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PRIME AND PRIMITIVE IDEALS OF ULTRAGRAPH
LEAVITT PATH ALGEBRAS

A. POURABBAS, M. IMANFAR AND H. LARKI

ABSTRACT. Let G be an ultragraph and let K be a field. We describe
prime and primitive ideals in the ultragraph Leavitt path algebra Lk (G).
We identify the graded prime ideals in terms of downward directed sets
and then we characterize the non-graded prime ideals. We show that
the non-graded prime ideals of Lx (G) are always primitive.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let E be a (directed) graph. The Leavitt path algebra Ly (FE), which
is a purely algebraic analogue of graph Cuntz-Krieger C*- algebra C*(FE)
[17, 10], was introduced in [I, 2]. The algebras Li(F) are generalizations
of the Leavitt algebras L(1,n) [21]. The study of the structure of prime
and primitive Leavitt path algebras have been the subject of a series of
papers in recent years (see [5, 0, 3]). For a unital commutative ring R, the
graded prime (primitive) ideals of Lr(FE) are characterized in [19] via special
subsets of the vertex (called maximal tails). Furthermore, the structure of
non-graded prime and primitive ideals of Lx (E) have been identified in [16].
It was shown in [16] that there is a one-to-one correspondence between non-
graded prime (primitive) ideals of Lx(F) and maximal tails containing a
loop without exits and the prime spectrum of K[z, z 1.

Ultragraph Leavitt path algebras have been widely studied, see [11, 8, 7,

, 13,22, 14]. Ultragraph Leavitt path algebra Lr(G) was introduced in [15]
as the algebraic version of ultragraph C*-algebra C*(G) [21]. The algebras
Lr(G) are generalizations of the Leavitt path algebras Lr(F). The struc-
ture of ultragraph Leavitt path algebras are more complicated, because in
ultragraphs the range of each edge is allowed to be a nonempty set of vertices
rather than a single vertex. The class of ultragraph Leavitt path algebras
is strictly larger than the class of Leavitt path algebras of directed graphs.
Also, every Leavitt path algebra of a directed graph can be embedded as a
subalgebra in a unital ultragraph Leavitt path algebra.

The aim of this paper is to give a complete description of the prime
ideals as well as the primitive ideals of Lx(G). We start in Section 2 by
recalling the definition of the quotient ultragraph G/(H,S) and its Leavitt
path algebra Ly (g /(H,S )) In Section 3, we characterize the graded prime
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ideals in terms of the downward directed sets. To describe the structure of
non-graded prime ideals, we investigate the structure of the closed ideals of
Lk (G/(H,S)) which contain no nonzero set idempotents. In Section 4, we
give a complete description of primitive ideals. We show that a graded prime
ideal I(y,p,,) is primitive if and only if the quotient ultragraph G/(H, By)
satisfies Condition (L). Finally, we prove that every non-graded prime ideal
in Lg(G) is primitive.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly review the basic definitions and properties of
ultragraphs [24], quotient ultragraphs [20] and ultragraph Leavitt path al-
gebras [15].

An ultragraph G = (G°,G', rg, sg) consists of a countable set of vertices
GY, a countable set of edges G', the source map sg : G' — GV and the
range map 7g : G' — P(G°)\ {0}, where P(G?) denotes the collection of all
subsets of G°. By an algebra in P(X), we mean a collection of subsets of
X which is closed under the set operations U, N and \. We write G° for the
smallest algebra in P(G?) containing {{v},rg(e) : v € G® and e € G'}.

Definition 2.1. A subcollection H C G is hereditary if
(1) {sg(e)} € H implies rg(e) € H for all e € G'.
(2) AUBe H forall A,B e H.
(3) Ac H,BeG’and BC A, imply B € H.
The subcollection H C G° is saturated if, whenever 0 < |s§1(v)| < 00

satisfies rg(e) € H for all e € sgl(v), we have {v} € H. Let H C G° be a
saturated hereditary subcollection. We define the breaking vertices of H to
be the set

By = {v cGY: ‘sgl(v)‘ =00 and 0 < |s§1(v) N{e:rgle) ¢ H}| < oo}.

If H C G is a saturated hereditary subcollection and S C By, then (H, S)
is called an admissible pair in G.

2.1. Quotient ultragraph. In order to define the quotient of ultragraphs
we need to recall and introduce some notations. Let (H,S) be an admissible
pair in ultragraph G = (G%,G!,rg, sg). Given A € P(G°), set A := AU{w' :
we AN (By \ S)}. The smallest algebra in P(G°) containing

{{v},{w'},?(e):v eGlwe By \ S and e € gl}

is denoted by GO. Let ~ be a relation on GO defined by A ~ B if and only
if there exists V € H such that AUV = BUV. Then, by [20, Lemma 3.5],

~ is an equivalent relation on GO and the operations
[AJU[B] :=[AUB], [A]n[B]:=[ANB] and [A]\ [B] :==[A\ B

are well-defined on the equivalent classes {[A] : A € G9}. It can be shown
that [A] = [B] if and only if both A\ B and B\ A belong to H.
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Definition 2.2. Let (H,S) be an admissible pair in G. The quotient ul-
tragraph of G by (H,S) is the quadruple G/(H,S) = (®(G), ®(G'),r,s),
where
B(GY) = {[{v}], [{w'}] : v e GO, {o} & H and w € By \ S},
(G"):={ee G 1rgle) ¢ H},
and s : ®(G!) — B(G®) and r : B(G') — {[A] : A € GO} are the maps defined
by s(e) := [{sg(e)}] and r(e) := [rg(e)] for every e € ®(G'), respectively.

We denote by ®(G°) the smallest algebra in {[A] : A € GO} containing
OGO U {r(e) te € @(gl)}.

One can see that ®(G%) = {[4] : A€ GO}. If A, B € G0 and [A] N [B] = [4],
then we write [A] C [B]. Also, we write [v] instead of [{v}] for every vertex
ve G\ H.

A path in G/(H,S) is a finite sequence o = ejea---e, of edges with
s(eiy1) C 7(e) for 1 < i < m — 1. We consider the elements of ®(G°)
as the paths of length zero. We let Path(G/ (H S)) denotes the set of all
paths in G/(H, S). We define [A]* := [A] and o* :=elel_,--- €], for every

[A] € ®(G°) and v = ejey -+ - €, € Path(G/(H, S)). The maps r, s extend to
Path(G/(H, S)) in an obvious way.

2.2. Leavitt path algebra. A vertex [v] € ®(GY) is called an infinite emit-
ter if |s71([v])| = oo and a sink if [s 71 ([v])| = 0. A singular vertex is a vertex
that is either a sink or an infinite emitter and we denote the set of singular
vertices by @4, (G?).

Definition 2.3. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph and let K be a field.
A Leavitt G/(H, S)-family in a K-algebra X is a set {qa),te,tex @ [A] €
®(G%) and e € ®(G')} of elements in X such that

(1) gy =0, Q[A]Q[B] = qranp) and qrajuB] = 9(4] + 9B] — 9AINB);
(2) ds(e) le = eQT’(e) =t and %’(e)te* = te*Qs(e) = tex;
(3) terts = Oe,fr(e);

(4) qu] = X s(e)=[u] teter Whenever [v] € D(G) \ Dy (GY).

The Leavitt path algebra of G/(H,S), denoted by L (G/(H,S)), is defined
to be the K-algebra generated by a universal Leavitt G/(H, S)-family.

Let G be an ultragraph. If we consider the quotient ultragraph G/(0, (),
then [A] = {A} For every A € G°. Thus we can consider the ultragraph
G as the quotient ultragraph G/(0,(). So it makes sense to talk about the
ultragraph Leavitt path algebra Lk (G) and define it as Ly (g/(@, (Z))) In fact,
the definition of ultragraph Leavitt path algebras ([15, Defintion 2.1]) is an
special case of the Definition 2.3.

By [15, Theorem 2.15], Lk (G/(H,S)) is of the form

SpanK{taq[A]tg* ca, B e Path(g/(H, S)) and r(a) N[A] N7 (B) # [(Z)]},
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where to = tete, e, if @ = e1€2---€n and to = qpu) if @ = [A]. Also,
Ly (Q/(H, S)) is a Z-graded ring by the grading

LK(g/(H, S))n = SpanK{taq[A}tg* ol — |8 = n} (n€Z).

Throughout the article we denote the universal Leavitt G-family and
G/(H,S)-family by {s,p} and {t,q}, respectively. Also, we suppose that

3. PRIME IDEALS

In this section, we give a complete description of the prime ideals of
Lk (G). We first characterize the primeness of a graded ideal in terms of
the downward directed sets and then we characterize the non-graded prime
ideals of Lk (G).

3.1. Graded prime ideals. We recall the definition of downward directed
sets from [20, Definition 5.3]. Let G be an ultragraph and A, B € G°. We
write A > B if either B C A or there is a path « of positive length such that
sg(a) € A and B C rg(a). For the sake of simplicity, we will write v > w
instead of {v} > {w}. A nonempty subset M of G° is said to be downward
directed if for every A, B € M there exists () # C € M such that A, B > C.

Lemma 3.1. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph. Then every nonzero
graded ideal of Lk (g/(H, S)) contains idempotent qpa) for some [0] # [A] €
®(GY).

Proof. Let I be a nonzero graded ideal of Lk (G/(H, S)). Then the quotient
map 7 : Lg(G/(H,S)) — Lk(G/(H,S))/I is a graded homomorphism.
Suppose that g ¢ I for every [()] # [A] € ®(G%). Then, by [I5, Theorem
3.2], ¢ is injective, which is impossible. U

Lemma 3.2. Let I be an ideal of Lx(G). Consider Hy := {A € G":ps €
IY. If I is prime, then GO\ Hy is downward directed.

Proof. Let X := Lg(G)/I and denote by x the image of z € C*(G) in X.
For every A, B € G\ Hy, both Xp4X and XppX are nonzero ideals of X.
Suppose that I is a prime ideal of Lx(G). It follows that X is a prime ring.
Thus XpsXppX is a nonzero ideal of X and consequently ps Xpp # {0}.
Since X is of the form

spanK{fsVa'pvcgg* :C e G% a,B € Path(G) and rg(a) N C Nrg(B) # @},

there exist a, 8 € Path(G) and C € G° such that pa(sapcss-)ps # 0,
which would mean that sg(a) € A and sg(8) € B. Thus if we set D :=
rg(a) N C'Nrg(B), then we can deduce that A, B > D. Therefore G°\ Hj is
downward directed. O
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Let (H,S) be an admissible pair in G. For any w € By, set

Pl = pw - ST sest,
sg(e)=w, rg(e)¢H
and we define /(7 gy as the (two-sided) ideal of Lk (G) generated by the idem-
potents {p4 : A € HYU{pf : w € S}. By [15, Theorem 4.4], Lk (G/(H, S))
Lk(G)/1(m,s) and the correspondence (H, S) = Iy sy is a bijection from the
set of all admissible pairs of G to the set of all graded ideals of Lk (G).

12

Proposition 3.3. If [y g is a prime ideal of Lk (G), then |By \ S| <1

Proof. Assume to the contrary that w,z € B\ S. Let I and J be two ideals
of Ly (g/(H, S)) generated by gy, and qp., respectively. Since [w'], [2] are
two sinks in G/(H, S) and qj,q[.] = 0, we have that gy, Lk (G/(H, S))qp =
0. Thus IJ = 0, contradicting the primeness of Lk (G/(H,S)). O

Theorem 3.4. Let G be an ultragraph. Set
X1 ={Iiupy): G°\ H is downward directed}
and
Xo = {I(g,By\{w}) : w € By and A > w for all A € G°\ H}.
Then X1 U Xy is the set of all graded prime ideals of Lk (G).

Proof. Let X be the set of all graded prime ideals of L (G). We prove that
X =X UXs.

Assume I(p g,y € X1. We show that the zero ideal of L (G/(H, By)) is
prime. Since {0} is a graded ideal, it suffices to prove that for every nonzero
graded ideals I, J of L (G/(H, Byr)), IJ # {0} (see [23, Proposition II.1.4]).
If I and J are such ideals, then by Lemma 3.1, there exist nonzero idempo-
tents qi4) € I and g5 € J. Since A, B € G\ H and G°\ H is downward
directed, there exists C € G°\ H such that A, B > C. Thus qc) € INJ and
therefore {0} is a prime ideal. Since Lx (G/(H,Br)) = Li(G)/I (1 By)> we
deduce that I(z g, is prime. Hence X; C X.

Let Iy, By\{w}) € X2. Then GO\ H is downward directed, because A > w
for all A € G°\ H. Now, in a similar way as before we obtain that Itg B\ {w})
is prime. Thus Xy C X.

To establish the reverse inclusion, let I(g gy € X. From Proposition 3.3
we have that either S = By or S = By \ {w} for some w € By. If S = By,
then, by Lemma 3.2, G° \ H is downward directed. Hence Iims) € Xa.

Let S = By \ {w} and A € G\ H. We show that A > w. Clearly the
result holds for w € A, so let w ¢ A. By the primeness of Lk (g/(H, S)),
we must have I.J # {0} for every nonzero ideals I and J of Lg (G/(H,5S)).
Thus

Lk (G/(H,S))aa Lk (G/(H,S))aunLx(G/(H,S)) # {0},
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and hence q@LK(g/(H, S))q[w/] # {0}. Since [w'] is a sink and [A] N
[w'] = [0], there exists a path « of positive length such that qatad(u) # 0.
Therefore s(a) C [A] and [w'] C r(«), which implies that sg(«) € A and
w € 7g(a). Thus A > w and consequently [(f,g) € X2. This proves that
X C X7 UXos. U

From [15, Theorem 5.4, we know that the ultragraph G satisfies Condition
(K) if and only if every ideal of Lk (G) is graded. The following corollary
now follows from [15, Theorem 5.4] and Theorem 3.4.

Corollary 3.5. If the ultragraph G satisfies Condition (K), then Theorem
3.4 gives a complete description of the prime ideals of Li(G).

3.2. Non-graded prime ideals. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph
and let v = ejey - - - e, be a path of positive length. If s(v) C r(v), then v
is called a loop. Denote ! := {e1,ea,...,e,}. We say that v has an exit if
either 7(e;) # s(e;y1) for some 1 < i < n or there exist an edge f € ®(G')
and an index 7 such that s(f) C r(e;) but f # e;+1. The quotient ultragraph
G/(H,S) satisfies Condition (L) if every loop in G/(H,S) has an exit.

Lemma 3.6. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph. If v = ejea--- ey, is a
loop in G/(H, S) without exits, then Lo and K[z, ™| are Morita equivalent
as rings, where Lo is an ideal of Ly (G/(H,S)) generated by {dse,) 1 <
i <mn}.

Proof. Lety = ejey - - - e, be aloop with no exists in G/(H, S) and [v] = s(v).
Consider
(I,YO, d[v] Ifyo d[v]» I'\/O 4[] 9] 1707 P, qb) )
where )(m ® n) = mn and ¢(n ® m) = nm. It can be shown that this is a
(surjective) Morita context. Thus Lo and g, 1 0q},) are Morita equivalent.
Now we show that g, 1,0q;,) = K|z, 2~ 1]. Since v is a loop without exits,
we deduce that

Lo= spanK{tuqs(ei)tV* :s(e;) Cr(p)Nr(v)and 1 < i <n},

and gy(e;) = (te; + te, )qpu) (tex - ter) for 1 <4 <. This implies that

o L0 = spang{ (ty) ™ ()" :m,n > 1}.

Let E be the graph with one vertex w and one loop f. Then {p, :=
o), Sf 7= to, Sy 1=ty } is a Leavitt E-family in g, /504y, It follows from
the universality of L (FE) and the graded uniqueness theorem that L (E) =
qil,0qp)- Since Ly (E) = K[z,z7!], we conclude that Lo and K[z,z!]
are Morita equivalent. O

To prove the next lemma, we use the fact that Lx(G/(H,S)) can be
estimated by the Leavitt path algebras of finite graphs. So, we recall this
approximation from [15, Section 3] and then we prove Lemma 3.8.

Let G/(H, S) be a quotient ultragraph and F be a finite subset of @4, (G%)U
®(G'). We construct a finite graph G as follows. Let F? := FN®y,(GY) and
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F':= FN®(G') = {e1,...,e,}. Forevery w = (wy,...,w,) € {0,1}"\ {07},
we define r(w) == ),y (e \ Uy,—o7(e;) and R(w) = (@) \ Upjepolv]
which belong to ®(G°). Set
o :={w e {0,1}"\ {0"} : where vertices [v1],..., [vn] exist
such that R(w) = U, [v;] and 0 # s~ ([v;]) C F! for 1 <i < m},
and
I'p:={we{0,1}"\{0"}: R(w) # [0] and w ¢ Ty} .
Define the finite graph Gp = (G%, G};, rF,SF), where
GY =F'UF'UTp,
Gp = {(e, eleFl- s(f) C
U{(e,[v]) € F' x F° : [v]
U{ e,w) eFl XFF:wizlwhenevere:ei},

with sp(e, f) = sp(e, [v]) = sp(e,w) = e and rr(e, f) = f, rr(e, [v]) = [v],

rr(e,w) = w. By [15, Lemma 3.1}, the elements
Pe::tete*, PH (1— Ztt ) w:—qR(w (1— Z tt )
EEFl EEFl
S(e,f) = tePf, S(e,[v}) = teP[v], S(e,w) = tePw,
Ste,pyr = Prter, Se,) = Pujter, S(ew)r = Puter,

form a Leavitt Gp-family in Lx (G/(H,S)) such that
Lk (Gr) = Lg(S, P) = (qpu)s tes ter = [v] € F%ec FY.

Remark 3.7. Let v := ejea - - - e, be aloop in G/(H, S) and F be a finite sub-
set of @5, (GY)UP(G) containing {e1, ea,...,e,}. Then? := (e1,e2) -+ (en, e1)
is a loop in Gp. Since the elements of F OUT'F are sinks in G, every loop in
G is of the form 3 where (3 is a loop in G/(H,S). By using the argument
of [20, Lemma 4.8], we can show that 7 is a loop without exits in G/(H, S)
if and only if 7 is a loop without exits in G .

The set of vertices in the loops without exits of G/(H,S) is denoted by
P.(G/(H,S)). Also, we denote by Ip g/m,s) the ideal of Li(G/(H,S))
generated by the idempotents associated to the vertices in P.(G/(H,S)).

Lemma 3.8. Let G/(H, S) be a quotient ultragraph. If z € Lk (G/(H,S)) \
Ip,G/(H,s)), then there exist x,y € Li(G/(H,S)) and [0] # [A] € ®(G")
such that xzy = q(]-

Proof. Let {F,} be an increasing sequence of finite subsets of (G )% U®(G")
such that U | F,, = &4, (G%) U ®(G'). Then

U, Lk(GR,) = (g te. ter = [v] € ©5(G7), e € ©(GY)) = Lic(G/(H, 5)).
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Now, let z € Lg(G/(H,S)) \ Ip.(g/(H,s))- There exists F), such that
z € Lk(GF,). We show that 2 ¢ Ip, (g, ). By Remark 3.7, we have

P.(Gp,) ={a:a € P.(G/(H,S)) and v' C G, }.

Suppose that v := ejeq---e, € P.(G/(H,S)). For every 1 < i < n we have
Pe, =te;ter € Ip,g/(m,5))- Thus Ip,g/m,s)) contains generators of Ip (g, )-
This implies that Ip, g, ) € Lr(GF,) N Ip,g/m,s)) and consequently z €
Li(Gr,) \ Ip.(Gp,)-
By [4, Proposition 5.2], there exist #’,y’ € Lx(GF,) and w € G}, such
that 2/2y’ = P,,. We distinguish three cases.
(1) Let w = [v] € F?. Since [v] € Pge(GP), there exists f € ®(G') \ F}!
such that [v] = s(f). Set x = ty-2’ and y = y'ty. Then zyz = q,(5).
(2) If w=e € Fy, then tea'2y'te = gy(c).
(3) Let w = w € I'p,. Thus there exists a vertex [v] C R(w) such that
either [v] is a sink or there is an edge f € ®(G')\ F}} with s(f) = [v].
In the former case, we deduce that q[v]a:’ 2y = q]Quw = qpy and in
the later case t}:r’zy’tf =13Quts = ar(p)-
U

Proposition 3.9 is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.8.

Proposition 3.9. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph. If I is an ideal of
LK(Q/(H, S)) with {[A] 75 [@] : Q[A} S [} = @, then I - [Pc(g/(H,S))'

Remark 3.10. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph, z € Lg(G/(H,S)
and let the ideal of L (G/(H,S) generated by Iy gy U {z} is denoted by
Iip,5,2)- Suppose that v is a loop in G/(H, S) without exits and f(x) is a
polynomial in K[z,z~!]. It can be shown that L,y = I<f(t'y’)>’ where +/
is a permutation of .

Let H be a saturated hereditary subset of G° and v = ejes - - - €, be a loop
in G. We say that v = ejey - - - e, is a loop in GO\ H if rg(y) € G°\ H. Also,
v has an exit in G°\ H if either rg(e;)\ sg(ei+1) € G°\ H for some 1 < i <n
or there exists an edge f € G and an index i such that rg(f) € G°\ H
and sg(f) C rg(e;) but f # e;+1. One can see that the quotient ultragraph
G/(H, By) satisfies Condition (L) if and only if every loop in G°\ H has an
exit in GO\ H.

Theorem 3.11. Let G be an ultragraph and let I be an ideal of Lk (G).

Denote H := Hy. Then I is a non-graded prime ideal if and only if

(1) G°\ H is downward directed,
(2) G°\ H contains a loop v without exits in G°\ H and
(3) I =1y, f(s,), where f(x) is an irreducible polynomial in K [z, z~].

Proof. Let I be a non-graded prime ideal and S := {w € By : pfl € I}. Tt
follows from Lemma 3.2 that G \ H is downward directed. Consider the
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quotient L (G/(H,S)) = Lk(G)/I(n,s) and let I be the image of I under

the quotient map. Since [ is a non-graded ideal, we have that I # {0}. The
argument in the proof of [15, Theorem 4.4] implies that

{[A] # [0] : [A] € ©(G°) and g4 € I} = 0.

In view of Lemma 3.1, this means that Tisa non-graded ideal. Thus by the

Cuntz-Krieger uniqueness theorem [15, Theorem 3.6], G/(H,S) contains a
loop v without exits. Let w € By \ S and X := Li(G/(H, S))/f Since 7y
has no exits and [w'] is a sink, we get that (g, + T)X(qs(ﬁ/) +1)= {0}, in
contradiction with the primeness of X. Hence S = By.

Since GO\ H is downward directed, we get that 7 is unique (up to permuta-
tion). Thus, by Proposition 3.9, we have Ic L,0. From Lemma 3.6, we know
that 1,0 is Morita equivalent to K[, 2~ 1] by the Morita correspondence J
s(v)/4s(y)- Since the primeness is preserved by the Morita correspondence,

we deduce that gy()/qs(y) is a prime ideal of K|z, x71]. Thus there exists an
irreducible polynomial f(z) in K[z,z~!] such that qs(ﬁ/)f qs(y) 1s generated
bydf(l‘) Hence f: I(f(tﬁ,))- Since TC LK(Q/(H, BH)) = LK(Q)/I(HBH)
an

qiA] = PA + [(H,BH) for A € (I)(go),

te = Se + L(1,By) for e € ®(G),

ter = Sex + gy foree d(Gh),
we deduce that I = Iiy g, f(s,))-

Conversely, assume that the above three conditions hold. Denote by I
the image of I in the quotient Ly (G)/I(x, p,)- Hence I= Iift,y- Since
GO\ H is downward directed, 7 is unique (up to permutation). It follows
from Proposition 3.9 that I C Lyo. Thus qs(ﬁ/)fqu(ﬁ/) is an ideal of K[z,2z7!]
generated by f(x). As f(x) is an irreducible polynomial in K[z,r!], the
ideal qs(y)f qs(~) is prime and therefore, by Lemma 3.6, Tisa prime ideal of
Lk (G)/I(a,By)- Since {0} # IcC Lo, we get that I is a non-graded ideal.
Consequently, I is a non-graded prime ideal of L (G). O

4. PRIMITIVE IDEALS

In this section, we characterize primitive ideas of Lx(G). We determine
primitive quotient ultragraph Leavitt path algebras and then we characterize
graded primitive ideals. Finally, We see that the non-graded prime ideals of
Lk (G) are always primitive.

4.1. Graded primitive ideals. A ring R is said to be left (right) primitive,
if it has a faithful simple left (right) R—module. Since Ly (G/(H,S) =
Lk (G/(H,S), we deduce that Lx (G/(H,S) is left primitive if and only if
it is right primitive. So we simply say it is primitive.
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Lemma 4.1. Let G/(H, By) be a quotient ultragraph and
={[A] e ® (GO \A[0]} : [A] N [v] = [0] for every vertex [v] € @(GO)}.
If QO \ H is downward directed, then X is closed under finite intersections.

Proof. Suppose that G°\ H is downward directed. We show that if [4] € X
and A > C for some C € G\ H, then C C A. If C ¢ A, then there is a path
a of positive length such that sg(a) € A and C C rg(a). So {sg(a)} € H.
Thus, by the hereditary property of H, C € H, which is impossible.

Now, let [A4],...,[Ax] € X and A := A1 N---N A, Set C; = A;.
Since G \ H is downward directed, there exists Cy € G°\ H such that
C1, Ay > Cy. Therefore Cy C Cy N Ay. Similarly, there exists C3 € G0\ H
such that C3 C Cy N As. Repeating this process we find C,, € G\ H such
that C,, C A. Hence A € G°\ H and thus [A] # [(]. Since [A] N [v] = [(] for
all [v] € ®(GP), we conclude that [A] € X. O

Let A be a unital ring. By [9, Theorem 1], A is left primitive if and only
if there is a left ideal M # A of A such that for every nonzero two-sided
ideal I of A, M + I = A. We use this to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let G/(H,S) be a quotient ultragraph. Then L (G/(H,S))
is primitive if and only if one of the following holds:
(i) S = By, G/(H,S) satisfies Condition (L) and G°\ H is downward
directed.
(ii)) S = By \ {w} for some w € By and A > w for all A€ G°\ H.

Proof. First, suppose that L (G/(H,S)) is primitive. Then Lg (G/(H,S))
is prime and thus [(p g) is a prime ideal of Lk(G). From Proposition 3.3
we deduce that |By \ S| < 1. So either |[By \ S| =1 or S = By. Thus (ii)
follows by Theorem 3.4 or (i) holds by Theorem 3.4 and appalling Lemma
3.6, respectively.

Conversely, suppose that (i) holds. Applying Theorem 3.4, the graded
ideal I( 5y is prime which implies that Ly (G/(H,S)) is a prime ring. By
[18, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2], there exists a prime unital K-algebra R such that
Lk (G/(H,S)) embeds in R as a two-sided ideal and primitivity of R gives
the primitivity of Lk (G/(H,S)) and vice versa. So it is enough to show
that R is primitive. Suppose that X is the set defined in Lemma 4.1. We
distinguish two cases depending on X.

Case 1. Let X = () and let [v] be a vertex in G/(H, S). Define H = {[u] €

®(GY) : v > u}. Since ®(G) is countable we can write H = {[v1], [va], ... }.
We claim that there exists a sequence {);}22; in Path(G/(H,S)) such that
for every ¢ € N, \;jy1 = A;u; for some path p; € Path(g/(H, S)) and also
v; > sg(pi). Note that for every [A] € ®(GY) we define sg([A]) = rg([4]) =
A.

Set A1 = [v1], since G/(H,S) is downward directed, there exists As €
GO\ H such that v > Ay and rg(A\) > Ag. If Ay C rg()\1), then Ay = {v1}
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and take py = [Ag]. If Ay € rg(A1), then there is a path p; of positive length
such that sg(u1) € rg(A1) and Az C rg(u1). Now define Ao = Ajuq. Also
vy > sg(p1), v2 > Ag and Az C rg(A2). Now by induction we assume that
there exist Aq,..., A, with the previous properties. Corresponding there
exist A € GO\ H for k € {1,2,...,n} such that v, > Ay and A, C rg(Ax).
Since [A,] # [0] and X = (), there is a vertex [u,] € ®(G?) such that
u, € A,. Hence v, > u, and [u,] C r()\,), one can show that there is a
path p, € Path(G) such that sg(u,) = u,. Now define A\,11 = A\, uy, and
corresponding A, 41 € G°\ H with the same property as before.
Now set

M = ZR(l — tatar),

i=1
which is a left ideal of R. If 1 € M, then 1 = 71" ) 7;(1 — ty,t5:) for some
n € Nand r,...,r, € R. Since t)\jt)\;ft)\kt)\z = t>\kt>\z (k > j), we have

n
b taz = Zizl ri(1 = tatar)iaata, =0,

which is a contradiction. Hence 1 ¢ M and M is a proper left ideal of R.

By [9, Theorem 1], to prove that R is primitive, It is enough to show
that M + I = R for every nonzero two-sided ideal I of R. Take I} =
INLk(G/(H,S)). But R is prime, so I; is a nonzero two sided ideal of
Lk (G/(H,S)). Since G/(H,S) satisfies Condition (L), by the Cuntz-Krieger
uniqueness theorem [15, Theorem 3.6], there exists [(] # [4] € ®(G?) such
that gpa) € I1. By downward directedness, there exists C' € GO\ H for which
v>Cand A>C. As X = (), there is a vertex [z] € ®(G°) such that z € C.
Hence v > z and thus z = v, for some n > 1. We know that v, > sg(un),
where \,11 = A\ypn. Consequently, A > C > v, > sg(pn) > rg(At1)-
Since qa] € I, we deduce that Tr(Ans1) € I, and t/\n+1t>\2§+1 € I1. Thus

1=(1- t)\n+1t)\;+1) + t)\n+1t)\;+1 eM+1,

which implies that M + I = R.

Case 2. Let X # (). Define M = 37 R(1—qj4)), which is a left ideal of R.

[

AleX
We claim that M is proper, otherwise let 1 = """ | r;(1— qi4,]) € M, where
[A1], ..., [An] € X and 71, ...,7 € R. Then qpq = >0 ri(1 — qa,))qia) =

0, where A := Ay N---N A,. By Lemma 4.1 [A] # [0], so g4y # 0, a
contradiction.

Consider I and I; as before. Choose [A] € X, C € G\ H and [})] #
[B] € ®(G") such that g € I1, B> C and A > C. As we have seen in the
proof of Lemma 4.1, [C] € X. Since B > C, we have q|¢] € I;. Therefore
1=(1- qc)) + qc) € M + 1. Hence M + I = R and consequently R is
primitive.

Finally, suppose that (ii) holds. Then G°\ H is downward directed. By
Theorem 3.4, Li (G/(H,S)) is a prime ring. We claim that G/(H, S) satisfies
Condition (L), now with a similar argument as in the previous part if we
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take M = R(1 — q[,))), one can show that M + I = R for every nonzero
two-sided ideal I of R and consequently R is primitive.

To prove the claim, let v = ejes--- €, be a loop in G/(H,S). By (ii) we
have sg(y) > w, so either w = sg() or w # sg(7y). Thus r(e,) # s(ey) or
there is a path « such that sg(a) = sg(y) and {w} C rg(a), respectively.
Therefore v has an exit in G/(H,5). O

A two-sided ideal I of a ring R is called a left (right) primitive ideal if
R/I is a left (right) primitive ring. We note that a graded ideal I(f g) of
Lk (G) is left primitive if and only if it is right primitive.

Theorem 4.2 immediately yields the following.

Corollary 4.3. Let G be an ultragraph. A graded ideal I g 5y of Lk(G) is
primitive if and only if one of the following holds:
(i) S = By, G°\ H is downward directed and every loop in G°\ H has
an exit in GO\ H.
(ii) S = By \ {w} for some w € By and A > w for all A€ G°\ H.
4.2. Non-graded primitive ideals. It is well known that every primitive

ideal of a ring is prime. The next theorem shows that every non-graded
prime ideal of Lx(G) is primitive.

Theorem 4.4. Let G be an ultragraph. A non-graded prime ideal of L (G)
1s prime if and only if it is primitive.

Proof. Let I be a non-graded prime ideal of Lx(G). By Theorem 3.11,
I = Iig By, f(s)), Where G\ H is a downward directed set containing a
loop v without exits in G° \ H and f(z) is an irreducible polynomial in
Klz,z7 Y. Let I :NI/I(H,BH) and sg(y) = v. As in the proof of Theorem
3.11, the ideal g, Iqp, of K|z, 27" generated by f(z) is a maximal ideal.
Hence K|z, x_l]/q[v]fq[v} >~ K. On the other hand, we have

P\ =7 N N T " quldn

Im,By)

I %ﬂ(wa)>%ﬂ L ( ) -1
< K(g)>ﬁ - (H,Bp) - K (HBH) qw) K[a;,a; ]

where P, = p, + I and qw] = Pv + L(m,By)- Since every field is primitive,
we see that Lx(G)/I has a primitive corner and so, I is a primitive ideal of
Lk (9). O

Ezxample 4.5. Consider the ultragraph G given below.

o’ Z\Qf

U—>U
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Set Hy = {v} and Hy = {rg(e)\ {v,v1}} (for X C G° X denotes the
smallest saturated hereditary subset of G° containing X). We have that
By, = {w} and By, = (. Let H be a saturated hereditary subcollection of
G. It can be shown that QO\H is downward directed if and only if H = Hj or
H = Hy. It follows from Theorem 3.4 that Iy, (,}) and I g, g) are (graded)
prime ideals of L (G). Since A > w for every A € G°\ Hy, by Corollary 4.3
(i), I (g, p) is a primitive ideal of Lk (G). I(g, {w}) is not primitive because
f is a loop without exits in G0\ Hy. If g(x) is an irreducible polynomial
in K[x,z~!], then, by Theorem 3.11 and Theorem 4.4, Limy qwygsp)) 18 @
non-graded prime (primitive) ideal in Ly (G). Since every loop in G°\ Ha
has an exit in G%\ Hy, by Corollary 4.3 (i), Iy, g is primitive. Finally, Let
X be the set of prime ideals and Y be the set of primitive ideals in Lx(G).
Then we have

X = {Lay ) L 0y Lo 0 ey fw) (s ) §

and Y = X\{I(#, w})}, Wwhere g() is an irreducible polynomial in K[z, 1.
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