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K-THEORY OF C∗-ALGEBRAS ARISING FROM COMMUTING HILBERT

BIMODULES AND INVARIANT IDEALS

ASTRID AN HUEF, ABRAHAM C.S. NG, AND AIDAN SIMS

Abstract. We study the K-theory of the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner C∗-algebra of a rank-two prod-
uct system that is an extension determined by an invariant ideal of the coefficient algebra.
We use a construction of Deaconu and Fletcher that describes the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner C∗-
algebra of the product system in terms of two iterations of Pimsner’s original construction of
a C∗-algebra from a right-Hilbert bimodule. We apply our results to the product system built
from two commuting surjective local homeomorphisms of a totally disconnected space, where
the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner C∗-algebra is isomorphic to the C∗-algebra of the associated rank-two
Deaconu–Renault groupoid. We then apply a theorem of Spielberg about stable finiteness of an
extension to obtain sufficient conditions for stable finiteness of the C∗-algebra of the Deaconu–
Renault groupoid.

1. Introduction

This paper achieves two main objectives. The first concerns rank-two product systems of right-
Hilbert bimodules, in the sense of Fowler, in which the left actions are given by injective homo-
morphisms into the compacts. We show that the inclusion of a suitably invariant ideal in the
coefficient algebra induces a morphism of exact sequences in K-theory for the associated Cuntz–
Nica–Pimsner algebras. In particular, when the coefficient algebra A has trivial K1 group, we
show that the K0-group of the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner algebra is explicitly computable in terms of
the maps on K0(A) induced by the KK-classes of the generating bimodules in the product system.
We also show that an invariant ideal I of A yields a morphism between two such exact sequences.
The second objective is to apply this to the C∗-algebra of a Deaconu–Renault groupoid with totally
disconnected unit space. We obtain a criterion for stable finiteness in terms of stable finiteness
of the ideal and quotient corresponding to an open invariant subspace of the unit space, and its
closed invariant complement.

We came to this investigation through our previous work on stable finiteness of C∗-algebras
associated to higher-rank graphs [18]. Still earlier work of the first and third authors [8] showed
that for a rank-2 graph whose groupoid admits no nontrivial open invariant sets, stable finiteness
of its C∗-algebra is characterised by a fairly checkable condition on the adjacency matrices of the
graph that comes out of work of Voiculescu [34] and Brown [6] on AF-embeddable C∗-algebras.
In [18] we parlayed this into a theorem about stable finiteness of C∗-algebras of rank-2 graphs
whose groupoids admit exactly one nontrivial open invariant set U . Our approach to this was to
use Spielberg’s theorem [33] about stable finiteness of an extension of a stably finite quotient by
a stably finite ideal. In order to invoke Spielberg’s theorem, we needed a characterisation of the
map in K-theory induced by the inclusion of the ideal corresponding to U into the C∗-algebra of
the 2-graph. But the K-theory computations for 2-graph C∗-algebras available at the time [27, 11]
proceed via Kasparov’s spectral sequence [19], and do not give enough information to characterise
this map. We navigated this problem in [18] by re-computing the K-theory of a 2-graph C∗-algebra
by iterated applications of the Pimsner–Voiculescu sequence for crossed products by Z. Though
this approach does not provide the explicit description ofK1(C

∗(Λ)) that emerges from the spectral
sequence, it has the advantage that naturality of the Pimsner–Voiculescu sequence with respect to
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Z-equivariant homomorphisms gives the desired description of the map betweenK0-groups induced
by the inclusion I →֒ C∗(Λ) of a gauge-invariant ideal of the 2-graph C∗-algebra.

The computation of K-theory in [18] has a second drawback: it involves a great deal of very
complicated book-keeping (take a look, for example, at the diagrams on pages 288, 289 and 293
of [18]). However, an alternative approach presents itself: the C∗-algebras of rank-2 Deaconu–
Renault groupoids can also be described as Cuntz–Pimsner algebras, as defined by Fowler [15], of
product systems X over N2. (In keeping with more recent literature, we call them Cuntz–Nica–
Pimsner algebras and denote them NOX—new constructions such as Sehnem’s covariance algebra
[30] reduce to Fowler’s in our setting.) Results of Deaconu [10], further developed by Fletcher
[13, 14], describe this Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner algebra in terms of two iterations of Pimsner’s original
construction [23] of a C∗-algebra from a right-Hilbert bimodule, and at each iterate, the coefficient
algebra of the bimodule is isomorphic to the C∗-algebra of the Deaconu–Renault groupoid for a
lower-rank dynamics. So at each stage Pimsner’s six-term sequence in KK-theory [23], which is
natural for suitable morphisms of right-Hilbert bimodules, computes the K-theory of the Cuntz–
Pimsner algebra in terms of that of the coefficient algebra and the map in K-theory induced by
the class of the right-Hilbert bimodule in KK-theory.

In this paper we carry out this program for computing K-groups and maps between them via
iteration of Pimsner’s six-term sequence in greater generality. In §4, we consider rank-2 product
systems X of right-Hilbert bimodules in which the left action of the coefficient algebra A on each
module Xn is implemented by an injective homomorphism into the algebra of generalised compact
operators. We identify the X-invariant ideals I of A for which XI := (Xn · I)n∈N2 is a product
system of right-Hilbert I–I-bimodules, and show that there is an inclusion φ : NOXI →֒ NOX

whose range is an ideal of NOX. We then work out the details of the naturality of Pimsner’s six-
term sequence in KK-theory to obtain a commuting diagram of short exact sequences describing
the K0-groups of NOX and of NOXI and the map from the latter to the former induced by φ.
Even for 2-graph C∗-algebras C∗(Λ), which are Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner algebras of product systems
over N2 of right-Hilbert-C0(Λ)

0 bimodules, this significantly simplifies the K-theory calculations
of [18].

In §6 we consider an action T of N2 by local homeomorphisms of a totally disconnected locally
compact Hausdorff space with an open invariant subset H ⊂ Ω. We identify the C∗-algebra
C∗(GT ) of the associated Deaconu–Renault groupoid with the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner algebra of
a product system X over C0(Ω), and show that C0(H) ⊂ C0(Ω) is an X-invariant ideal. We
can therefore apply our earlier results to obtain a new morphism of short-exact sequences that
describes the K0-groups of C∗(GT ) and C∗(GT |H ) and the map between them induced by the
inclusion C∗(GT |H ) →֒ C∗(GT ). (We do not explore what our results say about K1-groups, since
they do not improve upon the description of [12, Corollary 7.7].)

Finally in §7, as an application, we use a result of Spielberg [33, Lemma 1.5] to obtain a sufficient
condition for stable finiteness of C∗(GT ) in terms of stable finiteness of C∗(GT |H ) and C∗(GT |Ω\H

)

and of the maps on Cc(Ω,N) induced by the generators T(1,0) and T(0,1) of the action. This is
useful because, for example, if the reductions of T to H and to Ω\H are minimal (so in particular,
if the associated C∗-algebras are simple), then stable finiteness of the associated C∗-algebras is
characterised by the results of [4] or [25].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Hilbert bimodules and their associated algebras: Basic definitions and results. In
the following three subsections, we give a brief summary of Hilbert bimodules and the associated
algebras (see [24] for example). We also establish a consistent map-naming convention that we
highlight in the ‘notation’ environments. Given a C∗-algebra A, a right-Hilbert A-module X is a
right A-module equipped with an A-valued map 〈·, ·〉A : X × X → A, called the inner product,
which is linear in the second variable and such that for ξ, η ∈ X and a ∈ A,

• 〈ξ, ξ〉A ≥ 0, with equality if and only if ξ = 0;
• 〈ξ, η〉A = 〈η, ξ〉∗A;
• 〈ξ, η · a〉A = 〈ξ, η〉Aa; and
• X is complete with respect to the norm given by ‖ξ‖2A = ‖〈ξ, ξ〉A‖.

Often we will drop the subscript A on the inner product and associated norm.
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A map T : X → X is an adjointable operator if there exists a map T ∗ : X → X , called the
adjoint of T , such that 〈T ∗ξ, η〉 = 〈ξ, T η〉 for all ξ, η ∈ X . If T is adjointable, the adjoint T ∗

is unique and both T and T ∗ are automatically bounded A-module homomorphisms. The space
L(X) of adjointable operators on X is itself a C∗-algebra. Given ξ, η ∈ X , the map θξ,η : X → X

determined by θξ,η(ζ) = ξ · 〈η, ζ〉A is an adjointable operator with adjoint θ∗ξ,η = θη,ξ. We define

K(X) to be span{θξ,η ∈ L(X) : ξ, η ∈ X} (this is an ideal of L(X)) and call it the algebra of
compact operators on X .

Given C∗-algebras B,A, a right-Hilbert B–A-bimodule X is a right-Hilbert A-module together
with a left action of B by adjointable operators on X that is implemented by a ∗-homomorphism
φ : B → L(X) (that is, b · x = φ(b)x). Thus, for all ξ, η ∈ X, b ∈ B,

〈b · ξ, η〉A = 〈ξ, b∗ · η〉A.

Sometimes, for clarity, we will write X = BXA. If the homomorphism φ implementing the left
action takes values in K(X), we say that the Hilbert bimodule X has compact left action. If B = A,
we call X a right-Hilbert A-bimodule (also known as a C∗-correspondence over A).

Given two right-Hilbert bimodules BXA and AYC , we can first take the quotient of the algebraic
tensor product X⊙Y by the submodule generated by differences of the form ξ ·a⊙η− ξ⊙a ·η and
then complete it with respect to the inner product that satisfies 〈ξ⊙η, ξ′⊙η′〉C = 〈η, 〈ξ, ξ′〉A ·η′〉C .
The result is a new right-Hilbert B–C-bimodule called the balanced tensor product X ⊗A Y with
left action b · (ξ ⊗ η) = (b · ξ)⊗ η and right action (ξ ⊗ η) · c = ξ ⊗ (η · c).

Given a sequence (Xn)n of right-Hilbert A-modules, we define
∞⊕

n=0

Xn := {(xn)n ∈
∏

n

Xn :
∑

n

〈xn, xn〉A converges in A};

this is again a right-Hilbert A-module with (xn)n ·a = (xn ·a)n and 〈(xn)n, (yn)n〉A =
∑

n〈xn, yn〉A.
If each Xn is a Hilbert A–A-bimodule, then so is

⊕
nXn with left action a · (xn)n = (a · xn)n.

Every C∗-algebra A can be regarded as a right-Hilbert A-bimodule over itself with left and right
actions given by honest multiplication and inner product defined by 〈a, b〉 = a∗b. This is denoted
by AAA. Let X be a right-Hilbert A-bimodule. For n ≥ 1, we write

X⊗n = X ⊗A X ⊗A · · · ⊗A X︸ ︷︷ ︸
n terms

,

and after setting X⊗0 to be A, the space

FX =

∞⊕

n=0

X⊗n

is called the Fock space of X and is itself a right-Hilbert A-bimodule.
Given two right-Hilbert bimodules AXA and BYB , a pair of maps (λ : A → B,ϕ : X → Y ) is a

right-Hilbert bimodule morphism if λ is a ∗-homomorphism and for all a ∈ A, ξ, η ∈ X ,

ϕ(a · ξ) = λ(a) · ϕ(ξ), ϕ(ξ · a) = ϕ(ξ) · λ(a), and λ(〈ξ, η〉) = 〈ϕ(ξ), ϕ(η)〉.

Given a right-Hilbert bimodule AXA, a Toeplitz representation of X in a C∗-algebra B is a
right-Hilbert bimodule morphism (π : X → B,ψ : X → BBB). There exists a universal Toeplitz
representation of X in a C∗-algebra which we denote TX and call the Toeplitz algebra of X . We
will denote the representation in the Toeplitz algebra by

(i1 : A→ TX , i2 : X → TX).

We call A the coefficient algebra of TX . The map i1 is injective and TX is generated by the images
of i1 and i2.

Notation 2.1. Given a right-Hilbert A-bimodule X , the symbol i1 always denotes the canonical
inclusion of A into TX and i2 always denotes the canonical map taking X into TX .

By [23, Proposition 3.3], we can identify TX with a subalgebra of L(FX) such that given a ∈ A

and ξ ∈ X ,
i1(a) : (ξ

n)∞n ∈ FX 7→ (a · ξn)∞n=0 ∈ FX ,

and
i2(ξ) : (ξ

n)∞n=0 ∈ FX 7→ (0, ξ · ξ0, ξ ⊗ ξ1, ξ ⊗ ξ2, ξ ⊗ ξ3, . . . ) ∈ FX .
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Furthermore, we have that K(FX)⊳ TX ⊂ L(FX).
Given any Toeplitz representation (π, ψ) of a right-Hilbert bimodule AXA in a C∗-algebra B,

there exists a ∗-homomorphism (π, ψ)(1) : K(X) → B such that for all ξ, η ∈ X ,

(π, ψ)(1)(θξ,η) = ψ(ξ)ψ(y)∗.

As usual, for an ideal I ⊳ A we write I⊥ := {a ∈ A : aI = {0}}. We say that a Toeplitz
representation (π, ψ) is Cuntz–Pimsner covariant if (π, ψ)(1)(φ(a)) = π(a) for all a ∈ φ−1(K(X) ∩
(kerφ)⊥). There exists a universal Cuntz–Pimsner covariant Toeplitz representation of X in a
C∗-algebra which we denote OX and call the Cuntz–Pimsner algebra of X . We will denote the
representation in the Cuntz–Pimsner algebra by

(j1 : A→ OX , j2 : X → OX).

As with the Toeplitz representation, j1 is always injective and OX is generated by the images of j1
and j2. If the left action homomorphism φ is injective, then OX is the quotient of TX by the ideal
of TX generated by {π(a)− (i1, i2)

(1)(φ(a)) : φ(a) ∈ K(X)}. In general, OX is the quotient of TX
by a sub-ideal of K(FX) and the quotient map q : TX → OX satisfies j1 = q ◦ i1 and j2 = q ◦ i2.

Notation 2.2. Given a right-Hilbert A-bimodule X , the homomorphism j1 will always denote the
canonical inclusion of A into OX , j2 will always denote the canonical map taking X to OX , and q
will always denote the quotient map TX → OX .

Any right-Hilbert A-bimodule morphism (λ : A→ B,ϕ : AXA → BYB) induces three important
homomorphisms:

(1) Φ: FX → FY such that ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ∈ X⊗n 7→ ϕ(ξ1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϕ(ξn) ∈ Y ⊗n (this induces
an additional homomorphism Φ(1) : K(FX) → K(FY ) such that θξ̄,η̄ 7→ θΦ(ξ̄),Φ(η̄) for ξ̄, η̄ ∈
FX).

(2) TX → TY such that i1(a) 7→ i1(λ(a)) and i2(ξ) 7→ i2(ϕ(ξ)).
(3) ϕ(1) : K(X) → K(Y ) such that θξ,η 7→ θϕ(ξ),ϕ(η) (this is the restriction of Φ(1) from (1) to

K(X) ⊂ K(FX)).

If (λ, ϕ) is covariant (also known as coisometric [5, Definition 1.3]) in the sense that ϕ(1)(φ(a)) =
ϕ(a) whenever φ(a) ∈ K(X), and λ is injective, then by [5, Corollary 1.5] there is a fourth homo-
morphism

(4) OX → OY such that j1(a) 7→ j1(λ(a)) and j2(ξ) 7→ j2(ϕ(ξ)) for all a ∈ A, ξ ∈ X .

Given a right-Hilbert bimodule AXA, an ideal I ⊳ A is X-invariant if IX ⊂ XI (here and
elsewhere, IX means I ·X and XI meansX ·I). For anyX-invariant ideal I, IXII is a right-Hilbert
bimodule and the pair (I →֒ A,XI →֒ X) is a coisometric right-Hilbert bimodule morphism. The
induced homomorphism OXI → OX is injective (see [16, Corollary 3.9]).

2.2. Hilbert bimodules, the associated algebras and K-theory. Let X be a right-Hilbert
A-bimodule. Then i1 : A → TX induces a KK-equivalence so that (i1)∗ : K0(A) → K0(TX) is an
isomorphism [23, §4].

Let P ∈ K(FX) be the infinite matrix such that P11 = 1 and Pij = 0 whenever i 6= 0 or j 6= 0.
Let k : A→ K(FX) be the map a 7→ aP . Then for all a ∈ A,

k(a) : (ξn)∞n=0 7→ (aξ0, 0, 0, . . . ).

It is not hard to see that K(FX)PK(FX) = K(FX) and that PK(FX)P = k(A) ∼= A. Thus
k∗ : K0(A) → K0(K(FX)) is an isomorphism.

Notation 2.3. Given a right-Hilbert bimodule X over a C∗-algebra A, the letter k always denotes
the map A→ K(FX), a 7→ aP , and ℓ always denotes the inclusion K(FX) →֒ TX .

There is a 6-term exact K-theory sequence called the Pimsner sequence associated to any right-
Hilbert bimodule X over a C∗-algebra A with left action by compact operators. Using the maps
i1, j1, k, ℓ of our map-naming convention, the Pimsner sequence can then be written as the outer
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sequence in the following diagram:

K0(A) K0(A)

K0(K(FX)) K0(TX) K0(OX)

K1(OX) K1(TX) K1(K(FX))

K1(A) K1(A)

∼=,k∗

1−[X]

∼=,(i1)∗

(j1)∗

ℓ∗ q∗

∂

∂

∂

∂

q∗ ℓ∗

∼=,(i1)∗

(j1)∗

∼=,k∗

1−[X]

.

We will work with both the inner 6-term sequence and the outer 6-term sequence, sometimes in
K-theory and sometimes in KK-theory, depending on the situation. The instances of [X ] in the
diagram above denote the homomorphisms [X ] : K∗(A) → K∗(A) obtained from the composition

(2.1) K∗(A) KK∗(C, A) KK∗(C, A) K∗(A)
Θ∗ ·⊗̂X Θ∗

using the isomorphisms Θ: K∗(A) → KK∗(C, A) and the Kasparov products · ⊗̂X . In our treat-
ment below, A is approximately finite dimensional, and hence K1(A) = 0. In preparation for
our application to the K-theory of a rank-2 Deaconu–Renault groupoid, in §5 we discuss [X ] in
detail when X is the right-Hilbert module associated to a surjective local homeomorphism between
totally disconnected spaces.

2.3. Product systems and the associated algebras. Apart from a brief appearance in §6,
the main part of this paper can be read without reference to product systems, which were first
introduced in [15]. This preliminary subsection is mostly taken from [13, §3.1] and included for
those who want to understand the technical proofs in §A.1 concerning the Deaconu–Fletcher con-
structions.

Let A be a C∗-algebra and let P a countable semigroup with identity e. A product system over
P with coefficient algebra A (as defined in [13, Definition 3.1.1]) is a semigroup X =

⊔
p∈P Xp such

that for p, q ∈ P ,

• Xp ⊂ X is a right-Hilbert A-bimodule;
• Xe is equal to the AAA;
• For p, q ∈ P with p 6= e, there exists a right-Hilbert bimodule isomorphism Mp,q : Xp ⊗A
Xq → Xpq satisfying Mp,q(ξ ⊗ η) = ξη for all ξ ∈ Xp and y ∈ Xq;

• For a ∈ Xe = A and ξ ∈ Xp, aξ = a · ξ and ξa = ξ · a.

Product systems generalise right-Hilbert bimodules: if X is a right-Hilbert A-bimodule, then
X =

⊔
n∈N

X⊗n is a product system.

In our paper, we only use P = N2, and so we restrict the background material to this case. Fur-
thermore, we will always assume that the left actions are by compacts (implying that the product
system is compactly aligned, though we will not delve further into this term). A representation of
X in a C∗-algebra B is a map ψ : X → B such that for p, q ∈ N2,

• ψp := ψ|Xp
is a linear map;

• ψ0 is a ∗-homomorphism;
• ψp(ξ)ψq(η) = ψpq(ξη) for all ξ ∈ Xp, η ∈ Xq; and
• ψp(ξ)

∗ψp(η) = ψ0(〈ξ, η〉A) for all ξ, η ∈ Xp.

Note that for all p ∈ N2, (ψe, ψp) is a Toeplitz representation of Xp in B.
For p = (p1, p2), q = (q1, q2) ∈ N2, let p ∨ q = (max{p1, q1},max{p2, q2}) ∈ N2. For S ∈

K(Xp), T ∈ K(Xq), let

ιp∨qp (S) =Mp,p∨q ◦ (S ⊗ idXp∨q−p
) ◦M−1

p,p∨q ∈ K(Xp∨q),

and
ιp∨qq (T ) =Mq,p∨q ◦ (T ⊗ idXp∨q−q

) ◦M−1
q,p∨q ∈ K(Xp∨q).

If ψ satisfies the additional condition that for all p, q ∈ N2,

• (ψe, ψp)
(1)(S)(ψe, ψq)

(1)(T ) = (ψe, ψp∨q)
(1)(ιp∨qp (S)ιp∨qq (T )) for all S ∈ K(Xp), T ∈ K(Xq),
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then the representation is said to be Nica covariant. There exists a univeral Nica covariant resp-
resentation of X in a C∗-algebra which we denote NT X and call the Nica–Toeplitz algebra of X.
We will always write the representation in the Nica–Toeplitz algebra as

iX : X → NT X,

and we write iXp
= iX|Xp

. The algebra NT X is generated by the image of iX.
There is a further technical condition that we will not delve into that makes a Nica covariant

representation what we call Cuntz–Pimsner covariant. Suffice it to say that if the left actions are all
faithful, something we will always assume, then there exists a universal Cuntz–Pimsner covariant
representation of X in a C∗-algebra which we denote NOX and call the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner
algebra of X. We will always write the representation in the Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner algebra as

jX : X → NOX,

and we write jXp
= jX|Xp

The algebra NOX is generated by jX(X) and is a quotient of NT X.
We denote the quotient map by qX : NT X → NOX. We have jX = qX ◦ iX.

3. The Deaconu–Fletcher construction for commuting Hilbert bimodules

Let A be a separable C∗-algebra, and let X1 and X2 be countably generated right-Hilbert A-
bimodules with faithful compact left actions. Suppose that there is an isomorphism X1 ⊗A X2 →
X2 ⊗AX1; we then say that X1 and X2 are commuting Hilbert bimodules. Deaconu and Fletcher
produced several constructions which we now describe (see [13, Propositions 4.2.11 and 4.3.1]).

If we restrict the left action of TX1
(TX1)TX1

to A (strictly speaking, it is to i1(A)), then we get a

right-Hilbert bimodule A(TX1 )TX1
. Thus we can take the balanced tensor product X2⊗ATX1 which

is a right-Hilbert A–TX1 -bimodule. There is a left action by TX1 on X2 ⊗A TX1 which extends the
original left action by A. This gives a right-Hilbert TX1 -bimodule. The same construction with
X1 and X2 switched yields a right-Hilbert TX2 -bimodule X1 ⊗A TX2 .

Similarly, there is a left action by OX1 on the right-Hilbert A–OX1 -bimodule X2 ⊗A OX1 that
extends the original left action on A. This gives a right-Hilbert OX1 -bimodule X2 ⊗A OX1 . The
same construction with X1 and X2 switched yields a right-Hilbert OX2 -bimodule X1 ⊗A OX2 .

For m,n ∈ N, let X(m,n) = X⊗m
1 ⊗A X⊗n

2 . Since X1 ⊗A X2 is isomorphic to X2 ⊗A X1,
X =

⊔
(m,n)∈N2 X(m,n) is a product system with associated Nica–Toeplitz and Cuntz–Nica–Toeplitz

algebras (see §2.3).
In the next theorem we summarise theorems from the Deaconu–Fletcher construction [13, The-

orems 3.3.17, 3.4.21, 4.2.12, 4.3.2, 4.3.3], as they pertain to our situation.

Theorem 3.1 (Deaconu–Fletcher). Let X1, X2 be as above. Then

(1) TX2⊗ATX1

∼= TX1⊗ATX2

∼= NT X;

(2) OX2⊗AOX1

∼= OX1⊗AOX2

∼= NOX;
(3) OX2⊗ATX1

∼= TX1⊗AOX2
and OX1⊗ATX2

∼= TX2⊗AOX1
.

Remark 3.2. In particular, in the notation from §2.1, the isomorphism OX2⊗AOX1
→ NOX does

the following: for a ∈ A, ξ ∈ X1 and η ∈ X2,

j1(j1(a)) 7→ jX(0,0)
(a), j1(j2(ξ)) 7→ jX(1,0)

(ξ),

j2(η ⊗ j1(a)) 7→ jX(0,1)
(η · a), j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ)) 7→ jX(1,1)

(ηξ).

We now state four lemmas regarding the Deaconu–Fletcher construction that will be used to
compute K-theory in §4. The proofs are straightforward but very technical and thus are provided
in the appendix.

Lemma 3.3. Let k : A → K(FX2 ), ℓ : K(FX2 ) → TX2 be the homomorphisms associated to the
right-Hilbert A-bimodule X2. Then there is a map ψ : X1 → X1 ⊗A TX2 such that ψ(ξ · a) =
ξ⊗ ℓ(k(a)) for a ∈ A and ξ ∈ X. The pair (ℓ◦k, ψ) : (A,X1) → (TX2 , X1⊗A TX2 ) is a right-Hilbert
bimodule morphism.

Lemma 3.3 is proved in Appendix A on page 24.

Lemma 3.4. Let i1 : A → TX2 be the homomorphism associated to the right-Hilbert A-bimodule
X2. Then there is a map ϕ : X1 → X1 ⊗A TX2 such that ϕ(ξ · a) = ξ⊗ i1(a) for a ∈ A and ξ ∈ X1.
The pair (i1, ϕ) : (A,X1) → (TX2 , X1 ⊗A TX2) is a right-Hilbert bimodule morphism.
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We prove Lemma 3.4 in Appendix A on page 25.

Lemma 3.5. Let J : OX1⊗ATX2
→ TX2⊗AOX1

be the isomorphism from Theorem 3.1(3). Adopt the

notation of §2.1 so that (i1, i2) denotes the Toeplitz representations of both (A,X2) and (OX1 , X2⊗A
OX1) and (j1, j2) denotes the covariant Cuntz–Pimsner representations of both (TX2 , X1 ⊗A TX2 )
and (A,X1). Let a ∈ A, ξ ∈ X1 and η = η′ · 〈η′, η′〉 ∈ X2. Then

J(j2(ξ ⊗ i1(a))) = i1(j2(ξ · a)), J(j1(i1(a))) = i1(j1(a)), and

J(j1(i2(η))) = i2(η
′ ⊗ j1(〈η

′, η′〉)).

We prove Lemma 3.5 in Appendix A on page 25.
Recall that for a right-Hilbert A-bimodule X , an ideal I ⊳ A is X-invariant if IX ⊂ XI. Let

I be an X1- and X2-invariant ideal of A. Then for i = 1, 2, XiI is a right-Hilbert I-bimodule and
XiI ⊂ Xi. By [16, Corollary 3.9], the canonical map κi : OXiI → OXi

is injective. Thus we have
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let I be an X1- and X2-invariant ideal of A. Then

(1) The pair (I →֒ A,X1I →֒ X1) is a right-Hilbert bimodule morphism; and
(2) The pair (κ1 : OX1I → OX1 , 1⊗κ1 : X2I⊗IOX1I → X2⊗AOX1) is a right-Hilbert bimodule

morphism. In particular, this induces a homomorphism φ : OX2I⊗IOX1I
→ OX2⊗AOX1

.

We prove Lemma 3.6 in Appendix A on page 26.

4. K-theory for Cuntz–Pimsner algebras of commuting Hilbert bimodules

In this section we prove a generalisation of [18, Theorem 4.20] for general commuting right-
Hilbert A-bimodules X1 and X2, both with compact left actions and K1(A) = 0, and an ideal
I of A which is X1- and X2-invariant. While the conclusion of Theorem 4.5 looks very much
like [18, Theorem 4.20], even our application of the theorem to rank-2 Daconu–Renault groupoids
yields new results (see Theorem 6.4 below). Our proof is based on Theorem 4.1. Consequently our
method of proof is very different from the one for [18, Theorem 4.20]. Notice that the Cuntz–Nica–
Pimsner C∗-algebra NOX of the product system X induced by X1 and X2, which we discussed
in the introduction, is isomorphic by Theorem 3.1 to the Cuntz–Pimsner algebra of the bimodule
Y1 := X2 ⊗A OX1 appearing in the theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let A be a separable C∗-algebra such that K1(A) = 0. Let X1 and X2 be countably
generated right-Hilbert A-bimodules with faithful compact left actions of A and such that X1⊗AX2

∼=
X2 ⊗A X1. Let Y1 denote the right-Hilbert OX1-bimodule X2 ⊗A OX1 from the Deaconu–Fletcher
construction. Then the following diagram commutes:

(4.1)

K1(OY1) K0(A) K0(A)

0 0 K0(A) K0(A)

K0(OX1) K0(OX1 ) K0(OY1) K1(OX1) K1(OX1 )

K0(A) K0(A) 0 0

K0(A) K0(A).

∂

(j1)∗

1−[X2]

1−[X2]

1−[X1] 1−[X1]

1−[Y1] (j1)∗ ∂

∂

1−[Y1]

∂

(j1)∗

1−[X2]

(j1)∗

1−[X2]

1−[X1] 1−[X1]

Furthermore, if I is an X1- and X2-invariant ideal of A, then X1I and X2I commute, and with
Y I1 := (X2I)⊗I OX1I the diagram is natural with respect to the right-Hilbert bimodule morphisms
from Lemma 3.6.

To prove that the diagram (4.1) commutes, and in particular that the square on the right side
involving the two maps ∂ commutes, we will use the following proposition and Lemma 4.3 below.
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Proposition 4.2. Let (ℓ ◦ k, ψ) : (A,X1) → (TX2 , X1 ⊗A TX2 ) be the morphism of right- Hilbert
bimodules from Lemma 3.3, and let

η : K(FX1) → K(FX1⊗TX2
) and θ : OX1 → OX1⊗TX2

be the induced homomorphisms. Let (i1, ϕ) : (A,X1) → (TX2 , X1 ⊗A TX2 ) be the morphism of
right-Hilbert bimodules from Lemma 3.4, and let

ρ : K(FX1) → K(FX1⊗TX2
) and σ : OX1 → OX1⊗TX2

be the induced homomorphisms. Finally, let J : OX1⊗TX2
→ TX2⊗OX1

be the isomorphism of
Lemma 3.5. Consider the following diagram:

K0(K(FX1⊗TX2
))

K0(K(FX1 )) K0(A) K0(K(FX2 )) K0(TX2 ) K0(A) K0(K(FX1 ))

K1(OX1) K1(K(FX2⊗OX1
)) K1(TX2⊗OX1

) K1(OX1 ).

K1(OX1⊗TX2
)

∂(e) (f)

η∗

∼=,k∗

∼=,k∗ ℓ∗

(a)

∼=,k∗

(3′)

(c)
∼=,k∗

∼=,(i1)∗

ρ∗

∂

θ∗

∼=,k∗ ℓ∗

(b) (d)

∂

∼=,(i1)∗

σ∗
∼=,J∗

Let (a)–(f) be the subdiagrams shown; in particular, (e) is formed by the leftmost ∂, η∗, θ∗ and the
middle ∂, whereas (f) is formed by the middle ∂, ρ∗, σ∗ and the rightmost ∂. Then the subdiagrams
(a)–(f) commute.

Proof. We break this proof down into the six named subdiagrams. We have relegated some of the
longer technical proofs of commutativity to the appendix.

Subdiagram (a): This diagram is induced by the following diagram of C∗-algebras which com-
mutes by Lemma A.2 on page 26 in AppendixA:

A K(FX2 ) TX2

K(FX1) K(FX1⊗TX2
).

k

k ℓ

k

η

Subdiagram (b): This diagram is induced by the following diagram of C∗-algebras which com-
mutes by Lemma A.3 on page 27:

OX1 K(FX2⊗OX1
)

OX1⊗TX2
TX2⊗OX1

.

θ

k

ℓ

J

Subdiagram (c): This diagram is induced by the following diagram of C∗-algebras which com-
mutes by Lemma A.4 on page 28:

A K(FX1)

TX2 K(FX1⊗TX2
).

i1

k

ρ

k
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Subdiagram (d): It suffices to show that the following diagram of C∗-algebras

OX1 TX2⊗OX1

OX1⊗TX2

i1

σ
J

commutes. Fix ξ = ξ′ · 〈ξ′, ξ′〉 ∈ X1 and a ∈ A. Since σ is induced by (i1, ϕ), the formulas for J
from Lemma 3.5 yield

J ◦ σ(j2(ξ) = J(j2(ϕ(ξ)) = J(j2(ξ
′ ⊗ i1(〈ξ

′, ξ′〉))) = i1(j2(ξ)) and

J ◦ σ(j1(a)) = J(j1(i1(a))) = i1(j1(a)).

Hence J ◦ σ = i1.
Subdiagram (e): Let (ℓ ◦ k, ψ) : X1 → X1 ⊗A TX2 be the right-Hilbert A-bimodule morphism

from Lemma 3.3. Let η : K(FX1) → K(FX1⊗TX2
), θ : TX1 → TX1⊗TX2

and Υ: OX1 → OX1⊗TX2
be

the induced homomorphisms. Then

0 K(FX1 ) TX1 OX1 0

0 K(FX1⊗TX2
) TX1⊗TX2

OX1⊗TX2
0

ℓ

η

q

Υ θ

ℓ q

commutes. It follows from the naturality of the index map as in [28, Proposition 9.1.5] that

K0(K(FX1 )) K0(K(FX1⊗TX2
))

K1(OX1) K1(OX1⊗TX2
)

η

∂

θ

∂

commutes, and hence subdiagram (e) commutes as well.
Subdiagram (f): As for diagram (e), this diagram commutes by naturality with respect to the

right-Hilbert bimodule morphism ϕ : X1 → X1 ⊗A TX2 from Lemma 3.4. �

Lemma 4.3. Let E be a right-Hilbert A-bimodule with faithful left action. Then

(ℓ ◦ k)∗ = (i1)∗ ◦ (1− [E]).

Proof. We show that the desired identity follows from [23, Lemma 4.7]. Most of the work boils
down to reconciling Pimsner’s notation with ours.

Pimsner’s KK-class α ∈ KK(A, TE) is the class of the inclusion i1 : A →֒ TE (see [23, Defini-
tion 4.1]), and [23, Theorem 4.4] shows that the class β ∈ KK(TE, A) appearing in [23, Lemma 4.7]
is inverse to α. Hence the conclusion of [23, Lemma 4.7] can be rearranged as

(4.2) [E+,I ] ⊗̂ (ιI − [E]) ⊗̂ α = [j].

Pimsner’s E+ is the Fock space F(E) (see the first displayed equation on [23, page 191]). The ideal
I in [23, Lemma 4.7] is the preimage of K(E) under the homomorphism that implements the left
action; in our instance this is all of A, because we assume a compact left action. Hence ιI is the map
induced by the identity homomorphism on A, which is the identity map 1 = 1K0(A); so ιI − [E] is
1−[E]. Pimsner’s E+,I is defined on [23, page 205] as the set {ξ ∈ E+ : 〈ξ, ξ〉 ∈ I}, so in our instance
is equal to F(E). So the Kasparov class [E+,I ] appearing in [23, Lemma 4.7] is the Kasparov class
in KK(K(F(E)), A) determined by the imprimitivity bimodule F(E). The conjugate module,
which implements the inverse KK-class, is the imprimitivity bimodule F(E)∗ determined by the
inclusion of A as the full corner of K(F(E)) corresponding to the summand A = E⊗0 ∈ F(E).
This inclusion is the map that we call k, and so the Kasparov class [k] ∈ KK(A,F(E)) is inverse
to [E+,I ]. So we can rearrange (4.2) as

(4.3) (1− [E]) ⊗̂ α = [k] ⊗̂ [j].

Pimsner writes j for the inclusion of K(FX) in TX that we call ℓ. By [3, Proposition 18.7.2(a)], we
have [k] ⊗̂ [ℓ] = [ℓ ◦ k]. Since and (i1)∗(1− [E]) = (1− [E]) ⊗̂ [i1] = (1− [E]) ⊗̂ α, (4.3) becomes

(4.4) (i1)∗(1 − [E]) = [ℓ ◦ k],
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as elements of KK(A, TE). In particular, the maps

· ⊗̂ (i1)∗(1 − [E]) : KK(C, A) → KK(C, TE) and · ⊗̂[ℓ ◦ k] : KK(C, A) → KK(C, TE).

coincide. Composing the first of these maps with the isomorphisms K∗(A) ∼= KK∗(C, A) and
K∗(TE) ∼= KK∗(C, TE) of [3, Corollary 18.5.4] is the definition of the map (i1)∗◦(1−[E]) appearing
in the statement of the lemma. By [3, Proposition 18.7.2(a)] again, the map ·⊗̂[ℓ◦k] : KK(C, A) →
KK(C, TE) is the map obtained from functoriality of KK described in [3, Section 17.8]; there this
map is denoted (ℓ◦k)∗, but to avoid confusion with the notation in the statement of the lemma, here
we will denote it by (ℓ ◦ k)̃ . Given a nondegenerate homomorphism φ : B → C of C∗-algebras, we
have ℓ2(B)⊗BφCC ∼= ℓ2(C)C as right Hilbert modules via the isomorphism (bi)i∈N⊗c = (φ(bi)c)i∈N,
and this isomorphism carries the left action by scalar multiples of a projection

(
pi,j

)
∈ Mn(B) to

the left action by scalar multiples of
(
φ(pi,j)

)
. Hence the description in [3, Section 17.8] shows that

the isomorphisms K∗(A) ∼= KK∗(C, A) and K∗(TE) ∼= KK∗(C, TE) of [3, Corollary 18.5.4] carry
(ℓ ◦ k)̃ to the homomorphism in K-theory induced by ℓ ◦ k, namely (ℓ ◦ k)∗. So, after identifying
K-theory with KK(C, ·) as in [3, Corollary 18.5.4], Equation 4.4 becomes the desired equation
(ℓ ◦ k)∗ = (i1)∗ ◦ (1− [E]). �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The KK-diagram behind diagram (4.1) is the following, where all left ac-
tions are by compacts:
(4.5)

KK1(C,OY1) KK0(C, A) KK0(C, A)

(4)

0 0 KK0(C, A) KK0(C, A)

(3)

KK0(C,OX1) KK0(C,OX1) KK0(C,OY1) KK1(C,OX1) KK1(C,OX1).

(2)

KK0(C, A) KK0(C, A) 0 0

(1)

KK0(C, A) KK0(C, A)

∂

·⊗̂OY1

1−·⊗̂X2

1−·⊗̂X2

1−·⊗̂X1 1−·⊗̂X1

1−·⊗̂Y1 ·⊗̂OY1 ∂

∂

1−·⊗̂Y1

∂

·⊗̂OX1

1−·⊗̂X2

·⊗̂OX1

1−·⊗̂X2

1−·⊗̂X1 1−·⊗̂X1

We will show diagram (4.5) commutes, which implies that diagram (4.1) commutes. The central
six-term exact sequence associated to the right-Hilbert bimodule Y1 trivially commutes. Since
K1(A) = 0, the Pimsner sequence associated to the right-Hilbert bimodule X1 over A is

0 KK1(C,OX1) KK0(C, A) KK0(C, A) KK0(C,OX1) 0.∂ 1−·⊗̂X1 ·⊗̂OY1

The left two columns in diagram (4.5) consist of the last three terms and the right two columns
consisting of the first three terms of this sequence. The middle row is the six-term Pimsner
sequence:

KK0(C,OX1) KK0(C,OX1) KK0(C,OY1)

KK0(C,OY1) KK1(C,OX1) KK1(C,OX1)

1−·⊗̂Y1 ·⊗̂OY1

∂∂

·⊗̂OY1 1−·⊗̂Y1

.

It remains to prove that squares (1)–(4) commute.
Squares (1) and (4): These commute because X1 ⊗A X2

∼= X2 ⊗A X1.
Square (2): The identity maps, denoted 1, clearly commute with · ⊗̂ OX1 . Tracing Square (2)

along the bottom and right gives

· ⊗̂ (X2 ⊗̂ OX1) = · ⊗̂ (X2 ⊗A OX1 ),
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whereas tracing along the left and top gives

· ⊗̂ (OX1 ⊗̂ Y1) = · ⊗̂ (OX1 ⊗̂ (X2 ⊗A OX1)) = · ⊗̂ (OX1 ⊗OX1
(X2 ⊗A OX1)).

Because all left actions involved are compact, the associated Fredholm operator can be chosen to
be 0, and it suffices to show that

(4.6) X2 ⊗A OX1
∼= OX1 ⊗OX1

(X2 ⊗A OX1)

as right-Hilbert A–OX1-bimodules. Because Y1 is a right-Hilbert bimodule over OX1 , OX1 ⊗OX1

Y1 ∼= Y1 and thus (4.6) holds as an isomorphism of right-Hilbert OX1 -modules. But because the left
action on X2 ⊗A OX1 restricts to multiplication by j1(A), (4.6) is an isomorphism of right-Hilbert
A–OX1 -bimodules as well.

Square (3): The diagram (3′) of Proposition 4.2 commutes because the squares (a)–(f) do. By
two applications of Lemma 4.3 , the compositions (i1)

−1
∗ ◦ ℓ ∗ ◦k∗ along the top and bottom of the

rectangle are 1− [X2] and 1 − [Y1], respectively. After identifying δ with k ◦ δ, it follows that the
square in (4.1) corresponding to Square (3) commutes (and hence (3) commutes).

It follows that diagram (4.5) commutes, and hence diagram (4.1) commutes as well. It remains
to show that diagram (4.1) is natural with respect to the right-Hilbert bimodule morphisms of
Lemma 3.6; again it suffices to show that diagram (4.5) is natural. It is “well-known” that Pimsner’s
six-term sequence in KK-theory is natural for right-Hilbert bimodule morphisms, but we have not
been able to find a proof in the literature; however, a proof will appear in [29].

Since the central six-term sequence is the Pimsner sequence associated to the right-Hilbert
bimodule Y1, it is natural with respect to the second pair of homomorphisms in Lemma 3.6; thus in
particular the central horizontal five-term sequence is natural. Similarly, the four vertical sequences
are natural with respect to the first pair in Lemma 3.6 because they come from independent six-
term Pimsner sequences. We show that the square

(4.7)

KK0(C, A) KK0(C, A)

KK0(C, I) KK0(C, I)

1−·⊗̂X2

1−·⊗̂(X2I)

·⊗̂A ·⊗̂A

commutes. In order to show that (4.7) commutes, it suffices to show that the essential submodules
I · I(A ⊗A X2)A and I · I(X2I ⊗I A)A of I(A ⊗A X2)A and I(X2I ⊗I A)A are isomorphic. Now

A(A ⊗A X2)A ∼= A(X2)A as right-Hilbert bimodules, but because I is invariant, IX2 ⊂ X2I and
hence the essential submodule of I(X2)A is equal to I(X2)I . Finally

I(X2I ⊗I A)A ∼= I(X2 ⊗I I)A ∼= I(X2 ⊗I I)I ∼= I(X2)I

and we have shown that (4.7) commutes. The square

KK0(C,OX1) KK0(C,OX1)

KK0(C,OX1I) KK0(C,OX1I),

1−·⊗̂Y1

·⊗̂OX1

1−·⊗̂Y I
1

·⊗̂OX1

commutes by naturality of the central horizontal five-term sequence. Thus the entire diagram is
natural with respect to the morphisms from Lemma 3.6. �

Let A be a C∗-algebra, and let X1 and X2 be Hilbert A-bimodules with faithful compact left
actions such that X1⊗AX2

∼= X2⊗AX1. Consider the homomorphism 1− [X2] : K0(A) → K0(A).
Since [X1] = · ⊗̂X1 and [X2] = · ⊗̂X2 commute, 1− [X2] descends to a homomorphism

1− [̃X2] : coker(1− [X1]) → coker(1− [X1]),

and restricts to a homomorphism

1− [X2]|ker(1−[X1]) : ker(1− [X1]) → ker(1 − [X1]).

We show that we can, as in [18], rewrite the cokernel and kernel of these two maps respectively in
terms of the following maps:

(1− [X1], 1− [X2]) : K0(A)⊕K0(A) → K0(A), (p, q) 7→ (1− [X1])p+ (1− [X2])q,
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and (
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
: K0(A) → K0(A)⊕K0(A), p 7→

(
p− [X1]p
p− [X2]p

)
.

Lemma 4.4. The map p+ im(1− [X1]) 7→ p+ im(1− [X1], 1− [X2]) gives an isomorphism

coker

(
1− [̃X2] : coker(1− [X1]) → coker(1− [X1])

)
∼= coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2]),

and

ker

(
1− [X2]|ker(1−[X1]) : ker(1− [X1]) → ker(1 − [X1])

)
= ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
.

Proof. For p ∈ K0(A),

p+ im(1− [X1]) ∈ im(1− [̃X2])

⇐⇒ p− (1 − [X1])q ∈ im(1− [X2]) for some q ∈ K0(A)

⇐⇒ p = (1− [X1])q + (1− [X2])t for some p, q, t ∈ K0(A)

⇐⇒ p ∈ im(1− [X1], 1− [X2]).

Thus, p+im(1− [X1])) 7→ p+im(1− [X1], 1− [X2]), which is clearly surjective from coker(1− [̃X2])
to coker(1 − [X1], 1− [X2]), is also injective, and hence is an isomorphism. Since,

ker(1 − [X2]|ker(1−[X1])) = ker(1− [X1]) ∩ ker(1− [X2]) = ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
,

we are done. �

We now have the tools to prove our main K-theoretic result which is a generalisation of [18,
Theorem 4.20] for general commuting right-Hilbert bimodules with compact left actions and coef-
ficient algebra with trivial K1-group. Equation 4.8 generalises an anologous exact sequence proved
in [12, Theorem 6.10] for rank-2 Deaconu–Renault groupoids, but (4.9) is new even for rank-2
Deaconu–Renault groupoids—see Theorem 6.4 below.

Theorem 4.5. Let A be a separable C∗-algebra with K1(A) = 0. Let X1 and X2 be countably gen-
erated right-Hilbert A-bimodules with faithful compact left actions of A such that X1 ⊗A X2

∼=
X2 ⊗A X1. Let Y1 denote the right-Hilbert bimodule OX1

(X2 ⊗A OX1)OX1
from the Deaconu–

Fletcher construction of §3, and write j
(1)
1 : A → OX1 and j

(2)
1 : OX1 → OY1 for the canonical

inclusion maps, and define j : coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2]) → K0(OY1) by

j(p+ im(1− [X1], 1− [X2])) = [(j
(2)
1 ◦ j

(1)
1 )∗(p)], for all p ∈ K0(A).

Then the composition τ := ∂ ◦ ∂ : K0(OY1) → K0(A) in the diagram (4.1) makes the sequence

(4.8) 0 coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2]) K0(OY1) ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
0

j τ

exact. Suppose that I is an X1- and X2-invariant ideal and let Y I1 denote the right-Hilbert bimodule

OX1I
(X2I ⊗I OX1I)OX1I

. Let ı : I →֒ A be the inclusion. Then there is a map

ı̃ : coker(1− [X1I], 1− [X2I]) → coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2]),

such that
ı̃(p+ im(1 − [X1I], 1− [X2I])) = ı∗(p) + im(1− [X1], 1− [X2]).

Let φ : OY I
1
→ OY1 be the homomorphism of Lemma 3.6 and jI be the map analogous to j from

coker(1− [X1I], 1− [X2I]) → K0(OY I
1
). Then the diagram

(4.9)

0 coker(1− [X1I], 1− [X2I]) K0(OY I
1
) ker

(
1− [X1I]
1− [X2I]

)
0

0 coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2]) K0(OY1) ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
0

jI

ı̃

τI

φ∗
ı∗

j τ
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commutes and has exact rows.

Proof. Consider the left part of the commuting diagram in Theorem 4.1:

K0(A) K0(A) K0(OX1 ) 0

K0(A) K0(A) K0(OX1 ) 0.

1−[X2]

1−[X1]

1−[X2]

(j
(1)
1 )∗

1−[Y1]

1−[X1] (j
(1)
1 )∗

Let (j
(1)
1 )∼∗ : coker(1 − [X1]) → K0(OX1) be the isomorphism induced by (j

(1)
1 )∗. By [18, Re-

mark 2.2] we obtain the commuting square

coker(1− [X1]) K0(OX1 )

coker(1− [X1]) K0(OX1 ).

1−[̃X2]

(j
(1)
1 )∼∗ ,

∼=

1−[Y1]

(j
(1)
1 )∼∗ ,

∼=

Likewise, let ∂̃ : K1(OX1) → ker(1− [X1]) be the isomorpmism induced by ∂. Then the right part

0 K1(OX1) K0(A) K0(A)

0 K1(OX1) K0(A) K0(A)

∂

1−[Y1]

1−[X1]

1−[X2] 1−[X2]

∂ 1−[X1]

of the commuting diagram in Theorem 4.1 shows that the diagram

K1(OX1) ker(1 − [X1])

K1(OX1) ker(1 − [X1])

1−[Y1]

∼=

1−[X2]|ker(1−[X1])

∼=

commutes. Both of these new squares are natural with respect to the desired right-Hilbert bimodule
morphisms. Hence we obtain the commuting diagram

ker(1− [X1]) ker(1 − [X1])

K0(OX1) K0(OX1 ) K0(OY1) K1(OX1 ) K1(OX1 ).

coker(1 − [X1]) coker(1− [X1]).

1−[X2]|ker(1−[X1])

1−[Y1] (j
(2)
1 )∗ ∂

∼=

1−[Y1]

∼=

(j
(1)
1 )∗,∼=

1−[̃X2]

(j
(1)
1 )∗,∼=

Let  = (j
(2)
1 )∗ ◦ (j

(1)
1 )∼∗ . Then we get the exact sequence

coker(1− [X1]) coker(1− [X1]) K0(OY1) ker(1− [X1]) ker(1− [X1]).
1−[̃X2]  1−[X2]|ker(1−[X1])

Let j : coker(1 − [̃X2]) → K0(OY1) be the homomorphism induced by . Applying the first
isomorphism theorem to both sides of the above sequence gives the short exact sequence

0 coker(1− [̃X2]) K0(OY1) ker(1− [X2]|) 0.
j

By Lemma 4.4, composing by the appropriate isomorphisms and relabelling j gives the desired short
exact sequence and the description of j. Since Square (5) in the proof of Theorem 4.1 commutes,
ı̃ : coker(1 − [X1I], 1 − [X2I]) → coker(1 − [X1], 1 − [X2]) (see Theorem 4.5) is well defined and

ı∗ : K0(I) → K0(A) maps ker
( 1−[X1I]
1−[X2I]

)
into

(
ker

1−[X1]
1−[X2]

)
. The naturality of the big diagram in

Theorem 4.1 with respect to the right-Hilbert bimodule morphisms of Lemma 3.6 completes the
proof. �
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5. K-theory for continuous functions on totally disconnected spaces

The purpose of this self-contained section is to prove Theorem 5.2, which we need to pull over
the abstract K-theoretic results from §4 to the Hilbert modules associated to a rank-2 Deaconu–
Renault groupoid.

Throughout this section, let X and Y be second-countable totally disconnected locally compact
Hausdorff spaces, and let T : X → Y be a surjective local homeomorphism. We now define the
maps appearing in the commuting diagram of Theorem 5.2, starting with the right-Hilbert C0(Y )-
module ET . For ξ, η ∈ Cc(X) and b ∈ C0(Y ) define

〈ξ, η〉C0(Y )(y) =
∑

Tx=y

ξ(x)η(x) and (ξ · b)(x) = ξ(x)b(Tx).

Let ET be the completion of Cc(X) under the norm induced by the inner product 〈·, ·〉C0(Y ).
Then ET is a full right-Hilbert C0(Y )-module. In addition, for ξ ∈ Cc(X) and a ∈ C0(X) define
a · ξ(x) = a(x)ξ(x); this extends to an action of C0(X) on ET by compact operators. To see the
last statement, let U be a compact and open subset of X such that T |U is injective. Then

(
Θ1U ,1U (ξ)

)
(x) =

(
1U · 〈1U , ξ〉C0(Y )

)
(x) = 1U (x)

∑

T (z)=T (x)

1U (z)ξ(z)(5.1)

= 1U (x)ξ(x) = (1U · ξ)(x).

By [28, Exercise 3.4], for each compact open subset V ⊂ X , there is an isomorphism from C(V,Z)
to K0(C(V )) that carries the indicator function 1U of a compact open set U ⊂ V to the K0 class
[1U ]0. Continuity of K-theory implies that there is an isomorphism σX : Cc(X,Z) → K0(C0(X))
such that

(5.2) σX(1U ) = [1U ]0 for each compact open U ⊂ X.

By Theorem 3.8 of [2] there is an isomorphism

ΘX : K0(C0(X)) → KK0(C, C0(X))

such that, for each compact open set U ⊂ Ω,

ΘX([1U ]0) =
[
z 7→ z1C(U), C(U)⊕ 0, 0, id⊕(− id)

]
;

the latter is the class of the Kasparov module obtained by regarding C(U) as a trivially graded
right-Hilbert module over itself with left action of z ∈ C as multiplication by z1U . (We refer the
reader to [3] for details on Kasparov modules and their product.) Let T∗ : Cc(X,Z) → Cc(Y,Z) be
the map

(T∗h)(y) =
∑

Tx=y

h(x);

if U is a compact open set for which T |U : U → T (U) is a homeomorphism, then T∗(1U ) = 1T (U).

Lemma 5.1. There is a unique homomorphism

ρT : K0(C0(X)) → K0(C0(Y ))

such that ρT (1U ) = 1T (U) for compact open U ⊂ X such that T |U is a homeomorphism.

Proof. Since ET is a full right-Hilbert C0(Y )-module, we view it as a K(ET )–C0(Y )-imprimitivity
bimodule by [24, Proposition 3.8]. Since K(ET ) and C0(Y ) are full corners in the linking algebra
L(ET ) of ET , inclusion induces isomorphisms

iK(ET ) : K0(K(ET )) → K0(L(ET )) and iC0(Y ) : K0(C0(Y )) → K0(L(ET ))

by [22, Proposition 1.2].
Fix a compact open U ⊂ X such that T |U is a homeomorphism. By (5.1), the left action

of C0(X) on ET is given by ϕ : C0(X) → K(ET ) where ϕ(1U ) = Θ1U ,1U . Let ϕ∗ : K0(C0(X)) →
K0(K(ET )) be the induced homomorphism. The inclusions of Θ1U ,1U = K(ET )〈1U , 1U 〉 and 1T (U) =
〈1U , 1U 〉C0(Y ) in L(ET ) are Murray–von Neumann equivalent projections via the partial isometry(
0 1U
0 0

)
. Thus

i−1
C0(Y ) ◦ iK(ET ) ◦ ϕ∗([1U ]0) = i−1

C0(Y ) ◦ iK(ET )([Θ1U ,1U ]0) = [1T (U)]0,
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and ρT := i−1
C0(Y ) ◦ iK(ET ) ◦ ϕ∗ is the required homomorphism. �

Theorem 5.2. Let X,Y be second-countable totally disconnected locally compact Hausdorff spaces,
and let T : X → Y be a surjective local homeomorphism. Let σX , ΘX , T∗, ρT and · ⊗̂ ET be as
described above. Then the diagram

Cc(X,Z) Cc(Y,Z)

K0(C0(X)) KK0(C, C0(X)) KK0(C, C0(Y )) K0(C0(Y ))

T∗

σX σY

ΘX

ρT

·⊗̂ET

ΘY

commutes. In particular, in the notation of (2.1) we have ρT = [ET ].

Proof. Since all the maps are known homomorphisms, it suffices to trace a generator of Cc(X,Z)
around the diagram. We fix a compact open subset U of X such that T |U is a homemomorphism
and consider the generator 1U . We need to see that ΘX ◦ σX(1U )⊗̂[ET ] = ΘY ◦ σY ◦ T∗(1U ); that
is,

[
z 7→ z1C(U), C(U), 0, id

]
⊗̂[ET ] =

[
z 7→ z1C(T (U)), C(T (U)), 0, id

]
.

Write h · ξ is the left action of h ∈ C(U) ⊂ C0(X) on ξ ∈ Cc(X) ⊂ ET . We show that there is
a unitary from C(U)⊗C0(X) ET to C(T (U)) that intertwines the left actions and automorphisms;
that is, a right-Hilbert C0(X)–C0(Y ) isomorphism

Υ: C(U)⊗C0(X) ET → C(T (U))

such that Υ(h⊗ ξ) = (h · ξ) ◦ (T |U )−1.

Fix g, h ∈ C(U), ξ, η ∈ Cc(X) and y ∈ Y . Then

〈Υ(g ⊗ ξ),Υ(h⊗ η)〉C0(Y )(y)

= 〈(g · ξ) ◦ (T |U )
−1, (h · η) ◦ (T |U )

−1〉C0(Y )(y)

=
(
(g · ξ) ◦ (T |U )

−1
)∗
(y)

(
(h · ξ) ◦ (T |U )

−1
)
(y)

= g((T |U)−1(y))ξ((T |U )−1(y))h((T |U )
−1(y))η((T |U )

−1(y))

=
∑

{x:Tx=y}

h(x)g(x)ξ(x)η(x)

=
∑

{x:Tx=y}

(
〈h, g〉C0(X) · ξ

)
(x)η(x)

=
〈
〈h, g〉C0(X) · ξ, η

〉
C0(Y )

(y).

Thus Υ is isometric on C(U)⊗C0(X) Cc(X). Notice that Υ is onto: if f ∈ C(T (U)), then

Υ(1U ⊗ f ◦ T |U )(y) =
(
(1U · (f ◦ T |U ) ◦ T |

−1
U

)
(y) = f(y).

(Now Υ is an isomorphism of C(U)⊗C0(X)Cc(X) onto C(T (U)), so C(U)⊗C0(X)Cc(X) is already
complete.)

Next, also fix b ∈ C0(Y ). Then

Υ(h⊗ ξ) · b)(y) = (h · ξ) ◦ (T |U )
−1(y)b(y)

= h((T |U )
−1(y))ξ((T |U )

−1(y))b(y)

= h((T |U )
−1(y))(ξ · b)((T |U )

−1(y)

= Υ(h⊗ ξ · b)(y).
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Thus Υ intertwines the right actions. To see that Υ intertwines the left actions we observe that

Υ((1 7→ 1U ⊗ 1) · h⊗ ξ)(y) = ((1Uh) · ξ)((T |U )
−1(y))

= 1U ((T |U )
−1(y))h((T |U )

−1(y))ξ((T |U )
−1(y))

= 1T (U))(y)h((T |U )
−1(y))ξ((T |U )

−1(y))

=
(
(1 7→ 1T (U)) ·Υ(h⊗ ξ)

)
(y).

Finally, we trivially have Υ ◦ (id⊗1) = id ◦Υ. Thus we have shown that Υ is the required unitary.
It follows that ΘX ◦ σX(1U )⊗̂[ET ] = ΘY ◦ σY ◦ T∗(1U ), as needed to conclude that the top half
of the diagram commutes. Since ρT ([1U ]0) = [1T (U)]0, this also proves that the bottom half of the
diagram commutes. �

6. Example: K-theory for rank-two Deaconu–Renault groupoids

In this section we apply the K-theoretic results of §4 and §5 to the C∗-algebra of a rank-2
Deconu–Renault groupoid and an ideal arising from an invariant open subset of the unit space of
the groupoid. The main result of the section is Theorem 6.4.

For the genesis of groupoid C∗-algebras, we refer the reader to [26]. The first examples of what
we now call Deaconu–Renault groupoids appeared there [26, Definition III.2.1] as models for the
Cuntz algebras, and were generalised to graph groupoids in [21]. The general construction, for a
single local homeomorphism of a locally compact Hausdorff space, was introduced in [9]. Here we
follow the conventions and notation of [31] (for Deaconu–Renault groupoids specifically, see [31,
Examples 8.1.16 and 8.3.7]).

Throughout this section, let Ω be a second-countable totally disconnected locally compact Haus-
dorff space, and let T1 and T2 be commuting surjective local homeomorphisms on Ω. Equivalently,
T1 and T2 give an action of N2 on Ω by local homemomorphisms.

Background on Deaconu–Renault groupoids. For m = (m1,m2) ∈ N2 we write Tm for
(T1)

m1(T2)
m2 . The corresponding Deaconu–Renault groupoid from [9] is the set

(6.1) GT :=
⋃

m,n∈N2

{(x,m− n, y) ∈ Ω× Z2 × Ω : Tmx = T ny}

with unit space G
(0)
T = {(x, 0, x) : x ∈ Ω} identified with Ω, range and source maps r(x, n, y) = x

and s(x, n, y) = y, and operations (x, n, y)(y,m, z) = (x, n+m, z) and (x, n, y)−1 = (y,−n, x). For
compact open sets U, V ⊂ Ω and for m,n ∈ N2, set

(6.2) Z(U,m, n, V ) := {(x,m− n, y) : x ∈ U , y ∈ V and Tmx = T ny}.

The sets at (6.2) form a basis of compact open sets for a locally compact Hausdorff topology on GT .
Furthermore, the sets Z(U,m, n, V ) such that in addition Tm|U and T n|V are homemomorphisms
and Tm(U) = T n(V ) are a basis for the same topology. With respect to this basis, GT is an ample
second-countable locally compact Hausdorff groupoid—see, for example, [32, Lemma 3.1] (there Ω
may not be totally disconnected, and so their GT may only be étale).

The product system from [7, §5]. A topological 2-graph ΛT can be thought of as either a higher-
rank generalisation of a topological graph, or as a topological generalisation of a discrete higher-
rank graph; see [36] for details. We define a topological 2-graph, whose infinite-path groupoid is
isomorphic to GT , as follows:

• Obj(ΛT ) := Ω;
• Mor(ΛT ) := {(x, n, y) ∈ Ω× Nk × Ω : T nx = y};
• d(x, n, y) = n, r(x, n, y) = x and s(x, n, y) = y.

It is not hard to check that this satisfies factorisation and gives a source-free proper topological
2-graph. The boundary path groupoid GΛT

in the sense of Yeend [36] has as units the space of
infinite paths Λ∞

T of the topological 2-graph since it is source-free and proper (see [1, p. 1448]).
Furthermore, the infinite-path space is homeomorphic to Ω via the map Λ∞

T → Ω that sends an
infinite path ζ to its range vertex ζ(0) ∈ Ω. After identifying Ω and Λ∞

T , the boundary-path
groupoid GΛT

equals the Deaconu–Renault groupoid GT .
We use the construction in [7, §5] to build a product system:
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• For each m ∈ N2, let ΛmT := d−1(m) = {(x,m, y) ∈ ΛT : Tmx = y};
• For each m ∈ N2, define ETm to be the right-Hilbert C0(Ω)-bimodule associated to the
surjective local homeomorphism Tm : Ω → Ω as defined in §5. Note that ETm is the
topological-graph module associated to the topological (1-graph) (Ω,Ω, id, Tm) which is
isomorphic to the topological graph (Λ0,Λm, r|Λm , s|Λm). Hence, writing Xm := ETm , we
can apply all of [7, Sec. 5] to the family XT :=

⊔
m∈N2 Xm;

• For f ∈ Xm and g ∈ Xn, define fg : Ω → C by (fg)(x) = f(x)g(Tmx); this fg lives in
Xn+m.

Under this multiplication, the family XT :=
⊔
n∈Nk Xn of right-Hilbert C0(Ω)-bimodules is a

compactly aligned product system over N2, and according to [7, Theorem 5.20], the Cuntz–
Nica–Pimsner algebra NOXT

associated to XT is isomorphic to the C∗-algebra C∗(GΛT
) of the

boundary-path groupoid and hence isomorphic to C∗(GT ). The isomorphism

S′ : NOXT
→ C∗(GT )

works as follows: for each m ∈ N2, there exists a map ψm : Xm → C∗(GT ) such that, for f ∈
Cc(Ω) ⊂ Xm and (x, p, y) ∈ GT ,

ψm(f)(x, p, y) =

{
f(x) if p = m and Tmx = y,

0 otherwise;

and then S′ maps jXT
(f) to ψm(f) (see [7, Theorem 5.20]: our map ψm is the composition of the

map from the top left to the bottom right in the diagram of [7, Theorem 5.20] with the canonical
inclusion of Xm in Tcov(XT)).

Applying the Deaconu–Fletcher construction. We now apply the Deaconu–Fletcher con-
struction discussed in §3 to the product system above, with

A := C0(Ω), X1 := X(1,0) = ET1 and X2 := X(0,1) = ET2 .

Then Y1 := X2 ⊗A OX1 is a right-Hilbert OX1 -bimodule (and not only an A–OX1 -bimodule), and
OY1

∼= NOXT

∼= C∗(GT ) by Theorem 3.1. Furthermore, the composition

(6.3) S : OY1 → C∗(GT )

of these isomorphisms satisfies the following: for a ∈ A, ξ ∈ X1 and η ∈ X2, define ηξ : Ω → C by
(ηξ)(x) = η(x)ξ(Tx); then by Remark 3.2,

S(j1(j1(a))) = ψ0(a),

S(j1(j2(ξ))) = ψ(1,0)(ξ),

S(j2(η ⊗ j1(a))) = ψ(1,0)(η · a), and

S(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ))) = ψ(1,1)(ηξ).(6.4)

The first of these equations will be particularly important later, so we expand on our shortened
notation for future reference: the map ψ0 : A→ C∗(GT ) is given by

ψ0(a)(x, p, y) =

{
a(x) if p = 0 and x = y,

0 otherwise,

and then

(6.5) S
(
j
(2)
1

(
j
(1)
1 (a)

))
= ψ0(a) ∈ C∗(GT ).

Invariant ideals and subsets. Let H be an open subset of Ω that is invariant for the dynamics
and consider the ideal I := C0(H) of A = C0(Ω). The two possible definitions of “invariant”
coincide:
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Lemma 6.1. Let H ⊂ Ω. Then H is invariant under pre-images and images of T1 and T2 if and
only if H is an invariant subset of the unit space Ω of GT , that is, r(s

−1(H)) = H.

Proof. First suppose that H is invariant under pre-images and images of T1 and T2. We always
have H ⊂ r(s−1(H)). Let y ∈ r(s−1(H)). Then there exists (y, p− q, x) ∈ GT with x ∈ H . Then
T py = T qx implies y ∈ (T p)−1(T q(H)) ⊂ H . Thus r(s−1(H)) = H .

Suppose that r(s−1(H)) = H . Let x ∈ H . Then (Tix,−ei, x) ∈ GT implies Tix ∈ r(s−1(H)) =
H , giving Ti(H) ⊂ H . Let y ∈ T−1

i (H), say Ti(y) = x ∈ H . Then (y, ei, x) ∈ GT implies

y ∈ r(s−1(H)) = H , giving T−1
i (H) ⊂ H . �

Lemma 6.2. Let H be an open invariant subset of the unit space Ω of GT and let i ∈ {1, 2}.

(1) C0(H) is an Xi-invariant ideal of C0(Ω); that is C0(H)Xi ⊂ XiC0(H).
(2) The inclusion ιH : Cc(H) → Cc(Ω) extends to an isomorphism of the right-Hilbert C0(H)-

bimodule XH
i := ETi|H onto XiC0(H).

Proof. By Lemma 6.1, H is invariant under pre-images and images of T1 and T2. Fix f ∈ C0(H)
and ξ ∈ Xi. We must show that f ·ξ ∈ XiC0(H). By linearity and continuity, it suffices to consider
f = 1U for some U ⊂ H for which Ti|U : U → Ti(U) is a homeomorphism of compact open sets.
Then 1Ti(U) ∈ C0(H) because H is invariant under Ti, and so

1U · ξ = (1U · ξ) · 1Ti(U) ∈ XiC0(H).

Thus C0(H) is Xi-invariant, proving (1).
Write COT (Ω) (respectively COT (H)) for the collections of compact open subsets U of Ω (respec-

tively H) such that T1|U and T2|U are homeomorphisms onto their ranges. Fix U, V ∈ COT (H).
Then

〈ιH(1U ), ιH(1V )〉C0(Ω) = 1Ti(U)∩Ti(V ) = ιH(〈1U , 1V 〉C0(H)).

So by linearity and continuity, ιH extends to an isometric linear map, also denoted ιH , from XH
i

to Xi. For U ∈ COT (H), we have 1U = 1U ·1Ti(U) ∈ XiC0(H), and so the range of ιH is contained
in XiC0(H). Furthermore, for U ∈ COT (Ω) and V ∈ COT (H), we have 1U · ιH(1V ) = 1U∩T−1(V ).
Hence Cc(Ω)ιH(Cc(H)) = ιH(Cc(H)) and since Cc(Ω)ιH(Cc(H)) is dense in XiC0(H), we deduce
that ιH(XH

i ) = XiC0(H). Checking that ιH respects the left and right actions is straightforward,
proving (2). �

Let H ⊂ Ω be an open invariant subset of the unit space of GT . Then the restriction

(GT )|H = {γ ∈ GT : r(γ), s(γ) ∈ H}

is a locally compact Hausdorff ample groupoid. It follows from Lemma 6.1 that the groupoid
(GT )|H coincides with the Deaconu–Renault groupooid GT |H of the restricted commuting maps
T1|H and T2|H . Further, let i : C∗((GT )|H) → C∗(GT ) be the homomorphism induced by inclusion
and extension by 0 of Cc((GT )|H) in Cc(GT ). Then C

∗((GT )|H) is isomorphic to an ideal of C∗(G)
and there is an exact sequence

(6.6) 0 C∗((GT )|H) C∗(GT ) C∗((GT )|Ω\H) 0i

by [35, Theorem 5.1].
In Lemma 6.2 we set XH

i := ETi|H . Now we also write Y H1 for the right-Hilbert C0(H)-bimodule
(X2C0(H)) ⊗C0(H) OX1C0(H) from the Deaconu–Fletcher construction of §3 and Y (H)1 for the

right-Hilbert C0(H)-bimodule XH
2 ⊗C0(H) OXH

1
. By Lemma 6.2, Y H1 and Y (H)1 are isomorphic,

and hence there is an isomorphism OY H
1

∼= OY (H)1 ; we identify the two C∗-algebras via this

isomorphism. Furthermore, by Lemmas 6.2(1) and 3.6, there exists a canonical homomorphism
φ : OY H

1
→ OY1 . We now check that φ corresponds to the inclusion i of C∗((GT )|H) in C∗(GT ).

Lemma 6.3. Let H be an open invariant subset of the unit space Ω of GT and let i : C∗((GT )|H) →
C∗(GT ) be the homomorphism of (6.6). The construction of the isomorphism S : OY1 → C∗(GT )
above applied to the reduced system T |H gives an isomorphism SH : OY (H)1 → C∗((GT )|H), and
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the diagram

OY H
1

OY (H)1 C∗((GT )|H)

OY1 C∗(GT )

φ

∼= SH

i

S

commutes.

Proof. The Deaconu–Renault groupoid (GT )|H gives rise to Y (H)1 in the same way that GT
gives rise to Y1, and so we obtain SH : OY (H)1 → C∗((GT )|H) in the same way as before. Fix

η ∈ Cc(H) ⊂ XH
2 , ξ ∈ Cc(H) ⊂ XH

1 . Temporarily write η and ξ for the extensions of η and ξ to
elements of Cc(Ω) that vanish on Ω \H , regarded as elements of X2 and X1 (that is, ιH(η) and
ιH(ξ) as in Lemma 6.2(2) respectively). Then

S(φ(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ)))) = S(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ))) = ψ(1,1)(η ξ).

The product η ξ ∈ X(1,1) in the product system XT is given by (η ξ)(x) = η(x)ξ(T1x), so has

support in H . In particular, η ξ = ηξ. Hence (see the formulas at (6.4))

S(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ))) = ψ(1,1)(ηξ) = i(ψH(1,1)(ηξ)).

Since ψH(1,1)(ηξ) = SH(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ))) by definition, we deduce that

i(SH(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ)))) = S(φ(j2(η ⊗ j2(ξ)))).

Similar calculations show that i◦SH and S ◦φ agree on elements of the form j2(η⊗j1(a)), j1(j2(ξ))
and j1(j1(a)). Since these elements generate OY (H)1 , the result follows. �

The main theorem of the section. We have now set up the background required to pull over
Theorem 4.5 to obtain information about the K0 groups of GT and GT |H . Theorem 6.4 below is
the analogue of [18, Theorem 3.20] for the C∗-algebra of a 2-graph and a gauge-invariant ideal.
While the theorems are similar, the approaches taken to prove them have been very different, as
discussed in the introduction. With Theorem 6.4 in hand we will be able to follow the programme
in [18] to obtain a result about stable finiteness of C∗(GT ) in §7 below.

Consider [Xi] : K0(C0(Ω)) → K0(C0(Ω)), and let σ : Cc(Ω,Z) → K0(C0(Ω)) be the isomorphism
characterised by σ(1U ) = [1U ]0 for compact open U ⊂ Ω. Then Theorem 5.2 with X = Y = Ω and
T = Ti implies that

1− [Xi] ◦ σ = σ ◦ (1 − (Ti)∗).

It follows that σ descends to an isomorphism

(6.7) σ̃ : coker(1− (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗) → coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2])

and restricts to an isomorphism

(6.8) σ| : ker

(
1− (T1)∗
1− (T2)∗

)
→ ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
.

Theorem 6.4. Let T1, T2 be commuting surjective local homeomorphisms on a second-countable
totally disconnected locally compact Hausdorff space Ω. Let GT denote the associated rank-2
Deaconu–Renault groupoid and let H be an invariant subset of its unit space. Let ı : C0(H) →
C0(Ω) be the inclusion, let σ : Cc(Ω,Z) → K0(C0(Ω)) be the homomorphism from (5.2) and let
i : C∗((GT )|H) → C∗(GT ) be the inclusion from (6.6). There are homomorphisms jΩ, jH , τΩ, τH
such that the diagram

0 coker(1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗) K0(C
∗((GT )|H)) ker

(
1− (T1|H)∗
1− (T2|H)∗

)
0

0 coker(1− (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗) K0(C
∗(GT )) ker

(
1− (T1)∗
1− (T2)∗

)
0

jH

σ̃−1◦ı̃◦σ̃H

τH

i∗ σ|−1◦ı∗◦σH |

jΩ τΩ
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commutes and has exact rows. Moreover, for any compact open set U ⊂ Ω,

jΩ(1U + im(1− (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗)) = [ψ0(1U )]0 (and likewise for jH); and(6.9)

σ|−1 ◦ ı∗ ◦ σ|H(1U + im(1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗) = ı(1U ) + im(1 − (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗).(6.10)

Finally, σ|−1 ◦ ı∗ ◦ σH | is injective.

Proof. Consider the diagram below. The inner two exact rows connected by the vertical maps
are obtained by applying Theorem 4.5 with I := C0(H) ⊳ A := C0(Ω). Let σ̃ and σ| be the
isomorphisms from Equations (6.7) and (6.8), and let S∗ be the isomorphism induced from the
isomorphism S at (6.3). Then we augment the inner two rows using the homomorphisms of the
previous sentence as the vertical maps as shown:

0 coker(1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗) K0(C
∗((GT )|H)) ker

(
1− (T1|H)∗
1− (T2|H)∗

)
0

0 coker(1− [X1 · I], 1− [X2 · I]) K0(OY I
1
) ker

(
1− [X1 · I]
1− [X2 · I]

)
0

0 coker(1− [X1], 1− [X2]) K0(OY1) ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)
0

0 coker(1− (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗) K0(C
∗(GT )) ker

(
1− (T1)∗
1− (T2)∗

)
0.

jH

σ̃H

τH

σH |

jI

ı̃

(SH)∗

τI

φ∗
ı∗

j

S∗

τ

jΩ

σ̃

τΩ

σ|

We then define jΩ, jH , τΩ and τH to be the unique homomorphisms that make the whole diagram
commute. Then the bottom and top rows are exact by construction. Notice that i = S∗◦φ∗◦(S

−1
H )∗

by Lemma 6.3.
Fix a compact open set U ⊂ Ω. Then

jΩ(1U + im(1− (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗)) = S∗ ◦ j ◦ σ̃
(
1U + im(1 − (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗)

)

= S∗ ◦ j
(
1U + im(1 − [X1], 1− [X2])

)

= S∗

([
(j

(2)
1 ◦ j

(1)
1 )∗(1U )

]
0

)

=
[
S
(
j
(2)
1 ◦ j

(1)
1 (1U )

)]
0

=
[
ψ0(1U )

]
0

by (6.5). The computation for jH is identical. Similarly,

σ|−1 ◦ ı∗ ◦ σH |(1U + im(1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗) = σ|−1(ı∗(1U ) + im(1− [X1I], 1− [X2I])

= ı(1U ) + im(1− (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗)

Finally, since K0(I) = Cc(H,Z) →֒ Cc(Ω,Z) = K0(A), the homomorphism ι∗ : K0(I) → K0(A) is
injective, and so the restriction

ı∗ : ker

(
1− [X1 · I]
1− [X2 · I]

)
→ ker

(
1− [X1]
1− [X2]

)

appearing in Theorem 4.5 is injective. Thus σ|−1 ◦ ı∗ ◦ σH | is injective as well. �

7. Application: stable finiteness of extensions of Deaconu–Renault groupoid

C∗-algebras

Let G be an étale, ample groupoid and let C denote the family of all compact open bisections
in G. As defined in [25, Definition 6.4], the coboundary subgroup of G is the subgroup

HG :=
〈
1s(E) − 1r(E) : E ∈ C

〉
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of Cc(G
(0),Z). The coboundary condition is then defined to be

HG ∩ Cc(G
(0),N) = {0}.(C)

Corollary 6.6 of [25] shows that if G is an étale minimal ample groupoid, then the coboundary
condition characterises stable finiteness of C∗

r (G) (see also [4, Theorem 5.14] for a similar result).
As an application of our K-theory calculations, we extend this to the situation where a Deaconu–
Renault groupoid associated to an action of N2 by local homeomorphism has a unique nontrivial
open invariant subset (thus is not minimal).

Corollary 6.6 of [25] can be thought of as a groupoid analogue of [8, Theorem 1.1] which states
that for a row-finite cofinal k-graph with no sources, stable-finiteness of the associated C∗-algebra is
equivalent to the adjacency matrices of the graph satisfying a so-called matrix condition. Cofinality
of a k-graph corresponds to minimality of its groupoid, and so we might expect that for a Deaconu–
Renault groupoid, the coboundary condition (C) is related to a matrix condition analogous to the
one in [8]; we prove this below.

Let T1, T2 be commuting surjective local homeomorphisms on a second-countable totally discon-
nected locally compact Hausdorff space Ω, and let GT be the associated rank-2 Deaconu–Renault
groupoid defined at (6.1). For the triple (Ω, T1, T2), define the generalised matrix condition as

{(1− (T1)∗)f + (1 − (T2)∗)g : f, g ∈ Cc(Ω,Z)} ∩ Cc(Ω,N) = {0}.(M)

In Proposition 7.2 below we prove that GT satisfies the coboundary condition if and only if
(Ω, T1, T2) satisfies the generalised matrix condition. We start with the following observation.

Lemma 7.1. There are compact open subsets Ui, Vi ⊂ Ω and elements pi, qi ∈ N2 such that T pi |Ui
,

T qi |Vi
are injective and T pi(Ui) = T qi(Vi) and such that

GT =
⊔

i∈N

Z(Ui, pi, qi, Vi).

Proof. The collection of sets Z(U, p, q, V ) = {(x, p − q, y) : x ∈ U , y ∈ V and T px = T qy}, where
U, V are compact open subsets of Ω, p, q ∈ N2, and T pi|Ui

and T qi |Vi
are injective and T pi(Ui) =

T qi(Vi), constitute a basis of compact open sets for a second-countable topology of GT by [32,
Lemma 3.1]. Thus we can coverGT with a countable collection {Zi : i ∈ N} of such sets. For n ≥ 0,
let En := Zn \

⋃
0≤i<n Zi to obtain a disjoint cover. Since each En is the relative complement

of one compact open set in another, it is itself compact open. Since T pn |Un
and T qn |Vn

are
homeomorphisms onto a common compact open set Wn, the map z 7→

(
(T pn |Wn

)−1(z), pn −

qn, (T
qn |Wn

)−1(z)
)
is a homeomorphism of Wn onto Zn. The pre-image W ′

n of En under this

homeomorphism is compact open, and U ′
n := (T pn |Wn

)−1(W ′
n) and V ′

n := (T qn |Wn
)−1(W ′

n) are
compact open sets such that T pn |U ′

n
and T qn |V ′

n
are injective and T pn(U ′

n) = W ′
n = T qn(V ′

n).
Since En = Z(U ′

n, pn, qn, V
′
n), this proves the lemma. �

Proposition 7.2. Let T1, T2 be commuting surjective local homeomorphisms of a second-countable
totally disconnected locally compact Hausdorff space Ω. Let GT be the associated rank-2 Deaconu–
Renault groupoid. Then

(7.1) {(1− (T1)∗)f + (1− (T2)∗)g : f, g ∈ Cc(Ω,Z)} =
〈
1s(E) − 1r(E) : E ∈ C

〉
,

and thus GT satisfies the coboundary condition (C) if and only if (Ω, T1, T2) satisfies the generalised
matrix condition (M).

Proof. Fix i ∈ {1, 2} and fix a compact neighbourhood U ⊂ Ω such that Ti|U is a homeomorphism.
Let E = Z(Ti(U), 0, ei, U). Then E ∈ C because Ti is injective on U . We have

(1 − (Ti)∗)(1U ) = 1U − 1Ti(U) = 1s(E) − 1r(E).

Since Cc(Ω,Z) is generated by characteristic functions of compact open sets U on which Ti is a
homeomorphism, this shows that the left-hand side of (7.1) is contained in the right-hand side.

For the other inclusion, fix E ∈ C. By Lemma 7.1 we can write E as a disjoint finite union
E =

⊔
i Z(Ui, pi, qi, Vi) where all the Ui, Vi are compact open, T pi |Ui

, T qi |Vi
are injective and

T pi(Ui) = T qi(Vi). Hence

1s(E) − 1r(E) =
∑

i

1Ui
− 1Vi

.
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Since the left-hand side of (7.1) is a group, it suffices to show that it contains each 1Ui
−1Vi

. So fix
E = Z(U, p, q, V ) as above. Since T p(U) = T q(V ) we have 1U − 1V = 1U − 1Tp(U) + 1T q(V ) − 1V .
Thus it suffices to show that 1U−1Tp(U) is in the left-hand side of (7.1). We show this by induction
on |p| = p1+ p2. If |p| = 1, then p = ei for i ∈ {1, 2} and 1U − 1Tp(U) = (1− (Ti)∗)(1U ), as needed.
Now assume that if |p| ≤ N , then 1Ui

−1Tp(U) is in the left-hand side (7.1). Fix p with |p| = N+1.
Write p = q + ei so that |q| = N . Then

1U − 1Tp(U) = 1U − 1T q(U) + 1T q(U) − 1Ti(T q(U))

which is in the left-hand side (7.1) by the induction hypothesis and the base case. Thus (7.1)
holds. �

Remark 7.3. The proof of Proposition 7.2 generalises to n commuting local homeomorphisms.

We have the following partial analogue of [18, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 7.4. Let H ⊂ Ω be an open invariant subset of the unit space of GT . Let

σ̃|−1 ◦ ı̃ ◦ σ̃H : coker(1 − (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗) → coker(1 − (T1)∗, 1− (T2)∗)

be the homomorphism from (6.10). If (Ω, T1, T2) satisfies (M), then (H,T1|H , T2|H) satisfies (M)
and

ker(σ̃−1 ◦ ı̃ ◦ σ̃H) ∩
[
Cc(H,N) + im

(
1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗

)]
= {0}.

Proof. Suppose that (Ω, T1, T2) satisfies (M). Then

{(1− (T1|H)∗)f+(1 − (T2|H)∗)g : f, g ∈ Cc(H,Z)} ∩ Cc(H,N)

⊂ {(1− (T1)∗)f + (1− (T2)∗)g : f, g ∈ Cc(Ω,Z)} ∩ Cc(Ω,N) = {0}.

Hence (H,T1|H , T2|H) satisfies (M). Furthermore,

ker(σ̃−1 ◦ ı̃ ◦ σ̃H) ∩
(
Cc(H,N) + im(1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗)

)

⊂ {(1− (T1)∗)f + (1 − (T2)∗)g : f, g ∈ Cc(Ω,Z)} ∩ Cc(Ω,N) = {0}. �

We can now state and prove our main theorem on stably finite extensions. It is a Deaconu–
Renault groupoid analogue of [18, Theorem 4.6] and follows its proof closely.

Theorem 7.5. Let T1, T2 be commuting surjective local homeomorphisms on a second-countable
totally disconnected locally compact Hausdorff space Ω. Let G = GT denote the associated rank-2
Deaconu–Renault groupoid and let H ⊂ Ω be an open invariant subset of its unit space. Let

κH : Cc(H,Z) → K0(C
∗(G|H))

be the composition of the quotient map q : Cc(H,Z) → coker(1 − (T1|H)∗, 1 − (T2|H)∗) and the
homomorphism jH : coker(1 − (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗) → K0(C

∗(G|H)) from (6.9). Assume that

{(1− (T1)∗)f + (1− (T2)∗)g : f, g ∈ Cc(X,Z)} ∩Cc(X,N) = {0}, and(M)

κH(Cc(H,Z)) ∩K0(C
∗(G|H))+ = κH(Cc(H,N)).(P)

If C∗(G|H) and C∗(G|Ω\H) are stably finite, then C∗(G) is stably finite.

Proof. Since H is an invariant subset of the unit space of GT , [35, Theorem 5.1] gives a short exact
sequence

0 C∗(G|H) C∗(G) C∗(G|Ω\H) 0.i

Since C∗(G|H) and C∗(G|Ω\H) are stably finite by assumption, by [33, Lemma 1.5] C∗(G) is stably
finite if and only if

ker(i∗) ∩K0(C
∗(G|H))+ = {0}.(S)

Using assumption (M), by Lemma 7.4 we have

ker(σ̃−1 ◦ ı̃ ◦ σ̃H) ∩
(
Cc(H,N) + im(1 − (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗)

)
= {0}.

Consider the left square of the commuting diagram in Theorem 6.4. Since jΩ is injective, we have

ker(σ̃−1 ◦ ı̃ ◦ σ̃H) = ker(jΩ ◦ σ̃−1 ◦ ı̃ ◦ σ̃H) = ker(i∗ ◦ jH).
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Since jH is injective, we now have

(7.2) ker(i∗) ∩ jH
(
Cc(H,N) + im(1 − (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗)

)
= {0}.

We have κH = jH ◦ q, and

im(jH) ∩K0(C
∗(G|H))+ = κH(Cc(H,N)) ∩K0(C

∗(G|H))+ (since q is surjective)

= κH(Cc(H,N)) (using assumption (P))

= jH
(
Cc(H,N) + im(1− (T1|H)∗, 1− (T2|H)∗)

)
.

Now (7.2) gives

ker(i∗) ∩ im(jH) ∩K0(C
∗(G|H))+ = {0}.

Finally, consider the right square of the commuting diagram in Theorem 6.4. Since σ|−1 ◦ ı∗ ◦ σH |
is injective, we have

im(jH) = ker(τH) = ker(σ|−1 ◦ ı∗ ◦ σH | ◦ τH) = ker(τΩ ◦ i∗) ⊃ ker(i∗),

and hence (S) holds. �

We can now state a simple result about stable finiteness of the C∗-algebra of a Deaconu–Renault
groupoid with just one nontrivial open invariant subset, involving only condition (P) and conditions
on the groupoid.

Corollary 7.6. Let T1 and T2 be commuting surjective local homeomorphisms on a second-
countable totally disconnected locally compact Hausdorff space Ω, and let GT be the associated
rank-2 Deaconu–Renault groupoid. Suppose that ∅ ( H ( Ω is the unique non-trivial open invari-
ant subset of the unit space Ω of GT . Suppose that the Ti and the Ti|Ω\H satisfy (M). If (P) holds
with respect to H, then C∗(GT ) is stably finite.

Proof. Write G := GT . To apply Theorem 7.5, we need to verify that C∗(G|H) and C∗(G|Ω\H)
are stably finite. Since H is invariant, it follows from Lemma 6.1 that the groupoid G|H is equal
to the Deaconu–Renault groupoid of the restricted dynamics Ti|H . Lemma 7.4 implies that the
Ti|H satisfy (M). So, by Proposition 7.2, the groupoids G|H and G|Ω\H are minimal and satisfy
the coboundary condition (C). Since H is the unique nontrivial open invariant subset of Ω, these
groupoids are both minimal. Hence [25, Corollary 6.6] implies that C∗(G|H) and C∗(G|Ω\H) are
stably finite as needed. Now Theorem 7.5 gives the result. �

Appendix A.

This appendix includes the proofs of the technical lemmas, Lemmas 3.3-3.6 used in §4, and
proofs that certain diagrams commute used in the proof of Proposition 4.2.

A.1. Proofs of Lemmas 3.3–3.6. For the proof of Lemma 3.3 we use frames, and we now briefly
recall what we need to know about them.

Let X be a right-Hilbert A-module. A frame for X is a sequence (ηi)
∞
i=1 in X such that∑∞

i=1 θηi,ηi(ξ) = ξ for all ξ ∈ X . Equivalently, the partial sums
∑n
i=1 θηi,ηi form an increasing

approximate identity for K(X). If X is countably generated over A, then X admits a frame: this
can be deduced from the final paragraph of [17, §3] by regarding X as a countably generated

Hilbert module over the unitisation Ã of A.
Let (ηm)m be a frame for X . Then for all a ∈ A, we can write

ℓ(k(a)) = i1(a)−
∑

m

i1(a)(i1, i2)
(1)(θηm,ηm) = i1(a)−

∑

m

i1(a)i2(ηm)i2(ηm)∗.

Lemma A.1 is used in the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Lemma A.1. Let Z be a rank-2 compactly aligned product system over a C∗-algebra A, let NTZ be
its Nica–Toeplitz algebra and for (m,n) ∈ N2, let i(n,m) : Z(n,m) → NT Z be the canonical inclusion
map. Let ξ, ζ ∈ Z(1,0), η ∈ Z(0,1) and a ∈ A. Let (ηm)m be a frame for Z(0,1). Then

i
(1)
(0,1)(θη,η)i

(1)
(1,0)(θζ,ζ)i(1,0)(ξ)

(
i(0,0)(a)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(a)i(0,1)(ηm)i(0,1)(ηm)∗
)
= 0.
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Proof. By Nica covariance,

i
(1)
(0,1)(θη,η)i

(1)
(1,0)(θζ,ζ) = i

(1)
(1,1)(T ),

for some T ∈ K(Z(1,1)). Furthermore, T is in the closed span of elements of the form θα⊗β,γ⊗δ
where α, γ ∈ Z(1,0) and β, δ ∈ Z(0,1). Thus it suffices to show that for such α, β, γ, δ,

i(1,0)(α)i(0,1)(β)i(0,1)(δ)
∗i(1,0)(γ)

∗i(1,0)(ξ)
(
i(0,0)(a)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(a)i(0,1)(ηm)i(0,1)(ηm)∗
)
= 0.

Note that

i(1,0)(γ)
∗i(1,0)(ξ)i(0,0)(a) = i(0,0)(〈γ, ξ〉)i(0,0)(a) = i(0,0)(〈γ, ξ〉a),

and hence it suffices to show that if b ∈ A, then

i(0,1)(δ)
∗
(
i(0,0)(b)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(b)i(0,1)(ηm)i(0,1)(ηm)∗
)
= 0.

There is a copy of TZ(0,1)
within NT Z and the left hand side of the above equation sits inside

this copy: specifically, for the canonical maps ℓ and k of §2.2,

i(0,1)(δ)
∗
(
i(0,0)(b)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(b)i(0,1)(ηm)i(0,1)(ηm)∗
)
=

(
ℓ ◦ k(b∗)i2(δ)

)∗
∈ TZ(0,1)

.

So it suffices to show that ℓ ◦k(b∗)i2(δ) = 0. Identifying TZ(0,1)
with its image in L(FZ(0,1)

) via [23,

Proposition 3.3] as discussed immediately after Notation 2.1, we see that ℓ ◦ k(b∗) acts on FZ(0,1)

as multiplication by b∗ in the 0 coordinate and zero in the remaining coordinates, while, i2(δ) acts
by tensoring on the left by δ and shifting right. Hence

ℓ ◦ k(b∗)(i2(δ)(σ0, σ1, σ2, . . . )) = ℓ ◦ k(b∗)(0, δ · σ0, δ ⊗ σ1, δ ⊗ σ2, . . . )

= ℓ(b∗0, 0, 0, . . . ) = 0. �

Proof of Lemma 3.3. By, for example [24, Proposition 2.33], for every ξ ∈ X1, there exists unique
ξ′ ∈ X1 such that ξ = ξ′ · 〈ξ′, ξ′〉 and we define ψ(ξ) = ξ′ ⊗ ℓ(k(〈ξ′, ξ′〉). Now let ξ, ζ ∈ X1 and
a, b ∈ A; we will show that if ξ · a = ζ · b, then ψ(ξ · a) = ψ(ζ · b). We have

〈ξ ⊗ ℓ(k(a)), ζ ⊗ ℓ(k(b))〉 = 〈ℓ(k(a)), 〈ξ, ζ〉 · ℓ(k(b))〉

= ℓ(k(a))∗i1(〈ξ, ζ〉)ℓ(k(b))
∗
= ℓ(k(a∗〈ξ, ζ〉b)

= ℓ ◦ k(〈ξ · a, ζ · b〉),(A.1)

where the equality ∗ holds because of the way the images of ℓ ◦ k and i1 act on the Fock space.
Because ℓ and k are injective ∗-homomorphisms and hence isometries, we have that for ξi ∈ X1

and ai ∈ A,
∥∥∥
∑

i

ξi · a
∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥
〈∑

i

ξi · ai,
∑

i

ξi · ai
〉∥∥∥

=
∥∥∥
∑

i,j

〈ξi · ai, ξj · aj〉
∥∥∥

=
∥∥∥ℓ ◦ k

(∑

i,j

〈ξi · ai, ξj · aj〉
)∥∥∥

=
∥∥∥
∑

i,j

ℓ ◦ k(〈ξi · ai, ξj · aj〉)
∥∥∥

=
∥∥∥
∑

i,j

〈ξi ⊗ ℓ(k(ai)), ξj ⊗ ℓ(k(aj))〉
∥∥∥ by (A.1),

=
∥∥∥
〈∑

i

ξi ⊗ ℓ(k(ai)),
∑

j

ξj ⊗ ℓ(k(aj))
〉∥∥∥

=
∥∥∥
∑

i

ξi ⊗ ℓ(k(ai))
∥∥∥
2

.
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In particular, if ξ · a = ζ · b, then

‖ξ ⊗ ℓ(k(a))− ζ ⊗ ℓ(k(b))‖ = ‖ξ · a− ζ · b‖ = 0

as claimed.
Next, we show that (ℓ ◦ k, ψ) is a right-Hilbert bimodule morphism. Let a, b ∈ A and ξ ∈ X1.

Then

ψ(ξ · a) · ℓ ◦ k(b) = (ξ ⊗ ℓ(k(a))) · ℓ(k(b)) = ξ ⊗ (ℓ(k(ab)) = ψ(ξ · (ab)) = ψ((ξ · a) · b),

proving that (ℓ ◦ k, ψ) is a right module morphism. That (ℓ ◦ k, ψ) preserves the inner product,
follows from (A.1) by linearity and continuity.

It remains to check that the left action is preserved. Consider ℓ ◦ k(b) · ψ(ξ · a) ∈ X1 ⊗A TX2 .
Let Z be the rank-2 product system such that Z(1,0) = X1 and Z(0,1) = X2. Since X1 and
X2 are countably generated by assumption, there exist frames (ξn)n and (ηm)m for X1 and X2,
respectively. There is an injection γ : TX2 → NT Z that carries ℓ ◦ k(b) · ψ(ξ · a) ∈ TX2 to

Ξ =
(
i(0,0)(b)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(b)i
(1)
(0,1)(θηm,ηm)

)
i(1,0)(ξ)

(
i(0,0)(a)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(a)i
(1)
(0,1)(θηm,ηm)

)
∈ NT Z.

Then i(1,0)(ξ) =
∑

n i
(1)
(1,0)(θξn,ξn)i(1,0)(ξ) and hence by Lemma A.1,

Ξ = i(0,0)(b)i(1,0)(ξ)
(
i(0,0)(a)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(a)i
(1)
(0,1)(θηm,ηm)

)

= i(1,0)(b · ξ)
(
i(0,0)(a)−

∑

m

i(0,0)(a)i
(1)
(0,1)(θηm,ηm)

)
,

which is γ(i1(b · ξ)ℓ ◦ k(a)) ∈ γ(TX2) ⊆ NT Z. Thus ℓ ◦ k(b) · ψ(ξ · a) = ψ((b · ξ) · a) = ψ(b · (ξ · a)),
as needed. �

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.3. For ξ = ξ′ · 〈ξ′, ξ′〉 ∈ X we define
ψ(ξ) = ξ′ ⊗ i1(〈ξ

′, ξ′〉). We observe that for ξ, ζ ∈ X1 and a, b ∈ A we have

〈ξ ⊗ i1(a), ζ ⊗ i1(b)〉 = 〈i1(a), 〈ξ, ζ〉 · i1(b)〉

= i1(a)
∗i1(〈ξ, ζ〉)i1(b)

= i1(a
∗〈ξ, ζ〉b) = i1(〈ξ · a, η · b〉).

Since i1 : A→ TX2 is an isometry, it then follows that ξ ·a = ζ · b implies that ϕ(ξ ·a) = ϕ(ζ · b) and
that (i1, ϕ) preserves the inner products. That ϕ gives a right module morphism is trivial. Since
the left action of TX2 on X1 ⊗ TX2 , restricted to A, is just multiplication by i1(A), we see that ϕ
is a left module morphism. �

Proof of Lemma 3.5. We use Fletcher’s commuting diagram [13, Figure 3.9] in the instance where

P = Q = N and Zp,q = X
⊗p
1 ⊗A X

⊗q
2 for p, q ∈ N. There is an isomorphism of X1 ⊗A TX2

with Fletcher’s Y NT
(1,0) that carries ξ ⊗ i1(a) to iZ(1,0)

(ξ)φNT X(a) in Fletcher’s notation, and there

is a similar isomorphism of WNO
(0,1) with X2 ⊗A OX1 . Making these replacements in Fletcher’s

diagram, the entriesNOYNT andNT WNO in his diagram become OX1⊗TX2
and TX2⊗OX1

since the
Nica–Toeplitz and Cuntz–Nica–Pimsner algebra of a rank-1 product system are just the standard
Toeplitz algebra and Cuntz–Pimsner algebra of its generating fibre [15, Proposition 2.11]. With
these identifications in place, let J be the map ω from top right to top left in Fletcher’s diagram.
Fix ξ ∈ X1 and a ∈ A. Then j1(ξ ⊗ i1(a)) is the image of ξ · a ∈ Z(1,0) under the composite
map ξ · a 7→ ξ ⊗A i1(a) 7→ j1(ξ ⊗ i1(a))), which is the composite map from Z(1,0) to OX1⊗ATX2

in

Fletcher’s diagram. Likewise, i1(j2(ξ · a)) is the image of the same element under the composite
map from Z(1,0) to TX2⊗OX1

in Fletcher’s diagram. So J(j1(ξ ⊗ i1(a)) = i1(j2(ξ · a)) because
Fletcher’s diagram commutes.

Now take (p, q) = (0, 0) so that Z0,0 = A. Then the homomorphisms iZ0,0 and jNT
Y0

of Fletcher’s
diagram are our j1 : TX2 → OX1⊗TX2

and i1 : A → TX2 , respectively, and the homomorphisms
jZ(0,0)

and iWNO
0

are our j1 : A→ OX1 and i1 : OX1 → TX2⊗OX1
, respectively. Thus it follows from

Fletcher’s diagram that J(j1(i1(a))) = i1(j1(a)).
Similarly, for η′ ∈ X2, the element j1(i2(η

′·〈η′, η′〉)) is the image of η′·〈η′, η′〉 under the composite
map from Z(0,1) to OX1⊗ATX2

in Fletcher’s diagram, while i2(η
′ ⊗ j1(〈η′, η′〉)) is the image of the
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same element under the composite map from Z(1,0) to TX2⊗OX1
in Fletcher’s diagram. So once again

commutativity of Fletcher’s diagram implies that J(j1(i2(η
′ · 〈η′, η′〉))) = i2(η

′ ⊗ j1(〈η′, η′〉)). �

Proof of Lemma 3.6. The first statement is trivial. In the second statement, the map 1⊗κ1 is well
defined because κ1 is induced by the bimodule morphism of the first statement. That the second
pair is a right module morphism is obvious. Given ξ, η ∈ X2I and a, b ∈ OX1I ,

〈1⊗ κ1(ξ ⊗ a), 1⊗ κ1(η ⊗ b)〉 = 〈ξ ⊗ κ1(a), η ⊗ κ1(b)〉

= 〈κ1(a), 〈ξ, η〉 · κ1(b)〉

= κ1(a)
∗j1(〈ξ, η〉)κ1(b)

= κ1(a)
∗κ1(j1(〈ξ, η〉))κ1(b)

= κ1(a
∗j1(〈ξ, η〉)b)

= κ1(〈ξ ⊗ a, η ⊗ b〉).

Thus, by linearity and continuity, the inner product condition for a Hilbert-module morphism is
satisfied. To see that (κ1, 1⊗ κ1) is a left-module morphism, since the left action of the coefficient
algebra on a Hilbert module is implemented by a C∗-homomorphism, it suffices to show that the
left actions of generators of OX1I on Y I1 are preserved by κ1 and 1 ⊗ κ1. That is, for a ∈ I,
x1 ∈ X1I, x2 ∈ X2I and b ∈ OX1I , we must show that

κ1(j1(a))
(
(1⊗ κ1)(x2 ⊗ b)) = (1⊗ κ1)(j1(a) · (x2 ⊗ b)) and

κ1(j2(x1))
(
(1⊗ κ1)(x2 ⊗ b)) = (1⊗ κ1)(j2(x1) · (x2 ⊗ b)).

For the first of these equations, we just calculate

κ1(j1(a))
(
(1⊗ κ1)(x2 ⊗ b)) = j1(a) · (x2 ⊗ b) = (a · x2)⊗ b = (1⊗ κ1)(j1(a) · (x2 ⊗ b)).

For the second equation, recall that X1 ⊗A X2
∼= X(1,1)

∼= X2 ⊗A X1, and this isomorphism
extends the corresponding isomorphismX1I⊗IX2I ∼= XI(1,1) ∼= X2I⊗IX1I. So there is a sequence,

indexed by ℓ ∈ N, of finite linear combinations
∑Kℓ

k=1 x
k,ℓ
2 x

k,ℓ
1 in XI(1,1) with each xk,ℓi ∈ XiI such

that
∑Kℓ

k=1 x
k,ℓ
2 x

k,ℓ
1 → x1x2. By definition (see [13, Lemma 3.1.22 and Proposition 3.3.6]),

j2(x1) · (x2 ⊗ b) = lim
ℓ

Kℓ∑

k=1

x
k,ℓ
2 ⊗ j2(x

k,ℓ
1 )b.

Since exactly the same approximation holds in X1 ⊗A X2
∼= X(1,1)

∼= X2 ⊗A X1, the left action of
κ1(j2(x1)) on (1⊗ κ1)(x2 ⊗ b) is given by the same formula. �

A.2. Results used in the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Lemma A.2. Let η : K(FX1 ) → K(FX1⊗TX2
) be the homomorphism induced by the right-Hilbert

bimodule morphism ψ : X1 → X1 ⊗A TX2 of Lemma 3.3, so that ψ(ξ · a) = ξ ⊗ ℓ(k(a)) for ξ ∈
X1, a ∈ A. The diagram

A K(FX2) TX2

K(FX1) K(FX1⊗TX2
),

k

k ℓ

k

η

from the proof of Proposition 4.2 commutes.

Proof. First, we describe what η is. For each n ≥ 1, ψ induces a map ψn : X
⊗n
1 → (X1 ⊗A TX2 )

⊗n

such that ψn(ξ1⊗· · ·⊗ξn) = ψ(ξ1)⊗· · ·⊗ψ(ξn). These ψn together with the map ψ0 := ℓ◦k induce
a homomorphism Ψ =

⊕∞
n=0 ψn : FX1 → FX1⊗TX2

which in turn induces η := Ψ(1) : K(FX1 ) →

K(FX1⊗TX2
). Now let a, b ∈ A and ζ ∈ X⊗n (considered as an element of the Fock space) for

n ≥ 0. Starting with ab∗ ∈ A and tracing the diagram along the top and right, we get

k(ℓ(k(ab∗)))(ζ) =

{(
ℓ(k(ab∗))ζ, 0, 0, . . .

)
, if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1.
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Tracing the diagram along the left and bottom, we instead get

η(k(ab∗))(ζ) = Ψ(1)(θ(a,0,0,... ),(b,0,0,... ))(ζ)

= θΨ(a,0,0,... ),Ψ(b,0,0,... )(ζ)

= θ(ψ0(a),0,0,... ),(ψ0(b),0,0,... )(ζ)

= (ψ0(a), 0, 0, . . . ) · 〈(ψ0(b), 0, 0, . . . ) , ζ〉

=

{(
ℓ(k(a)), 0, 0, . . .

)
· 〈ℓ(k(b)), ζ〉, if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1,

=

{(
ℓ(k(a)), 0, 0, . . .

)
· (ℓ(k(b))∗ζ), if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1,

=

{(
ℓ(k(ab∗))ζ, 0, 0, . . .

)
, if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1.

Thus the diagram commutes. �

Lemma A.3. The diagram

OX1 K(FX2⊗OX1
)

OX1⊗TX2
TX2⊗OX1

,

θ

k

ℓ

J

from the proof of Proposition 4.2 commutes.

Proof. Fix a ∈ A and ξ ∈ X1 so that j2(ξ · a) ∈ OX1 . Tracing the diagram along the top and right
gives us ℓ(k(j2(ξ ·a))) = (j2(ξ ·a), 0, 0, . . . ) as an operator on the Fock space. Since X2 is countably
generated, we can choose a frame (ηm)m for X2. If instead we go down the left side, first note that

θ(j2(ξ · a)) = j2(ξ ⊗ ℓ(k(a))) = j2(ξ ⊗ i1(a))−
∑

m

j2(ξ ⊗ i1(a)i2(ηm)i2(ηm)∗)

= j2(ξ ⊗ i1(a))−
∑

m

j2 ((ξ ⊗ i1(a)) · (i2(ηm)i2(ηm)∗))

= j2(ξ ⊗ i1(a))−
∑

m

j2 (ξ ⊗ i1(a)) j1(i2(ηm))j1(i2(ηm))∗.

For each m, write ηm = η′m · 〈η′m, η
′
m〉. Then by Lemma 3.5,

J(θ(j2(ξ · a))) = i1(j2(ξ · a))− i1(j2(ξ · a))i2(η
′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))i2(η

′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))∗.

Now if a0 ∈ OX1 = (X2 ⊗OX1)
⊗0, then

i2(η
′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))i2(η

′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))∗(a0) = 0,

since for any Toeplitz algebra TY and y ∈ Y , i2(y)
∗ sends a vector (c0, 0, 0, . . . ) in the Fock space

to 0. Furthermore, given any η ∈ X2 and b ∈ OX1 so that η ⊗ b ∈ X2 ⊗A OX1 , we have by [20,
Lemma 1.9] that if m ≥ 1 and

⊗m
n=1(ζn ⊗ an) ∈ (X2 ⊗A OX2 )

⊗m,

i2(η ⊗ b)i2(η ⊗ b)∗
( m⊗

n=1

(ζn ⊗ an)
)
= θη⊗b,η⊗b(ζ1 ⊗ a1)⊗

m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

= (η ⊗ b · 〈η ⊗ b, ζ1 ⊗ a1〉)⊗
m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

= (η ⊗ b · (b∗j1(〈η, ζ1〉)a1))⊗
m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

= (η ⊗ (bb∗j1(〈η, ζ1〉)a1))⊗
m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an).
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Taking η = η′m and b = j1(〈η′m, η
′
m〉), we have that

i2(η
′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))i2(η

′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))∗

( m⊗

n=1

(ζn ⊗ an)
)

= (η′m ⊗ (j1(〈η
′
m, η

′
m〉)j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉)∗j1(〈η

′
m, ζ1〉)a1))⊗

m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

=
(
(η′m · 〈η′m, η

′
m)⊗

(
j1(〈η

′
m · 〈η′m, η

′
m〉, ζ1〉)a1

))
⊗

m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

=
(
ηm ⊗

(
j1(〈ηm, ζ1〉)a1

))
⊗

m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

= ((ηm · 〈ηm, ζ1〉)⊗ a1)⊗
m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an).

Thus

∑

m

i2(η
′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))i2(η

′
m ⊗ j1(〈η

′
m, η

′
m〉))∗

( m⊗

n=1

(ζn ⊗ an)
)

=
((∑

m

ηm · 〈ηm, ζ1〉
)
⊗ a1

)
⊗

m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an)

= (ζ1 ⊗ a1)⊗
m⊗

n=2

(ζn ⊗ an) =

m⊗

n=1

(ζn ⊗ an).

In particular, for any ζ =
⊗m

n=1(ζn ⊗ an) ∈ (X2 ⊗OX1)
⊗m,

J(θ(j2(ξ · a)))
( m⊗

n=1

(ζn ⊗ an)
)
=

{
j2(ξ · a)ζ − 0 = j2(ξ · a)ζ, if m = 0 (and hence ζ ∈ OX1) ,

j2(ξ · a)ζ − j2(ξ · a)ζ = 0, if m ≥ 1,

and thus J(θ(j2(ξ · a))) = (j2(ξ · a), 0, 0, . . . ) and the diagram commutes when beginning with
elements of the form j2(ξ · a). Proving that the diagram commutes when beginning with elements
of the form j1(a) follows a (simpler) similar argument. �

Lemma A.4. The diagram

A K(FX1)

TX2 K(FX1⊗TX2
),

i1

k

ρ

k

from the proof of Proposition 4.2 commutes.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma A.2, we describe what ρ is. For each n ≥ 1, ϕ induces a map
ϕn : X

⊗n
1 → (X1 ⊗A TX2)

⊗n such that ϕn(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = ϕ(ξ1)⊗ · · · ⊗ ϕ(ξn). These ϕn together
with the map ϕ0 := i1 induces a homomorphism Φ =

⊕∞
n=0 ϕn : FX1 → FX1⊗TX1

which in turn

induces ρ := Φ(1) : K(FX1) → K(FX1⊗TX2
). Now let a, b ∈ A and ζ ∈ X⊗n (considered as an

element of the Fock space) for n ≥ 0. Starting with ab∗ ∈ A and tracing the diagram along the
left and bottom, we get

k(i1(ab
∗))(ζ) =

{(
i1(ab

∗)ζ, 0, 0, . . .
)
, if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1.
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Tracing the diagram along the top and right, we instead get

ρ(k(ab∗))(ζ) = Φ(1)(θ(a,0,0,... ),(b,0,0,... ))(ζ)

= θΦ(a,0,0,... ),Φ(b,0,0,... )(ζ)

= θ(ϕ0(a),0,0,... ),(ϕ0(b),0,0,... )(ζ)

= (ϕ0(a), 0, 0, . . . ) · 〈(ϕ0(b), 0, 0, . . . ) , ζ〉

=

{
(i1(a), 0, 0, . . . ) · 〈i1(b), ζ〉, if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1,

=

{
(i1(a), 0, 0, . . . ) · (i1(b)∗ζ), if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1,

=

{
(i1(ab

∗)ζ, 0, 0, . . . ), if n = 0,

0, if n ≥ 1.

Thus the diagram commutes. �
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