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IDEALS OF ÉTALE GROUPOID ALGEBRAS WITH COEFFICIENTS IN A

SHEAF WITH APPLICATIONS TO TOPOLOGICAL DYNAMICS

GILLES G. DE CASTRO, DANIEL GONÇALVES AND BENJAMIN STEINBERG

Abstract. We prove the Effros-Hahn conjecture for groupoid algebras with coefficients in a
sheaf, obtaining as a consequence a description of the ideals in skew inverse semigroup rings. We
also use the description of the ideals to characterize when the groupoid algebras with coefficients
in a sheaf are von Neumann regular, primitive, semiprimitive, or simple. We apply our results
to the topological dynamics of actions of inverse semigroups, describing the existence of dense
orbits and minimality in terms of primitivity and simplicity, respectively, of the associated
algebra. Moreover, we apply our results to the usual complex groupoid algebra of continuous
functions with compact support, used to build the C*-algebra associated with a groupoid, and
describe criteria for its simplicity.

1. Introduction

Groupoid algebras with coefficients in a sheaf unify the study of usual convolution groupoid
algebras (often called Steinberg algebras) and skew inverse semigroup rings (see [16]). The
aforementioned constructions are key in the study of algebras associated with combinatorial
objects such as graphs, higher rank graphs, ultragraphs, etc, and have deep connections with
topological dynamics and the intrinsic dynamics associated with combinatorial objects, see [10,
21] for example. Among the relevant properties of convolution groupoid algebras and inverse
semigroup skew rings, the constitution of its ideals play a crucial role. For just a couple of
examples, the ideal structure of a Leavitt path algebra may be recovered from the ideal structure
of a convolution groupoid algebra, see [27], and minimality and topological freeness of actions
of inverse semigroups can be described in terms of simplicity of the associated skew rings (see
[4, 17, 18]). Our goal in this paper is to obtain a description of the ideals in groupoid algebras
with coefficients in a sheaf and apply this description to the topological dynamics of actions
of inverse semigroups and to the usual complex groupoid algebra of continuous functions with
compact support used to build the C*-algebra associated with a groupoid.

When one searches the literature for a classification of ideals in crossed products, the references
go back to the original Effros-Hahn conjecture, which suggested that every primitive ideal of a
crossed product of an amenable locally compact group with a commutative C*-algebra should
be induced from a primitive ideal of an isotropy group, see [14]. Since then, the conjecture
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has been proved and generalized in several contexts, see [32] for a comprehensive account of
developments.

In the purely algebraic setting, an Effros-Hahn type conjecture is proved for partial skew group
rings in [12] and for groupoid convolution algebras in [11] and [32]. In this paper, we prove an
algebraic Effros-Hahn type conjecture in the context of groupoid algebras with coefficients in a
sheaf. Therefore, we extend the known results of [11, 12, 32] to include skew inverse semigroup
rings, and at the same time provide a unified statement to the Effros-Hahn conjecture proved
in [11,12,32].

After we show our version of the Effros-Hanh conjecture, we use the machinery developed
to prove it, namely the induction of modules for groupoid algebras with coefficients in a sheaf,
to describe several algebraic properties of groupoid algebras with coefficients in a sheaf. This
includes simplicity, semiprimitivity, and primitivity. For topological actions of inverse semi-
groups, since the associated skew inverse semigroup ring can be seen as a groupoid convolution
algebra with coefficients in a sheaf, we relate topological properties of the action with algebraic
properties of the associated groupoid convolution algebra. Furthermore, we realize the usual
algebra Cc(G ) (used to build groupoid C∗-algebras) as a groupoid algebra with coefficients in a
sheaf (and hence as a skew inverse semigroup ring), and then apply our topological results to
describe when it is simple in terms of the groupoid. Therefore, we provide a bridge between
algebra and analysis (for example, our simplicity characterization of Cc(G ) should be compared
with the characterization of simplicity of the reduced groupoid C*-algebra).

We now give a more detailed description of our work.
We begin by presenting some necessary background on the topics of the paper. In particular,

we recall the construction of convolution algebras with coefficients in a sheaf and of skew inverse
semigroup rings. Furthermore, we recall the Disintegration theorem, which is used in [16] to
prove that skew inverse semigroup rings and groupoid convolution algebras with coefficients in
a sheaf are essentially the same objects.

We describe the induction process that transforms representations of the skew group rings
associated with isotropy groups to modules for groupoid algebras with coefficients in a sheaf in
Section 3, and use this to prove Theorem 3.5, which asserts that every ideal in a groupoid algebra
with coefficients in a sheaf of modules is an intersection of annihilators of induced modules.

In section 4, we prove the Effros-Hahn conjecture for groupoid convolution algebras with
coefficients in a sheaf, Theorem 4.3, and use Theorem 3.5 to prove a number of properties
of Γc(G ,O), the groupoid convolution algebra associated with a sheaf. We start by showing
that every primitive ideal of Γc(G ,O) is the annihilator of a single induced representation,
Theorem 4.1. We then show that induction of modules preserves simplicity, Theorem 4.2. As
with usual groupoid algebras, there is a diagonal commutative algebra inside Γc(G ,O), call it
Γc(G

(0),O). We characterize when Γc(G
(0),O) is von Neumann regular in Proposition 4.7, and

describe when it is maximal commutative inside Γc(G ,O) in Proposition 4.13. We specify the

role of Γc(G
(0),O) in determining when a ring homomorphism from Γc(G ,O) is injective in

the Generalized Uniqueness Theorem, Theorem 4.16. We describe primitivity of Γc(G ,O) in
Theorem 4.18 and, under some assumptions, show that Γc(G ,O) is left primitive if, and only
if, the unit space of the groupoid has a dense orbit, Theorem 4.22. In Theorems 4.24 and
4.26 we give a sufficient condition for Γc(G

(0),O) to be semiprimitive and in Theorem 4.32 we

characterize simplicity of Γc(G
(0),O).

We devote Section 5 to the topological dynamics of actions of inverse semigroups. In Propo-
sition 5.5, we show that if the associated algebra Γc(S ⋉X,O) is left primitive then the action
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has a dense orbit. From this, we obtain that for certain topologically free actions on locally
compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional spaces the associated algebra Γc(S ⋉X,O) is left primi-
tive if, and only if, the action has a dense orbit, Corollary 5.7. In Propositions 5.10 and 5.11 we
give sufficient conditions for semiprimitivity of Γc(S ⋉ X,O), and, in Theorem 5.12 we relate
simplicity of Γc(S ⋉X,O) with minimality of the action.

Finally, in Section 6, we study the usual algebra Cc(G ) of complex valued, continuous functions
with compact support, which is used to build the C*-algebras (full and reduced) associated to
a groupoid. For Hausdorff groupoids, we give a direct description of Cc(G ) as a skew inverse
semigroup ring, Proposition 6.1. For general groupoids, we provide a realization of Cc(G ) as
a groupoid convolution algebra with coefficient in a sheaf in Theorem 6.2; this implies that
the same skew inverse semigroup ring representation as in the Hausdorff case holds in general.
Applying results of the previous section to Cc(G ), in the Hausdorff case, we characterize the
simplicity of Cc(G ) in terms of minimality and effectiveness of G , see Theorem 6.4. We finish the
paper considering the groupoid arising from a partial action and prove that Cc(G ) is a partial
crossed product, where G is the transformation groupoid of the partial action.

2. Background

For completeness, in this section we recall the relevant concepts that will be used throughout
the paper, as defined in [16].

2.1. Groupoids. A groupoid G is a small category of isomorphisms. A topological groupoid is a
groupoid equipped with a topology making the multiplication and inverse operations continuous.
The elements of the form gg−1 are called units. We denote the set of units of G by G (0), and refer
to G (0) as the unit space. The source and range maps are given by d(g) = g−1g and r(g) = gg−1,
for g ∈ G. These maps are necessarily continuous when G is a topological groupoid.

An étale groupoid is a topological groupoid G such that its unit space G (0) is locally compact
and Hausdorff and its range map r is a local homeomorphism (this implies that the domain
map d and the multiplication map are also local homeomorphisms). A bisection of G is a subset
B ⊆ G such that the restriction of the range and source maps to B are injective. An étale
groupoid is ample if its unit space has a basis of compact open sets or, equivalently, if the arrow
space G (1) has a basis of compact open bisections (when it is clear from the context, we will also
use G to denote the arrow space). We remark for future use that, for every open bisection B, of
an ample groupoid G , the range and source maps are homeomorphisms from B to d(B) and r(B),

respectively. The isotropy group of a unit x ∈ G (0) is the group G x
x = {g ∈ G | d(g) = r(g) = x}.

The isotropy subgroupoid of a groupoid G is the subgroupoid

Iso(G ) =
⋃

x∈G (0)

G
x
x = {g ∈ G : d(g) = r(g)}.

We say that the topological groupoid G is effective if G (0) = int(Iso(G )). We will use the
notation ζ : y → z meaning that d(ζ) = y and r(ζ) = z. Furthermore, for each x ∈ G (0),
Orb(x) = r ◦d−1(x).

From now on, following Bourbaki, the term “compact” will include the Hausdorff axiom.
However, a space can be locally compact without being Hausdorff. If f : X → Z and g : Y → Z
are maps of spaces, then their pullback is

X ×f,g Y = {(x, y) | f(x) = g(y)}

(with the subspace topology of the product space).
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2.2. Ample groupoid convolution algebras with coefficients in a sheaf of rings. In
this section, we recall the convolution algebra associated with a sheaf of rings over an ample
groupoid1.

Let G be an ample groupoid. Then a G -sheaf E consists of a topological space E, a local
homeomorphism p : E → G (0) and a continuous map α : G (1)×d,pE → E (written (γ, e) 7→ αγ(e))
satisfying the following axioms:

(S1) αp(e)(e) = e;
(S2) p(αγ(e)) = r(γ) if d(γ) = p(e);
(S3) αβ(αγ(e)) = αβγ(e) whenever d(β) = r(γ) and d(γ) = p(e).

If x ∈ G (0), then Ex = p−1(x) is called the stalk of E at x. Notice that αγ : Ed(γ) → Er(γ) is a
bijection with inverse αγ−1 .

We shall be interested in sheaves with extra structure. A G -sheaf of (unital) rings is a G -sheaf
O = (E, p, α) equipped with a unital ring structure on each stalk Ox such that the following
axioms hold:

(SR1) +: E ×p,p E → E is continuous;
(SR2) · : E ×p,p E → E is continuous;

(SR3) the unit section x 7→ 1x is a continuous mapping G (0) → E;

(SR4) αγ : Od(γ) → Or(γ) is a ring homomorphism for all γ ∈ G (1).

Note that the zero section x 7→ 0x is continuous and that the negation map is continuous
(these are standard facts about sheaves of abelian groups, and hence rings, over spaces, cf. [13]).

Given a G -sheaf of rings O = (E, p, α,+, ·), next we recall the definition of the ring of global
sections of O with compact support, which we shall also call the convolution algebra of G with
coefficients in the sheaf of rings O. Let A(G ,O) be the set of all mappings f : G (1) → E such

that p ◦ f = r, that is, f(γ) ∈ Or(γ) for all γ ∈ G (1). Equip A(G ,O) with a binary operation
by defining (f + g)(γ) = f(γ) + g(γ), which we refer to as pointwise addition. With this
operation, A(G ,O) is an abelian group with respect to pointwise addition with 0 as the identity
and (−f)(γ) = −f(γ) for γ ∈ G (1).

We define, as an abelian group, Γc(G ,O) to be the subgroup generated by all mappings
f ∈ A(G ,O) such that there is a compact open bisection U with f |U continuous and f |

G (1)\U = 0.

In this case, we say that f is supported on U . If U is a compact open bisection and s : r(U) → E
is any (continuous) section of p, then we can define an element sχU ∈ Γc(G ,O), supported on
U , by

(sχU )(γ) =

{
s(r(γ)), if γ ∈ U

0r(γ), else.

In the special case that s is the unit section x 7→ 1x over U , we denote sχU by simply χU . In
other words,

χU (γ) =

{
1r(γ), if γ ∈ U

0r(γ), else.

Notice that if f ∈ Γc(G ,O) is supported on a compact open bisection U , then f = sχU where
s = f ◦ (r |U )

−1. Thus Γc(G ,O) can also be described as the abelian group generated by all
elements of the form sχU where s : r(U) → E is a section, and U is a compact open bisection.

1Technically, this is just a ring but convolution algebra fits better with terminology in operator algebras and
every ring is a Z-algebra
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A crucial property of elements of Γc(G ,O), and that we will use in our work, is that they can
only be non-zero on finitely many points of any fiber of d or r.

Proposition 2.1. Let f ∈ Γc(G ,O) and x ∈ G (0). Then there are only finitely many γ ∈ d
−1(x)

such that f(γ) 6= 0 and, similarly, for r
−1(x).

Finally, to make Γc(G ,O) into a ring, we define the convolution of elements of Γc(G ,O) as

follows. If f, g ∈ Γc(G ,O) and γ ∈ G (1), then

f ∗ g(γ) =
∑

βρ=γ

f(β)αβ(g(ρ)). (2.1)

It is proved in [16] that if f, g ∈ Γc(G ,O), then f ∗ g ∈ Γc(G ,O). In fact it is shown that if
f is supported on U and g is supported on V , with U, V compact open bisections, then f ∗ g
is supported on UV . In the case that G is Hausdorff, it is shown in [16] that Γc(G ,O) consists

precisely of those continuous functions f : G (1) → E with p ◦ f = r and compact support (i.e.,
the inverse image of the complement of the zero section is compact). Furthermore, in [16] it is
shown how to build a sheaf of rings so that the above construction yields the usual algebra of
G over a unital ring R from [28]. This sheaf is recalled below.

Example 2.2. Let R be any unital ring, which we view as a space with the discrete topology.
We define the constant sheaf of rings ∆(R) to be the G -sheaf of rings with E = R × G (0)

and with p : R × G (0) → G (0) the projection. The addition and multiplication are pointwise,
that is, (r, x) + (r′, x) = (r + r′, x) and (r, x)(r′, x) = (rr′, x). The mapping α is given by
α(γ)(r,d(γ)) = (r, r(γ)). Then Γc(G ,∆(R)) is the usual algebra of G over R, from [28].

2.3. The disintegration theorem. A key result in [16] is the disintegration theorem, which
generalizes results in [29] for Steinberg algebras. In this subsection, we recall the theorem as
well as the related concepts.

Let G be an ample groupoid and O = (E, p, α) be a G -sheaf of rings. Put R = Γc(G ,O); it
is a ring with local units. A (left) R-module M is unitary if RM = M . We denote by R-mod

the category of unitary (left) R-modules.
A G -sheaf of O-modules M = (F, q, β) is a G -sheaf such that each stalk Mx has a (unitary)

left Ox-module structure such that:

(SM1) addition +: F ×q,q F → F is continuous;
(SM2) the module action E ×p,q F → F is continuous;
(SM3) βγ(rm) = αγ(r)βγ(m) for all r ∈ Od(γ) and m ∈ Md(γ).

The following result is proved in [16] and will be used in our text.

Proposition 2.3. Let X be a Hausdorff space with a basis of compact open sets and let A =
(F, q) be a sheaf of abelian groups on X. Then, for each f ∈ Ax, there is a section s : X → F
with compact support such that s(x) = f .

If M is a G -sheaf of O-modules, then we can look at the set M = Γc(G ,M) of continuous

sections s : G (0) → F with compact support. This is an abelian group with pointwise operations.
We define an R-module structure on it by putting, for f ∈ R and m ∈M ,

(fm)(x) =
∑

γ∈r−1(x)

f(γ)βγ(m(d(γ))).

Proposition 2.4. The construction M 7−→ Γc(G ,M) is a functor from the category of G -
sheaves of O-modules to the category of Γc(G ,O)-mod.
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A quasi-inverse for the functor above is constructed in [16]. We recall the main concepts
below.

Let M be a unitary R-module and x ∈ G (0). Let

Nx = {m ∈M | χUm = 0 for some U ⊆ G
(0) compact open with x ∈ U},

and define Mx :=M/Nx. Furthermore, define

F =
∐

x∈G (0)

Mx

and q : F → G (0) by q([m]x) = x. Put a topology on F by taking as a basis all sets of the form

D(m,U) = {[m]x | x ∈ U},

where m ∈M and U ⊆ G (0) is compact open. To define the G -sheaf structure, for γ ∈ G , put

βγ([m]d(γ)) = [χUm]r(γ),

where U is any compact open bisection containing γ. Then β : G (1) ×d,q F → F is well defined,
continuous, and turns

Sh(M) := (F, q, β)

into a G -sheaf. Moreover, Sh(M) is a G -sheaf of abelian groups with respect to the fiberwise
addition [m]x + [n]x = [m+ n]x (i.e., addition is fiberwise continuous and each βγ is an additive
homomorphism). To define the Ox-module structure on Mx, let r ∈ Ox. Choose a section

t ∈ Γc(G
(0),O) with t(x) = r (using Proposition 2.3), and define r[m]x = [tm]x. Then Sh(M) is

a G -sheaf of O-modules and, as proved in [16], we have that the construction M 7−→ Sh(M) is
a functor, as we make precise below.

Proposition 2.5. The constructionM 7−→ Sh(M) is a functor from the category Γc(G ,O)-mod

to the category of G -sheaves of O-modules.

Combining the last two propositions we get.

Theorem 2.6 (Disintegration theorem). The functors M 7−→ Sh(M) and M 7−→ Γc(G ,O)
provide an equivalence between the category Γc(G ,O)-mod of unitary Γc(G ,O)-modules and the
category of G -sheaves of O-modules.

It follows from the above that there are natural isomorphisms M ∼= Γc(G ,Sh(M)) and M ∼=
Sh(Γc(G ,M)).

Remark 2.7. As a consequence of Theorem 2.6, M ∼= Γc(G ,Sh(M)) for any unitary module M
and so we have an equality of annihilator ideals

Ann(M) = Ann(Γc(G ,Sh(M))).

In particular, for every ideal I of Γc(G ,O) we have

I = Ann(Γc(G ,O)/I) = Ann(Γc(Sh(Γc(G ,O)/I))).
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2.4. Skew inverse semigroup rings. By a partial automorphism of a ring A, we mean a
ring isomorphism ϕ : I → J between two-sided ideals I, J of A. The collection of all partial
automorphisms of A forms an inverse monoid that we denote IA. If S is an inverse semigroup,
then an action of S on A is a homomorphism α : S → IA, usually written s 7→ αs. The domain
of α(s) is denoted Ds∗ and the range is then Ds. We say that the action is non-degenerate if

∑

e∈E(S)

De = A.

To ensure associativity of the skew inverse semigroup ring, we assume that each Ds is a ring
with local units (although weaker conditions suffice). Given an action α of S on a ring A, the
construction of the corresponding skew inverse semigroup ring is done in three steps.

(1) First we consider the set

L =

{
finite∑

s∈S

asδs | as ∈ Ds

}
∼=
⊕

s∈S

Ds (2.2)

where δs, for s ∈ S, is a formal symbol (and 0δs = 0). We equip L with component-wise
addition and with multiplication defined as the linear extension of the rule

(asδs)(btδt) = αs(αs∗(as)bt)δst.

(2) Then, we consider the ideal

N = 〈aδr − aδs | r, s ∈ S, r ≤ s and a ∈ Dr〉, (2.3)

i.e., N is the ideal of L generated by all elements of the form aδr − aδs, where r ≤ s and
a ∈ Dr. It is shown in [4, Lemma 2.3], that these elements already generate N as an
additive group.

(3) Finally, we define the corresponding skew inverse semigroup ring, which we denote by
A⋊ S, as the quotient ring L/N .

If S is a group, then the ideal N is the zero ideal and the multiplication simplifies to the rule
aδs · bδt = aαs(b)δst, and so A⋊S is the familiar skew group ring. Notice also that the quotient
of L by any ideal yields a system, in the sense of [22, Pg 2].

A key class of inverse semigroup actions is that of spectral actions. Recall from [16] that an
action α of an inverse semigroup S on A is called spectral if it is non-degenerate and De has a
unit element 1e for each e ∈ E(S), which is necessarily a central idempotent of A. In the case
of a spectral action, the central idempotents in the Boolean algebra generated by the 1e are a
set of local units for A.

2.5. The interplay between groupoid convolution algebras with coefficients in a sheaf

of rings and skew inverse semigroup rings. It is shown in [16] that, under certain mild
conditions, groupoid convolution algebras with coefficients in a sheaf of rings can be realized as
skew inverse semigroup rings and vice versa. We recall this more precisely below.

We denote by G a the set of all compact open bisections of G . It is an inverse semigroup with
operations given by

BC = {bc ∈ G | b ∈ B, c ∈ C, and d(b) = r(c)}

and B∗ = {b−1 | b ∈ B}.
Let O = (E, p, α) be a G -sheaf of rings. Put A = Γc(G

(0),O), which we view as the ring of

compactly supported continuous sections of O over G (0) with pointwise operations. In [16] a
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spectral action of S = G a on A is defined. If U ⊆ G (0) is open then we put O|U = (p−1(U),+, ·);
it is a sheaf of rings on U . Then A(U) = Γc(U,O|U ) can be identified with the subring of A
consisting of sections supported on U . For s ∈ S, put Ds = A(r(s)). Note that since r(s) is
compact open, Ds has an identity, the mapping χr(s). We define an isomorphism α̃s : Ds∗ → Ds

by

α̃s(f)(r(γ)) = αγ(f(d(γ)))

for γ ∈ s and f ∈ Ds∗ . We then have the following (which is proved more generally for inverse
subsemigroups of G a satisfying certain conditions).

Theorem 2.8 ( [16, Theorem 7.1]). Let O be a G -sheaf of rings on an ample groupoid G . Then,

Γc(G ,O) ∼= Γc(G
(0),O)⋊ G

a

as rings.

To obtain the converse characterization, we recall some key concepts first.
Given a Boolean action ρ of an inverse semigroup S on a space X, the groupoid of germs

G = S ⋉X is defined as follows (see [28]). The unit space G (0) is taken to be X and

G
(1) = {(s, x) ∈ S ×X | x ∈ Ds∗}/∼

where (s, x) ∼ (t, y) if and only if x = y and there exists u ≤ s, t with x ∈ Du∗ . We write
[s, x] for the class of (s, x). The source and range maps are defined by d([s, x]) = x and
r([s, x]) = ρs(x), the product is defined by [s, ρt(x)][t, x] = [st, x], and the inverse is given by
[s, x]−1 = [s∗, ρs(x)]. The topology on G (0) is that of X, whereas a basis of neighborhoods for

G (1) is given by the sets (s, U), where U ⊆ Ds∗ is open (compact open if X is zero-dimensional),
and (s, U) = {[s, x] | x ∈ U}.

We also need to recall the generalized Stone space of a generalized Boolean algebra B. A
character of B is a non-zero Boolean algebra homomorphism λ : B → {0, 1} to the two-element

Boolean algebra. The (generalized) Stone space of B is the space B̂ of characters of B topologized
by taking as a basis the sets

D(a) = {λ ∈ B̂ | λ(a) = 1}

with a ∈ B.
Let α be a spectral action of an inverse semigroup S on a ring A.We want to define a Boolean

action of S on the Pierce spectrum Â of A (recall from [16] that the Pierce spectrum of A is B̂,
where B = E(Z(A))).

For s ∈ S, let

D̂s = {λ ∈ Â | λ(1ss∗) = 1}.

Notice that D̂s is compact open and can be identified with the Pierce spectrum of Ds. Define

α̂s : D̂s∗ → D̂s by

α̂s(λ)(e) = λ(αs∗(e1ss∗))

for e ∈ E(Z(A)).

Let G = S ⋉ Â be the corresponding groupoid of germs. It is ample as Â has a basis of
compact open sets. We want to define a G -sheaf of OA rings such that A ⋊ S ∼= Γc(G ,OA).
For this, OA is the sheaf of unital rings constructed as follows: The underlying space of OA is
defined to be E =

∐
λ∈ ̂E(Z(A))

A/Iλ, where

Iλ = {a ∈ A | ∃e ∈ λ−1(1) with ea = 0}
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and the class a+ Iλ is denoted [a]λ. If r ∈ A and e ∈ E(Z(A)), then we put

(r,D(e)) = {[r]λ | λ ∈ D(e)}.

The sets of the form (r,D(e)) form a basis for a topology on E and p : E → B̂, defined by
p([r]λ) = λ, maps (r,D(e)) homeomorphically to D(e), whence p is a local homeomorphism.

The ring structures on the A/Iλ turn OA = (E, p,+, ·) into a sheaf of unital rings on ̂E(Z(A)).
Each stalk of OA is OA,λ = A/Iλ, and the unit is the class [e]λ where λ(e) = 1. We obtain the
G -sheaf structure on OA by putting

α[s,λ]([a]λ) = [αs(1s∗sa)]α̂s(λ) (2.4)

for [s, λ] ∈ G (1).

Theorem 2.9 ([16, Theorem 9.5]). If S is an inverse semigroup with a spectral action α on a

ring A, then A ⋊ S ∼= Γc(S ⋉ Â,OA) with the S ⋉ Â-sheaf structure on OA coming from (2.4)

and the usual sheaf of rings structure on OA over the Pierce spectrum Â.

3. Induced modules

In this section, we describe the induction of modules from isotropy skew group rings for
groupoid algebras with coefficients in a sheaf, and we show how we can use induction to study
the ideals of this algebra. We fix an ample groupoid G and a G -sheaf of rings O.

Given x ∈ G (0), we define Lx = {γ ∈ G | d(γ) = x} and Lx =
⊕

γ∈Lx
Or(γ) as a direct sum

of abelian groups. For γ ∈ Lx, 1γ ∈ Lx represents the element that is 1r(γ) at coordinate γ and
it is 0r(η) at all other coordinates η ∈ Lx with η 6= γ. Since the isotropy group G x

x of x acts on
Ox, we can form the skew group ring

Bx := Ox ⋊ G
x
x

which we call the isotropy skew group ring at x.

Proposition 3.1. The abelian group Lx has a structure of free right Bx-module where the right
action is given by

a1γ · bδ = aαγ(b)1γδ (3.1)

for γ ∈ Lx, a ∈ Or(γ), b ∈ Ox and δ ∈ G x
x , and extended in the natural way. Moreover, if for

each y ∈ Orb(x), we choose ηy ∈ G such that d(ηy) = x and r(ηy) = y, then {1ηy}y∈Orb(x) is a
basis for Lx.

Proof. We check the associativity of the right action, the other properties being straightforward.
For that, consider γ ∈ Lx, a ∈ Or(γ), b, c ∈ Ox and δ, η ∈ G x

x . We have that

(a1γ · bδ) · cη = aαγ(b)1γδ · cη = aαγ(b)αγδ(c)1γδη =

aαγ(bαδ(c))1γδη = a1γ · bαδ(c)δη = a1γ · (bδcη).

To prove the second part of the statement, for each y ∈ Orb(x), we fix an element ηy ∈ G

such that d(ηy) = x and r(ηy) = y. In order to show that Lx is free we consider the abelian
group homomorphism Φ : Lx →

⊕
y∈Orb(x)Bx1y given by

Φ(a1γ) = αη−1
r(γ)

(a)η−1
r(γ)γ1r(γ), (3.2)
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where 1y is the canonical vector for y ∈ Orb(x), and
⊕

y∈Orb(x)Bx1y has the natural right Bx-

module structure. Observe that αη−1
r(γ)

(a) ∈ Od(ηr(γ)) = Ox and d(η−1
r(γ)γ) = r(η−1

r(γ)γ) = x, so

that Φ is indeed well-defined. We now show that Φ is a right Bx-module isomorphism.
Given γ ∈ Lx, a ∈ Or(γ), b ∈ Ox and δ ∈ G x

x , we have that

Φ(a1γ · bδ) = Φ(aαγ(b)1γδ) = α
η−1
r(γδ)

(aαγ(b))η
−1
r(γδ)γδ1r(γδ) =

αη−1
r(γ)

(a)αη−1
r(γ)

γ(b)η
−1
r(γ)γδ1r(γ) = αη−1

r(γ)
(a)η−1

r(γ)γbδ1r(γ) =

(α
η−1
r(γ)

(a)η−1
r(γ)γ1r(γ))bδ = Φ(a1γ)bδ,

so that Φ is a right Bx-module homomorphism.
In order to build the inverse of Φ we use the following identification as abelian groups,⊕
y∈Orb(x)Bx1y =

⊕
y∈Orb(x)

⊕
δ∈G x

x
Oxδ1y. We now define the abelian group homomorphism

Ψ :
⊕

y∈Orb(x)Bx1y → Lx by

Ψ(bδ1y) = αηy(b)1ηyδ,

where b ∈ Ox, δ ∈ G x
x and y ∈ Orb(x). Here, ηyδ ∈ Lx and αηy(b) ∈ r(ηy) = r(ηyδ) so that Ψ

is well-defined.
We now prove that Ψ = Φ−1. Given γ ∈ Lx and a ∈ Or(γ), we have that

Ψ(Φ(a1γ)) = Ψ(α
η−1
r(γ)

(a)η−1
r(γ)γ1r(γ)) = αηr(γ)(αη−1

r(γ)
(a))1

ηr(γ)η
−1
r(γ)

γ
= a1γ .

On the other hand, given b ∈ Ox, δ ∈ G x
x and y ∈ Orb(x), we have that

Φ(Ψ(bδ1y)) = Φ(αηy(b)1ηyδ) = α
η−1
r(ηyδ)

(αηy(b))η
−1
r(ηyδ)

ηyδ1r(ηyδ)

= α−1
ηy

(αηy(b))η
−1
y ηyδ1y = bδ1y.

It follows that Φ is a right Bx-module isomorphism between Lx and the free module
⊕

y∈Orb(x)Bx1y.

Moreover, for each y ∈ Orb(x), Ψ(1y) = 1ηy so that {1ηy}y∈Orb(x) is a basis for Lx. �

Let x ∈ G (0). From now on we assume that, for each y ∈ Orb(x), we have chosen ηy ∈ G such
that ηx = x and, for y 6= x,

d(ηy) = x and r(ηy) = y. (3.3)

Proposition 3.2. The abelian group Lx has a structure of Γc(G ,O)-left module with left action
given by

f · a1γ =
∑

d(β)=r(γ)

f(β)αβ(a)1βγ , (3.4)

where f ∈ Γc(G ,O), γ ∈ Lx and a ∈ Or(γ). Moreover, with the Bx right action given by
Equation (3.1), we have that Lx is a Γc(G ,O)-Bx-bimodule.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, the sum in (3.4) is finite. Also notice that f(β), αβ(a) ∈ Or(β) =
Or(βγ), so that the expression in (3.4) is well-defined. For the left-module properties, we prove
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the associativity, the other properties being immediate. For f, g ∈ Γc(G ,O), γ ∈ Lx and
a ∈ Or(γ), we have that

f · (g · a1γ) = f ·


 ∑

d(β)=r(γ)

g(β)αβ(a)1βγ




=
∑

d(β)=r(γ)

∑

d(δ)=r(β)

f(δ)αδ(g(β)αβ(a))1δβγ

=
∑

d(β)=r(γ)

∑

d(δ)=r(β)

f(δ)αδ(g(β))αδβ(a)1δβγ

=
∑

d(ζ)=r(γ)

∑

δβ=ζ

f(δ)αδ(g(β))αδβ (a)1δβγ

=
∑

d(ζ)=r(γ)

(f ∗ g)(ζ)αζ (a)1ζγ

= (f ∗ g) · a1γ .

We now check the associativity with respect to the left and right actions. Fix f ∈ Γc(G ,O),
γ ∈ Lx, a ∈ Or(γ), b ∈ Ox and δ ∈ G x

x . Then,

(f · a1γ) · bδ =




∑

d(β)=r(γ)

f(β)αβ(a)1βγ


 · bδ

=
∑

d(β)=r(γ)

f(β)αβ(a)αβγ(b)1βγδ

=
∑

d(β)=r(γ)

f(β)αβ(aαγ(b))1βγδ

= f · (aαγ(b)1γδ)

= f · (a1γ · bδ).

�

Remark 3.3. A sum such as in (3.4) can be decomposed using orbits. In general, for x ∈ G (0)

the sum
∑

d(β)=x can be decomposed as
∑

y∈Orb(x)

∑
γ:x→y, where the last sum is over all γ ∈ G

such that d(γ) = x and r(γ) = y.

In possession of the bimodule Lx, we can define an induction functor Indx : Bx-mod →
Γc(G ,O)-mod defined by

Indx(M) = Lx ⊗Bx M.

The induction functor is exact as Lx is a free right Bx-module. We can also use the basis of
Proposition 3.1 to decompose Indx(M) as a direct sum. More specifically, for each y ∈ Orb(x)
let ηy ∈ G as in (3.3). Then, given M ∈ Bx-mod, we have that

Indx(M) = Lx ⊗Bx M =
⊕

y∈Orb(x)

1ηy ⊗M. (3.5)
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We now compute how the Γc(G ,O) action behaves with respect to the isomorphism decompo-
sition of Indx(M). Given f ∈ Γc(G ,O), y ∈ Orb(x) and m ∈M , we have that

f · 1ηy ⊗m =
∑

z∈Orb(x)

∑

ζ:y→z

f(ζ)1ζηy ⊗m

=
∑

z∈Orb(x)

∑

ζ:y→z

α
ηzη

−1
z
(f(ζ))1

ηzη
−1
z ζηy

⊗m

=
∑

z∈Orb(x)

∑

ζ:y→z

1ηz ⊗ α
η−1
z
(f(ζ))η−1

z ζηy ·m, (3.6)

where the first equality follows from (3.4) and the decomposition of the set {β ∈ G | d(β) = y}
as
⋃

z∈Orb(x){ζ ∈ G | d(ζ) = y, r(ζ) = z}.

The following lemma follows immediately from Equation (3.6).

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a Bx-mod, Indx(M) be the induced module, and for each y ∈ Orb(x)
let ηy ∈ G as in (3.3). Then, for every f ∈ Γc(G ,O), we have that f ∈ Ann(Indx(M)) if, and
only if, for every y, z ∈ Orb(x), we have that

∑
ζ:y→z αη−1

z
(f(ζ))η−1

z ζηy ∈ Ann(M).

Now let M be a G -sheaf of O-modules. Our next goal is to describe Ann(Γc(G ,M)) in terms
of the annihilators of the induced modules. First, we have to give a structure of left Bx-module
to Mx for each x ∈ G (0). Given b ∈ Ox, δ ∈ G x

x and m ∈ Mx, we define

bδ ·m := bβδ(m). (3.7)

As before, we only prove the associativity of the left product. Suppose we are given as well,
c ∈ Ox and η ∈ G x

x , then

bδ · (cη ·m) = bδ · (cβη(m)) = bβδ(cβη(m)) = bαδ(c)βδη(m) =

(bαδ(c)δη) ·m = (bδcη) ·m.

The following generalizes [32, Theorem 5]. We adapt the proof there to accommodate the
extra structure.

Theorem 3.5. Let M be a G -sheaf of O-modules. Then,

Ann(Γc(G ,M)) =
⋂

x∈G (0)

Ann(Indx(Mx)).

Consequently, every ideal of Γc(G ,O) is an intersection of annihilators of induced modules.

Proof. Let f ∈ Ann(Γc(G ,M)) and x ∈ G (0). In order to prove that f ∈ Ann(Indx(Mx)), by
Lemma 3.4, it suffices to show that for every y, z ∈ Orb(x), we have that

∑
ζ:y→z αη−1

z
(f(ζ))η−1

z ζηy ∈

Ann(Mx). Let m ∈ Mx. Then, by Proposition 2.3, there exists s ∈ Γc(G ,M) such that s(x) =

m. Fix y, z ∈ Orb(x). By Proposition 2.1, | r−1(z)∩ supp(f)| <∞, and since G (0) is Hausdorff,
there exists a compact-open neighborhood U of y such that U ∩ d(r−1(z) ∩ supp(f)) ⊆ {y}.
Now, let Uy and Uz be compact-open bisections such that ηy ∈ Uy and ηz ∈ Uz. By replacing
Uy with UUy, if necessary, we may assume that r(Uy) ⊆ U . Since f ∈ Ann(Γc(G ,M)) and the
annihilator is an ideal, we have that χ

U−1
z

∗ f ∗ χUy ∈ Ann(Γc(G ,M)), and therefore

0 = ((χ
U−1
z

∗ f ∗ χUy)s)(x) =
∑

γ∈r−1(x)

(χ
U−1
z

∗ f ∗ χUy)(γ)βγ(s(d(γ))). (3.8)
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Notice that, for each γ ∈ r
−1(x)

(χ
U−1
z

∗ f ∗ χUy)(γ) =
∑

γ1γ2γ3=γ

χ
U−1
z

(γ1)αγ1(f(γ2))αγ1γ2(χUy(γ3)).

We are interested in the non-zero terms of the above sum. For that, it is necessary that γ1 = η−1
z ,

since η−1
z is the sole element of U−1

z such that the range is x. Also, by the properties of U and
Uy, it is necessary that d(γ2) = y and hence γ3 = ηy. It follows that

(χU−1
z

∗ f ∗ χUy)(γ) =
∑

ζ:y→z

γ=η−1
z ζηy

αη−1
z
(f(ζ)). (3.9)

By substituting (3.9) in (3.8) and making the appropriate change of variables, we get

0 =
∑

ζ:y→z

α
η−1
z
(f(ζ))β

η−1
z ζηy

(s(x))

=
∑

ζ:y→z

αη−1
z
(f(ζ))η−1

z ζηy ·m.

Since m was arbitrary,
∑

ζ:y→z αη−1
z
(f(ζ))η−1

z ζηy ∈ Ann(Mx) as we wanted to prove.

Suppose now that f ∈ Ann(Indx(Mx)) for every x ∈ G (0). Given s ∈ Γc(G ,M), we want to

prove that fs = 0. For x ∈ G (0), by Lemma 3.4, if y ∈ Orb(x) and ηy ∈ G is as in (3.3) then,
we have that

0 =
∑

γ:x→y

α
η−1
y
(f(γ))η−1

y γ · s(x)

=
∑

γ:x→y

α
η−1
y
(f(γ))β

η−1
y γ

(s(x))

= β
η−1
y

(
∑

γ:x→y

f(γ)βγ(s(x))

)
,

and since βη−1
y

is injective, we conclude that
∑

γ:x→y f(γ)βγ(s(x)) = 0. This implies that if we

fix y ∈ G (0),

fs(y) =
∑

x∈Orb(y)

∑

γ:x→y

f(γ)βγ(s(x)) = 0,

and hence f ∈ Ann(Γc(G ,M)).
The last part follows from Theorem 2.6 and Remark 2.7. �

4. Applications

4.1. Primitive ideals. In this section, we prove that every primitive ideal of Γc(G ,O) is the
annihilator of a single induced representation. Recall that an ideal is (left) primitive if it is the
annihilator of a simple (left) module.

Theorem 4.1. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings. If I is a primitive ideal
of Γc(G ,O), then there exists x ∈ G (0) and M a left Bx-module such that I = Ann(Indx(M)).
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Proof. By Theorem 3.5 and Remark 2.7, there exists M a G -sheaf of O-modules such that
I = Ann(Γc(G ,M)) =

⋂
y∈G (0) Ann(Indy(My)) and Γc(G ,M) is a simple Γc(G ,O)-module.

The latter implies that there exists x ∈ G (0) such that Mx 6= 0 . We take M = Mx with the
left Bx-module structure given by (3.7). Clearly I ⊆ Ann(Indx(M)).

Suppose now that I 6= Ann(Indx(M)) =: Jx. Then there exists s ∈ Γc(G ,M) such that Jxs 6=
0. Since Γc(G ,M) is simple and Jxs is a non-trivial submodule, we have that Jxs = Γc(G ,M).
Consider now m ∈ M \ {0} and let t ∈ Γc(G ,M) be such that t(x) = m (such t exists by
Proposition 2.3). Then there exists f ∈ Jx such that t = fs, and therefore,

m = t(x) = fs(x) =
∑

y∈Orb(x)

∑

γ:y→x

f(γ)βγ(s(y)).

On the other hand, since f ∈ Jx and for any y ∈ Orb(x) we have βη−1
y
(s(y)) ∈ Mx, using (3.7)

and Lemma 3.4 (and recalling that ηx = x), we obtain that

0 =
∑

γ:y→x

f(γ)γηy · βη−1
y
(s(y)) =

∑

γ:y→x

f(γ)βγ(s(y)).

This way,

0 6= m =
∑

y∈Orb(x)

0 = 0,

which is a contradiction. �

4.2. Simple modules. We now prove that the induction of modules preserves simplicity.

Theorem 4.2. Let G be an ample groupoid, O a G -sheaf of rings and x ∈ G (0). If M is a
simple Bx-module, then Indx(M) is a simple Γc(G ,O)-module.

Proof. For w ∈ Indx(M) \ {0}, we have to prove that Γc(G ,O) · w = Indx(M). Due to the

decomposition given in (3.5), we can write w =
∑k

i=1 1ηyi ⊗ mi, where yi ∈ Orb(x) for all i,

yi 6= yj if i 6= j, and mi ∈M \ {0} for all i. Since G (0) is Hausdorff, we can find U ⊆ G (0) open
set containing only y1 among the yi. Using Equation (3.6), we can check that χU ·w = 1ηy1 ⊗m1.
Then, we may assume without loss of generality that w = 1ηy ⊗ m for some y ∈ Orb(x) and
some m ∈M \{0}. Also, it is sufficient to prove that given z ∈ Orb(x) and m′ ∈M , there exists
f ∈ Γc(G ,O) such that f · w = 1ηz ⊗m′.

We now fix z ∈ Orb(x) and m′ ∈ M . Since M is simple, there exists a ∈ Bx such that

a · m = m′. We can write a =
∑k

i=1 aiδi, where ai ∈ Ox and δi ∈ G x
x for all i. For each

i = 1, . . . , k, we take Ui a compact-open bisection containing δi and si ∈ Γc(G ,O) such that
si(x) = ai, see Proposition 2.3. We also take compact-open bisections Uy and Uz such that

ηy ∈ Uy and ηz ∈ Uz respectively. Define f =
∑k

i=1 χUz ∗ siχUi
∗ χU−1

y
. Arguing similarly to

what was done in the proof or Theorem 3.5 to prove Equation (3.9), starting from (3.6), we see
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that

f · 1ηy ⊗m =
∑

v∈Orb(x)

∑

ζ:y→v

1ηv ⊗ αη−1
v
(f(ζ))η−1

v ζηy ·m

= 1ηz ⊗
k∑

i=1

∑

ζ:y→z

ζ=ηzδiη
−1
y

α
η−1
z
(χUz ∗ siχUi

∗ χ
U−1
y

(ζ))η−1
z ζηy ·m

= 1ηz ⊗
k∑

i=1

α
η−1
z
(αηz(si(r(δi))))δi ·m

= 1ηz ⊗
k∑

i=1

aiδi ·m

= 1ηz ⊗ a ·m

= 1ηz ⊗m′.

�

We now show that the moduleM in Theorem 4.1 above can be chosen to be simple under some
strong hypotheses on the rings Bx. Let J(S) denote the Jacobson radical of a ring S. A ring
S is called a left max ring if each non-zero left S-module has a maximal (proper) submodule.
For example, any Artinian ring S is a left max ring. Indeed, if M 6= 0, then J(S)M 6= M
by nilpotency of the Jacobson radical. But M/J(S)M is then a non-zero S/J(S)-module and
every non-zero module over a semisimple ring is a direct sum of simple modules and hence has
a simple quotient. Thus M has a maximal proper submodule. A result of Hamsher [19] says
that if S is commutative, then S is a left max ring if and only if J(S) is T -nilpotent (e.g., if
J(S) is nilpotent) and S/J(S) is von Neumann regular ring. We now prove an analog of the
Effros-Hahn conjecture for groupoid algebras with coefficients in a sheaf if all the isotropy skew
group rings are left max rings.

Theorem 4.3. Let G an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings, with the isotropy skew group
rings Bx being left max rings for all x ∈ G (0). Then the primitive ideals of Γc(G ,O) are exactly
the ideals of the form Ann(Indx(M)), where M is a simple Bx-module.

Proof. By Theorem 4.2 it suffices to show that any primitive ideal I is of the form Ann(Indx(M))
where M is a simple Bx-module. By Theorem 2.6 we may assume that our simple module
with annihilator I is of the form Γc(G ,M) for some G -sheaf M of O-modules. Let x ∈ G 0

with Mx 6= 0. We already know from the proof of Theorem 4.1 that I = Ann(Indx(Mx)).
Let N be a maximal Bx-submodule of Mx (which exists by assumption on Bx) and let J =
Ann(Indx(Mx/N)). Since Mx/N is simple, it suffices to show that J = I. Clearly, I ⊆ J (by
Lemma 3.4) since Ann(Mu) ⊆ Ann(Mu/N). So it suffices to show that J annihilates Γc(G ,M).

Suppose that this is not the case. Then there exists s ∈ Γc(G ,M) with Js 6= 0. Since J is
an ideal and Γc(G ,M) is simple, we deduce Js = Γc(G ,M). Let m ∈ Mx \ N (using that N
is a proper submodule) and let t ∈ Γc(G ,M) with t(x) = m. Then t = fs with f ∈ J . Let us
compute

m = t(x) = (fs)(x) =
∑

v∈Ox

∑

γ : v→x

f(γ)βγ(s(v)). (4.1)
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Let us fix v ∈ Ox, fix γv : x → v and set γx = x. Then by the assumption f ∈ J and
Lemma 3.4, we have (since β

γ−1
v

(s(v) ∈ Mx) that

∑

γ : v→x

f(γ)βγs(v) =
∑

γ : v→x

f(γ)βγγv (βγ−1
v
s(v)) ∈ N.

We deduce from (4.1) that m ∈ N , which is a contradiction. It follows that J annihilates
Γc(G ,M) and so I = J . �

A result of Park shows that if R is a unital ring and G is a group acting on R by automor-
phisms, then the skew group ring R⋊G is Artinian if and only if R is Artinian and G is finite,
see [23,24]. This leads to the following corollary to Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. Let G be an ample groupoid with finite isotropy groups and let O be a G -sheaf of
Artinian rings. Then the primitive ideals of Γc(G ,O) are precisely the annihilators of modules
induced from simple modules of isotropy skew group rings.

Proof. Under these hypotheses each isotropy skew group ring is Artinian and hence left max.
The result follows from Theorem 4.3. �

4.3. von Neumann regularity of Γc(G
(0),O). In this section we prove that Γc(G

(0),O) is
von Neumann regular (a ring R is von Neumann regular if a ∈ aRa for all a ∈ R) if and only
if O is a sheaf of fields. One interesting consequence of this is that the zero section has closed
image, which will be used in results studying the algebraic properties of Γc(G ,O).

To show that when O is a sheaf of fields the zero section is closed we need first a sheaf theoretic
result. Recall that R× denotes the group of units of a ring R.

Lemma 4.5. Let O be a G -sheaf of rings. Then O× =
⋃

x∈G (0) O×
x is open and the inversion

map on O× is continuous.

Proof. Let r ∈ O×
x with inverse r′. Then there are neighborhoods U,U ′ of x in G 0 and sections

s : U → O, s′ : U ′ → O with s(x) = r and s′(x) = r′. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that U = U ′, or else we can replace them by U∩U ′. Since r′r = rr′ = 1x, there is a neighborhood
W of x with W ⊆ U such that (s′ ∗ s)|W = (s ∗ s′)|W = χW and so r ∈ s(W ) ⊆ O×. As s(W ) is

open we deduce O× is open. Note that on s(W ), inversion is given by s′ ◦ p where p : O → G (0)

is the projection. Thus inversion is continuous. �

Corollary 4.6. Let O be a G -sheaf of fields. Then the image of the zero section is closed.

Proof. The complement of the image of the zero section is O× and so the result follows from
Lemma 4.5. �

We also use Lemma 4.5 in the characterization of von Neumann’s regularity of Γc(G
(0),O),

as we see below. Recall that a unital ring R is indecomposable if it has no central idempotents
except 0 and 1. For example, fields and integral domains are indecomposable. The special case
of the following result for sheaves of rings on a compact totally disconnected space can be found
in [20, Proposition V.2.6].

Proposition 4.7. Let O be a G -sheaf of indecomposable commutative rings. Then Γc(G
(0),O)

is von Neumann regular if and only if Ox is a field for all x ∈ G (0).
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Proof. If O is a sheaf of fields and s ∈ Γc(G
(0),O), then U = supp(s) = s−1(O×) is compact

open (as O× is open by Lemma 4.5) and s : U → O×. By continuity of inversion on O×, we
deduce that s′ : U → O× given by s′(x) = s(x)−1 is continuous and, by construction, it has

support U . Thus s′ ∈ Γc(G
(0),O). Trivially, s ∗ s′ ∗ s = s and so Γc(G

(0),O) is von Neumann
regular.

Conversely, suppose that Γc(G
(0),O) is von Neumann regular. Let 0x 6= r ∈ Ox. Then there

exists s ∈ Γc(G
(0),O) with s(x) = r. Choose s′ ∈ Γc(G

(0),O) with s ∗ s′ ∗ s = s. Note that if
r′ = s′(x), then rr′r = r and so rr′ is a non-zero idempotent. But since Ox is indecomposable,
this implies rr′ = 1x. Thus r ∈ O×

x . �

Note that the Pierce sheaf associated to a commutative ring A is a sheaf of indecomposable
commutative rings over the Pierce spectrum of A and hence the construction used in [16] (see
Section 2.5) to build a groupoid algebra with coefficients in a sheaf of ring from a skew inverse
semigroups ring A⋊ S will produce a sheaf of fields when A is commutative and von Neumann
regular, see [26].

4.4. The centralizer of Γc(G
(0),O) in Γc(G ,O). Maximal commutativity of Γc(G

(0),O) will
play a key role in describing primitivity and simplicity of Γc(G ,O). It is also a much-studied
concept in the theory of partial skew rings, see [4, 18]. Of course, O should be a G -sheaf of

commutative rings in order for Γc(G
(0),O) to be commutative. In this section, we character-

ize (under suitable hypotheses on O) the centralizer of Γc(G
(0),O) in Γc(G ,O), denoted by

CΓc(G ,O)(Γc(G
(0),O)), and give sufficient and necessary conditions for Γc(G

(0),O) to be maxi-
mal commutative. We also get a Generalized Uniqueness Theorem for Γc(G ,O), similar to what
is found for Steinberg algebras in [7].

We begin with an important observation that is true for any G -sheaf of rings (not necessarily
commutative).

Proposition 4.8. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings. If f ∈ Γc(G ,O)

centralizes Γc(G
(0),O), then supp(f) ⊆ Iso(G ). In particular, if G is Hausdorff and the zero

section has closed image, then f ∈ Γc(Int(Iso(G )),O).

Proof. If d(γ) 6= r(γ) then, by the Hausdorff property of G (0), there is a compact open subset

U of G (0) with d(γ) ∈ U and r(γ) /∈ U . Therefore f(γ) = f ∗χU(γ) = χU ∗ f(γ) = 0. Thus, f is
supported on Iso(G ). If, in addition, G is Hausdorff, then f is continuous and hence, since the
zero section is closed, supp(f) is open. Thus f ∈ Γc(Int(Iso(G )),O). �

We immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.9. Let G be an effective Hausdorff ample groupoid and let O be a sheaf of commu-
tative rings with the zero section closed. Then Γc(G

(0),O) is a maximal commutative subring of
Γc(G ,O).

Remark 4.10. Taking O as the constant sheaf of Example 2.2, the above corollary recovers [30,
Proposition 3.8].

We will impose a few extra conditions on the sheaf O in order to obtain a characterization of
the centralizer. The first concept we need to introduce is the following.

Definition 4.11. Let O be a G -sheaf of rings. We define kerO = {γ ∈ Iso(G ) | αγ(a) = a,∀a ∈
Od(γ)}. Note that kerO is a subgroupoid of Iso(G ) and Int(kerO) is an ample subgroupoid.
Therefore, we can consider the ring Γc(Int(kerO),O), which can also be described as the additive
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subgroup of Γc(G ,O) generated by sχU , where U is a compact-open bisection contained in
Int(kerO).

Lemma 4.12. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of commutative rings. Then

Γc(Int(kerO),O) ⊆ {f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆ kerO} ⊆ CΓc(G ,O)(Γc(G
(0),O)).

If G is Hausdorff and the zero section has closed image, then the first inclusion is an equality.
Moreover, if O is G -sheaf of integral domains, then the second inclusion is an equality.

Proof. The first inclusion is immediate. For the second inclusion, suppose first that f ∈ Γc(G ,O)

is such that supp(f) ⊆ kerO. Then, for g ∈ Γc(G
(0),O), we have that

f ∗ g(γ) =

{
f(γ)αγ(g(d(γ))), if γ ∈ supp(f)

0, else,

and

g ∗ f =

{
g(r(γ))αr(γ)(f(γ)), if γ ∈ supp(f)

0, else.

For γ ∈ supp(f) ⊆ kerO, we have that

f(γ)αγ(g(d(γ))) = f(γ)g(d(γ))

= g(r(γ))f(γ)

= g(r(γ))αr(γ)(f(γ)),

and hence g ∗ f = f ∗ g. Since g was arbitrary, f ∈ CΓc(G ,O)(Γc(G
(0),O)).

When G is Hausdorff, an element f ∈ Γc(G ,O) is continuous. If, moreover the zero section
has closed image, then supp(f) is an open subset of kerO, from which we get the inclusion
{f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆ kerO} ⊆ Γc(Int(kerO),O).

Now, suppose that O is G -sheaf of integral domains. For an element f ∈ CΓc(G ,O)(Γc(G
(0),O)),

we claim that f is supported on kerO. We already know that f is supported on Iso(G ) by
Proposition 4.8. Suppose that γ ∈ Iso(G ) and f(γ) 6= 0. Put x = d(γ) = r(γ). For a ∈ Ox, let
s be a section in Γc(G

(0),O) with s(x) = a (such a section exists by Proposition 2.3). Then,

f(γ)αγ(a) = f ∗ s(γ) = s ∗ f(γ) = af(γ).

Since Ox is an integral domain and f(γ) 6= 0, we deduce that αγ(a) = a. �

We now characterize maximal commutativity of Γc(G ,O), without any assumption of Haus-
dorffness in the groupoid.

Proposition 4.13. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of commutative rings. If
Γc(G

(0),O) is a maximal commutative subring of Γc(G ,O), then Int(kerO) = G (0). If moreover
O is a G -sheaf of integral domains and Γc(Int(kerO),O) = {f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆ kerO},
then the converse is also true.

Proof. Suppose first that Γc(G
(0),O) is maximal commutative and let U ⊆ kerO be compact

open. We must show that U ⊆ G (0). We have that χU centralizes Γc(G
(0),O) by Lemma 4.12 and

hence, by maximality, χU ∈ Γc(G
(0),O). Therefore, U ⊆ G (0) and Int(kerO) = G (0) as required.

To get the equality Γc(Int(kerO),O) = {f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆ kerO}, we observe that

Γc(G
(0),O) ⊆ Γc(Int(kerO),O) ⊆ {f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆ kerO} and apply Lemma 4.12.

The converse follows immediately from the hypothesis and Lemma 4.12. �
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Remark 4.14. Recall that when O is the constant sheaf ∆(R) of Example 2.2, Γc(G ,∆(R)) is

the usual groupoid algebra of [28] and Γc(G
(0),∆(R)) is the so called diagonal sub-algebra. In

this case, we have that ker∆(R) = Iso(G ), and so the condition Int(ker∆(R)) = G (0) says that

G is effective. We conclude that Γc(G
(0),∆(R)) is maximal commutative in the usual groupoid

algebra Γc(G ,∆(R)) if, and only if, G is effective and Γc(G
(0),∆(R)) = {f ∈ Γc(G ,∆(R)) |

supp(f) ⊆ Iso(G )}.

In the case of Hausdorff groupoids, and sheaves such that the zero section is closed, the criteria
given in Proposition 4.13 for maximal commutativity can be simplified, as we show below.

Corollary 4.15. Let G be a Hausdorff ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of integral domains
such that the zero section is closed (eg. O is a G -sheaf of fields). Then, Γc(G

(0),O) is a maximal
commutative subring of Γc(G ,O) if and only if Int(kerO) = G (0). In particular, if G is effective,

then Γc(G
(0),O) is a maximal commutative subring.

Proof. When G is Hausdorff, an element f ∈ Γc(G ,O) is continuous. If, moreover the zero
section has closed image, then supp(f) is an open subset of kerO, from which we get the
inclusion {f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆ kerO} ⊆ Γc(Int(kerO),O). By Lemma 4.12, we then get

that Γc(G
(0),O) is maximal commutative if and only if Γc(G

(0),O) = Γc(Int(kerO),O). But

this is trivially equivalent to G (0) = Int(kerO). �

Theorem 4.16 (Generalized Uniqueness Theorem). Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -
sheaf of commutative rings. A ring homomorphism π : Γc(G ,O) → A is injective if and only if
π|CΓc(G ,O)(Γc(G (0),O)) is injective.

Proof. The “only if” part is immediate. For the “if” part, we notice that since Γc(G ,O) is a skew
inverse semigroup ring by the results of Section 2.5, we can use the second part of the proof of [4,

Theorem 3.4] to show that if I is a non-zero ideal of Γc(G ,O), then I ∩CΓc(G ,O)(Γc(G
(0),O)) 6=

{0} from which the result follows. �

In the Hausdorff case, we can use Lemma 4.12 and Corollary 4.15 to obtain the following.

Corollary 4.17. Let G be a Hausdorff ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of integral domains
such that the zero section is closed (eg. O is a G -sheaf of fields). A ring homomorphism π :
Γc(G ,O) → A is injective if and only if π|Γc(Int(kerO),O) is injective. If in addition Int(kerO) =

G (0) (eg. G is effective), π is injective if and only if π|Γc(G (0),O) is injective.

4.5. Primitivity of Γc(G ,O). In this section, we give some necessary conditions and some
sufficient conditions for Γc(G ,O) to be left primitive. Under certain hypotheses on the sheaf,
the condition will be both necessary and sufficient. Recall that a ring is said to be left primitive
if it has a faithful simple left module. The following theorem generalizes a result of [30] for
Steinberg algebras.

Theorem 4.18. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings.

(1) If Γc(G ,O) is left primitive, then there is an orbit Orb(x) such that, for f ∈ Γc(G ,O),
f |

d
−1(Orb(x)) = 0 implies f = 0.

(2) Suppose that there is an orbit Orb(x) with Bx left primitive and such that f |
d
−1(Orb(x)) =

0 implies f = 0 for f ∈ Γc(G ,O). Then Γc(G ,O) is left primitive.

Proof. Let M be a faithful simple left Γc(G ,O)-module. There exists a G -sheaf of O-modules
M such that M = Γc(G ,M) by the Disintegration Theorem. By Theorem 4.1, there exists
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x ∈ G (0) such that {0} = Ann(M) = Ann(Indx(Mx)). We claim that f |
d
−1(Orb(x)) = 0 implies

f = 0 for f ∈ Γc(G ,O). Indeed, f annihilates Lx since if d(γ) = x and a ∈ Or(γ), then
f · a1γ =

∑
d(β)=r(γ) f(β)αβ(a)1βγ = 0 as r(γ) ∈ Orb(x). Thus f annihilates M . Since

{0} = Ann(M) = Ann(Indx(Mx)), we conclude that f = 0.
For (2), let M be a faithful simple left Bx-module and consider N = Indx(M) the induced

module. That N is a simple left Γc(G ,O)-module follows from Theorem 4.2.
We now prove that N is faithful. For that, we fix f ∈ Γc(G ,O) \ {0}. By assumption, there

exists γ ∈ supp(f) such that d(γ) ∈ Orb(x). We choose elements ηy for y ∈ Orb(x) as per (3.3).
Consider the following element of Bx:

a =
∑

ζ:d(γ)→r(γ)

αη−1
r(γ)

(f(ζ))η−1
r(γ)ζηd(γ),

and notice that a 6= 0, since the coefficient of η−1
r(γ)γηd(γ) is αη−1

r(γ)
(f(γ)), which is non-zero. Since

M is faithful, there exists m ∈M such that a ·m 6= 0. By (3.6), the component of f · 1ηd(γ)
⊗m

corresponding to the coordinate given by 1ηr(γ) is

∑

ζ:d(γ)→r(γ)

1ηr(γ) ⊗ αη−1
r(γ)

(f(ζ))η−1
r(γ)ζηd(γ) ·m = 1ηr(γ) ⊗ a ·m 6= 0.

Hence f · 1ηd(γ)
⊗m 6= 0, which proves the faithfulness of N . �

The first condition in Theorem 4.18 implies that if Γc(G ,O) is left primitive, then G has a
dense orbit.

Corollary 4.19. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings. If Γc(G ,O) is left

primitive, then there exists x ∈ G (0) such that Orb(x) = G (0).

Proof. Let Orb(x) be as in Theorem 4.18(1). If ∅ 6= U is a compact open subset of G (0), then
χU 6= 0 and so there exists y ∈ Orb(x) with χU (y) 6= 0, that is, y ∈ U . We conclude that Orb(x)
is dense. �

Remark 4.20. Notice that, in the case of the constant sheaf (as in Example 2.2) the above
result generalizes [30, Proposition 4.9] to allow for usual groupoid algebras over possibly non-
commutative rings (as opposed to fields).

Corollary 4.21. Let G be a Hausorff ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings such that the
zero section has closed image. If there exists x ∈ G (0) such that Orb(x) = G (0) and Bx is left
primitive, then Γc(G ,O) is left primitive.

Proof. If 0 6= f ∈ Γc(G ,O) then, since f is continuous and the image of the zero section is
closed, supp f is open, whence d(supp f) is open. By density of Orb(x), we conclude there
exists γ ∈ d

−1(Orb(x)) ∩ supp(f). The result now follows from Theorem 4.18(2). �

Next, we give necessary and sufficient conditions for Γc(G ,O) to be left primitive in the case

that O is a sheaf of fields and Γc(G
(0),O) is a maximal commutative subring.

Theorem 4.22. Suppose that O is a G -sheaf of fields and Γc(G
(0),O) is a maximal commutative

subring. Then Γc(G ,O) is left primitive if and only if G (0) has a dense orbit.
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Proof. Corollary 4.19 shows that the condition is necessary. For the converse, let x have a dense
orbit, Bx be as usual and let M be any simple Bx-module (since Bx is unital, these exist). We
verify that Indx(M) is a faithful left Γc(G ,O)-module. It is simple by Theorem 4.2.

Let I be the annihilator of Indx(M). Recall from [16] that Γc(G ,O) is a skew inverse semi-

group ring Γc(G
(0),O) ⋊ S for an appropriate inverse semigroup S. By [4, Theorem 3.4], since

Γc(G
(0),O) is maximal commutative, if I 6= 0, then there exists 0 6= s ∈ I ∩ Γc(G

(0),O). Since
s is continuous and the orbit of x is dense, 0 6= s(y) for some y ∈ Orb(x). Let γ : x → y

and let U be a compact open bisection containing γ. Then χU−1 ∗ s ∗ χU ∈ I ∩ Γc(G
(0),O)

and χU−1 ∗ s ∗ χU (x) = αγ−1(s(y)) 6= 0. Thus without loss of generality, we may assume that
s(x) 6= 0. Since s(x) is a unit of Bx, s(x)m 6= 0 for all m ∈ M \ {0}. So if 0 6= m ∈ M , then
s · x⊗m = s(x)x⊗m = xαx(s(x))⊗m = xs(x)⊗m = x⊗ s(x)m 6= 0, contradicting that s ∈ I.
Thus I = 0. This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.23. Let G be a Hausdorff ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of fields. Assume that
Int(kerO) = G (0), e.g., if G is effective. Then, Γc(G ,O) is left primitive if and only if G (0) has
a dense orbit.

4.6. Semiprimitivity. Recall that a ring is semiprimitive if its Jacobson radical is zero. Equiv-
alently, it is semiprimitive if it has a faithful semisimple module. There are many open questions
about the semiprimitivity of group rings and skew group rings, in particular, it is still unknown
if a group algebra over a field of characteristic 0 is necessarily semiprimitive. So we shall en-
deavor to understand things modulo this situation. The results of this section generalize the
semiprimitivity results for Steinberg algebras from [30].

Recall that a subset D ⊆ G (0) is invariant if for all γ ∈ G , d(γ) ∈ D if and only if r(γ) ∈ D.

If X is an invariant subset of G (0), then G |X will denote the restriction of G to X.

Theorem 4.24. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings. Suppose that there is an
invariant subset X with Bx semiprimitive for some x in each orbit of X and such that f |G |X = 0
implies f = 0 for f ∈ Γc(G ,O). Then Γc(G ,O) is semiprimitive.

Proof. Let T be a set of orbit representatives of X with Bx semiprimitive for all x ∈ T . Let
Mx be a faithful left semisimple Bx-module and consider N =

⊕
x∈T Indx(Mx). Then N is a

semisimple left Γc(G ,O)-module by Theorem 4.2.
We now prove that N is faithful. For that, we fix f ∈ Γc(G ,O) \ {0}. By assumption, there

exists γ ∈ G |X such that f(γ) 6= 0. Say that d(γ) ∈ Orb(x) with x ∈ T . Again, we use the
notation of (3.3). Consider the following element of Bx:

a =
∑

ζ:d(γ)→r(γ)

α
η−1
r(γ)

(f(ζ))η−1
r(γ)ζηd(γ),

and notice that a 6= 0, since the coefficient of η−1
r(γ)γηd(γ) is αη−1

r(γ)
(f(γ)), which is non-zero. Since

Mx is faithful, there exists m ∈Mx such that a ·m 6= 0. By (3.6), the component of f ·1ηd(γ)
⊗m

corresponding to the coordinate given by 1ηr(γ) is

∑

ζ:d(γ)→r(γ)

1ηr(γ) ⊗ α
η−1
r(γ)

(f(ζ))η−1
r(γ)ζηd(γ) ·m = 1ηr(γ) ⊗ a ·m 6= 0.

Hence f · 1ηd(γ)
⊗m 6= 0, which proves the faithfulness of N . �
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Corollary 4.25. Let G be a Hausorff ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings such that the
zero section has closed image (e.g., a sheaf of fields). If there exists a dense invariant subset

X ⊆ G (0) with Bx semiprimitive for some x in each orbit, then Γc(G ,O) is semiprimitive.

Proof. If 0 6= f ∈ Γc(G ,O) then, since f is continuous and the image of the zero section is
closed, supp f is open, whence d(supp f) is open. By density of X, we conclude there exists
γ ∈ G |X ∩ supp(f). The result now follows from Theorem 4.24. �

Theorem 4.26. Suppose that O is a G -sheaf of fields and Γc(G
(0),O) is a maximal commutative

subring. Then Γc(G ,O) is semiprimitive.

Proof. For x ∈ G (0), let Bx be the skew group ring, as usual, and let Mx be any simple Bx-
module (since Bx is unital, these exist). We verify that M =

⊕
x∈G (0) IndX(Mx) is a faithful

semisimple left Γc(G ,O)-module. It is semisimple by Theorem 4.2.
Let I be the annihilator of M . Recall from [16] that Γc(G ,O) is a skew inverse semigroup

ring Γc(G
(0),O) ⋊ S for a suitably chosen inverse semigroup S. By [4, Theorem 3.4], since

Γc(G
(0),O) is maximal commutative, if I 6= 0, then there exists 0 6= s ∈ I ∩ Γc(G

(0),O).

Suppose that s(x) 6= 0 with x ∈ G (0). Since s(x) is a unit of Bx, s(x)m 6= 0 for all m ∈Mx \{0}.
So if 0 6= m ∈Mx, then s · x⊗m = s(x)x⊗m = xαx(s(x))⊗m = xs(x)⊗m = x⊗ s(x)m 6= 0,
contradicting that s ∈ I. Thus I = 0. This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.27. Let G be a Hausdorff ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of fields. Assume that
Int(kerO) = G (0), e.g., if G is effective. Then Γc(G ,O) is semiprimitive.

4.7. Simplicity. Under the hypothesis that we have a sheaf of fields, we give necessary and
sufficient conditions for the ring Γc(G ,O) to be simple.

We say that G is minimal if the only open invariant subsets of G (0) are {0} and G (0). For

the action of G a on Γc(G
(0),O), given in Section 2.5, we say that an ideal I of Γc(G

(0),O) is

G a-invariant if for all s ∈ G a, α̃s(D
∗
s ∩ I) ⊆ I. Finally, Γc(G

(0),O) is G a-simple if the only

G a-invariant ideals of Γc(G
(0),O) are {0} and Γc(G

(0),O).
We aim to show that minimality is equivalent to G a-simplicity for a large class of G -sheaves

of commutative rings. To see that some hypothesis on O is needed, let G be any ample groupoid
and R a commutative ring that is not a field. Let O be the constant sheaf associated with R.
Let I be a nonzero proper ideal in R. Then the set of functions in Γc(G

(0),O) that take values
in I is a nonzero, proper G a-invariant ideal that contains no characteristic function χV with
V 6= ∅. So minimality does not imply G a-simplicity in this case.

In what follows, for G an ample groupoid, O a G -sheaf of rings and U ⊆ G (0) open, we define
the ideal IU = {f ∈ Γc(G

(0),O) | supp f ⊆ U}.

Lemma 4.28. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings.

(1) If U ⊆ G (0) is open, then IU is generated by χV with V ⊆ U compact-open.

(2) If I is an ideal of Γc(G
(0),O) and U =

⋃
χV ∈I V , then IU is generated by χV such that

χV ∈ I. In particular, IU ⊆ I.

Proof. (1) Let f ∈ IU . Since supp(f) is compact and G (0) has a basis of compact opens, we can
find a compact open set V with supp(f) ⊆ V ⊆ U (choose a compact open neighborhood of
each x ∈ supp(f) contained in U and take the union of a finite subcover). Then f = fχV and
so IU is indeed generated by the χV with V ⊆ U compact open.

(2) Notice that if V,W are such that χV , χW ∈ I, then χV ∪W , χV \W and χV ∩W are all in
I. Also, if χV ∈ I and W ⊆ V is compact open, then χW = χWχV ∈ I. It now follows that if
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W ⊆ U is compact-open, then W ⊆W1 ∪ · · · ∪Wn with Wi such χWi
∈ I for all i = 1, . . . , n, so

that χW ∈ I. It follows that IU ⊆ I by (1). �

Lemma 4.29. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of indecomposable rings. Then there
is a one-to-one correspondence between open subsets of G (0) and ideals of Γc(G

(0),O) generated
by idempotents, where if U ⊆ G (0) is open, we define the ideal IU = {f ∈ Γc(G

(0),O) | supp f ⊆
U}, and if I ⊆ Γc(G

(0),O) is an ideal generated by idempotents, we define UI =
⋃

χV ∈I V . In

particular, if O is a G -sheaf of fields, then there is a bijection between open subsets of G (0) and
ideals of Γc(G

(0),O).

Proof. If U ⊆ G (0) is open, then, by Lemma 4.28(1), IU is generated by the χV with V ⊆ U

compact open. Thus IU is generated by idempotents and clearly U =
⋃

χV ∈IU
V since G (0) has

a basis of compact opens.
Conversely, suppose that I is an ideal generated by idempotents. Since O is a sheaf of

indecomposable rings, the idempotents of Γc(G
(0),O) are the characteristic functions χV with

V ⊆ G (0) compact open. It now follows that I ⊆ IU where U =
⋃

χV ∈I V . By Lemma 4.28(2),
we have the reverse inclusion IU ⊆ I.

The final statement follows because if O is a G -sheaf of fields, then Γc(G
(0),O) is von Neumann

regular by Proposition 4.7 and hence every ideal is generated by idempotents (since if aba = a,
then ba and a generate the same ideal and ba is idempotent). �

Proposition 4.30. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings such that each nonzero
ideal I of Γc(G

(0),O) contains a characteristic function χV with ∅ 6= V ⊆ G (0) compact open.

Then the groupoid G is minimal if and only if Γc(G
(0),O) is G a-simple.

Proof. First, suppose that G is minimal. Let I be a nonzero G a-invariant ideal and let U =⋃
χV ∈I V . Then by Lemma 4.28(2), we have that IU is generated by those χV in I and hence

IU ⊆ I. Also, by hypothesis, IU 6= 0 and so U 6= ∅. We claim that U is G a-invariant. Indeed,
if x ∈ U and γ : x → y, then by definition there is χV ∈ I with x ∈ V . Choose W ∈ G a with
γ ∈W . Then α̃W (χV ) = χWVW−1 = χWχV χW−1 is in I and y ∈WVW−1. Thus y ∈ U and so

U is invariant. We conclude that U = G (0) and so Γc(G
(0),O) = IU ⊆ I, as required.

Conversely, suppose that Γc(G
(0),O) is G a-minimal. Let U be a nonempty open invariant

subset of G (0). Then we claim IU is G a-invariant. It suffices to show that if W is a compact
open bisection and V ⊆ U is compact open, then α̃W (χV ) ∈ IU , as the χV with V ⊆ U generate
IU by Lemma 4.28(1). But, as before, α̃W (χV ) = χWVW−1 and WVW−1 ⊆ U by invariance.

Thus α̃W (χV ) ∈ IU . We conclude that IU = Γc(G
(0),O), as IU 6= 0, and so U = G (0). �

We now specialize the above results. Recall that a commutative ring R with identity is local
if the noninvertible elements of R form an ideal m, which is necessarily the unique maximal ideal
of R. Every field is local and every local ring is indecomposable.

A sheaf of fields is a sheaf of local rings. Another example is the following: if X is a locally
compact, totally disconnected space and O is the sheaf of germs of continuous complex (or real)
valued functions on X, then O is a sheaf of local rings. The maximal ideal mx of Ox consists of
those germs of functions that vanish at x. The global sections correspond exactly to continuous
functions f on X; the corresponding section sends x to the germ of f at x. Thus the section
corresponding to f vanishes at x ∈ X if and only if f(x) = 0 and so only the zero section is
noninvertible at every point of X. This motivates the following extension of [4, Proposition 5.4]
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Corollary 4.31. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of rings such that every nonzero
section s ∈ Γc(G

(0),O) is invertible at some x ∈ G (0). Then, the groupoid G is minimal if and

only if Γc(G
(0),O) is G a-simple. In particular, the statement of the corollary is true if O is a

sheaf of fields.

Proof. Let I be a nonzero ideal of Γc(G
(0),O) and 0 6= s ∈ I. Then by hypothesis, there is

x ∈ G (0) such that s(x) ∈ O×
x and hence, since O× is open by Lemma 4.5, we conclude there is

a compact open neighborhood W of x such that s(W ) ⊆ O×. Since inversion is continuous on
O× by Lemma 4.5, there is a section t defined on W with t(y) = s(y)−1 for all y ∈ W . Then

t ∈ Γc(G
(0),O), χW = st ∈ I and W 6= ∅. The result now follows from Proposition 4.30.

The final statement follows because if O is a sheaf of fields, then s(x) 6= 0 implies s(x) is
invertible.

�

We remark that if O is a G -sheaf of commutative local rings, then the hypotheses of Propo-
sition 4.30 are equivalent to the hypotheses of Corollary 4.31. Indeed, the proof of Corol-
lary 4.31 provides one implication. On the other hand, for a G -sheaf of local rings, the sections
s ∈ Γc(G

(0),O) that are nowhere invertible form an ideal that contains no nonzero characteristic
function. Thus if the hypotheses of Proposition 4.30 apply, then there are no nonzero nowhere
invertible sections.

Theorem 4.32. Let G be an ample groupoid and O a G -sheaf of fields. The following are
equivalent:

(1) Γc(G ,O) is simple;

(2) Γc(G
(0),O) is G a-simple and a maximal commutative subring of Γc(G ,O);

(3) G is minimal, Int(kerO) = G (0) and Γc(Int(kerO),O) = {f ∈ Γc(G ,O) | supp(f) ⊆
kerO}.

If moreover, G is Hausdorff, the above items are also equivalent to:

(4) G is minimal and Int(kerO) = G (0).

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and (2) is given by [4, Theorem 3.7]. The equivalence be-
tween (2) and (3) follows from Propositions 4.13 and 4.31. In the Hausdorff case, the equivalence
between (2) and (4) is due to Corollary 4.15 and Proposition 4.31. �

5. Applications to topological dynamics

Motivated by our results on primitivity and semiprimitivity, described in Corollary 4.23 and
Theorem 4.26, in this section, we characterize the existence of a dense orbit in an action of an
inverse semigroup on a topological space in terms of primitivity of the associated algebra. We
will also show that the algebras associated with effective actions are always semiprimitive.

An important class of actions is formed by topologically free2 actions [5, 10, 17, 18, 30]. We
recall the definition, in the context of inverse semigroup actions, below.

Definition 5.1. [ [15, Definition 4.1]] Let θ = ({Xs}s∈S , {θs}s∈S) be an action of an inverse
semigroup S on a locally compact Hausdorff space X by partial homeomorphisms. We say that

2The terminology “effective” is used in [10] but the more usual meaning of effective action is faithful and,
indeed, the origin of the term “effective groupoid” is that G is effective if and only if the action of the inverse
semigroup of open bisections on G

(0) is faithful.
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θ is topologically free if, and only if, the interior of the set {x ∈ Xs∗ | θs(x) = x} is equal to

{x ∈ Xs∗ | there is e ∈ E(S) such that e ≤ s and x ∈ Xe},

for all s ∈ S.

We will see below that the groupoid of germs associated with an inverse semigroup action is
the key object connecting properties of the action with properties of the associated algebras.
We refer the reader to the second paragraph below Theorem 2.8, or to [10, Section 3], for the
definition of the groupoid of germs.

The following is proved in [15, Proposition 4.7], [30, Proposition 5.6] and [10, Proposition 7.3].

Proposition 5.2. Let θ be an action of the inverse semigroup S on the topological space X.
Then, θ is topologically free if, and only if, the corresponding groupoid of germs S⋉X is effective.

Proposition 5.3. Given an action θ of the inverse semigroup S on the topological space X, the
groupoid of germs S ⋉X has a dense orbit if and only if θ has a dense orbit.

Proof. This is immediate, since the unit space of S ⋉X is identified with X, and the groupoid
orbit of a point x ∈ X is equal to the orbit of x under the action of S, as shown in [30,
Proposition 5.4]. �

Remark 5.4. If X is locally compact, Hausdorff and second countable, having a dense orbit is
equivalent to topological transitivity of the action, see for example [31, Lemma 3.4] (or for a
special case [2, Theorem 4.1]).

Next, we recall how to associate an algebra to a topological inverse semigroup action. Let R be
a unital and commutative ring, and θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be an action of an inverse semigroup
S on a locally compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X (see [5, 10] for details on actions
of inverse semigroups). There is a corresponding dual action (see [10]) α = ({αs}s∈S , {Ds}s∈S)
of the semigroup S on the R-algebra Lc(X) of all locally constant, compactly supported, R-
valued functions on X where, for each s ∈ S, αs is the isomorphism from Ds∗ = Lc(Xs∗) onto
Ds = Lc(Xs) given by

αs(f)(x) =

{
f ◦ θs∗(x) if x ∈ Xs

0 if x /∈ Xs
.

By [10, Theorem 5.10], the skew inverse semigroup ring, Lc(X)⋊ S, associated to the action
α above, is isomorphic to the usual groupoid algebra, denoted by R(S ⋉X), over the groupoid
of germs S ⋉ X. Recall from Example 2.2 that R(S ⋉ X) is isomorphic to Γc(S ⋉ X,∆(R)),
where ∆(R) is the constant sheaf over S ⋉X. More generally, we can consider a S ⋉X-sheaf of

rings O, which includes the example above as well as the S⋉ Â-sheaf OA coming from a spectral
action of an inverse semigroup S on a unital ring A as in Theorem 2.9.

We will use the results developed in Section 4 to relate algebraic properties of the ring Γc(S⋉

X,O) and topological properties of the action of S on X. When the groupoid of germs S ⋉X

is not Hausdorff, our results depend on the maximal commutativity of Γc((S⋉X)(0),O). As we
showed in Corollary 4.15, when S⋉X is Hausdorff this condition is simplified and, in particular,
if θ is topologically free then Γc((S⋉X)(0),O) is maximal commutative. For sufficient conditions
for the groupoid of germs to be Hausdorff, see [10, Proposition 3.20] and [15, Theorem 3.15] for
example.

Proposition 5.5. Let θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be a action of an inverse semigroup S on a
locally compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X, and let O be a S ⋉X-sheaf of rings. If
Γc(S ⋉X,O) is left primitive then θ has a dense orbit.
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Proof. By Corollary 4.19 the groupoid of germs S⋉X has a dense orbit. The result now follows
from Proposition 5.3. �

In the case of a sheaf of fields and Γc((S⋉X)(0),O) maximal commutative we have a converse
of the above result.

Theorem 5.6. Let θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be an action of an inverse semigroup S on a locally
compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X, and let O be a S⋉X-sheaf of fields. Suppose that
Γc((S⋉X)(0),O) is maximal commutative. Then θ has a dense orbit if, and only if, Γc(S⋉X,O)
is left primitive.

Proof. This follows from the Theorem 4.22 and Proposition 5.3.
�

If S⋉X is Hausdorff and the action is topologically free, then we do not need the assumption
that Γc((S ⋉X)(0),O) is maximal commutative, as we see below.

Corollary 5.7. Let θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be a topologically free action of an inverse semigroup
S on a locally compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X, and let O be a S ⋉ X-sheaf of
fields. If S ⋉ X is Hausdorff, then θ has a dense orbit if, and only if, Γc(S ⋉ X,O) is left
primitive.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 4.23 and Proposition 5.3.
�

Remark 5.8. If R is a field then, taking O = ∆(R) in the corollary above, we obtain that an
action θ on X, whose groupoid of germs is Hausdorff, has a dense orbit if, and only if, Lc(X)⋊S
is left primitive.

Remark 5.9. Since Γc(S ⋉ X,∆(R)) coincides with the groupoid algebra of [28], the above
corollary can also be obtained using Theorem 4.10 in [30].

Next, we observe that for a sheaf of fields and Γc((S ⋉X)(0),O) maximal commutative, the
algebra Γc(S ⋉X,O) is always semiprimitive.

Proposition 5.10. Let θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be an action of an inverse semigroup S on a
locally compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X, and let O be a S ⋉X-sheaf of fields. If
Γc((S ⋉X)(0),O) is maximal commutative, then Γc(S ⋉X,O) is semiprimitive.

Proof. This follows Theorem 4.26. �

As before, if S ⋉X is Hausdorff and the action is topologically free, then we do not need the
assumption that Γc((S ⋉X)(0),O) is maximal commutative.

Proposition 5.11. Let θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be a topologically free action of an inverse
semigroup S on a locally compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X, and let O be a S ⋉X-
sheaf of fields. If S ⋉X is Hausdorff, Then Γc(S ⋉X,O) is semiprimitive.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 5.2 and Corollary 4.27. �

Finally, we show that Theorem 4.32 can be used to describe the minimality of a topologically
free topological action in terms of the simplicity of the associated algebras. In particular, the
theorem below should be compared with [4, Corollaries 4.19 and 4.20].
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Theorem 5.12. Let θ = ({θs}s∈S , {Xs}s∈S) be a topologically free action of an inverse semi-
group S on a locally compact, Hausdorff, zero-dimensional space X, and let O be a S ⋉X-sheaf
of fields. If S ⋉X is Hausdorff, then θ is minimal if, and only if, Γc(S ⋉X,O) is simple.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2, the groupoid of germs S⋉X is effective. Hence Int(kerO) = (S⋉X)(0)

and the result follows from Theorem 4.32. �

6. Complex groupoid algebras

Let G be an ample groupoid. We let Cc(G ) be the usual ring used to build C∗(G ), see [9,25].
Since G is ample, Cc(G ) is the span of functions f : G → C for which there exists a compact-open
bisection U such that supp(f) ⊆ U and the restriction f |U is continuous, where C has the usual
topology. Our goal is to prove that Cc(G ), with the convolution product, is a groupoid ring with
coefficients in a G -sheaf. In the Hausdorff case, we explicitly build a spectral action (recall the
definition of a spectral action from the paragraph above Section 2.5) and show that Cc(G ) is
isomorphic to the skew inverse semigroup ring of this action, so that we can apply Theorem 2.9.
In the general setting, we build a G -sheaf of rings.

6.1. The Hausdorff case. Let A := Cc(G
(0)) be the ring of complex valued continuous func-

tions with compact support and G a be the inverse semigroup of compact-open bisections of G

(see Section 2.5). For each U ∈ G a, let DU = {f ∈ Cc(G
(0)) : supp(f) ⊆ r(U)}. Define a

spectral action of G a on A by αU : DU−1 → DU , where αU (f)(r(γ)) = f(d(γ)) and αU (f)
vanishes outside r(U). We then have the following.

Proposition 6.1. With the above conditions, suppose that G is Hausdorff. Then Cc(G ) is
isomorphic as a ring to A⋊ G a.

Proof. We first build a covariant system for (G a, A, α). The map θ : A→ Cc(G ) is the usual in-
clusion of étale groupoid algebras. The map ϕ : G a → Cc(G ) is given by ϕ(U) = 1U . A straight-
forward computation using the convolution product shows that (Cc(G ), θ, ϕ) is a covariant sys-
tem for (G a, A, α). By [16, Theorem 3.5], there is a ring homomorphism π : A ⋊ G a → Cc(G )
such that π(aδU ) = θ(a) ∗ ϕ(U) for all U ∈ G a and a ∈ DU .

To prove that π is an isomorphism, it suffices to prove that π admits an inverse. Notice that
any element f ∈ Cc(G ) can be written as

f =

n∑

i=1

fUi
,

where U1, . . . , Un are pairwise disjoint compact-open bisections such that, for each i = 1, . . . , n,
supp(fUi

) ⊆ Ui and the restriction fUi
to Ui is continuous using that G is Hausdorff. We want

to build a map ψ : Cc(G ) → A⋊ G a. For this, given f ∈ Cc(G ) and a decomposition as above,
we set

ψ(f) =
n∑

i=1

fUi
∗ 1

U−1
i
δUi

.

We have to prove that ψ is well-defined. The general case follows from the particular case that
supp(f) ⊆ U , where U is a compact-open bisection with U =

⋃n
i=1 Ui. In this case, by the

definition of A⋊ G a, we have that
n∑

i=1

fUi
∗ 1

U−1
i
δUi

=

n∑

i=1

fUi
∗ 1U−1δU = f ∗ 1U−1δU .
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We now prove that ψ = π−1. First, given f ∈ Cc(G ) and a decomposition as above

π(ψ(f)) =

n∑

i=1

θ(fUi
∗ 1

U−1
i

) ∗ ϕ(δUi
) =

n∑

i=1

fUi
∗ 1

U−1
i

∗ 1Ui
= f.

Observing that ψ is a group homomorphism, to show that ψ is a left-inverse for π, it is enough
to consider an element aδU , where a ∈ DU . In this case,

ψ(π(aδU )) = ψ(a ∗ 1U ) = a ∗ 1U ∗ 1U−1δU = aδU .

Hence, ψ = π−1, concluding the proof. �

6.2. The general case. With the previous notation, let us build a G -sheaf O as follows. We let
A = Cc(G

(0)) and O = A × G (0)/ ∼, where the equivalence relation is given by (a, x) ∼ (a′, x′)
if x = x′ and there exists an open neighborhood U of x such that a|U = a′|U . The topology on
O has as basis the sets

D(a, U) = {[a, x] : x ∈ U},

where a ∈ A and U is a compact-open set of G (0). The map p : O → G (0) is defined as
p([a, x]) = x, which is a local homeomorphism by the definition of the topology on O. The ring
structure on each stalk is the natural one, namely [a, x]+[b, x] := [a+b, x] and [a, x][b, x] = [ab, x]

for a, b ∈ A and x ∈ G (0). Notice that a net {[aλ, xλ]}λ∈Λ converges to [a, x] in O if, and only
if, for every open neighborhood U of x, there exists λ0 such that xλ ∈ U and [aλ, xλ] = [a, xλ]
for all λ ≥ λ0. With this, it is straightforward to check that conditions (SR1) and (SR2) as in
Section 2.2 are satisfied. The continuity of the unit section is immediate from the definition of
the topology on O.

The map α : G ×d,p O → O is given by

αγ([a,d(γ)]) = [a ◦ d ◦(r |U )
−1, r(γ)],

where U is a compact bisection containing γ. Since U is a bisection, the above definition does
not depend on a. Also, since the intersection of open bisections is again an open bisection, the
definition does not depend on U . To prove that α is continuous, let {(γλ, [aλ,d(γλ)])}λ∈Λ be a
net converging to (γ, [a,d(γ)]) in G ×d,p O. Fix U a compact-open bisection containing γ, and

let V be a compact-open subset of G (0) containing r(γ) and such that V ⊆ r(U). Using that r
is continuous, and the description of convergence in O given above, we find λ0 such that for all
λ ≥ λ0, we have that γλ ∈ U , [aλ,d(γλ)] = [a,d(γλ)] and r(γλ) ∈ V . Then, for λ ≥ λ0, we have
that

αγλ([aλ,d(γλ)]) = αγλ([a,d(γλ)])

= [a ◦ d ◦(r |U)−1, r(γλ)] ∈ D(a ◦ d ◦(r |U)−1, V ).

Varying V as above, we obtain a neighborhood basis of [a ◦ d ◦(r |U)−1, r(γ)], from where we
conclude that α is continuous. Conditions (S1), (S2), and (SR4) of Section 2.2 are easy to check.
We prove (S3). Let β, γ ∈ G be such that d(β) = r(γ) and let [a,d(γ)] ∈ O. Also, let U and V
be open bisections containing β and γ, respectively. We may assume, without loss of generality,
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that d(U) = r(V ). Then,

αβγ([a,d(γ)]) = [a ◦ d ◦(r |UV )
−1, r(βγ)]

= [a ◦ d ◦(r |V )
−1 ◦ d ◦(r |U )

−1, r(β)]

= αβ([a ◦ d ◦(r |V )
−1,d(β)])

= αβ(αγ([a,d(γ)]).

Theorem 6.2. Let G be an ample groupoid and O the G -sheaf constructed above. Then Γc(G ,O)
and Cc(G ) are isomorphic as rings.

Proof. First, let f : G → O be such that p ◦ f = r and there exists U compact-open bisection
of G such that f |U is continuous and f |G \U = 0. Define ϕf : G → C by ϕf (γ) = 0, if γ /∈ U ,
and ϕf (γ) = a(r(γ)), if γ ∈ U and f(γ) = [a, r(γ)]. Since f |U is continuous, if γ ∈ U and
f(γ) = [a, r(γ)], then there exists an open set V such that γ ∈ V ⊆ U and f(η) = [a, r(η)] for
all η ∈ V . This implies that ϕf |U is also continuous, and therefore ϕf ∈ Cc(G ). Due to the ring
structure on each stalk, we can define a group homomorphism Φ : Γc(G ,O) → Cc(G ) such that
Φ(f) = ϕf , for f a generator of Γc(G ,O) as above.

On the other hand, given u ∈ Cc(G ) such that there exists U compact-open bisection such that

u|U is continuous and supp(u) ⊆ U , we can define au ∈ Cc(G
(0)) by au(x) = 0 if x /∈ r(U) and

au(x) = u((r |U )
−1(x)) if x ∈ r(U). Then the function ψu : G → O given by ψu(γ) = 0 if γ /∈ U ,

and ψu(γ) = [au, r(γ)] is such that ψu|U is continuous and therefore ψu ∈ Γc(G ,O). Again, we
can build a group homomorphism Ψ : Cc(G ) → Γc(G ,O). Straightforward computations show
that Ψ = Φ−1.

It remains to prove that the above group isomorphism is also a ring isomorphism. We prove
that Ψ is multiplicative. Since the maps are already group homomorphisms, due to distributivity,
it is enough to consider u, v ∈ Cc(G) such that there exist U, V compact-open bisections such
that supp(u) ⊆ U , supp(v) ⊆ V and u|U and v|V are continuous. Notice that in this case
supp(u ∗ v) ⊆ UV , u ∗ v|UV is continuous and for γ = βρ, where β ∈ U and ρ ∈ V , we have that
(u ∗ v)(γ) = u(β)v(ρ). Keeping the notation of the above paragraphs, we have that

ψu∗v(γ) =

{
[au∗v, r(β)], if γ = βρ with β ∈ U, γ ∈ V

0, otherwise.

On the other hand,

(ψu ∗ ψv)(γ) =

{
[au, r(β)]αβ([av , r(ρ)]), if γ = βρ with β ∈ U, γ ∈ V

0, otherwise.

Now, if γ = βρ, with β ∈ U and ρ ∈ V , then

[au, r(β)]αβ([av, r(ρ)]) = [au, r(β)][av ◦ d ◦(r |U )
−1, r(β)]

= [au(av ◦ d ◦(r |U )
−1), r(β)].

Notice that if x /∈ r(UV ), then

au∗v(x) = 0 = au(x)(av ◦ d ◦(r |U )
−1)(x).
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And if x = r(γ), where γ = βρ, with β ∈ U and ρ ∈ V , then

au∗v(x) = (u ∗ v)(γ)

= u(β)v(ρ)

= au(x)av(r(ρ))

= au(x)av(d(β))

= au(x)(av ◦ d ◦(r |U )
−1)(x).

It follows that ψu∗v = ψu ∗ ψv and hence the multiplicativity of Ψ is proved. �

We finish by characterizing simplicity of Cc(G )

Lemma 6.3. Let G be an ample groupoid and O the G -sheaf constructed above. Then, Int(ker(O)) =

G (0) if and only if G is effective.

Proof. That G effective implies Int(ker(O)) = G (0) holds for any G -sheaf of rings. For the
other implication, let γ ∈ Int(Iso(G )) be such that there exists a compact-open bisection U
with γ ∈ U ⊆ Iso(G ). Observe that, in this case, d ◦(r |U )

−1 is the identity map on r(U). Let
a ∈ Cc(G ) and ρ ∈ U . Then,

αρ([a,d(ρ)]) = [a ◦ d ◦(r |U )
−1, r(ρ)] = [a,d(ρ)],

so that ρ ∈ ker(O). Hence U ⊆ ker(O) and γ ∈ Int(ker(O)) = G (0). It follows that G is
effective. �

Theorem 6.4. Let G be an ample Hausdorff groupoid. Then, Cc(G ) is simple if and only if G

is minimal and effective.

Proof. Note that the equivalence of (1) and (2) in Theorem 4.32 holds for any G -sheaf because it
comes from [4, Theorem 3.7]. Let O be the sheaf constructed above and consider the isomorphism
of Theorem 6.2. Observe that O is a sheaf of commutative rings that satisfies the hypothesis
that every non zero section is invertible at some point. By Corollary 4.31, we have that Cc(G

(0))

is G a-simple if and only if G is minimal. If G is effective, then Cc(G
(0)) is maximal commutative

by Corollary 4.9. On the other hand if Cc(G
(0)) is maximal commutative, then G is effective by

Proposition 4.13 and Lemma 6.3. Hence, we get that Cc(G ) is simple if and only if G is minimal
and effective. �

Example 6.5 (Graph algebras). Let E be a graph. By means of the graph groupoid GE , it was
shown in [8] that the Leavitt path algebra LC(E) is dense in the C*-algebra C∗(E). Observe
that the algebra Cc(GE) is between LC(E) and C∗(E). Since GE is Hausdorff, using Theorem
6.4 and the results of [6], we obtain that the following are equivalent

(1) LC(E) is simple;
(2) C∗(E) is simple;
(3) Cc(GE) is simple.

6.3. The algebra of continuous functions, with compact support, on the transforma-

tion groupoid. In this subsection, X is always a Hausdorff, locally compact, totally discon-
nected topological space, and Cc(X) denotes the algebra of all continuous, compactly supported,
R-valued functions on X (where R stands for either the real numbers or the complex numbers),
with point-wise addition and multiplication.
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It is proved in [5] that a partial skew group ring of the form LC(X)⋊G (where LC(X) stands
for the locally constant functions on X) can be seen as the Steinberg algebra associated with
the transformation groupoid G ⋉ X. Next, we argue that an analogous result holds when we
replace LC(X) with Cc(X) and the Steinberg algebra with Cc(G ⋉X). In fact, the outline of
the proof is the same as the one of the proof given in [5, Theorem 3.2], and so we will refrain
from presenting a whole proof, and instead will only point to the main differences between the
two settings.

For f ∈ Cc(X) we define the support of f by

supp(f) = {x ∈ X : f(x) 6= 0}.

Notice that when dealing with a function f in LC(X), the set {x ∈ X : f(x) 6= 0} is already
closed and so it is not necessary to take closure in the definition of support. This is one of the
main differences between the Cc(X) and LC(X) cases.

Now, let θ = ({Xg}g∈G, {θg}g∈G) be a partial action of a discrete group G on X, such that
Xg is clopen for every g in G. Such action induces an action in the algebra level, as done in [3]
and [12]: For each g in G, consider the ideal Dg := {f ∈ Cc(X) : f vanishes on X \ Xg} in
Cc(X), and define αg : Dg−1 → Dg by setting αg(f) = f ◦ θg−1 , for all f ∈ Dg−1 . Then the
collection

α := ({Dg}g∈G, {αg}g∈G) (6.1)

is an algebraic partial action of G on Cc(X).
Associated with the above partial action we consider the partial skew group ring Cc(X)⋊G.

We also associate to the action θ an étale groupoid, denoted by G ⋉ X, and known as the
transformation grupoid (see [1]). Let

G⋉X := {(t, x) : t ∈ G and x ∈ Xt}.

The inverse of (t, x) ∈ G⋉X is

(t, x)−1 = (t−1, θt−1(x)).

So, the range and source maps r : G ⋉X → (G⋉X)(0) and s : G⋉X → (G ⋉X)(0) are given
by r(t, x) = (1, x), and s(t, x) = (1, θt−1(x)) (where 1 denotes the group unit).

From the above, we have that (s, y), (t, x) ∈ G⋉X then (s, y), (t, x) is a composable pair if,
and only if, θs−1(y) = x. In this case, we have

(s, y)(t, x) = (st, y).

Finally, we equip G⋉X with the topology inherited from the product topology on G×X.
We now state the key result in this subsection.

Theorem 6.6. Let θ = ({Xg}g∈G, {θg}g∈G) be a partial action of a discrete group G over a
locally compact, Hausdorff, totally disconnected topological space X, such that each Xg is clopen
for all g. Let ({Dg}g∈G, {αg}g∈G) be the corresponding partial action (as defined above) and
G ⋉X be the transformation groupoid associate with θ. Then, Cc(X) ⋊ G and Cc(G ⋉X) are
isomorphic as R-algebras.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of [5, Theorem 3.2]. One should only take into
account that for a general continuous function the set of points where the function does not
vanish does not need be closed. �
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