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ALMOST ELEMENTARY GROUPOID MODELS FOR

C∗-ALGEBRAS

XIN MA AND JIANCHAO WU

Abstract. The notion of almost elementariness for a locally compact Hausdorff
étale groupoid G with a compact unit space was introduced by the authors in
[MW20] as a sufficient condition ensuring the reduced groupoid C∗-algebra C∗

r (G)
is (tracially) Z-stable and thus classifiable under additional natural assumption.
In this paper, we explore the converse direction and show that many groupoids
in the literature serving as models for classifiable C∗-algebras are almost ele-
mentary. In particular, for a large class C of Elliott invariants and a C∗-algebra
A with Ell(A) ∈ C, we show that A is classifiable if and only if A possesses
a minimal, effective, amenable, second countable, almost elementary groupoid
model, which leads to a groupoid-theoretic characterization of classifiability of
C∗-algebras with certain Elliott invariants. Moreover, we build a connection
between almost elementariness and pure infiniteness for groupoids and study ob-
structions to obtaining a transformation groupoid model for the Jiang-Su algebra
Z.

1. Introduction

Recently, spurred by the rapid progress in the theory of classification and structure
of C∗-algebras, there has been a growing recognition of the deep connections between
the study of C∗-algebras and that of topological groupoids. A large part of these
recent developments build on top of the fulfillment of the main goal in the Elliott
classification program, that is, a classification theorem which states that there is a
class of so-called classifiable C∗-algebras wherein any two members are ∗-isomorphic
if and only if they have the same Elliott invariant (see, e.g., [EGLN15], [GLN15],
[TWW17], [CET+21] and [CGS+23]). Here the Elliott invariant comprises of the
(ordered) K-theory of the C∗-algebras as well as the tracial information associated
with them.

Since the discovery of non-classifiable simple separable nuclear C∗-algebras , a
significant aspect of the Elliott classification program is concerned with character-
izing the class of classifiable C∗-algebras. These efforts result in a rich theory of
regularity properties for simple separable nuclear C∗-algebras, with the centerpiece
being the Toms-Winter conjecture. Using the successful verification of the first half
of this conjecture (between finite nuclear dimension and Z-stability) [CET+21], one
can characterize a classifiable C∗-algebra A as:

a simple separable nuclear C∗-algebra that is
(1) Z-stable, i.e., A tensorially absorbs the Jiang-Su algebra Z, and
(2) in the UCT class, i.e., A satisfies the hypothesis of the universal coeffi-

cient theorem for KK-theory.

While it has long been known that the condition of Z-stability is necessary since
taking tensor products with Z does not change the Elliott invariant [JS99], the
necessity of the UCT condition remains largely a mystery and is known as (or more
precisely, equivalent to) the UCT problem (see, e.g., [BBWW22]).

However, combining some recent results regarding Cartan subalgebras, one can
circumvent the UCT problem and equivalently characterize a classifiable C∗-algebra
A as:

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.05251v1


2 XIN MA AND JIANCHAO WU

a twisted groupoid C∗-algebra of an amenable minimal effective second
countable locally compact Hausdorff étale groupoid so that A is Z-stable.

Indeed, on the one hand, Li [Li20] showed that every classifiable C∗-algebra has a
Cartan subalgebra, which, by the work of Renault [Ren80], means that it is a twisted
groupoid C∗-algebra of an effective locally compact Hausdorff étale groupoid (see
also [CFaH20], [DPS18], [DPS24], and [Spi07] for various other constructions of
groupoid models); on the other hand, by extending the method of Tu [Tu99], Bar-
lak and Li [BL17] showed that twisted groupoid C∗-algebras of amenable locally
compact Hausdorff étale groupoids are in the UCT class. Finally, by a number
of more classical results linking properties of C*-algebras and those of groupoids
[ADR00, BCFS14], we know that a twisted groupoid C∗-algebra is nuclear, separa-
ble, and simple if and only if the groupoid is amenable, second countable, minimal,
and effective.

Once we take this groupoid perspective towards classifiability, a natural question
arises:

Question I. What condition(s) on an (amenable minimal effective second count-
able) locally compact Hausdorff étale groupoid guarantee its (twisted) groupoid C∗-
algebra is Z-stable?

Research in this direction, particularly in the special case of group actions on
compact metrizable spaces, has been a staple topic in the Elliott classification pro-
gram long before the aforementioned recent progress. While earlier positive results
often place strong assumptions on the acting group, the underlying space, and the
action itself, recent results have reached a much greater generality. Inspired by
the construction of non-classifiable crossed product C∗-algebras and results on a
conjecture of Toms relating regularity of crossed product C∗-algebras and mean
dimension of dynamical systems, Kerr [Ker20] adapted Matui’s notion [Mat12] of
almost finiteness for ample groupoids to the setting of actions of amenable groups on
compact metric spaces and showed that almost finite free minimal actions give rise
to Z-stable (simple, separable, nuclear, and stably finite) crossed products. Almost
finiteness was later related to the notion of small boundary property in topologi-
cal dynamics and applied to produce many positive results on the classifiability of
crossed product C∗-algebras. In the setting of infinite C∗-algebras, the notion of
pure infiniteness for ample groupoids, first introduced by Matui in [Mat15], was
extended to general étale groupoids by the first author in [Ma22], where it was
demonstrated that a purely infinite groupoid (see Definition 4.1 below) gives rise
to a groupoid C∗-algebra that is (strongly) purely infinite and thus Z-stable under
some additional natural assumptions.

More recently, generalizing the stably finite setting above from group actions to
groupoids and unifying it with the infinite setting, the authors introduced in [MW20]
a new approximation property called almost elementariness for étale groupoids with
compact unit spaces (see Definition 2.4 below), and showed it guarantees (tracial)
Z-stability of groupoid C∗-algebras. This generalizes the results above. In our
framework, the divide between finite and infinite C∗-algebras is governed by what
we call fiberwise amenability for étale groupoids, which we introduced along with a
coarse geometric framework on the groupoids. In the special case of a group action,
fiberwise amenability corresponds to the amenability of the acting group.

Hence, combining the results in [MW20] and the aforementioned classical facts,
we know that if G is an amenable minimal effective second countable locally compact
Hausdorff étale groupoid that has a compact unit space and is also almost elemen-
tary, then its groupoid C∗-algebra is classifiable. Based on the known results and
examples so far, it is tempting to ask the following partial converse to this result:
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Question II. Is it true that every classifiable C∗-algebra possesses a locally compact
Hausdorff étale, second countable, minimal, topologically amenable, almost elemen-
tary (twisted) groupoid model?

We first remark that one cannot expect all groupoid models of a classifiable C∗-
algebra to be almost elementary. Indeed, Joseph constructed in [Jos24] minimal
topologically free non-almost elementary dynamical systems (to be more precise, it
was shown in [Jos24] that those dynamical systems are not almost finite; on the
other hand, it was proved in [MW20] that the almost finiteness is equivalent to
the almost elementariness for actions by amenable groups). It was then proved in
[HW23] and [GGG+24] that some of the non-almost elementary dynamical systems
constructed this way still yield classifiable crossed product C∗-algebras.

In this paper, we provide a positive answer to Question II for a large class of
Elliott invariants. Denote by C the class of C∗-algebras A whose Elliott invariant
Ell(A) coincides with that of an C∗-algebra in either of the following classes.

(1) unital AF-algebras;
(2) unital C∗-algebras with Ell(A) ∼= ((G0, 1G0), G1), whereG0, G1 are countable

abelian groups.
(3) unital C∗-algebras A whose Elliott’s invariant

Ell(A) ∼= ((Z⊕G0,Z>0 ⊕G0, [1] = (k, 0)), G1 ,∆, r),

in which G0, G1 are countable abelian groups, k ∈ Z>0, ∆ is a finite-
dimensional Choquet simplex and r : ∆ → S(Z ⊕ G0) is defined by τ 7→
((n, g) 7→ n/k).

Now, we state our main theorem as a combination of Theorem 3.15 and Theo-
rem 4.12.

Theorem A. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra in the class C above. Then A is clas-
sifiable if and only if A has a locally compact, Hausdorff, étale, minimal, second
countable, topological amenable, almost elementary groupoid model where the unit
space is compact, i.e., there exists such a groupoid G with a compact unit space such
that A ∼= C∗

r (G).

Since the above class covers all the strongly self-absorbing C∗-algebras in the UCT
class, namely Z, O2, O∞, UHF and UHF⊗O∞, where UHF denotes an arbitrary
UHF-algebra of infinite type, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary B. Every strongly self-absorbing C∗-algebra in the UCT class has a
locally compact, Hausdorff, étale, minimal, second countable, topological amenable,
almost elementary groupoid model.

These results suggests that almost elementariness may, to a certain extent, be
considered as a groupoid analog of Z-stability. The method employed to estab-
lish Theorem A involves investigating groupoids in [DPS18], [DPS24], [Spi07], and
[CFaH20], and proving that these groupoids satisfy the property of being almost
elementary as defined in Definition 2.4. Notably, the groupoids in [DPS18] and
[DPS24] can be expressed as certain Z-partial dynamical systems. By utilizing the
concept of almost finiteness for global actions, as discussed in [Ker20], the almost
elementariness of the partial transformation groupoids associated with these partial
actions is established.

In the case of purely infinite C∗-algebras, even stronger conclusions can be drawn,
extending beyond the unital cases. Specifically, it is demonstrated that all groupoids
constructed from a combination of k-graphs in [Spi07] and [CFaH20] are purely
infinite in Definition 4.1. Furthermore, the equivalence between pure infiniteness
and almost elementariness is established in cases where the unit space is compact
and there are no invariant measures, as shown in Proposition 4.2. It follows that
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all Kirchberg algebras satisfying the UCT have a purely infinite groupoid model, as
stated in Theorem 4.12.

We conclude the introduction with an exploratory discussion of the following
related question:

Question III. Which classifiable C∗-algebras can be expressed as crossed products
of groups actions on compact metrizable spaces? In other words, when are they
isomorphic to groupoid C∗-algebras of transformation groupoids?

It is indeed known that UHF algebras, or more generally, AF algebras, can be
represented as crossed products of minimal free actions of locally finite groups on
the Cantor set, as mentioned in [GKPT18, Example 8.1.24]. Moreover, in [Ma22,
Proposition 3.24], it was shown that O2 can be expressed as a minimal purely infinite
dynamical system of Z2 ∗ Z3. But in general, this question is still widely open.

A prominent unresolved case regarding this question is the Jiang-Su algebra Z.
It is well-known that Z cannot be realized as a Z-crossed product using Pimsner-
Voiculescu exact sequences. In this paper, using the bijectivity of the Baum-Connes
assembly for amenable groups andKK-theory with real coefficients, we demonstrate
that there is an obstruction on the acting group for Z to be written in the form of
a crossed product. See Theorem 3.16 below.

Theorem C. Suppose Z ∼= C(X)⋊r Γ for an action α of countable discrete group
Γ on a compact metrizable space X. Then Γ has to be amenable, torsion free, and
rationally acyclic.

Since these conditions on Γ rules out almost all naturally occurring examples, this
result supports the view that in the study of classifiable C∗-algebras, it is necessary
to work with groupoids rather than just group actions.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic backgrounds on locally compact Hausdorff
étale groupoids and their C∗-algebras. We refer to [Ren80] and [Sim17] as standard

references for these topics. Using the terminology in [Sim17], we denote by G(0) the
unit space of G. We write source and range maps s, r : G → G(0), respectively and
they are defined by s(γ) = γ−1γ and r(γ) = γγ−1 for γ ∈ G. When a groupoid G is
endowed with a locally compact Hausdorff topology under which the product and
inverse maps are continuous, the groupoid G is called a locally compact Hausdorff
groupoid. A locally compact Hausdorff groupoid G is called étale if the range map
r is a local homeomorphism from G to itself, which means for any γ ∈ G there is an
open neighborhood U of γ such that r(U) is open and r|U is a homeomorphism. A
set B is called an s-section (respectively, r-section) if there is an open set U in G
such that B ⊂ U and the restriction of the source map s|U : U → s(U) (respectively,
the range map r|U : U → r(U)) on U is a homeomorphism onto an open subset of

G(0). The set B is called a bisection if it is both an s-section and an r-section at
the same time. It is not hard to see a locally compact Hausdorff groupoid is étale if
and only if its topology has a basis consisting of open bisections. We say a locally
compact Hausdorff étale groupoid G is ample if its topology has a basis consisting
of compact open bisections.

For any set D ⊂ G(0), Denote by

GD := {γ ∈ G : s(γ) ∈ D}, GD := {γ ∈ G : r(γ) ∈ D}, and GD
D := GD ∩ GD.

Note that G|D := GD
D is a subgroupoid of G with the unit space D. For the singleton

case D = {u}, we write Gu, G
u and Gu

u instead for simplicity. In this situation, we
call Gu a source fiber and Gu a range fiber. In addition, each Gu

u is a group, which is
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called the isotropy at u. We also denote by

Iso(G) =
⋃

u∈G(0)

Gu
u = {x ∈ G : s(x) = r(x)}

the isotropy of the groupoid G. We say a groupoid G is principal if Iso(G) = G(0).

A groupoid G is called topologically principal if the set {u ∈ G(0) : Gu
u = {u}} is

dense in G(0). The groupoid G is also said to be effective if Iso(G)o = G(0). Recall
that effectiveness is equivalent to topological principalness if G is second countable
(see [Sim17, Lemma 4.2.3]). A subset D in G(0) is called G-invariant if r(GD) = D,
which is equivalent to the condition GD = GD. A groupoid G is called minimal if
there are no proper non-trivial closed G-invariant subsets in G(0).

The following definition of multisections was introduced by Nekrashevych in
[Nek19, Definition 3.1], which serves as the concrete interpretation of towers in-
troduced in [MW20, Section 6] for groupoids.

Definition 2.1. A finite set of bisections T = {Ci,j : i, j ∈ F} with a finite index
set F is called a multisection if it satisfies

(1) Ci,jCj,k = Ci,k for i, j, k ∈ F ;

(2) {Ci,i : i ∈ F} is a disjoint family of subsets of G(0) .

We call all Ci,i the levels of the multisection T . All Ci,j (i 6= j) are called ladders
of the multisection T . We say a multisection T = {Ci,j : i, j ∈ F} open (compact,
closed) if all bisections Ci,j are open (compact, closed). In addition, we call a finite
family of multisections C = {Tl : l ∈ I} a castle, where I is a finite index set, if
⋃

l∈I Tl is still a disjoint family. If all multisections in C are open (closed) then we
say the castle C is open (closed).

We may also explicitly write C = {C l
i,j : i, j ∈ Fl, l ∈ I}, which satisfies the

following

(i) {C l
i,j : i, j ∈ Fl} is a multisection;

(ii) C l
i,jC

l′

i′,j′ = ∅ if l 6= l′.

Let C = {C l
i,j : i, j ∈ Fl, l ∈ I} be a castle. Any certain level in a multisection in C

is usually referred to as a C-level. Analogously, any ladder in a multisection in C is
usually referred as a C-ladder. Let C and D be two castles in a groupoid G described
above and K a set in G. We say C is K-extendable to D if K ·

⋃

C ⊂
⋃

D.
We then recall the groupoid subequivalence relation.

Definition 2.2 ([MW20, Section 9]). Let G be a groupoid, K be a subset in G(0)

and U, V be open subsets in G(0). We write

(i) K ≺G U if there is an open s-section A such that K ⊂ r(A) and s(A) ⊂ U .
(ii) U -G V if K ≺G V holds for every compact subset K ⊂ U .
(iii) U -G,2 V if for any compact K ⊂ U there are disjoint non-empty open

subsets V1, V2 ⊂ V such that K ≺G V1 and K ≺G V2.

Remark 2.3. (i) We remark that the relation ”K ≺G U” is usually defined in
the situation that K is compact. See, e.g., [Ma22] and [MW20]. However,

it is harmless to extend the definition to a general set K in G(0), which
simplifies certain calculations in Proposition 3.10 by using Lemma 3.4.

(ii) We would like to point out that the notion of “K ≺G U” as defined in
Definition 2.2(i) is (at least formally) weaker than the relation carrying the
same notation in [Ma22, Section 3], where the open s-section A is further
required to be a disjoint union of open bisections. However, it is worth noting
that the two notions coincide in the case of ample groupoids (by refining open
covers to clopen partitions; see [MW20, Remark 12.5]) and transformation
groupoids of partial dynamical systems (see Remark 3.3 below). Since our
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main examples in the following discussion fall within these two classes of
groupoids, this subtle distinction does not make a significant difference for
the results in this paper.

We then recall the definition of almost elementariness of groupoids with compact
unit spaces.

Definition 2.4. Let G be a locally compact Hausdorff étale groupoid with a compact
unit space. We say that G is almost elementary if for any compact set K, any ε > 0,
any finite open cover V of G(0), and any non-empty open set O in G(0), there is an
open castle C satisfying

(i) C is K-extendable to an open castle D;
(ii) every D-level is contained in an open set V ∈ V;
(iii) G(0) \ (

⋃

C(0)) ≺G O.

Finally, throughout the paper, we write B ⊔ C to indicate that the union of
sets B and C is a disjoint union. In addition, we denote by

⊔

i∈I Bi for the dis-
joint union of the family {Bi : i ∈ I}. From now on, we only consider locally

compact, Hausdorff, σ-compact, étale, topological groupoids. The word

“groupoid” below is reserved for this kind of groupoids. We remark that
we do NOT always assume the unit space G(0) is compact.

3. Almost elementary groupoids of partial dynamical systems

In this section, we study transformation groupoids of partial dynamical systems,
which form groupoid models for stably finite C∗-algebras. We first recall the defi-
nition of partial dynamical systems and refer to [Exe17] as a standard reference for
this topic.

Definition 3.1. [Exe17, Definition 2.1, Proposition 2.5] A partial action β of a
group Γ on a set X is a pair β = ({Dg}g∈Γ, {β(g)}g∈Γ), in which β(g) are maps
Dg−1 → Dg such that

(i) DeΓ = X and β(eΓ) is the identity map;
(ii) β(g)(Dg−1 ∩Dh) ⊂ Dgh for any g, h ∈ Γ;
(iii) β(g)(β(h)(x)) = β(gh)(x) for any g, h ∈ Γ and x ∈ Dh−1 ∩D(gh)−1 .

In the topological dynamical setting throughout this section, we additionally as-
sume the following throughout the section.

(i) The acting group Γ is countable and discrete.
(ii) The underlying space X is a compact metrizable space.
(iii) Each Dg is an open set in X.
(iv) Each β(g) : Dg−1 → Dg is a homeomorphism.

One can define groupoids from partial dynamical systems. Similar to the global
action case, we write gx for β(g)(x) for simplicity if the context is clear.

Example 3.2. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and Γ be a discrete group.
Then any partial action Γ y X by (partial) homeomorphisms induces a locally
compact Hausdorff étale groupoid

X ⋊ Γ := {(γx, γ, x) : γ ∈ Γ, x ∈ Dg−1}

equipped with the relative topology as a subset of X×Γ×X. In addition, (γx, γ, x)
and (βy, β, y) are composable only if βy = x and

(γx, γ, x)(βy, β, y) = (γβy, γβ, y).

One also defines (γx, γ, x)−1 = (x, γ−1, γx) and declares that G(0) := {(x, eΓ, x) :
x ∈ X}. It is not hard to verify that s(γx, γ, x) = x and r(γx, γ, x) = γx. The
groupoid X ⋊ Γ is called a partial transformation groupoid.
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Remark 3.3. Observe that a partial transformation groupoid G = X ⋊β Γ always
comes with a clopen partition

X ⋊ Γ =
⊔

γ∈Γ

{(γx, γ, x) : x ∈ Dg−1} ,

thanks to the discreteness of Γ. Combining this with a compactness argument, it
is straightforward to see that for any subsets K,U in G(0) with U open, we have
K ≺G O if and only if there are open sets U1, . . . , Un in X and group elements
g1 . . . , gn ∈ Γ such that

(i) Ui ⊂ Dg−1
i

for all i = 1, . . . , n;

(ii) K ⊂
⋃n

i=1 Ui and
⊔n

i=1 giUi ⊂ O.

For the ease of our presentation, we often write K ≺β O instead of K ≺G O. This
is a straightforward generalization of the notion of dynamical subequivalence for
global actions (see, e.g., [Ker20]) to the setting of partial actions.

The following lemma is straightforward but useful.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose β is a partial action of Γ on X. Let K1, . . . ,Kn be sets in
X and O1, . . . , On non-empty disjoint open sets in X. Suppose Ki ≺β Oi holds for
any i = 1, . . . , n. Then

⋃n
i=1Ki ≺β

⊔n
i=1Oi.

We then describe towers and castles in the setting of partial dynamical systems.

Definition 3.5. Let β : Γ y X be a partial action of Γ on a compact Hausdorff
space. Let S be a finite subset of Γ and B an open set in X. We say (S,B) is an
open tower if

(i) B ⊂
⋂

s∈F Ds−1 ;
(ii) β(s)(B) ⊂ Dst−1 for any s, t ∈ S
(iii) {β(s)(B) : s ∈ S} is a disjoint family.

A finite collection {(Si, Bi) : i ∈ I} of towers is called an open castle if SiBi∩SjBj =
∅ for any distinct i, j ∈ I.

In the following sense, the towers and castles for a partial dynamical system
coincide with the same notions in the transformation groupoid (Definition 2.1).

Remark 3.6. Let G = X ⋊β Γ be the partial transformation groupoid of a partial
action β : Γ y X and (S,B) a tower in G. Then the collection

T (S,B) = {(tB × {ts−1} × sB) ∩ G : s, t ∈ S}

is an open multisection. Now if C = {(Si, Bi) : i ∈ I} is an open castle, then the
corresponding family C(C) = {T (Si, Bi) : i ∈ I} is an open castle in G in the sense
of Definition 2.1.

Lemma 3.7. Let G = X ⋊β Γ be the transformation groupoid of a partial action
β : Γ y X. Let C = {(Si, Bi) : i ∈ I} and C ′ = {(Ti, Bi) : i ∈ I} be two open castles
with same bases Bi and Si ⊂ Ti for i ∈ I. Denote by C = C(C) and C′ = C(C ′) the
associated open castles defined above. Let K be a finite subset of Γ, which induces a
set

M = {(gx, g, x) : g ∈ K,x ∈ Dg−1}

in G. Suppose KSi ⊂ Ti for each i ∈ I. Then C is M -extendable to D.

Proof. Let z1 = (tx, ts−1, sx) ∈ T (Si, Bi) for some i ∈ I and z2 = (gy, g, y) ∈ M .
Suppose z2 · z1 is composable in G, which means y = tx ∈ Dg−1 . Then one has

z2 · z1 = (gtx, gts−1, sx). Now, gt ∈ KSi ⊂ Ti implies that z2 · z1 = (t′x, ts−1, sx)
for some t′ ∈ Ti and thus z2 · z1 ∈ T (Ti, Bi). This shows that C is M -extendable to
C′. �
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A natural way to define a partial dynamical system is to restrict a (global) group
action on a certain family of open sets (see, e.g., [Exe17, section 3]). Let α : Γ y X
be a global action of a countable amenable discrete group Γ on a compact Hausdorff
space X. We now focus on minimal partial dynamical systems β : Γ y X obtained
by restricting a global minimal action α to certain open sets Dg−1 = X \

⋃

j∈Ig
Yj,g,

where Jg is a finite index set (with Je = ∅) and each Yj,g is compact set in X
intersecting every α-orbit at most once. We first record some basic properties of
such sets.

Remark 3.8. Let α : Γ y X be a minimal global action by an infinite group. Let
C be a closed set in X that intersects any α-orbit at most once. Then for s ∈ Γ, the
translation sC intersects any α-orbit at most once as well. In addition, it is direct
to see that supµ∈Mα,Γ(X) µ(C) = 0 because {sC : s ∈ Γ} is a disjoint family. In

particular, any non-empty open set cannot be covered by countably many compact
sets, each of which intersects any α-orbit at most once.

We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let α : Γ y X be a global action and C a compact set that meets each
α-orbit at most once. Suppose β : Γ y X is a minimal partial action obtained by a
restriction of α and O is a non-empty open set in X. Then one has C ≺β O in the
transformation groupoid X ⋊β Γ.

Proof. Since C meets every α-orbit at most once, one has {α(g)(C) : g ∈ Γ} is a
disjoint family. Then the minimality of β and compactness of X imply that there
are a finite family F ⊂ Γ and open sets Og for g ∈ F such that

(i) Og ⊂ Dg−1 for any g ∈ F ;
(ii) {Og : g ∈ F} is an open cover of X;
(iii)

⋃

g∈F β(g)(Og) ⊂ O.

Choose an open set U ⊃ C such that {α(g)(U) : g ∈ F} is a disjoint family. Now
observe that

(i) C ⊂
⋃

g∈F Og ∩ U ,

(ii) Og ∩ U ⊂ Dg−1 , and
(iii)

⊔

g∈F β(g)(Og ∩ U) ⊂ O,

which implies that C ≺β O. �

Using the almost finiteness introduced in [Ker20, Definition 8.2] in the setting of
global dynamical systems, we have the following.

Proposition 3.10. Let α : Γ y X be a minimal global action, which is almost
finite in the sense of [Ker20, Definition 8.2]. Suppose β : Γ y X is a minimal
partial dynamical system obtained by restricting α to a family {Dg : g ∈ Γ} of open
sets in X such that each Dg−1 is of the form Dg−1 = X \

⋃

j∈Jg
Yj,g, where Jg is

a finite index set and each Yj,g is a compact set meeting any α-orbit at most once.
Then the groupoid X ⋊β Γ is almost elementary.

Proof. Denote by G = X ⋊β Γ the groupoid of the partial action β. Let C be a

compact set in G, O a non-empty open set in X = G(0), and an open cover V of X.
First choose finite set K ⊂ Γ such that

C ⊂ {(β(g)(x), g, x) : g ∈ K,x ∈ Dg−1}.

Since α is minimal, one has ǫ = infµ∈MΓ,α(X) µ(O) > 0. Using the almost finiteness

of α, it is direct to see that there exists a finite open castle {(Ti, Vi) : i ∈ I} for the
global action α such that

(i) all Ti are (K, ǫ/3)-invariant in the sense that |
⋂

t∈K t−1Ti| ≥ (1− ǫ/3)|Ti|;
(ii) for any t ∈ Ti, one has α(t)(Vi) ⊂ V for some V ∈ V;
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(iii) supµ∈MΓ,α(X) µ(X \
⊔

i∈I,t∈Ti
α(t)(Vi)) < ǫ/3.

Without loss of any generality, we may assume eΓ ∈ Ti for each i ∈ I by shifting Ti
on the right if necessary. Now, write Si =

⋂

t∈K t−1Ti and R = X \
⊔

i∈I,t∈Si
α(t)(Vi)

for simplicity. Observe that supµ∈MΓ,α(X) µ(R) < 2ǫ/3. On the other hand, almost

finiteness for α implies that α has dynamical strict comparison in the sense of
[Ker20, Definition 3.2] by [Ker20, Theorem 9.2], which shows that there is a finite
set F ⊂ Γ and a family {Og : g ∈ F} of open sets in X such that R ⊂

⋃

g∈F Og and
⊔

g∈F α(g)(Og) ( O by the normality of the space X. Write O′ =
⊔

g∈F α(g)(Og)
for simplicity.

Now, denote by Kg the family of compact sets Yj,g contained in Dc
g−1 and Yj,g ∩

Og 6= ∅. Also, for any i ∈ I and s ∈ Ti, write Li,s the collection of all compact sets
Yj,ts−1 contained in Dc

st−1 and Yj,ts−1 ∩ α(s)(Vi) 6= ∅ for some t ∈ Ti.
Since X is Hausdorff, one chooses k =

∑

i∈I,s∈Ti
|Li,s| · |Ti| +

∑

g∈F |Kg| disjoint

open sets contained in O \
⊔

g∈F α(g)(Og) and we denote U for this family of open
sets for simplicity. For every g ∈ F , choose a subfamily Ug ⊂ U with cardinality
|Kg| and satisfying Ug ∩ Uh = ∅ if h 6= g ∈ F . Fix an arbitrary bijective map ϕg

from Kg to Ug. Since the groupoid X ⋊β Γ is minimal, Lemma 3.9 implies that
Yj,g ≺β ϕg(Yj,g) for any Yj,g ∈ Kg. On the other hand, choose subfamilies Vi,s ⊂ U
for s ∈ Ti such that

(i) |Vi,s| = |Li,s| · |Ti| for any i ∈ I, s ∈ Ti;
(ii) Vi,s ∩ Vl,t = ∅ if (i, s) 6= (l, t);
(iii) Vi,s ∩ Ug = ∅ for any i ∈ I, s ∈ Ti, g ∈ F .

This is possible because |U| = k. Now, for each i ∈ I, s ∈ Ti and Y ∈ Li,s, the
translation α(ts−1)(Y ) still intersects any α-orbit at most once for any t ∈ Ti. Fix
an arbitrary bijective map ψi,s : Li,s×Ti → Vi,s and one has α(ts−1)(Y ) ≺β ψi,s(Y, t)
by Lemma 3.9.

Then, for each i ∈ I, define Wi = Vi \
⋃

{α(s−1)(Y ) : Y ∈ Li,s, s ∈ Ti}, which
is a non-empty open set by Remark 3.8. Observe that C = {(Si,Wi) : i ∈ I} and
D = {(Ti,Wi) : i ∈ I} are β-castles in the sense of Definition 3.5 by the construction.
Abusing notations a bit, we also denote by C and D the groupoid they induced by
Remark 3.6. Now because KSi ⊂ Ti holds for each i ∈ I, Lemma 3.7 implies that
C is C-extendable to D. In addition, one still has that for any t ∈ Ti, the D-level
tWi ⊂ V for some V ∈ V.

Then, decompose R = (R ∩
⋂

g∈F Dg−1) ∪ (
⋃

g∈F R ∩Dc
g−1) and one has

(R ∩
⋂

g∈F

Dg−1) ⊂
⋃

g∈F

(Og ∩Dg−1)

while
⊔

g∈F

β(g)(Og ∩Dg−1) ⊂ O′,

which means R ∩
⋂

g∈F Dg−1) ≺β O
′. In addition, observe

⋃

g∈F

(R ∩Dc
g−1) ⊂

⋃

g∈F

(
⋃

Kg).

Recall that for any g ∈ F and Yj,g ∈ Kg, one has Yj,g ≺β ϕg(Yj,g) ∈ Ug. Lemma 3.4
then implies that R ≺β O

′ ⊔
⊔

g∈F

⊔

Ug. Finally, Note that

X \
⊔

i∈I

⊔

s∈Si

β(s)(Wi) ⊂ R ∪
⋃

{α(ts−1)(Y ) : Y ∈ Li,s, s ∈ Ti, i ∈ I},

which actually implies that

X \
⊔

i∈I

⊔

s∈Si

β(s)(Wi) ≺β O
′ ⊔

⊔

g∈F

⊔

Ug ⊔
⊔

i∈I,s∈Ti

⊔

Vi,s ⊂ O



10 XIN MA AND JIANCHAO WU

by Lemma 3.4. Thus, one has G is almost elementary. �

The following is a consequence of the proposition by using [MW20, Theorem 15.10].

Theorem 3.11. Let β : Γ y X be a partial action in Proposition 3.10. Denote by
G = X ⋊β Γ. Then G is a minimal, amenable, almost elementary, second countable
groupoid on a compact space. Therefore, the reduced groupoid C∗-algebra C∗

r (G) is
unital simple nuclear separable Z-stable and thus classifiable by its Elliott invariant.

Now, we turn to the case α : Z y X be a global minimal (free) action induced
by a homeomorphism ϕ : X → X. For each integer n, write

In := ((−∞, 0]∆(−∞, n]) ∩ Z =











[1, n] ∩ Z , n > 0

∅ , n = 0

[n+ 1, 0] ∩ Z , n < 0

.

A simple but useful observation for any integers and n,m ∈ Z are following.

(1) I−n + n = In and
(2) In+m − n ⊂ I−n ∪ Im.

Let Y be a closed set in X meeting each α-orbit at most once. For any g ∈ Z,
define Dg = X \

⊔

n∈Ig
ϕn(Y ). Then define partial action β by restricting α on all

of these Dg−1 . One may verify directly that the partial system β is well-defined.
Since X is compact, the one-sided half α-orbits {ϕn(x) : n ≥ 1} and {ϕn(x) :
n ≤ 0} are both dense in X for any x ∈ X, from which one concludes that the
partial action β is minimal as well. In addition, β is free because α is free. Then
the transformation groupoid G = X ⋊β Z is minimal and principal. Actually, the
transformation groupoid G = X ⋊β Z for β is nothing but the equivalence relation

RY = {(x, ϕn(x)) : n ∈ Z, x ∈ X} \ {(ϕk(y), ϕl(y)) : y ∈ Y, l < 1 ≤ k or k < 1 ≤ l},

which is exactly the so-called orbit-breaking equivalence relation considered in [DPS24].
For this kind of groupoids, we have the following result as a corollary of Proposition
3.10 and Theorem 3.11.

Corollary 3.12. Let α : Z y X be a minimal global action induced by a homomor-
phism ϕ on a compact metrizable space X with the finite covering dimension. Let
Y be a compact set in X intersecting any α-orbit at most once and Ig be intervals
of integers defined above for all g ∈ Z. Suppose β : Z y X is the partial action
obtained by restricting α to the family {Dg = X \

⊔

n∈Ig
ϕn(Y ) : g ∈ Z}. Then

the transformation groupoid G = X ⋊β Γ is minimal, amenable, almost elementary,
second countable groupoid and thus the groupoid C∗-algebra C∗

r (G) is Z-stable and
thus classifiable by its Elliott invariant.

Proof. In light of Proposition 3.10 and Theorem 3.11, it suffices to show α is almost
finite in the sense of [Ker20, Definition 8.2]. But this has been established in [KS20,
Theorem C]. �

It was proved in [DPS18] and [DPS24] that the orbit-breaking equivalence relation
RY defined above provides groupoid model for a large class of classifiable C∗-algebras
including Jiang-Su algebra Z.

Theorem 3.13. [DPS24, Corollary 6.4] Let G0 and G1 be countable abelian groups,
k ∈ Z>0, ∆ a finite-dimensional Choquet simplex. Then the pair (Z ⊕ G0,Z>0 ⊕
G0, [1] = (k, 0)) is an ordered abelian group, and if there is a map r : ∆ → S(Z⊕G0)
defined by τ 7→ ((n, g) 7→ n/k), then there exists an amenable minimal equivalence
relation R such that C∗(R) is classifiable and

Ell(C∗(R)) ∼= ((Z⊕G0,Z>0 ⊕G0, [1] = (k, 0)), G1,∆, r).
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Remark 3.14. We remark that the equivalence relation R in the proof of Theorem
3.13 in [DPS24] is an amplification of an orbit-breaking equivalence relation RY in
the sense that R = RY × Rk on X × {1, . . . , k}, where Rk is the full equivalence
relation on k points. It is straightforward to see R is almost elementary because RY

as a groupoid is almost elementary and Rk is a pair groupoid.

Therefore, we have arrived at the main result in this section by using Corollary
3.12, Theorem 3.13 and Remark 3.14.

Theorem 3.15. Let G0 and G1 be countable abelian groups, k ∈ Z>0, and ∆ a
finite-dimensional Choquet simplex. Let A be a C∗-alegbra with the Elliott invariant

Ell(A) ∼= ((Z⊕G0,Z>0 ⊕G0, [1] = (k, 0)), G1 ,∆, r),

in which r : ∆ → S(Z ⊕ G0) defined by τ 7→ ((n, g) 7→ n/k). Then A is classi-
fiable if and only if it has a minimal, amenable, second countable, almost elemen-
tary groupoid model. In particular, Jiang-Su algebra Z has an almost elementary
groupoid model.

On the other hand, it is still not clear to authors whether Jiang-Su algebra Z can
be written as a crossed product of a dynamical system. It is well known from the
Pimsner-Voiculescu exact sequence that Z cannot be written as crossed products of
Z-systems.

Theorem 3.16. Suppose Z ∼= C(X)⋊r G. Then G has to be discrete, torsion-free,
amenable, and rationally acyclic (that is, all the group homology groups Hi(BG;Q)
with rational coefficients vanish for i > 0, where BG is the classifying space of G).

Proof. The discreteness of G, as well as the compactness of X, follows from the
unitality of Z. The group G must also be torsion-free, because any torsion element
g ∈ G would give rise to a projection

1

|〈g〉|

∑

h∈〈g〉

uh ∈ C(X)⋊r G

that is neither 0 or 1.
Since Z is nuclear, by [AD02, Theorem 5.8], the action Gy X is amenable in the

sense of [AD02, Definition 2.1]. On the other hand, by restricting the unique trace
τ of Z to C(X) (henceforth still denoted by τ), we obtain a G-invariant measure on
X, whence by [AD02, Example 2.7(2)], G is amenable.

It remains to show G is rationally acyclic. Using the Chern character map

Ki(BG)⊗Q
∼=
−→

⊕

j=i mod 2

Hj(BG;Q) ,

it suffices to show the left-hand side agrees with Ki({pt}) ⊗ Q, or equivalently, to
show Ki(BG) ⊗ R ∼= Ki({pt}) ⊗ R as real vector spaces. Now as G is amenable,
by [HK01, Corollary 9.2], the Baum-Connes assembly map (with the coefficient
G-C∗-algebra C(X))

KKG
∗ (EG,C(X)) → K∗(C(X)⋊r G)

is an isomorphism, where EG is the universal space for proper actions by G. Since G
is torsion-free, EG agrees with EG, the universal space for proper and free actions
by G, or in other words, the universal cover of BG. Applying the machinery of
equivariant KK-theory with real coefficients developed in [AAS16] and [AAS20],
we obtain isomorphisms of real vector spaces (where scalar multiplication is given
by taking Kasparov products with KKR(C,C) ∼= R)

KKG
R,∗(EG,C(X)) ∼= KR,∗(C(X)⋊r G) ∼= KR,∗(Z) ∼= KR,∗(C) ∼=

{

R, i = 0

0, i = 1
.



12 XIN MA AND JIANCHAO WU

Now the main reason we apply the machinery equivariant KK-theory with real
coefficients is the fact that the invariant trace τ on C(X) gives rise to an element
[τ ] ∈ KKG

R (C(X),C), which is a right-inverse to the element [ι] ∈ KKG
R (C, C(X))

given by the unital embedding ι : C → C(X), as τ ◦ ι = idC. It follows by taking
Kasparov products thatKKG

R,∗(EG,C) is a direct summand ofKKG
R,∗(EG,C(X)) as

real vector spaces, and hence we also haveKKG
R,∗(EG,C)

∼= KR,∗(C) ∼= Ki({pt})⊗R.

On the other hand, by [AAS20, Equation 6.1], we haveKKG
R,∗(EG,C)

∼= K∗(BG)⊗R

as real vector spaces. This completes the proof. �

4. Almost elementariness and pure infiniteness for groupoids

In this section, we first establish the equivalence between almost elementariness
and pure infiniteness for groupoids whenever the unit space is compact and there is
no groupoid invariant probability Borel measure on the unit space. We first recall
the definition of the pure infiniteness defined in [Ma22] for general groupoids.

Definition 4.1. A groupoid G is said to be purely infinite if O1 -G,2 O2 holds

in the sense of Definition 2.2 for all non-empty open sets O1, O2 in G(0) satisfying
O1 ⊂ r(GO2)

In the minimal case, it follows from [Ma22, Theorem 5.1] that a groupoid G is
purely infinite if and only if G has groupoid strict comparison in the sense of [Ma22,
Definition 3.4] and M(G) = ∅ if and only if O1 -G O2 holds for any non-empty open
sets in G(0).

As previously mentioned in the introduction, the property of almost elementari-
ness for a groupoid G has been established in [MW20] as a crucial property that
guarantees the (tracial) Z-stability of C∗

r (G). In the following, we will demonstrate
the equivalence between pure infiniteness and almost elementariness for specific
groupoids.

Proposition 4.2. Let G be a minimal topologically principal groupoid such that
G(0) is compact. Then G is purely infinite if and only if G is almost elementary and
M(G) = ∅.

Proof. Suppose G is almost elementary. Then [MW20, Theorem 6.19] implies that
G has groupoid strict comparison. Now in the case that M(G) = ∅, By [Ma22,
Theorem 5.1], one has that G is purely infinite.

For the converse, let K be a compact set in G, O open set in G(0), and V a finite
open cover of G(0). Then one can find finitely many open bisections B1, . . . , Bn such
that K ⊂

⋃n
i=1Bi. Choose a minimal non-empty member in {

⋂

i∈I s(Bi) : I ⊂
[1, n] ∩ N} with repesct to the order “⊂”, say U =

⋂

i∈I0
s(Bi). This implies that

U ∩ s(Bi) = ∅ for any i /∈ I0. Because G is topological principal, one chooses a
unit u ∈ U with a trivial stabilizer, which implies that {r(Biu) : i ∈ I0} contains
dinstinct units. This allows to find open bisections Di for i ∈ I0 such that

(i) for any i ∈ I0, the source s(Di) = C for an open set C in G(0) with u ∈ C ⊂
C ⊂ U .

(ii) r(Di) ∩ r(Dj) = ∅ for any i 6= j ∈ I0.
(iii) s(Di) ∩ s(Bj) = ∅ for any i ∈ I0, j /∈ I0.
(iv) {C, r(Di) : i ∈ I0} is finer than V.

Now for i, j ∈ I0, define a bisection Di,j = DiD
−1
j . In addition, we define castles

C = {C} and D = {Di,j ,Di,D
−1
i , C : i, j ∈ I0}. We write B =

⋃n
i=1Bi for simplicity

and observe that C is B-extendable to D by our construction of C and D. Finally,
because G is minimal and purely infinite, one has G(0) \ C(0) = G(0) \ C ≺G O by
[Ma22, Theorem 5.1] and we have verified the almost elementariness for G. �
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In [Spi07], Spielberg introduced groupoid models for (non-unital) Kirchberg alge-
bras satisfying the UCT. Then this class of groupoids has been refined in [CFaH20] to
cover all unital Kirchberg algebras satisfying the UCT by considering the restriction
GD of Spielberg’s groupoids G to some compact open set D ⊂ G(0).

We now show all Spielberg’s groupoids G in [Spi07] and the restriction GD in
[CFaH20] are minimal topologically principal and purely infinite. In particular,
these GD are almost elementary by Proposition 4.2. This implies that every unital
Kirchberg algebras satisfying the UCT has an almost elementary groupoid model.
We refer to [Spi07, Section 2] for the original construction of the groupoid based on
a mixture of a 1-graph and two product 2-graphs and we only review the necessary
details for our purpose.

First, the mixture graph above, denoted by Ω, consists of three parts, Ei ×Fi for
i = 0, 1 and D such that

(i) E0, E1, F0, F1 are irreducible directed graphs and D is an explicit irreducible
directed graph provided in [Spi07, Figure 1].

(ii) For i = 0, 1, denote by Li, respectively, Mi the set of vertices in E0
i , re-

spectively F 0
i , emitting infinitely many edges. All Li and Mi are assumed

non-empty. Also, fix distinguished vertices vi ∈ Li and wi ∈Mi.
(iii) Attach the 2-graphs Ei × Fi to the graph D by identifying the vertex ui in

D0 with (vi, wi) ∈ E0
i × F 0

i .

Remark 4.3. We remark that the irreducibility of a directed graph G means for
any vertices u, v ∈ G, there is a directed path connecting u and v. Some authors
use the notion strongly connect for the irreducibility.

A vertex of Ω refers to an element of
⋃

i=0,1(E
0
i ×F

0
i )∪D

0 with the identification

of ui with (vi, wi). An edge of Ω means an element in

(
⋃

i=0,1

(E1
i × F 0

i ) ∪ (E0
i × F 1

i )) ∪D
1.

The groupoid G constructed from Ω is similar to the usual graph groupoid. In
particular, the unit space G(0) consists of specific paths in Ω. We recall the following
definition in [Spi07].

Definition 4.4. [Spi07, Definition 2.3] A finite path element of type D is a finite
directed path in D with non-zero length. An infinite path element of type D is either
an infinite directed path in D or a finite path element of type D that ends at u0 or
u1. A finite path element of type (Ei, Fi) is an ordered pair (p, q) ∈ E∗ × F ∗ such
that at least one of p, q is of positive length. An infinite path element of type (Ei, Fi)
is an ordered pair (p, q), where p, respectively q, is either an infinite path or a finite
path terminating in Li, respectively in Mi, in Ei, respectively Fi, and (p, q) are not
both of length zero.

Also define origin and terminus for a path element (p, q) of type (Ei, Fi) by
o(p, q) = (o(p), o(q)) and t(p, q) = (t(p), t(q)). We also say (p, q) extends (p′, q′) if p
extends p′ and q extends q′ in the usual sense.

Using path elements of various types, one can build paths in the following way.

Definition 4.5. [Spi07] A finite path is either a vertex in Ω, or a finite string
µ1 · · ·µk of finite path element such that such that

(i) t(µi) = o(µi+1), and
(ii) µi and µi+1 are of different types.

An infinite path is either a vertex in Li×Mi, an infinite string of finite path elements
satisfying (i) and (ii) above, or a finite sequence µ1 . . . µk+1 satisfying

(iii) µ1 . . . µk is a finite path in the sense above.
(iv) µk+1 is an infinite path element.
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(v) (i) and (ii) above hold.

Denote by X the set of all infinite paths as the unit space for the groupoid that
will be defined. Also write µ � ν for the situation that ν extends µ. Then we recall
the definition of topology on X.

Definition 4.6. [Spi07, Definition 2.8] Let µ = µ1 . . . µk be a finite path in the
sense of Definition 4.5. define

Z(µ) = {σ = σ1σ2 · · · ∈ X : σi = µi for i < k, and µk � σk}

and V (µ) ⊂ Z(µ) by either V (µ) = Z(µ) when t(µ) /∈ {u0, u1}, or V (µ) = (Z(µ) \
Z(µαi)) \ Z(µǫi) if t(µ) = ui, in which αi and ǫi are particular edges in D (see
[Spi07, Figure 1]). Moreover, in the case that t(µ) = (y, z) ∈ E0

i ×F 0
i , for any finite

sets B ⊂ E1(y) and C ⊂ F 1(z) such that if y /∈ Li then B = ∅ and if z /∈ Mi then
C = ∅, one defines

V (µ;B,C) = (V (µ) \
⋃

e∈B

Z(µ(e, z))) \
⋃

f∈C

Z(µ(y, f)),

in which µ(e, z) and µ(y, f) are concatenations of µ with edges (e, z) and (y, f),
respectively.

These sets are expected to generate the topology on X and to induce bisections
on the desired groupoid. Indeed, It was shown in [Spi07, Lemma 2.14] that the
collection B of all possible Z(µ) and V (µ;B,C) forms a base for a locally compact
metrizable topology on X.

Definition 4.7. Define the length function ℓ : {finite path elements} → N2 by

ℓ(µ) =











(0, 0), µ is a vertex,

(ℓ(p), ℓ(p)), µ is a finite path element of type D,

(ℓ(p), ℓ(q)), µ is a finite path element of type (Ei, Fi).

Then extend the definition of ℓ to finite path µ = µ1 . . . µk by

ℓ(µ) =

k
∑

i=1

ℓ(µk).

Let G be the set of triples (x, n, y) ∈ X × Z2 ×X such that there exists z ∈ X
and decompositions x = µz and y = νz with ℓ(µ)− ℓ(ν) = n.

Definition 4.8. [Spi07] G defined above is a locally compact ample Hausdorff étale
groupoid when it is equipped with the multiplication (x, n, y)(y,m, z) = (x, n+m, z)
and the inverse operation (x, n, y)−1 = (y,−n, x). The topology on G is generated
by the following compact open bisections (as a base):

U(µ1, µ2) = (Z(µ1)× {ℓ(µ1)− ℓ(µ2)} × Z(µ2)) ∩ G

U0(µ1, µ2;B,C) = (V (µ1;B,C)× {ℓ(µ1)− ℓ(µ2)} × V (µ2;B,C)) ∩ G

The final result we will recall from [Spi07] is the following regarding the basic
fundamental properties of G.

Lemma 4.9. [Spi07, Lemma 2.18] G is minimal, topological principal, amenable,
and locally contractive.

We remark that it was proved in [Ma22, Theorem 5.1, Corollary 5.7] that pure
infiniteness implies the local contractivity for any minimal ample groupoid. The
converse is not true in general (see [Ma22, Theorem D] ) but is not known for the
minimal ample case. However, in the rest of this section, we establish the pure
infiniteness for G in Definition 4.8 directly and thus strengthen Lemma 4.9. We
begin with the following lemma.
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Proposition 4.10. Let G be the groupoid defined in Definition 4.8. Then G is purely
infinite.

Proof. Using [Ma22, Theorem 5.1], it suffices to showK ≺G O holds for any compact

set K and non-empty open set O in X = G(0). Note that for any finite path µ with
t(µ) = (y, z) ∈ E0

i ×F
0
i , one has V (µ;B,C) ⊂ Z(µ) for any possible B ⊂ E1(y) and

C ⊂ F 1(z). Moreover, extend a finite path if necessary, one may assume there is a
finite path µ with t(µ) ∈ E0

i × F 0
i for some i = 0, 1 such that V (µ;B,C) ⊂ O. Now

we show K ≺G V (µ;B,C).
Choose finitely many open sets of form V (µj ;Bj , Cj) with t(µj) ∈ E0

i × F 0
i for

j = 1, . . . , n and Z(σk) with t(σk) ∈ D
0 for k = 1, . . . ,m such that

K ⊂
n
⋃

j=1

V (µj ;Bj, Cj) ∪
m
⋃

k=1

Z(σk).

Choose m + n disjoint open sets of form V (γl;B
′
l , C

′
l) contained in V (µ;B,C)

for l = 1, . . . ,m + n. Note that Ω is irreducible as a directed graph because Ei, Fi

(i = 0, 1) and D are. Therefore, for l = 1, . . . ,m, one extends γl to γ
′
l such that

t(γ′l) = t(σl) and Z(γ′l) ⊂ V (γl;B
′
l, C

′
l). Then for l = m + 1, . . . ,m + n, write

j = l − m for simplicity. One now extends γl to γ
′
l such that t(γ′l) = t(µj) and

V (γ′l ;Bj , Cj) ⊂ V (γl;B
′
l , C

′
l). Now using bisections U(γ′k, σk) for k = 1, . . . ,m and

U0(γ
′
j+m, µj;Bj , Cj) for j = 1, . . . , n in Definition 4.8, one has

K ⊂
n
⋃

j=1

s(U0(γ
′
j+m, µj ;Bj , Cj)) ∪

m
⋃

k=1

s(U(γ′k, σk))

and
n
⊔

j=1

r(U0(γ
′
j+m, µj ;Bj , Cj)) ⊔

m
⊔

k=1

r(U(γ′k, σk)) ⊂
m+n
⊔

l=1

V (γl;B
′
l, C

′
l) ⊂ V (µ;B,C),

which implies that K ≺G V (µ;B,C). This shows that G is purely infinite.
�

Let G be the groupoid in Definition 4.8. Fix an vertex (y, z) ∈ E0
0 × F 0

0 and
denote by µ = (y, z). It was proved in [CFaH20] that K∗(C

∗
r (G)) = K∗(C

∗
r (G|Z(µ))),

where G|Z(µ) is the restriction of G on the compact open set Z(µ). It is not hard to
see directly that G|Z(µ) is also minimal, topologically principal, and amenable. We
now show G|Z(µ) is purely infinite as well. Note that for any S ⊂ G, the restriction
S|Z(µ) of S on Z(µ) is exactly the set USU in G.

Proposition 4.11. The groupoid H = G|Z(µ) is purely infinite and thus almost
elementary.

Proof. Note that H(0) = Z(µ), which is a compact set. To show H is purely infinite,

it suffices to show H(0) ≺H O for any non-empty open set O in H(0).
Proposition 4.10 implies that H(0) ≺G O in G and thus there are open bisections

A1, . . . , An in G such that H(0) ⊂
⋃n

i=1 s(Ai) and
⊔n

i=1 r(Ai) ⊂ O. Now, define

open bisections Bi = UAiU in H and observe that H(0) = UH(0)U and O = UOU .
Therefore, one has H(0) ⊂

⋃n
i=1 s(Bi) and

⊔n
i=1 r(Bi) ⊂ O, which means H(0) ≺H O.

Thus, H is purely infinite and thus almost elementary by Proposition 4.2.
�

Using Proposition 4.10, 4.11 and [Spi07] and [CFaH20], we have arrived at the
following conclusion.

Theorem 4.12. Every Kirchberg algebra satisfying the UCT has a minimal topolog-
ically principal, purely infinite groupoid model. In particular, every unital Kirchberg
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algebra satisfying the UCT has a minimal topologically principal almost elementary
groupoid model.
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[BL17] Selçuk Barlak and Xin Li. Cartan subalgebras and the UCT problem. Adv. Math.,
316:748–769, 2017.

[CET+21] Jorge Castillejos, Samuel Evington, Aaron Tikuisis, Stuart White, and Wilhelm Win-
ter. Nuclear dimension of simple C∗-algebras. Invent. Math., 224(1):245–290, 2021.

[CFaH20] Lisa Orloff Clark, James Fletcher, and Astrid an Huef. All classifiable Kirchberg alge-
bras are C∗-algebras of ample groupoids. Expo. Math., 38(4):559–565, 2020.
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