equivalence between
C*-algebras in [Rie74al Rie74bl [Rie76]. Muhly, Renault, and Williams in-
troduced Morita equivalence for a certain types of groupoids. They showed
that Morita equivalent groupoids produce strong Morita equivalent groupoid
C*-algebras in [MRWRST7, [Ren87]. Steinberg introduced the notion of strong
Morita equivalence between inverse semigroups, and showed that strong
Morita equivalent inverse semigroups produce Morita equivalent universal
groupoids in [Stell].

In the C*-algebra theory, there exists the notion called C*-correspondence.
This is a kind of generalization of both *-homomorphisms and Morita equiv-
alences. Buss, Meyer, and Zhu studied the bicategory €ott consisting of
C*-algebras and non-degenerate C*-correspondences in [BMZ13]. In the bi-
category Corr, two C*-algebras are equivalent if and only if they are Morita
equivalent. Albandik introduced groupoid correspondences between étale
groupoids and the bicategory &t consisting of étale groupoids and groupoid
correspondences in [Alb15]. In the bicategory ®t, two groupoids are equiv-
alent if and only if they are Morita equivalent.

However, any notion similar to C*-correspondences or groupoid corre-
spondences in the inverse semigroup theory have not been introduced in
our knowledge. In this paper, we introduce the notion called inverse corre-
spondence, which corresponds to C*-correspondence or groupoid correspon-
dence. This is a kind of generalization of both semigroup homomorphisms

and Morita equivalences between inverse semigroups. More precisely, we
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define inverse correspondences as follows: We first introduce inverse set U
and adjointable maps on U with the Hilbert C"*-module theory in mind. We
show that the set L(U) of all adjointable maps becomes an inverse semigroup
(Theorem B.30). In order to prove this fact, we show that all “one-rank op-
erators” K(U) on U becomes an inverse subsemigroup of L(U). For inverse
semigroups S and 7T, we define an inverse correspondence as a couple of a
right inverse T-set U and a semigroup homomorphism from S to the inverse
semigroup L(U).

In the C*-algebra theory, it is well-known that all adjointable operators
L(&) on a Hilbert C*-module becomes a C*-algebra, and all compact opera-
tors K (&) becomes a C*-subalgebra of L(E). For C*-algebras A and B, the
C*-correspondence from A to B consists of a right Hilbert B-module £ and
a *-homomorphism from A to the C*-algebra L(&) of adjointable operators
on £. Our result are analogies of these facts.

We show that all inverse semigroups and all non-degenerate inverse corre-
spondences form a bicategory J€ in Theorem Two inverse semigroups
are equivalent in our bicategory J€ if and only if they are Morita equivalent
by Theorem

In the forthcoming paper [Uch24], we will construct a bifunctor from J¢€
to Gr. This bifunctor will generalize the construction from Morita equiva-
lence between inverse semigroups to one between étale groupoids in [Stell].
We will also construct a bifunctor from J€ to €orr, and investigate these
bifunctors.

The inverse semigroups K (U) and L(U) have applications to the inverse
semigroup theory in addition to defining the inverse correspondences. In
Section [6 we introduce the multiplier semigroups of inverse semigroups,
which are analogue to the multiplier algebras of C*-algebras. We show
the existence of multiplier semigroups for all inverse semigroups by using
the inverse semigroup L(U). The inverse semigroup K (U) can be used to
describe the inverse Rees matrix semigroups (Section [7).

This paper consists of follows: In Section [, we recall the basics of the
theory of inverse semigroups. In Section 2, we introduce the notions called
inverse sets and partial Morita equivalences. These correspond to Hilbert
C*-modules and Hilbert bimodules in the C*-algebra theory. In Section
B, we introduce adjointable maps on an inverse set and show that all ad-
jointable maps becomes an inverse semigroup. In Section [, we define tensor
product of inverse correspondences. In Section B we introduce the bicate-
gory J€ of inverse semigroups and non-degenerate inverse correspondences,
and characterize equivalences in J€. In Section [l we introduce the mul-
tiplier semigroups, and show that they exist for all inverse semigroups. In
Section [1l we investigate the inverse Rees matrix semigroups in terms of
inverse sets.

1. PRELIMINARIES

We recall definitions and propositions in the inverse semigroup theory.
See [Law98, [Pat99], or [Law23] for more details.

A semigroup S is regular if for every s € S there exists an element ¢ € S
with sts = s and tst = t. Such an element t is called a generalized inverse of
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s. A regular semigroup S is said to be inverse if each element has a unique
generalized inverse. For an inverse semigroup S, we denote the generalized
inverse of s € S as s*. It is clear that s** = s for s € S. We have (st)* = t*s*
for s,t € S by using Proposition [[4l

Let S and T be semigroups. A map 6: .S — T is a semigroup homomor-
phism if 0(ss’) = 0(s)0(s’) for s,s" € S. If S and T are inverse, 0(s*) = 6(s)*
holds for s € S.

Example 1.1. A discrete group is an inverse semigroup which has the unit
as a unique idempotent.

Ezample 1.2. For topological spaces X and Y, a partial homeomorphism
u from X to Y is a homeomorphism from an open subset D, of X to an
open subset R, of Y. For a partial homeomorphism u from X to Y, we
define a partial homeomorphism from Y to X called an inverse of u as the
homeomorphism v ! from R,, to D,,. We denote the partial homeomorphism
by the same symbol v~!. For topological spaces Xi, Xo, X3, and partial
homeomorphisms u; from X7 to X and us from Xo to X3, we define a
composition usu; of w1 and we as the partial homeomorphism from X; to
X3 defined by ugui(z) := uz(uy(z)) for every & € Dyyyy = uy (Dy,). We
denote the set of all partial homeomorphisms from X to Y as I(X,Y’) and
I(X,X) as I(X). The set I(X) becomes an inverse semigroup with respect
to the composition of partial homeomorphisms.

A subset I of a semigroup S is a left (resp. right) ideal if st € I (resp.
ts € I) holds for every s € S and t € I. An ideal of S is a left or right
ideal of S. A two-sided ideal of S is a subset of S which is a left ideal and a
right ideal. An ideal of a semigroup becomes a subsemigroup. A two-sided
ideal of an inverse semigroup becomes an inverse subsemigroup. We use the
following lemma in Lemma 8]

Lemma 1.3. Let S, T be inverse semigroups, and 8: .S — T be a semigroup
homomorphism. If two-sided ideals Iy and Iy of S satisfy that the restrictions
0|1, and 0|1, of O are injective and 0(11) = 6(I2) holds, then we have I1 = Is.

Proof. Take s; € I1. By assumption, there exists so € Iy with 6(s1) = 6(s2).
Thus we have

0(s1) = 0(s181s1) = O(s157)0(s1) = O(s157)0(s2) = O(s18782).

Since [ is a two-sided ideal, we get s1s7s2 € I1. Thus s; = s157s2 because
the restriction 0|7, of # is injective. Since I is a two-sided ideal, we get
s1 = 815752 € I. Thus I; C I,. We can obtain the reverse inclusion in a
similar way. (]

An element s of a semigroup S is an idempotent if ss = s holds. The set of
all idempotents of S is denoted as E(S). We can prove the next proposition
in a similar way to [Pat99, Proposition 2.1.1] or [Law98, Theorem 3].

Proposition 1.4. Let S be a semigroup and I be a two-sided ideal of S. If
I is an inverse subsemigroup of S, then for every e € E(S) and f € E(I),
ef = fe holds.
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Proof. Fix e € E(S) and f € E(I) arbitrarily. Since I is an ideal, ef is an
element of I. This element has a generalized inverse (ef)* € I because I is
inverse. Since f(ef)*e € I satisfies

efflef)eef = ef(ef)’ef =ef, and
flef)eef flef)'e = flef)ef(ef) e = flef)"e,

we get f(ef)*e = (ef)*. By simple calculations, we get f(ef)*e is an idem-
potent of I. Thus (ef)* is an idempotent of I. Because an idempotent is
self-inverse, this implies that (ef)* = (ef)™ = ef. Thus ef is an idempotent
of I. In a similar way, we get fe is also an idempotent of I.

The fact that ef and fe are idempotents of I follows

(ef)(fe)(ef) =efef =ef and
(fe)(ef)(fe) = fefe= fe.
This implies that (ef)* = fe. Thus we get ef = (ef)* = fe. O

Theorem 1.5. A regular semigroup S is inverse if and only if all idempo-
tents of S commute.

Proof. The only if part follows from Proposition [[L[4l See [Law98, Theorem
3] for a proof of the if part. O

Let S be an inverse semigroup. The following lemma is well-known:

Lemma 1.6. Let s,t be elements of S. The following are equivalent;

(i) s =ts*s,

(ii) there exists e € E(S) with s = te,

(iii) s = ss*t,

(iv) there exists f € E(S) with s = ft.
Proof. We see that (i) implies (ii) and that (iii) implies (iv) trivially. Let us
show that (ii) implies (iii). For s,t € S and e € E(S) with s = te, we get

ss*t = (te)(te)*t = tet™t = tt*te = te = s.

The third equal follows from Theorem We can see that (iv) implies (i)
similarly. O

We define a binary relation on S by declaring that s < ¢ if and only if s
and t satisfies one (and hence all) of the conditions in Lemma We can
check easily that this relation < becomes a partial order on S. We can show
that s < ¢ implies s’'s < st and ss’ < ts’ for every s’ € S, and that s <t
implies s* < t*. We prove an analogy of Lemma in Proposition [3.21]
Lemma 1.7. Let s1,s9 be elements of S.

(i) If s187 = s1s5 = sas3, then s; = so.

(ii) If s18 = sas for all s € S, then s; = s3.
Proof. (i) Take s1,s9 € S with s15] = 5155 = s255. We have
855185 = 8$58955 = S5,
518581 = 818181 = $1.

Since both s; and sg are the generalized inverse of s3, we obtain 51 = s9.
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(ii) Let s1,s2 be elements of S such that s1s = sos for all s € S. Taking
s7 and s5 as s, we get 5157 = s25] and 5155 = s255. The first equation
implies s15] = 5155 by taking generalized inverses. Thus s; = s2 holds

by (i). O
2. INVERSE SETS AND PARTIAL MORITA EQUIVALENCES

In this section, we introduce notions of inverse set and partial Morita
equivalence. These correspond to Hilbert C*-modules and Hilbert bimodules
in the C*-algebra theory. Steinberg introduced the notion of Morita contexts
in [Stell]. This corresponds to imprimitivity bimodule in the theory of C*-
algebras. Partial Morita equivalences are generalization of Morita contexts.

2.1. Inverse sets. Let S be an inverse semigroup.

Definition 2.1. A left S-set U is a set U equipped with a left S-action,
that is, a map S x U — U; (s,u) — su such that §'(su) = (s's)u for every
s, € Sand u e U. A right S-set U is defined in a similar way.

Definition 2.2. A left reqular S-set is a left S-set equipped with a map
ul 1)U xU — S called a left reqular pairing on U which satisfies that
(L) g sule) = sy, (u] ),
(Leii) |y = 4, (' ),
(LAiil) 5, (u | uyu = u,
for every u,u’ € U and s € S. A left inverse S-set is a left regular S-set
whose left regular pairing satisfies that
(L-iv) ,(u|v)u =w and (v |u)u' = o’ imply u = o’
for every u,u’ € U. We call a left regular pairing with (L-iv) as a left inverse
pairing, or just a left pairing.
A right regular S-set U is a right S-set with a map (-|-),,: U xU = S
called a right regular pairing on U which satisfies that
(R) (u] w's)y, = (uu)ys,
(Rii) {u]u)y, = (o [u)y
(R-iii) u(u|u),, = u,
for every u,v’ € U and s € S. A right inverse S-set U is a right regular
S-set whose right regular pairing satisfies that
(R-iv) w(u'|u),, = v and v/ (u|u'),, =« imply u =o'
for every u,u’ € U. We call a right regular pairing with (R-iv) as a right
tnverse pairing, or just a right pairing.

As a first example, we regard an inverse semigroup S as a left (and right)
inverse S-set.

Ezample 2.3. We define a left action of S on S as the multiplication from
the left side. We set a map ¢(-|): S xS — S as ¢(s'|s) := s's* for every
s,s’ € S. It is clear that this map satisfies (L-i) and (L-ii). The map ¢(-|)
satisfies (L-iii) by the definition of the generalized inverse and satisfies (L-iv)
since S is inverse. Thus S is a left inverse S-set with respect to the above
structures. We can regard S as also a right inverse S-set as follows: We set
a right action of S on S as the multiplication from the right side and define
amap (-|)g: S xS — Sby (s|s)g :=s"s for every s,s' € S.
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Remark 2.4. Steinberg imposed (L-iii) and (R-iii) when defining Morita con-
texts in [Stell]. With Example 23] in mind, we receive (L-iii) and (R-iii)
as kinds of regularity. There we impose (L-iv) and (R-iv) as corresponding
to the uniqueness of the generalized inverse. These conditions imply many
important properties as seen in Lemma and Proposition

Let S be an inverse semigroup.

Lemma 2.5. For a left reqular S-set U,
(1) y(u|u) € E(S)
(ii) (| su') = g (u|u)s”

hold for every u,u’' €U, s € S.

Proof. For every u € U,

ulu|w)ylulw) = G luwyulu) = (u| )
holds by (L-i) and (L-iii). For u,u € U,

u<u ‘ su/> = u<su/ ‘ u>* = (su<u/ | u>)* = u<u' ‘ u>*8* = u<u ‘ u'>s*
holds by (L-ii) and (L-i). O

Lemma 2.6. Let U be a left inverse S-set. For w,u’ € U, the following
hold:

(i) If (u|u) = (u|u) =, (W | o), then u =1

(ii) If , (u|u") = (' |u") holds for all " € U, then u=u'.

Proof. Take u,u’ € U with ;,(u|u) = (v |v) =, (u|v). By taking the
generalized inverse, we obtain ,,(u|u) = ,,(u'|u). We see that

/ /

uu<u' |u) = uy(u|u) =u and u'u<u { ') =u u<u' { u') =
These imply u = v’ by (L-iv) in Definition

Assume u, v’ € U satisfy ,(u|u”) = (v |u”) for all v’ € U. Taking u
and v’ as u”, we get ,,(u|u) = (v |u) and ,(u|u) =, (u'|u') respectively.
As wee see in the above argument, these imply v = u/. O

We will show that for a left regular S-set U, (i) in the lemma above implies
that U is inverse in Proposition [3.12]

Definition 2.7. For every regular S-set U, we set the subset ,, (U |U) of S
as {;(u|v') | u, v’ €U}

For a regular S-set U, the subset (U |U) is a two-sided ideal (and espe-
cially an inverse subsemigroup) of S by (L-i) in Definition and Lemma
(ii).

Definition 2.8. For a left regular S-set U, the left pairing on U is said to
be left full if ,,(U|U) = S. In this case, we also say that U is left full. We
define a term right full for a right regular S-set in a similar way.

Let U and V be left regular S-sets.

Definition 2.9. Let o be a map from U to V.
(i) A map o is a left S-map if o(su) = so(u) holds for every u € U and
ses.



INVERSE SETS AND INVERSE CORRESPONDENCES 7

(i) A map o is left pairing preserving if |,(o(u)|o(u')) = ;,(u|u') holds
for every u,u’ € U.
For a map between right regular S-sets, we similarly define that it is a right
S-map and is right pairing preserving.

Definition 2.10. A left pairing preserving left S-map o: U4 — V is an
isomorphism if there exists a left pairing preserving left S-map 7: V — U
such that 7 oo is the identity map 1, for & and o o7 is the identity map 1y
for V. Two left regular S-sets are isomorphic if there exists an isomorphism
between them. For right regular S-sets U, V and a map o: U — V, we
similarly define that o is an isomorphism and that &/ and V are isomorphic.

Lemma 2.11. Let o: U — V be a left pairing preserving left S-map. A map
7:V — U which satisfies c o = 1y and 7 o 0 = 1y becomes a left pairing
left S-map.

Proof. For every s € S and v,v' € V, we have
s7(v) = 7(0(s7(v))) = T(s0(7(v))) = T(sv),
u<7’(’0) ‘ T(’L)/)> = V<O‘(T(’U)) | U(T(v'))> = V(v | v'>.

Thus 7 is a left pairing preserving left S-map. U
Lemma 2.12. If V is inverse, then a left pairing preserving map o: U — V
is a left S-map.
Proof. For u e U and s € S,

plo(su) [o(su)) =4 (su|su),

viso(u)|o(su)) = sy(o(u)|o(su)) = s, (u]su) = (su|su), and

piso(u)|so(u)) = sy(o(u)o(u)s® = sy (uu)s™ =y (su|su)
hold. This implies o(su) = so(u) by Lemma (). O
Lemma 2.13. IfU is inverse, then a left pairing preserving map o: U — V
18 injective.
Proof. Let o: U — V be a left pairing preserving map. For every u,u’ € U

with o(u) = o(v'), ,(u|u) = ,{o(u)|o(u)), ,(u|uw) = (o(u)| o)), and
y' |u') = (o) o(u')) are the same element of S. This implies v = v/
by Lemma (1). O

Corollary 2.14. LetU and V be left inverse S-set and o: U — V be a map.
The following are equivalent:
(i) o is an isomorphism.
(ii) o is a left pairing preserving left S-map, and there exists a map 7:V —
U which satisfies coT =1y and Too = 1y.
(iii) o is left pairing preserving and surjective.

Proof. 1t is clear that (i) = (ii) = (iii). By Lemma [2Z.11] we get (ii) implies
(i). It follows from Lemma and [Z13] that (iii) implies (ii). O

We can similarly show right versions of Lemma Z11] 2.T2] 213 and Corol-
lary 2141



8 TOMOKI UCHIMURA

2.2. Partial Morita equivalences. Let S and T be inverse semigroups.

Definition 2.15. A S-T biset U is a set U equipped with a left action of
S and a right action of T" which satisfy s(ut) = (su)t for s € S, t € T and
ueclU.

Definition 2.16. A partial Morita equivalence from S to T is a S-T biset U
equipped with a left regular pairing ,,(-|-): U x Y — S and a right regular
pairing (-|-),,;: U x U — T which satisfy ,,(u|v)u” = u(u'|u"),, for all
u, v’ u”" e U.

Lemma 2.17. A partial Morita equivalence is a left inverse S-set and a
right inverse T'-set.

Proof. We show that ;,(- | -) satisfies the condition (L-iv). We can check that
(-| )y satisfies the condition (R-iv) in a similar way. Fix elements u,u’ € U
with ,,(u|u')u = v and (v’ |u)uw’ = u'. Since

ylu 'y, (u|u') = u<u<u | o Yu|wyu =, (u|u)
holds, we get ,,(u|u') € E(S). Hence ,;(u|u') = (v | u) holds. This implies
that

u= u<u | uu = u(u/ ‘ wyu = u'(u|u),, and

o=, (| = (u]u ) = uld | ),
hold. We set e := (u|u), and ¢ := (u'|u'),,. By Lemma [ZT, we get
e,e’ € E(T). We remark that v’ = u/(u’ | v'),, = v'¢’ by (R-iii). Thus we get

u=ue=uce=1u'ee =ue = |

Definition 2.18. A Morita equivalence from S to T is a partial Morita
equivalence U from S to T which is full as both a left regular S-set and a
right regular T-set. Two inverse semigroup S and T are Morita equivalent
if there exists a Morita equivalence from S to T.

Remark 2.19. In [Stelll Definition 2.1], Steinberg called a Morita equiv-
alence as an equivalence bimodule, and a tuple of two inverse semigroups
and a Morita equivalence between them as a Morita context. Two Morita
equivalent inverse semigroups in our term are said to be strongly Morita
equivalent in [Stelll [FLS11]. According to [FLS11], strong Morita equiva-
lence is equivalent to the three notions; topos Morita equivalence, semigroup
Morita equivalence, and enlargement Morita equivalence between inverse
semigroups.

Remark 2.20. Steinberg showed that strong Morita equivalence is an equiv-
alence relation. In [Stelll Proposition 2.5], the transitivity is proved by
introducing the tensor products of equivalence bimodules. We will intro-
duce the notion of tensor product for inverse sets in Section @l This is a
generalization of the one introduced by Steinberg. We check that being
Morita equivalent is reflexive, transitive, and symmetry in Example 2.2T],
414l and p.27 respectively.

For a partial Morita equivalence U from S to T, we get a Morita equiva-
lence U from the subsemigroup ,,(U |U) of S to the subsemigroup (U |U),,
of T. Our term “partial Morita equivalence” is derived from this fact.
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Ezample 2.21. Let S be an inverse semigroup and 7' be an inverse subsemi-
group of S. If T satisfies TST = T, then T'S is a left full partial Morita
equivalence from T to S with respect to the left T-action defined as the
multiplication from the left side, the left pairing ,g(ui |u2) := uiuj € T,
the right S-action defined as the multiplication from the right side, and the
right pairing (u1|ug)pg = ujug € S for ui,ug € T'S. Moreover, if the
subsemigroup T satisfies ST.S = S, then T'S is a Morita equivalence from
T to S. Especially, an inverse semigroup S can be regarded as a Morita
equivalence from S to S.

Remark 2.22. For an inverse subsemigroup 7T of S with T'ST = T and
STS = S, Lawson called S an enlargement of T in [Law96]. Steinberg gave
an enlargement as a first example of a Morita context in [Stelll Proposition
2.2].

2.3. Examples of inverse sets and partial Morita equivalences.

Example 2.23. Let G be a group. We can check that the empty set is an
inverse G-set trivially. The left inverse G-set G in Example 2.3] is another
example. We show that every left inverse G-set U is either the empty set or
isomorphic to the left inverse G-set G.

Let U be a non-empty left inverse G-set U. Fix ug € U arbitrarily. We
define a map o: G — U: g — gug. Let us show that this map is surjec-
tive. For every u € U, we set g, := ;,(u|ug). The elements ,,(g,uo | guv0),
ulguo | u), and ;,(u|u) are idempotents of G. Hence these are the identity
of G. By Lemma (i), we get gyug = u. The map o is a left pairing
preserving because we can see

W0 | guo) = g’ y(uo[uo)g™ = g9~ = (' | 9)
for every g, € G. By Lemma 214 o is an isomorphism between left
inverse G-sets G and U.

Example 2.24. Let E be an inverse semigroup that consists of only idempo-
tents. We analyze left inverse F-sets. We first show that the following pair
produces a left inverse E-set: A pair ({Ue}eck, {0 t}e,rer) consists of

e a family of sets {Ue}ecr, and
e a family of maps {0 s: U = U | e, f € E with e < f}.
We assume that this pair satisfies the following conditions:
(i) e, is the identity map on U, for every e € E.
(i) Oei,e00e0,e5 = Tey,eq fOT every ey, es,e3 € E with e; < ey and ey < e3.
(iii) For every ej,e2 € E, uy € Ue,, and ug € Ue,, there exists the largest
element e € E which satisfies e < eq, eg and o¢ ¢, (u1) = 0¢ e, (u2), where
“largest” means that every € € E with € < ej,es and opr ¢, (u1) =
Oel e, (U2) satisfies € < e.
For such a pair ({Ue}ecr, {0e,f}e,fer), the set U :=| | ..y Ue becomes a left
inverse F-set with respect to

e a left action of F on U defined as fuy := 0pe, ¢, (u1), and
e a left pairing on U defined as ;,(u1 | ug) := e appeared in (iii)

for ey, ea, f € E, u; € Ue,, and ug € Us,.
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Let us show that U/ is a left inverse E-set. The map F xU — U; (f,u) —
fuis a left action by the condition (ii). Since the condition (iii) is symmetry
for u; and ug, the map ,(-|-): U x U — E satisfies (L-ii). The condition
(L-iii) follows from the condition (i). We check the condition (L-i). Take
er,e2,f € E, u1 € U, and up € Ue,. Put e := ,(fui|uz) and € :=
ylut|uz2). These satisfy that e < fer, e, 0c e, (fU1) = Oee,(u2), € <
e1,e2, and oe ¢, (U1) = Oere,(uz). We get fe! < fer, fe/ < € < e, and
fe'fuy = fe'uy = fe'us. By the maximality of e, we have fe/ < e. We
get e < eg, e < fe; < ey, and eu; = efu; = eus. The last equation
follows from e < fe; < f. By the maximality of ¢/, we have e < €.
This shows e = fe < fe/. Thus we conclude e = fe’. This means that
ylfurug) = fy(ur |uz). We check the condition (L-iv). Take ej,es € FE,
1 € Uey, and ug € Ue, with ;(ur |ug)ur = u1 and ;(ug |u1)ug = up. Put
e := ,(u1|uz). The assumptions mean eu; = u; and eus = ug. By the
definition of e, we get eu; = eus. Thus u; = us holds. We have shown that
U is a left inverse E-set.

Conversely, we can show that every inverse E-set U/ is constructed from
such a pair ({Uetecr, {0¢,f}e,recr)- Let U be a left inverse E-set. For every
e € E, we define

o U :={uecl]|,(ulu)=e}, and

® 0.5 Up — Ue;ur eu for every e, f € £ with e < f.
We can easily verify that these satisfy the conditions (i)-(iii), and this pair
produces the given inverse E-set U.

Example 2.25. Let S be an inverse semigroup and U be a left inverse S-set.
For an inverse subsemigroup 7" of S with T'ST =T, we set TU := {tu € U |
t € T,u € U}. The set TU becomes a left inverse T-set. If U is left full,
then so is TU.

Ezample 2.26. Let S be an inverse semigroup with 0, where 0 € § is the
element such that 0s = s0 = 0 for every s € S. For a left inverse S-set U
and every uy, ug,us € U, we get

w(0uy [uz) = 0, (ur |uz) = 0 = 0, (ua | uz) =, (Ouz | us).

Thus we get Ou; = Oug by Lemma [2.6] (ii). This implies that Ou is the same
element for all u € U. We denote the element Ou as 0.

For two non-empty left inverse S-sets U and U’, we define a set U ®& U’
as the disjoint union of & and U’ identified 0y; and 0y. We can define a
left action S on U @ U’ by using left actions on I and U’. A left pairing on
U DU is defined as

ylur fug) i, us €U,
wan (vt [uz) == < pur |u2)  ur,ug €U,
0 otherwise.

The set U @ U’ becomes a left inverse S-set with respect to the above struc-
tures.

Ezample 2.27. We define a left action of 1(Y') on I(X,Y") by the composition
from the left side and a left pairing on I(X,Y") by

1y fug) o= uiuy !
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for uy,us € I(X,Y). We define a right action of I(X) on I(X,Y) by the
composition from the right side and a right pairing on I(X,Y’) by
(u | u2>I(X,Y) =y up

up,ug € I(X,Y). We can check that the set I(X,Y) becomes a partial
Morita equivalence from I(Y") to I(X) with respect to the above structures.

3. ADJOINTABLE MAPS

3.1. Adjointable maps. In this subsection, we introduce adjointable maps
on regular sets. This notion is an analogy of the adjointable operators
on right Hilbert C*-modules (see [Lan95l, p.8]). From now on, we mainly
consider right regular sets and right inverse sets with the right Hilbert C*-
module theory in mind. We can give a similar theory for left regular sets
and left inverse sets. Let T be an inverse semigroup and U, V, W be right
regular T-sets.

Definition 3.1. A map ¢: U — V is said to be adjointable if there exists a
map ¢: V — U such that

(h(v) [u)y = (v]o(u))y
holds for every uw € U and v € V. Such a map 1 is said to be an adjoint of

. We denote the set of all adjointable maps from U to V as L(U,V). We
abbreviate L(U,U) as L(U).

Lemma 3.2. For every p1 € L(U,V) and @2 € L(V, W), a1 € LU, W)
holds.

Proof. Let ¥; be an adjoint of ¢; for ¢ = 1,2. For every u € Y and w € W,

(w]papr(u))yy = (Wa(w) [p1(u))y, = (Liva(w) | u),
holds. Thus 119 is an adjoint of pa(py. O

Corollary 3.3. The set L(U) becomes a semigroup with respect to the com-
position of maps.

The next definition is an analogy of the rank-one operator on a right
Hilbert C*-module (see [Lan95, p.9]).

Definition 3.4. For v € U, v € V, we define a map wy,: U — V as
Wy (') == v<u ‘ u’>u

for every v’ € U. We set K(U,V) := {wyn | u € U,v € V}. We abbreviate
K(U,U) as K(U).

Lemma 3.5. Fort €T, uel, and v €V, wyty = Wy,ux holds.
Proof. For t € T, u,u' €U, and v € V,
wvt,u(u') = vt<u ‘ u'>u = v<ut* ‘ u'>u = Wy yt* (u)
holds. Thus wyy = wy,ue+ holds. O

Lemma 3.6. For every w € U and v € V, the map wy,:V — U is an
adjoint of wyu: U — V.
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Proof. For every u,u' e U, v,v' €V,

holds. O

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢: V — W be a right T-map. For everyu € U andv € V,
PWyu = We(p),u holds.

Proof. For every v’ € U, we get
pwnu(W) = p(v(u]w),) = p)(u] ), = W), 2

Lemma 3.8. Let o: U — V be an adjointable map, and ¥: V — U be an
adjoint of . For everyv € V and w € W, wy v = Wy, y(v) holds.

Proof. For every u € U, we get

wwpip(u) = w(v | p(u))y = w{(v) [u)y = wupe) (u)- O
Corollary 3.9. The set K(U) is a two-sided ideal of the semigroup L(U).
Proof. This follow from Lemma [3.6], 3.7 and 3.8l O

Lemma 3.10. For everyu €U and v € V, Wy Wyp Wou = Wy holds.
Proof. For every u € Y and v € V, we get
Wo,u Waw Wo,u = Wlu | uy, (0] v)yu

= Wolv| )y, (u] uyu

= Wol | v)y,ulu | uy

= Wy,u-
The third equal follows from Lemma U
Corollary 3.11. The subsemigroup K(U) of L(U) is regular.

Proof. By Lemma [3.10] an adjoint w,, of wy, is a generalized inverse of
Wy, for every u,v € U. O

The following proposition is an analogy of Theorem

Proposition 3.12. For a right reqular T-setU, the following are equivalent:
(i) u(u'|u),, = u and v'(u|u'), = v imply u = ' for every u,u' € U
(that is, U is inverse),
i) (u|u),, = @ |u),, = (u|u'),, implies u =u" for every u,u’ € U,
iy U / / u / U . l /! /! u
1) u(u|u'),, = u' (v |u), (u|u or every u,u’' €U,
/! u / / U / U y / Z/[
(iv) Wy and wy + commutes for every u,u’ € U,

Proof. (i) = (ii) is proved in Lemma [2.0]

(ii) = (iii) We set z := u(u|u'), and y = o' (v |u),(u|v),,. We can easily

check that (x| )y = (4 | gy = (& |yl = (' | w)ye s )y, holds. (i)
implies x = y holds.
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(iii) = (iv) By (iii) and Lemma 3.7 we have

Wy,uWu/ w = Wulu |u'),, w
= W/ (! [y (u | )y 0!
= W/ (! [y u’ (/[ u)y,

= Wl (! |y u(u | w) (u | u)y,

= W (u! )y (u | )y (0 |y u

)
)
)
= Wy (u! | w)y, u
= Wy o/ Wuy,u-

(iv) = (i) Fix elements u,u’ € U such that u(u’|u),, = u and u'(u|u'),, = v'.
We get (u|u),, € E(S) by the same way as in Lemma [ZI7l Hence
(u|u),, = (' |u)y. This implies that

u=u(u| u'),, = wyu(u') and v’ =o' (v’ ‘ w),, = Wy ().

Thus we have

From now on, we assume that U, V and W are right inverse T-sets.
Lemma 3.13. For ¢ € L(U,V), an adjoint of ¢ is unique.

Proof. Let 11,12: V — U be adjoints of p: U — V. For every u € U and
v eV,

(Y1(0) [u)y = (v @)y = (Ya(v) [u)y

holds. By Lemma (ii), we get 11 (v) = ¥o(v) for every v € V. Thus we
have ¥ = 9. O

Definition 3.14. We denote the adjoint of p: U — V as of: V — U.
Lemma 3.15. For every p € L(U,V), ¢ is a right T-map.

Proof. For every u e U,v € Vand t € T,

Wty = (@) |ut) = (w)|u) t=(leyt = @lewi),
holds. By Lemma 2.6] (ii), ¢(ut) = ¢(u)t holds. O

Proposition 3.16. For every ¢ € LU, V) and ¢ € L(V, W), (¥p)l = oyt
holds.

Proof. See the proof of Lemma O

Proposition 3.17. For every ¢ € L(U,V), we have ¢T = .
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Proof. For every u € U and v € V,

(et v) = (u|e'@)), = e)v)y
holds, where the second equal follows by taking generalized inverses of the
two sides of the equation in Definition B.Jl By Lemma (i), we get
o' (u) = p(u) for every u € U. Thus ¢!T = ¢ holds. O
We will see that

e K(U) is an inverse subsemigroup of L(U/) in Theorem B.19]

e L(U) is an inverse semigroup in Theorem [B.30, and

e L(U,V) is a partial Morita equivalence from L(V) to L(U) in Theo-
rem [3.3T1

We first prove that K (I/) is an inverse semigroup. We can easily see that
Wy,y 1s an idempotent of K (U) for u € U.

Lemma 3.18. All idempotents of K(U) is in the form of wy, for some
uely.

Proof. Fix u,u’ € U such that w,, € E(K(U)) holds. We put an idempo-
tent e of T as e := (u|u), (v |u'),,. We get

(ue|ue), = <u'e ‘ u'e>u = e and
<u'e ‘ ue>u = <u/<u | w)y, ‘ u<u/ ‘ u/>u>u
= (u |y [ulu'[w)y),,
= (u|ulu [u(u [w),)y,)
= (u | W/ wu,uru'>u
= (u| wyuwtt'),
= (ufud [u),),,
= (u | uy (u' [ ),
=e.
By Lemma (i), ue = u’e holds. Thus we get
Wuu! = Wulu [uyu! (u’ | w)y,
= Wudu )y (! [0y u! (u )y (u' | u')y
= Wye,ule- u
Theorem 3.19. For a right inverse T-setU, the semigroup K (U) is inverse.

The generalize inverse k* of k € K(U) is its adjoint kT.
Proof. By Corollary BTl Lemma [3.I8], and Proposition B.12] K (/) becomes

a regular semigroup whose idempotents commute. Theorem [[L5] implies that
K (U) is an inverse semigroup. O

Proposition 3.20. Fvery right inverse T-set U becomes a Morita equiv-
alence from K(U) to (U|U),, with respect to the left action and the left
pairing defined as ku = k(u) and ,,(u|v') := wy, for k € KU), u,u’ €U
respectively.
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Proof. These structures satisfy (L-i)-(L-iii) by Lemma [B.7, B.6 and (R-iii).
It is clear that the left and right pairings are compatible. O

We gave an analogy of Lemma

Proposition 3.21. For every u,u’ € U, the following are equivalent;
(i) w = o (u] u)y,
(ii) there exists e € E(T) with u = u'e,
(iii) uw = Wy,
(iv) there exists k € E(K(U)) with u = k(u').

Proof. We can see that (i) implies (ii), and that (iii) implies (iv). If we
assume (ii),
wyut! = u(u|u'), = ue(de|u),
=de(u |u), =u' W |u),e=1e=u.
holds. Thus we obtain (iii). If we assume (iv),

u(u|u)y, = u'<k(u/) ‘ k:(u')>u = u'(u/ ‘ k:(u')>u
= wy k(W) = kwy o (u) = k(W) =u

holds, where the second equal holds since we have k' = k* by Theorem .19
and k* = k by k € E(K(U)). Thus we obtain (i). O

Definition 3.22. For u,u’ € U, u < v’ if and only if u and u satisfies one
(and hence all) of the conditions in Proposition B.211

We can check that this binary relation < on U/ becomes a partial order on
U. Steinberg introduced order on Morita equivalences in [Stelll, Proposition
3.2, 3.5]. For a right inverse T-set U, Steinberg’s order defined on the Morita
equivalence U from K(U) to (U |U),, coincides with our order on U in Defi-
nition We can see easily the following: For every k € K(U), u,u’ € U,
and t € T, u < «/ implies ut < v/t and k(u) < k(u'). Let u;,u, € U with
u; < ug for i =1,2. We obtain (u1 |uz)y, < () [uh)y, and wuyu, < Wy -

We proceed to show that L(U) is an inverse semigroup and L(U,V) is a
right inverse L(U)-set. By virtue of Corollary B.9] and Theorem 319, we

have the following key lemma:

Lemma 3.23. For every idempotent ¢ of L{U) and v € U, ¢ and wyy
commaute.

Proof. Apply Theorem [[4lto S = L(U) and I = K(U). O

Lemma 3.24. For every ¢ € L(U,V) and u € U, @Tgowwu and Wy U
are idempotents of L(U).
Proof. By Lemma [371 (i), (ii), and Corollary .17,

P10 wun P 0w = O W) pw) Yo

= 0 Wou) (o) | o)y
= QDT Wo(u),u

= ()OT(P Way,u
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holds for every ¢ € L(U,V) and u € U. In a similar way, w,, ol is an
idempotent for every ¢ € L(U,V) and u € U. O

Lemma 3.25. For every ¢ € L(U,V) and u € U, ¢'p and Wy,u commute.

Proof. For every ¢ € L(U,V) and u € U, @Tgowu,u and wu,ugngp commute
with wy,,, by Lemma [3.23] and Thus we get

(PTQOWu,u = QOT@ (wu,u wu,u)

= (¢ wuu) W
= Wu,u (‘PT<Pwu,U)
- (wu,u (PT(:O) Way,u

= Wy (Wu,u SDTSD)

= (Wu,u Wu,u) SDTSD

= Wy,u (PT()O- O

Proposition 3.26. For every o € L(U,V), oplp = ¢ and plppl = o
hold.

Proof. For every ¢ € L(U) and u € U, we get

p(u) = p(u)(p(u) | p(u))y,
= o(u{p(w) | o(u))y)

= (u(u] o), )
= o (wuupe(u))
= (P pwyu(u))

where the second equal follows from Lemma [3.15] and the fifth equal follows
from Lemma 325 Thus ¢@fe = ¢ holds. This implies that o = (ppip)t =

plppl. O

Lemma 3.27. For every idempotent ¢ of L(U) and w € U, the following
hold:

(i) p(u) = ufu| p(u))y-
(i) (u|@(u))y, = (p(u) |u)y, = (e(u) [ p(u))y-

By (i) and (i), ¢(u) = ulu[p(u))y, = ulp(u) | )y, = u{p(u)[pu))y, holds.

Proof. For every idempotent ¢ of L(U) and u € U, Lemma [3.23] implies (i)
as

p(u) = ¢ (Wuu(u)) = wuu(p(u) = ulule(u))y,.
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Lemma [3.23] also implies that

@(MZ@(U)(( |80(U)>

= w<p(u) () (u))
= o(p(u){p(u) |u)y)
= o(p(u)(p(u) | u),
= p(u)(p(u) [ u)y,-

This implies that

holds. Thus we have (ii). O
Lemma 3.28. For every idempotent ¢ of L(U), o' = ¢ holds.
Proof. For every u,u’ € U and an idempotent v of L(U), we get

(W' [p(u))y = (u' [ wlp(u) [u)y)y,
= (' { u (u) | u)y,
= (i(u <u [ W)y )y
= (p(u(u]| ') | u>u
= (p(wuut') | u)
= (wuup(w) | u)
= (p(t) | wuut)
= <30(u,) ‘ u>u’
where the first equal follows from Lemma [3.27] the third equal follows from

Lemma B.I5] the fifth equal follows from Lemma [3.23] and the sixth equal
follows from Lemma O

u
u

u

Proposition 3.29. Let ¢ be an element of L(U,V). If 11,109 € L(V,U)
satisfies ;0 = @ and Yy, = P; fori = 1,2, then ¥ = s holds.

Proof. Notice that ¢i; is an idempotent of L(V) and ;¢ is an idempotent

of L(U) for i = 1,2. By Lemma[B.28] we get (p1;)T = o1p; and (;0)t = ¥y
for ¢ = 1,2. Thus we have

1 = Y1y
= (1)
= (Y1)

= (20)  (190) 41
= Vo1t
= Y2ty
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and
VY2 = Papihs
= o pth2)]
= Vo (1)

= Va(pt2) (pn)!
= Yapihapin
= Yoy,
Hence 11 = 15 holds. (]

Now we obtain our desired theorems:
Theorem 3.30. For a right inverse T-setU, the semigroup L(U) is inverse.
Proof. This follows from Proposition [3.26] and [3.29 O

Theorem 3.31. Let U and V be right inverse T-sets. The set L(U,V)
becomes a partial Morita equivalence from L(V) to L(U) with respect to the
following structures: The left and right actions are defined by composing
from the left side and the right side respectively. The left and right pairings
are defined as L(u,v)<301 | p2) = gplgo; and (¢1 | 302>L(M,V) = @J{QDQ for every
1, p2 € L(U,V) respectively. With the same structures, K(U,V) becomes a
partial Morita equivalence from K(V) to K(U).

Proof. The associative law of composition of maps implies that L(U,V) be-
comes a right L(U)-set and (- |-) 1, satisfies the condition (R-i) in Defi-
nition Proposition implies (R-ii). Proposition implies (R-iii).
Corollary B.17] and Proposition imply (R-iv). We can also check that
K(U,V) becomes a partial Morita equivalence from K (V) to K(U). O

4. INVERSE CORRESPONDENCES AND THEIR TENSOR PRODUCTS

In this section, we introduce a notion of inverse correspondence between
inverse semigroups and their tensor product. In the C*-algebra theory, a
C*-correspondence from a C*-algebra A to B consists of a right Hilbert
B-module £ and a *-homomorphism from A to the C*-algebra L(&) of all
adjointable maps on £. By virtue of Theorem B30, we can define inverse
correspondences in a similar way to C*-correspondences. Let S and T be
inverse semigroups.

Definition 4.1. An inverse correspondence U from S to T, denoted as
U: S — T, is aright inverse T-set U equipped with a semigroup homomor-
phism 6y: S — L(U).

We denote 0y(s)(u) as su for every s € S and u € U.
Lemma 4.2. Let U: S — T be an inverse correspondence. The following

hold:

(i) S xU — U; (s,u) — su is a left action of S on U.
(ii) s(ut) = (su)t for everys€ S, uecld andt €T.
(iii) (u'|su),, = (s*u'|u)y, for everys € S, u,uv’ €U.
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Proof. (i) is clear since 6 is a semigroup homomorphism. (ii) follows from
Lemma B.I5l (iii) holds because 6;; keeps generalized inverses. U

Lemma 4.3. A right inverse T-set U equipped with a left action of S on U
such that (u'| su),, = (s*u'|u),, holds for every u,u’ €U, s € S becomes an
inverse correspondence from S to T.

Proof. We can check easily that 0(s): Y — U;u — su is an adjointable
map on U for every s € S, and 6: S — L(U);s — 6(s) is a semigroup
homomorphism. O

Lemma 4.4. Let U: S — T be an inverse correspondence. For e € E(S5),
p e E(LMU)) and u € U, ep(u) = p(eu) holds.

Proof. The semigroup homomorphism 6;; keeps idempotents. Two idempo-
tents O (e) and ¢ in L(U) commutes by Theorem B.30) O

For an inverse correspondence U from S to T,
SU :={suecl|se S uecl}
becomes an inverse correspondence from S to 7'

Definition 4.5. An inverse correspondence U: S — T is non-degenerate if
SU=U.

Ezample 4.6. A partial Morita equivalence U from S to T becomes an inverse
correspondence by forgetting the left pairing. We can check this fact as
follows: Let U be a partial Morita equivalence from S to T'. For s € S, u,u’ €
U, we have

u(su| u’>u = (| supn’ = (u|u)s*u' = u(u| s*u’>u,
where the second equal follows from Lemma Thus we obtain
<u/‘su> = (u ’|su ulu)y, >u
= (u | su), (u|u)y,
— (ufou]u'y )
— (ulul a0,
(
(s"u

/

s*u {u (u|u)y

s |uu|u )

(s7u' | )y,

where the third and fifth equals follow from Lemma (this is an another
proof of [Stelll Proposition 2.3 (10)]). Thus U is an inverse correspondence
from S to T' by Lemma 3l For every element u € U, u = ,,(u|u)u € SU
holds. Thus U/ is non-degenerate.

uru

Lemma 4.7. An inverse correspondence U: S — T comes from a partial
Morita equivalence if and only if there exists a two-sided ideal I of S such
that Oy|r: I — L(U) is an isomorphism onto K(U).

Proof. For a partial Morita equivalence U from S to T, the subset I =
y U U) is a two-sided ideal of S. By the compatibility of left and right
pairings, we have 6y(;, (u1 | u2)) = wu,u, € K(U) for every uy,up € U. Thus
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6u|r is a semigroup homomorphism onto K(U). For si,s2 € ,,(U |U) with
Ou(s1) = Oy (s2), we have

s1y(u|w) = (sruf o) =y (s2u|w') = 52y (u[ W)

for every u,u’ € . This implies that s; = sy by applying Lemma [[.7] for
the inverse semigroup ,, (U |U). Thus 6y|; is an isomorphism onto K ().

We assume that 6|7 is an isomorphism onto K (U) with some two-sided
ideal I of S. For every uy,uz € U, we set ,,(ur|ug) = (Oulr) " (wur,u) €
I € S. We can check easily that ¢ and ,(-|-) form a regular left S-set.
The compatibility of left and right pairings in Definition is clear by the
definition of the left pairing. O

The following lemma means that we can reconstruct a left pairing of a
partial Morita equivalence I/ from the other structures of U. This fact is
nothing but an analogy of [Kat03, Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 4.8. If two partial Morita equivalence produces the same inverse
correspondence by forgetting the left pairings, then they are same as partial
Morita equivalences.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [[.3 O
The following corollary follows from Lemma (4.7

Corollary 4.9. Let U be an inverse correspondence from S to T'.

(i) U comes from a partial Morita equivalence which is left full if and only
if Ou: S — L(U) is an isomorphism onto K(U).

(ii) U comes from a Morita equivalence if and only if O S — L(U) is an
isomorphism onto K(U) and U is right full.

We give another example of non-degenerate inverse correspondence.

Ezxample 4.10. For a semigroup homomorphism 6: S — T, the subset Uy :=
{0(s)t | s € S,t € T} of T becomes a non-degenerate inverse correspondence
from S to T with respect to the following structures: The right action of T’
is defined as the multiplication from the right hand side. The right pairing
is defined by (u1 |uz)y,, = ujuz € T for every uy,uz € Up. The left action
of S is defined as S x Uy — Up; (s,u) — 6(s)u. Especially, taking 0 as the
identity homomorphism for S, we get a Morita equivalence S from S to S.

We define tensor products of inverse correspondences. This is a gen-
eralization of the tensor product of Morita contexts introduced in [Stelll
Proposition 2.5].

Let So and S3 be inverse semigroups, U/ be a right inverse Ss-set, and
V: Sy — S3 be an inverse correspondence. We define a set U ® V as the
quotient of U x V by the least equivalence relation ~ such that (usq,v) ~
(u, sov) for all w € U, v € V and sy € So. The equivalence class of (u,v) €
U xV is denoted as u®@v € U ® V. We define a right action of S3 on U @ V
as

(u® v)ss = u @ (vs3),
and a right pairing (U ® V) x (U ® V) — S5 as

(W @' [u®v)y,q, = (V[ (¥ | ONON
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for all u,v’ € U, v,v' € V, and s3 € S;.
Proposition 4.11. The set U ® V becomes an inverse Ss-set.

Proof. We can easily check the well-definedness of the right action of S3 on
URV. For every u,u’ € U, v,v" €V, s9 € So, we get

(0] (52 0y, = (500 )y, = (oot (o [ )], amd

(o [ Jusz )y, = (0 [ (W' [u)ys20),,.

Thus the map (- |-)ygp: URV) x (U®V) — 53 is well-defined.
We can easily check the condition (R-i) in Definition
For every u,u’ € U and v,v" € V,

(ww | &) =

holds, where the second equal follows from Lemma (iii). Thus we see
the condition (R-ii) in Definition
For every u € U and v € V, we get

(V) (U V|U®V)ygy =u®vv|(u]u),),
=u @ v((u|u)yv | (ulu))y,
= u(u | u)y ® v{{u|u),w | (u]u)y,v
= u @ (u]uyv{(uluyy| (ulu)yv

v

)
=u® (u|u),v

= u(u|u), ®v

U,

where the second equal follows from Lemma (iii). Thus the condition
(R-iii) in Definition holds. Hence U ® V becomes a right regular Ss-set.
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We see that the condition (iii) in Proposition .12 holds for checking that
the condition (R-iv) holds. For every u,u’ € U and v,v' € V, we get

(v ® v')<u' ® v ‘ U® v>u®v<u ®v ‘ v ® UI>M®V
= @V (v | (' Jup ), (v (u|u)),

= @V (V| (' [up o) (W [u)o|v),

= U ® Wy o0 Wt )y, |y (V)

= U @ Wit [y g0 W (V)

=u'® (' fu) (v w0,

= u'® (' Ju) oo | (u|u)0"),

= u'(u' | u>z,1 ® v(v | (u | ul>uvl>v

= u(u|u)y, (' [u)y @ (o] {u|u),0),
=u® <u ! u'>u<u' ! u>uv<v ! <u ‘ u/>u1/>v
=u® <u | u’>u<u’ | u>uwv7v(<u | o uv/)
=URQ Wy (<u ‘ u’>u<u’ ‘ u>u<u | u’>uv’)
= u@wyy ((u|u),0)
=u@v(v|(ulu),o),

= (u®@v)(u®v ‘ o ®v/>u®v,

where the second and sixth equals follow from Lemma F2(iii), the eleventh
equal follows from Lemma [£4] and the fourth and eighth equals follow from
Proposition 3.12] Thus &/ ® V becomes an inverse Ss-set. O

Lemma 4.12. IfU @V is right full, then so is V.

Proof. We can see

Ss=USVIUD VYo = V|UULV), C(V|V),CSs. O

Let S1, S2, S3 be inverse semigroups, and U/: S; — S, V: Sy — S3 be
inverse correspondences. We define a left action of S; on the right inverse

S3-set U @V as
s1(u®v) = (s1u) ®v
foruel,veV, and s; € 5.

Proposition 4.13. The right inverse Ss-set U @ V becomes an inverse cor-
respondence from Sy to Ss with respect to the left action of S1 defined above.
If U is non-degenerate, then so isU Q V.

Proof. We can easily check the well-definedness of the left action of S; on
U ®YV and that U ® V becomes a Si - S3 biset. For every u,v’ € U, v,v' € V,
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s1 € 51, we get

(W @0 | s1(u @), = (W @0 | (s10) @0, ),

= (f [ (o [ s,
= (f (s | uh

<51u ®v {u@v UV

= (sj(v' ® ") | U U>M®V‘

By Lemma [£3], &/ ® V becomes an inverse correspondence from S; to Ss.

Assume that U is non-degenerate. Take u € U and v € V arbitrarily.
There exists s’ € S and v/ € U with u = s'u/. Hence we get u @ v =
su@v=25Wov)e SU®YV). Thus U @ V is non-degenerate. O
Ezample 4.14. If two inverse correspondences U: S1 — Sy and V: Sy — S3
come from partial Morita equivalences, then so does the inverse correspon-
dence U ® V: S; — S3. We can check this fact as follows: By Lemma
477 there exist the two-sided ideals I,J of Sy, S such that 6|7, 6y|; are
isomorphisms onto K (U), K (V) respectively. We define a subset W of S} as

W:={s¢€ I‘(u/|9u(s)u>u € J for all u,u’ €U} .

It is easy to see that this is a two-sided ideal of S;. We can prove the
restriction Oy gy|w of Oygy: S1 — LURYV) is an isomorphism onto K (U®V)
as follows: Take s,s’ € W with Oygy(s) = Ouey(s’). For u,u’ € U and
v,v" € V, we have

<v/{HV(<U"9M(S)(u)>M)(v)>V — (W @' | Guav(s)(u U®V))y e
:<ul®v/|9u®v( )( ®v)>M®V
= (' 0w ((u' [ 0u(s)(w)),,) (V)

By Lemma and the injectivity of fy| s, we have

(0 (3) (), = (o | Bu(') () )y
In a similar way, we obtain s = s’. Thus 6y is injective on W.

Take s € W. There exist uy,us € U with 0y(s) = wyyu,, and vy,v2 € V
with Oy ((ua | O (s)(u1))y) = Wusw,- We obtain Oygy(s) = Wuygus,u@e DY
simple calculations. Thus Oygy|w is into K(U @ V).

For ui,us € U and vy,ve € V, there exist sy € J with Oy(s2) = wey 015
and s1 € I with 6y/(51) = Wugsyu,- For u, v’ € U, we have

<u' | 6’u(s1)(u)>u = <u’ ‘ wu2527ulu>u
= <u' ‘ U289 <u1 | u>u>u
= (v ug ), s2(ur | )y,
Since s9 € J and J is a two-sided ideal, (v’ |6y(s1)(w)),, € J. Thus we have
s1 € W. By simple calculations, we obtain wy,@u,,uien = Ougy(si). This
implies that Oygy|w is onto K(U @ V).
By Lemma 48] the inverse correspondence U ® V: S1 — S3 has a unique

left pairing which makes it a partial Morita equivalence. This left pairing
satisfies that

uev(U2 @ vz |ug @ v1) =, (ugy,(v2 |v1) | us)



24 TOMOKI UCHIMURA

for uy,us € U and v1,v9 € V. This follows from the fact mentioned above
such that wy,cusuev = Ouey(si) holds.

If 4 and V comes from Morita equivalences, then so does their tensor
product U ® V. This is nothing but the tensor product of Morita contexts
defined in [Stelll Proposition 2.5].

Example 4.15. Let S; be inverse semigroups with ¢ = 1,2,3, and 6;: S; —
Si+1 be semigroup homomorphisms with ¢ = 1,2. We can check that the
map Up, @ Uy, — Up,p,; u1 @ ua — B2(uq )uz becomes bijective, right pairing
preserving, and a left S1-map (that is, this is an isomorphism between inverse
correspondences mentioned in Subsection [£.2)). Thus the tensor product
Uy, ® Uy, is isomorphic to the inverse correspondence Up,p, -

5. A BICATEGORY J€ OF INVERSE SEMIGROUPS

In this section, we will see that inverse semigroups and non-degenerate
inverse correspondences form a bicategory. See [Bén67|] or [Lei98] for more
details of the bicategory theory.

5.1. Definition and examples of bicategories. We fix some conventions
and notations in category theory before defining bicategories. A category
consists of objects, morphisms, compositions of morphisms, and identity
morphisms. For objects x and y, we denote a morphism f from z to y as
f:x — y. For morphisms f: x — y and g: y — z, the composition of f
and g is denoted as g - f: x — z. We denote the identity morphism for an
object x as 1,: x — x. These satisfy the associative law and the unit law. A
morphism f: xz — y is an isomorphism if there exists a morphism g: y — «
such that g- f =1, and f-g =1,. We say that x and y are isomorphic if
there exists an isomorphism between = and y.

Definition 5.1. A bicategory € consists of the following date;

(i) a collection of 0-arrows,

(ii) a category €(x,y) for every O-arrows z,y; an object f of €(x,y) is
called a 1-arrow from x to y and denoted as f: x — y; a morphism o
from a l-arrow f: x — y to g: x — y is called a 2-arrow from f to g
and denoted as o: f = ¢g: © — y or o: f = g; the identity morphism
for a 1-arrow f is called a unit 2-arrow and denoted as 1;: f = f.

(ili) afunctor oy, .: €(x,y)x&(y, z) — &(x, 2) called a composition functor
for each triplet of 0-arrows z,y, z; the object oy, .(f,g) is denoted as
gef:x — zfor l-arrows f: x — y, g: y — z; the morphism o, ,, .(o,7)
is denoted as Tec: gof = g'ef’ : x — z for 2-arrows o: f = f':x — y,
T:g=4g:y— 2,

(iv) an isomorphic 2-arrow aygp: he(ge f) = (heg) e f called an asso-
ciator for each triplet of l-arrows f: x — vy, g: y — 2z, h: z — w; the
associators make the following diagram commute;

h.(gof) % (hOQ)of

V.(T.a)ﬂ ﬂ(urr)oa

We(def) Ly (W ag)ef,
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(v) a l-arrow 1;: @ — x called unit 1-arrow for x for each 0O-arrow z,

(vi) an isomorphic 2-arrow Af: 1, ¢ f = f called a left unitor, and an
isomorphic 2-arrow py: f e 1, = f called a right unitor for each 1-
arrow f: x — y; the left and right unitors make the following diagrams
commute;

1y.f%f fol, =2 ¢

llyooﬂ ﬂcr U.llzﬂ ﬂa
A ’

e f =5 1, flel, = .

These make the following diagrams commute;

ge(lyef) =20 (gol,)e f,
1geX; pgely
gef
X(f20f1),f3,f4 Af1,f2,(fa0f3)
fre(fso(faef1)) == (faefs)e(faef1) == ((faef3)e f2)efi
1f4‘0‘f1,f2,f3ﬂ Wafzﬁfsvh'lfl
fro((f3e f2) o f1) Lt ] (fre(fso f2) @ fi.

Definition 5.2. A l-arrow f: x — gy in a bicategory € is said to be an
equivalence if there exists a l-arrow g: y —  such that g e f is isomorphic
to 1, and f e g is isomorphic to 1,. Two O-arrows z,y are equivalent if there
exists an equivalence from z to y.

Example 5.3. The bicategory &t of étale groupoids and groupoid correspon-
dences is studied in [AIb15] and [AKM22]. The composition of groupoid
correspondences X: G — H and YV: H — K is the groupoid correspondence
Xog)Y: G — K defined in [Alb15, Subsection 2.3] and [AKM22| Section 5].

For two groupoid correspondences X,Y: G — H, a 2-arrow between them
is a G, H-equivariant homeomorphism defined in [AIbI5, p.23] (that is, a
homeomorphism which is compatible with left and right actions of G and
H). Two étale groupoids are equivalent in this bicategory &t if and only if
they are Morita equivalent (see [AIb15] Theorem 2.30]). In [AKM22], the
authors allowed injective G, H-equivariant continuous maps as 2-arrows of

Gr.

Ezxample 5.4. The bicategory €otr of C*-algebras and non-degenerate C*-
correspondences is studied in [BMZ13]. The composition of C*-correspon-
dences £: A — B and F: B — (' is defined by their interior tensor prod-
uct £ ®@p F: A — C (see [Lan95, p.38-44]). For two C*-correspondences
E,F: A — B, a 2-arrow between them is a unitary A, B-bimodule map
o: & — F in [BMZ13]. Two C*-algebras are equivalent in this bicategory
Corr if and only if they are Morita equivalent (see [BMZ13, Proposition
2.11]). In [AKM22], the authors allowed isometric (not necessary invertible
or adjointable) A, B-bimodule maps as 2-arrows of Corr.
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5.2. A bicategory JC of inverse semigroups. Now we construct a bi-
category J€ consisting of inverse semigroups and non-degenerate inverse
correspondences. We set inverse semigroups as 0-arrows.

Let S, T be inverse semigroups and U, U’ be inverse correspondences from
StoT.

Definition 5.5. A correspondence map o: U — U’ is a right pairing pre-
serving left S-map from U to U’.

We can easily check that the composition of two correspondence maps is
also a correspondence map. Thus all non-degenerate inverse correspondences
from S to T and all correspondence maps form a category with respect
to the usual composition o of maps and the identity maps id;; on inverse
correspondences . We denote this category as JE(S,T).

Lemma 5.6. A correspondence map o: U — U’ is an isomorphism in the
category JE(S,T) if and only if o is surjective.

Proof. We can easily check that a correspondence map is an isomorphism in
this category J€(S,T) if and only if it is bijective. By Lemma 2.I3] every
correspondence map is injective. U

Lemma 5.7. For an isomorphism v: U — U’ between inverse correspon-
dences, if U and U’ are partial Morita equivalences, then v preserves the left
PAITINGS.

Proof. This follows from Lemma (4.8 O
Let S; be an inverse semigroup with ¢ = 1,2,3, and U;,U]: S; — Si+1 be
inverse correspondences with ¢ = 1,2. For correspondence maps o;: U; — U]

for i = 1,2, the tensor product o1 @ o9: Uy @Ua2 — U] @UY of correspondence
maps is defined as

(01 @ 02)(u1 @ ug) == o1(u1) ® oa(u2)
for every u; € U; with ¢ = 1,2.

Lemma 5.8. For correspondence maps o;: U; — U] fori=1,2, 01 ® oy is
well-defined and a correspondence map.

Proof. For every ui € Uy, us € Us, and s9 € So,
(01 ® 02)(u1 @ s9uz) = (01 @ 02)(u152 ® u2)

holds since o7 is a right So-map and o9 is a left So-map. Thus o1 ® o9 is
well-defined. The map o1 ® 09 is a left S;-map because oy is a left S;-map.
This map is right pairing preserving because o1 and oo are right pairing
preserving and o9 is a left So-map. U

Lemma 5.9. For inverse semigroups S1,52, and Ss3, the tensor product of
inverse correspondences and the tensor product of correspondence maps form
a functor

®54,84,95 36(51, Sg) X 36(52, 53) — 36(51, Sg)
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Proof. If two inverse correspondences are non-degenerate, then so is their
tensor product by Proposition [£131 We can easily check that

(01 ® 03) 0 (01 ® 02) = (0] 0 71) ® (05 © 02)
for inverse correspondences U;, U/, U/ : S; — Si41, and correspondence maps
oi: Uy = U], o: U — U/ for i = 1,2. The tensor product of the identity
maps 1z, and 1z, is the identity map for U ® Us. O

Lemma 5.10. For inverse correspondences U;: S; — Si;+1 with i = 1,23,
a map defined as

QU Us Uz * U ® (UQ ®U3) — (ul ®Z/{2) QU33uL @ (UQ & Ug) — (U1 (= UQ) X usg
is well-defined and an isomorphic correspondence map. This map is natural
for Uy, Us, and Us, that is, for every correspondence maps o;: Ui — U] for
i =1,2,3, the following diagram commutes;
Q
Uy @ (U @ Us) el (Uy @Us) @ Us
01®(02®03)\L l(01®02)®03
(e 797) ! !
U ® Uy o U) 25 @ Uy) @ U,
Proof. Straightforward. O

As seen in Exampled. 5] an inverse semigroup S can be regarded as a non-
degenerate inverse correspondence from S to S. We set this correspondence
S as a unit l-arrow for S.

Lemma 5.11. For an inverse correspondence U from an inverse semigroup
S to T, the map
ouURXT - U;u @t — ut

is an isomorphic correspondence map. If U is non-degenerate, then the map
M SQU - U;s@u > su

is an isomorphic correspondence map. These maps make the following dia-
grams commaute;

UST My Sou —4 sy

o®idTl l{r idg ®oi lcr

UoT -5y, Sou 4y,

for every inverse correspondences U,U': S — T, and every correspondence
map o: U - U'.

Proof. By Lemma 5.0 it is enough to check that Ay and py are surjective
correspondence maps.

The map py: U @ T — U is right pairing preserving by (R-i) in 2:2] and
the right version of Lemma (ii), and is a left S-map by Lemma (ii).
The surjectivity of py follows from (R-iii) in Definition

The map Ny is right pairing preserving since 6y(s*) = 6y(s)! holds for
every s € S, and is a left S-map clearly. The surjectivity of Ay follows from
non-degeneracy of U.

The diagrams commute because o is a correspondence map. O
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Theorem 5.12. The above date form a bicategory J€ of inverse semigroups
and non-degenerate inverse correspondences.

Proof. We need to see that the triangle diagram and the pentagon diagram
in Definition B.J] commute. It is easy to check these. O

We investigate equivalences in the bicategory JE€. Let S,T be inverse
semigroups.

For a right regular T-set U, we can obtain a left regular T-set U as follows:
We define a set U as the set of all symbols u running over all v € U. The
left action of T' and the left pairing is defined as

t = ut*, and ;(uy |uz) = (u1 | ua)y,

for every t € T and w,uy,us € U. The set U becomes a left regular T-set
with respect to the above structures. If U is a right inverse T-set, then U is
a left inverse T-set.

For a partial Morita equivalence U from S to T, we obtain a right action
of S and a right pairing on the left inverse T-set U as follows: For every
u,uy,up € U and s € S,

Us == s*u, and (uy |uz); = 1 (ur | uz).
The left inverse T-set U becomes a partial Morita equivalence from T' to S
with respect to these structures. If I/ is a Morita equivalence, then so is U.

Remark 5.13. An inverse correspondence U: S — T becomes a generalized
heap with respect to a ternary operation {,,}: U x U x U — U defined
by {u1,u2,uz}y = ui(ug |us)y, for ui,us,us € U (see [Lawlll, p.318] for
the definition of generalized heaps). This ternary operation satisfy that
{uy, sug,usty = {u1,us, s*usty and {ui,ust,usly = {uit*, ug,ug}y for
ui,ug,u3 € U, s € S and t € T. These equations are analogue to the
axioms of generalized correspondences in the C*-algebra theory (see [Exe(7,
p.5]). The left inverse T-set U also becomes a generalized heap with respect
to a ternary operation {,, };: U x U x U — U defined by {u1, uz, uzly =
;lut[uz)uz. We can define a right action of S on the generalized heap

U in the same way as the case of partial Morita equivalence mentioned
above. The ternary operation satisfy that {uy, tus, us} = {uy, ua, t*uz} and
(i1, s, U3} = {Wns* i, s} for G, 3,5 €U, t € T, and 5 € S.

Let U be a partial Morita equivalence from S to T'. We recall that (U |U)
is a two-sided ideal of S. Hence this becomes a partial Morita equivalence

from S to S. The two-sided ideal (U |U),, of T becomes a partial Morita
equivalence from T to T.

Proposition 5.14. For a partial Morita equivalence U from S to T, we
have B B

USU~,UU) and USRU ~ U|U)y,
as partial Morita equivalences.

Proof. We define a map ¢: U @ U — U\U), as
vu®u') = (u u'),,
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for u,u' € U. Tt is clear that ¢ is surjective. For ¢t € T and u,u’ € U, we have
it eu)) = u(tu) @ u')
= L(ZR/* & u')
= (ut" ),
= t(u|u'),
=t(u@u).
Thus ¢ is a left-T' map. For uy,u}, ug, u), € U, we have
(ur @ [ @ )y, = (ut [ (Ut [U2)us),,
= (U | g (u1 | ug)uy),,
= (ua [ur(ua | 1)y,
= (un [un )y uz [ uz),,
= (un [y (uz [ )y,
= (u(ur @ uy) | W@z ®u3)) 4 10

Thus ¢ is right pairing preserving. By Lemma [5.6], ¢ is an isomorphism.
In a similar way, we obtain that the map U @ U — (U |U); v @ T
y (¢ |u) is an isomorphism. O

u

The following proposition is analogues to [EKQRO06|, Lemma 2.4].

Proposition 5.15. LetU: S — T and V: T — S be non-degenerate inverse
correspondences. If U @V is isomorphic to S and V QU is isomorphic to T
as inverse correspondences, then U and V are Morita equivalence.

Proof. By Lemma 12 U/ and V are right full. By symmetry, we only see
that U becomes a Morita equivalence. To prove this, it is enough to show
that 6 S — L(U) is an isomorphism onto K (i) by Corollary A9 (ii).

For si,s0 € S with Oy(s1) = Oy(s2), we get s1(u® v) = sa(u ® v) for
all u € Y and v € V. This implies that s;s = s9s for all s € S because
U ® YV is isomorphic to S as inverse correspondences. By Lemma [L7], we
have s1 = sg. Thus 6: S — L(U) is injective.

We put the isomorphism from V ® U to T as ¢. To show that 6,(S) =
K(U), we construct a surjection from V to . We define a map ®: V — U
as the unique map which satisfies that

(@(v) |u)y = lveu)

for every u € U. The uniqueness of ® is clear by Lemma We can
construct ® as follows: Every element of V is in the form of +(v' @ u’)*v with
some u' € U and v,v’ € V because V is non-degenerate and ¢ is surjective.
We define ®(.(v' @ u')*v) := (v | V') for every v,v" € V and v’ € U. We get

(vt [u)y, = (W[ (o[ 0),u),,
= (V' @u [v @),y
=1(v' @ u)*1(v @ u)
= 1(t(v @ U ) v @ u)
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for every u € Y. This implies that ® is well-defined and satisfies (®(v) | u),, =
t(v ® u) for every u € U and v € V. Every element of ¢ is in the form of
(v]v')pu" with some v,v" € V and v’ € U because U is non-degenerate and
V is right full. Thus we get that ® is surjective.

Take an element k of K (U). There exist vi,va € V with k = way,),a(
because @ is surjective. For every uj,us € U, we get

= (u1 [ @(v1)(P(v2) [ u2)y )y,
= (u1 [ @(v1)) (P(v2) [ ua)y
= 1(v1 @ u1)*t(ve @ ug)
= (0
=

v2)

<u1 | Wo(v1),P(v2) u2>

®uy vy ® u2>v®u
ur | (v1 [va)yua)y,.

Thus k = 0y({v1 | v2)y) € 64(S) holds.

Take an element s € S. There exists v1,v2 € V with s = (v | va),, because
V is right full. By the above discussion, we get /(s) = Wa(w,),(v) € K(U).
Thus we get 0,(S) = K(U). O

Theorem 5.16. For a non-degenerate inverse correspondence U: S — T,
U is a Morita equivalence if and only if U is an equivalence in the bicategory
Jjc¢.

Proof. For a Morita equivalence U: S — T', the Morita equivalence U: T —
S satisfies Y @ U ~ S and U ® U ~ T by Proposition 514 Thus U is

an equivalence in the bicategory J€. The if part follows from Proposition

g

6. MULTIPLIER SEMIGROUPS

In the C*-algebra theory, the multiplier algebras M(A) of C*-algebras
A are studied well; see [Bus68|, [APT73] or [Lan95] for example. In this
section, we define the multiplier semigroups M(S) of inverse semigroups
S as an analogy of the multiplier algebras, and show that every inverse
semigroup has its multiplier semigroup.

Let S be an inverse semigroup.

Definition 6.1. The multiplier semigroup M(S) of S is an inverse semi-
group which includes S as a two-sided ideal and satisfies the following uni-
versality: For every inverse semigroup S which includes S as a two-sided
ideal, there exists a unique semigroup homomorphism 6: S M (S) such
that the following diagram commutes;

S ~

S 0
T
S = M(S).

We can check easily that the multiplier semigroup is unique up to isomor-
phism if it exists. Before proving that there exist the multiplier semigroups
for all inverse semigroups, we investigate the universality of the inverse semi-
group of adjointable maps.
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Let S, T be inverse semigroups, and I/ be an inverse T-set. We say that a
semigroup homomorphism 6: S — L(U) is non-degenerate if every element
u € U is in the form of 0(s')u’ with some s’ € S and v’ € U (that is, U and
0 form a non-degenerate inverse correspondence from S to T).

Proposition 6.2. Let 6: S — L(U) be a non-degenerate semigroup homo-
morphism. For every inverse semigroup S which includes S as a two-sided
ideal, there exists a unique semigroup homomorphism 9: S — L(U) such
that the following diagram commutes;

S
~_0
T
A

S — LU).

Proof. For every s € S, we define a map 5(30): U—U as

0(50)(0(s)u) := 0(s0) (u)
for s € S and uw € U. We can see that this map 5(50) is well-defined and
adjointable by the following calculation: For s, s’ € S and u,u’ € U, we have
(0(s)u|b(sos" (u/)> = (u|6(s)*0(sos") (v )>u
<u ‘ 0(s*sps )(u/)>u
= (u|0(s55)"0(s) (W')),,
<6? 509)( ‘6’ )(u')>
It is easy to see that the map 0: S — L(U) is a semigroup homomorphism,
and that the restriction of 6 to .S coincides with 6. U
We recall that S produces the inverse S-set S and the inverse semigroup
L(S).
Lemma 6.3. (i) For s € S, the map \s: S — S;5' — ss' is adjointable,
and AL = Ay holds.
(i) The map A\: S — L(S);s — A is an injective semigroup homomor-
phism.
(iti) For s € S and ¢ € L(S), we have pAs = Ay(5) and Asp = At (geye -
(iv) For @, € L(S), if pAs = @), for all s € S, then ¢ = ¢’ holds.
Proof. Tt is easy to show (i) and that the map \: S — L(S) is a semigroup

homomorphism. The map A is injective by Lemma [[L71 For s,s’ € S and
v € L(S), we have

PAs(s") = p(ss") = p(s)s" = )‘go(s)( s')
Asp(s') = sp(s) = (5" | o(s)
= (oMM ] ), = ws*)*s’ = gt (),
where the second equal follows from Lemma Thus pAs = Ay and
Asp = At (s+y+ hold. For ¢, ¢" € L(S) such that pAs = oA for all s € T', we

have A5y = pAs = @' As = Ay (s)- The injectivity of A implies ¢(s) = ¢(s).
Thus we have ¢ = /. O
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Proposition 6.4. For every inverse semigroup S, there exists the multiplier
semigroup M(S) of S.

Proof. The inverse semigroup L(.S) includes S as a two-sided ideal through
the semigroup homomorphism A: S — L(S) by Lemma[6.3] By Proposition
620 L(S) has the universality in Definition O

Remark 6.5. An identity element of an inverse semigroup S is an element
1 € S such that 1s = s = sl for all s € S. This is unique if it exists. For
every inverse semigroup S, M (S) has the identity element because L(.S) has
the identity map on S as the identity element. We can easily check that
S = M(S) if and only if S has the identity element.

Remark 6.6. For a semigroup .S, the semigroup of double centralizers on
S are introduced in [Joh64]: The double centralizer on S is a couple of
maps A: S — S and p: S — S with s1\(s2) = p(s1)ss for s1,s9 € S. The
set of all double centralizers D(S) on S becomes a semigroup with respect
to the multiplication (A1, p1)(Ae, p2) = (A1Ag, p2p1) for (A1, p1), (A2, p2) €
D(S). We can easily check that a couple of maps Ag: S — S;s +— ss’ and
ps: S — S;s" — s's becomes a double centralizer for s € S. The map
S — D(S);s — (Xg,ps) is a semigroup homomorphism. If S is inverse,
this map becomes injective by Lemma [T We can see that for an inverse
semigroup S the semigroup D(S) is isomorphic to the inverse semigroup
L(S) as follows: For every (A\,p) € M(S), amap S 3 s — p(s*)* € S
between the inverse S-set S is the adjoint of A because

(s1A(s2)) 5 = s1A(s2) = p(s1)s2 = (p(s1)" [ s2) g

for 51,50 € S. Thusamap ¢: D(S) 3 (A, p) —= A € L(S) is well-defined. This
map is a semigroup homomorphism obviously. We can see that for ¢ € L(.5),
a couple of ¢ and a map ¢': S — S; s — ©f(s*)* is a double centralizer on S,
and that a map L(S) — D(S);¢ — (p,¢’) becomes the inverse of ¢. Thus
we have D(S) ~ L(S). Especially, for every inverse semigroup S, double
centralizers D(S) becomes an inverse semigroup. This is another description
of the multiplier semigroup of S. The fact that D(S) becomes an inverse
semigroup is analogue to the fact that the set of all double centralizers on a
C*-algebra A becomes a C*-algebra proved in [Bus68§].

We give the condition such that 6 in Proposition becomes injective.

Definition 6.7. A two-sided ideal I of S is essential if for every s,s' € S,
st = §'t for all t € I implies s = &'

Lemma 6.8. For a two-sided ideal I of S, the following are equivalent:

(i) I is essential.
(ii) For every s,s' € S, ts =ts' for allt € I implies s = s'.

Proof. Let I be an essential two-sided ideal of S. Since I is a two-sided
ideal, I becomes an inverse subsemigroup of S. Take tg € T and s,5' € S
such that ts = ts’ for all ¢ arbitrarily. We have tsty = ts'to for all t € T.
By Lemma [[L7] we get stg = s’tg. Since I is essential, s = s’ holds. We can
prove the converse implication similarly. O
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Lemma 6.9. Let T be an inverse semigroup, S be an inverse semigroup
which includes S as an essential two-sided ideal, 6: S — T be a semigroup
homomorphism, and 0: S — T be a semigroup homomorphism whose re-
striction to S coincides with 0;

T\

S*>T

The semigroup homomorphism 0 is injective if and only if so is 0.

Proof. The only if part is clear. Take so, s € S with 6(sg) = 6(s}). For all
s € 5, we have 0(sgs) = 0(s0)0(s) = 6(30)0( ) = 6(sfs). By the injectivity
of 0, sops = s(s holds. We obtain sy = s, because S is an essential two-sided
ideal of S. Thus 0 is injective. O

Lemma 6.10. An inverse semigroup S is an essential two-sided ideal of

M(S).

Proof. By Lemma (iv), the inverse semigroup L(.S) which is isomorphic
to the multiplier semigroup M (S) of S includes S as an essential two-sided

ideal. O

Corollary 6.11. The multiplier semigroup M(S) of S is the largest inverse
semigroup in which S is an essential two-sided ideal, where “largest” means
that for every inverse semigroup S which includes S as an essential two-sided
ideal, there exists a unique injective semigroup homomorphism 0: S M (S)
such that the diagram in Deﬁnitionm commutes.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [6.10] and [6.9] O

We now characterize the multiplier semigroup in terms of the notion of
idealizers in the inverse semigroup of adjointable maps. Let U be a sub-
semigroup of S. We define the idealizer I(U) of U in S as the largest
subsemigroup of S in which U is a two-sided ideal. It is easy to see the
following;

IU)={seS|sUcCUUscCU}.

Proposition 6.12. Let 0: S — L(U) be an injective non-degenerate semi-
group homomorphism. The semigroup homomorphism in Proposition [6.2
becomes an isomorphism from the multiplier semigroup M (S) to the ideal-
izer 1(0(S)) of 6(S) in L(U);
M(S)
\\ 0~

I \\‘>t

S —F— LU).
Proof. We first show that I(6(S)) includes 6(S) as an essential two-sided
ideal. Take ¢, ¢’ € I(0(S)) such that p0(s) = ¢'0(s) for all s € S. This
implies p(0(s)u) = ¢'(0(s)u) for all u € U. Since 6 is non-degenerate, p = ¢’
holds. Thus 6(S) is an essential two-sided ideal in I(6(S)). The idealizer
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I(0(9)) includes S as an essential ideal through the injective semigroup
homomorphism 6.

By Corollary [6.11] we obtain the injective semigroup homomorphism ¢
from 1(6(S)) to M (S) whose restriction to S is the inclusion map from S to
M(S).

The restriction of the composition L§~ to S is the identity map on S. By
the universality of M (S), we see that ¢6 is the identity map on M (S).

Since ¢ is injective and 10 is the identity map on M (S), we obtain that )
is an isomorphism from M (S) to 1(0(S)). O

As an example of multiplier semigroup, we calculate the multiplier semi-
group of the inverse semigroup K (i) for a right inverse T-set . This is an
analogy of Kasparov’s Theorem (see [Lan95, Theorem 2.4]).

Theorem 6.13. For a right inverse T-setU, the multiplier semigroup M (K (U))
of K(U) is isomorphic to L(U).

Proof. Apply Proposition to the case such that S = K () and 6 is the
inclusion map. The idealizer of K(U) in L(U) is nothing but L(U). O

7. RELATION TO INVERSE REES MATRIX SEMIGROUPS

In the semigroup theory, the Rees matriz semigroups are studied well (see
IMcAS81] or [McAS83|, for example). For an inverse semigroup 7" and a set
I, Afara and Lawson introduced a McAlister function p: I x I — T and an
inverse semigroup IM (T, I, p) called the inverse Rees matriz semigroup over
T in [ALI13]. Using this inverse semigroup, they characterized the inverse
semigroups which are Morita equivalent to given inverse semigroup (JALI13],
Theorem 3.5]). We reprove this in Corollary [.§ in terms of our inverse set
theory. In this section, we see McAlister functions from the perspective of
inverse sets. We first recall the definition of McAlister functions and inverse
Rees matrix semigroups.

Definition 7.1. For a set I and an inverse semigroup 7', amap p: I x I —
T is a partial McAlister function if the following conditions hold: For all
i,j,kel,

(MF1) pi; € B(T),

(MF2) p;ipi,jpj; = Pij

(MF3) p;; = pj,i, and

(MF4) pi;pjk < pik-

If a map p: I x I — T satisfies (MF1)-(MF4) and

(MF5) For every e € E(T'), there exists ¢ € I such that e < p; ;,

we call it a McAlister function.

McAlister studied functions of this kind in [McAS83]. Afara and Lawson
introduced the name “McAlister function” in [AL13]. The name “partial
McAlister function” is introduced in this paper.

The inverse Rees matrix semigroup IM (T, 1,p) over T is constructed as
follows: Let T be an inverse semigroup, I be a set, and p: I x I — T be a
partial McAlister function. The set

RM(T, I,p) :={(j,t,i) € I x T x I | pj;tpi; = t}.
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becomes a regular semigroup with respect to the multiplication defined as

(Jast2,12)(J1,t1,01) = (Jo, tapiy jit1, 1)
for (ji,t1,11), (Jo2,t2,i2) € RM(T,I,p). See [AL13l Lemma 2.1 and 2.3] for
the proof of this fact. This semigroup is called the regular Rees matrix
semaigroup.

We define an equivalence relation v on RM (T, 1,p) by declaring that

(J1,t1,91)Y(Jo, t2, i) & Pij1,jat2Pisin = t1 and pj, 5, 01piy iy = to.
We denote the quotient RM (T, 1,p)/~ as IM(T,I,p) and the equivalence
class of (j,t,1) as [j,t,1]. The set IM(T,I,p) becomes an inverse semigroup
with respect to the induced multiplication by RM (T, I,p), that is,
[J2, t2, d2] (g1, t1, i) := [d2, tapiy jit1, 1]

for every [j1,t1,11], [J2, t2,i2] € IM(T,I,p). The generalized inverse of [j, ¢, i
is [7,t*, j]. We remark that [AL13] Lemma 2.6] claims that 7 is the minimum
inverse congruence on RM (T, 1,p).

We show that for every partial McAlister function p: I x I — T, there
exists an inverse right T-set U, such that the inverse Rees matrix semigroup
IM(T,I,p) is isomorphic to the inverse semigroup K (Up,).

For a partial McAlister function p: I x I — T, we define a set

U= (1) € TXT | pyst = 1}
and a relation ~ on U, by
(J1,t1) ~ (J2,t2) & t1 = pjy jpt2 and t2 = pj, j, t1.
Lemma 7.2. The relation ~ on Z/{z’, is an equivalence relation.
Proof. For every (j,t) € Uy, (j,t) ~ (j,t) holds by t = pj;t. Tt is clear that
the relation ~ is symmetric. Take elements (ji,tr) € UI', for k = 1,2,3 with
(Jks tk) ~ k41, titr) for k= 1,2, By (MF4), we get
t1 = Djy jat2
= Dj1,j2Pja.jst3
< Pj1jsts
= Pj1,jsPjs.jat2
< Pjrjal2
=17.
Thus we get 1 = pj, j,;t3. In a similar way, t3 = pj, ;1 holds. Thus
(J1,t1) ~ (3, t3). a

We denote the quotient set U,/ ~ as U, and the equivalence class of (j,1)
as [j,t]. We define a right action of 7" on U, as

1, talt == [j1, tat]
and a right pairing on U, as
(G2, ta] [ 1, taldyy, = topja,ja 1
for [j1,t1], [Jo, t2] € U,and t € T.

Lemma 7.3. The set U, becomes a right reqular T'-set.
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Proof. We first show that the above structures are well-defined. Take ele-
ments [j1, 1] and [7;,#}] of U, with [j1,#1] = [ji,#}], that is, t} = p; ; 1 and
pjr jitit and tit = p;, s tit.
Thus we get [j1,t1t] = [j1,t]. This implies that the right action is well-
defined. Take [jk, ], [jy. t)] € Up with [jk, tx] = [j;.,t)) for £ = 1,2. We
get

t1 = pj, j1ty. For every t € T', these imply #t =

/% /
ta Pjy.ji 11 = taDja P51 P b1
< tapj it
*
=t Pjy3aPia. 1 Pin gy 11
! * /
< b Piggith
Thus t5pj, jit1 = 5 pjy i1t} holds. This implies that the right pairing is
well-defined.
We can check easily that U, x T — Uy; ([j, t],t") — [J, tt'] becomes a right
action, and that (R-i) and (R-ii) holds for {-|-),, . We get (R-iii) because
s ) 81 1y 8y, = 19, 8 pj 31] = [5,¢]
holds for every [j,t] € U,. O
We define a left action of IM(T,1,p) on U, as

2, b2, i2][j1, t1] = [j2, tapiy jy t1]
for every [j1,t1] € Uy and [ja,t2,12) € IM(T,1,p), and a left pairing as

w, 2, t2] [ [j1, t1]) = [j2, tat1, 1]

for every [j1,t1], [j2,t2] € Up. We can check that these structures are well-
defined and form a left regular IM (T, I, p)-set in a similar way to Lemma
73l We can also check that the left and right actions and the left and right
pairings are compatible respectively. Hence U}, becomes a partial Morita
equivalence from IM (T, I,p) to T.

Lemma 7.4. For a partial McAlister function p: I x I — T, U, becomes a
partial Morita equivalence from IM (T, 1,p) to T which is left full. If p is a
McAlister function, then U, becomes a Morita equivalence.

Proof. As mentioned above, U, is a partial Morita equivalence from IM (T, I,p)
to T. For every [j,t,i] € IM(T,1,p), y, ([4,t]|[5,t*t]) = [j,t,i] holds.
Thus U, is left full. Assume p is a McAlister function. Take t € T.
By the axiom (MF5), there exists ¢ € I with tt* < p;;. Hence we have
(i, 1] | [2, 8]}y, = tt"piit = t. Thus Uy, is right full. O

Corollary 7.5. For a partial McAlister function p: I xI — T, IM(T,I,p)
is isomorphic to the inverse semigroup K(U,).

Proof. This follows from Lemma [(.4] and Corollary 9] (). O

Conversely, for a right inverse T-set U, we obtain a partial McAlister
function py as follows: The following proposition is similar to [AL13l Lemma

3.3).
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Proposition 7.6. For a right inverse T-setU, a map py: UxU — T; (u,v) —
(u|v), is a partial McAlister function. If the right pairing (-|-),, of U is
right full, then py is a McAlister function.

Proof. Tt is easy to check that (MF1)-(MF3) hold. For every u,v,w € U, we
have

(ulv(vw)y)y
(u]w(w|v)y,(v| w>u>u
(u]w)y(w v)y (v w)y,

(u]v)y (v | w)y

< (ufw)y.
Thus py is a partial McAlister function. If the right pairing (- |-);, of U is
full, then the py satisfies (MF5) obviously. O

Lemma 7.7. For a right inverse T-set U, the right inverse T-set Uy, as-
sociated with the partial McAlister function py defined in Proposition [7.6 is
isomorphic to U.

Proof. For an inverse right T-set U, we can check easily that the map U4, —
U; [u,t] — ut is an isomorphism between right inverse T-sets. O

Corollary 7.8 (JAL13, Theorem 3.5]). Let T be an inverse semigroup. For
every McAlister function p: I x I — T, the inverse Rees matrix semigroup
IM(T,I,p) is Morita equivalent to T', and every inverse semigroup S Morita
equivalent to T is isomorphic to one of this form.

Proof. For every McAlister function p: I x I — T, U, becomes a Morita
equivalence from IM (T, I,p) to T by Lemma [.4]

For a Morita equivalence U from S to T', S is isomorphic to K (U) by
Corollary 9] (ii). The inverse semigroup K (i) is isomorphic to K (U, ) by
Lemma [7l This is isomorphic to IM (T,U,py) by Corollary O
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