
ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

21
03

1v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

R
A

] 
 2

6 
M

ar
 2

02
5

A LOCAL TREATMENT OF FINITE ALIGNMENT AND

PATH GROUPOIDS OF NONFINITELY ALIGNED HIGHER-RANK GRAPHS

MALCOLM JONES

Abstract. We give a local treatment of finite alignment by identifying the finitely aligned part of
any (not necessarily finitely aligned) higher-rank graph. We show the finitely aligned part is itself a
constellation and forms a finitely aligned relative category of paths together with the original higher-
rank graph. We show that the elements of the finitely aligned part are precisely those whose cylinder
sets are compact, which allows us to give novel definitions of locally compact path and boundary-path
spaces for nonfinitely aligned higher-rank graphs. We extend a semigroup action and the associated
semidirect product groupoid developed by Renault and Williams to define ample Hausdorff path and
boundary-path groupoids. The groupoids are amenable for nonfinitely aligned k-graphs by a result
of Renault and Williams. In the finitely aligned case, the path groupoids coincide with Spielberg’s
groupoids, and the boundary-path groupoid has an inverse semigroup model via a result of Ortega and
Pardo.

1. Introduction

Higher-rank graphs are a generalisation of directed graphs introduced in [KP00] as k-graphs and

further generalised in [BSV13] to P -graphs whereby relations can be imposed on edges. There is

an extensive literature stemming from [KPRR97] that associates path spaces and path groupoids to

P -graphs and even more general combinatorial data [Spi20]. This has been extremely beneficial in

the study of C*-algebras [KPRR97], Leavitt path algebras [AA05] and has implications for point-set

topology [PW05] and higher-dimensional Thompson groups [Bri04; LSV24].

In the above settings, the path space needs to be locally compact, but not all higher-rank graphs

have a locally compact path space (see Example 3.4 from [Yee07, Example 3.7]). However, the path

space of any finitely aligned higher-rank graph is locally compact [FMY05, Proposition 5.7]. The finite

alignment condition was first identified in [RS05] (in the context of product systems of graphs). When

studying the C*-algebras of k-graphs, finite alignment has been called the “natural boundary of the

subject” [FMY05]. More recently, there is growing interest in nonfinitely aligned examples. Spielberg

associated ample (not necessarily Hausdorff) groupoids to each (not necessarily finitely aligned) left

cancellative small category in [Spi20], including all higher-rank graphs. In [NS23], Neshveyev and

Schwartz gave an example of a nonfinitely aligned left cancellative monoid whose reduced C*-algebra

cannot be realised by Spielberg’s groupoids. Thus, there is more to understand about groupoids

associated to nonfinitely aligned data, and this is the focus of this work.

Path groupoids are well-understood for finitely aligned higher-rank graphs, so we desire a path

groupoid for general higher-rank graphs in order to see which results from the finitely aligned case

can be generalised. Given a general higher-rank graph Λ, the unit space X(Λ) of Spielberg’s groupoid

from [Spi20] is the spectrum of a certain commutative C*-algebra associated to Λ. The elements of

X(Λ) identify with paths if Λ is finitely aligned [Spi20, Theorem 6.8], but not otherwise. In this sense,

Spielberg’s groupoids are not path groupoids.
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2 M. JONES

In this paper, we associate locally compact path spaces and ample Hausdorff path groupoids to any

higher-rank graph that is finitely aligned somewhere in a certain sense. After establishing preliminaries

in Section 2, our first contribution is a local treatment of finite alignment in Section 3. Specifically,

given a higher-rank graph Λ and λ ∈ Λ, we define what it means for Λ to be finitely aligned at λ

(Definition 3.1). The set FA(Λ) := {λ ∈ Λ | Λ is finitely aligned at λ} enjoys a number of properties

related to the category structure on the higher-rank graph Λ (Lemma 3.5). Though FA(Λ) can fail

to be a higher-rank graph (Section 3.5), FA(Λ) is a constellation (Proposition 3.6) in the sense of

[GH10], which is a sort of “one-sided category”. Also, by adjoining some units to FA(Λ), we attain

a finitely aligned relative category of paths (Proposition 3.7) in the sense of [Spi14], even if Λ is not

finitely aligned. In Section 6.2, we show that Spielberg’s groupoid of this relative category of paths

does not coincide with the path groupoid we construct in Section 5. In Example 3.3, we show there

are higher-rank graphs that are finitely aligned nowhere in the sense that FA(Λ) = ∅. Our methods

do not apply to such Λ, so we restrict our attention throughout the paper to higher-rank graphs that

are finitely aligned somewhere, i.e. Λ such that FA(Λ) 6= ∅. In Section 6.2, we consider the extreme

case of higher-rank graphs that are finitely aligned everywhere, i.e. FA(Λ) = Λ, which is equivalent to

saying Λ is finitely aligned in the usual sense (for example, [Spi12, Page 729]).

In Section 4, we recall the space F(Λ) of filters in Λ from [BSV13], which is a suitable locally

compact path space when Λ is finitely aligned, but can fail to be locally compact if Λ is not finitely

aligned [Yee07, Example 3.7]. Our contribution in this section is a new definition of locally compact

path and boundary-path spaces, FFA(Λ) and ∂Λ, whenever FA(Λ) 6= ∅ (Theorem 4.9). Our path space

FFA(Λ) is an open subspace of F(Λ). Theorem 4.9 (among other results in this paper) depends on

Lemma 4.8, which says λ ∈ FA(Λ) if and only if the cylinder set of λ in F(Λ) is compact.

In Section 5, we construct a semigroup action on the path space like in [RW17] (Theorem 5.14), and

we define the path and boundary-path groupoids to be the associated semidirect product groupoids

from [RW17], which are ample Hausdorff groupoids (Theorem 5.18). By an amenability result from

[RW17], the path and boundary-path groupoids are amenable for any k-graph (Corollary 5.20).

In Section 6, we show our path and boundary-path groupoids are topologically isomorphic to Spiel-

berg’s groupoids from [Spi14] in the finitely aligned case (Theorem 6.6); consequently, our boundary-

path groupoid is topologically isomorphic to Exel’s tight groupoid of a certain inverse semigroup from

[OP20] (Corollary 6.8).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Topology on the power set of a set. Let Λ be a countable set. We describe a topology on

the power set P(Λ) that is a special case of the pointwise topology on function spaces, where P(Λ)

identifies with functions from Λ to the discrete space {0, 1} (see for example [Wil70, Definition 42.1]).

Consider the product topology on
∏

λ∈Λ{0, 1}, where each {0, 1} is discrete. The set
∏

λ∈Λ{0, 1}
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identifies with P(Λ) such that each standard basic open set in
∏

λ∈Λ{0, 1} identifies with a cylinder

Z (K1 \K2) := {x ∈ P(Λ) | K1 ⊆ x ⊆ Λ \K2} ,

for some finite (possibly empty) K1,K2 ⊆ Λ. For each µ ∈ Λ and finite K ⊆ Λ, let

Z (µ \K) := Z ({µ} \K) and Z (µ) := Z (µ \ ∅) .

For each X ⊆ P(Λ), the collection of ZX (K1 \K2) := Z (K1 \K2) ∩X, where K1,K2 ⊆ Λ are finite

is a basis for the subspace topology on X. We define ZX (µ \K) and ZX (µ) similarly.

Lemma 2.1. Let Λ be a countable set. The collection of cylinders in P(Λ) is a basis for a second-

countable compact Hausdorff topology on P(Λ). Moreover, each cylinder is compact.

Proof. The collection of cylinders is a basis as it identifies with a standard basis for the product topol-

ogy on
∏

λ∈Λ{0, 1}, which is a countable collection because Λ is countable, so P(Λ) is second-countable.

Tychonoff’s theorem implies P(Λ) is compact, and products of Hausdorff spaces are Hausdorff. For

all µ ∈ Λ, P(Λ) \Z (µ) = Z (∅ \ {µ}), so Z (µ) is closed. Thus, for finite K1,K2 ⊆ Λ, Z (K1 \K2) can

be written as a finite intersection of closed sets, so Z (K1 \K2) is closed and hence compact. �

Since P(Λ) is second-countable, closed sets and continuous functions are characterised as in [Wil70,

Corollary 10.5(b)–(c)].

Lemma 2.2. Let Λ be a countable set. Suppose X and Y are subspaces of P(Λ). Then:

(a) C ⊆ X is closed if and only if xn → x and (xn) ⊆ C implies x ∈ C; and

(b) f : X → Y is continuous if and only if xn → x in X implies f(xn) → f(x) in Y .

Since P(Λ) is second-countable, we also get from Urysohn’s metrization theorem that any subspace

of P(Λ) is metrizable, which is a sufficient condition for compactness to be equivalent to sequential

compactness (i.e. every sequence has a convergent subsequence) as in [Mun00, Theorem 28.2]. Thus:

Lemma 2.3. Let Λ be a countable set. Every subspace of P(Λ) is compact if and only if it is

sequentially compact.

If (xn) is a sequence in P(Λ) and λ ∈ Λ, we say λ is eventually inside (resp. outside) (xn) if there

is N ∈ N such that λ ∈ xn (resp. λ /∈ xn) for all n ≥ N .

Lemma 2.4. Let Λ be a countable set. A sequence (xn) converges to x in P(Λ) if and only if, for all

λ ∈ Λ:

(in) if λ ∈ x, λ is eventually inside (xn); and

(out) if λ /∈ x, λ is eventually outside (xn).

Proof. Suppose xn → x ∈ P(Λ) and fix λ ∈ Λ. If λ /∈ x, then x ∈ Z (∅ \ {λ}), so eventually

xn ∈ Z (∅ \ {λ}). Thus, (out) holds. A similar argument works for (in).
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For the other direction, consider a basic open set Z (K1 \K2) containing x, where K1,K2 ⊆ Λ are

finite. Hence, K1 ⊆ x ⊆ Λ \ K2. Let N be the maximum of the indices given by applying (in) to

each element of K1 and (out) to each element of K2. Then, for all n ≥ N , xn ∈ Z (K1 \K2), so

xn → x. �

2.2. Higher-rank graphs. Higher-rank graphs were introduced in [KP00] as k-graphs and gener-

alised to P -graphs in [BSV13]. All the examples in this paper are k-graphs. That said, we prove our

results for P -graphs, which generalise both k-graphs and the hybrid graphs of [Spi07]. The generali-

sation is worthwhile: Any purely infinite simple C*-algebra is stably isomorphic to the C*-algebra of

a P -graph [Spi07; BSV13].

We follow [BSV13; aNSY21] for preliminaries on weakly quasi-lattice ordered groups and P -graphs.

Let Q be a discrete group, and let P be a semigroup with unit e such that P ∩ P−1 = {e}. For

each p, r ∈ P , define p ≤ r if pq = r for some q ∈ P . Following [aNSY21], (Q,P ) is a weakly

quasi-lattice ordered group if, whenever two elements of P have a common upper bound with respect

to ≤, there is a least common upper bound. A (discrete) P -graph consists of a countable small category

(Λ,Λ(2),Λ(0), r, s) together with a functor d : Λ → P satisfying the unique factorisation property: for

every λ ∈ Λ and p, q ∈ P with d(λ) = pq, there are unique elements µ, ν ∈ Λ such that λ = µν,

d(µ) = p and d(ν) = q.

We state some basic facts and notations about P -graphs. It follows from the unique factorisation

property that Λ is left cancellative (i.e. µν = µκ implies ν = κ), right-cancellative (i.e. µν = κν

implies µ = κ), and has no inverses (i.e. µν = s(ν) implies µ = ν = s(ν)). Hence, any P -graph is

a category of paths (i.e. a left and right cancellative small category having no inverses) as in [Spi14,

Example 2.2(6)]. For each p ∈ P , we write Λp := d−1(p), and we have Λ(0) = Λe. For each µ ∈ Λ

and E ⊆ Λ, we write λE := {λµ | µ ∈ E and s(λ) = r(µ)}. For each µ, λ ∈ Λ, define µ � λ if µν = λ

for some ν ∈ Λ. The relation � is the same as that of [Spi14, Definition 2.5] for categories of paths,

so � is a partial order. Moreover, � is left invariant (i.e. µν � µκ implies ν � κ) because of left

cancellation.

Example 2.5. The k-graphs of [KP00] are the P -graphs where (Q,P ) = (Zk,Nk) for some k ∈ Z
+.

We say Λ is finitely aligned if, for all µ, ν ∈ Λ, there is a finite J ⊆ Λ such that µΛ∩ νΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ

as in [Spi12, Page 729]. Our first contribution is to give a local treatment of finite alignment in

Section 3, during which we give examples of k-graphs.

2.3. Groupoids. We refer to [Wil19, Page 3–4] for preliminaries on groupoids. A groupoid consists

of a set G and a subset G(2) ⊆ G × G together with a map (g, h) 7→ gh from G(2) to G (called

composition) and a map g 7→ g−1 from G to G (called inversion) such that:

(a) if (f, g), (g, h) ∈ G(2), then (f, gh), (fg, h) ∈ G(2) and f(gh) = (fg)h =: fgh;

(b) for all g ∈ G, (g−1)−1 = g; and

(c) for all g ∈ G, (g−1, g) ∈ G(2) and (g, h) ∈ G(2) implies g−1(gh) = h and (gh)h−1 = g.
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The set G(0) :=
{

x ∈ G
∣

∣ x = xx = x−1
}

is called the unit space of G. There are range and source

maps from G to G(0) given by r(g) := gg−1 and s(g) := g−1g ∈ G(0), for each g ∈ G, respectively. We

have r(G) = s(G) = G(0), and (g, h) ∈ G(2) if and only if s(g) = r(h).

We define topological, locally compact, étale and ample groupoids as in [Ste10], though they were

first studied by Renault [Ren80] and then Paterson [Pat99]. Let G be a groupoid endowed with a

(not necessarily Hausdorff ) topology. The set G(2) is endowed with the subspace topology from the

product topology on G ×G. We say G is topological if composition and inversion are continuous. A

locally compact groupoid is a topological groupoid G such that G is locally compact and the unit space

G(0) is both locally compact and Hausdorff in the subspace topology. A locally compact groupoid G

is étale if s : G → G(0) is a local homeomorphism. An étale groupoid G is ample if G(0) has a basis of

compact open sets.

If G is a groupoid, we call H ⊆ G a subgroupoid if H is a groupoid under the inherited operations.

Given U ⊆ G(0), the reduction of G to U is G|U := s−1(U) ∩ r−1(U), which is a subgroupoid of G

under the inherited operations. Following [SSW20], we say U ⊆ G(0) is invariant if r(s−1(U)) ⊆ U ,

in which case G|U = s−1(U). If G is étale and U ⊆ G(0) is closed and invariant, then G|U is an étale

closed subgroupoid of G (see [SSW20, Page 96]).

2.4. Semigroup actions. The following definitions come from [RW17, §5]. Let X be a set, and let P

be a subsemigroup of a group Q with unit e. Suppose X ∗ P is a subset of X ×P and T : X ∗P → X

is a function sending each (x,m) ∈ X ∗ P to T ((x,m)) =: x ·m ∈ X and satisfying:

(S1) for all x ∈ X, (x, e) ∈ X ∗ P and x · e = x; and

(S2) for all (x,m, n) ∈ X×P×P , (x,mn) ∈ X∗P if and only if (x,m) ∈ X∗P and (x·m,n) ∈ X∗P ,

in which case (x ·m) · n = x · (mn).

We call the triple (X,P, T ) a semigroup action (of P on X). For each m ∈ P , we write

dom(m) := {x ∈ X | (x,m) ∈ X ∗ P} and im(m) := {x ·m | x ∈ dom(m)} ,

and we define Tm : dom(m) → im(m) by Tm(x) = x · m, for each x ∈ dom(m). We say (X,P, T ) is

directed if, for all m,n ∈ P , if dom(m) ∩ dom(n) 6= ∅, then there is l ∈ P such that m,n ≤ l and

dom(m)∩dom(n) ⊆ dom(l), in which case dom(m)∩dom(n) = dom(l) as per the note following [RW17,

Definition 5.2]. Recall that a local homeomorphism from a space X to a space Y is a continuous map

f : X → Y such that every x ∈ X has an open neighbourhood U such that f(U) is open in Y and the

restriction f |U : U → f(U) of f is a homeomorphism [Wil70, Page 68]. A semigroup action (X,P, T )

is locally compact if X is a locally compact Hausdorff space and, for all m ∈ P , dom(m) and im(m)

are open in X and Tm : dom(m) → im(m) is a local homeomorphism.

2.5. Semidirect product groupoids. Semidirect product groupoids are a generalisation of Deaconu–

Renault groupoids [Dea95; Ren00]. In [RW17], Renault and Williams associate a semidirect product

groupoid G(X,P, T ) to each locally compact directed semigroup action (X,P, T ) as follows. Let

G(X,P, T ) be the set of (x, q, y) ∈ X × Q × X for which there are m,n ∈ P satisfying q = mn−1,
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x ∈ dom(m), y ∈ dom(n) and x ·m = y · n. Let G(X,P, T )(2) be the set of pairs ((x, q, y), (w, r, z)) ∈

G(X,P, T )×G(X,P, T ) with y = w. Then, G(X,P, T ) is a groupoid with composition (x, q, y)(y, r, z) :=

(x, qr, z) and inversion (x, q, y)−1 := (y, q−1, x), called the semidirect product groupoid of (X,P, T ).

The collection of Z(U,m, n, V ) :=
{

(x,mn−1, y) ∈ G(X,P, T )
∣

∣ x ∈ U, y ∈ V and x ·m = y · n
}

, where

m,n ∈ P and U, V ⊆ X are open, is a basis for a topology on G(X,P, T ) such that G(X,P, T ) is étale

and Hausdorff, and x 7→ (x, e, x) is a homeomorphism from X to G(X,P, T )(0) . It follows from the

definition of a basis that:

Lemma 2.6. If B is a basis for the topology onX, then the collection of Z(B,m,n,C), wherem,n ∈ P

and B,C ∈ B, is a basis for the topology on G(X,P, T ).

3. A local treatment of finite alignment

We give a local treatment of finite alignment. We find each P -graph Λ contains a subset FA(Λ)

that is a right constellation in the sense of [GH10; GS17]—a sort of “one-sided category”. Moreover,

FAr(Λ) := FA(Λ) ∪ r(FA(Λ)) is a subcategory of Λ such that (FAr(Λ),Λ) is a finitely aligned relative

category of paths in the sense of [Spi14]. We use FA(Λ) in Section 4 to define a locally compact path

space FFA(Λ) for each P -graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅.

Definition 3.1. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph. For

each µ, ν ∈ Λ, we say Λ is finitely aligned at (µ, ν) if there is a finite (possibly empty) subset J of Λ

such that µΛ∩ νΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ. For each λ ∈ Λ, we say Λ is finitely aligned at λ if Λ is finitely aligned

at (µ, ν) for any µ ∈ λΛ and ν ∈ Λ. Let FA(Λ) be the set of λ ∈ Λ such that Λ is finitely aligned at

λ. We say Λ is finitely aligned if FA(Λ) = Λ, which coincides with the definition of finite alignment

from [Spi12, Page 729]. If Λ is not finitely aligned, we say Λ is nonfinitely aligned, as in [Spi14].

Example 3.2. We describe k-graphs in terms of their 1-skeletons as per [RSY03]. Consider the

2-graph Λ0 from [Spi20, Example 12.7], which is given by the following 1-skeleton with relations

µβn = λαn, for each n ∈ N.

t

v u

w

µ

βn

αn

λ

The only pair at which Λ0 is not finitely aligned is (λ, µ). Thus, FA(Λ0) = Λ0 \ {v, λ, µ} 6= ∅, i.e. Λ0

is finitely aligned somewhere.

3.1. Nowhere finitely aligned higher-rank graph. By adjoining copies of Λ0 to itself, we con-

struct a 2-graph Λ∅ with FA(Λ∅) = ∅.
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Example 3.3. Consider the 2-graph Λ∅ given by the following 1-skeleton with relations µmβm
n =

λmαm
n , for all m,n ∈ N.

t1 t2 t3

v1 v2 v3 v4

w1 w2 w3

µ1 µ2 µ3

β1
n

α1
n

β2
n

α2
n

β3
n

α3
n

λ1 λ2 λ3

For any λ ∈ Λ∅, there are n ∈ N and λ′ ∈ Λ∅ such that s(λλ′) = vn. Then, Λ is not finitely aligned at

(λλ′λn, λλ′µn). Hence, FA(Λ∅) = ∅, i.e. Λ∅ is finitely aligned nowhere.

Our path space FFA(Λ) is empty if and only if FA(Λ) = ∅ (Remark 4.4), so we restrict our attention

to Λ for which FA(Λ) 6= ∅. Note that Spielberg’s techniques for the nonfinitely aligned setting [Spi20]

apply to Λ∅ even though FA(Λ∅) = ∅.

3.2. Somewhere finitely aligned higher-rank graph. We recall the 2-graph ΛYee from [Yee07],

which satisfies FA(ΛYee) 6= ∅ and motivates our definition of path space in Section 4.

Example 3.4. Consider the 2-graph ΛYee from [Yee07, Remark 3.7], which is given by the following

1-skeleton with relations µiβi,j = λαi,j , for each i, j ∈ N.

ti

v ui,1 ui,2 ui,3

w

µi

βi,1

αi,1

βi,2

αi,2

βi,3

αi,3λ

The importance of ΛYee is that the usual path space from the finitely aligned setting is not locally

compact [Yee07, Remark 3.7], and hence does not give rise to the desired groupoids. In Section 4, we

give a novel definition of a locally compact path space for any P -graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅.

3.3. Properties of the finitely aligned part of a higher-rank graph. We collect some basic

properties of FA(Λ).

Lemma 3.5. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅.

(a) The set FA(Λ) is a right ideal in Λ.

(b) If µδ ∈ FA(Λ), then δ ∈ FA(Λ).

(c) The set FA(Λ) is closed under the source map s.

(d) The set FA(Λ) is not necessarily closed under the range map r.

(e) If µ ∈ FA(Λ), then s(µ)Λ ⊆ FA(Λ).

(f) If µ, ν ∈ FA(Λ), then there is a finite J ⊆ FA(Λ) such that µΛ ∩ νΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ.
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Proof. (a) Suppose λ ∈ FA(Λ) and (λ, λ′) ∈ Λ(2). We show λλ′ ∈ FA(Λ). If (λλ′, λ′′) ∈ Λ(2) and

ν ∈ Λ, then Λ is finitely aligned at (λλ′λ′′, ν) because λλ′λ′′ ∈ λΛ and Λ is finitely aligned at λ.

(b) Suppose µ′ ∈ δΛ and ν ∈ Λ. We show Λ is finitely aligned at (µ′, ν). If r(ν) 6= r(µ′),

then µ′Λ ∩ νΛ = ∅, so we are done. Otherwise, r(ν) = r(µ′) = r(δ) = s(µ), so (µ, ν) ∈ Λ(2).

Because µµ′ ∈ µδΛ, Λ is finitely aligned at (µµ′, µν). That is, there is a finite J ⊆ Λ such that

µµ′Λ ∩ µνΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ. It follows J ⊆ µΛ, and so µ′Λ ∩ νΛ =
⋃

κ such that µκ∈J κΛ, so Λ is finitely

aligned at (µ′, ν).

(c) This is a special case of (b) because λ = λs(λ), for all λ ∈ Λ.

(d) The 2-graph Λ0 from Example 3.2 is a counter-example because v = r(λα1) /∈ FA(Λ0).

(e) This follows from (a) and (b).

(f) Since Λ is finitely aligned at (µ, ν), there is a finite J ⊆ Λ such that µΛ ∩ νΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ.

Each λ ∈ J is in µΛ, so (a) implies λ ∈ FA(Λ). �

3.4. The finitely aligned part as a constellation. We highlight from Lemma 3.5 that FA(Λ) is

closed under composition (by Lemma 3.5(a)), closed under s (by Lemma 3.5(c)), and not necessarily

closed under r (by Lemma 3.5(d)). Thus, FA(Λ) is a right constellation in the sense of [GS17, Page

280]—a sort of “one-sided category”. Constellations were introduced in [GH10].

Proposition 3.6. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. Then, FA(Λ) is a right constellation with respect to the restrictions of the composition

and source maps in Λ.

3.5. Lack of a factorisation property. If FA(Λ) is a finitely aligned P -graph, we could simply apply

techniques from the extensive literature on finitely aligned P -graphs to FA(Λ). The immediate issue is

that FA(Λ) can fail to be closed under r (Lemma 3.5(d)). However, even the union FAr(Λ) := FA(Λ)∪

r(FA(Λ)) may not be a P -graph: Recall the 2-graph Λ0 from Example 3.2. Observe λα1 ∈ FA(Λ0)

but λ /∈ FA(Λ0), which means FAr(Λ) does not have a factorisation property. That is, FAr(Λ0) is not

a 2-graph.

3.6. Finitely aligned relative category of paths. Following [Spi14], a relative category of paths

is a pair (Λ′,Λ), where Λ is a category of paths and Λ′ is a subcategory. A relative category of paths

(Λ′,Λ) is finitely aligned if:

(a) for every µ, ν ∈ Λ′, there is a finite J ⊆ Λ′ such that µΛ ∩ νΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ; and

(b) for every µ ∈ Λ′, µΛ ∩ Λ′ = µΛ′.

Proposition 3.7. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The pair (FAr(Λ),Λ) is a finitely aligned relative category of paths, where

FAr(Λ) := FA(Λ) ∪ r(FA(Λ)).

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, FA(Λ) is closed under the composition and source maps in Λ, so FAr(Λ) is

closed under the composition, source and range maps in Λ. That is, FAr(Λ) is a subcategory of Λ, and
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Λ is a category of paths. Let µ, ν ∈ FAr(Λ). If µ or ν is in r(FA(Λ)), then µΛ∩ νΛ = ∅, µΛ∩ νΛ = νΛ

or µΛ∩ νΛ = µΛ. Otherwise, µ, ν ∈ FA(Λ), so Lemma 3.5(f) implies there is a finite J ⊆ FA(Λ) such

that µΛ ∩ νΛ =
⋃

λ∈J λΛ. It remains to show µΛ ∩ FAr(Λ) = µFAr(Λ). Suppose µν ∈ µΛ ∩ FAr(Λ).

Then, ν ∈ s(µ)Λ ⊆ FA(Λ) by Lemma 3.5(e), so µν ∈ µFAr(Λ). Conversely, if µν ∈ µFAr(Λ), either

µν = µ ∈ FA(Λ), or both µ, ν ∈ FA(Λ) and so µν ∈ FA(Λ) because FA(Λ) is closed under composition

(Lemma 3.5(a)). �

Spielberg associated groupoids to relative categories of paths in [Spi14; Spi20]. We show in Sec-

tion 6.5 that Spielberg’s groupoid of (FAr(Λ),Λ) does not coincide with the path groupoid GΛ we

define in Section 5.

4. Path spaces

In this section, given any P -graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅, we use FA(Λ) from Section 3 to give a novel

definition of a path space FFA(Λ) and boundary-path space ∂Λ for Λ. We show in Lemma 4.8 that

λ ∈ FA(Λ) if and only if ZF(Λ) (λ) is compact, where F(Λ) is the set of filters of Λ, which implies

FFA(Λ) is locally compact (Theorem 4.9).

4.1. Filters. A filter of a P -graph Λ is a nonempty subset x of Λ that is hereditary (i.e. λ � µ ∈ x

implies λ ∈ x) and directed (i.e. µ, ν ∈ x implies there is λ ∈ x such that µ, ν � λ). We denote the

set of filters of Λ by F(Λ). Filters have been used to give combinatorial descriptions for spaces of

path-like objects for some time. In [Nic92], Nica showed filters provide a path model for the spectrum

of the diagonal subalgebra of the Wiener–Hopf C*-algebra of a quasi-lattice ordered group. Paterson

and Welch used filters to model paths in k-graphs in [PW05, Lemma 2.1]. Exel used filters to model

paths in semigroupoids in [Exe08, §20]. Indeed, in the original paper [BSV13] on P -graphs, filters

played the role of paths, and we will do the same.

We recall basics of filters from [BSV13]. The restriction d|x of d to any x ∈ F(Λ) is injective. For

each λ ∈ Λ, we write F (λ) := {µ ∈ Λ | µ � λ} ∈ F(Λ). For any x ∈ F(Λ), there is a unique element

of x ∩ Λ(0) denoted by r(x). In particular, r(F (λ)) = r(λ). We say x ∈ F(Λ) is an ultrafilter of Λ if,

for all y ∈ F(Λ), x ⊆ y implies x = y. We denote the set of ultrafilters of Λ by U(Λ). The following

result is standard, but we prove it to emphasise there is no need for finite alignment.

Lemma 4.1. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The collection of ZF(Λ) (µ \K), where µ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ Λ is finite, is a basis for F(Λ)

consisting of clopen sets.

Remark 4.2. If Λ is finitely aligned, we can assume K ⊆ µΛ (see Lemma 6.2).

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Since F(Λ) has the subspace topology from P(Λ), the collection of ZF(Λ) (K1 \K2),

where K1,K2 ⊆ Λ are finite, is a basis for F(Λ). Suppose x ∈ ZF(Λ) (K1 \K2) for some finite

K1,K2 ⊆ Λ. Because filters are nonempty, we can assume without loss of generality that K1 is

nonempty. Then, because filters are directed, there is µ ∈ x such that λ � µ for all λ ∈ K1. The
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hereditary property of filters implies x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K2) ⊆ ZF(Λ) (K1 \K2) , as required. The inter-

section of a closed set with a subspace is closed in the subspace topology, so each ZF(Λ) (µ \K2) is

closed in F(Λ) by Lemma 2.1. �

4.2. Path and boundary-path spaces. If Λ is finitely aligned, then F(Λ) is the appropriate path

space (for example, see [Spi12], wherein F(Λ) is denoted by “Λ∗”). However, Yeend showed in [Yee07,

Remark 3.7] that F(ΛYee) is not locally compact for the 2-graph ΛYee from Example 3.4. (Actually,

Yeend constructs a path space using graph morphisms instead of filters, like in the original k-graph

paper [KP00], but the author showed in [Jon24] that Yeend’s arguments apply to F(ΛYee) as well.)

We use FA(Λ) from Section 3 to identify an open subspace FFA(Λ) of F(Λ) that is locally compact

even if Λ is not finitely aligned. The definition of FFA(Λ) also allows a locally compact and directed

semigroup action of P on FFA(Λ) in Section 5.

Definition 4.3 (Path space). Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a

P -graph with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The path space of Λ is the set FFA(Λ) of x ∈ F(Λ) for which x∩FA(Λ) 6= ∅.

Remark 4.4. Notice FA(Λ) 6= ∅ implies FFA(Λ) 6= ∅ because, for each λ ∈ FA(Λ), F (λ) ∈ FFA(Λ).

On the other hand, if FA(Λ) = ∅ (as in Example 3.3), then FFA(Λ) = ∅.

Example 4.5. Recall Λ0 from Example 3.2. The set of filters is

F(Λ0) = {{t}, {u}, {v}, {w}, F (µ), F (λ)} ∪ {F (αn), F (βn), F (µβn) | n ∈ N}.

Since FA(Λ0) = Λ0 \ {v, λ, µ}, we have FFA(Λ0) = F(Λ0) \ {{v}, F (λ), F (µ)}.

Lemma 4.6. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any x ∈ F(Λ), the following are equivalent:

(a) x ∈ FFA(Λ);

(b) x ∩ FA(Λ) ∩ λΛ 6= ∅ for all λ ∈ x.

Proof. We have that (b) implies (a) because filters are nonempty. Suppose x ∈ FFA(Λ), and fix λ ∈ x.

There is some µ ∈ x ∩ FA(Λ). Filters are directed, so there is ν ∈ x with λ, µ � ν. In particular,

ν ∈ λΛ, and ν ∈ FA(Λ) because FA(Λ) is a right ideal in Λ (Lemma 3.5(a)). �

Definition 4.7 (Boundary-path space). Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let

Λ be a P -graph with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The boundary-path space ∂Λ of Λ is the closure of U(Λ) ∩ FFA(Λ)

in FFA(Λ).

4.3. Local compactness of the path spaces. In the remainder of this section, we prove topological

properties of F(Λ) and ∂Λ, which are summarised in Theorem 4.9. The main work is to show they

are locally compact. This involves the following lemma that characterises the elements of FA(Λ) in

terms of the topology on F(Λ). A consequence of the lemma is that the definition of FFA(Λ) in this

paper is equivalent to that of the author’s thesis [Jon24].
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Lemma 4.8. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any λ ∈ Λ, the following are equivalent:

(a) λ ∈ FA(Λ);

(b) ZF(Λ) (λ) is compact.

Proof. We prove (b) implies (a) by contrapositive. If λ /∈ FA(Λ), then there are λ′ ∈ λΛ and µ ∈ Λ such

that Λ is not finitely aligned at (λ′, µ). We show ZF(Λ) (λ) is not compact—equivalently, sequentially

compact (Lemma 2.3). By definition, Λ not being finitely aligned at (λ′, µ) means, for all finite J ⊆ Λ,

λ′Λ ∩ µΛ 6=
⋃

ν∈J νΛ. Thus, λ
′Λ ∩ µΛ is infinite. Since Λ is countable, we can write λ′Λ ∩ µΛ = (νn).

For all n, let Jn := {ν1, ν2, . . . , νn}. Hence, for each n, λ′Λ∩ µΛ 6=
⋃

ν∈Jn
νΛ ⊆ λ′Λ∩ µΛ. Thus, there

is a sequence (κn) such that κn ∈ (λ′Λ∩µΛ) \
⋃

ν∈Jn
νΛ for all n. In particular, (F (κn)) ⊆ ZF(Λ) (λ

′).

Suppose for a contradiction that ZF(Λ) (λ) is compact. Because filters are hereditary, ZF(Λ) (λ
′) ⊆

ZF(Λ) (λ). Also, ZF(Λ) (λ
′) is closed in ZF(Λ) (λ), so ZF(Λ) (λ

′) is compact. That means there is a

subsequence (F (κnk
)) of (F (κn)) and there is x ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ

′) such that F (κnk
) → x. Because µ ∈ F (κn)

for all n, Lemma 2.4 implies µ ∈ x. Filters are directed, so x ∩ λ′Λ ∩ µΛ 6= ∅ and λ′Λ ∩ µΛ = (νn),

so there is n′ such that νn′ ∈ x ∩ λ′Λ ∩ µΛ. Because νn′ ∈ x and F (κnk
) → x, νn′ is eventually inside

(F (κnk
)) by Lemma 2.4. That is, there is K ∈ N such that νn′ ∈ F (κnk

) for all k ≥ K. By definition

of F (κnk
), we have κnk

∈ νn′Λ ⊆
⋃

ν∈Jn′
νΛ for all k ≥ K. Recall, for each n, κn was chosen so

that κn /∈
⋃

ν∈Jn
νΛ. Thus, we nearly have a contradiction. We just need to ‘wait’ for nk to surpass

n′. Formally, since nk is unbounded, there is K ′ such that, for all k ≥ K ′, we have n′ ≤ nk. Let

N := max{K,K ′}. Then, N ≥ K implies κnN
∈

⋃

ν∈Jn′
νΛ. Also, N ≥ K ′ implies n′ ≤ nN , and so

Jn′ ⊆ JnN
. Therefore, κnN

∈
⋃

ν∈Jn′
νΛ ⊆

⋃

ν∈JnN
νΛ, which is a contradiction.

We prove (a) implies (b) directly by slightly modifying the proof of [Jon24, Lemma 5.2.1]. Suppose

λ ∈ FA(Λ). If λΛ is finite, then ZF(Λ) (λ) is finite and therefore compact. Now suppose λΛ is infinite

and write λΛ = (µn) such that µ0 = λ and µi 6= µj whenever i 6= j. Let (xj) be a sequence in ZF(Λ) (λ).

We construct a convergent subsequence of (xj) via an infinite collection of nested subsequences (xfn(j)),

each having the property that some extension of µn is in xfn(j), for all j. These extensions give rise

to a particular x ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ) and the sequence (xfi(i)) converges to x.

Let λ0 := µ0 = λ, and let (xf0(j)) = (xj). Notice that λ0 ∈ xf0(j), for all j. Consider µ1. Suppose

µ1 is contained in infinitely many xf0(j). That is, there is a subsequence (xf ′

1(j)
) of (xf0(j)) such

that µ1 ∈ xf ′

1(j)
for all j. Since λ0 = λ ∈ λΛ, Λ is finitely aligned at (λ0, µ1), so there is a finite

J1 ⊆ Λ such that λ0Λ ∩ µ1Λ =
⋃

γ∈J1
γΛ. For every j, λ0 and µ1 are in xf ′

1(j)
, which is directed, so

∅ 6= λ0Λ∩ µ1Λ∩xf ′

1(j)
⊆

⋃

γ∈J1
γΛ∩xf ′

1(j)
. For all j, xf ′

1(j)
is hereditary, so there is a γj ∈ J1 ∩xf ′

1(j)
.

Since J1 is finite, the pigeonhole principle implies there is γ ∈ J1 such that, for infinitely many j,

γ ∈ xf ′

1(j)
. Let (xf1(j)) be the subsequence of (xf ′

1(j)
) given by those infinitely many j, and let λ1 ∈ Λ

be such that λ0λ1 = γ. Thus, λ0λ1 ∈ xf1(j) for all j. Observe µ1 � λ0λ1. On the other hand, if µ1

is contained in only finitely many xf0(j), let (xf1(j)) := (xf0(j)), and let λ1 := s(λ0). In both cases,

λ0λ1 ∈ xf1(j), for all j.
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Repeating the above argument with λ0λ1 instead of λ0 and with the index of every other variable

increased by 1 produces λ2 ∈ Λ and a subsequence (xf2(j)) of (xf1(j)) such that λ0λ1λ2 ∈ xf2(j) for

all j. Moreover, if µ2 is contained in infinitely many xf1(j), then µ2 � λ0λ1λ2. Indeed, this can

be repeated again for each n ≥ 3. Thus, for each n ≥ 0, we have a subsequence (xfn(j)) of (xj),

where (xf0(j)) = (xj), and (xfn+1(j)) is a subsequence of (xfn(j)), for all n ≥ 0. Also, we have a

subset {λn | n ≥ 0} ⊆ Λ such that λ0λ1 . . . λn ∈ xfn(j), for all n, j ≥ 0. In particular, for any i ≥ 0,

λ0λ1 . . . λi ∈ xfi(i), Since filters are hereditary,

(4.1) 0 ≤ n ≤ i =⇒ λ0λ1 . . . λn ∈ xfi(i).

Lastly, for each n ≥ 1, if µn is contained in infinitely many xfn−1(j), then µn � λ0λ1 . . . λn.

We claim that

xfi(i) → x :=
⋃

n

F (λ0λ1 . . . λn).

Because (F (λ0λ1 . . . λn)) is totally ordered with respect to inclusion, x ∈ F(Λ) (see the proof of

[BSV13, Lemma 3.2]). Moreover, λ0 = λ ∈ x, so x ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ). We show xfi(i) → x using Lemma 2.4.

Fix µ ∈ x, so µ � λ0λ1 . . . λn for some n. Then, Eq. (4.1) says λ0λ1 . . . λn is eventually inside (xfi(i))

(for sufficiently large i). Since each xfi(i) is hereditary, µ is eventually inside (xfi(i)), so (in) holds.

We show (out) by contrapositive. Suppose µ ∈ Λ is not eventually outside (xfi(i)). That is, for all I,

there is iI ≥ I such that µ ∈ xfiI (iI)
. Thus, λ, µ ∈ xfiI (iI )

for all I. Since λ ∈ FA(Λ), there is a finite

J ⊆ Λ such that λΛ ∩ µΛ =
⋃

ν∈J νΛ. Like earlier, because each xfiI (iI )
is directed, the pigeonhole

principle implies there is a subsequence (xfiIk (iIk
)
) and ν ∈ J such that ν ∈ xfiIk (iIk

)
∩ λΛ∩ µΛ for all

k. In particular, ν ∈ λΛ, so ν = µn′ for some n′. Notice the truncated sequence (xfiIk (iIk )
)iIk≥n′−1 is

a subsequence of (xfn′
−1(j)

) and ν = µn′ is in every entry of (xfiIk (iIk )
)iIk≥n′−1. Thus, according to

the above construction, µn′ � λ0λ1 . . . λn′ . Altogether we have µ � µn′ � λ0λ1 . . . λn′ ∈ x, so µ ∈ x.

That is, (out) holds, and so xfi(i) → x ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ) by Lemma 2.4. �

Theorem 4.9. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The path space FFA(Λ) and the boundary-path space ∂Λ are Hausdorff and have countable

bases consisting of compact sets. Moreover, FFA(Λ) is open in F(Λ).

Proof. The space P(Λ) is Hausdorff, and FFA(Λ) is a subspace. By Lemma 4.1, the collection of

ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \K), where µ′ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ Λ is finite, is a basis for the topology on FFA(Λ). For any

x ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \K), there is µ ∈ x ∩ µ′Λ ∩ FA(Λ) by Lemma 4.6. Then, x ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ \K) ⊆

ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \K). Hence, the collection of ZFFA(Λ) (µ \K), where µ ∈ FA(Λ) and K ⊆ Λ is finite,

is a basis for the topology on FFA(Λ). This basis is countable because Λ is countable. For each

µ ∈ FA(Λ) and finite K ⊆ Λ, ZFFA(Λ) (µ) is compact by Lemma 4.8 and ZFFA(Λ) (µ \K) is a closed

subset of ZFFA(Λ) (µ), so ZFFA(Λ) (µ \K) is compact. The boundary-path space ∂Λ also has the stated

properties because ∂Λ is a closed subspace of FFA(Λ). Also, FFA(Λ) is open in F(Λ) because FFA(Λ)

equals the union of ZF(Λ) (µ) for which µ ∈ FA(Λ). �
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5. Path groupoids

In [RW17, §6], Renault and Williams construct actions of semigroups P on (r,d)-proper topological

P -graphs. We only consider discrete P -graphs here, for which

(r,d)-proper ⇐⇒ row-finite =⇒ finitely aligned,

as per [Jon24, §5.1]. Thus, in the discrete setting, we generalise the semigroup action of [RW17] to

any P -graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. Then, we define the path groupoid GΛ to be the semidirect product

groupoid associated to the action as in Section 2.5.

5.1. Shift maps on the path space. By [BSV13, Lemma 3.4], the maps

ZF(Λ) (λ) → ZF(Λ) (s(λ)) , x 7→ x · λ := {µ ∈ Λ | λµ ∈ x}

and

ZF(Λ) (s(λ)) → ZF(Λ) (λ) , x 7→ λx := {ζ ∈ Λ | ζ � λµ for some µ ∈ x}

are well-defined. We call them the left-shift map and right-shift map associated to λ, respectively.

The notation “x · λ” mimics the operations defined in [RW17, Lemma 6.7(a)–(b)] and differs from

[BSV13], where “x · λ” is denoted by “λ∗ · x”.

Lemma 5.1. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any (λ, µ) ∈ Λ(2) and x ∈ F(Λ):

(a) if λµ ∈ x, then (x · λ) · µ = x · (λµ); and

(b) if s(µ) = r(x), then λ(µx) = (λµ)x.

Proof. (a) This follows from the associativity of composition in Λ.

(b) If ζ ∈ λ(µx), then there is η ∈ µx such that ζ � λη and there is ξ ∈ x such that η � µξ. It

follows from η � µξ that λη � λµξ, and so ζ � λµξ by the transitivity of �. Hence, ζ ∈ (λµ)x. The

other inclusion is similar but uses the reflexivity of �. �

Though finite alignment is assumed in the statement of the following result from [BSV13], it is not

used in their proof, so we state the result in full generality here.

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 3.4 of [BSV13]). Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ

be a P -graph with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. If µ ∈ x ∈ F(Λ) and (λ, µ) ∈ Λ(2), then:

(a) µ(x · µ) = x and (λx) · λ = x; and

(b) if x ∈ U(Λ), then x · µ, λx ∈ U(Λ).

Left-shift maps are continuous bijections even when the P -graph is not finitely aligned:

Lemma 5.3. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For each (λ, λ′) ∈ Λ(2), the left-shift map associated to λ is a continuous bijection whose

inverse is the right-shift map, and (ZF(Λ) (λλ
′)) · λ = ZF(Λ) (λ

′).
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Proof. For injectivity, suppose x, x′ ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ) satisfy x · λ = x′ · λ. Lemma 5.2(a) implies x =

λ(x · λ) = λ(x′ · λ) = x′. For surjectivity, fix y ∈ ZF(Λ) (s(λ)). Notice λy ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ), and (λy) · λ = y

by Lemma 5.2(a). Consequently, the right-shift map is the inverse of the left-shift map. Also, note that

ZF(Λ) (λλ
′) is a subset of ZF(Λ) (λ) because filters are hereditary. For any x ∈ ZF(Λ) (λλ

′), λλ′ ∈ x, so

λ′ ∈ x ·λ. Hence, x ·λ ∈ ZF(Λ) (λ
′). That is, (ZF(Λ) (λλ

′)) ·λ ⊆ ZF(Λ) (λ
′). The surjectivity argument

can be modified to show (ZF(Λ) (λλ
′)) ·λ ⊇ ZF(Λ) (λ

′). To see the left-shift map is continuous, suppose

(xn) converges to x in ZF(Λ) (λ). To show (xn · λ) converges to x · λ, we use Lemma 2.4. Suppose

µ /∈ x · λ, so λµ /∈ x. Since (out) holds for (xn) and x, λµ is eventually outside (xn), and so µ is

eventually outside (xn ·λ), so (out) holds for (xn ·λ) and x ·λ. A similar argument shows (in) holds. �

However, left-shift maps can fail to be open:

Example 5.4. Recall Λ0 from Example 3.2. We write F (κ) = {ν ∈ Λ0 | ν � κ} for each κ ∈ Λ0.

Lemma 2.4 can be used to show F (αn) → {w} (because w is the only element of Λ0 that is eventually

inside (F (αn))) but λF (αn) = {v, µ, λ, λαn} → {v, µ, λ} 6= {v, λ} = λ{w}. Hence, the right-shift

map associated to λ is not continuous, and the right-shift map is the inverse of the left-shift map by

Lemma 5.3, so the left-shift map is not open.

The path space is closed under left-shift maps:

Lemma 5.5. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. If λ ∈ x ∈ FFA(Λ), then x · λ ∈ FFA(Λ).

Proof. Recall from Lemma 4.6 that λ ∈ x ∈ FFA(Λ) implies there is some λλ′ ∈ x ∩ FA(Λ) ∩ λΛ 6= ∅.

Then, Lemma 3.5(b) implies λ′ ∈ FA(Λ) ∩ x · λ, so x · λ ∈ FFA(Λ). �

However, the path space can fail to be closed under right-shift maps:

Example 5.6. In Λ0 from Example 3.2, w ∈ FA(Λ0), so {w} ∈ FFA(Λ0). However, λ{w} = {v, λ} ⊆

Λ0 \ FA(Λ0), so λ{w} /∈ FFA(Λ0).

5.2. Semigroup action on the path space. We use the above shift maps to define a locally compact

and directed semigroup action T of P on FFA(Λ). The reader can recall preliminaries on semigroup

actions from Section 2.4. We use one additional notation.

Notation 5.7. Recall that we write Λm = d−1(m), for each m ∈ P . For each x ∈ F(Λ) and m ∈ P ,

if x ∩ Λm is nonempty, then there is precisely one element x(e,m) in x ∩ Λm by the injectivity d|x.

Then, the left-shift map associated to x(e,m) maps x to x · x(e,m).

Definition 5.8. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. Let FFA(Λ) ∗ P := {(x,m) ∈ FFA(Λ) × P | x ∩ Λm 6= ∅} , and define T : FFA(Λ) ∗ P →

FFA(Λ) to map each (x,m) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P to x ·m := x · x(e,m).
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Proposition 5.9. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. Then, (FFA(Λ), P, T ) is a semigroup action.

Proof. The function T is well-defined with the codomain FFA(Λ) by Lemma 5.5. We check (S1) and

(S2) of the definition of a semigroup action. For each x ∈ FFA(Λ), r(x) ∈ x ∩ Λ(0) = Λe. Thus,

x · e = x · r(x) = x, so (S1) holds.

Now suppose (x,mn) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . Since d(x(e,mn)) = mn and Λ has the unique factorisation

property, there are unique µ ∈ Λm and ν ∈ Λn such that x(e,mn) = µν. Since x is hereditary,

µ ∈ x ∩ Λm, so (x,m) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . Notice x ·m = x · µ. Because µν ∈ x, we have ν ∈ (x ·m) ∩ Λn.

Thus, (x ·m,n) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . That is, (x,mn) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P implies both (x,m) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P and

(x·m,n) ∈ FFA(Λ)∗P . For the other direction, suppose (x,m) ∈ FFA(Λ)∗P and (x·m,n) ∈ FFA(Λ)∗P .

Say µ ∈ x ∩ Λm and ν ∈ (x ·m) ∩ Λn. It follows that µν ∈ x ∩ Λmn, so (x,mn) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . Using

Lemma 5.1, we can compute (x ·m) · n = (x · µ) · ν = x · (µν) = x · (mn), so (S2) holds. �

The main result using the weak quasi-lattice order property of (Q,P ) is Proposition 5.10.

Proposition 5.10. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The semigroup action (FFA(Λ), P, T ) is directed.

Proof. Fix (m,n) ∈ P × P such that there is some x ∈ dom(m) ∩ dom(n). Remember this means

(x,m), (x, n) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . Say µ ∈ x ∩ Λm and ν ∈ x ∩ Λn. Because x is directed, there are

µ′, ν ′ ∈ Λ such that µµ′ = νν ′ ∈ x. Observe m,n ≤ d(µµ′) = d(νν ′). Since (Q,P ) is a weakly

quasi-lattice ordered group, there is a least upper bound l of m and n, from which it follows that

dom(m) ∩ dom(n) ⊆ dom(l). �

We embark on a series of lemmas proving (FFA(Λ), P, T ) is locally compact (Theorem 5.14). This

is one of the main technical difficulties of the work that led to the definition of our path space FFA(Λ).

Recall from Theorem 4.9 that the collection of ZFFA(Λ) (µ \K) = {x ∈ FFA(Λ) | µ ∈ x ⊆ Λ \K}, where

µ ∈ FA(Λ) and K ⊆ Λ is finite, is a basis of compact sets for the topology on FFA(Λ).

Lemma 5.11. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any m ∈ P , dom(m) is open in FFA(Λ).

Proof. We have dom(m) =
⋃

µ∈Λm ZFFA(Λ) (µ), which is a union of basic open sets. �

It would now be natural to try to prove im(m) =
⋃

µ∈Λm ZFFA(Λ) (s(µ)) so that im(m) is open too.

We can prove im(m) ⊆
⋃

µ∈Λm ZFFA(Λ) (s(µ)), but the reverse containment can fail because FFA(Λ) is

not closed under right-shift maps (Example 5.6).

Lemma 5.12. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any m ∈ P , im(m) is open in FFA(Λ).

Proof. Fix x · m ∈ im(m), where x ∈ dom(m). Write µ := x(e,m) ∈ x ∩ Λm so that x · m = x · µ.

By Lemma 4.6, there is some µ′ ∈ Λ with µµ′ ∈ x ∩ FA(Λ). Notice x · m = x · µ ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ
′).
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Also, µµ′ ∈ FA(Λ) implies µ′ ∈ FA(Λ) by Lemma 3.5(b), so ZF(Λ) (µ
′) = ZFFA(Λ) (µ

′), which is open

in FFA(Λ). Now fix y ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′). Then, µy ∈ ZF(Λ) (µµ

′) = ZFFA(Λ) (µµ
′) ⊆ dom(m), and so

y = (µy) · µ = (µy) ·m ∈ im(m). �

Recall from Example 5.4 that right-shift maps are not always continuous. Thus, in order to prove

T acts by local homeomorphisms for Theorem 5.14 we need the following lemma, which says that

right-shift maps are continuous enough.

Lemma 5.13. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. If (µ, µ′) ∈ Λ(2), µµ′ ∈ FA(Λ) and wn → w in ZF(Λ) (µ
′), then there is a subsequence

(wnk
) such that µwnk

→ µw in ZF(Λ) (µµ
′).

Proof. Since (wn) ⊆ ZF(Λ) (µ
′), we have (µwn) ⊆ ZF(Λ) (µµ

′) by Lemma 5.2. Because µµ′ ∈ FA(Λ),

ZF(Λ) (µµ
′) is compact by Lemma 4.8. Thus, there is a subsequence (µwnk

) that converges to some

z ∈ ZF(Λ) (µµ
′). The left-shift map associated to µ is continuous (Lemma 5.3), so wnk

= (µwnk
) ·µ →

z · µ. By assumption, wnk
→ w, so z · µ = w. Therefore, z = µw. �

Theorem 5.14. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The semigroup action (FFA(Λ), P, T ) is locally compact and directed.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 5.10 that (FFA(Λ), P, T ) is directed. By Theorem 4.9, FFA(Λ) is a

locally compact Hausdorff space. Now fix m ∈ P , and consider the map Tm from dom(m) to im(m).

We showed dom(m) and im(m) are open in Lemmas 5.11 and 5.12, respectively. It remains to show Tm

is a local homeomorphism. Fix x ∈ dom(m), and say µ ∈ x∩Λm. By Lemma 4.6, there is some µ′ ∈ Λ

such that µµ′ ∈ x∩FA(Λ), which means µ′ ∈ FA(Λ) by Lemma 3.5(b). Since µµ′, µ′ ∈ FA(Λ), we have

ZF(Λ) (µµ
′) = ZFFA(Λ) (µµ

′) and ZF(Λ) (µ
′) = ZFFA(Λ) (µ

′), which are both compact by Lemma 4.8.

Because µ ∈ y for all y ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µµ
′), the restriction of Tm to ZFFA(Λ) (µµ

′) coincides with the

left-shift map associated to µ. Then, Lemma 5.3 implies the image of ZFFA(Λ) (µµ
′) under Tm is

ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′). Since the left-shift map associated to µ is a continuous bijection (Lemma 5.3), it remains

to show the map is open. Let O be an open set in ZFFA(Λ) (µµ
′). We show ZFFA(Λ) (µ

′)\Tm(O) is closed.

Suppose (wn) ⊆ ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′) \ Tm(O) converges to some w ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ

′). By Lemma 5.13, there is a

subsequence (wnk
) such that µwnk

→ µw in ZFFA(Λ) (µµ
′). Then, Tm(µw) = (µw) ·m = (µw) ·µ = w.

Suppose for a contradiction that w ∈ Tm(O). Then, the previous calculation implies µw ∈ O because

Tm is a bijection. Thus, µwnk
is eventually in O, so wnk

= Tm(µwnk
) is eventually in Tm(O), which

is a contradiction. �

5.3. Path and boundary-path groupoids. Recall from Section 2.5 the semidirect product groupoid

associated to a semigroup action as in [RW17]. Having constructed a locally compact and directed

semigroup action (FFA(Λ), P, T ) in Theorem 5.14, we can define an étale and Hausdorff groupoid as

follows.
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Definition 5.15 (Path groupoid). Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ

be a P -graph with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The path groupoid GΛ of Λ is the semidirect product groupoid

G(FFA(Λ), P, T ) of the semigroup action (FFA(Λ), P, T ) from Theorem 5.14.

Lemma 5.16. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The boundary-path space ∂Λ identifies with a closed invariant subset of G
(0)
Λ .

Proof. We have that ∂Λ is closed in FFA(Λ) by Definition 4.7. The homeomorphism z 7→ (z, e, z) from

FFA(Λ) to G
(0)
Λ identifies the subset ∂Λ ⊆ FFA(Λ) with a subset of G

(0)
Λ that is invariant if, whenever

m,n ∈ P , x ∈ dom(m), y ∈ dom(n)∩∂Λ satisfy x ·m = y ·n, we have x ∈ ∂Λ. Fix m,n, x, y as above.

Say µ ∈ x ∩ Λm and ν ∈ y ∩ Λn. By Lemma 4.6, there is some µ′ ∈ Λ such that µµ′ ∈ x ∩ FA(Λ).

Then, ZF(Λ) (µµ
′) is compact by Lemma 4.8. By definition, ∂Λ is the closure of U(Λ) ∩ FFA(Λ) in

FFA(Λ), so there is a sequence (yn) ⊆ U(Λ) ∩ FFA(Λ) such that yn → y in FFA(Λ). Because FFA(Λ)

is a subspace of F(Λ), we also have that yn → y in F(Λ), so (yn) is eventually in ZF(Λ) (ν), so we

assume without loss of generality that ν ∈ yn for all n. We have (yn · ν) ⊆ U(Λ) ∩ FFA(Λ) because

both U(Λ) and FFA(Λ) are closed under left-shift maps (Lemma 5.2(b) and Lemma 5.5). We also

know (µ(yn · ν)) ⊆ U(Λ) by Lemma 5.2(b). Note that yn → y in ZF(Λ) (ν). Also, the left-shift map

associated to ν is continuous (Lemma 5.3), so yn · ν → y · ν = x · µ ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ
′) . Thus, we assume

without loss of generality that µ′ ∈ yn · ν for all n. Therefore, every µ(yn · ν) contains µµ′ ∈ FA(Λ),

so (µ(yn · ν)) ⊆ U(Λ) ∩ FFA(Λ). Now Lemma 5.13 implies there is a subsequence (ynk
· ν) such that

µ(ynk
· ν) → µ(y · ν) = µ(x · µ) = x. �

Definition 5.17 (Boundary-path groupoid). Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and

let Λ be a P -graph with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The boundary-path groupoid G∂Λ of Λ is the reduction GΛ|∂Λ of

GΛ to ∂Λ.

Theorem 5.18. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The path groupoid GΛ and the boundary-path groupoid G∂Λ are ample, second-countable

and Hausdorff.

Proof. The path groupoid GΛ is the semidirect product groupoid of the locally compact and directed

semigroup action (FFA(Λ), P, T ) from Theorem 5.14, so GΛ is étale and Hausdorff. Reductions of étale

groupoids to closed invariant subsets of their unit space are closed étale Hausdorff subgroupoids, so

G∂Λ is étale because of Lemma 5.16. The unit spaces G
(0)
Λ and G

(0)
∂Λ are homeomorphic to FFA(Λ) and

∂Λ, respectively, which have bases of compact sets by Theorem 4.9. Hence, GΛ and G∂Λ are ample.

The bases from Theorem 4.9 are also countable, so Lemma 2.6 yields countable bases for GΛ and the

subspace G∂Λ. Therefore, GΛ and G∂Λ are second-countable. �

In particular, Theorem 5.18 associates ample, second-countable and Hausdorff path and boundary-

path groupoids to any k-graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. This opens the door to studying the algebras and

C*-algebras of nonfinitely aligned k-graphs via path groupoids.
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5.4. Sufficient condition for amenability of the groupoids. Our path groupoid GΛ is second-

countable, Hausdorff and étale, so the three predominant notions of amenability (measurewise, topo-

logical and Borel) are all equivalent (see [AR00] and [Ren15, Corollary 2.15]). Also, the boundary-path

groupoid G∂Λ is a closed subgroupoid of GΛ, so G∂Λ is amenable whenever GΛ is amenable [SSW20,

Proposition 10.1.14]. Renault and Williams supply a sufficient condition for the amenability of semidi-

rect product groupoids in [RW17, Theorem 5.13]. This allows us to generalise various amenability

results for path groupoids in the setting of discrete P -graphs, including [Yee07, Proposition 6.2],

[RW17, Corollary 6.19], and [RSWY18, Corollary 4.3].

Proposition 5.19. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. If Q is countable and amenable, then GΛ and G∂Λ are amenable.

Corollary 5.20. For any k-graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅, GΛ and G∂Λ are amenable.

5.5. Characterising the elements of the groupoids. We characterise the elements of our path

groupoids, which is more subtle than it may seem (Remark 5.22).

Proposition 5.21. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any g ∈ FFA(Λ)×Q×FFA(Λ), the following are equivalent:

(a) g ∈ GΛ;

(b) g = (µx,d(µ)d(ν)−1, νx) for some x ∈ FFA(Λ) and µ, ν ∈ Λ with s(µ) = s(ν) = r(x).

Remark 5.22. The hypothesis that g ∈ FFA(Λ)×Q×FFA(Λ) in the statement of Proposition 5.21 is

crucial. Otherwise, (b) would not imply (a) because there are x ∈ FFA(Λ) and µ ∈ Λ with s(µ) = r(x)

such that µx /∈ FFA(Λ) (see Example 5.6).

Proof of Proposition 5.21. Fix g = (y, q, z) ∈ FFA(Λ)×Q×FFA(Λ). If g ∈ GΛ, then there arem,n ∈ P

such that q = mn−1, y ∈ dom(m), z ∈ dom(n), and y ·m = z · n. Say µ ∈ Λm ∩ y and ν ∈ Λn ∩ z. Let

x := y · µ = y · m = z · n = z · ν ∈ FFA(Λ). Then, we have g = (µx,d(µ)d(ν)−1, νx). Now suppose

g = (µx,d(µ)d(ν)−1, νx) for some x ∈ FFA(Λ) and µ, ν ∈ Λ with s(µ) = s(ν) = r(x). We know

µx = y ∈ FFA(Λ) by assumption. Since µ ∈ Λd(µ) ∩ y, we have (y,d(µ)) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . Similarly,

(z,d(ν)) ∈ FFA(Λ) ∗ P . Therefore, y ∈ dom(d(µ)), z ∈ dom(d(ν)), and

y · d(µ) = y · µ = (µx) · µ = x = (νx) · ν = z · ν = z · d(ν).

Hence, g ∈ G(F(Λ), P, T ). �

5.6. Basis for the topology on the groupoids. Recall from Lemma 2.6 that, if B is a ba-

sis for a space X and G(X,P, T ) is the semidirect product groupoid of an action T of P on X,

then the collection of Z(B,m,n,C), where m,n ∈ P and B,C ∈ B, is a basis for the topology

on G(X,P, T ). Using the basis for the topology on FFA(Λ) from Theorem 4.9, the collection of

Z(ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \ J) ,m, n,ZFFA(Λ) (ν

′ \K)), where m,n ∈ P , µ′, ν ′ ∈ FA(Λ) and J,K are finite subsets
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of Λ, is a basis for the topology on GΛ. However, we show in the following that the parameters m and

n are redundant.

Proposition 5.23. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) 6= ∅. The collection of

ZFFA(Λ) (µ \ J, ν \K) := Z(ZFFA(Λ) (µ \ J) ,d(µ),d(ν),ZFFA(Λ) (ν \K))

where µ, ν ∈ FA(Λ) and J,K are finite subsets of Λ, is a basis for the topology on GΛ.

Proof. Suppose (x,mn−1, y) is in Z(ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \ J) ,m, n,ZFFA(Λ) (ν

′ \K)) for somem,n ∈ P , µ′, ν ′ ∈

FA(Λ), and finite subsets J,K of Λ. Notice µ′ ∈ x and ν ′ ∈ y. Also, since x ∈ dom(m) and y ∈ dom(n),

there are µm ∈ x ∩ Λm and νn ∈ y ∩ Λn with w := x · µm = x · m = y · n = y · νn. Because x and y

are directed, there are µ′
m ∈ Λ and ν ′n ∈ Λ such that µ′, µm � µmµ′

m ∈ x and ν ′, νn � νnν
′
n ∈ y. Then

µ′
m ∈ x · µm = w and ν ′n ∈ y · νn = w. That is, µ′

m, ν ′n ∈ w and w is directed, so there are µ′′
m, ν ′′n ∈ Λ

such that µ′
mµ′′

m = ν ′nν
′′
n ∈ w. Let µ := µmµ′

mµ′′
m, and let ν := νnν

′
nν

′′
n. Since µ′ � µ and ν ′ � ν, we

know µ, ν ∈ FA(Λ) because FA(Λ) is a right ideal in Λ (Lemma 3.5(a)). Then, x ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ \ J)

and y ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (ν \K). Also, because µ′
mµ′′

m = ν ′nν
′′
n we have

d(µ)d(ν)−1 = d(µm)d(µ′
mµ′′

m)d(ν ′nν
′′
n)

−1d(νn)
−1 = d(µm)d(νn)

−1 = mn−1.

Lastly, we have x · d(µ) = (x · µm) · (µ′
mµ′′

m) = (y · νn) · (ν
′
mν ′′m) = y · d(ν). Hence, (x,mn−1, y) ∈

ZFFA(Λ) (µ \ J, ν \K).

Now fix (x′,d(µ)d(ν)−1, y′) ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ \ J, ν \K). Recall d(µ)d(ν)−1 = mn−1. Because x′

is hereditary and µ′ � µ, we have µ′ ∈ x′. Similarly, ν ′ ∈ y′. Thus, x′ ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \ J) and

y′ ∈ ZFFA(Λ) (ν
′ \K). Also, µm ∈ x′ and νn ∈ y′. Since d(µm) = m and d(νn) = n, we have

x′ ∈ dom(m) and y′ ∈ dom(n). By assumption x′ · d(µ) = y′ · d(ν), so x′ · µ = y′ · ν. By definition of

µ and ν, we have x′ · (µmµ′
mµ′′

m) = y′ · (νnν
′
nν

′′
n). Since µ′

mµ′′
m = ν ′nν

′′
n, the above implies

x′ · µm = (µ′
mµ′′

m)(x′ · (µmµ′
mµ′′

m)) = (ν ′nν
′′
n)(y

′ · (νnν
′
nν

′′
n)) = y′ · νn.

Hence, (x′,d(µ)d(ν)−1, y′) ∈ Z(ZFFA(Λ) (µ
′ \ J) ,m, n,ZFFA(Λ) (ν

′ \K)). �

6. Comparisons with Spielberg’s groupoids

The purpose of this section is to compare our path groupoids from Section 5 with relevant groupoids

in the literature. The main theorem (Theorem 6.6) is that, if Λ is finitely aligned (i.e. FA(Λ) = Λ),

then our path and boundary-path groupoids are topologically isomorphic to analogous groupoids

developed by Spielberg for the finitely aligned setting in [Spi12; Spi14]. Spielberg has also developed

a groupoid approach for nonfinitely aligned Λ in [Spi20]. The author showed in his thesis [Jon24]

that the path groupoid GΛ0 of the nonfinitely aligned 2-graph Λ0 from Example 3.2 has a different

structure of open invariant subsets of its unit space to that of Spielberg’s groupoid of Λ0 (and hence

their associated Steinberg algebras [Ste10] and C*-algebras [Ren80] have different ideal structure). We



20 M. JONES

omit this result because we intend to give a more comprehensive comparison of our construction and

Spielberg’s in future work. Lastly, we show that Spielberg’s groupoid of the finitely aligned relative

category of paths (FAr(Λ),Λ) associated to each P -graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅ in Section 3.6 does not

generally coincide with our path groupoid GΛ.

6.1. Path space in the finitely aligned case. We begin by noting important simplifications to the

path space when FA(Λ) = Λ.

Lemma 6.1. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) = Λ. Then, FFA(Λ) = F(Λ) and ∂Λ is the closure of U(Λ) in F(Λ).

Proof. Because FA(Λ) = Λ, and filters are nonempty, every filter contains some λ ∈ FA(Λ). That is,

FFA(Λ) = F(Λ). Then, U(Λ) ∩ FFA(Λ) = U(Λ), so ∂Λ is the closure of U(Λ) in F(Λ). �

While discussing the finitely aligned case, we denote the path space by F(Λ) because of Lemma 6.1.

A crucial difference in the finitely aligned case is that the parameter K for the usual basis for the

path space can be assumed to be a subset of µΛ, as follows. Among other things, this makes left-shift

maps open (as well as being continuous bijections as in Lemma 5.3).

Lemma 6.2. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) = Λ. The collection of ZF(Λ) (µ \K) , where µ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ µΛ is finite, is a basis for F(Λ).

Proof. Suppose x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K ′), where µ ∈ Λ and K ′ ⊆ Λ is finite. For each ζ ∈ K ′, since Λ

is finitely aligned, there is a finite (possibly empty) Jζ ⊆ Λ such that µΛ ∩ ζΛ =
⋃

γ∈Jζ
γΛ. Then,

K :=
⋃

ζ∈K ′ Jζ is a finite subset of µΛ, and the directed and hereditary properties of filters imply

x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K) ⊆ ZF(Λ) (µ \K ′) . �

Lemma 6.3. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) = Λ. The collection of ZF(Λ) (κ \K,λ \ L) , where κ, λ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ κΛ and L ⊆ λΛ are finite,

is a basis for the topology on GΛ.

Proof. The collection of Z(ZF(Λ) (κ \K) ,m, n,ZF(Λ) (λ \ L)), where m,n ∈ P , κ, λ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ κΛ

and L ⊆ λΛ are finite, is a basis for the topology on GΛ because of Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 6.2. Then,

the claim follows from similar arguments to those in the proof of Proposition 5.23. �

6.2. Spielberg’s groupoid in the finitely aligned case. We recall Spielberg’s groupoid in the

finitely aligned case from [Spi12, Page 729] and [MS22, §2]. For each α ∈ Λ and β1, . . . , βn ⊆ αΛ\{α},

let E := αΛ \
⋃n

i=1 βiΛ, and let Ê := {x ∈ F(Λ) | E ⊇ x ∩ γΛ for some γ ∈ x}. The collection of

Ê is a basis of compact sets for a topology τSpi on F(Λ). (Note that F(Λ) is denoted by “Λ∗” in

[Spi12; MS22]). Let Λ ∗ Λ ∗ F(Λ) be the set of (α, β, x) ∈ Λ × Λ × F(Λ) such that s(α) = s(β) =

r(x). Recall αx := {µ ∈ Λ | µ � αγ for some γ ∈ x} for each x ∈ F(Λ) with r(x) = s(α). For any

(α, β, x), (α′ , β′, x′) ∈ Λ ∗ Λ ∗ F(Λ), let (α, β, x) ∼ (α′, β′, x′) if there are y ∈ F(Λ) and γ, γ′ ∈ Λ such

that x = γy, x′ = γ′y, αγ = α′γ′, and βγ = β′γ′. Then, ∼ is an equivalence relation, and we write
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GSpi
Λ for the set of equivalence classes of Λ ∗ Λ ∗ F(Λ) with respect to ∼. Let GSpi

Λ

(2)
be the pairs

([α, β, x], [γ, δ, y]) ∈ GSpi
Λ ×GSpi

Λ that satisfy βx = γy, in which case [Spi14, Lemma 4.12] implies there

are z ∈ F(Λ) and ξ, η ∈ Λ such that x = ξz, y = ηz and βξ = γη. Define composition and inversion

maps by [α, β, x][γ, δ, y] := [αξ, δη, z] and [α, β, x]−1 := [β, α, x], respectively. Given a basis B for the

topology τSpi on F(Λ), the collection of [α, β,B] := {[α, β, x] | x ∈ B}, where B ∈ B, is a basis under

which GSpi
Λ is a locally compact Hausdorff étale groupoid. If Λ is not finitely aligned, then GSpi

Λ may

not be Hausdorff [Spi14, Example 4.11].

6.3. Isomorphism with Spielberg’s groupoid in the finitely aligned case. We show our path

groupoid GΛ is topologically isomorphic to GSpi
Λ when Λ is finitely aligned (Theorem 6.6). Recall from

Lemma 6.2 that the collection of ZF(Λ) (µ \K), where µ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ µΛ is finite, is a basis for F(Λ)

if Λ is finitely aligned.

Lemma 6.4. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a (not necessarily

finitely aligned) P -graph with FA(Λ) 6= ∅. For any µ ∈ Λ and finite K ⊆ µΛ, ZF(Λ) (µ \K) = Ê for

E := µΛ \
⋃

ν∈K νΛ.

Proof. Let x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K). Suppose for a contradiction that E 6⊇ x ∩ µΛ, so there is λ ∈ x ∩ µΛ

such that λ /∈ E. Since E = µΛ \
⋃

ν∈K νΛ, we must have λ ∈ νΛ for some ν ∈ K. Since x is

hereditary, ν ∈ x, which contradicts x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K). Hence, E ⊇ x ∩ µΛ, which implies x ∈ Ê.

Now let x ∈ Ê, so there is γ ∈ x such that E ⊇ x ∩ γΛ. In particular, γ ∈ E ⊆ µΛ, so µ ∈ x.

Suppose for a contradiction that there is ν ∈ K ∩ x. Since x is directed, there is λ ∈ x such that

γ, ν � λ. Thus, E ⊇ x ∩ γΛ ∋ λ, so λ ∈ E. However, λ ∈ νΛ, contradicting the definition of E.

Hence, x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K). �

The only difference to the parameterization of the Ê in Section 6.2 when defining τSpi and the

parameterization of the Ê appearing in Lemma 6.4 is that our K could contain µ, in which case

ZF(Λ) (µ \K) = ∅. That is, the basis for our topology on F(Λ) from Lemma 6.2 differs from the basis

for the topology τSpi on F(Λ) only by ∅ ⊆ F(Λ). Therefore:

Lemma 6.5. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) = Λ. Then, τSpi equals the topology on F(Λ) given by the basis from Lemma 6.2.

Theorem 6.6. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) = Λ. The map

GSpi
Λ → GΛ, [α, β, x] 7→ (αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx)

is a topological groupoid isomorphism. Moreover, the reductions GSpi
Λ |∂Λ and G∂Λ are topologically

isomorphic.

Proof. Our first aim is to show the map is a well-defined bijection. Let [α, β, x] ∈ GSpi
Λ . Since

αx ·d(α) = x = βx ·d(β), (αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx) ∈ GΛ. If [α, β, x] = [α′, β′, x′], then there are y ∈ F(Λ)
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and γ, γ′ ∈ Λ such that x = γy, x′ = γ′y, αγ = α′γ′, and βγ = β′γ′. Then, αx = α(γy) = (αγ)y =

(α′γ′)y = α′(γ′y) = α′x′. A similar argument shows βx = β′x′. Lastly, d(α)d(β)−1 = d(α′)d(β′)−1

follows from the identities αγ = α′γ′ and βγ = β′γ′ and the fact that d is a functor. Hence, the map

is well-defined. The map is surjective because any (x, q, y) ∈ GΛ is of the form (µx,d(µ)d(ν)−1, νx)

for some x ∈ F(Λ) by Proposition 5.21, which is the image of [µ, ν, x]. For injectivity, suppose

[α, β, x], [α′ , β′, x′] ∈ GSpi
Λ are such that (αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx) = (α′x′,d(α′)d(β′)−1, β′x′). Notice

α,α′ ∈ αx = α′x′, which is directed, so there are γ, γ′ ∈ Λ such that αγ = α′γ′ ∈ αx = α′x′.

Notice γ ∈ x, so y := x · γ ∈ F(Λ). Then, x = γ(x · γ) = γy, and x′ = γ′(x′ · γ′) = γ′y. To

show βγ = β′γ′, we show βγ, β′γ′ ∈ βx and d(βγ) = d(β′γ′), and we apply the injectivity of d|βx.

Since γ ∈ x, we have βγ ∈ βx. Also, γ′ ∈ x′, so β′γ′ ∈ β′x′ = βx. The identity αγ = α′γ′

implies d(α′)−1d(α) = d(γ′)d(γ)−1. If d(γ′)d(γ)−1 = d(β′)−1d(β), then d(βγ) = d(β′γ′), so it

remains to show d(α′)−1d(α) = d(β′)−1d(β), which follows from the assumption that d(α)d(β)−1 =

d(α′)d(β′)−1. Therefore, βγ = β′γ′ by the injectivity of d|βx. Thus, [α, β, x] = [α′, β′, x′], so the map

is a bijection.

Next we aim to show the map is a homeomorphism. The image of an arbitrary basic open set

[α, β,ZF(Λ) (µ \K)], where α, β, µ ∈ Λ and K ⊆ µΛ is finite, is the set of (αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx) such

that x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K). We claim this image equals

I := ZF(Λ) (αµ \ {αν | ν ∈ K} , βµ \ {βν | ν ∈ K}) .

Consider (αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx) for some x ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K). Observe αµ ∈ αx. If there is a ν ∈ K such

that αν ∈ αx, then ν ∈ x∩K, which is a contradiction. A similar argument applies to βx, so we have

αx ∈ ZF(Λ) (αµ \ {αν | ν ∈ K}) and βx ∈ ZF(Λ) (βµ \ {βν | ν ∈ K}). Lastly, notice d(α)d(β)−1 =

d(αµ)d(βµ)−1, and

(αx) · d(αµ) = (αx) · (αµ) = x · µ = (βx) · (βµ) = (βx) · d(βµ).

Hence, (αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx) ∈ I. Now fix (x,d(αµ)d(βµ)−1, y) ∈ I, so x · (αµ) = y · (βµ), which

implies z := x · α = y · β and (x,d(αµ)d(βµ)−1, y) = (αz,d(α)d(β)−1, βz). Since αµ ∈ x, µ ∈

x · α = z. There cannot be ν ∈ K ∩ z, otherwise αν ∈ x. Hence, z ∈ ZF(Λ) (µ \K), and so

[α, β, z] ∈ [α, β,ZF(Λ) (µ \K)]. That is, the image of the basic open set [α, β,ZF(Λ) (µ \K)] equals

I. An arbitrary basic open set ZF(Λ) (κ \K,λ \ L) in GΛ (see Lemma 6.3) is in the form of I with

α = κ, β = λ, µ = s(α) = s(β) and J = K · κ∪L · λ. Hence, basic open sets in GΛ identify with basic

open sets in GSpi
Λ via the map, so the map is a homeomorphism.

We now aim to show the groupoids are isomorphic. If ([α, β, x], [γ, δ, y]) ∈ GSpi
Λ

(2)
, then βx = γy,

which implies ((αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx), (γy,d(γ)d(δ)−1, δy)) ∈ GΛ
(2). The converse holds in the same

way, so the map identifies GΛ
(2) with GSpi

Λ

(2)
. Recall that ([α, β, x], [γ, δ, y]) ∈ GSpi

Λ

(2)
implies there

are z ∈ F(Λ) and ξ, η ∈ Λ such that x = ξz, y = ηz and βξ = γη. Then,

[α, β, x][γ, δ, y] = [αξ, δη, z] 7→ ((αξ)z,d(αξ)d(δη)−1, (δη)z).



PATH GROUPOIDS OF NONFINITELY ALIGNED HIGHER-RANK GRAPHS 23

Also,

(αx,d(α)d(β)−1, βx)(γy,d(γ)d(δ)−1, δy) = (αx,d(α)d(β)−1d(γ)d(δ)−1, δy).

We have (αξ)z = αx and (δη)z = δy. Lastly,

d(α)d(β)−1d(γ)d(δ)−1 = d(α)d(ξ)d(ξ)−1d(β)−1d(γ)d(η)d(η)−1d(δ)−1

= d(αξ)d(βξ)−1d(γη)d(δη)−1

= d(αξ)d(βξ)−1d(βξ)d(δη)−1

= d(αξ)d(δη)−1.

Thus, the map preserves composition. It is immediate from the definitions of the inversions and the

definition of the map that inversion is preserved too. Therefore, the map is a topological groupoid

isomorphism. Our boundary-path space ∂Λ equals the boundary of Λ defined by Spielberg on [Spi12,

Page 729], there too denoted by “∂Λ”. Our boundary-path groupoid G∂Λ is defined to be the reduction

of GΛ to ∂Λ, which therefore coincides with the reduction GSpi
Λ |∂Λ of GSpi

Λ to ∂Λ. �

Remark 6.7. The author showed in [Jon24] that our path and boundary-path groupoids coincide

also with those of Renault and Williams [RW17] and Yeend [Yee07] in the discrete row-finite case.

6.4. Inverse semigroup model in the finitely aligned case. In [OP20, Definition 2.2], Ortega

and Pardo associate an inverse semigroup SΛ to any left cancellative small category Λ (in particular,

any P -graph). Exel’s tight groupoid of SΛ from [Exe08] is denoted by Gtight(SΛ). When Λ is finitely

aligned, GSpi
Λ |∂Λ is topologically isomorphic to Gtight(SΛ) by [OP20, Lemma 4.9 and Proposition 5.2],

so we have the following corollary to Theorem 6.6.

Corollary 6.8. Let (Q,P ) be a weakly quasi-lattice ordered group, and let Λ be a P -graph with

FA(Λ) = Λ. The following groupoids are topologically isomorphic:

• G∂Λ from Definition 5.17,

• GSpi
Λ |∂Λ from [Spi20], and

• Gtight(SΛ) from [OP20].

Remark 6.9. Another relevant inverse semigroup model for groupoids associated to higher-rank

graphs is the inverse semigroup of [FMY05, Definition 4.1], which we denote here by SFMY
Λ . The

author is unaware of a comparison between SΛ from [OP20] and SFMY
Λ beyond the observation in

[LSV24] that certain elements of SΛ are “closely related to the building blocks of” SFMY
Λ . If SΛ is

isomorphic to SFMY
Λ , then our boundary-path groupoid coincides also with that of [FMY05].

6.5. Spielberg’s groupoid of a relative category of paths in general. Recall from Section 3.6

that (FAr(Λ),Λ) is a finitely aligned relative category of paths for any P -graph Λ with FA(Λ) 6= ∅.

Spielberg associates a groupoid GΛ′

(Λ) to each relative category of paths (Λ′,Λ) in [Spi20, Definition

14.1] (see also [Spi14, §4]). In this section, we show GFAr(Λ)(Λ) is not topologically isomorphic to our

path groupoid GΛ in general. We first state [Spi14, Remark 3.7] explicitly:
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Proposition 6.10 (Remark 3.7 of [Spi14]). If (Λ′,Λ) is a finitely aligned relative category of paths,

then GΛ′

(Λ) is topologically isomorphic to the groupoid GSpi
Λ′ from Section 6.2 of the finitely aligned

category of paths Λ′.

In particular, GFAr(Λ)(Λ) is topologically isomorphic to GSpi
FAr(Λ)

. By Lemma 6.5, the unit space of

GFAr(Λ)(Λ) is homeomorphic to F(FAr(Λ)), which has the basis from Lemma 6.2. Recall the 2-graph

Λ0 from Example 3.2, for which FAr(Λ0) = FA(Λ0) ∪ {v} = Λ0 \ {λ, µ}. The nondiscrete elements

of F(FAr(Λ0)) are F (t) = limn→∞ F (βn), F (w) = limn→∞ F (αn) and F (v) = limn→∞ F (λαn). This

third nondiscrete element is due to the fact that FAr(Λ0) does not contain λ or µ, so the basic open

sets containing F (v) are of the form ZF(FAr(Λ0)) (v \ {λαn1 , . . . , λαnk
}). On the other hand, the only

nondiscrete elements of FFA(Λ0) are F (t) = limn→∞ F (βn) and F (w) = limn→∞ F (αn). Therefore,

F(FAr(Λ0)) is not homeomorphic to our path space FFA(Λ0), and so GFAr(Λ0)(Λ0) is not topologically

isomorphic to our path groupoid GΛ0 .
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Ed. by F. Perera. Cham: Birkhäuser/Springer, 2020, x+163. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030

-39713-5.

[Ste10] B. Steinberg. A groupoid approach to discrete inverse semigroup algebras. Adv. Math.,

223 (2010), 689–727. doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2009.09.001. MR: 2565546.

[Wil19] D. P. Williams. A tool kit for groupoid C*-algebras. Providence, RI: American Mathemat-

ical Society, 2019.

[Wil70] S. Willard. General topology. Reading, Mass.-London-Don Mills, Ont.: Addison-Wesley

Publishing Co., 1970.

[Yee07] T. Yeend. Groupoid models for the C*-algebras of topological higher-rank graphs. J. Op-

erator Theory, 57 (2007), 95–120. MR: 2301938.

(M. Jones) School of Mathematics and Statistics, Victoria University of Wellington, PO Box 600,

Wellington 6140, NEW ZEALAND

Email address: malcolm.jones@vuw.ac.nz

https://doi.org/10.7146/math.scand.a-22235
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3403785
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2153156
https://doi.org/10.1090/proc/13745
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3731700
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091501000645
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1961175
https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/6736
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3592511
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2329002
https://doi.org/10.1112/jlms/jds025
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3000828
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-2014-06008-X
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3256184
https://doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2020.69.7969
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4151331
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39713-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2009.09.001
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2565546
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2301938
mailto:malcolm.jones@vuw.ac.nz

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Topology on the power set of a set
	2.2. Higher-rank graphs
	2.3. Groupoids
	2.4. Semigroup actions
	2.5. Semidirect product groupoids

	3. A local treatment of finite alignment
	3.1. Nowhere finitely aligned higher-rank graph
	3.2. Somewhere finitely aligned higher-rank graph
	3.3. Properties of the finitely aligned part of a higher-rank graph
	3.4. The finitely aligned part as a constellation
	3.5. Lack of a factorisation property
	3.6. Finitely aligned relative category of paths

	4. Path spaces
	4.1. Filters
	4.2. Path and boundary-path spaces
	4.3. Local compactness of the path spaces

	5. Path groupoids
	5.1. Shift maps on the path space
	5.2. Semigroup action on the path space
	5.3. Path and boundary-path groupoids
	5.4. Sufficient condition for amenability of the groupoids
	5.5. Characterising the elements of the groupoids
	5.6. Basis for the topology on the groupoids

	6. Comparisons with Spielberg's groupoids
	6.1. Path space in the finitely aligned case
	6.2. Spielberg's groupoid in the finitely aligned case
	6.3. Isomorphism with Spielberg's groupoid in the finitely aligned case
	6.4. Inverse semigroup model in the finitely aligned case
	6.5. Spielberg's groupoid of a relative category of paths in general

	Acknowledgements
	References

