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ORDINAL GRAPHS AND THEIR C∗-ALGEBRAS

BENJAMIN JONES

Abstract. We introduce a class of left cancellative categories we call ordinal graphs for which
there is a functor d : Λ → Ord by which morphisms of Λ factor. We use generators and relations
to study the Cuntz-Krieger algebra O (Λ) defined by Spielberg. In particular, we construct a
C∗-correspondence Xα for each α ∈ Ord in order to apply Eryüzlü and Tomforde’s condition (S)
and prove a Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem for ordinal graphs.

1. Introduction

A directed graph E is a collection
(
E0, E1, r, s

)
where E0, E1 are countable, discrete sets and

r, s : E1 → E0. To each directed graph E there is an associated C∗-algebra C∗ (E). This algebra is
defined using generators and relations, as in [9, Chapter 5]. Namely, C∗ (E) is the C∗-algebra which
is universal for mutually orthogonal projections

{
Pv : v ∈ E0

}
and partial isometries

{
Se : e ∈ E1

}

with mutually orthogonal ranges such that for v ∈ E0 and e ∈ E1,

(1) S∗
eSe = Ps(e)

(2) Pr(e)SeS
∗
e = SeS

∗
e

(3) Pv =
∑

f∈r−1(v) SfS
∗
f if 0 <

∣
∣r−1 (v)

∣
∣ <∞

Regarding N as a monoid under addition, one may equivalently define a graph as a small category
Λ with a functor d : Λ → N with the following factorization property: for every e ∈ Λ and n ≤ d (e)
there are unique f, g ∈ Λ with d (f) = n and e = fg. This enables many generalizations of the
construction of the algebra C∗ (E) above. In [8], Kumjian and Pask replace N with the monoid Nk

for some k ∈ N to define k-graphs. Then a similar set of generators and relations yields an algebra
C∗ (Λ) which recovers C∗ (E) in the case k = 1.

More recently, Brown and Yetter in [2] replace N with a category B and use groupoids to derive
conditions for Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness. In particular, they obtain Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness when
the factorization satisfies certain conditions and B is right-cancellative. Lydia de Wolf further
develops this theory and gives examples of this construction when B = NN

0 and B = Q≥0 in [3]. One
may also consider C∗ (Λ) for a category Λ when Λ has no such functor d [11]. All that is required in
this construction is a small category Λ which is left-cancellative, yet in the case that Λ is a directed
graph or k-graph, the usual C∗-algebra is recovered.

In this paper, we consider the case in which there is a functor d : Λ → Ord with the factorization
property, where Ord denotes the ordinals. We regard the ordinals as a monoid under ordinal addition
and call the category Λ with this functor an ordinal graph. The natural numbers are a submonoid
of Ord, which makes ordinal graphs a generalization of directed graphs. We use generators and
relations from [11] to analyze C∗ (Λ) = O (Λ). While addition on N is abelian and cancellative,
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addition on Ord is neither abelian nor right-cancellative, and this has consequences for the types of
relations we may represent with ordinal graphs. Instead of groupoids, we adopt an approach using
C∗-correpsondences and apply results from [4] to recover a Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness result.

2. Preliminaries

If (X,φ) is a C∗-correspondence over A, we write a · x for φ (a)x. For each such correspon-

dence there is a closed ideal JX ⊳ A with JX = (kerφ)⊥ ∩ φ−1 (K (X)) and an associated
Cuntz-Pimsner algebra O (X) obtained as the universal C∗-algebra for covariant representations
[6]. Maps ψ : X → C and π : A → C into a C∗-algebra C form a representation (ψ, π) when ψ is
A-linear, π is a *-homomorphism, ψ (x · a) = ψ (x)π (a), ψ (x)

∗
ψ (y) = π (〈x, y〉), and ψ (a · x) =

π (a)ψ (x). Associated to each representation (ψ, π) is a *-homomorphism (ψ, π)
(1)

: K (X) → C

where (ψ, π)
(1)

(θx,y) = ψ (x)ψ (y)
∗
. Then the representation (ψ, π) is covariant if for every a ∈ JX ,

(ψ, π)(1) (φ (a)) = π (a). For each correspondence (X,φ) over A, one can construct correspon-
dences (X⊗n, φn) over A, where X⊗n is the n-fold internal tensor product of X over A. Given a
representation (ψ, π) of (X,φ), there exists representations (ψ⊗n, π) of (X⊗n, φn) [5, Proposition
1.8].

Throughout the paper we will make use of ordinal arithmetic. If ≤ is a partial order on a set
A, we say ≤ well-orders A if for all E ⊆ A with E 6= ∅, there exists x ∈ E with x = minE. An
order isomorphism between two partially ordered sets is an increasing bijection f : A→ B with an
increasing inverse. An ordinal is an order isomorphism class of well-ordered sets. We denote the
order isomorphism class of a well-ordered set A as [A].

Ordinal addition is defined so that [A] + [B] = [A ⊔B] where A⊔B is well-ordered by a relation
≤ which agrees with the order on A and B such that a ≤ b for all a ∈ A and b ∈ B. Addition
induces a well order on Ord, where for α, β ∈ Ord, α ≤ β if and only if there is γ ∈ Ord such that
α+ γ = β. Similarly, ordinal multiplication is defined by [A] · [B] = [A×B] where (a, b) ≤ (c, d) if

b < d, or if b = d and a ≤ c. For ordinals [A] and [B], exponentiation [A][B] is defined to be [C],
where

C =
{
f ∈ AB : B\f−1 (minA) is finite

}

Here AB denotes the set of functions from B to A. Then C is well-ordered, so that for distinct
f, g ∈ C and x = max {b ∈ B : f (b) 6= g (b)}, f < g if and only if f (x) < g (x) [10, Chapter XIV].

If A is a finite well-ordered set, we say [A] is finite. Every finite well-ordered set is order
isomorphic to a bounded interval in N, and for n ∈ N, we identify the ordinal [{k ∈ N : k < n}]
with n. Furthermore, arithmetic for finite ordinals agrees with arithmetic on N. We define ω = [N],
from which we see N is order isomorphic to {α ∈ Ord : α < ω} = [0, ω).

While ordinal arithmetic and arithmetic on N share many useful properties, for infinite ordinals
α, β ∈ Ord, it is no longer necessary that α + β = β + α or α · β = β · α. However, we still have
α · (β + γ) = α ·β+α · γ. We also have a division algorithm for Ord: if γ < α ·β, there exist unique
β1 < β and α1 < α such that γ = α ·β1+α1. Base expansion in terms of infinite bases makes sense
for ordinals by the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 ([10, Chapter XIV 19.3]). For every α > 0 and β > 1 there exists unique k ∈ N

such that α may be represented uniquely as

α = βα1 · γ1 + βα2 · γ2 + . . .+ βαk · γk

where αn ≥ αn+1 and 0 < γn < β.
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When β = ω, Theorem 2.1 gives a representation of α named the Cantor normal form. Since in
that case the coefficients γn are finite, every ordinal α may be written as a finite sum of powers of
ω.

For ordinals α, β with α < β, ωα + ωβ = ωβ. Applying this fact and the Cantor normal form,
it’s possible to compute arbitrary sums and products of ordinals using the algebraic properties of
ordinals we have stated here. Moreover, addition of ordinals is left cancellative: for α, β, γ ∈ Ord,
α + β = α + γ implies β = γ. Thus we have one-sided subtraction of ordinals. If α ≤ β, we write
−α+β for the unique ordinal γ such that α+γ = β. Additionally, we write the expression δ−α+β
for the ordinal δ + (−α+ β). Using this notation, we have −ωα + ωβ = ωβ when α < β, and for
α = 0, β = 1, this gives 1 + ω = −1 + ω = ω.

3. Ordinal Graphs

We begin by defining ordinal graphs. The definition is almost identical to [8, Definition 1.1],
except the range of d is Ord instead of Nk.

Definition 3.1. An ordinal graph is a pair (Λ, d) where Λ is a small category and d : Λ → Ord is
a functor such that for every e ∈ Λ and α ≤ d(e), there exist unique f, g ∈ Λ with d(f) = α and
e = fg.

Here small category means Λ is a set of morphisms. We will often suppress the functor d and
simply write Λ for an ordinal graph (Λ, d). We call d the length functor, and elements of Λ paths.
Ord is regarded as a monoid under ordinal addition. Then since d is a functor, d (ef) = d (e)+d (f)
for paths e, f ∈ Λ. We frequently refer to the existence and uniqueness of f and g in Definition 3.1
as unique factorization.

It may happen that d maps into the ordinals less than ω. Then since the range of d is order
isomorphic to a subset of N, the factorization property ensures that each path is a product of paths
of length 1. Hence Λ is the category of paths of a directed graph E, where E0 = d−1 (0) and
E1 = d−1 (1). Since infinite ordinals are not finite sums of the ordinal 1, we do not in general have
that Λ is generated by d−1 (1).

Definition 3.2. Let (Λ, d) be an ordinal graph. We call v ∈ Λ a vertex if d (v) = 0.

As a consequence of uniqueness in the factorization property, we obtain left cancellation.

Proposition 3.3. Every ordinal graph is a left cancellative small category.

Proof. Let (Λ, d) be an ordinal graph, and suppose e = fg = fh for f, g, h ∈ Λ. Then fg and fh
are factorizations of e, so by unique factorization g = h. �

Remark 3.4. It may be tempting to assume that the same argument yields right cancellation. This
is not true, however, because the factorization of e into fg in Definition 3.1 only allows us to
control the length of f . More precisely, e may factor as fg = hk where d (g) = d (k) and f 6= h.
The following example illustrates this.

Example 3.5. Let Λ =
[
0, ω2

)
and d : Λ → Ord be the restriction of the identity function. Then

Λ is a category with composition given by ordinal addition. This follows because for every α, β ∈ Λ,
α < ω2 and β < ω2, so α+ β < ω2 and Λ is closed under composition. Unique factorization follows
from ordinal subtraction. In particular, for every α ∈ Λ and β ≤ d (α) = α there exists unique
γ ≤ d (α) such that β + γ = α. Thus (Λ, d) forms an ordinal graph.
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v

e

f : eee . . . ; ef = f

Figure 3.1. Λ =
[
0, ω2

)
as an ordinal graph, where v = 0, e = 1, and f = ω

To distinguish between paths in Λ and elements of Ord, we may define v = 0 ∈ Λ, e = 1 ∈ Λ,
and f = ω ∈ Λ. Recall that each ordinal can be written uniquely as a sum of powers of ω. Then
vf = ef = f , and thus every path in Λ is of the form f . . . f

︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

e . . . e
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m times

v.

In Fig. 3.1, we write f : eee . . . to denote a path f which factors as f = eeeg for some path g.
In general, we write h : e1e2e3 . . . for a path h which for each k ∈ N factors as h = e1e2 . . . ekgk for
some paths gk and satisfies

d (h) = sup
n∈N

n∑

k=1

d (ek)

Indeed, in this example we have ek = e and h = f . Since ef = f , the notation is redundant, but it
is useful in the next example.

Example 3.6. Define a category Λ generated by {vn, en, fn, gn : n ∈ N} with relations:

(1) vn = r (en) = r (fn) = s (fn) = r (gn)
(2) vn = s (en−1) for n > 0
(3) gn = fnengn+1

(4) s (g0) = v0

Then {vn : n ∈ N} are the identity maps of Λ. There is a functor d : Λ → Ord with d (vn) = 0,
d (en) = d (fn) = 1, and d (gn) = ω. We may regard elements of Λ as finite compositions of the
generators. Then if e, f, g ∈ Λ are distinct with d (g) = ω, d (e) = d (f) = 1, and s (e) = s (f) =
r (g), we have eg = fg only if e = f . This ensures Λ has the unique factorization property.

v0 v1 v2
. . .

f0 f1 f2

e2e1e0

g2 : f2e2f3e3 . . .

Figure 3.2. The ordinal graph Λ in Example 3.6

By Proposition 3.3 and [11, 10.3], each ordinal graph has an associated Toeplitz C∗-algebra
T (Λ) and a Cuntz-Krieger C∗-algebra O(Λ). We will work with these algebras using generators
and relations, which we record later in this section.
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Definition 3.7. If Λ is an ordinal graph and α ∈ Ord, define the ordinal graph (Λα, dα) by
Λα = {e ∈ Λ : d(e) < ωα} and dα = d|Λα

. Define Λα = {e ∈ Λ : d(e) = ωα}. The elements v of Λ0

are the vertices of Λ.

Note that Λ0 = Λ0. Λα is well-defined because whenever β, γ < ωα, β + γ < ωα. From Λ, we
may construct T (Λα) and O (Λα) for all ordinals α. Since Λ is a set and Ord is a proper class,
T (Λα) = T (Λ) and O (Λα) = O (Λ) for sufficiently large α ∈ Ord. Later we will see there is much
to say about the relationship between these algebras.

Since Λ is a category, it comes equipped with source and range maps s, r : Λ → Λ. As with
directed graphs, s (e) and r (e) should be interpreted as the source and range vertices of the path e.

Proposition 3.8. v ∈ Λ is a vertex if and only if v = s (e) for some e ∈ Λ.

Proof. Suppose v = s (e). Then vv = s (e) s (e) = s (e) = v, hence d (v)+ d (v) = d (v). Subtracting
d (v), we see d (v) = 0. Since s (r (e)) = r (e), this argument also implies r (e) ∈ Λ0. On the other
hand, if d (v) = 0, then r (v) vs (v) = v. Since d (r (v) v) = d (r (v)) = 0, unique factorization implies
v = r (v) v = r (v), and s (v) = s (r (v)) = r (v) = v. �

Definition 3.9. For e ∈ Λ with α ≤ d(e), write eα and eα for the unique paths satisfying eαe
α = e

and d (eα) = α.

For finite ordinals α, eα may be confused with a power of e. We will never use exponents to
denote repeated composition. We must also take care to avoid confusing eα with a member of a
sequence of paths e1, e2, e3, . . . For finite α and a path e ∈ Λ, eα will always refer to the factorization
of e. If we wish to denote a sequence of paths f1, f2, . . ., then we will avoid ambiguity by not labeling
any path in Λ as f .

We record some calculations that apply to the notation in the previous definition. We frequently
make use of these identities.

Proposition 3.10. Let e, f ∈ Λ with s (e) = r (f). Then

a. If α ≤ d (e), (ef)α = eα and (ef)α = eαf .

b. If α ≥ d (e), then (ef)α = ef−d(e)+α and (ef)α = f−d(e)+α.

c. If α+ β ≤ d (e), then β ≤ d (eα). Moreover, (eα)
β
= eα+β and (eα)β = (eα+β)

α
.

d. If β ≤ α ≤ d (e), (eα)
β
=
(
eβ
)

−β+α
and (eα)β = eβ.

Proof. For part a, suppose α ≤ d (e). Note that d (eα) = α and eαe
αf = ef , so by unique

factorization, (ef)α = eα and (ef)
α

= eαf . For b, suppose on the other hand that α ≥ d (e).

Then d
(
ef−d(e)+α

)
= d (e) + d

(
f−d(e)+α

)
= d (e) − d (e) + α = α, and ef = ef−d(e)+αf

−d(e)+α.
Unique factorization once again gives the desired equalities. For part c, assume α + β ≤ d (e).
Then α + β ≤ d (e) = d (eαe

α) = d (eα) + d (eα) = α + d (eα). Subtracting α from both sides, we

see β ≤ d (eα). Also, eα (eα)β (e
α)

β
= e = eα+βe

α+β , and d
(

eα (eα)β

)

= α + β = d (eα+β). By

unique factorization, eα (eα)β = eα+β and (eα)β = eα+β. Then since d (eα) = α, (eα+β)
α = (eα)β .

Finally, assume for part d that α ≤ β ≤ d (e). (eα)
β
=
(
eβ
)

−β+α
follows from part c, and moreover

(eα)β (eα)
β eα = e = eβe

β with d
(

(eα)β

)

= β = d (eβ). Hence (eα)β = eβ by unique factorization.

If Λ is a left cancellative small category which is finitely aligned in the following sense, then
T (Λ) and O (Λ) may be understood in terms of generators, relations, and the exhaustive sets of Λ.
We record the relevant definitions below. �
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Definition 3.11 ([11, Definition 3.2]). A left cancellative category Λ is finitely aligned if for all
e, f ∈ Λ there exists finite F ⊆ Λ such that eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∪g∈F gΛ.

Definition 3.12 ([11, Definition 10.13]). If Λ is a left cancellative category and v ∈ Λ, F ⊆ vΛ is
exhaustive for v if for all f ∈ vΛ there exists e ∈ F such that eΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅.

Lemma 3.13. Every ordinal graph Λ is finitely aligned. Moreover, if e, f ∈ Λ, then eΛ ∩ fΛ ∈
{∅, eΛ, fΛ}.

Proof. Let e, f ∈ Λ be given, and suppose without loss of generality that d(e) ≤ d(f). Choose
p, q ∈ Λ such that f = pq with d(p) = d(e). If eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅, then we are done. Otherwise, let
g ∈ eΛ ∩ fΛ and choose r, s ∈ Λ such that g = er = ps. By unique factorization, p = e, and
therefore eΛ ∩ fΛ = eΛ ∩ eqΛ = eΛ. �

To present T (Λ) and O (Λ) in terms of generators and relations, we must study the common
extensions in Λ.

Definition 3.14 ([11, Definition 2.4]). For a left cancellative category Λ and e, f ∈ Λ, e ≈ f if
there is invertible g ∈ Λ with eg = f .

Definition 3.15 ([11, Definition 3.1]). If F is a subset of a left cancellative category Λ, the common
extensions of F are the elements of

⋂

e∈F eΛ. If e is a common extension of F , e is minimal if
for all common extensions f of F with e ∈ fΛ, e ≈ f .

∨
F denotes the set of minimal common

extensions of F . For e, f ∈ Λ, e ∨ f denotes
∨
{e, f}.

Lemma 3.16. If Λ is an ordinal graph and e, f ∈ Λ, e ≈ f if and only if e = f .

Proof. First suppose e ≈ f . Choose invertible g ∈ Λ with eg = f . Then d (s (g)) = d (s (g) s (g)) =
d (s (g))+d (s (g)), hence d (s (g)) = 0. Also, d

(
g−1g

)
= d (s (g)) = d

(
g−1

)
+d (g) = 0, so d (g) = 0.

Thus d (eg) = d (e)+d (g) = d (e) = d (f), and by unique factorization of eg = fs (f), e = f . Clearly
if e = f , es (e) = f and e ≈ f . �

Lemma 3.17. If Λ is an ordinal graph, e, f ∈ Λ, and eΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅, then either e ∈ fΛ or f ∈ eΛ.
If e ∈ fΛ, e ∨ f = {f}, and if f ∈ eΛ, e ∨ f = {e}.

Proof. Let e, f ∈ Λ with eΛ∩ fΛ 6= ∅. By Lemma 3.13, either eΛ∩ fΛ = eΛ or eΛ∩ fΛ = fΛ. We
may assume without loss of generality that eΛ ∩ fΛ = eΛ. Hence the common extensions of {e, f}
are the elements of eΛ. If g is a common extension of {e, f} and e ∈ gΛ, then g = eh for some
h ∈ Λ, and e ∈ ehΛ. Thus d (e) ≥ d (e) + d (h), and d (h) = 0. Therefore g = e, and e is minimal.
If g ∈ eΛ is minimal, then since e is a common extension, e ≈ g, and by Lemma 3.16, g = e. We
conclude that e ∨ f = {e}. �

We apply the following theorems to obtain generators and relations for T (Λ) and O (Λ).

Theorem 3.18 ([11, Theorem 10.15], [11, Theorem 9.7]). Let Λ be a countable finitely-aligned
left cancellative small category. Then O (Λ) is the C∗-algebra which is universal for generators
{Te : e ∈ Λ} and relations 1-4. T (Λ) is the C∗-algebra which is universal for generators {Te : e ∈ Λ}
and relations 1-3.

(1) T ∗
e Te = Ts(e)

(2) TeTf = Tef if s(e) = r(f)
(3) TeT

∗
e TfT

∗
f =

∨

g∈e∨f TgT
∗
g

(4) Tv =
∨

e∈F TeT
∗
e if F is finite and exhaustive for v



ORDINAL GRAPHS AND THEIR C∗
-ALGEBRAS 7

Note that by Lemma 3.17, relation 3 for ordinal graphs may be rewritten as

(3) TeT
∗
e TfT

∗
f =







TeT
∗
e e ∈ fΛ

TfT
∗
f f ∈ eΛ

0 otherwise

Even when an ordinal graph Λ is not countable, we define O (Λ) and T (Λ) using these relations. If
C is a C∗-algebra and T = {Te : e ∈ Λ} ⊆ C is a family of operators satisfying relations 1-4, then we
call T a Cuntz-Krieger Λ-family. If instead T satisfies relations 1-3, we call T a Toeplitz Λ-family.
Every Toeplitz Λ-family T ⊆ C induces a *-homomorphism π : T (Λ) → C mapping generators to
members of T . Likewise, each Cuntz-Krieger family induces a *-homomorphism π : O (Λ) → C.

We record a few calculations which will prove useful in the study of these C∗-algebras.

Lemma 3.19. Let Λ be an ordinal graph and e, f ∈ Λ. The following hold in T (Λ) and O (Λ).

a. Te is a partial isometry.
b. If v ∈ Λ0, then Tv is a projection.
c. If s(e) 6= r(f), then TeTf = 0.

d. T ∗
e Tf =







Tg f = eg

T ∗
g e = fg

0 eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅

Proof. For part a, notice that s(e) = s(s(e)), so by relation 2, TeTs(e) = Tes(e) = Te. Then by
relation 1, TeT

∗
e Te = TeTs(e) = Te, and thus Te is a partial isometry. For part b, we have s(v) = v,

and relation 1 implies T ∗
v Tv = Tv. To prove part c, suppose s(e) 6= r(f). Then s(e)Λ ∩ r(f)Λ = ∅,

and by relation 3, Ts(e)T
∗
s(e)Tr(f)T

∗
r(f) = 0. Since Ts(e) and Tr(f) are projections, this is equivalent

to Ts(e)Tr(f) = 0. Now relation 2 implies TeTf = TeTs(e)Tr(f)Tf = 0. Finally, for d notice that
if f = eg, d(f) ≥ d(g). By taking adjoints if needed, we may assume without loss of generality
that d(f) ≥ d(g). Then either f ∈ eΛ or eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅. First suppose f = eg, and note T ∗

e Tf =
T ∗
e TeTg = Ts(e)Tg, which by relation 2 implies T ∗

e Tf = Tg. Now assume eΛ ∩ fΛ = 0. Then
by relation 3, TeT

∗
e TfT

∗
f = 0. Multiplying by Tf on the right and by T ∗

e on the left, we see
T ∗
e TeT

∗
e TfT

∗
f Tf = T ∗

e Tf = 0, as desired. �

Remark 3.20. In the proof of the previous lemma, we did not use the full power of relation 3,
only that TeT

∗
e TfT

∗
f = 0 when eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅. In fact, when f = eg, the identities above give

TeT
∗
e TfT

∗
f = TeTgT

∗
f = TfT

∗
f , so it is enough to use the weaker form of relation 3 by only requiring

the range projections of Te and Tf to be orthogonal when eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅.
An important consequence of parts c and d in the previous result is that every word composed

of the generators {Te : e ∈ Λ} of O (Λ) and their adjoints is of the form TeT
∗
f .

Corollary 3.21. If Λ is an ordinal graph and O (Λ) has generators {Te : e ∈ Λ}, then

O (Λ) = span
{
TeT

∗
f : e, f ∈ Λ

}

Proof. By the construction of C∗-algebras which are universal for a set of generators and relations,
the span of words in the elements {Te : e ∈ Λ}∪{T ∗

e : e ∈ Λ} is dense in O (Λ). As mentioned above,

Lemma 3.19 part d implies that every such word is equal to an element in
{

TeT
∗
f : e, f ∈ Λ

}

, and

the result follows. �
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Let α, β ∈ Ord with α ≤ β be given. By the following lemma, each instance in O (Λα) of relation
4 from Theorem 3.18 continues to hold in O (Λβ). Likewise, relations 1-3 in T (Λα) continue to
hold in T (Λβ), giving us the inductive system in Proposition 3.23.

Lemma 3.22. If α ≤ β and F ⊆ vΛα is finite and exhaustive for v in Λα, then F is exhaustive
for v in Λβ.

Proof. Suppose f ∈ vΛβ\vΛα. Factor f as f = gk where ωα > d(g) ≥ maxe∈F d(e). Now for
some e ∈ F , eΛα ∩ gΛα 6= ∅, so choose h ∈ eΛα ∩ gΛα. Then h = ea = gb for a, b ∈ Λα. Let
g = e′c where d(e′) = d(e), whence h = ea = e′cb. By uniqueness of factorization, e = e′, and
f ∈ eΛβ = eΛβ ∩ fΛβ. �

Proposition 3.23. For each α, β ∈ Ord with α ≤ β there exist *-homomorphisms σβ
α : T (Λα) →

T (Λβ) and ρβα : O (Λα) → O (Λβ) defined by

σβ
α (Te) = Se

ρβα (Te) = Se

for e ∈ Λα, where {Te : e ∈ Λ} and {Se : e ∈ Λ} are the corresponding generators of T (Λ) or O (Λ).
If α ≤ γ ≤ β, σβ

γ ◦ σγ
α = σβ

α and ρβγ ◦ ργα = ρβα. If β is a limit ordinal, then

O (Λβ) =
⋃

α<β

ρβα (O (Λα))

T (Λβ) =
⋃

α<β

σβ
α (T (Λα))

Proof. The existence of the inductive systems follows from Lemma 3.22, the universal properties of
T (Λ) and O (Λ), and the discussion above. Let {Se : e ∈ Λβ} be the generators of O (Λβ). If α < β

and β is a limit ordinal, α+ 1 < β. Hence if d (e) < β, Se = ρβd(e)+1 (Ve) where Ve is the generator

for e in O
(
Λd(e)+1

)
. Thus ∪α<βρ

β
α (O (Λα)) contains all finite sums of words in the generators, and

hence is dense in O (Λβ). Identical logic applies to T (Λβ). �

Next we define the connected components of an ordinal graph. The connected components of an
ordinal graph are the finest partition of the morphisms for which composable f, g ∈ Λ belong to the
same part. Each connected component of an ordinal graph is also an ordinal graph. We wish to
describe the relationship between the Cuntz-Krieger algebra of Λ and the Cuntz-Krieger algebras
of its connected components.

Definition 3.24. For an ordinal graph Λ, define the relation � on Λ where e � f if there is g ∈ Λ
with s(g) = r(f) and r(g) = s(e). Let ∼ be the equivalence relation generated by �, that is, e ∼ f
if for every equivalence relation ≃ on Λ with the property that g � h implies g ≃ h, e ≃ f . Then
F ⊆ Λ is a connected component of Λ if F is an equivalence class for ∼. Let F (Λ) denote the set
of connected components of Λ.

Proposition 3.25. If Λ is an ordinal graph, then each F ∈ F (Λ) is an ordinal graph. Moreover,
we have the following isomorphism.

O (Λ) ∼=

c0⊕

F∈F(Λ)

O (F )
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Proof. Let F ∈ F (Λ) and e, f ∈ F with s(e) = r(f). Then ef ∈ F . Moreover, if α ≤ d(e),
r (eα) = r (e) and s (eα) = s (e), so eα, e

α ∈ F . Thus F is an ordinal graph.
Let A = ⊕F∈FO (F ). We will construct a Cuntz-Krieger Λ-family in A. For e ∈ Λ, denote by [e]

the connected component of Λ containing e. Let {Te : e ∈ F} be the generators of O (F ) for each
F ∈ F (Λ), and let {Ve : e ∈ Λ} be the generators for O (Λ). Then for each e ∈ Λ, define Se ∈ A by

(Se)F =

{

Te [e] = F

0 otherwise

If e ∈ Λ, [s(e)] = [e], so indeed S∗
eSe = Ss(e). Likewise, if e, f ∈ Λ with s(e) = r(f), [e] = [f ]

so SeSf = Sef . If s(e) 6= r(f) and [e] = [f ], SeSf = 0 since TeTf = 0. And if [e] 6= [f ], SeSf = 0.
Finally, if G ⊆ Λ is finite and exhaustive for v ∈ Λ0, then G ⊆ [v]. Thus

∑

e∈G SeS
∗
e = Sv, and

{Se : e ∈ Λ} is a Cuntz-Krieger Λ-family. This gives a surjective *-homomorphism µ : O (Λ) → A
such that µ (Ve) = Se.

If F ∈ F (Λ), {Ve : e ∈ F} is a Cuntz-Krieger F -family. Thus there exists νF : O (F ) → O (Λ)
where νF (Te) = Ve. Hence (µ ◦ νF )F = idO(F ), and νF is injective. For e ∈ Λ, νF (O (F ))Te = 0 if
e 6∈ F , so {νF (O (F )) : F ∈ F (Λ)} is a family of pairwise orthogonal ideals which generate O (Λ).
Therefore O (Λ) ∼= ⊕F∈F(Λ)νF (O (F )) ∼= A. �

4. Exhaustive Sets

Let Λ be a fixed ordinal graph. In this section, we wish to understand the exhaustive sets which
appear in relation 4 of 3.18 and are used to define O (Λ). By assuming relation 4 only holds for
some finite exhaustive sets, we recover the relation for all other finite exhaustive sets.

Definition 4.1. For α ∈ Ord, v ∈ Λ0 is an α source if there is no path e ∈ vΛ such that d (e) = ωα.
v is α source-regular if for every e ∈ vΛα there is f ∈ s (e) Λ such that d (f) = ωα.

Proposition 4.2. If v ∈ Λ0 is an α source and β ≥ α, then v is a β source.

Proof. Suppose v ∈ Λ0 and e ∈ vΛ with d (e) = ωβ. Since ωα ≤ ωβ, r
(
eω

α)
= r (e) = v. Thus

eω
α

∈ vΛ. �

If Λ is a directed graph, we only require that
∑

e∈vΛ TeT
∗
e if v is row-finite and not a source.

The above definition of α source plays the role of sources for a directed graph. In fact, if Λ is a
directed graph, then v is a source if and only if v is a 0 source. Likewise, the following definition is
analogous to row-finiteness for directed graphs.

Definition 4.3. For α ∈ Ord, v ∈ Λ0 is α row-finite if |{f ∈ vΛ : d(f) = ωα}| <∞. v is α regular
if v is α source-regular and v is α row-finite.

Example 4.4. Let Λ be the ordinal graph in Fig. 3.1. Then v is 1 source-regular and 1 row-finite,
hence v is 1-regular.

Example 4.5. Consider an ordinal graph Λ generated by v, e, f, g where

(1) v = s (e) = r (e) = s (f) = r (f) = s (g) = r (g)
(2) efg = g
(3) d (v) = 0
(4) d (e) = d (f) = 1
(5) d (g) = ω
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Then v is 1 source-regular because if d (h) < ω with r (h) = v, s (h) = r (g) and d (g) = ω. However,
v is not 1 row-finite because for each k ∈ N there exists a distinct path ee . . . e

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

g of length ω. Thus

v is not 1-regular.

v
e f

g : efef . . . ; g = efg

Figure 4.1. Λ as in Example 4.5

The previous example demonstrates how 1-regularity is much more delicate than 0-regularity.
The source of 1-irregularity is that |vΛω| = ∞, and this happens even when Λ is finitely generated.
On the other hand, a finitely generated ordinal graph will never have

∣
∣vΛ1

∣
∣ = ∞, so 0-regularity

occurs often. We dedicate most of this section to proving that all finite exhaustive sets are obtained
by considering the paths in vΛωα

for α regular vertices v.

Proposition 4.6. If v is α regular and β < α, then v is β regular.

Proof. Suppose v ∈ Λ0 is α regular. Let e ∈ vΛβ be arbitrary. Then e ∈ vΛα, and since v is α
regular, there exists f ∈ s (e) Λ with d (f) = ωα. Then fωβ ∈ s (e)Λ, hence v is β source-regular.
Now suppose for each k ∈ N there are distinct gk ∈ vΛ with d (gk) = ωβ . Since v is α source-regular,
for each k ∈ N choose hk ∈ s (gk) Λ with d (hk) = ωα. Then d (gkhk) = d (gk)+ d (hk) = ωβ +ωα =
ωα, and by unique factorization,

|{gkhk : k ∈ N}| = ∞

This contradicts α regularity of v. �

Lemma 4.7. If eΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅ and d(e) = d(f), then e = f .

Proof. By Lemma 3.17, we may assume without loss of generality that e ∈ fΛ. Then e = fg for
some g ∈ Λ. Since d (es (e)) = d (e) = d (f) and es (e) = fg, unique factorization implies e = f . �

Since we wish to see that α regular vertices play the role of regular vertices in directed graphs,
we show that in the following sense, relation 4 is only applied to vertices which are α-regular for
some α. Later we will see that it suffices to only consider exhaustive sets whose members have
length which is a power of ω.

Theorem 4.8. v ∈ Λ0 is α regular if and only if there exists F ⊆ vΛωα

which is finite and
exhaustive for v. If v is α regular, then vΛωα

is the unique such F ⊆ vΛωα

which is finite and
exhaustive.
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Proof. First assume v is α regular, define F = vΛωα

, and suppose f ∈ vΛ. Since v is α row-finite,
F is finite. Moreover, either d(f) < ωα or d(f) ≥ ωα. In the first case, v is α source-regular, so
there exists g ∈ Λωα

such that r(g) = s(f). Then d(fg) = d(f) + d(g) = d(f) + ωα = ωα. Thus
fg ∈ F with fΛ ∩ fgΛ 6= ∅. In the second case, factor f as f = fωαfωα

where d (fωα) = ωα. Then
fωα ∈ F with fΛ ∩ fωαΛ 6= 0, and F is exhaustive.

Now suppose G ⊆ vΛωα

is finite and exhaustive for v. Then if g ∈ Λωα

with r(g) = v, there is
f ∈ G such that fΛ∩ gΛ 6= ∅. Since d(f) = d(g), Lemma 4.7 implies f = g. Thus v is α row-finite,
and F = G. If e ∈ vΛα, then choose p ∈ G such that eΛ ∩ pΛ 6= ∅. Since d(e) < d(p), Lemma 3.17
implies p ∈ eΛ. Let q ∈ Λ with p = eq. Then d(p) = ωα = d(e) + d(q), so d(q) = ωα. Thus v is α
source-regular, hence regular. �

Definition 4.9. If F ⊆ vΛ is exhaustive for v ∈ Λ0, we say F is minimal if whenever e, f ∈ F and
eΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅, e = f .

If we start with a finite exhaustive set, we may consider what happens when we continually
remove one path in every pair e, f ∈ Λ with eΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅. Eventually we get a minimal exhaustive
set, and for these sets, the join of the range projections is the sum of the range projections, as the
following two results demonstrate:

Lemma 4.10. If eΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅ and e ∈ gΛ, then fΛ ∩ gΛ 6= ∅.

Proof. Suppose e = gh, and first assume f ∈ eΛ. Then f ∈ ghΛ ⊆ gΛ, so f ∈ fΛ ∩ gΛ. Now
assume e ∈ fΛ. Then there is k ∈ Λ such that e = gh = fk. Either d(g) < d(f) or d(g) ≥ d(f).
In the first case, factor f as f = pq where d(p) = d(g). Then by unique factorization, p = g and
f ∈ gΛ. If d(g) ≥ d(f), then factor g as g = pq where d(p) = d(f). Unique factorization similarly
implies p = f , so g ∈ fΛ. In any case, gΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅. �

Lemma 4.11. If F ⊆ vΛ is finite, minimal, and exhaustive for v and {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Toeplitz
Λ-family, then

∨

e∈F

TeT
∗
e =

∑

e∈F

TeT
∗
e

Proof. We will induct on subsets of F . Suppose G ( F and
∨

e∈G

TeT
∗
e =

∑

e∈G

TeT
∗
e

Let f ∈ F\G. Since F is minimal, we have for all e ∈ G

TeT
∗
e TfT

∗
f = 0

Thus

∨

e∈G∪{f}

TeT
∗
e =

(
∨

e∈G

TeT
∗
e

)

∨ TfT
∗
f =

(
∑

e∈G

TeT
∗
e

)

∨ TfT
∗
f

=
∑

e∈G

TeT
∗
e + TfT

∗
f −

∑

e∈G

TeT
∗
e TfT

∗
f

=
∑

e∈G

TeT
∗
e + TfT

∗
f =

∑

e∈G∪{f}

TeT
∗
e

�
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Now we show that having relation 4 for all finite minimal exhaustive sets implies relation 4 holds
for all finite exhaustive sets.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Toeplitz Λ-family and for every v ∈ Λ0 and F ⊆ vΛ0

which is finite, minimal, and exhaustive for v,
∑

f∈F

TfT
∗
f = Tv

Then {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Cuntz-Krieger Λ-family.

Proof. Suppose F ⊆ vΛ is finite and exhaustive for v. If F is minimal, then indeed by Lemma 4.11,
∨

g∈F

TgT
∗
g =

∑

g∈F

TgT
∗
g = Tv

Otherwise, choose e, f ∈ F such that f ∈ eΛ. Then

∨

g∈F

TgT
∗
g =




∨

g∈F\{e,f}

TgT
∗
g



 ∨ TeT
∗
e ∨ TfT

∗
f

=




∨

g∈F\{e,f}

TgT
∗
g



 ∨
(
TeT

∗
e + TfT

∗
f − TeT

∗
e TfT

∗
f

)

=




∨

g∈F\{e,f}

TgT
∗
g



 ∨
(
TeT

∗
e + TfT

∗
f − TfT

∗
f

)
=

∨

g∈F\{f}

TgT
∗
g

By Lemma 4.10, if hΛ ∩ fΛ 6= ∅, then hΛ ∩ eΛ 6= ∅. Thus F\ {f} is exhaustive. If F\{f} is
not minimal, then the process above may be repeated. Since |F\ {f}| < |F | and |F | is finite, the
process eventually terminates with a finite exhaustive minimal F ′ such that

∨

g∈F

TgT
∗
g =

∨

g∈F ′

TgT
∗
g =

∑

g∈F ′

TgT
∗
g = Tv

�

Once we have a finite minimal exhaustive set F for v, we can further reduce relation 4 by splitting
F into two smaller finite minimal exhaustive sets Fe and F e. If relation 4 holds for Fe and F e, then
relation 4 holds for F , as shown in the next two results.

Proposition 4.13. Suppose F ⊆ vΛ is minimal and exhaustive for v. Let e ∈ vΛ and suppose
ef ∈ F for some f ∈ Λ. Define

Fe = (F\eΛ) ∪ {e}

F e = {g ∈ Λ : s (e) = r (g) and eg ∈ F}

Then Fe and F e are minimal. Fe is exhaustive for v and F e is exhaustive for s(e).

Proof. Let k ∈ vΛ be given. Choose p ∈ F such that pΛ∩kΛ 6= ∅. If p 6∈ eΛ, then p ∈ Fe. Otherwise
by Lemma 4.10, eΛ ∩ kΛ 6= ∅. Therefore, Fe is exhaustive. We wish to prove Fe is minimal. To
do so, assume p, q ∈ Fe and pΛ ∩ qΛ 6= ∅. If p ∈ F\eΛ and q = e, then by Lemma 3.17, e ∈ pΛ.
This means ef ∈ pΛ, and since F is minimal, ef = p, contradicting p 6∈ eΛ. Thus we may assume
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without loss of generality that either {p, q} ⊆ F\eΛ or p = q = e. In the first case, minimality of
F implies p = q, so in any case we have p = q. Thus Fe is minimal.

Now, let k ∈ s(e)Λ be given. Choose p ∈ F such that pΛ ∩ ekΛ 6= ∅. If p ∈ ekΛ, choose q ∈ Λ
with p = ekq. Then kq ∈ F e and kq ∈ kΛ ∩ kqΛ. On the other hand, if ek ∈ pΛ, choose q ∈ Λ
with ek = pq. Then ek ∈ eΛ ∩ pΛ, so by Lemma 3.17, either p ∈ eΛ or e ∈ pΛ. In the first case,
choose j ∈ Λ such that p = ej. Since ek = ejq, k = jq and k ∈ jΛ. Moreover, j ∈ F e since p ∈ F .
In the second case, e ∈ pΛ, hence ef ∈ pΛ. Minimality of F implies ef = p, hence ek = efq, and
k = fq ∈ fΛ. As f ∈ F e, this implies F e is exhaustive for s(e).

Finally, suppose g, h ∈ F e with gΛ ∩ hΛ 6= ∅. Then egΛ ∩ ehΛ 6= ∅, so by minimality of F ,
eg = eh. Then g = h, and F e is minimal. �

Proposition 4.14. Suppose {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Toeplitz Λ-family. Assume v ∈ Λ0, e ∈ vΛ, F ⊆ vΛ
with F finite, minimal, and exhaustive for v, and F ∩ eΛ 6= ∅. If

∑

f∈Fe

TfT
∗
f = Tv

∑

f∈F e

TfT
∗
f = Ts(e)

then
∑

f∈F

TfT
∗
f = Tv

Proof. We compute
∑

f∈F

TfT
∗
f =

∑

f∈F∩eΛ

TfT
∗
f +

∑

f∈F\eΛ

TfT
∗
f

=
∑

g∈F e

TegT
∗
eg +

∑

f∈Fe

TfT
∗
f − TeT

∗
e

= Te




∑

g∈F e

TgT
∗
g



T ∗
e − TeT

∗
e +

∑

f∈Fe

TfT
∗
f

= TeT
∗
e − TeT

∗
e +

∑

f∈Fe

TfT
∗
f =

∑

f∈Fe

TfT
∗
f = Tv

�

Lemma 4.15. If α ∈ Ord and F ⊆ vΛα is exhaustive for v, then F is minimal.

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that e, f ∈ F and f ∈ eΛ. Write f = eg for some g ∈ Λ.
Then

d (f) = α = d (e) + d (g) = α+ d (g)

Hence d(g) = 0, and eg = e. �

This suggests that we consider only exhaustive sets whose members have a fixed length. In fact,
knowing relation 4 holds for these sets implies it holds for all finite exhaustive sets.
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Proposition 4.16. Suppose {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Toeplitz Λ-family such that for all v ∈ Λ0, α ∈ Ord,
and finite F ⊆ vΛα which are exhaustive for v,

∑

e∈F

TeT
∗
e = Tv

Then {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Cuntz-Krieger Λ-family.

Proof. By Proposition 4.12, it suffices to let F be an arbitrary finite, minimal, exhaustive set for
v and induct on |F | to prove that

∑

f∈F TfT
∗
f = Tv. Towards that end, note that if |F | = 1

and f ∈ F , then by hypothesis TfT
∗
f = Tv. Now suppose that G is minimal and exhaustive for

v, |G| = n, and that for all u ∈ Λ0 with minimal and exhaustive F for u such that |F | < n,
∑

f∈F TfT
∗
f = Tu. Let m = ming∈G d (g), and label G as G = {g1, . . . gn} where d (gk) ≤ d (gk+1).

For each 1 ≤ k ≤ n, factor gk as gk = pkqk, where d (pk) = m. Define G0 = G, G1 = Gp1 , and note
that since G is minimal and g1 = p1, G1 = G. For k ≥ 1, define Gk = (Gk−1)pk

, Gk = (Gk−1)
pk .

Then Gn = {p1, . . . pn} ⊆ Λm is minimal and exhaustive for v, so by hypothesis

n∑

k=1

Tpk
T ∗
pk

= Tv

Moreover, if 1 ≤ k ≤ n, Gk is minimal and exhaustive for s (pk). If
∣
∣Gk

∣
∣ < n for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, then

by the induction hypothesis,
∑

f∈Gk

TfT
∗
f = Ts(pk)

By repeatedly applying Proposition 4.14, we see Gn−1, Gn−2, . . . , G1 satisfy relation 4. That is, for
1 ≤ k ≤ n,

∑

f∈Gk

TfT
∗
f = Tv

Since G1 = G, we have the desired identity.
All that remains is the case when

∣
∣Gk

∣
∣ = n for some 1 < k ≤ n. First we prove that g1 ∈ Gk for

1 ≤ k ≤ n. Since G1 = Gp1 , g1 = p1, and g1 ∈ G, we have g1 ∈ G1. Moreover if g1 ∈ Gk\Gk+1, then
g1 = p1 ∈ pk+1Λ. As d (pk+1) ≥ d (p1), this implies p1 = pk+1. Then gk+1 = pk+1qk+1 = g1qk+1,
and because G is minimal, gk+1 = g1. This contradicts the assumption that |G| = n, therefore we
must have g1 ∈ Gk for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Suppose for some 1 < k ≤ n,

∣
∣Gk

∣
∣ = n. Then since g1 ∈ Gk−1,

p1 ∈ pkΛ. Since d (p1) ≤ d (pk), this implies g1 = pk. Hence gk ∈ g1Λ, and by minimality of G,
g1 = gk. Once again, this contradicts |G| = n, and hence

∣
∣Gk

∣
∣ < n for 1 < k ≤ n. �

Finally, we may instead only consider finite and exhaustive sets whose members have lengths
which are a fixed power of ω.

Theorem 4.17. Suppose {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Toeplitz Λ-family such that for all v ∈ Λ0, α ∈ Ord,
and F ⊆ vΛωα

finite and exhaustive for v,
∑

e∈F

TeT
∗
e = Tv

Then {Te : e ∈ Λ} is a Cuntz-Krieger Λ-family.
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Proof. We will prove by transfinite induction that for all v ∈ Λ0 and β ∈ Ord, if G ⊆ vΛβ is finite
and exhaustive, then

∑

e∈G

TeT
∗
e = Tv

Notice that if β = 0 and G ⊆ vΛβ is finite and exhaustive, then G = {v}, so the statement is true.
Now suppose the statement is true for all γ < β, and let G ⊆ vΛβ be finite and exhaustive. First,
choose α ∈ Ord such that ωα ≤ β < ωα+1, and note that Theorem 2.1 implies −ωα + β < β. Label
the elements of G as G = {g1, . . . gn}. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ n, factor gk as gk = pkqk where d (pk) = ωα.
Then d (gk) = β = d (pk) + d (qk) = ωα + d (qk), hence d (qk) = −ωα + β. Define G0 = G, and for
1 ≤ k ≤ n, Gk = (Gk−1)pk

and Gk = (Gk−1)
pk . Then Gn = {p1, . . . pn}, and Gk ⊆ s (pk) Λ

−ωα+β .

By hypothesis,
∑

e∈Gn
TeT

∗
e = Tv. Moreover, since −ωα + β < β, the inductive hypothesis implies

that
∑

e∈Gk TeT
∗
e = Ts(pk) for each k. Applying Proposition 4.14 repeatedly, we see

∑

e∈Gk

TeT
∗
e = Tv

for each k, and in particular, for k = 0. �

Corollary 4.18. O (Λ) is the universal C∗-algebra generated by a family of operators {Te : e ∈ Λ}
satisfying the following relations:

(1) T ∗
e Te = Ts(e)

(2) TeTf =

{

Tef s(e) = r(f)

0 otherwise

(3) TeT
∗
e TfT

∗
f = TfT

∗
f if f ∈ eΛ

(4) Tv =
∑

e∈vΛωα TeT
∗
e if v is α regular

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, if F ⊆ vΛωα

is finite and exhaustive for v, then F = vΛωα

and v is α
regular. Thus by Theorem 4.17, the C∗-algebra generated by the relations above is a Cuntz-Krieger
Λ-family. Moreover, for every α regular vertex v, vΛωα

is finite and exhaustive, and thus the
representation of O (Λ) is an isomorphism. �

Frequently, it is convenient to regard O (Λ) as a C∗-algebra generated by the paths in Λωα

instead
of all paths. In the following results, we give generators and relations for this context.

Lemma 4.19. Each e ∈ Λ with d(e) > 0 can be written uniquely as e = f1f2 . . . fn where for each

k, fk ∈ Λωβk and βk ≥ βk+1.

Proof. For existence, let e ∈ Λ be given, and write d(e) =
∑n

k=1 ω
βk in Cantor normal form using

Theorem 2.1. We will induct on n. Note that if n = 1, d(e) = ωβ1 . Setting n = 1 and f1 = e, we
get the desired factorization, and this factorization is unique. Now, suppose the lemma is true for
factorizations of length m < n. Then

d(e) = d
(

eωβ1 e
ωβ1
)

= ωβ1 +

n∑

k=2

ωβk

By the induction hypothesis, eω
β1

can be uniquely factored as f2 . . . fn where d (fk) = ωβk for
n ≥ k ≥ 2. Setting f1 = eωβ1 , we get a factorization e = f1f2 . . . fn, and by Definition 3.1, this
factorization is unique. �
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Proposition 4.20. O (Λ) is the universal C∗-algebra generated by partial isometries

{Sv : v ∈ Λ0} ∪
⋃

α∈Ord

{

Se : e ∈ Λωα
}

satisfying the following relations:

(1) S∗
eSe = Ss(e)

(2) SeSf = Sef if s (e) = r (f) and d (e) < d (f)
(3) S∗

eSf = 0 if eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅
(4) Sv =

∑

e∈vΛωα SeS
∗
e if v is α-regular

Remark 4.21. Relation 2 makes sense because if β < α with e ∈ Λωβ

, f ∈ Λωα

, then d (ef) =
d (e) + d (f) = ωβ + ωα = ωα.

Proof. Let A be the C∗-algebra which is universal for the generators and relations above. By
Corollary 4.18, there exists a *-homomorphism η : A → O (Λ) with η (Se) = Te for e ∈ Λ0 ∪
⋃

α∈Ord Λ
ωα

. We will construct an inverse µ : O (Λ) → A, which will finish the proof. We wish to do
so by identifying a family U = {Ue : e ∈ Λ} of operators which satisfy the relations of Corollary 4.18.
µ is an inverse for η if and only if µ (Te) = Se for e ∈ Λ0 ∪

⋃

α∈Ord Λ
ωα

. Thus for such e, we
must define Ue = Se. By Lemma 4.19 and relation 2 in Corollary 4.18, this determines U , for if

e = f1f2 . . . fn with fk ∈ Λωβk , βk ≥ βk+1, then

Ue = Uf1Uf2 . . . Ufn = Sf1Sf2 . . . Sfn

Suppose g = h1h2 . . . hm with hk ∈ Λωαk , αk ≥ αk+1, and s(g) = r(e). Choose the smallest r with
1 ≤ r ≤ m such that αr < β1. With p = hrhr+1 . . . hmf1, d(p) = ωβ1 and

UgUe = Uh1 . . . Uhr
Uhr+1 . . . Uhm

Uf1 . . . Ufn

= Uh1 . . . Uhr−1UpUf2 . . . Ufn

Then α1 ≥ α2 ≥ . . . ≥ αr−1 ≥ β1 ≥ . . . ≥ βn, so by uniqueness in Lemma 4.19, Uge = UgUe. It
remains to see that U satisfies the other relations of Corollary 4.18. We may verify relation 1 with
the following calculation:

U∗
eUe = U∗

fnU
∗
fn−1

. . . U∗
f1Uf1 . . . Ufn

= U∗
fn . . . U

∗
f2Us(f1)Uf2 . . . Ufn

= U∗
fn . . . U

∗
f2Uf2 . . . Ufn

. . .

= U∗
fnUfn = Us(fn) = Us(e)

For relation 3, suppose without loss of generality d(e) ≤ d(g) and eΛ ∩ gΛ = ∅. If for 1 ≤ r ≤ n
and β =

∑r
k=1 ω

βk , eβ = gβ , then

U∗
eUg = U∗

eβU
∗
eβUgβUgβ

= U∗
eβUs(eβ)Ugβ = U∗

eβUgβ

Thus it suffices to show U∗
eβUgβ = 0. By applying relation 1, we may also assume without loss of

generality that eωβ1 6= gωβ1 . Then 4.7 implies eωβ1Λ ∩ gωβ1Λ = ∅, so by relation 3 of A,

U∗
eUg = U∗

eω
β1U

∗
e
ωβ1

Ug
ωβ1

U
gωβ1 = 0

Finally, relation 4 of Corollary 4.18 is identical to relation 4 for A. �



ORDINAL GRAPHS AND THEIR C∗
-ALGEBRAS 17

5. Infinite Paths

For an ordinal graph Λ, we wish to define the infinite path space on which we represent O (Λ).
This will prove that the generators of O (Λ) are non-zero. In particular, Theorem 7.15 is not useful
if any of the vertex projections are zero, but Theorem 5.8 proves this never happens.

Definition 5.1. For an ordinal graphΛ, define Λ∗ =
{

f ∈
∏

β<α Λβ : α ∈ Ord, f (β) ∈ f (γ)Λ if γ ≤ β
}

.

For f ∈ Λ∗ ∩
∏

β<α Λβ , we define L (f) = α and r (f) = f (0).

If Λ is a directed graph, then Λ∗ is the set of finite and infinite paths. For e ∈ Λ, we may
define f ∈ Λ∗ ∩

∏

β<d(e)+1 Λ
β by setting f (β) = eβ. Indeed, if γ ≤ β, f (β) = eβ = (eβ)γ (eβ)

γ =

eγ (eβ)
γ ∈ eγΛ = f (γ) Λ. In this way, we regardΛ as a subset of Λ∗. Then for e ∈ Λ, L (e) = d(e)+1.

Λ∗ is partially ordered, where e ≤ f if L(e) ≤ L(f) and for β < L(e), e (β) = f (β). For a
directed graph, the maximal elements of Λ∗ are the infinite paths and the finite paths e for which
s(e) is a source.

Definition 5.2 (cf. [8, Definition 2.1]). Λ∞ is the set of maximal elements of Λ∗.

Proposition 5.3. For every e ∈ Λ there exists f ∈ Λ∞ such that L (f) > d (e) and f (d (e)) = e.

Proof. Let e ∈ Λ be arbitrary. Define Ω = {g ∈ Λ∗ : L (g) > d (e) and g (d (e)) = e}. If f is a
maximal element of Ω and g ∈ Λ∗ with g ≥ f , then g ∈ Ω. Thus every maximal element of Ω
belongs to Λ∞. Hence it suffices to show Ω has a maximal element. By Zorn’s lemma, we only
need to show that every totally ordered subset of Ω has an upper bound. Let C ⊆ Ω be a totally
ordered subset of Ω, and define α = suph∈C L(h). We also define f ∈ Λ∗ ∩

∏

β<αΛβ where for

β < α, h ∈ C with L (h) > β, f (β) = h (β). By construction, for every β < α there exists h ∈ C
such that L (h) > β. Moreover, h (β) is independent of the choice of h since C is totally ordered,
so f is well-defined. Indeed, we also constructed f to be an upper bound for C. �

For e ∈ Λ and f ∈ Λ∗ with s(e) = r(f), we wish to define a composition ef ∈ Λ∗ which is
compatible with composition in Λ. We achieve this with the following definition and result.

Definition 5.4. If e ∈ Λ and f ∈ Λ∗ with s(e) = r(f), define ef ∈
∏

β<d(e)+L(f)Λ
β by

(ef) (β) =

{

eβ β ≤ d (e)

ef (−d (e) + β) β > d (e)

By construction, ef ∈ Λ∗ if e ∈ Λ and f ∈ Λ∗ with s (e) = r (f). Note also that if f, g ∈ Λ∗,
e ∈ Λ, s(e) = r(f) = r(g), and f ≤ g, then ef ≤ eg. Moreover, for f ∈ Λ∗ and β < L (f), there is
g ∈ Λ∗ with f = f (β) g, where g ∈

∏

γ<−β+L(f) Λ
γ is defined by

g (γ) = f (β + γ)

Lemma 5.5. If f ∈ Λ∗ and e ∈ Λr(f), then ef ∈ Λ∞ if and only if f ∈ Λ∞.

Proof. Suppose g ∈ Λ∗, f ∈ Λ∞, and ef ≤ g. Then L(g) ≥ L (ef) = d(e) + L (f) ≥ d(e). Thus
g (d (e)) = (ef) (d (e)) = e, and g = eh where L (h) = −d (e) + L (g) and h (β) = g (d (e) + β).
Hence ef ≤ eh, and f ≤ h. Since f ∈ Λ∞, h = f and g = ef .

For the other direction, suppose ef ∈ Λ∞ and g ∈ Λ∗ such that f ≤ g. Then r(f) = r(g) = s(e),
and ef ≤ eg. Since ef ∈ Λ∞, ef = eg, and hence f = g. �

Lemma 5.6. If e, f ∈ Λ with s(e) = r(f) and g ∈ Λ∗ with s(f) = r(g), (ef) g = e (fg).



ORDINAL GRAPHS AND THEIR C∗
-ALGEBRAS 18

Proof. First we verify L ((ef) g) = d (ef)+L (g) = d (e)+d (f)+L (g) = d (e)+L (fg) = L (e (fg)).
Now, let β < L ((ef) g) be given. If β ≤ d (e),

((ef) g) (β) = (ef)β = eβ = (e (fg)) (β)

If d (e) ≤ β ≤ d (ef) = d (e) + d (f), −d (e) + β ≤ d (f) and

((ef) g) (β) = (ef)β = ef−d(e)+β = e (fg) (−d (e) + β) = (e (fg)) (β)

Finally, if d (ef) ≤ β, then

((ef) g) (β) = (ef) g (−d (ef) + β) = (ef) g (−d(f)− d(e) + β)

= e (fg) (−d (e) + β) = (e (fg)) (β)

�

Lemma 5.7. If v ∈ Λ0 is α-regular and f ∈ Λ∞ with r(f) = v, then L (f) > ωα.

Proof. Since v is α-regular,
∣
∣vΛωα∣

∣ < ∞. Thus if L (f) ≤ ωα, we may define a function g :

[0, L (f)) → N where g (β) =
∣
∣f (β) Λωα∣

∣. Note that g is decreasing because if γ ≤ β,

f (β) Λωα

= f (γ) f (β)
γ
Λωα

⊆ f (γ)Λωα

Thus g is eventually constant. Select δ ∈ [0, L (f)) such that for β ≥ γ ≥ δ, g (β) = g (γ).
Since v is α source-regular, g (δ) 6= 0, so choose e ∈ f (δ) Λωα

. We claim f ≤ e. For β < δ,
we have f (β) = f (δ)β = eβ. Suppose β ≥ δ and f (β) 6= eβ. Then e ∈ f (δ) Λωα

\f (β) Λωα

, and

g (β) < g (δ). This contradicts the construction of δ, so indeed f (β) = eβ . Since f ≤ e and f ∈ Λ∞,
e = f , and L (f) = L (e) = d (e) + 1 = ωα + 1 > ωα. �

Theorem 5.8. If Λ is an ordinal graph and O (Λ) has generators {Te : e ∈ Λ}, then there is a
representation λ : O (Λ) → B

(
ℓ2 (Λ∞)

)
such that

λ (Te) ξf =

{

ξef s(e) = r(f)

0 otherwise

In particular, λ (Te) 6= 0 for all e ∈ Λ.

Proof. We will construct a family of operators V = {Ve : e ∈ Λ} satisfying the relations in Corol-
lary 4.18. Define Veξf by the formula above, i.e. Veξf = ξef if s(e) = r(f) and Veξf = 0 otherwise.
For f, g ∈ Λ∞,

〈Veξf , ξg〉 = 〈ξf , V
∗
e ξg〉 =

{

1 s(e) = r(f) and g = ef

0 otherwise

Thus we get the following formula for V ∗
e .

V ∗
e ξg =

{

ξf g = ef

0 g 6∈ eΛ∞

Now we will verify the relations in Corollary 4.18. For relation 1, we have V ∗
e Veξf = 0 if r(f) 6= s(e)

and V ∗
e Veξf = ξf if r(f) = s(e), so V ∗

e Ve = Vs(e). Relation 2 follows from Lemma 5.6. For relations
3 and 4, note that

VeV
∗
e ξg =

{

ξf g = eh for some h ∈ Λ∞

0 otherwise
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If f ∈ eΛ and g = fh for h ∈ Λ∞, then g = e
(
fd(e)h

)
by Lemma 5.6. Hence VeV

∗
e VfV

∗
f = VfV

∗
f ,

which implies relation 3. Finally, to verify relation 4 let v ∈ Λ0 be an α-regular vertex. By
Lemma 5.7, for every f ∈ Λ∞ with r (f) = v, there exists g ∈ vΛωα

such that f ∈ gΛ∞. Hence

Vv =
∑

g∈vΛωα

VgV
∗
g

Since {Ve : e ∈ Λ} satisfies the relations of Corollary 4.18, there exists a *-homomorphism λ :
O (Λ) → B

(
ℓ2 (Λ∞)

)
with λ (Te) = Ve. Then Proposition 5.3 shows that for every e ∈ Λ there is

f ∈ Λ∞ such that r (f) = s (e), and hence λ (Te) ξf = ξef 6= 0. �

Corollary 5.9. If Λ is an ordinal graph and O (Λ) is generated by {Te : e ∈ Λ}, then for every
α ∈ Ord, the map e 7→ Te is injective on Λα.

Proof. Let e, f ∈ Λα. If e = fg, then d (e) = d (f) + d (g). Subtracting d (e) from both sides, we
have d (g) = 0, hence g = s (f) and e = f . Thus if e 6= f , Lemma 3.13 implies eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅. By
Lemma 3.19, we obtain T ∗

e Tf = 0. Then Te 6= Tf , otherwise T ∗
e Tf = T ∗

e Te = Ts(e) 6= 0. �

6. Correspondences

In this section, we show that O (Λ) may be represented using C∗-correspondences in a manner
which generalizes the case for directed graphs. Instead of one correspondence, we construct infin-
itely many correspondences Xα over the algebras ρα+1

α (O (Λα)) defined in Proposition 3.23. The
correspondences are all related by Theorem 7.15; in particular, when Λ is well-behaved, each Xα+1

is a correspondence over the Cuntz-Pimsner algebra O (Xα).

Theorem 6.1. Let α ∈ Ord be fixed and Aα = ρα+1
α (O (Λα)) ⊆ O (Λα+1). Suppose O (Λα+1) is

generated by {Te : e ∈ Λα}. Define

Xα = span
{
TeT

∗
f ∈ O (Λα+1) : ω

α ≤ d (e) < ωα · 2, f ∈ Λα

}

For x, y ∈ Xα and a ∈ Aα, define

x · a = xa ∈ Xα

ϕα (a)x = a · x = ax ∈ Xα

〈x, y〉α = x∗y ∈ Aα

where ϕα : Aα → L (Xα). Then (Xα, ϕα) is a correspondence over Aα.

Proof. Fix α ∈ Ord. Define

B = span
{
TeT

∗
f : e, f ∈ Λα

}

Y = span
{
TeT

∗
f ∈ O (Λα+1) : ω

α ≤ d (e) < ωα · 2, f ∈ Λα

}

By Corollary 3.21, B = Aα, and we also have Y = Xα. First we show that Y is closed under the
right action of B. If x = TeT

∗
f for some ωα ≤ d (e) < ωα · 2 and f ∈ Λα, choose g, h ∈ Λ such

that d (g) = ωα and e = gh. Then x = TgThT
∗
f for h, f ∈ Λα. If a = TpT

∗
q for p, q ∈ Λα, then by

Lemma 3.19, x · a = TgThT
∗
f TpT

∗
q is either 0 or TgTrT

∗
s for some r, s ∈ Λα. Since B and Y are the

span of elements of these forms, it follows that Y is closed under the right action of B.
Next we will prove the function (x, y) 7→ x∗y = 〈x, y〉α with domain Y × Y maps into B. Let

x = TeT
∗
f and y ∈ TgT

∗
h with ωα ≤ min {d (e) , d (g)}, max {d (e) , d (g)} < ωα · 2, and f, h ∈ Λα.

Then
〈x, y〉α =

(
TeT

∗
f

)∗
TgT

∗
h = TfT

∗
e TgT

∗
h
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As Tf , T
∗
h ∈ B and B is a linear subspace, it suffices to show T ∗

e Tg ∈ B. By taking adjoints, we may
assume without loss of generality d (e) ≤ d (g). Then Lemma 3.19 implies that either T ∗

e Tg = 0, or
there exists p ∈ Λ such that g = ep and T ∗

e Tg = Tp. If g = ep, then ωα ≤ d (g) = d (e)+d (p) < ωα·2.
Subtracting ωα from both sides, we see −ωα + d (e)+ d (p) < −ωα+ωα · 2 = ωα, and in particular,
d (p) < ωα. Thus T ∗

e Tg = Tp ∈ B, as desired.
The operation 〈·, ·〉α is easily verified to be an inner product on Y . Moreover, the inner product

on Y induces a norm which agrees with the C*-norm, as the following calculation shows.

‖x‖Y = ‖〈x, x〉‖
1/2
O(Λα+1)

= ‖x∗x‖
1/2
O(Λα+1)

= ‖x‖O(Λα+1)

Additionally, the right action of B is continuous, hence extends to a right action of Aα on Xα which
agrees with right multiplication in O (Λα+1). Similarly, the B-valued inner product on Y extends
to an inner product on Xα valued in Aα.

All that is left is to verify that ϕα is a *-homomorphism into L (Xα). The following calculation
does this.

〈ϕα (a)x, y〉α = (ϕα (a)x)
∗
y = (ax)

∗
y

= x∗a∗y = x∗ (ϕα (a∗) y) = 〈x, ϕα (a∗) y〉α

�

Example 6.2. Consider Xα for α = 0. Then A0 = ρ10 (O (Λ0)), and O (Λ0) = c0 (Λ0). Since for
each v ∈ Λ0 we have Tv 6= 0, ρ10 is injective. In particular, A0 is isomorphic to c0 (Λ0). Moreover, if
e, f ∈ Λ and d (f) = 0, TeT

∗
f = TeTf ∈ {0, Te}. Thus X0 = span

{
Te : e ∈ Λ1

}
, and by Corollary 5.9

the elements of
{
Te : e ∈ Λ1

}
are distinct. In the above proof, we have Y = span

{
Te : e ∈ Λ1

}
is

isomorphic as an inner product c0 (Λ0)-module to cc
(
Λ1
)
, where for a ∈ c0 (Λ0) and x, y ∈ cc

(
Λ1
)
,

(x · a) (e) = x (e) a (s (e)) for e ∈ Λ1

〈x, y〉 (v) =
∑

e∈Λ1v

x (e)y (e) for v ∈ Λ0

Moreover, there is a left action φα : c0 (Λ0) → L
(
cc
(
Λ1
))

defined by

(φα (a)x) (e) = (a · x) (e) = a (r (e)) x (e) for e ∈ Λ1

which agrees with ϕα on Y . Thus by [6, Proposition 3.10], O (X0) ∼= O (Λ1).

Definition 6.3. Let πα : Aα → O (Λα+1) be the inclusion, which is a *-homomorphism. Define
ψα : Xα → O (Λα) to be the inclusion, which is an isometry.

By the definition of Xα, (ψα, πα) is a Toeplitz representation of Xα. Understanding the Katsura
ideal will be key to proving Theorem 7.15. We recall the definition below.

Definition 6.4 ([7, Definition 2.3]). The Katsura ideal Jα is defined as

Jα = JXα
= ϕ−1

α (K (Xα)) ∩ (kerϕα)
⊥

When Λ is a directed graph, the Katsura ideal J0 = c0
({
v ∈ Λ0 : 0 <

∣
∣r−1 (v)

∣
∣ <∞

})
is the ideal

generated by the vertex projections of 0 regular vertices. We would like know in general whether Jα
is generated by the vertex projections {Tv : v is α regular}. Unfortunately, this is more difficult to
determine for α > 0 since the algebras Aα are not necessarily commutative. The following result,
which will be important later, makes some progress towards answering this question.

Proposition 6.5. v ∈ Λ0 is α regular if and only if Tv ∈ Jα.
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Proof. Let {Te : e ∈ Λα+1} be the generators of O (Λα+1). Then Aα is generated by {Te : e ∈ Λα}.
Suppose Tv ∈ Jα and e ∈ Λα with r(e) = v such that s(e) is an α source. Then for f ∈ Λωα

,
TeTf = 0. Since Yα is the Bα-span of such Tf , Te ∈ kerϕα. However, TvTe = Te, which is non-zero

by Theorem 5.8. This contradicts Tv ∈ (kerϕα)
⊥

, so v is α source-regular.
To see that v is α row-finite, suppose vΛωα

is infinite. Then for each f ∈ vΛωα

, ϕα (Tv)Tf = Tf .
We will show that this contradicts the compactness of ϕα (Tv). Since ϕα (Tv) is compact, choose
m ∈ N and xn, yn ∈ Xα such that

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
ϕα (Tv)−

m∑

n=1

θxn,yn

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
<

1

2

For fixed x ∈ Xα, the map y 7→ θx,y is continuous in the operator norm topology, as shown by the
following estimate:

‖(θx,y − θx,y′) z‖ = ‖x · 〈y − y′, z〉‖ ≤ ‖x‖ ‖z‖ ‖y − y′‖

Since Yα = span
{

TeT
∗
f : ωα ≤ d(e) < ωα · 2, f ∈ Λα

}

is dense in Xα, for each n we may choose

y′n ∈ Yα such that‖yn − y′n‖ <
1

2m‖xn‖
. Then

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

m∑

n=1

(
θxn,yn

− θxn,y′

n

)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
<

m∑

n=1

‖xn‖

2m ‖xn‖
=

1

2

For g ∈ Λωα

,
〈

TeT
∗
f , Tg

〉

= TfT
∗
e Tg is non-zero only if eωα = g. Each y′n is a finite linear

combination of elements of the form TeT
∗
f , and in particular, there are only finitely many g ∈ Λωα

with 〈y′n, Tg〉 6= 0. Choose g ∈ vΛωα

such that θxn,y′

n
Tg = 0 for all 1 ≤ n ≤ m. Then

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
ϕα (Tv) Tg −

m∑

n=1

θxn,yn
Tg

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
Tg −

m∑

n=1

(
θxn,yn

− θxn,y′

n

)
Tg

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

≥ ‖Tg‖ −

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

m∑

n=1

(
θxn,yn

− θxn,y′

n

)
Tg

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
> 1−

1

2
=

1

2

This is a contradiction, hence v is α row-finite.
Suppose for the converse v is α regular. Then Tv =

∑

f∈vΛωα TfT
∗
f . If a ∈ kerϕα, this implies

aTv = a
∑

f∈vΛωα

TfT
∗
f =

∑

f∈vΛωα

aTfT
∗
f = 0

Therefore Tv ∈ (kerϕα)
⊥

. Moreover, for x ∈ Xα,

ϕα (Tv)x = Tvx =
∑

f∈vΛωα

TfT
∗
f x =

∑

f∈vΛωα

Tf · 〈Tf , x〉 =
∑

f∈vΛωα

θTf ,Tf
x

From this we see ϕα (Tv) =
∑

f∈vΛωα θTf ,Tf
, and Tv ∈ (kerϕα)

⊥ ∩ ϕ−1
α (K (Xα)) = Jα. �

7. Cuntz-Krieger Uniqueness

Our next goal is to identify conditions under which a *-homomorphism π : O (Λ) → C is injective.
Our strategy is to induct on α and prove π restricted to the algebras generated by {Te : e ∈ Λα}
is injective. At each step of the induction we will apply [4, Theorem 3.9]. First we review the
definition of a non-returning vector for a correspondence.
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Definition 7.1 ([4, Definition 3.1]). If X is a C∗-correspondence over A and (ψX , πA) : (X,A) →
O (X) is the universal covariant representation, then ζ ∈ X⊗m is non-returning if for all 1 ≤ n < m
and ξ ∈ X⊗n,

ψ⊗m
X (ζ)∗ ψ⊗n

X (ξ)ψ⊗m
X (ζ) = 0

Definition 7.2 (cf. [9, Lemma 3.7]). For α ∈ Ord and n < ω, e ∈ Λωα·n is non-returning if for all
f ∈ Λ with ωα ≤ d(f) < ωα · n and β < ωα, feβ 6∈ eΛ.

In Lemma 7.9 we will show every non-returning path of Λωα·m is associated with a non-returning
vector in X⊗m

α .

Definition 7.3 ([4, Condition (S)]). A C∗-correspondence X over A satisfies condition (S) if for
all a ∈ A with a ≥ 0, all n ∈ N, and all ε > 0 there is m > n and non-returning ζ ∈ X⊗m with
‖ζ‖ = 1 such that

‖〈ζ, aζ〉‖ > ‖a‖ − ε

Returning to the context of ordinal graphs, for α ∈ Ord, let (µα, ηα) : (Xα,Aα) → O (Xα) be the
universal covariant representation. For the rest of the section, let {Te : e ∈ Λα+1} be the generators
for O (Λα+1) and {Se : e ∈ Λα} be the generators for O (Λα).

Definition 7.4. For e ∈ Λ with ωα · n ≤ d (e) < ωα · (n+ 1), define χe ∈ X⊗n
α so that

χe = Tf1 ⊗ Tf2 ⊗ . . .⊗ TfnTg

where d (fk) = ωα, d (g) < ωα, and e = f1f2 . . . fng.

By Lemma 4.19, the representation of e as f1f2 . . . fng exists and is unique, hence χe is well-
defined.

Proposition 7.5. The family {µ⊗n
α (χe) : n ∈ N, e ∈ Λ, ωα · n ≤ d(e) < ωα · (n+ 1)} is a Cuntz-

Krieger Λα+1-family.

Proof. We will show that there are operators satisfiying the relations of Proposition 4.20. For

e ∈ Λ0 ∪ Λωβ

with β < α, let Ue = ηα (Te), and if e ∈ Λωα

, define Ue = µα (χe). Relations 1

through 4 hold for the generators
{

Ue : e ∈ Λ0 ∪ Λωβ

, β < α
}

since ηα is a *-homomorphism. Thus

it sufficies to check the relations for Ue with e ∈ Λωα

. Relation 1 follows because

U∗
eUe = µα (χe)

∗
µα (χe) = ηα (〈χe, χe〉) = ηα (T ∗

e Te) = ηα
(
Ts(e)

)
= Us(e)

For relation 2, suppose f ∈ Λ0 ∪ Λωβ

for β < α. Then if s(f) = r(e),

UfUe = ηα (Tf )µα (χe) = µα (ϕα (Tf )χe) = µα (χfe) = Ufe

There are 2 cases for relation 3. First we suppose that f ∈ Λ0 ∪ Λωβ

, β < α, and eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅, in
which case

U∗
fUe = ηα

(
T ∗
f

)
µα (χe) = µα (ϕα (T ∗

e )χe) = µα (0) = 0

For the other case, suppose f ∈ Λωα

and eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅. Then

U∗
fUe = µα (χf )

∗
µα (χe) = ηα (〈χf , χe〉) = ηα

(
T ∗
f Te

)
= ηα (0) = 0
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Finally, relation 4 follows from covariance of (µα, ηα). In particular by Proposition 6.5, if v is α
regular, Tv ∈ Jα. Then by covariance,

ηα (Tv) = Uv = (µα, ηα)
(1)

(ϕα (Tv)) = (µα, ηα)
(1)




∑

f∈vΛωα

θχf ,χf





=
∑

f∈vΛωα

(µα, ηα)
(1) (

θχf ,χf

)
=

∑

f∈vΛωα

µα (χf )µα (χf )
∗
=

∑

f∈vΛωα

UfU
∗
f

�

Definition 7.6. Let jα : O (Λα+1) → O (Xα) be the surjective *-homomorphism induced by the
universal property of O (Λα+1).

Note then that for e ∈ Λωα

, jα (Te) = µα (χe), and for e ∈ Λα, jα (Te) = ηα (Te).

Corollary 7.7. If n,m ∈ N with ωα · n ≤ d(e) < ωα · (n + 1) and ωα ·m ≤ d(f) < ωα · (m + 1),
then

µ⊗n
Yα

(χe)
∗
µ⊗m
Yα

(χf ) =







µ
⊗(m−n)
α (χg) f = eg

µ
⊗(n−m)
α (χg)

∗
e = fg

0 eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅

Proof. Fix n,m ∈ N with ωα · n ≤ d(e) < ωα · (n + 1) and ωα · m ≤ d(f) < ωα · (m + 1). By
Lemma 3.19,

jα (T ∗
e Tf) = jα (Te)

∗
jα (Tf ) = µ⊗n

α (χe)
∗
µ⊗m
α (χf )

=







jα (Tg) f = eg

jα (Tg)
∗

e = fg

0 eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅

=







µ
⊗(m−n)
α (χg) f = eg

µ
⊗(n−m)
α (χg)

∗
e = fg

0 eΛ ∩ fΛ = ∅

�

Lemma 7.8. Let (X,ϕ) be a C∗-correspondence over A with universal covariant representation
(ψX , πA) : (X,A) → O (X). If ζ ∈ X⊗m is non-returning, then for all 1 ≤ n < m, ξ ∈ X⊗n, and
a, a′, b, b′ ∈ A,

ψ⊗m
X (ϕm (a) ζb)

∗
ψ⊗n
X (ξ)ψ⊗m

X (ϕm (a′) ζb′) = 0

Proof. Let 1 ≤ n < m and ξ ∈ X⊗n be given. Then since ϕn (a∗) ξa′ ∈ X⊗n,

ψ⊗m
X (ϕm(a)ζb)∗ ψ⊗n

X (ξ)ψ⊗m
X (ϕm(a′)ζb′)

=πA (b)
∗
ψ⊗m
X (ζ)

∗
πA (a)

∗
ψ⊗n
X (ξ)πA (a′)ψ⊗m

X (ζ) πA (b′)

=πA (b)
∗
ψ⊗m
X (ζ)

∗
ψ⊗n
X (ϕn (a∗) ξa′)ψ⊗m

X (ζ)πA (b′)

=πA (b)
∗
0πA (b′) = 0

�

Lemma 7.9. If e ∈ Λωα·m is non-returning, then χe ∈ X⊗m
α is non-returning.
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Proof. Let 1 ≤ n < m be given. Since X⊗n
α is generated by

{
χf · T ∗

g : g ∈ Λα, f ∈ Λ, ωα · n ≤ d(f) < ωα · (n+ 1)
}

it suffices to check µ⊗m
α (χe)

∗
µ⊗n
α

(
χf · T ∗

g

)
µ⊗m
α (χe) = 0. If

µ⊗n
α

(
χf · T ∗

g

)
µ⊗m
α (χe) = µ⊗n

α (χf )µ
⊗m
α

(
ϕα

(
T ∗
g

)
χe

)
6= 0

then e ∈ gΛ, s(f) = r
(
ed(g)

)
, and

µ⊗n
α (χf )µ

⊗m
α (χed(g)) = µ⊗(n+m)

α

(
χfed(g)

)

Since e is non-returning, fed(g) 6∈ eΛ. Thus by Corollary 7.7,

µ⊗m
α (χe)

∗
µ⊗n
α

(
χf · T ∗

g

)
µ⊗m
α (χe) = µ⊗m

α (χe)
∗
µ⊗(n+m)
α

(
χfed(g)

)
= 0

�

Lemma 7.10. Let (X,ϕ) be a correspondence over a C∗-algebra A. If ζ ∈ X⊗m is non-returning,
then

K = span {ϕ (a) ζ · b : a, b ∈ A}

is a closed Hilbert submodule of X⊗m, and each η ∈ K is non-returning.

Proof. Let (ψ, π) : (X,ϕ) → O (X) be the universal covariant representation of X . Define Y =
span {ϕ (a) ζ · b : a, b ∈ A}. Then Y is closed under the right action of A, hence Y is a submodule of
X . Since the right action is continuous, Y = K is a closed Hilbert submodule of X . For 1 ≤ n < m
and ξ ∈ X⊗n, the function

ν 7→ ψ⊗m (ν)
∗
ψ⊗n (ξ)ψ⊗m (ν)

is continuous. Thus the set of non-returning vectors in X⊗m is closed, and it suffices to show that
every vector in Y is non-returning. Let κ ∈ Y be arbitrary, and choose ak, bk ∈ A with

κ =

r∑

k=1

ϕ (ak) ζ · bk

Since we wish to show κ is non-returning, let 1 ≤ n < m and ξ ∈ X⊗n be given. Then

ψ⊗m (κ)∗ ψ⊗n (ξ)ψ⊗m (κ) =

r∑

j,k=1

ψ⊗m (ϕ (aj) ζ · bj)
∗ ψ⊗n (ξ)ψ⊗m (ϕ (ak) ζ · bk)

By Lemma 7.8, this is 0, and κ is non-returning. �

We are now in the position to prove a version of the Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem for ordinal
graphs. To do so, we introduce what we call condition (S) for ordinal graphs, which represents the
circumstance in which each correspondence Xα satisfies condition (S).

Definition 7.11. A path e ∈ Λ is α-full if e ∈ Λ\Λα and for every v ∈ Λ0 in the same connected
component of Λα as r (e), there exists β < ωα and f ∈ Λα such that s (f) = r

(
eβ
)

and r (f) = v.

Remark 7.12. Since the connected componenets of Λ0 are the vertices, every path e ∈ Λ\Λ0 is
0-full. In particular, all edges in a directed graph are 0-full.

Definition 7.13. An ordinal graph Λ satisfies condition (S) if for every α ∈ Ord such that Λωα

6= ∅,
every connected component F of Λα, and every n ∈ N there exists non-returning, α-full f ∈ Λ with
r (f) ∈ F and ωα · n ≤ d (f) < ωα+1.
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Remark 7.14. If Λ satisfies condition (S) and Λωα

6= ∅, then for each v ∈ Λ0 there exists f ∈ Λα,
α-full e ∈ Λ, and β < ωα such that s (f) = r

(
eβ
)

and r (f) = v. Then r
(
feβ

)
= v and d

(
feβ

)
=

d (f)− β + d (e) ≥ ωα. Thus Λ has no α-sources.

Theorem 7.15 (Cuntz-Krieger Uniqueness Theorem for Ordinal Graphs). If Λ is an ordinal graph
with no 1-regular vertices which satisfies condition (S) and Λωα

6= ∅, then

(1) Jα = 0 if α ≥ 1.
(2) O (Xα) ∼= O (Λα+1).
(3) Xα satisfies condition (S).
(4) If π : O (Λα+1) → C is a *-homomorphism into a C∗-algebra C such that for every v ∈ Λ0,

π (Tv) 6= 0, then π is injective.

In particular, if Λ satisfies condition (S) and has no 1-regular vertices, then a *-homomorphism
π : O (Λ) → C is injective iff π (Tv) 6= 0 for all v ∈ Λ0.

Proof. The proof is by transfinite induction. Let α with Λωα

be fixed, {Se : e ∈ Λα} be the genera-
tors of O (Λα), and {Te : e ∈ Λα+1} be the generators of O (Λα+1). Suppose we have Cuntz-Krieger
uniqueness for α, or more specifically, that for every ordinal graph Γ with O (Γα) generated by
{We : e ∈ Γα} and every *-homomorphism π : O (Γα) → C with π (Wv) 6= 0 for all v ∈ Γ0, π
is injective. In particular, we have Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness for Λα. Note that when α = 0,
O (Λα) ∼= c0 (Λ0) has Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness, and this is the base case. First we will prove state-
ments 1, 2, and 3 in the theorem, and then prove that O (Λα+1) has the Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness
property. Afterwards, we will prove that O (Λβ) has Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness when β is a limit
ordinal, which will complete the proof.

To see 1, suppose α ≥ 1. Note that Λ has no 1-regular vertices, so by Proposition 6.5 and

Proposition 4.6, Tv 6∈ Jα for every v ∈ Λ0. Let I =
(
ρα+1
α

)−1
(Jα) ⊳ O (Λα), and q : O (Λα) →

O (Λα) /I be the quotient map. Since ρα+1
α (Sv) = Tv, Sv 6∈ I for all v ∈ Λ0. Then q (Sv) 6= 0

for all v ∈ Λ0, and by hypothesis, q is injective. Therefore I = 0, and since Jα ⊆ ρα+1
α (O (Λα)),

Jα = ρα+1
α (I) = 0.

For statement 2, we handle the cases when α = 0 and α ≥ 1 separately. If α = 0, then Λα+1 = Λ1

is a directed graph, and as in Example 6.2, [6, Proposition 3.10] implies O (X0) ∼= O (Λ1). If α ≥ 1,
then Jα = 0. Since (ψα, πα) is a Toeplitz representation of Xα, this implies (ψα, πα) is Cuntz-
Pimsner covariant. Covariance then induces a *-homomorphism ψα × πα : O (Xα) → O (Λα+1).
We claim ψα × πα is an inverse for jα. Proving this is simple since we may check the composition
on generators. For e ∈ Λωα

,

(ψα × πα ◦ jα) (Te) = (ψα × πα) (µα (χe)) = ψα (χe) = Te

Likewise for e ∈ Λα,

(ψα × πα ◦ jα) (Te) = (ψα × πα) (ηα (Te)) = πα (Te) = Te

Thus ψα × πα ◦ jα = id, and jα is injective. Since O (Xα) is generated by elements of the form
µα (χe) and ηα (Te), jα is also surjective. Hence jα is an isomorphism.

For statement 3, let F be the set of all connected components of Λα. Note that ρα+1
α (Sv) =

Tv 6= 0 for v ∈ Λ0, so ρα+1
α is injective. Then by Proposition 3.25,

Aα = ρα+1
α (O (Λα)) ∼=

⊕

F∈F

ρα+1
α (O (F ))
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Note that the operation above is the c0 direct sum. For a ∈ Aα with a ≥ 0, n ∈ N, and ε > 0 we
wish to show there exists m ≥ n and non-returning ξ ∈ X⊗m

α such that ‖ξ‖ = 1 and

‖〈ξ, ϕα (a) ξ〉α‖ > ‖a‖ − ε

We begin by letting a ∈ Aα, a ≥ 0, n ∈ N, and ε > 0 be given. By the isomorphism above, choose
F ∈ F such that ‖a‖ = ‖pF (a)‖, where pF : Aα → ρα+1

α (O (F )) projects onto the F -component
of the direct sum. Since Λα+1 satisfies condition (S), there exists m ≥ n and non-returning, α-full
f ∈ Λα+1 such that r (f) ∈ F and ωα ·m ≤ d (f) < ωα · (m+ 1). Then by Lemma 7.9, χf ∈ X⊗m

α

is non-returning. Applying Lemma 7.10, we obtain the following closed Hilbert submodule K of
X⊗m

α consisting only of non-returning vectors.

K = span {ϕα (a)χf · b : a, b ∈ Aα}

Since K is closed under the left action ϕα, ϕα restricts to a *-homomorphism τ : ρα+1
α (O (F )) →

L (K). Here we apply the α-fullness of f to show that for each w ∈ Λ0 ∩ F ,
(
τ ◦ ρα+1

α

)
(Sw) =

τ (Tw) 6= 0. For w ∈ Λ0 ∩ F , select γ < ωα and e ∈ F such that r (fγ) = s (e) and r (e) = w. Then

ϕα

(

TeT
∗
fγ

)

χf ∈ K is non-returning, and

τ (Tw)
(

ϕα

(

TeT
∗
fγ

)

χf

)

= τ (Tw) (χefγ ) = χefγ

Moreover, χefγ 6= 0 because
(
µ⊗m
α ◦ j−1

α

)
(χefγ ) = Tefγ 6= 0

In particular, τ (Tw) 6= 0.
Since F satisfies condition (S), the induction hypothesis implies τ is injective, and in particular

isometric. Choose b ∈ Aα such that a = b∗b. Then

‖b‖ = ‖a‖1/2 = ‖pF (a)‖1/2 = ‖pF (b)‖ = ‖(τ ◦ pF ) (b)‖

Using continuity of t 7→ t2, we choose δ > 0 such that (‖b‖ − δ)2 > ‖b‖2 − ε = ‖a‖ − ε. Then we
choose ξ ∈ K such that ‖ξ‖ = 1 and ‖(τ ◦ pF ) (b) ξ‖ > ‖b‖ − δ. This implies

‖〈ξ, ϕα (a) ξ〉α‖ = ‖〈ϕα (b) ξ, ϕα (b) ξ〉α‖

= ‖ϕα (b) ξ‖2

= ‖(τ ◦ pF ) (b) ξ‖
2

> (‖b‖ − δ)2

> ‖a‖ − ε

Thus Xα satisfies condition (S).
Now we prove that O (Λα+1) ∼= O (Xα) has Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness. Let π : O (Λα+1) → C be a

*-homomorphism into a C∗-algebra C such that π (Tv) 6= 0 for all v ∈ Λ0. Then
(
π ◦ ρα+1

α

)
(Sv) 6= 0

for each v ∈ Λ0. Since O (Λα) has Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness by assumption, π ◦ ρα+1
α is injective,

and in particular, π|Aα
is injective. Because ψα × πα : O (Xα) → O (Λα+1) is an isomorphism,

(π ◦ ψα × πα)|ηα(Aα) is injective. Applying [4, Theorem 3.9], we see π is injective.

Finally, we must show that if β is a limit ordinal and for all γ < β, O (Λγ) has Cuntz-Krieger
uniqueness, then O (Λβ) has Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness. Let {Ve : e ∈ Λ} be the generators of O (Λβ)
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and π : O (Λβ) → C be a *-homomorphism with π (Vv) 6= 0 for all v ∈ Λ0. By Proposition 3.23, we
have the following

O (Λβ) =
⋃

γ<β

ρβγ (O (Λγ))

For γ < β, π ◦ ρβγ is injective, hence kerπ ∩ ρβγ (O (Λγ)) = 0. By [1, II.8.2.4], we get kerπ = 0, and
π is injective. �

8. Condition (S)

Given an arbitrary ordinal graph Λ, it’s not clear how to verify condition (S) in Definition 7.13.
Our final goal is to derive a sufficient condition for condition (S) given an ordinal graph which
satsifies condition (V) defined below. We prove that it suffices to check a class of directed graphs
{Fα : α ∈ Ord}. Throughout this section, let Λ be a fixed ordinal graph. Recall that eα and eα

defined in Definition 3.9 are the unique paths for which d (eα) = α and e = eαe
α.

Definition 8.1. Λ satisfies condition (V) if for every α ∈ Ord and e ∈ Λωα

, e is α-full.

Remark 8.2. Since every path in Λω0

= Λ1 is 0-full, every directed graph satisfies condition (V).

Definition 8.3. For α ∈ Ord and f, g ∈ Λωα

, let f ∼=α g if and only if there exist β, γ < ωα such
that fβ = gγ .

Clearly the relation ∼=α is symmetric. It is also reflexive since we may choose β = γ = 0.
Additionally, if f, g, h ∈ Λωα

with f ∼=α g and g ∼=α h, choose β, γ, δ, ǫ < ωα such that fβ = gγ and
gδ = hǫ. Then without loss of generality, assume γ ≤ δ, in which case

fβ−γ+δ =
(
fβ
)−γ+δ

= (gγ)−γ+δ = gγ−γ+δ = gδ = hǫ

Hence f ∼=α h. Thus ∼=α is an equivalence relation.
Recall that for each ordinal graph Γ we have an equivalence relation ∼ from Definition 3.24 such

that for e, f ∈ Γ, e ∼ f if and only if e and f belong to the same connected component of Γ. In
particular, we have one such relation ∼α for each α ∈ Ord by setting Γ = Λα.

Definition 8.4. For α ∈ Ord, define a directed graph Fα =
(
F0

α,F
1
α, rα, sα

)
with vertices F0

α =

Λα/ ∼α and edges F1
α = Λωα

/ ∼=α. Define the range and source maps by

rα
(
[e]∼=α

)
= [r (e)]∼α

sα
(
[e]∼=α

)
= [s (e)]∼α

If β, γ < ωα with eβ = fγ , then s (e) = s
(
eβ
)
= s (fγ) = s (f). Thus the source map sα

of Fα is well-defined. It remains to see the range map is well-defined. Suppose eβ = fγ . Then
d (eβ) = β < ωα, so s (eβ) = r

(
eβ
)
∼α r (eβ) = r (e). For the same reason, r (fγ) ∼α r (f). Since

r
(
eβ
)
= r (fγ), we see r (e) ∼α r (f). Thus the range map rα is well-defined.

We analyze Λ in terms of entries of cycles in the directed graphs Fα. We use the definitions of
cycle and entry from [9], which we record below.

Definition 8.5 ([9, pg. 16]). If E =
(
E0, E1, rE , sE

)
is a directed graph, a cycle is a path

µ = µ1µ2 . . . µn with n ≥ 1, µk ∈ E1, sE (µn) = rE (µ1) and sE (µj) 6= sE (µk) for j 6= k. An entry
to a cycle µ in E is an edge e ∈ E1 such that there is j with rE (µj) = rE (e) and µj 6= e.
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Definition 8.6 ([9, Lemma 3.7]). If E is a directed graph and e = e1e2 . . . en is a path in E with
ej ∈ E1, then e is non-returning if ej 6= en for j < n.

Note that this definition of non-returning is slightly different than the definition of a non-
returning path in an ordinal graph from Definition 7.2. In the following proof, we apply the
above definition for the directed graphs Fα, since it is more convenient, and use Definition 7.2 for
ordinal graphs. Raeburn proves in [9, Lemma 3.7] that if every cycle of a directed graph has an
entry, then for every n ∈ N and v ∈ E0 there exists a non-returning path e with r (e) = v whose
length is at least n. We use this in the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 8.7. Suppose Λ satisfies condition (V) and for some α ∈ Ord, Λα satisfies condition
(S). If every cycle in Fα has an entry, then Λα+1 satisfies condition (S).

Proof. We must show for every v ∈ Λ0 and n ∈ Ord with n < ω, there exists k with ω > k ≥ n and
u ∈ Λωα·k such that r (u) = v and u is non-returning. Since every cycle of Fα has an entry, choose
k ≥ n and a non-returning path z = f1f2f3 . . . fk in Fα with rα (z) = [v]∼α

and fj ∈ F1
α. For each

1 ≤ j ≤ k, choose gj ∈ Λωα

such that [gj ]∼=α
= fj . Then [r (g1)]∼α

= rα (fj) = rα (z) = [v]∼α
,

hence r (g1) ∼α v. Since Λ satisfies condition (V), there exists β1 < ωα and h1 ∈ Λα such that

s (h1) = r
(

gβ1

1

)

and r (h1) = v. Similarly, r (g2) ∼α s (g1), so we may choose β2 < ωα and h2 ∈ Λα

such that s (h2) = r
(

gβ2

2

)

and r (h2) = s (g1). Repeat this process for 2 < j ≤ k to construct hj

and βj < ωα such that s (hj) = r
(

g
βj

j

)

and r (hj) = s (gj−1). For each j define pj = hjg
βj

j .

Since p
d(hj)
j =

(

hjg
βj

j

)d(hj)

= g
βj

j , [pj ]∼=α
= fj . For j < k, s (pj) = s (gj) = r (hj+1). Hence we

may define u = p1p2 . . . pk. Then r (u) = r (p1) = v, and because d (hj) < ωα and βj < ωα,

d (pj) = d (hj) + d
(

g
βj

j

)

= d (hj)− βj + d (gj) = d (hj)− βj + ωα = ωα

Thus d (u) = ωα · k. We claim u is non-returning in the sense of Definition 7.2. Towards a
contradiction, suppose u is not non-returning. Then there exists e ∈ Λ with ωα ≤ d (e) < ωα · k
and β < ωα such that euβ ∈ uΛ. Let q ∈ Λ with euβ = uq. Choose m < k such that ωα ·m ≤
d (e) < ωα · (m+ 1) and γ < ωα with d (e) = ωα ·m+ γ. Choose x1, x2, . . . , xm ∈ Λωα

and t ∈ Λα

such that e = x1x2 . . . xmt. Then uβ = (p1)
β
p2 . . . pk, hence

x1x2 . . . xmt (p1)
β
p2 . . . pk = p1p2 . . . pkq

Now we split into two cases. In the first case, we have k = m+ 1. Then by unique factorization,

t (p1)
β p2 . . . pk = pkq

Then d
(

t (p1)
β
)

= d (t)− β + d (p1) = d (t)− β + ωα = ωα. Thus

(pkq)ωα = pk = t (p1)
β

Therefore (pk)
d(t)

= (p1)
β
, and [pk]∼=α

= fk = [p1]∼=α
= f1. Since z is a non-returning path in

Fα, this is a contradiction. For the other case, suppose k > m+ 1. Similarly, unique factorization
implies

pk−mpk−m+1 . . . pk = pkq

Thus pk−m = pk and fk−m = fk, again contradicting the fact that z is non-returning. �
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Remark 8.8. If β is a limit ordinal and Λα satisfies condition (S) for every α < β, then Λβ satisfies
condition (S). Thus Theorem 8.7 tells us that to verify Λ satisfies condition (S), it suffices to check
Λ satisfies condition (V) and for every α ∈ Ord, every cycle of Fα has an entry.

Example 8.9. Consider the ordinal graph in Fig. 8.1 generated by one vertex, two paths of length
1, and two paths of length ω. O (Λ) is the C∗-algebra generated by two isometries Te, Tf with
TeT

∗
e + TfT

∗
f = Tv = 1 and two isometries Tg, Th with TeTg = Tg and TfTh = Th. Then F0 and

F1 each are directed graphs with one vertex and two edges. Λ satisfies condition (V) since it has
only one vertex, and every cycle in F0 and F1 has an entry. Therefore Λ satisfies condition (S).
Because Λ has no 1-sources and no 1-regular vertices, Theorem 7.15 implies O (Λ) has Cuntz-Krieger
uniqueness. If π : O (Λ) → C is a *-homomorphism, then either π is injective or Tv ∈ kerπ. But Tv
is a unit for O (Λ), so in this case kerπ = O (Λ). Thus O (Λ) is simple.

v
e f

g : eee . . .
g = eg

h : fff . . .
h = fh

Figure 8.1. The ordinal graph Λ in Example 8.9

We would like to end with a more complicated example. The previous examples of ordinal graphs
all have path lengths which are bounded by ω2. Now we introduce an example of an ordinal graph
whose path lengths are bounded by ωω.

Example 8.10. Consider the directed graph in Fig. 8.2. We wish to construct an ordinal graph
Λ in which for every α ∈ N, the connected components of Fα are isomorphic to this graph. We
consider an inductive construction, starting with Γ1 = F0 as this directed graph. Then to get
Γ2, we duplicate the previous directed graph to get both vertices of F1. We then add a path of
length ω for each edge in F1. Duplicating this ordinal graph again gives us both vertices of F2,
and adding paths of length ω2 gives us each edge in F2. Regarding at each step Γk as a subgraph
of the ordinal graph Γk+1 and taking the union ∪k∈NΓk, we obtain an ordinal graph Λ whose path
lengths are bounded by ωω. Of course, this construction is neither complete nor formal, as we have
not specified how these paths factor. Below we formally define one choice for Λ using generators
and relations.

Define X =
{

x ∈ {0, 1}N : x−1 (1) is finite
}

. For x ∈ X , define 0x ∈ X and 1x ∈ X by

(0x) (n) =

{

x (n− 1) n ≥ 1

0 n = 0

(1x) (n) =

{

x (n− 1) n ≥ 1

1 n = 0

Let Λ be the category generated by {vx, eαx , f
α
x , g

α
x , h

α
x : x ∈ X,α ∈ N} with the following relations:
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(1) v0x = s
(
e0x
)
= r

(
e0x
)
= s

(
g0x
)
= r

(
h0x
)

(2) v1x = s
(
f0
x

)
= r

(
f0
x

)
= r

(
g0x
)
= s

(
h0x
)

(3) s
(
eα+1
x

)
= s (eα0x)

(4) s
(
fα+1
x

)
= s (fα

1x)

(5) s
(
gα+1
x

)
= s (gα0x)

(6) s
(
hα+1
x

)
= s (hα1x)

(7) eα0xe
α+1
x = eα+1

x

(8) fα
1xf

α+1
x = fα+1

x

(9) gα1xh
α
1xg

α+1
x = gα+1

x

(10) hα0xg
α
0xh

α+1
x = hα+1

x

There is a length functor d : Λ → Ord defined by

d (vx) = 0

d (eαx) = d (fα
x ) = d (gαx ) = d (hαx ) = ωα

This makes Λ an ordinal graph. Indeed, for each α ∈ N the (infinitely many) connected components
of Fα are isomorphic to the graph in Fig. 8.2. Λ satisfies condition (V), so by Theorem 8.7, Λ satisfies
condition (S).

e f

g

h

Figure 8.2. A connected component of Fα for Λ defined in Example 8.10
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