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SIMPLICITY OF xALGEBRAS OF NON-HAUSDORFF
Zo-MULTISPINAL GROUPOIDS

C. FARSI, N. S. LARSEN, J. PACKER, AND N. THIEM

ABSTRACT. We study simplicity of C*-algebras arising from self-similar groups of Zso-
multispinal type, a generalization of the Grigorchuk case whose simplicity was first proved
by L. Clark, R. Exel, E. Pardo, C. Starling, and A. Sims in 2019, and we prove re-
sults generalizing theirs. Our first main result is a sufficient condition for simplicity
of the Steinberg algebra satisfying conditions modeled on the behavior of the groupoid
associated to the first Grigorchuk group. This closely resembles conditions found by
B. Steinberg and N. Szakdcs. As a key ingredient we identify an infinite family of
2—(2g—1,qg—1,q/2 — 1)-designs, where ¢ is a positive even integer. We then deduce
the simplicity of the associated C*-algebra, which is our second main result. Results of
similar type were considered by B. Steinberg and N. Szakécs in 2021, and later by K.
Yoshida, but their methods did not follow the original methods of the five authors.

1. INTRODUCTION

Groupoids and their C*-algebras have attracted a lot of attention in recent years, and
the particular case of étale groupoids has especially been a topic of focus. Etale groupoids
have been associated to foliations and other geometric settings. While the Hausdorff
groupoid case has been the object of many of the first papers, there has also been a lot
of recent interest in non-Hausdorff groupoids with Hausdorff unit space, see e.g. [7].

Here we consider in detail the groupoids associated to a class of multispinal groups.
Multispinal groups were introduced by Steinberg and Szakacs, who studied simplicity of
their Nekrashevych algebra over fields of varying characteristic and showed that (non)-
simplicity varies with the value of the characteristic, [26]. Later, Yoshida provided al-
ternative characterisations of the simplicity of the associated groupoid C*-algebras using
methods based on ideas in [26] and a characterization of KMS states, [31].

Multispinal groups provide valuable models of self-similar actions, and we here con-
centrate our attention on the class of Sunié groups constructed from primitive poly-
nomials of arbitrary degree n > 2 over the field Fy with two elements; we call them
Zo-multispinal groups, see [28] for the general construction. Of particular note is the
polynomial fy(x) = 2% + x + 1, leading to the Grigorchuk group.

We proceed with a quick review of self-similar actions and their associated groupoids.
Self-similar groups play an important role in geometric group theory. One of the main
examples of self-similar groups is the Grigorchuk group constructed from an action based
on the rooted tree on the alphabet X = {0,1}. The Grigorchuk group is the first known
example of a finitely generated group of intermediate growth [I4]; see Nekrashevych [1§]
[19],]20],[21] among others. Roughly speaking, self-similar actions of groups are defined in
the following way. Let X be a finite set with more than one element, called the alphabet,
and let X™* denote the set of finite words over X. One may view X* as a rooted tree, with
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the empty word as root, and an edge between n and nx for every word n in X* and letter
x. If we have a faithful length-preserving action of G on X*, written (g,n) — ¢-n, such
that for all ¢ € G,z € X, there exists a unique element of GG, denoted ¢g|, such that for
all n € X*,

g-(rn) = (g-2)(9lz - ),

the pair (G, X) is called a self-similar action. The map G x X — G, (g,x) — gl is
called the restriction. This property gives the action an additional structure that parallels
the self-similarity of X* given by the shift map zn — n which projects first-level subtrees
to the whole tree.

Nekrashevych defined a C*-algebra associated to self-similar groups, see [18]. One
can also construct a groupoid naturally associated to self-similar actions with Hausdorff
unit space but which is not necessarily Hausdorff. This provides another starting point
for constructions of C*-algebras associated to self-similar actions. Steinberg defined an
algebraic *-algebra associated to an ample (and étale) groupoid G with coefficients in a
field K, henceforth referred to as its Steinberg algebra, [25]. In the case of groupoids from
self-similar actions, the Steinberg algebra is an algebraic version of the Nekrashevych C*-
algebra, see e.g. [4], [26] and the references therein. We refer to Section 2] for details
on both of these algebras. Moreover, for ample non-necessarily Hausdorff groupoids, in
the paper [6] they give an alternative way to construct from the Steinberg algebra the
groupoid C*-algebra.

The starting point motivating this research was the study of simplicity of the Steinberg
algebra and the C*-algebra of the groupoid associated with the self similar action of the
first Grigorchuk group on {0,1} from [4]. The main abstract result for a not necessarily
Hausdorff G with Hausdorff unit space G(® is [4, Theorem 4.10]. In particular, for a
second-countable, locally compact, étale groupoid such that G is Hausdorff, if C*(G) is
simple, then C*(G) = C¥(G), G is effective and for every nonzero a € C*(G), supp(j(a))
has non-empty interior. In [4], an element a € C*(G) is singular if supp(j(a)) has empty
interior.

Trying to understand the work of [4] quickly lead us to wonder whether other self-similar
groups apart from the Grigorchuk group displayed the key features of singular functions
expressed as combinations of characteristic functions in a family depending on the nucleus
of the self-similar group, cf. [4, Section 5]. Of course, similar questions were asked by
other authors. Steinberg and Szakacs provided a sweeping generalization of the simplicity
result in the case of Nekrashevych algebras of self-similar actions, and that in particular
covered the case of multispinal groups, see [20], Section 7] and especially their Theorems
7.6 and 7.10. Their methods of proof build on an algebraic approach in two main parts,
one identifying a simplicity graph, more precisely a Schreier graph, associated to the self-
similar action, with the second step being a representation theoretic characterisation of
conditions for (non)-simplicity.

In this work, we study simplicity of C*-algebras of non-Hausdorff groupoids, here de-
noted G, arising from self-similar groups of Z,-multispinal type, here denoted &,, where
n > 2, a generalization of the Grigorchuk case, and prove results generalizing those of [4],
see Sections [4 and Bl The proofs of our main simplicity results, for the Steinberg algebra
Ac(G,) and the groupoid C*-algebra C*(G,,) follow closely the thread laid out in [4] in a
series of lemmas. This approach relies more on topology and linear algebra than group
theory.
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The key contribution of the present work is that it provides a bridge, via considerations
of matrix ranks related to 2-designs in [13], [30] and [I], between the methods of proofs for
[4, Theorem 5.22(1)] and for |26l Theorem 7.10] in case of the prime p = 2. Perhaps most
worthy of attention is the distinction in simplicity depending on the characteristic of the
underlying field. As we read from [I3] and [30], this distinction has appeared elsewhere
in a different context. A natural question is whether similar considerations of matrix
ranks are true for other prime values, but here we do not have an answer, as we have not
identified analogous p-designs for odd values of the prime p.

Another approach to simplicity of groupoid Steinberg and C*-algebras associated to
multispinal groups is due to Yoshida, see [3I]. The necessary and sufficient condition
for simplicity of the universal C*-algebra associated to an amenable self-similar action of
a multispinal group in [3I, Theorem 3.13] is given in terms of invertibility of a certain
matrix associated to the group. Since the first Grigorchuk group is such an important
construction, with ramifications in different fields, we think it is worthwhile to have access
to different perspectives on the (non)-simplicity of Steinberg and groupoid C*-algebras of
this and similar groups.

The paper is structured as follows: In Section 2 we first review C*-algebras from self-
similar actions and how they can be viewed as groupoid C*-algebras, where the groupoids
are associated to inverse semigroups arising from self-similar actions. In Section [3] we
start by describing the construction of the Zy-multispinal groups &,, of interest here. We
identify an explicit family of full rank matrices associated to a

2—(2"—1,2""" = 1,2"2 — 1) — design,

which we then show to be a special case of a 2 — (2¢—1,q¢—1, ¢/2 — 1)-design, where q is
a positive even integer. We prove simplicity of the Steinberg algebra of G, over a field of
characteristic zero in Section [ and in Section Bl we present our results on the simplicity
of the full C*-algebra associated to G,,. The main bulk of the two last sections consists of
versions of the lemmas obtained in [4, Section 5] by working with the specific generators
of the first Grigorchuk group (which we recall is the multispinal group &,) that are the
elements of the nucleus fixing the letters of the alphabet X. So our effort goes into lifting
these results to an arbitrary Z,-multispinal group &,, with n > 3. We hope that some
of the methods developed here may extend to study simplicity, and even nosimplicity,
in the case of other self-similar groups. Moreover, according to very recent research just
posted on the arxiv (see [2]), our methods also imply simplicity of the associated groupoid
LP-operator algebras (similarly to the case of the Grigorchuk group, see [2, Example]).

Acknowledgments: This research was partly supported by: Simon Foundation Collab-
oration Grant #523991 (C.F), Simon Foundation Collaboration Grant #1561094 (J.P.)
and the Trond Mohn Research Foundation through the project ”Pure Mathematics in
Norway” (N.L.). We thank Zahra Afsar and Lisa O. Clark for useful discussions at the
very early stages of this project, when the first three named authors participated in the
workshop ”Women in Operator Algebras” at BIRS (Banff International Research Centre),
4-9 November 2018, meeting # 18w5168. We acknowledge fruitful discussions with Nora
Szakacs at the late stages of this research.

2. BACKGROUND ON AMPLE GROUPOIDS AND THEIR *-ALGEBRAS

In this section we recall some basic facts about self-similar actions and their asso-
ciated groupoids. We also recall their connection with groupoids associated to inverse
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semigroups. Then we introduce the self-similar actions groupoid and their Steinberg and
C*-algebras. The ideal of singular functions plays an important role in simplicity settings.

At the end of this section we list a criterion for a set to have non-empty interior in the
non-Hausdorff setting.

2.1. Preliminaries on groupoids. Suppose that G is a topological groupoid with unit
space G and source and range maps s, 7. An open bisection © is an open subset B C G
such that the source map (equivalently, the range map) restricts to a homeomorphism
of B onto an open subset of G. In this paper, all groupoids are assumed to be second
countable and have a Hausdorff unit space GO,

The groupoid G is étale if its topology admits a basis of open bisections and is minimal
if for any u € G the orbit [u] := s(r~'(u)) of u is dense in G(©). For each u € G,
consider the isotropy group and form the isotropy bundle

Gl :={y€G:r(y) =s(y) and Iso(G) := U g

ueg(0)

The groupoid G is effective if the interior of Iso(G) is equal to GO, We have that G\
embeds as an open subset of Iso(G). The groupoid G is topologically principal if the
collection of units with trivial isotropy group is dense in G . If the groupoid is étale and
second countable, then being effective implies being topologically principal. It is known
that the converse only holds for Hausdorff groupoids.

2.2. Tight groupoid associated to an inverse semigroup. We say a semigroup S is
reqular if for all s € S there exists an element t € S that satisfies tst =t and sts = s. The
element ¢ is called an inverse of s. A regular semigroup is called an inverse semigroup if
each element s has a unique inverse s*. It is well-known that a regular semigroup is an
inverse semigroup if and only if elements of F(S) := {e € S : ¢ = ¢} commute. Note
that in this case F/(S) is closed under multiplication. Also E(S) is a semi-lattice with
order given by

e<f < ef=e

Given an inverse semigroup S, let s € S and e € E(S) such that e < s*s. Then e is
weakly fized by s if sfs*f # 0 for every nonzero idempotent f < e.

Let S be an inverse semigroup. A subset & C E(S) is downwards directed if whenever
e, f € & then we have ef € {. A subset & C E(S) is upwards closed if e € £, f € E(S)
and e < f implies that f € & A filter in E(S) is a proper subset £ C E(S) that is
both downwards directed and upwards closed. A filter is called an wltrafilter if it is not
properly contained in another filter.

We write Eo(S) for the set of filters in E(S). Then the subspace Ey(S) C {0, 1}5()
has the product topology. For finite sets X, Y C E(S), let

UX,Y):={¢cES):zctforallzc X,y¢ forallyc Y}

These sets are clopen and generate the subspace topology on EO(S) as X and Y range
over all finite subsets of F(S). We also write E,.(S) for the subspace of ultrafilters. We
will denote by Eignt(S) the closure of E,(S) in Ey(S) and call this the space of tight
filters.
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Given an inverse semigroup S, there is a natural action of S on Etight(S ): Let D, :=

{€ e Etight(S) ce € &}, and define 0 : Dy — Dgge by

(2.1) 0s(&) = {ses* 1 e € £}.

We write Gignt := G (5, Etight, ) for the groupoid of germs of this action and call it the
tight groupoid of S.

Let ({D.}. € E(S),{as}s € S) be an action of an inverse semigroup S on a locally
compact Hausdorff space X, and let s € S. The set

Fy:={z e X :a4zx)=x}
is called the set of fized points for s. Also let
TF,:={x € X : there exists e € E(S) such that 0 #e < sand z € D.} = U D..

e<s

and call this the set of trivially fized points for s.

2.3. Groupoids arising from self-similar actions. Let X be a finite set with more
than one element, let G be a group, and let X* denote the set of all words in elements of
X, including an empty word (). We denote by X“ the Cantor set of one-sided infinite words
in X, given the product topology. Recall that the cylinder sets C(n) = {nz : x € X“}
form a clopen basis for the topology on X*“ as n ranges over X™*.

If we have a faithful length-preserving action of G on X*, written (g,n7) — ¢ -7, such
that for all ¢ € G,z € X, there exists a unique element of GG, denoted g|, such that for
all n € X*,

g-(xn) = (9-2)(9lz-n),
the pair (G, X) is called a self-similar action. The map G x X — G, (g,x) — ¢ls, is
called the restriction, and extends to G x X* via the formula

g|1'1'33n = g‘xl |1'2... ‘xn

For all n, p € X*, and all g € G, it is the case that

g-(nu) = (g-m)(gly- 1.
The action of G on X* extends to an action of G on X* defined by

g (maaxs...) = (9 21)(9ler - 22)(9loray - 23) -

As defined in [2I], the Nekrashevych C*-algebra O(¢ x) associated to a self similar ac-
tion (G, X) is the universal C*-algebra generated by isometries {s,}.cx and a unitary
representation {uy}seq satisfying expected Cuntz-like relations and the covariance equa-
tion ugs, = Sy, Vg € G and x € X. It so happens that O(q x) is isomorphic to the
C*-algebra of the tight groupoid associated to the inverse semigroup S¢ x, where

Sax ={(n,g9,p) :m,pe X", g€ G}uU{0},

and '
(n(g - €), gleh, v) if v = pe,
(1,9, 1) (v, hov) = < (n,g(h M) w(hte)  if = e,
0 otherwise,
with

(m,g.1) = (g "\m).
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The set of idempotents of Sg x is given by E(Sg x) computed to be:

E(Sex) = {(u1g,p) : p € X7} U{0}

It is known that the tight spectrum of E(S¢ x) ia homeomorphic to X“, and the standard
action of Sg x on this tight spectrum has been determined to be as follows: (7, g, i) :
C(p) — C(n); for 0(n, g, pn)(pw) = n(g-w). See Section 2.2 for details.

As in the previous subsection, we thus obtain the ample, minimal groupoid G¢ x defined
to be Gygnt (S x). The action of G on X* is faithful, so that G x is effective, and it is
known that the Nekrashevych C*-algebra O ¢ x) is isomorphic to the groupoid C*-algebra
C*(Ge.x), [10]. We shall henceforth assume this fact.

2.4. The Steinberg algebra of an ample groupoid and the ideal of singular
functions. Let G be a topological groupoid. Following [4], the groupoid G is ample if it
is étale and admits a basis for the topology consisting of compact open bisections. If G is
an ample groupoid and K is a field, then the Steinberg algebra of G with coefficients in
K is the set

(2.2) Ak(G) = span{lg | B is a compact open bisection}

with the operation of convolution of functions on G. An element f in Ax(G) has form
[ = peraplp, where F is a finite collection of compact open bisections and ap € K. As
indicated in [4], Section 3.1], see also [5, Remark 2.5], there is an alternative description
of f resulting from disjointifying F. Moreover, sets of the form described below have
appeared elsewhere, see in particular the proof of [20, Theorem 4.2]. Explicitly, for each

04T CF let
(2.3) My = () B\ D)
BeJ D¢Jg

Then Jper F' is the disjoint union {J ; My, where we can express the latter by listing J
according to its size, 1 <|J| < |F|. Further, for each ) # J C F set

cg =Y ap=flu,
BeJg
In all, we have
(24) F= Y eolu,
0#JCF

It follows that a function in Ag(G) can be nonzero exactly on the union of finitely many

sets given as in (2.3)).
A function f in Ax(G) is singular, see [4, Section 3], provided that

f = Z CilSz’
=1

where each S; is a relatively closed subset of some open bisection O;, and thus of the form
S; = 0; N C; with C; a closed set, such that S; = ().
Given f € Ak(G), its support is defined as supp(f) = {z € G | f(z) # 0}. Note that

the support is not necessarily closed. It is known that f € Ag(G) is singular if and only
if supp(f) has empty interior, |4, Proposition 3.6]. Further, the set Sk(G) of singular
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functions is an ideal of Ag(G), see [4] for the case that G is second-countable étale and
has Hausdorff unit space and [27] in general.

We shall assume that G is countably ample, in the sense that it is an étale groupoid
that has a countable base of compact open bisections. In particular, for each z € G(©
there is a neighborhood basis (U,,(z))men consisting of compact open bisections. In our
examples we will have that U,,(z) C U,(z) when m > n for each z in a finite subset of
the unit space G). (This does not follow automatically in the non-Hausdorff case.)

The authors of [4] identify important characterizations of when the support of a function
in Ag(G) is non-empty by means of the notion of regular open set. We next detail some
material that explores the structure of non-Hausdorff groupoids. In particular the notion
of regular open set is pivotal. The section below is not needed for the sequel of the paper,
but we thought it interesting as it generalizes sufficient conditions for the existence of
empty interior in Lemma 2.1

2.5. Regular open sets. We recall from [I2] Section 9] that an open set P in a topo-
logical space X is called regular open provided that P is equal to the interior of its own
closure. For a subset A of X, we denote the complement of A by A’, the interior of A by
A° and the closure of A by A~. There are well-known identities:

A7 = ((A)) and 4° = ((4)7),

or, simply written A~ = A" and A° = A’ As in [I2], we let A = A~". Given a subsct
P of X, we have P~ = Pll, SO

pP—° — (PJ'I)O _ (PJ_*)/ _ PJ‘J‘.

In other words, an open set is regular open precisely when P = P+%. Note that the
forward implication is always true, thus the non-trivial claim for a regular open set is that
Pt c P

An intersection of regular open sets is again regular open. By contrast, a union of
reqular open sets need not be reqular open. The main reason this happens is that a typical
open set that is not regular open arises as an open set with ”cracks”, cf. [12], Section 89,
page 61]. For example, R? with finitely many points (or a line) removed will be an open
set that is not regular open. When taking the union of regular open sets, a nonregular
set may arise if the sets have cracks between them, cf. [12, Section 10, page 67].

In the case that X is a topological groupoid G that is second countable, ample and
effective, then every compact open bisection is regular open, [4, Lemma 2.5]. In general,
it can happen that a union of compact open bisections is not regular open, as shown for
the case of the Grigorchuk group in [4, Section 5].

It was observed in [4, Lemma 2.1] that if B and D are regular open sets in X such that
B\ D is nonempty, then B\ D has nonempty interior. This result is the main ingredient
in providing the characterisation in [4, Lemma 3.1] of when a function in Ag(G) has
nonempty interior. Since in the application to (ample effective) groupoids the set B will
be a finite intersection of compact open bisections, and thus regular open, while D will
be a finite union of compact open bisections, and thus not necessarily regular open, it is
natural to relax the assumptions in [4, Lemma 2.1] by dropping the requirement that D
should be regular open.
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To this end, note that we have the following identity for all open sets B and D in a
(not necessarily Hausdorff) topological space X:

(2.5) B\D = (B\D“)U(Bﬂ (D“\D)).

Clearly, if D is regular open, then (23] is trivial. Thus the identity is interesting in the
case that D C D+t

Lemma 2.1. Let B be a reqular open set, and D an open set such that BN D 1is reqular
open. If B\D is nonempty, then B\ D has nonempty interior. In fact, if B\ D+ is
nonempty, then B\ D+ and hence B\ D have nonempty interior.

Proof. The proof of the first claim is verbatim as for [4, Lemma 2.1] once we observe that
regular openness of B and B N D implies that DN B C B. This provides the open set
O equal to the complement of D N B which satisfies ) # BN O C B\D. The last claim
follows by an application of [4, Lemma 2.1] to the regular open sets B and D+, 0]

We note that the requirement to have B N D regular open when B is so in Lemma 2.1]
reduces to BN D = (BN D) = BX- N DY = BN D) by an application of [12,
Lemma 4] about distributing ** over finite intersections of open sets.

3. Zo-MULTISPINAL GROUPS AND THE STRUCTURE OF THEIR SUBGROUPS OF OF
ORDER 27!

In this section we will first recall the definition of the Zs,-multispinal groups, which are
the focus of our study. In particular they are related to the finite groups associated to
the additive structure of finite fields of order 2™. After that, we will detail the structure
of subgroups of order 2" ! and associated inclusion matrices. An algebraic lemma at the
end of this section shows these inclusion matrices to have full rank.

3.1. Zy-Multispinal groups from primitive polynomials over Z;. We now con-
sider a class of examples of self-similar groups &,, introduced by [28] and shown to be
multispinal groups from primitive polynomials by Steinberg and Szakacs, see especially
[26, Theorem 7.10] for the complete description of the (non)-simplicity pattern of the
associated Nekrashevych algebra. We will call them Zs-multispinal groups.

Two useful examples to keep in mind arise from the low-degree primitive polynomials
folx) =2 + o+ 1 and f3(x) = 2% +  + 1 over Zs,; the self-similar group associated to
fo(z) is the first Grigorchuk group, see example B4l In all of these cases the groupoid
G, associated to the group &,, lends itself to a characterisation of the simplicity pattern
of its Steinberg algebra Ag(®,,) and full groupoid C*-algebra C*(G,,) using insight from
combinatorial design theory, as we will explain in Sections M| and [5l

In the following, let Fy be the field with two elements 0,1 and f,(x) be a primitive
polynomial of degree n > 2 over Fy. Let a be a zero of f,(z) (note that we have not
added the index n to « to make the notation simpler), and let Fso[z]/{f.(x)) be the
quotient field, identified with the field Fo» in the standard way

Fon = {0+ frav+ - -+ 1™ | by, ..., buy € Fa}.

We remark that as an additive group, Fy. can be identified with the vector space (Fs)”
of dimension n over Fy. Since f,(x) is primitive we have that « is a generator of the
cyclic group F3, on 2" — 1 elements. Let ¢, be the automorphism of Fyn determined by
multiplication by a. Under the identification
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(607617 .. '7671—1) — 60 +61a 4+ ... +6n—104n71

of Z with % as additive groups, the map ¢,, determines an automorphism ¢,, of Z whose
effect on (0,1,0,---,0) is to produce a?; continued application of ¢, gives the table of
all the powers o/, j = 1,...,2" — 1. The map ¢, is known as a "feedback shift register”.
For f3(z) it is given by (Bo, 51, f2) — (52, Po + P2, 51). Feedback shift registers associated
with primitive polynomials of arbitrary degree n > 1 are of interest in generating pseudo-
random numbers, and are used among others in error correcting codes, see for example
[29 Section 5.6].
Consider the trace map Tr : Fon — Zs, defined for all 5 € Fon, by:

Te(B) =B+ B2+ + 5.

(To simplify the notation, we will not add the index n to Tr as it will be clear from the
context what n is.) It is well-known that Tr is a homomorphism of abelian groups, see
e.g. [15, Chp. V, section 7).

In order to distinguish in an easier way between group elements and the space they
act on, we let X be an alphabet on two letters 0,1. Following [26] Section 7.1], form
the multispinal group &, associated to G, := Fan (under addition), H = Z, acting on
itself by the left regular representation A\, with A\; swapping the basis elements d, and d;
of (*(Zy), and the map ® : {0,1} — Aut(G,) U Hom(G,, H) given by ®(0) := Tr and
®(1) := p,. In the sequel, these will be called Zs-multispinal groups. So &,, contains a
copy of Fon, identified as Z7, and of Zs in such a way that the identities O¢g, and Oy are
identified as the identity e in &,,. Furthermore, we have that ﬂfif ker(Trop’) = {0}.

We will now explain how these groups can be viewed as self-similar. Denote by a the
image in &, of 1 € Z,. In the self-similar group &,, the action of a on X replicates that
of 1 € H on itself, thus

a-0=1,a-1=0.

For every f € Fon let -2 = x for x = 0,1 and define the restrictions in &,, by

glo = gl1 = e for g € Zy and

Bl :=¢n(B) = af and Slo := Tr(B).

Let
by i Fon — &,

be the embedding which identifies # € Fan with its image in &,,. Let Ny, be the set
consisting of e and ¢, (a?), with j =1,...,2" — 1:

Nog = {e,tn(a?), j=1,...,2" —1}.
By [26], the nucleus of &,, is N := Np, LU{a}. Extend the restriction rules by setting, for
g=ty(z) €O,
(3.1) gl1 = tnpn(®)) and glo := tn(Tr(2)).
It is immediate that g|;; = ¢, (¢? (z)) for all j € N.
Remark 3.1. Tt is natural to ask whether &,, depends on the primitive polynomial f,(z).

Let us look at the case n = 3. There are two primitive polynomials over Fy of degree
dividing n, let us denote them f3(z) = 2® + 2 + 1 and f32(z) = 2* + 22 + 1. Note that

-z =x(r— 1)@+ + 1)@ +2°+1).
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If we let a be a zero of f3;(x), then o? a* are the other zeros of this polynomial and
a®,a” ab are the zeros of f35(x). In particular, the subset A 3 of the nucleus of 3 does
not depend on the primitive polynomial, since it consists of the images of the zeros of
2® — z. More generally, 22" — 2 admits a factorization over Fy as the product of all the
distinct irreducible polynomials of degrees that divide n, see e.g. [29]. This suggests that
the simplicity of the Steinberg algebra of &,, over a field K of characteristic zero does not

depend on the primitive polynomial that we pick at the start.

3.2. Structure of subgroups of order 2" !. We will now detail the structure of sub-
groups of order 2"~ ! of the Z,-multispinal groups &,,.
For each 7 =0,...,2" — 2, define

(3.2) H;, := ker(Trop?);

note that these are 2" — 1 distinct subgroups of Fyn of order 27!, Also note that viewing
Fon as the vector space (IF2)™ of dimension n over Fy, then the {H;, 2262 are precisely
the 2" — 1 distinct subspaces of dimension (n — 1) over Fy. Another way of parametrizing
these subspaces is to take all non zero vectors {b = (by, by, ..., b,)|b; € Fo} in (Fo)™. Let
D; be the homomorphism from (F;)" onto F, given by the dot product: Dy(¥) = & - b.

Then the subspaces of dimension n—1, {H;, ?Zf, each of order 2”1, are in one-to-one

correspondence with the subgroups {ker(Dy) : be (Fy)"\ {0}}, which are subgroups of
index 2 so also each have order 2"

Lemma 3.2. Consider all the subgroups {Hj,n}iif of order 2"~1 of Fon described above.
Let ¢ = 2" and k = 2" — 1 so that k = 2q — 1. Let {a® = 1,a',a?% -+ ,a*" 72 =
a?72 = o* 1} denote all the non-zero elements in .. Fiz any two distinct integers
0, 0,€40,1,...,2¢—2=k—1=2"—2}. Then

{ie{01,....2" 2=k —1]| {afl,af2}cﬂj,n}|:2"—2_1:3_1.

Proof. To simplify the notation in this proof we call H;,, simply H;. We note that
¢ =|{j€{0,1,....2" — 2=k —1}| {a",a"} C H;}|
= [{B € (F2)"\{0} | {a*,a’} Cker(Dy)}|
2n—2

since we have set up a one-to-one correspondence between the additive subgroups { H; }3”;
of Fyn and the (n—1)-dimensional subspaces ker(D 5) Fe(ry)m\ (5} - But now note that letting
1 =(1,0,...,0) € (Fy)", and é5 = (0,1,0,...,0) € (Fy)", we have
¢; = {F € (F2)"\{0} | {a"*,a"} C ker(Dy)}|
=[{6 € (F2)"\{0} | {éi, &} C ker(Dp)}l.

This is by symmetry of (Fg)" : for n > 2, we can find a linear transformation 7' €
GL(n,F,) that takes o’ to €] and o2 to €. The effect of the linear transformation 7" on
the (n— 1)-dimensional subspaces is to permute them amongst themselves. Therefore, we
get the equality of cardinality amongst (n — 1)-dimensional subspaces. Finally,

cj =B € (F2)"\{0} | {é1,6:} C ker(Dy)}|
= e (Fo)"\{0} | B-6 =0and 56 = 0}
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= {F = (Bu, o, ) € (F)"\{0} | F-éi=0 and §-63 =0}
= {(B1, B, Ba) € (F2)"\{0} | By =0and B, =0} =2"—1

-
2
We thus obtain the claim of the Lemma. O

The following lemma will be key in showing some of our simplicity claims.

Lemma 3.3. Let Fy be the field with two elements 0,1 and f,(x) be a primitive polynomial
of degree n > 2 over Fy. Let « be a zero of f,(x), and let Fylx]/(fn(x)) be the quotient
field, identified with the field Fon in the standard way

Fon = {0+ frav+ -+ + Bu1a™ " | by, ..., by1 € Fa}
Let g =2"Y and k = 2" — 1 so that k = 2¢ — 1. Let {0,1 = o, a!, ..., af ! = %172}
denote an enumeration of (Fyn)* U {0} = (Fy)". Let {Hj,n}§151 denote the subgroups
defined in equation [B.2l). Let W, be the (2¢ = 2™) x (2k = 2(2" — 1)) inclusion matriz
whose rows are indexed by elements of (F2)™ and whose columns are indexed by the subsets

{H;, ?ial and their complements {HS, = (Fo)"\ H}, ?161, with the subgroups listed first

and their respective complements indexing the column k units later, i.e.
1, ifreH;,
(Wodaa,, =41 o
0, ifr¢H;,,
and
1, ifxdeHS,
(Wn)fv(HJﬁn)c - {O f Z H]c,
) fo ¢ 7,
for & € (Fy)™. Then W, is a 2q X 2k matriz that has full rank 2q.

Proof. Lemma and the recursive construction of the subgroups {H;,, ?ialzk_l shows

that the matrix W), satisfies the conditions (R1) through (R5) of Lemma 3.5, which we
postpone to Section because of its algebraic nature. It follows from Lemma that
W,, has rank 2q. O

We shall also need the images of the groups H;, inside the Z,-multispinal group &,,.
Explicitly, for j =0,...,2" — 2 let

(33) S’r)j,n = Ln<Hj,n) - 611
We illustrate the above concepts in the case of the first Grigorchuk group G := &,.

Example 3.4. The first Grigorchuk group as a Zo-multispinal group.

Let e, b, c,d,a denote the generators of this group, cf. [14], see also [20], [4], [26]
and [31] for assertions on simplicity. We use here the realisation of the first Grigorchuk
group as a Zs-multispinal group associated with H = Z, and F,, see comment after [26]
Theorem 7.10]. As already mentioned, this case corresponds to the irreducible polynomial
folr) =2+ 2+ 1.

Then with b := « a zero of fy, we have

by = pla) =a® =1+,
bliz=p(l+a)=a(l+a)=1.
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We have three order-two subgroups Hpo = ker(Tr) = {0,1}, Hy o = ker(Trogs) = {0,1 +
a} and Hyy = ker(Trop3) = {0,a} in F,, with corresponding images in &, given by
$o2 ={e,d}, H12 = {e,c} and H2 = {e,b}. The matrix Wy from Lemma B3 is given by

111000

0
Wy = aE
1

_ o O
o = O
OO =
O~
— O

A direct calculation shows that if we let

1/3 -1/6 —1/6 1/3
1/3 —-1/6 1/3 -—-1/6
1/3 1/3 —-1/6 —1/6
-1/6 1/3 1/3 -=1/6]"
-1/6 1/3 -1/6 1/3
~1/6 —-1/6 1/3 1/3

then WyT, = I4, showing that W5 has full rank equal to 4. Alternatively, we can apply
Lemma 3.3 with ¢ = 27! = 2.

T, =

3.3. A general form of the inclusion matrix. We give here the calculations of the
rank of the inclusion matrix by proving an extended result that applies to the matrix in
Lemma [3.3] besides additional matrices of similar form. Indeed, Lemma follows from
the next result by choosing ¢ = 2"~ and k = 2" — 1 for a fixed integer n € N*.

Lemma 3.5. Let q be a positive integer and let k = 2q — 1. Define a (0, 1)-matric W =
(W5 of size 2q x 2k by the prescription:

(RJ) WL]' = 17W1,j+k =0 fOT all 1 S] S k.

(R2) There ezist ji,...,Jq—1 € {1,...,k} so that

W2‘: 1 ifj:jla'-'ajq—l
" 0 ifje{l,....k}\ {1, Jg1}

(R3) Forall2 <i<2q 0<(<2¢—1iandl <j<k we have
Witej(mod k) = Wi jt+e(mod k)-
(R4) For all2 <i<2qand1 < j <k we have
Wik = W;;+1 mod 2.
(R5) Let 0 < r <k —1. Then setting K, = {j1 —r mod k, jo —r modk, ..., jo_1 —

r mod k}, we have

‘Kthr2| = g—l,VO §T1<T2 Sq_l

Then W has rank 2q.

Note that (R1)-(R5) imply that
(R6) For row 1, the matrix W had exactly k entries in the first k£ columns that are equal

to 1, and in every subsequent row ¢ = 2,...,2¢q, the matrix W has exactly ¢ — 1
entries in the first £ columns which are equal to 1, ie. [{j |1 < j <k, W,;; =

1} =q-1
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(R7) In the first row, there are 0 entries in the second k columns that are equal to
1, and in every subsequent row i = 2,...,2¢q, there are exactly k — (¢ — 1) =
(2¢ — 1) — ¢ + 1 = g entries in the second k columns which are equal to 1, i.e.
{1 k+1<j<2kWi;=1}=q

(R8) In every row i = 1,...,2q, there are exactly g—1+k—(¢—1) = k = 2g— 1 entries
in all the 2k columns which are equal to 1, ie. [{j|1<j <2k W,; =1} =k.

(R9) In every column j = 1,...,2k, there are k — ¢ + 1 = ¢ entries which are equal
to 1, ie. if jis fixed, {7 | 1 < i < 2¢,W,;; = 1}| = ¢. Note that this is true
because for fixed » with 0 < r < k —1, W4, = 1 by construction, and for
2 < i< 2q Wi = 1if and only if ¢ € K,. So for fixed j with 1 < j <
k, {1<i<2¢: W;;=1}|=1+(¢—1)=gq. For je{k+1,k+2,...,2k}, by
construction, Wy ; = 0, and by mirroring, for 2 < i < 2¢, W, ; = 1 if and only if
i€ {1,2,...,k}\K;_(k11)- So for fixed j with k +1 < j < 2k we have

It then follows that for 1 < j < k, the j*' column has exactly ¢ — 1 entries equal
to 1 in rows 2 through 2¢ (this is because all of the entries in row 1 in columns
j = 1 through k are equal to 1).

We remark that examples of matrices W as in the lemma will arise from the simplicity
analysis of Steinberg algebras associated to the multispinal groups from [26], see section [4l

Proof. After we complete our direct proof, we will remark on how the result also follows
from combinatorial design theory.

To prove W has full rank, it suffices to find a 2k x 2¢q matrix T so that WT = I, the
identity of size 2q x 2q. We define T" as follows:

i = -1 .
_k(kq_q_;,_l)a if VVi,j =0,

and

T . {%, lf WZ‘,jJ’,k = 1
ki _lc(lcq—;ql-i-l)’ lf Wi,j+k = 0,
for all 1 <i < 2¢,1 <j < k. By our hypotheses, for each fixed j € {1,...,k} we have
the following:
(1) For every 1 < i < 2g, there are k = 2¢—1 columns with label {j;1 < jia <---jix}
where W ;, , = 1, corresponding to row entries “j; ¢, 7" in T so that T}, ,; = 1/(2q—
1), and there are k — ¢+ 1 = ¢ columns with label “;j” where W; ; = 0, leading to
rows in T so that T;; = —(¢ — 1)[(2¢ — 1)(¢)] .
(2) For every 1 < i < 2gq, there are k — ¢ + 1 = ¢ columns with label “j + k”
where W; ;1 = W, ; + 1(mod 2) = 1, corresponding to rows “j + k” in T" where
Tjiri; = 1/k, and there are ¢ — 1 columns with label “j + k” where W, ;4 =
W;; + 1(mod 2) = 0, leading to corresponding rows in 7" where T ; = —(q —
Dfie(k — g+ 1]
We then have

k k
(WT)i; = Z Wi T+ Z Wi jia Tk,
j=1 j=1
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1 qg—1
—(g—1)-1-=+ (k- N0 (——n 2t =
(@=1) 1o+ (k-g+1)-0-( k,(k_q“))
=10 (——1=L kg1
1 k(k—q+1) 1 K
for all 1 <17 < 2q.

For the purposes of the next calculation, we denote
1 -1 -1
a==andb=——12 S

k k(k—q+1)  (2¢—1)-q
Let 4,0 € {1,...,2q} with ¢ # [. Then

(WT);, = Z T+ Z Iy

<<k, W; j=1} {IN<G<k,W,; =1}
= Z a+ Z b
G<i<k,W; j=1,T; ,=a} (1<i<k,W; j=1,T;,=b}

+ Z a—+ Z b
{IN<G<k, W 4 16=1,Tj 4, 1=a} {15 <k, W j41=1,Tj 1, 1=b}
= > a+040+ > b
GIN<G<k,W; ;=1,T; ,=a} {i1<5<k,W; j=1,T;=b}

There are now three cases to consider: we first consider ¢ = 1 < [ < 2¢q. Then

WT)= > Ty
{jl1<s<k}
R T
GI<i<kT=al  {jl1<i<k,T, =}

=(q-1)-a+q-0b
—1
q )= 0

:(q—l)'lﬂLQ'(—m

k

So (WT),, =0, 2< 1 <2q.

We now consider the case where i,1 € {2,---,2q}, i # [. Before proceeding, we define
four sets that are of interest in our calculations, and make some remarks about their
cardinalities. For 4,1 € {2,3, - ,2q} with i # [, let
Fao={j:1<j<k:W,;=landW;; =1}, Giy={j:1<j<k:W,;=1and W;; =0},
Hi,l:{j:1§j§k:Wi,j:OandW}7j:O}, and[i,l:{j:1§j§k:Wi,j:0andM/l,j:1}.
We have, for 2 < i # [ < 2q, using (R7) and (R9),

[Fial +1Gial = (¢ = 1), [Higl + Ll = [k = (¢ = 1)] =g,
[Fial + [Lig] = (g = 1), and |Gy + |Hiy| =k = (¢ = 1)] = ¢.

From two of the equations, we see that |G;;| = |[;;|. From Condition (R5), we see that

|Fig] = |Ki-1 N K;—y| = 2 — 1. It follows from our cardinality equations again that
|Gial = il = [Hig| = 5.
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Then:
(WT)iy = Z T+ Z Titn
{111<i<k,W; ;=1} {IN<G<k, W j46=1}
S S S
{JN1<i<k,W; ;=1,W; ;=1} {J11<i <k, W; ;=1,W; ;=0}
+ > a+ > b
(1<j<k, Wi j=0,W; ;=0} (I1<i<k, Wi j=0,W; ;=1}
= |Figl -a+[Lig| -0+ [Hig| -a+[Gig| - b
q q q q
— (X _1 Dy (2 EAYA
@ =t (Dot (Da+ ()
=(q—-1)-a+q-b
1 qg—1
—g—1) g (——1T2
(@=1) 7 +a-( Mk—q+D>

So (WT);,; =0, fori,l € {2,---,2q}, i # .
Finally, for 2 <i < 2¢, and [ = 1 we have:

(WT)i = Z Wi T+ Z WijseTjir1

{11<5<k} {I<i<k}
= Z Wi,j -a+ Z Wi,j+k -b
{11<5<k} {In<i<k}

=(¢—1)-atgq-b

1 q—1
:(q—l)'E+Q'(—m

These are all the results we need to conclude WT' = I, which finishes the proof of the
Lemma. ]

) = 0.

Remark 3.6. We note that if we set A to be the (2¢ — 1) x k = (2¢—1) x (2¢ — 1)
square matrix whose (2¢ — 1) rows are exactly the 2°¢ through 2¢'" rows of W, and whose
(2¢ — 1) = k columns are the first k& columns of W, then a little linear algebra shows
that W has full rank 2¢ if and only if A has full rank 2¢ — 1 = k. But Hypotheses (R1)
through (R5) and deductions (R6) through (R9) show that A is the incidence matrix of a
2—(k=2¢—1,q—1,% —1)-design in the sense of Assmus and Key [I], Definition 1.2.1,
with underlying set P = {1,2,...,2¢ — 1 = k}. We can then deduce that the matrix A
has full rank 2¢ — 1 = & from [I], Theorem 1.4.1.

4. Zo-MULTISPINAL GROUPOIDS AND SIMPLICITY OF THE STEINBERG ALGEBRA

We now consider the groupoids G,, associated to the Z,-multispinal groups &,, of Section
[B.I The construction of these groupoids is described in the general case of self-similar
actions in Section 2. The goal of this section is to show that the Steinberg algebra Ak (G,,)
of G, over a field K of characteristic zero is simple.

We will make use of a family of compact open bisections U,,(z,) (denoted by U, in
[4]) where the points z, € G,, for g € &,,, are defined by:

Zg = [<@7 g, (Z))v 100]7
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see also [4, Section 5]. Explicitly U,,(z,) is a neighborhood of z, in G,,, where we recall
that we use © to denote bisections, and is defined as
Un(zg) := @((@,g, @),C(lm)).

By construction, U(z,) C U,(z,) for £ > m. We will use both notations, U,,(z,) and
Uy m, depending on whether we highlight the connection with elements in &,, or points in
Gn. Note that G, is countably ample with the choice of basis around points z,4, g € Ny,

given by {Un(zy) bmers.
The following lemma details the structure of the support sets of bisections in terms of
the sets Uy(z,).

Lemma 4.1. Let f,(z) be a primitive polynomial of degree n > 2 over Z,, identify
Zo|x]/{fn(x)) with the field Fon, and let « be a zero of f,(x) and a generator of the
cyclic group F3, on 2" — 1 elements. Form the Zs-multispinal group &, corresponding
to Zy and Fon with its automorphism implemented by multiplication by «. Let m > 1
and set Fp, = {Upn(2y) | g € Non}, where we recall that N = No,, U {a} denotes the
nucleus of &,. With notation as in [B.3), let K € {9;,,95, 17 =0,...,2" =2}, and
let J ={Un(zy) | g € K} C F. Then with notation as in Equation (2.3) we have the
following structure result for the compact open bisections M z:

Mg = ﬂ Unn(zg)-
geK

Proof. Let g1, g2 be distinct in Np,. We claim that U, (zg,) N Un(zg,) is non-empty.
To have z € U,(2g,) N Un(zy,) requires that we can find w € C(1™) so that z =
[(@,gl, @),w] = [(67927 @),w] ThUS, we need

(9,91, 9) (1", €, 1" 1) = (D, go, D) (1" 11, €, 17 1)
for some p € X* (where X ={0,1}) or, equivalently,

(41) gl‘lm'MIQQ‘lm'ﬂand (glggl)‘lmﬂze.
Denote x := 1, (g1), T2 := ¢, (g2) in Fan, where z1 # zo. Let 0 < j < 2" — 2 be such
that 1 — 2o € H;, (by (R6) there are ¢ — 1 = 2"7' — 1 such indices). Then, by the
definition of restrictions in (3.I]) we obtain

(9192 )11)lo = e-
Now let m’ € N be such that m +m’ = ;7 mod (2" — 1). Then the identities in (£.1]) are
satisfied with g := 1™0, 50 Up(24,) N Upn(2,,) is non-empty and consists of classes
(4.2) {[(2, g:, @), 1™ 0w'] | w' € X, m+m' =4 mod (2" — 1)},

with i = 1,2.
Now fix 0 < j < 2" =2 let K =9, and J = {Un(z,) | g € K} C F,,. With the
notation of (2.3]), consider

Mg = n Un(zg) \ U U (2n)-
geK heKe
To prove the assertion of the lemma for this choice of K it suffices to establish that

(4.3) () Un(zg) N Uni(24) = 0 for all h € K°.

geK
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Note that g g, " € £ for every pair g1, g2 € K, and so the set ﬂgeK Up(24) is nonempty
since for some g € K it consists of the classes

(2, g,2),1@""D1490,/] ¢ € N so that (2" — 1)q+j > m, i’ € X*.

Let h € K¢. Then (Troy?)(¢,'(h)) = 1, thus gh™* ¢ $,, for all g € K and so no
extension 1™'1™ of 1™ can start with 17. In particular, no classes as in equation =2
exist for h € K¢ which implies our claim in (3]

A similar argument proves the assertion of the lemma for K = $j,: first note that
Nyex Um(zg) is nonempty because it contains [(2, g, @), 12" =Da+igy/] for ¢ € N with
(2" —1)g+j > m and p' € X¥ for some (and thus all) g € K (since g9, € §;,, when
g1, g2 are distinct elements of $5,). Moreover, if h € K¢ = $;,, then (Tr o} )(:,,* (h)) = 0
and so no classes as in ({.2) exist for this choice of h and all g € K. O

4.1. Simplicity of the Steinberg algebra. To prove simplicity of the Steinberg algebra
of a Zs-multispinal groupoid over any field K of characteristic zero will require first a
characterization of singular functions. We will address this point next. The following
lemma is in fact the analogue of [4, Lemma 5.25] in the case of an arbitrary degree
n primitive polynomial over Z, and it characterizes singular elements of the Steinberg
algebra. By 1y we denote the characteristic function of a compact open set U C G,,.

Lemma 4.2. Let K be a field with char(K) = 0 and G,, the ample groupoid associated to
the multispinal group &,, from a primitive polynomial of degree n > 2 over Zy. Suppose

that f € Ax(Gn) is such that
(4.4) f= Z Cglu,(zy) for cg € K and m € N.

gGNo,n

Then f belongs to the ideal of singular elements Sk(G,) precisely when it is the zero
function.

Proof. Let f be given asin (4.4]). Assume that f € Sk(G,). By equation (2.4]), the support
of f can be expressed as a disjoint union of sets M, where J runs over the non-empty
subsets of Fy,, = {Unn(2,) | 9 € Now}-

We shall show that it suffices to restrict attention to the family of sets M ; corresponding
to the choices J = {Up(z,) | g € K} where K is §);, or §5, for some j with 0 < j < 2"—2.
Indeed, using only these sets in the disjointified decomposition of the support of f we shall
show that all ¢, where g € N, vanish.

Let K be $;, or H5,, for some j with 0 < j <2" —2, and let J = {Un(z,) | g € K}.
By Lemma [4.1] we know that

Mg = ﬂ Um(zg)v
geK
thus M7 has non-empty interior, being a non-empty finite intersection of open sets. The
assumption on f implies that when evaluated at * € M7, the function vanishes, so

flay (z) = ch =0.
geK
Letting K and j vary, this gives rise to a system of 2k = 2(2" — 1) equations

ch:(J,

geK
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with one pair of equations for each choice of §);,, and £, and with 2¢ = 2-2"~1 unknowns,
corresponding to ¢, where g € Npy,,. The underlying matrix W, of size 22" — 1) x 27
is the transpose of the matrix W, from Lemma [B.3] hence is of full rank 2". It follows

that the system admits only the trivial solution ¢, = 0, g € N, which implies the claim
f=0. U

Remark 4.3. Let G, be the groupoid associated with a Zy-multispinal group &,. Suppose
that D = ©((v, g, 1), C(un)) is a compact open bisection in G,,. If [(1° h,1%),1°] € D
where h € N, and s € N, then by [4, Lemma 5.17] we have that:

(a) There exists ' € X* so that 1° = unn’ = v(g - (n1)).

(b) For all N > 1 there exists w € X* satisfying that

9l - (1Mw) = h- (1"w) and (Gl ) 1vw = hlivg.
Since h fixes both 1 and 0, the first condition in (ii) becomes gl - (1Vw) = 1N w.

The next series of lemmas will eventually prove the simplicity of Ax(G,) when K has
characteristic zero. The next result is the analogue of [4, Lemma 5.27] in the case of an
arbitrary primitive polynomial over Z.

Lemma 4.4. Let K be a field with char(K) = 0 and G,, the ample groupoid associated to
the Zo-multispinal group &,, from a primitive polynomaial of degree n > 2 over Zo. Let
D =0((v,9,1),C(un)) be a compact open bisection, and recall that Ny, is the image of
Fon under v, in &,. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) For some h € Ny, we have (@, h,2),1°] € D.
(2) For all h € Ny, we have [(@, h,@),1°] € D.

Proof. Assume that [(&, h, @),1%°] € D for some h € Ny,. Since 2" — 1 is the period of
restriction to 1, we have that [(&, h, @), 1°°] = [(1%, h, 1°), 1] for all s € (2" — 1)Z+y.

By definition of the nucleus, there exists mqy € N such that g|, € Ny, whenever v € X¥
satisfies |v| > mg. Choose m; € N such that

s:=mg+mq+|un| = (2" = 1)s', s € N.

Let r := mg + my and ' := 1". The assumption on h implies that condition (a) in
Remark B3 holds, thus p = 11#, = 1 5 =17 v = ;4 and
(4.5) 15 = 17+l = 1l . (1)) in particular 177 = ¢ . (17D

condition (b) likewise holds, thus for a given N € N there exists w € X* with
(46) <g|1r+\n\) : 1N’LU = 1NU}

This last equality in conjunction with the definition of a in &,, and the choice of r imply
that g|ym+r € Non. In particular, these considerations show that assuming condition (1)
of the lemma, the set D has form

(4.7) D = 0O((1*,g,1%), C(1*17)), with g|yrer € Ny, p +7+ L € (2" —1)Zsg

where L, p,r are positive integers (here L = |ul|,p = |n]).

Let ¢ € {0,1,...,2" — 1} be such that g|ym+ = tn(ac). Take h' € N, distinct from
h. To show that [(@, k', @),1%°] € D, we must verify the conditions in [4, Lemma 5.17].
We can run the previous argument backwards with n’ = 1" € X*. Then condition (a) is
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already satisfied in the form 1° = 1@"~1s" = gmotmitiml — yny' and for condition (b)
we let N € N, N > 1 and need to find w € X* such that

(4.8) () (@) - 1Vw = 1Mw and 1(a%)|1xy, = B |13,

If ' and ¢, (a¢) are equal there is nothing to prove, so assume that b’ = 1,(a!) for some
[=0,1,...,2" — 1,1 # c. The first condition in (L) is satisfied since ¢, (a’) 711, (,a¢) is
in N, and thus fixes both 1 and 0. The second condition becomes

(™ (0 = a))|w =e,
which means we can take w = 1V'0 for some N’ € N so that a¢ — a! € ker(TropN+N"),
similar to the proof of the assertion Uy (2, (ac)) N Un(2,,(at)) # 0 in Lemma E.T] O

The next result is an analog of [4, Lemma 5.28], whose proof we follow.

Lemma 4.5. Let D = O((v,g,1),C(un)) be a compact open bisection in the groupoid

associated to &,,. If [(&,e,9),1°] € D, then there are mp € N and gp € No, such that

D ﬂ( U UmD(Zg)) = UmD(ZgD)’

gENo,n

Proof. Since e € Ny, we may assume that D is of the form given in equation (7). Let
t =7+ p. Then

O((1* gl 174, C(17*) € D.
Supposing now that g|i¢ = ¢, (a), choose [ =0,1,...,2" — 1 so that

(L+t)+1l=c mod (2" —1).

Now set gp := Ln(al) € Ny, and mp := L+t. Exactly as in the previous inclusion above,
we have that

Upp (245) C D since gpliz+t = gl1e.
To conclude the proof of the lemma, it remains to prove that for every ¢’ € Ny, with
g # gp we have the inclusion

DN Uri(2g) C Ursi(2gp)-

Writing ¢ = 1,(a®) where a® # o, this reduces to showing that the nonzero element

oE(af) — @b (a®) is in some subgroup §);,, which is true by the definition in (82). O

Lemma 4.6. If f € Ax(G,), then there is a non-empty open set U, so that f|y, is a
linear combination, with coefficients in K, of characteristic functions 1¢, with C € F,,
for some m > 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to the first half of |4, Lemma 5.29], and we adopt some of
their notation. Let f € Ag(G,), thus f =) . aplp for a finite set F of compact open
bisections and ap € K. Let U, = szeZ Upn(zr). We will show that there is m € N such

that f(z) =0 for x ¢ U, and
flu,, € spang{1n | N € F,.}.

Let Z := {2, | g € No,,}. Suppose that B € F is so that BN Z = (). Then for every
g € Ny, there is a positive integer m, g such that BN Unm, 5 (2g) = 0. Consequently, BN
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Ul(zg) = D for alll > m. p. With mp = maxgens,,, mg,p, we have that BN,z Unm, (24) =
() for all I > maxg{mp}. Let U, = JUi(z,). Then

( Z aplp)ly, = ZaBlBﬁUl—O

{B|Bnz=0}

Now suppose that D € F satisfies D N Z # (. By Lemma E4 we may assume
that z. € D. Then by Lemma [L5], there are fp € Ny, and mp € N such that
D0 (Usens., Unp(2£)) = Uppmp- Then also

DnlJUi(zp) = Upy s = Us(zp,).
f
for all j > mp. Set m = max{mB, mp}. Let F, denote the subset of all D € F with the
property that D N UZ cz Un(2p) = Un(z,). It follows that

( Z aD1D v, = ZaDlUm(zD = Z (Z aD)lUm(Zg)v

{DDNZ+£0} 9€No,n DEFy

which implies the lemma. O]
The following is an analog of [4, Lemma 5.29].

Lemma 4.7. Let K be a field with char(K) = 0 and G,, the ample groupoid associated
to the Zy-multispinal group &, from a primitive polynomial of degree n > 2 over Zs.
Then if f € Ag(Gn) with f(z.) # 0, we have that supp(f) has nonempty interior. Thus,
f ¢ Sx(Gn)-

Proof. Take f € Ax(G,) with f(z.) # 0. By Lemma [£.6] there is an open set U, such
that f|y,, is a linear combination as in equation (4.4]). Since z, € U, for every t € N, we
infer that f|y, (z.) # 0, so the support of f|y, has non-empty interior by Lemma
But any open set inside U, is also in the interior of the support of f, which proves the
assertion of the Lemma. O

The next result generalizes |4, Lemma 5.30]. The content is a sufficient condition for
simplicity of the Steinberg algebra Ax(G,,).

Lemma 4.8. Let K be a field of characteristic zero and G, a Zo-multispinal groupoid. If
the support of every singular function on G, is disjoint from {z.}, then the ideal Sx(G,)
of singular functions is trivial.

Proof. Having established Lemma 7, we note that the proof of [4, Lemma 5.30] makes
use of the structure of the subset of the nucleus of the first Grigorchuk group determined
by the image of Fon, for n = 2, and works in full generality for an arbitrary Zs-multispinal
group. 0

We can now state the simplicity of the Steinberg algebra Ag(G,,).

Theorem 4.9. Suppose that K is a field and G,, is a Zs-multispinal groupoid with Haus-
dorff unit spaces as above. If char(K) =0, then Ax(G,) is simple.

Proof. The result follows from Lemmas [4.7 and .8 in connection with [4, Theorem 3.14].
O
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5. SIMPLICITY OF THE C*-ALGEBRA OF Zsy-MULTISPINAL GROUPS

We now complete the proof that the C*-algebras corresponding to the Z,-multispinal
groups are simple, following the method outlined in [4] for the Grigorchuk group. First,
we give an analog of Lemma 5.31 of [4]:

Lemma 5.1. Let f € Ac(G,), where G, is the groupoid coming from a self-similar action
corresponding to any Zs- multispinal group &,,, and suppose that there exists m € N such
that f takes the form

;= Z Colupm(z)s {Cg: 9 € Nom} CC,

9€ENO,n
where recall that N' = Ny, U {a} denotes the nucleus of &,. If f(z.) # 0, then |f(z)] >
% on a set of nonempty interior, i.e. f & Sc(Gn)-

Proof. Generalizing Lemma 5.31 of [4], the function f is possibly nonzero on the following
2-(2™) sets of G,,, which as in the disjointification process of Lemma 1] we label by M, ,
for

Mz, = ([ Un(z) = [ Un(z)\ | Un(zn),

geK geK heKe
where K € {9, 95, |7 =0,...,2" — 2}. Enumerating the complex values that f takes
on these sets by ki, k2, -, Ko(n-1), We have, for x; € Mg, , a system of 2-(2" — 1)

equations of the form
D g luegla) = miy 1< i< 202770,
QENO,n
The 2(2"') x 2(2" — 1) matrix with entries (1Um(zgj)(a:i)) is exactly W}, the matrix
transpose of that given in Lemma [3.3. So in matrix notation, we can write:
Wrtz(ce = CgoyCggs * " >Cg2n71)t = ("{1’ TR ”%2(2"71))2

where {go = €,91, ..., 9on 1} = Non = tn(Fan).
But we have shown in Lemma that W, has a right-inverse T, a 2(2" — 1) x 2"
matrix T,, with W, T,, = Iznyon. Therefore T.W! = Ignyon. It follows that

(Ce? CHN T 7092"—27 CQQ”—1>t = TﬁWf;(Ce, CQN e ’ng—1>t = Tﬁ(’%l? Ko, 7’%2(2n_1)>t'
Now suppose that for all 2, 1 < i < 2", we have k; < % Then, we have
271
flze) = > (T ki,
j=1
so that by the triangle inequality,
on on
1|/ (ze)]
FE < S @lnl < 3 gl e <5l
j=1 j=1

giving the desired contradiction.
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The next lemma is an analog of Lemma 5.32 of [4]. The notation B(G,) stands for
the normed space of bounded complex valued functions on G,,, endowed with the uniform
norm, cf. [4, Section 4.1].

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that f € B(G,), f(z.) # 0, that f; € Ac(G,) for all j € N, and
that f; — f uniformly. Then supp(f) has nonempty interior.

Proof. Suppose f(z.) = R # 0. Find N such that for all j > N, ||f — fille < £. So
1F(ze) — fn(ze)| = |R — fn(z)] < 2 and by the reverse triangle inequality we obtain

an
CDIEL < fy(z). Note | fa(z) — 0] > ESDIAL
Now define V- = fy'(fn(2)). If the set V has non-empty interior, we are done, since for
all z € V, we have f non-zero on V' as in the proof of [4], Lemma 5.32. If the interior of V/
is empty, applying Lemma shows that there exists m € N and ¢,, = ¢, ¢gy, ** Cgpn_,
with
on 2

(fN)\Um(Z) = chilUm(zgi(Z)’ for Un = U?il_lUm(Zgz)

i=1

The method of Lemma [5.1] then shows that there exists a set Z with non-empty interior
such that

[fn(ze)| (2" = D)If (=)
on > 52 , Vz € Z,

thus completing the proof of the Lemma. O

[fn(2)] >

Here is the analog of Lemma 5.33 of [4].

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that f € B(G,), with f not equal to the zero function, and that
fi € Ac(G,) for all j € N, with f; — f uniformly. Then supp(f) has nonempty interior.

Proof. This proof is exactly the same as in Lemma 5.33 of [4], and we leave the details to
the reader. OJ

We are finally in a position to prove the main theorem.

Theorem 5.4. Let C*(G,,) be the full groupoid C*-algebra coming from the groupoid G,,
arising from a self-similar action of a Zs- multispinal group &,,. Then C*(G,) is simple.

Proof. We know G,, is amenable, see [28], so that C*(G,) = C%,(G,). We know that
G, is minimal and effective from [11], Section 17. Lemma [5.3] has established that every
non-zero element of C* (G,) has non-empty interior. Therefore by Theorem 4.10 part 3

of [], C*(G,) is simple. O
To conclude the paper we add a remark on the LP case.

Remark 5.5. Our methods also imply simplicity of the associated groupoid LP-operator
algebras F?(G,) (with the notation of [2]). Indeed our proof also generalizes, as it is in
the case of the Grigorchuk group, to the L? setting, along the same lines; see [2] Example
7.44]).
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