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APERIODIC DYNAMICAL INCLUSIONS OF C*-ALGEBRAS

JONATHAN TAYLOR

ABSTRACT

We define the local multiplier module of a Hilbert module in analogy to the local mul-
tiplier algebra for C*-algebras. We use properties of the local multiplier module to lift
non-closed actions on C*-algebras by Hilbert bimodules to closed actions on local multi-
plier algebras, and descend known results on such closed actions down to their unclosed
counterparts. We define aperiodic dynamical inclusions and characterise them as crossed
products by inverse semigroup actions. We describe the slice structure for such inclusions
and show that all slices arise as linear combinations of slices already present in the inverse
semigroup action.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the most common ways to construct interesting C*-algebras is to build crossed
products from dynamical systems. Given a pair of C*-algebras A < B one can ask whether
B ‘acts’ in a meaningful way on A, and if so can B be explicitly described in terms of
these dynamics. With no further conditions on the C*-algebras A < B, the answer is
probably not. For this reason, many authors have explored the question by adding several
helper-conditions to the inclusion A < B and in various capacities have answered the
question positively.

Two of these helper conditions have been so far inescapable. The first is that A should
contain an approximate identity for B (non-degeneracy), and the second is that B should
be generated as a C*-algebra by normalisers of A. A normaliser of the inclusion A € B is
an element m € B such that m* Am and mAm* are contained in A. This ensures that one
can consider closed A-submodules of normalisers, called slices, without losing information
about B not encoded by these. There are typically two more ingredients in the definition
of these pairs, although these are the conditions which are modified most often in papers
on the topic. One usually requires that A is maximal in some way in B, and that there
is a conditional expectation of some kind P : B — A. The flavour of maximality changes
from author to author, many papers building stronger results from the same conditions or
showing similar results hold under weaker ones. The expectation is sometimes removed in
favour of some other condition at surface level, but often one can build kinds of conditional
expectations using the replaced condition.

One of the first bids to describe these pairs of C*-algebras was by Kumjian [13] and
Renault [22] to study commutative Cartan subalgebras. Renault considered pairs A <
B where A is a maximal commutative subalgebra (masa) in B, and there is a faithful
conditional expectation P : B — A. In combination with results from [I3], Renault was
able to describe these pairs in terms of twisted groupoid C*-algebras for étale, locally
compact, Hausdorff, second countable, effective groupoids. This was later expanded upon
by Exel [7] to allow for noncommutative Cartan subalgebras by replacing (masa) with
a virtual maximality condition and to describe them as reduced section algebras of Fell
bundles over inverse semigroups. This was later expanded upon by Kwasniewski and Meyer
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in [I5], who showed that the Cartan pairs of Exel could be described as crossed products
by closed and purely outer actions, as well as showing that Exel’s virtual maximality
condition is equivalent to a number of other conditions on the inclusion.

Another condition one may put on the pair A € B is aperiodicity, which is explored
in more detail in [I4], [16], and [I7]. This condition guarantees that there is at most one
pseudo-expectation E : B — I(A), that is, a conditional expectation taking values in
Hamana’s injective hull of A. One particular subset of these expectations are expectations
that take values in the local multiplier algebra Mj,.(A) of A, which embeds in the injective
hull of A (cf. [9]).

In this article we aim to mimic results of the previously mentioned authors and pa-
pers while adjusting some of the conditions. We shall consider inclusions A € B that
are aperiodic and have a faithful conditional expectation taking values in the local mul-
tiplier algebra of A. One of the challenges that arises is that the conditional expectation
E : B — My(A) maps part of B isomorphically onto a subalgebra of Mj,.(A). This is
undesireable since the inclusion A € Mj,.(A) is quite badly behaved, as Mjo.(A) does not
have interesting dynamics on A. Thus we shall insist on a technical condition limiting the
multiplicative domain of E as described by Choi [6]. This ensures that the ‘intersection’
between B and Mj,.(A) is as small as possible, namely is exactly A itself.

One of the main tools we use throughout this article is an analogous construction of the
local multiplier algebra applied to Hilbert bimodules. Given a Hilbert A—B-bimodule X,
one can construct a Hilbert Mjo.(A)—Mioc(B)-bimodule, called the local multiplier module
of X, analogously to the construction of the local multiplier algebra. We prove some
useful properties of the local multiplier module of a Hilbert bimodule, following Ara and
Matthiew [I]. We also show how some bimodule-specific properties interact with that local
multiplier module construction.

Our main application of the local multiplier module construction is to take an aperi-
odic action of an inverse semigroup by Hilbert bimodules on a C*-algebra A, and gain
a corresponding Fell bundle over an inverse semigroup with unit fibre M,.(A). To then
gain an inverse semigroup action on Mj.(A) is not immediate, but does follow from an
application of the main theorem of [3]. We can then show that this induced action on
Mo (A) gives rise to an Exel-Cartan inclusion, and so we then have the results of [7], [15]
which we can apply to this induced inclusion. We then show that with another technical
condition (that the canonical conditional expectation has minimal multiplicative domain),
much of the structure of the induced Cartan inclusion descends to the original action of
interest.

Acknowledgements. The author would ilke to thank his doctoral advisor Ralf Meyer
for all the assistance and expertise he provided. This article consists of results from the
author’s PhD thesis [24].

2. LOCAL MULTIPLIER MODULES AND ACTIONS

Analogous to the construction of the local multiplier algebra of a C*-algebra (cf. [T
Definition 2.3.1]), we define the local multiplier module for Hilbert C*-modules. We recall
some key properties of the local multiplier algebra both from [I] and others that follow
from short arguments. We also briefly study the relationship between a C*-algebra and its
local multiplier algebra, and show how some of these properties translate into the Hilbert
module setting. Additionally, we discuss some properties specific to Hilbert (bi)modules
and how these affect properties of local multiplier modules.

2.1. Local multiplier algebras. Throughout, A will denote a fixed C*-algebra, and
Z.(A) will be the lattice of essential ideals of A ordered by containment. Note that Z.(A)
is directed, as the intersection of two essential ideals is itself an essential ideal.
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Definition 2.1 ([I, Definition 2.3.1]). Let I,.J € Z.(A) with J < I. The restriction map
M(I) — M(J) is injective and the collection of these restrictions over the net of essential
ideals gives rise to the inductive limit

Mige(A) := lim  M(I),
IeZ.(A)

which we call the local multiplier algebra of A.

By definition, the multiplier algebras M (I) canonically embed into Mj..(A) for all
essential ideals I <v A. Moreover, if J < A is not essential, the ideal J @ J* is essential and
we have M(J) € M(J)® M (J*+) = M(J@®J'), which then includes into Mjoe(A). In this
fashion, one may think of Mj,.(A) as the C*-algebra generated by multipliers on ideals of
A. Considering that ideals of A are in bijective correspondence with open subsets of the
spectrum A of A, we see that Mj,c(A) is densely spanned by multipliers defined on these
open subsets, hence the name local.

Lemma 2.2 ([I, Lemma 2.3.2]). Let I < Mioe(A) be an ideal. Then InA=1{0}if and
only if I = 0. Moreover, if I is an essential ideal of Mioc(A), then I N A is an essential
ideal of A.

Lemma 2.3 ([I, Lemma 2.3.6]). For each I € Z.(A) we have Mioe(I) = Mioc(A). Let
(A;) be a family of C*-algebras. Then

Mloc ((‘D Az) = HMIOC(Ai)-

Here the product [ [, ; A; of C*-algebras A; consists of bounded families of elements
(a;)ier, that is, each a; is an element of the C*-algebra A;, and there is a constant C' € R
such that ||a;|| < C for all i € I. This differs from the Cartesian product of the A;
as sets, as that product may contain unbounded families. This boundedness criterium is
needed to ensure that the product carries a norm, namely the supremum norm ||(a;)er|| :=
supjer ||l

In the setting where A = Cp(U) is a commutative C*-algebra, essential ideals are of
the form Cy(V') for dense open subsets V' < U, whereby the local multiplier algebra of A
loses the information of 0V for every dense open V < U. In the noncommutative setting,
one may think of the quotient A/I by an essential ideal I € Z.(A) as the ‘boundary’ of I.
Lemma 2.3 implies that even if A/T is non-trivial, the quotient Mjoc(A)/Mioc(I) is always
Z€ero.

Lemma 2.4. Let I< A be an ideal. Then An Moe(I) = An M(I), where the intersection
is taken in Mioc(A).

Proof. Since I @ I L is an essential ideal in A we have the inclusion A < M Il L) =
M(I)@M(I)* in Mjoc(A). The left and right summands each embed respectively into the
orthogonal summands Mjoc(I) and Miee(1+), and so A N Mioe(I) S (M(I) @ M(I1)) n
Moe(I) = M(I). Thus An Mioe(I) = AnAn Moe(I) € An M(I). The reverse inclusion
holds as M(I) S Miec(1). O

Lemma 2.5. Let I <t My,.(A) be an ideal. Then I < Moo(ANT).

Proof. Lemma 23 implies Mjo.(A) = Mloc(fm A)@Mloc((fm A1), Set K := In Mloc((fm
A)1). This is an ideal in Mjoe(A) and so Lemma 22 gives K n A = {0} if and only if K =
{0}. LemmaZ4then implies KN A = InMoo(InA)H)nA = (InA)nM((InA)L) = {0}.
Thus I must be contained in M.((I N A)). O
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2.2. Local multiplier modules. Let A and B be C*-algebras. If X is a Hilbert A—
B-bimodule we denote the right inner product by single angle brackets {-,-) and the left
inner product by double angle brackets {{:,-)). We denote the source and range ideals
s(X) = span{{z,y) : x,y € X} and r(X) = span{{{x,y)) : z,y € X}. By definition of
these ideals, the bimodule X always induces a Morita equivalence between s(X) and r(X).
The bidmodule structure also allows us to classify all subbimodules in terms of their
range and source ideals. If Y € X is a Hilbert A-B-subbimodule, one sees readily that
Ycr(Y) - XandY € X -s(Y). This is in fact equality, since for z € X and y,z € Y we
have z - (y,z) = {z,y)y-z€e A-Y € Y,s0 X -s(Y) €Y (and similarly (V) - X < X).
For a Hilbert A-B-bimodule X, we denote by X* = {z* : x € X} its opposite module.
The opposite module X* has a B—A-bimodule structure. The addition in X* is given by
x* +y* = (x + y)* for x,y € X, the left B-action is given by b - z* = (x - b*)* for b e B
and x € X, and the right A-action is given by z* -a = (a* - )* for a € A and z € X. The
left and right inner products are given by {((z*,y*)) = (x,y) and {(z*,y*) = (z,y)). The
opposite bimodule satisfies X ® p X* =~ r(X) and X* ®4 X =~ s(X), via maps defined on
elementary tensors by  ® y* — ((z,y)) and z* ® y — {z,y) respectively for x,y € X.
One may always consider A equipped with the canonical bimodule structure given by
left and right multiplication, and inner products {a,b) = a*b and {{a,b)) = ab*. The
multiplier algebra M(A) of A can then be identified with the operators A — A that are
adjointable with respect to the right inner product, when acting from the left (see [I8],
Theorem 2.4]). For a more in depth introduction to Hilbert modules we recommend [18].

Notation 2.6. Let X and Y be right Hilbert B-modules. The rank-one operators X — Y
are of the form z — y - (x,z) for x,z € X and y € Y. The space K£(X,Y) of compact
operators X — Y is the completion of the span of rank-one operators X — Y, in the
operator norm ||T|| = supj, =1 ||Tz||. We denote the space of adjointable operators
X - Y by £L(X,Y). If X and Y are Hilbert A-B-bimodules, and we wish to distinguish
between operators that are left-adjointable and right-adjointable, we shall write

Kr(X,Y)={f:X — Y|f is compact in the right Hilbert module structure}
Lr(X,Y)={f:X —Y]|f is adjointable in the right Hilbert module structure}
Krp(X,Y)={f:X — Y|f is compact in the left Hilbert module structure}
Lr(X,Y)={f:X —Y|f is adjointable in the left Hilbert module structure}.

In the case where X and Y are bimodules, and no subscript of L or R is specified as in
K(X,Y) and L(X,Y), we assume these refer to the spaces of maps compatible with the
right Hilbert module structure of X and Y. If X = Y, the spaces K,(X) and L,(X)
for * = L, R are C*-algebras with multiplication given by composition, *-operation given
by taking adjoints, and operator norm. In this scenario we have L1 (X) = M(K(X)) =
M(s(X)) and Lr(X) = M(Kr(X)) = M(r(X)) by [18, Theorem 2.4].

Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule. The space Lr(s(X), X) carriesa M (r(X))-M (s(X))-
bimodule structure by defining

(1-T-0)a=rT1(T(ca)),

for 7€ M(r(X)), o0 € M(s(X)), and a € s(X). For S,T € Lr(s(X), X) we see that S*T is
an adjointable operator on s(X), so uniquely defines a multiplier (S, T") of s(X). Similarly,
ST™* defines an adjointable operator on X which in turn uniquely defines a multiplier on
r(X) = X®p X*, which we label ((S,T")). The assignments (S,7") — (S,T) and (S,T") —
(S, T)) define a Hilbert M (r(X))-M (s(X))-bimodule structure on Lgr(s(X),X).

We define a Hilbert M (r(X))-M (s(X))-bimodule structure on L, (r(X), X) similarly,
and this is eloquently denoted by expressing adjointable maps in L7 (r(X), X) in post-fix
notation: for P € L1(r(X),X) and a € r(X), the map P : r(X) — X evaluated at a is
written aP.
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For 7 e M(r(X)), 0 e M(s(X)),and P e Lr(r(X),X) we define 7- P-o as the map a —
((aT)P)o. This gives Lr(r(X),X) a M(r(X))-M (s(X))-bimodule structure. For P,Q €
Lr,(r(X),X) the compositions P*Q and PQ* define unique multipliers (P, Q) € M (s(X))
and ((P, Q)) € r(X) respectively, which give rise to a Hilbert M (r(X))-M (s(X))-bimodule
structure on Lr,(r(X), X).

There are two isomorphisms X =~ Kr(s(X), X) and X = K (r(X), X) given by mapping
x € X to the respective left and right creation operators of x. That is, x — |x) €
Kr(s(X),X), where |z) is the function mapping b € s(X) to |z)b = x - b. Similarly
(x| € Kr(r(X),X) is the operator mapping a € r(X) to a{{zx| := a - z. Denote the
inverses of these isomorphisms by Zg : Kr(s(X),X) — X and Zf, : Lr(r(X),X) - X
respectively.

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule. Then Lr(s(X),X) and Lr(r(X),X)
are isometrically isomorphic as Hilbert M (s(X))-M (r(X))-bimodules via the map taking
T € Lr(s(X),X) to the operator T : r(X) — X given by

r(X)sa— Eg(al) € X.
The inverse of this map is then given by mapping P € Lp(r(X),X) to the map P e
Lr(s(X),X) given by

s(X)ab— ZL(Pb) € X.
Proof. Fix T € Lr(s(X), X). Since X and Kr(s(X),X) are isomorphic, they have equal
range ideals. Thus the map a — ZEg(aT’) is well defined since aT € 7(X) - Lr(s(X), X) =
Kr(s(X),X). To see that T is adjointable, fix z € X and a € r(X). Then

{aT,z)) = ((Er(aT),z)) = (T, |x))),

which is the unique multiplier on r(X) specified by aT'|x)* = a(|z) o T*)* (note that this
is indeed a multiplier, since we can express it as a composition of adjointable maps). Thus
T has adjoint X — r(X) given by mapping x to the unique multiplier of r(X) associated
to |x) o T™*. This belongs to r(X) = r(X)*r(X) = K£(r(X)) and not solely M (r(X)) since
|x) is a compact operator, so the composition is also.

For S,T € Lr(s(X),X) and x € X we have x(S*,T) = x(S* o T') by definition, which
is exactly

Er((lz) 0 5%) o T) = Eg(|2)S™T) = Er(|2))XS, T) = (S, T).

Thus §* o T = §* o T whereby (S, T) = (S,T) and the assignment T — T is isometric.

Lastly we show that P = P for all P € £(r(X),X). This shall show that the map
T—Tisa surjective map, hence an isomorphisgn, and the map P — P is its inverse. Fix

Pe L(r(X),X). For all a € r(X) we have aP = Eg(aP). This is the unique element

N

of X such that ((Zg(aP)| = aP. Hence Zr(aP)b is the unique element of X satisfying
Zr(aP)b = aPb = aZ;(Pb) = Er(aPb) for all b € s(X). Thus aP = Eg(aP) = aP
whereby P=r. O

Lemma [2.7] allows us to consider Lr(s(X), X ) and L,(r(X), X) as an analogue of the
multiplier algebra for Hilbert modules.

If K < J< B are both essential ideals, then any adjointable operator T' € L(J, X - J)
restricts to a map T|x : K — X -J. Moreover, T|k has range contained in X - K
since each a € K can be written as a = ajag for some aj,as € K and we have T'|ga =
(Taj)ag € X - J - K = X - K. The restriction 7|k is adjointable from K — X - K, with
adjoint T™*|x.x, which takes values in K since T*(X - K) = T*(X - J) - K € K. Thus,
restriction of operators gives rise to a module homomorphism £(J, X - J) - L(K, X - K).
If T e L(J, X -J) restricts to the zero operator on K, then {0} = T*(X-K) =T*(X-J) K,
whereby T*(X - J) is an ideal that annihilates K. But K has zero annihilator in J as K is
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essential in J, whereby T = 0. In particular, T' = 0 if and only if T'|x = 0, and the map
L(J, X -J) > L(K,X - K) is injective. These restriction maps give rise to an inductive
system over essential ideals in B, ordered by reverse inclusion: I < J if and only if J < [I.

Definition 2.8. Let X be a right Hilbert B-module. We define the (right-)local multiplier
module of X as the inductive limit

Xioe := lim  Lp(J,X - J)
JeZ.(B)

taken over essential ideals J < B.
Analogously, if X is a left Hilbert A-module we define the (left-)local multiplier module
of X as
oeX i= lim Lp(I,1-X).
IeZ.(A)

Taking the case X = B, with the canonical B-bimodule structure inherited from mul-
tiplication, we have that Lr(I,B 1) = Lr(I,I) = M(I) = L(I,I) = L1(I,I - B), thus
Bioe = 10eB = Mijoc(B), and these constructions generalise the local multiplier algebra.

Lemma 2.9. Let X be a right Hilbert B-module. For each ideal J <1 B there is an
isomorphism Lr(J, X - J)* = Lr(J,J - X*) of left Hilbert B-modules. In particular
(Xloc)* = IOC(X*)-

Proof. For T € Li(J,X-J), define Sp: J — J-X* = (X-J)* by Sra := (T'a*)*. Then the
map T — Sy gives an anti-isomorphism between Lg(J, X -J) and L (J, J-X*). Moreover,
these anti-isomorphisms entwine the restriction maps in the inductive limit, and so the
inductive limits are isomorphic. O

Many of the following results may be generalised to left Hilbert modules using either
Lemma [2.9] or symmetry arguments.

Lemma 2.10. Let X be a right Hilbert B-module. For any J € Z.(B) we have (X - J)joc =
Xioc-

Proof. This follows because the collection of essential ideals of J is cofinal in Z.(A), over
which the inductive limit is taken. O

In the case where X is a Hilbert bimodule, all subbimodules are of the form X - J for
some ideal J. In particular, a subbimodule Y € X has zero orthogonal complement in
X if and only if the source ideal of Y is an essential ideal of the source of X. In the
bimodule case, this then gives that the local multiplier module of any subbimodule with
zero orthogonal complement is equal to the local multiplier module of the whole original
module.

Corollary 2.11. For any ideal J < B we have Xjoc = (X - (J @ J1))ioc.
Lemma 2.12. Let X and Y be right Hilbert B-modules. Then (X @Y )ioc = Xioe @ Yioc-

Proof. This follows because the map L(J, X -J)®L(J,Y -J) - L(J,(X®Y)-J), (T,S) —
T + S is an isomorphism entwining the restriction maps for all ideals J < B. g

Lemma 2.13. The module X is a right Hilbert Mo.(B)-module.

Proof. The argument at the start of this section shows that Lr(J, X - J) is a right Hilbert
M(J)-module for each essential ideal J < B. The inductive limit structure is preserved
since all the inductive limit maps are restrictions of operators, which clearly preserve the
right actions and inner products. Hence there is an induced right Hilbert Mj,(B)-module
structure on Xjoc. ]
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In a Hilbert bimodule there are, at first glance, two ways to take an orthgonal comple-
ment of a subbimodule (one for each inner product). If Y < X is a Hilbert subbimodule
of a Hilbert bimodule X, and if x € X satisfies (x,y) = 0 for all y € Y, then we also see
that ((y,z)) -z = y{x,z) =0 for all y,z € Y. Thus {{y, z)) belongs to the annihilator of
the range ideal r(Y) for all y € Y. However, the inner product {({y,z)) must also lie in
r(Y), as one may always write y = ay’ for some a € r(Y') and ¢’ € Y by the Cohen-Hewitt
factorisation theorem (see, for example, [I8, Lemma 4.4]). Thus if 2 € X annihilates Y in
the right inner product, it also does so in the left. Symmetrically, we see that orthogonal
complements with respect to both inner products agree. We shall denote both by Y.

Lemma 2.14. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule and let Y < X be a closed Hilbert
subbimodule. Then (Y )10c = (Yioe)" and Xioe = Yioe ® Yhfc

Proof. We have Y = X - s(Y') and so by Lemma we gain
Xloc = (X : (S(Y) @ S(Y)J_))loc = Yioc ® (X : S(Y)J_)loc-
The right summand must then be equal to both (Y1)ioc and (Yiee)*. O

Lemma 2.15. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule and let J < B be an ideal. Then
(X : J)loc = Xloc : Mloc(J)-

Proof. First we show that (X-J)1oc S Xioc:Mioc(J). Fix an essential ideal J'<B, and define
Jl = JJ' ®(JJ')L, and note J. is an essential ideal of A. Fix & € L(J!, (X -J) - J.y).
Then § = |7 @ &|(yryr and since JJoe = JJ' we have €|y = 0, giving £ = £+ 1.
Thus
§ € L(Joss, (X - T)egs) + Mioe(J) S (X - Tioc - Mioe(J)-

This gives (X : J)loc < Xioc - Mloc(J)-

Lemmas and 214 together imply that Xioe - Mioe(J) @ Xioc - Mioe(J) = Xioe =
(X - Dioe ® (X - T)16c. For € € Xioe, T € Mioe(J), and n e (X - J1)jc we have

M, §-1)=mETe((X- JL)IOC=X106> - Mioe(J).

The set (X - J )10¢, Xioe) is contained in Miy(J+) by the above argument, and so the
inner product (n,¢ - 7) is contained in Mioe(J*) - Mioe(J), which is zero by Lemma 23l
Thus Xjoc - Mioc(J) S (X - J)1oc must hold. O

Lemma 2.16. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule. Then Xioe and o X are Hilbert Mo (A)—-
Mo (B)-bimodules.

Proof. We show that Xj, is a left Hilbert Mjo.(A)-module. The case for 1, X then follows
by a symmetric argument, or from Lemma 2.9l For each essential ideal J <1 B, let [; :=
(X -J)@®r(X -J)t. Then I; is an essential ideal in A and we claim I;- X = X -.J. To
see this, note that I satisfies I;- X = r(X -J)- X ®r(X - J)* - X. The range ideal of
rX- )t X-Jisr(X- D)t -r(X-J)={0},s0r(X-J)t X < (X-J)t. Since J is
essential in s(X), we see s((X - J)*) nJ = {0} implies that s((X - J)*) = {0}, whereby
(X-NHt={0}and I;- X = X - J.

For 7 € M(Iy) and T € Lr(J,X - J) we define (77)a := 7(Ta). This bilinear map
commutes with the maps in the inductive system, giving the left action of M..(A) on
Xioe. For TS € Li(J, X - J), we define the left inner product ((T',S)) as the element of
M (r(X - J)) corresponding to 7'S* under the isomorphism £(X -J) = M (r(X - J)) arising
from X - J = Kr(J, X - J).

We also see clearly by construction that ((T',S))P = T'S*P = T(S,P) for all T, S, P €
Xloc, giving the necessary compatibility of left and right inner products. O

We now show that if X is a Hilbert bimodule, then the left and right local multiplier
modules agree.
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Proposition 2.17. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule. For each ideal J < s(X) and the
corresponding ideal Iy := r(X - J), the isomorphisms Lr(J, X - J) = Lr(I1;,1;-X) of
Hilbert M(1;)-M (J)-bimodules from Lemma 27 preserve the inductive limit structures of
Xioe and 10X . In particular, 1oc X = Xioc.

Proof. Let Lr(J,X-J) 3T — T € L1(Iy,1;-X) denote the isomorphism from Lemma 27l
Fix an essential ideal J'< J and note I' = (X - J') is essential in I. If T'e Li(J, X - J)

then T'|; gives the operator T|; € Lp(I',I' - X). For any a € I' and b € J' we have
[aﬂ;/]b — aT) b = aTb = [aT]b, so ﬂ;/ — T|p. Thus the isomorphisms Lr(J, X - J) =~
Lr(Iy,I5-X) arising from Lemma [27] preserve the inductive limit structures and induce
an isomorphism of 1, X and Xjc. O

Proposition .17 allows us to suppress the left- and right- prefixes of the local multiplier
module of a bimodule. In principle these differ as sets, but we shall identify both under
the isomorphism specified above. This is a problem that does not arise in the case of local
multiplier algebras, as these (when considered as Hilbert bimodules) are symmetric, that
is, Mipe(A)* = Moe(A) explicitly.

Lemma 2.18. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule and let Y < Xjoc be a Hilbert Mo (A)-
Mioc(B)-subbimodule of Xioc. Then' Y = {0} if and only if Y n X = {0}.
Proof. Suppose X n'Y = {0}. We have Y = Xj, - s(Y) by the classification of Hilbert
subbimodules, and so
0} =XAY
=X N (Xioe - s(Y))
2 (X - (s(Y)nB)) N (Xioc - 8(Y))

=X (s(Y)n B).
Thus s(Y) n B € s(X)*, and so by Lemma we have s(Y) S Me(s(X)*+). Hence
Y = Xioe - 8(Y) € XioeMioe(s(X)4) = (X - 5(X) )10 = {0} by Lemma O

Lemma[ZT8lis the bimodule analogue of detection of ideals for an inclusion A € M, (A).
It is worth noting that this argument requires X to be a Hilbert bimodule, since without
this condition it is no longer true in general that Y = X - s(Y) (for example, all closed
subspaces of a Hilbert space have the same source ideal C). This shall not be a problem
for us, as in later sections we shall exclusively examine Hilbert bimodules.

Although the construction of the local multiplier module commutes with right multi-
plication by an ideal (as in Lemma [2.T5]), this is not true for balanced tensor products
of Hilbert bimodules. One particular consequence of this is that if X is a Morita equiva-
lence A—B-bimodule, it is not always true that Xj,. induces a Morita equivalence between
Mioc(A) and Mjoe(B). This failure occurs because Xj,. need not be full, even when X is.

Example 2.19. Let X = H be an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. Then H induces
a Morita equivalence between C and the algebra K(?) of compact operators on H, with
s(H) = C and r(H) = K(H). Clearly, Hioc = L(C,H) =~ H as C is simple and unital.
Hence Hioe ®c Hi. = K(H). However, (H ®c H*)ioc = K(H)ioc = B(H), the algebra of
bounded operators on H (considered as a Hilbert bimodule over Mj,.(K(H)) = B(H)),
which is strictly larger than () since H is infinite-dimensional.

Proposition 2.20. Let X be a Hilbert A-B-bimodule and let Y be a Hilbert B-C-
bimodule. There is an isometric bimodule map ® : Xioc ®pr,y.(B) Yioe — (X ®B Y)ioc
extending the canonical embedding X ®pY S Xioc Q. (B) Yioe-

Proof. Fix J € Z.(B) and K € Z.(C). Then, there is J' € Z.(C) such that J-Y =Y - .J/,
and consequently X - JQ®pY -K=X®pJ V- K=X®pY - -JK. Fix{el(JX-J)
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and n € L(K,Y - K). Denote by multygy : JJK ®3Y — J'K -Y the unitary map
implementing the left multiplication of B on Y. Identify n with n|yx € L(J' K, Y - J'K)
and define
pen = (@D omult )t on: K - (X®3Y)JK.

This is an adjointable map since { ® 1, mult iy, and n each are. We claim there is a
bimodule homomorphism @ : Xjoc ®np,,.(B) Yioc — (X ®B Y)ioc that maps the elementary
tensor {&n to ¢, for § € L(J, X-J) andn e L(Y,Y-K). First, note from the definition that
for e M(r(X-J)),we M(Jnr(Y-JK))and 0 € M(J'K), we have ¢r¢yne = TPe wn0-
The assignment (£,7) — ¢, thus respects the balanced tensor product structure and @

will be a bimodule homomorphism. To see that the assignment is isometric, consider J’
as above and fix &;,& € L(J,X - J) and m,me € L(J'K,Y - J'K). For b € J'K we compute

<80§1m1’ @62,n2>(b) = 30217771 Péam2 (b)
= (nf omult gy o0& ®1)(&(a) ®y), where a -y = 12(b),
=1 (§1&2(a)y)
= 17 &7 €am2(b)
= (&1 ® M1, &2 @ n2)(D).

Lastly, for x € X, y € Y, and ¢ € C we have ¢, ,(c) = 2 ®y - ¢, so ® restricts to the
canonical embedding of X ®p Y into (X ®p5 Y )iec- O

The map given in Proposition will in many cases not be adjointable. To see this,
recall Example [ZT9 and note that /C(#H) embeds identically into B(#), but since K(H) is
an essential ideal this map cannot have an adjoint.

The image of Xjoc ® Moo (B) Yioc in the localisation of the tensor product does how-
ever ‘detect’ all Hilbert Mjoe(A)—Moe(C)-subbimodules of (X ®p Y )joe. This follows as
Xioec ®np,o(B) Yioe contains X ®p Y, which detects such subbimodules by Lemma 28]
This then implies that (Xjoe ®Myoe(B) Yioe) ™ = {0}, giving that s(Xj,c ® Moo (B) Yioc) is an
essential ideal of s((X ®pB Y )ioc)-

2.3. Non-triviality conditions for bimodules. One may also ask how the construction
of the local multiplier module process alters non-triviality conditions for bimodules. We
are interested in two particular conditions for Hilbert bimodules: pure outerness and
aperiodicity. Pure outerness is of interest to us for the classification of noncommutative
Cartan pairs (cf. [7], [15]). Aperiodicity is explored in [16] and grants us two properties
of interest: uniqueness of conditional expectations taking value in the injective hull of
a C*-algebra, in particular, the local multiplier algebra ([9, Theorem 1], [17]), and pure
outerness of the local multiplier module of a bimodule (see Proposition ahead). In
later sections we shall use this to construct Cartan pairs by applying the local multiplier
module construction to a special class of actions that do not initially give rise to Cartan
inclusions.

Definition 2.21 ([14] Definition 4.3]). Let X be a Banach A-bimodule. We say that X
is purely outer if the only ideal of J < A such that X - J =~ J is J = {0}.

Definition 2.22 ([I4]). Let X be a normed A-bimodule. We say that = € X satisfies
Kishimoto’s condition if for any € > 0 and any non-zero hereditary subalgebras D < A,
there exists a € D with a > 0 and ||a|| = 1 such that [laza|| < e. We say that X is
aperiodic if all x € X satisfy Kishimoto’s condition.

Lemma 2.23 ([I6, Lemma 5.12]). Subbimodules, quotient bimodules, extensions, finite
direct sums, and inductive limits of aperiodic normed A-bimodules remain aperiodic. If
f: X —>Y is a bounded A-bimodule homomorphism with dense range and X is aperiodic,
then so is Y. If D < A is hereditary, then an aperiodic A-bimodule is also aperiodic as a
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D-bimodule. If J € Z.(A) and X an A-bimodule, then JXJ is aperiodic as a J-bimodule
if and only if X is aperiodic as an A-bimodule.

By [16, Lemma 5.10] no positive non-zero element of A satisfies Kishimoto’s condition
when considering A as an A-bimodule. In particular, no ideals of A are aperiodic other
than the zero ideal. Thus, if X is an aperiodic Banach bimodule and J <t A is an ideal
such that X - J = J, then J is also aperiodic, giving J = 0. This shows that aperiodic
Banach bimodules are purely outer. The converse is in general false. However if X is a
Hilbert A-bimodule and A contains an essential ideal that is simple or of type I, then they
are equivalent by [14, Theorem 8.1].

Proposition 2.24. Let X be an aperiodic Hilbert A-bimodule. Then Xioc s a purely outer
Mioc(A)-bimodule.

Proof. Let I< Mioc(A) be an ideal such that X, - I>~1 Let ®: Xjo.- I — I be such an
isomorphism. Then ® restricts to an injective A-bimodule map ¢ : X n (Xloc-f ) = Mipe(A).
The image of ¢ is an aperiodic A-bimodule by [16, Lemma 5.12]. By [17), Proposition 3.16],
the algebra Mj,.(A) contains no non-zero aperiodic A-bimodule. Hence the image of ¢ is

zero, and so X N (Xjoc - I~) = {0}. Lemma 218 then gives I~ Xppe I = {0}. O

2.4. A Galois connection for Hilbert modules. Let A € B be C*-algebras and let
Z(A) and Z(B) be their respective ideal lattices. There are maps ¢ : Z(A) — Z(B) and
r:Z(B) — Z(A) given by

r(J)=AndJ, i) =BIB,

for I € Z(A) and J € Z(B), where BIB := span BIB is the ideal generated by I in B.
Green [10] observed that these maps form a monotone Galois connection. That is, the
maps r and ¢ have the property that for any I € Z(A) and J € Z(B), the containment
I < r(J) holds if and only if i(I) < J. It follows then that the maps i and r also satisfy
ioroi=1iandroior =r. The map ¢ preserves joins (sum closure of ideals) and the map
r preserves meets (intersections of ideals), and these maps further restrict to mutually
inverse isomorphisms
i(Z(A)) = r(Z(B)).

This argument extends to Hilbert modules. Let X be a Hilbert A-module and let Y be a
Hilbert B-module. Suppose there is an isometric embedding X < Y. Denote by Mod 4(X)
and Modp(Y") the collections of A-submodules of X and B-submodules of Y respectively.
There are analogously defined restriction and induction maps r : Modg(Y) — Mod4(X)
and i : Mod4(X) — Modpg(Y) given by

r(Z2)=ZnX, i(W)=W-B,

where W - B = span W - B is the Hilbert B-module generated by W in Y. One then readily
checks

so these maps also induce a monotone Galois correspondence. A similar argument works
for inclusions A; <€ B; for i = 1,2 and Hilbert bimodules X < Y, where X is a Hilbert
A;—As-bimodule and Y is a Hilbert B1—Bs-bimodule. Thus we have shown that r is a
right adjoint to i_.

In the setting of the inclusion A € Mj,c(A), have an alternative way to induce ideals

of Mipc(A) and Hilbert Mjoc(A)-(bi)modules. If I < A is an ideal and if X is a Hilbert
A-module, we gain an ideal iy (I) := Mjoc(I) of Mijoc(A) and may also induce the Hilbert
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Mioc(A)-(bi)module iy (X) := Xjoc from X. These maps iy do not however induce a
Galois correspondence with restriction r. One counterexample is to consider the com-
pact operators C(H) as in Example Since the local multiplier algebra of K(H) is
the bounded operators B(H), and K(H) is also an ideal in B(#H), we see that K(H) =
K(H) nB(H) = r(K(H)) but iy (IC(H)) = B(H) is not contained in IC(H) if H has infinite
dimension, violating the Galois correspondence condition.

If we restrict to the Hilbert subbimodules W € X, Z < Y satisfying W = r(i;.(W))
and Z =i, (r(Z)), we do however gain

r(Z)cW < Zci(W).

Restricting to this class of ideals, we gain a Galois correspondence and so i, is then the
right adjoint to r for this restricted class.

3. INDUCING INVERSE SEMIGROUP ACTIONS ON THE LOCAL MULTIPLIER ALGEBRA

We shall give the definition of an inverse semigroup action on a C*-algebra A by Hilbert
bimodules as defined and used in [5], [15], [16], and then apply our local multiplier module
construction. This gives rise to a Fell bundel over the acting inverse semigroup, which
after some refinement, gives an action of an inverse semigroup on Mj(A).

3.1. Inverse semigroup actions and crossed products. Throughout the rest of this
article, A shall denote a C*-algebra and S shall denote a unital inverse semigroup. There
is a canonical partial order on S given by t < u if and only if ¢ = ut*t for u,t € S.

Definition 3.1 (cf. [5 Definition 4.7]). An action € = (&, pitu)tues of S on A by Hilbert
bimodules consists of

e Hilbert A-bimodules &; for each t € S; and
e bimodule isomorphisms jis,, : & @4 Eu — Eru;
satisfying
(i) & = A, with the canonical A-bimodule structure;
(ii) the maps 1 : A®aE — & and e 1 £ ®4 A — & are the canonical isomorphisms
coming from the respective left and right actions of A on &; and
(iii) associativity: for all t,u,v € S, the following diagram commutes:

U ®aid v
(& ®aEy) ®a &y _Htu D108 Eru @ E, \l‘//tu,v
ass.] Eruw
€ @ (60 @1 E0) ———— £, @p b
t ®a (Eu ®a Ey) e @y ®a4 it

We shall now give the necessary concepts to build the full and essential crossed products
for inverse semigroup actions. These are the same definitions as in [I5 Section 2.2] and
[16, Section 4], and we refer the reader there for a more in depth explanation.

Ift <wufort,ueSand € isan action of S on A, then there is an inclusion map & — &,
gained from the multiplication maps. These inclusions then restrict to isomorphisms
Jut : & — &y - s(&) = r(&) - &,. For each v < t,u, the maps j;, and j,, induce an
isomorphism 97, : &y - s(Ey) — & - s(Ey) by defining VY4 1= Jtw © j;l Define

o
It,u = Z S(gv),
v<t,u
the closed ideal generated by s(&,) for all v < t,u. We call the ideal I;,, the intersection
ideal for t,u. This is contained in s(&,) N s(&) and the inclusion may be strict. There is
a unique Hilbert bimodule isomorphism ¥, : &, - It — &, - I1,, which for each v < ¢, u
restricts to ¥y, on & - s(&,) by [5, Lemma 2.4]. The algebraic crossed product A xag S
is defined as the quotient of @, g & by the linear span of ¥, 4(£)d, — £6; for t,u € S and
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€& - Iiy. There is a *-algebra structure on A x4, S with multiplication and involution
induced by the maps p,, and the involutions £ — &. There is then a maximal C*-norm
on A X S.

Definition 3.2 ([I5, Definition 2.7]). The full crossed product A x S of the action & is
defined as the maximal C*-completion of the *-algebra A x4 S.

We also define some non-triviality conditions for inverse semigroup actions. Kwasniewski
and Meyer ([15], [16]) show that actions satisfying these conditions give rise to inclusions
of C*-algebras satisfying certain maximality conditions that are useful in the analysis of
Cartan-like pairs.

Definition 3.3 (16, Definitions 6.1, 6.9]). Let £ be an action of an inverse semigroup S
on A. We say that the action is purely outer if & - I lL,t is a purely outer A-bimodule for

each t € . We say that the action is aperiodic if & - Iﬁt is an aperiodic A-bimodule for
each t € S.

A definition of the reduced crossed product for such an action can be found in [I5]
Section 2.2]. This involves the construction of a weak conditional expectation £ : Ax S —
A” taking values in the enveloping von Neumann algebra of A. One may also consider
essentially defined conditional expectations or local expectations that instead take values
in the local multiplier algebra Mj,.(A) of A.

Recall that for a C*-algebra A we denote Hamana'’s injective hull by 1(A) [12].

Definition 3.4 ([I6 Definitions 3.1,3.7]). Let A € B be a C*-inclusion. A generalised
expectation for A < B consists of another C*-inclusion A € A and a completely positive
contractive linear map F : B — A such that E restricts to the identity on A. We say
that E is faithful if E(b*b) = 0 implies b = 0 for all b € B, and FE is almost faithful if
E((ba)*ba) = 0 for all a € B implies b = 0 for all b€ B. If A = M,.(A) we call E an
essentially defined conditional expectation or a local expectation. If A = T (A) then we call
FE a pseudo-expectation.

Since Mjoc(A) canonically embeds in I(A) by a result of Frank [9] we can consider
Moc(A) < I(A). With this one may consider local expectations as a special case of
pseudo-expectations.

The dense subalgebra A x4, S of A% S is exactly the span of the bimodules & under the
canonical inclusions & — A xS, £ — [£0:]. Each of these maps is injective, so we identify
each & with its image in A X4, 5. We define a local expectation EL : A xS — Mioc(A)
as follows Let ¢ € S. Recalling the isomorphism 91, : & - I1; — I14, each § € & defines
an element of M(I1 ;) € Mioc(A) via EL(E) : a — Y1 4(§ - a). By [16], Proposition 4.4] this
extends to a local expectation EL : A x S — Mjyc(A), which we call the canonical local
expectation. We denote by Npy, the largest ideal contained in ker(EL).

Definition 3.5. The essential crossed product is defined as the quotient
A X ess S = (A X S)/NEL

The local expectation EL descends to a local expectation A Xegs S — Mjpe(A), which we
also denote by EL.

Theorem 3.6 ([16, Theorem 4.12]). The canonical local expectation EL : A Xegs S —
Moc(A) is faithful.

Renault [22], and earlier Kumjian [I3] considered inclusions of C*-algebras A € B such
that the larger algebra B is densely spanned by elements that normalise A in the following
sense: n € B is a normaliser if n*An,nAn* < A. This has since been taken as a standard
assumption for Cartan pair-like objects in [7], [15], and many others. For an action £ of
a unital inverse semigroup S on a C*-algebra A (or more generally a Fell bundle over S
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with unit fibre A), the inclusion A € A x S has this property. This is because each &
carries an A-bimodule structure, and together they span a dense subspace of A x S.

Definition 3.7. Let A < B be an inclusion of C*-algebras. We call the inclusion regular
if the set of normalisers N(A,B) = {n € B : n*An,nAn* < A} spans a dense subspace
of B. Closed subspaces M < N(A, B) such that AM, MA < M are called slices, and
the collection of slices for the inclusion A < B is denoted S(A4, B). A subslice N of
M e S(A, B) is a slice N contained in M.

If A € B is a non-degenerate inclusion then M* M, M M* < A for any slice M € S(A, B),
giving each slice a Hilbert A-bimodule structure with inner products induced from the
multiplication in B. The set S(A, B) then becomes an inverse semigroup with operation
M - N :=span M N and *-operation given by the adjoint in B. For brevity of notation
we write M N to denote the closed linear span of products of elements in M and N. This
gives rise to the tautological action of S(A, B) on A, where the bimodules for the action
are the slices, and the multiplication isomorphisms are induced by the multiplication in
B. In the case where one has a closed and purely outer action £ of S on A, Kwasniewski
and Meyer [15] showed one can reconstruct slices for the inclusion A € A x, S from the
bimodules &;.

In general if A € B is a regular non-degenerate inclusion then the slice inverse semigroup
S(A, B) acts tautologically on A via the action €x = X for slices X € S(A4, B), and
multiplication maps given by the multiplication in B.

We then gain the following classification of certain C*-inclusions in terms of actions by
inverse semigroups.

Theorem 3.8. Let A < B be a non-degenerate inclusion of C*-algebras, and let F :
B — I(A) be a faithful pseudo-expectation. Suppose there is a densely spanning inverse
subsemigroup S < S(A, B) that acts aperiodically on A. Then there is an isomorphism
© 1 A Xegs S — B that restricts to the identity on A and entwines E with the canonical
local expectation EL. In particular, the expectation E takes values in Moc(A) and the
inclusion A € B is aperiodic.

Proof. The inclusion A € A x S is aperiodic by [16, Proposition 6.3], so the local expecta-
tion EL: A xS — Mpc(A) € I(A) is the unique pseudo-expectation for the inclusion by
[I7, Theorem 3.6]. Let ® : A x S — B be the canonical *-homomorphism. This is surjec-
tive as it spans each of the slices in S. Then Eo® : Ax S — I(A) is a pseudo-expectation,
and so is equal to E'L by uniqueness.

The map ¢ then descends to an isomorphism ¢ : A x S/ker(®) — B, so it suffices
to show that the kernel of ® is Mgy, the largest ideal contained in the kernel of EL,
as taking the quotient by this ideal gives the essential crossed product. Fix x € ker(®).
Then EL(z*x) = E(®(z*z)) = 0 so z € Ngr. Conversely, = € Ng if and only if
0 = EL((xy)*zy) by [16, Proposition 3.5], so 0 = EL((zy)*zy) = E(®(zxy)*®(zy)). Since
E is faithful, it is almost faithful by [16, Corollary 3.7], and since ® is surjective we see
that ®(z) = 0. Thus ® descends to an isomorphism ¢ : A XS — B. The inclusion
A C A X S is then aperiodic since the quotient map g : A xS — A X S descends
to a bounded surjective bimodule map (A x S)/A — (A xes S)/A, and the image of an
aperiodic bimodule is aperiodic by Lemma 2.23] ]

The universal property of I(A) ensures that for any C*-inclusion A € B there is always a
pseudo-expectation F : B — I(A) extending the identity map on A. Under the conditions
of Theorem B.8 we then gain that E must in fact take values in Mjo.(A), as the canonical
pseudo-expectation associated to the essential crossed product does.

3.2. The dual groupoid to an inverse semigroup action. If £ is an action of S on
A, there is an induced action £ = (£)es of S on A such that & : s(&) — r(&) for each
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t € S. The construction of the transformation groupoid A x S associated to £ can be
found in [I5, Section 2.3].

Definition 3.9 ([I6]). We call € the dual action to the action € of S on A. The trans-
formation groupoid A x S is called the dual groupoid.

The unit space of the dual groupoid AxSis homeomorphic to A via the map A
(A x 8)O [x] — [1,[x]]. We often identify A and (A x S)© under this map. By [I5]
Proposition 2.17], an action £ : S —~ A is closed if and only if the unit space Aof AxS
is a closed subset.

By construction of the essential crossed product, there are injective A-bimodule maps
& — A Xess S where the image of each & is a slice for this inclusion. Let B := A Xgg S.
We gain a canonical homomorphism S — S(A, B) by mapping t € S to the corresponding
image of & in B. We then gain a canonical groupoid homomorphism ¢ : AxS —
A x S(A,B) via ¢[t,[x]] = [&,[r]]. The inverse semigroup S also canonically maps
into the bisection inverse semigroup Bis(A x S(A, B)) by mapping t € S to the bisection

e

{[&, [7]] : [7] € s(&)}. In general these homomorphisms are not injective. For example, if
Aq and As are C*-algebras, consider the action generated by a self-inverse automorphism
on Aj, and extend this to an automorphism o on A := Ay @ As by acting trivially on A,.
Then the germ relation for a group action is trivial since groups only have one idempotent:
the unit. Thus over every irreducible representation of As there is non-trivial isotropy,
but if we consider A x S(A, A Xeg Zg), we see that [a, [7]] = [id, []] for all [7] € Ay as
alc = id |¢. These two germs differ in A % 7y, since the only germ relations we may take
there are trivial, so [a, [7]] # [id, [7]] in A x Zs for all [7] € A.
This can be remedied by assuming that our action has enough idempotents.

Lemma 3.10. Let € be a purely outer action of S on A such that for each the open sets
E. < A for idempotents e € S form a basis for the topology on A. Write B i= A Xegs S.
Then the canonical homomorphism ¢ : AxS— Ax S(A, B) is injective.

Proof. Fix [t,[r]] € Ax S with [&, [7]] = [A, [x]], that is, ¢[t, [r]] is a unit in AxS(A, B).
Then there is an open subset U < A such that ét|U = idy. Let e € S be an idempotent
such that & < U and [7] € €. Then & - & = &, giving & = & - s(&.), and we see that
e = te since the action £ is purely outer. Thus [¢,[n]] = [e,[n]] is a unit since e is an
idempotent. O

We note that by [2, Theorem 7.2] we can without loss of generality assume our inverse
semigroup has enough idempotents, so that the criteria of Lemma [3.10l are always satisfied.

3.3. Extending actions to local multiplier algebras. The results of Exel in [7] and
Kwasniewski-Meyer in [15] require that the action of S on A is closed, that is, the condi-
tional expectation FL takes values in A. Since for our purposes the canonical expectation
FEL need not take values in A, we are unable to immediately use these results. To circum-
vent this, we construct a closed action on M,.(A) from the action on A, then show that
the inclusion A € A x¢ S embeds into the crossed product associated to this extended
action.

Unfortunately, one cannot simply take an action £ of S on A, replace the modules with
the local multiplier counterparts, and then gain an action on Mj,.(A). The obstruction
to this is that the map in Proposition is not always an isomorphism, so we do not
always have (&)ioc @, (4) (Eulloc = (€t @A Eu)ioc. Our solution is to instead create a
non-saturated Fell bundle with these local multiplier modules, and then gain a saturated
Fell bundle using [3, Theorem 7.2], which is then equivalent to an inverse semigroup action

on Mpe(A).
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Definition 3.11 (]2, Definition 2.10]). Let S be an inverse semigroup. A Fell bundle
over S is a collection A = (A;)es of Banach spaces A; together with a multiplication
Ay x Ay — Ay, for all t,u € S, an involution * : Ay — A for each ¢ € S, linear maps
Jtu + Ay — Ay for t,u e S with u < t satisfying the following:
(i) the multiplication is bilinear 4; x A, — Ay, for all t,u € S;
(ii) the multiplication is associative;
(i) flabl] < llal] - | o]l for all a,be Uyeg As
(iv) * is conjugate linear on each Ay;
(v) (a*)* = a, ||a*|| = ||a]|, and (a - b)* = b* - a* for all a,b € | J,cq At;
(vi) ||la*al|| = ||a||? and a*a is a positive element in the C*-algebra A+, for all ¢ € S and
a € ./415;
(vii) ji, is an isometric linear map for all ¢,u € S with u < ¢;
(viil) if v < u <t then jiy = jru © Juw;
(ix) if s <tand w < v in S then jis(a) - jyu(b) = jisu(a-b) for all a € As and b e A,;
(x) if s <t then jis(a)* = jix s+ (a*) for all a € Aj.
If A; - A; spans a dense subspace of Ay for all s,t € S, we say that the Fell bundle A is
saturated. If S is unital we call Ay the unit fibre of the Fell bundle A.

One can build a C*-algebra out of the sections of a Fell bundle.

Definition 3.12 (7, Definition 3.4], [15, Definition 2.7]). Let A be a Fell bundle over
a unital inverse semigroup S with unit fibre Ay = A. Let L(A) := @,cq A and N :=
span {as0s — jis(as)d: = s,t € S, s < t, as € Ag}. The full cross sectional C*-algebra
is C*(A) is defined as the maximal C*-completion of £(A)/N with multiplication and
involution inherited from the Fell bundle.

Each fibre A; of the Fell bundle A embeds canonically in £(A)/N via A; 5z — [zd,] €
L(A)/N, and so embeds in the full C*-algebra C*(A). Identifying each fibre with its
image in C*(A) we see that & - I, = &, - Ity = & 0 &, for each t,u € S. In particular,
we have I ; = & n A.

Proposition 3.13. Let A be a C*-algebra, S an inverse semigroup, and € = (&, it )t ues
an action of S on A by Hilbert bimodules. There exists a Fell bundle A over S with unit
fibre Myoc(A) such that Ay = (Et)ioc for each t € S.

Proof. Define A; := (&)1oc. For t,u € S we define the multiplication by

- M = et @t (4) ) & e A,y € Ay,
where [is ,, is the map induced by pi;,, using Proposition 2.20l By Lemma and Propo-
sition 217 we canonically identify (&);, and (Ep )ioc, and can define the * : Ay — Ay« by
mapping each & € (& )ioc to its corresponding adjoint & € (&)f. = (& )loc-
One readily checks that this structure satisfies the axioms of a Fell bundle. O

Definition 3.14. We call the Fell bundle A defined in Proposition .13 the induced local
Fell bundle of the action &.

The main use of the induced local Fell bundle will be that it ‘closes’ the action. By this,
we mean the associated conditional expectation for this Fell bundle shall be a genuine
conditional expectation C*(A) — Mi.(A) rather than a generalised local expectation
taking values in Mjoc(Mioc(A)) (note here that the term ‘genuine’ is in reference to the
inclusion Mjo.(A) € C*(A)). This is however not immediately true, but it can be done
without loss of generality. To show this, we recall that any such inverse semigroup action
can be refined to one with “enough idempotents”.

Proposition 3.15 ([15, Proposition 5.2]). Let £ be an action of a unital inverse semigroup
S on a C*-algebra A. Let v : S — Bis(A x S) be the canonical inclusion (t) = Uy =
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{[&, [7]] : [7] € s/(\Et)} There is an action € of S := Bis(A x S) on A such that Ery = &

A

for all't € S and a canonical isomorphism A x S = A x Bis(A x S) that restricts to the
identity on each & = &,(;y. If the map v is surjective, we say that £ is fine.

The action € in Proposition is called the refinement of €. The proof of Proposi-
tion 318 in [I5] shows that each bimodule & for U € Bis(A x S) is of the form

gU = Z gti J’i7
ieC
for some t; € S and J; < A, where C' is some indexing set.

Lemma 3.16. The action & is aperiodic if and only if the refinement € is aperiodic.

Proof. If the refined action £ is aperiodic then & - T ft =&y, -1 f:Ut is aperiodic for all t € S.
Thus & is aperiodic.

Suppose the action & is aperiodic. Fix U € Bis(A x S) and write & = Dicc & - Ji for
some t; € S and J; <t A, where i € C' and C' is some indexing set. For each U € Bis(A x S)
the supremum over V' < 1,U in Bis(fl X S) is the bisection U N A. Thus the intersection
ideal Iy is given by gUmA =&, - Jin A For each i € C' we have

L
Ji Iy = J;- (Z&k-kaA>

keC
< Ji- (&, - Ji 0 At
=Ji- (& n Ji)L.
Thus for each ¢ € C' we have

E - Ji Ty S & Ji- (&, 0 Ji)*

1
=&, Ji - It
1
g 5t¢ ° ILti'

The bidmodule &, - I f’ti is aperiodic as the action £ is aperiodic, and so we see that each
&, i L iU is an aperiodic bimodule. The span of these bimodules over i € C' is a dense
subspace of & - T 1L,U' Thus the bimodule & - T ﬁU is aperiodic by [14, Lemma 4.2], and so

the action £ is aperiodic. O

Corollary 3.17. The canonical isomorphism A xg S = A xg S entwines the canonical
local expectations associated to each action, and hence the isomorphism descends to an
isomorphism A Xg ess S = A XE ess S of the essential crossed products.

Proof. The canonical local conditional expectations agree on each & = Ey, for each t € S,
and these span dense subspaces of both A x¢ S and A xz S. Thus the isomorphism
descends to the essential crossed products. O

Proposition BI85, Lemma [3T6, and Corollary B.I7 together allow us to, without loss
of generality, assume that any action we wish to consider is refined. In particular, we
gain the intersection property that allows us to write any intersection ideal associated to
t,ue S as I, = Eny for some t nu e S. From this point on we identify an action £ with
its image in the refinement in this way, or we may assume the action £ is fine.

Lemma 3.18. Let £ : S —~ A be a fine action, so that S = Bis(A x S). For each t € S let
Tht = D<1 5(Av) be the intersection ideal for 1,t € S for the induced local Fell bundle
A. Assume that the action £ is fine. Then Iy = Mioc(I14).
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Proof. Identifying S with Bis(/l x S) we see that 7, = gth = (& ioc = I1,t)10c =
Mloc(Il,t)- O

Corollary 3.19. The canonical weak conditional expectation E : C*(A) — M(A)"
and local expectation EL : C*(A) — Moc(Moc(A)) are genuine (that is, take values in
Mioc(A), and agree).

Proof. Using the characterisation of EL in [4, Lemma 4.5] and the definition of EL, we
see that for t € S and £ € A; we have

E(§) = EL(€) = & 1r,,
where 17, , is the unit in Mjoc(11,¢), which is equal to Z; ; by Lemma 318 O

The canonical weak expectation mentioned in Corollary B.I9 is that defined in [4]
Lemma 4.5]. The definition of this expectation is not given in here, since under the
conditions we impose this expectation is equal to the canonical local expectation.

We shall now use [3, Theorem 7.2] to gain a saturated Fell bundle £ over an inverse
semigroup S, such that any constructed C*-algebras from A and € are isomorphic via an
isomorphism that entwines conditional expectations. If the original action is aperiodic,
the induced local action we construct will be closed and purely outer.

Proposition 3.20. Let £ be an action of S on A. There exists an inverse semigroup S
and a closed inverse semigroup action € of S on Mige(A) such that My,c(A) x S = C*(A)
via an isomorphism that maps Moc(A) identically to itself and entwines the canonical
local conditional expectations. Moreover, if £ is an aperiodic action, then the action & is
purely outer.

Proof. The saturated Fell bundle exists by [3, Theorem 7.2] and the bimodules associated
to the action are of the form &, = r(Ay,)...7 (A, )A; for some ti,...,t,,t € S, and the
isomorphism described in [3, Theorem 7.2] maps each A; identically to itself. We see that
the isomorphism C*(£) — Mjee(A) x S must preserve the conditional expectations, since
on each fibre A, we have that the conditional expectation is the restriction of E on A,
to a subbimodule. The conditional expectation is genuine on C*(.A) by Corollary B.I9] so
the action £ is closed. If £ is an aperiodic action, then each of these bimodules acts purely
outerly since each A; oIﬁt =(&-1 ﬁt)loc is purely outer by Lemma O

Remark 3.21. The inverse semigroup S in Proposition is called the prefix expansion
of S and its construction can be found in [3]. The prefix expansion of S is the inverse
semigroup generated by S under alternative relations. These relations give rise to more
idempotents in S, as well as a canonical injective partial homomorphism m : S — S, which
is an injective map satisfying 7(¢)* = 7 (t*), n(tu) < w(t)w(u) for all t,u € S, and if t < wu
then 7(t) < 7(u). In the context of this induced local Fell bundle, we have shown that
gt* =&, gt®M1 (A )Eu c &y forallt,ue S, and & < &, in C*(E) whenever ¢ < u, which
exactly describes a partial homomorphism.

The prefix expansion inverse semigroup (denoted Pr(S)) in general differs from the
refinement Bis(fl x S) in Proposition for two main reasons. The construction of
the prefix inverse semigroup depends only on the inverse semigroup S and is therefore
independent of the C*-algebra A and the action S —~ A, whereas the refinement Bis(A x S )
can differ based on both these choices. For example, the idempotent lattice of Bis(fl x S) is
canonically isomorphic to the ideal lattice of A. The second place where the construction of
Pr(9) differs is a consequence of its universal property. Since the prefix inverse semigroup
is universal for submultiplicative maps from S, the canonical map S — Pr(S) may not be a
semigroup homomorphism, but rather a submultiplicative map. The map S — Bis(/i x S)
however is always a semigroup homomorphism.
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Definition 3.22. Let £ be an action of S on A. We call the action € of S on Mioc(A)
the induced local action.

The induced local action coming from an aperiodic action £ gives rise to a Cartan
inclusion Mjoe(A) S Mioc(A) xS in the sense of Exel [7] by [15, Theorem 4.3]. The
inclusion we are interested in however is A © A X S, 80 we require a way to descend the
structure of the induced inclusion to the original inclusion.

Theorem 3.23. Let £ be an action of S on A. There is an injective homomorphism
A Xegs S > Mioe(A) xS that commutes with the inclusions & — & S Mioc(A) xS for
each t € S. That is, for each t € S the following diagram commutes:

515 — A NessS

| ]

& — Mioe(A) %, S

Proof. By Proposition B.I5we may assume the action £ is fine. Recall that A x.S is defined
as the maximal C*-completion of A X, S, which is in turn the quotient of @, ¢ & by
N = span {£0; — Vs 4(&)0s = t,s € S,& € & - It s} Similarly, Mjoc(A) x S is the quotient
of @,cq & by the ideal N = span {&0r — ﬁs,t(&)& ct,se S, & e & - Moc(It,s)}. The
inclusion @,.¢ & — Pyes &; descends to both quotients since under this inclusion as we
have ' € N whereby we gain a map A Malg S = Mige(A) Xalg S. This map then extends
to a homomorphism i : A xS — M.(A) x S.

To see this map descends further to the essential and reduced crossed products, we first
show that the map entwines conditional expectations. For & € &, the element EL(&) €
Mioc(A) is defined as the multiplier in M (1) mapping a — &:a, where & - I+ and I 4
are identified via ¥ ;. By the proof of Corollary .19 the element E (&) € Myoc(A) is given
as E(&) =& 1p,,. Thus for a € I1; we have E(i(&t))a = & - a, where & - Ty 4 is identified
with Z; ; by applying Proposition to the isomorphism ¥ ;. Since the bimodules &
span a dense subspace of A Xeg S, we see that EL = F o4. Since A Xes S is the quotient
of A x S by the ideal Np;, = {a€ A x S: FEL(a*a) =0} = {a€ Ax S : Eoi(a*a) = 0}
we have i(Ngr) € Nj, so ¢ descends to a map on A Xeg S.

Lastly we show that i is injective on A X5 S. To see this, we note that an element
a € A Xess S is mapped to zero under 4 if and only if it satisfies E(i(a*a)) = EL(a*a) = 0,
giving a = 0. U

Theorem 323 allows the dynamic and algebraic structures of the actions £ and € to
be encoded in the one algebra Mj,c(A) X S, and provides a setting useful for computa-
tions. Throughout the rest of this article we identify the modules &, &;, and the algebras
A, Mioc(A) and A X S with their images in Mo (A) X, S via Theorem [3:231

Remark 3.24. The refinement from S to Bis(/l x S) is required since taking local multiplier
algebras does not commute with taking inductive limits. Given a countable collection
(Ay)nen of non-zero C*-algebras, one may consider the inductive system given by algebras
B, = @?:1 A; with maps ¢, = (idp,,0) : B, — B, @ Ap+1 = Bpyi. The inductive limit
of this system is the direct sum @, An. Finite direct sums agree with finite direct
products, so Lemma [Z3] gives that M,.(-) preserves finite direct sums. By Lemma 23]
the local multipiler algebra of the inductive limit of the system B, is then

neN neN

Mo (h_r)n Bn) = Mioc (@ An) = H Mloc(An)a
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which is a unital C*-algebra. The inductive limit of local multiplier algebras is however

n
h_n)lMloc(Bn) = h_r)n @ Mloc(Aj) = @ Mloc(An)-
7=1 neN
This cannot be isomorphic to the local multiplier algebra of the inductive limit, since
direct sums of infinitely many non-zero C*-algebras are never unital.

4. APERIODIC DYNAMICAL INCLUSIONS

With Theorem B.23] we see that A Xegs S embeds into Mjpe(A) Xy S in a way that
preserves the inclusion A € Mjoc(A). As briefly mentioned, the inclusion A € Mjoc(A) is
problematic, and so we wish to ensure that the intersection of A Xegs S and Mjpe(A) in
Mioc(A) %y S is as small as possible. The local conditional expectation FL : A e S —
Mioc(A) restricts to a *-homomorphism on at least A, since FL|4 = id4, and so to
minimise the intersection between Mjo.(A) and A x5 S we investigate the circumstances
under which E'L restricts to a *-homomorphism only on A.

4.1. Inclusions with minimal multiplicative domain.

Definition 4.1. Let A € B be an inclusion of C*-algebras and let E : B — A be a
generalised expectation. We say that E has minimal multiplicative domain (MMD) if the
following subset is equal to A:

W(E) := {be B: E(b*b) = E(b*)E(b), E(bb*) = E(b)E(b*)}.

The set u(E) for an expectation E is the (two-sided) multiplicative domain of E; the
largest C*-subalgebra of B, on which E restricts to a *-homomorphism. This charac-
terisation is adapted from Choi [6, Theorem 3.1] in which the multiplicative domain for
2-positive maps between C*-algebras is defined. This formulation applies here as gen-
eralised expectations are completely positive by definition, and the two-sided condition
ensures that u(E) is *-closed. The ‘minimal’ descriptor of the definition of (MMD) stems
from the fact that we always have A € u(F), as E restricts to the identity on A.

If E is faithful, then E restricts to an injective *-homomorphism pu(FE) — A. Thus,
in the case of a faithful genuine conditional expectation F : B — A, the multiplicative
domain of F is always minimal.

Lemma 4.2. Let & be an action of S on A and let € be its induced local action. Consider
A Xess S as a subalgebra of Mype(A) Xy S as in Theorem B23. Then the multiplicative
domain of EL : A Xegs S — Mioc(A) is equal to the intersection Mioc(A) N A Xess S, where
the intersection is taken in Moc(A) Xy S.

Proof. Let E : Mioc(A) %y S — Mioc(A) be the canonical conditional expectation for the
action £. By Theorem [B.23] the inclusion A Xess S S Mioc(A) %, S entwines conditional
expectations, so we have E|sx..s = FL. Since FE is a faithful genuine expectation we

have u(E) = Mioc(A). Thus
((EL) = i(E|an.s) = (E) N A Xegs S = Mige(A) N A Xegs S O

Corollary 4.3. The local expectation EL for the inclusion A S A Xegs S has minimal
multiplicative domain if and only if Mioc(A) N A Xegs S = A.

Corollary [4.3] does not work generally for the modules & S A xq5 S: it fails even for
non-unital ideals /< A since Lemma [2.4] gives Mioc(I)NAxess S = M(I)nA 2 I. However,
we always will have containment & € & N A Xegs S.

Lemma 4.4. Let £ be an action such that EL : A Xegs S — Mioc(A) has minimal multi-
plicative domain. Forte€ S we have & = (& N A Xegs S) - 5(E).



20 JONATHAN TAYLOR

Proof. The inclusion & < (& N A Xegs S) - s(&) follows since & is contained in both & and
A Xess S, and & = & - s(&). We shall show that E N A X S is a Hilbert A-bimodule,
and then the reverse inclusion follows as the source ideals will be equal.

For £,1 € & n A % S, both (&, ) = §*n and (&, n)) = &n* belong to Mic(A) as &
is a Hilbert Mjo.(A)-bimodule, and belong to A xess S as £,m € A X S which is closed
under its own multiplication. Thus the inner products of & N A X S take values in
Mioc(A) N A Xegs S, which is A by Corollary 43l Then E N A Xes S is closed under the
left and right A-multiplications as both E and A X S are, and is norm-closed as an
intersection of closed subsets of Mjoc(A) % S. O

4.2. Slice reconstruction. With these stronger results for inclusions with minimal mul-
tiplicative domain we can now define the class of inclusions we wish to study.

Definition 4.5. Let A € B be an inclusion of C*-algebras. We say the inclusion is an
aperiodic dynamical inclusion if the following conditions hold:
(1) A < B is non-degenerate;
(2) there exists an inverse subsemigroup S < S(A, B) such that the tautological action
of S on A is aperiodic; and
(3) there exists a faithful pseudo-expectation E : B — I(A) with minimal multiplica-
tive domain.

Proposition 4.6. Let A < B be an aperiodic dynamical inclusion. Let E : B — I(A)
be the associated faithful pseudo-expectation with minimal multiplicative domain and let
S < S(A, B) be the distinguished inverse subsemigroup acting aperiodically. Then there
is an isomorphism ¢ : A Xess S — B that entwines conditional expectations and hence
restricts to the identity map on A.

Proof. Aperiodic dynamical inclusions satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [B.8, which then
gives the desired results. O]

Corollary 4.7. Let £ be an aperiodic action such that the local expectation EL : AXegS —
Mioc(A) has minimal multiplicative domain. Then A € A Xess S is an aperiodic dynamical
inclusion, and up to isomorphism every aperiodic dynamical inclusion is of this form.

One of the statements in [I5, Theorem 5.6] is that the bisection inverse semigroup
Bis(fl x S) for a closed and purely outer action is isomorphic to the slice inverse semigroup
S(A, A %, S). Slices for the inclusion A € A x, S can then be recovered from their
intersections with the bimodules &. Thus all non-trivial slices for the inclusion A € A%, .S
inherit pure-outerness, and there can be no wayward slices outside of those coming from
the action. We shall apply this to the inclusion Mijoc(A) S Mioc(A) %y S, and then use
(MMD) to descend properties to the inclusion A € A xeg5 S.

Lemma 4.8. Let £ : S —~ A be a closed and purely outer action. Let X < A xS be a
slice. Then X =Y ,.¢ X n&.

Proof. The inclusion )¢ X n & < X is clear. The proof of [15, Theorem 5.6] shows that
X is the closure of the span of slices & - J; for some t € T' € S and ideals J; < A. Each
& - Jy is contained in & and X, so we gain the desired result. O

In the remainder of this section we shall fix an action £ of S on A such that the canonical
local expectation EL : A Xegs S — Mjpc(A) has minimal multiplicative domain. We shall
denote by £ the induced local action of S on Mje.(A) arising from £. By Proposition
we may and will without loss of generality assume the action £ to be fine.

Corollary 4.9. Let }7 C Mige(A) %, S be a slice for the induced inclusion Mo (A) <
Mioc(A) %, S. Then Y = {0} if and only if Y N A xess S = {0}, where the intersection is
taken in Mioc(A) xS using Theorem B.23).
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Proof. If Y = {0} then clearly Y n A Xess S = {0}. Conversely if Y # {0} then Lemma .8
implies that for some ¢ € S we have Y n€ # {0}, which is a subbimodule of &. Lemma[2Tg]
then gives {0} #Y n&ENE S Y M A Xegs S. O

If X © A xes S is a slice, one would want to analyse a corresponding slice X c
Mioc(A) %, S generated by X.

Lemma 4.10. Let X A Xess S be a slice for the inclusion A € A X5 S. Considering
A Xess S € Mioc(A) xS as in Theorem B.23], X := span Mjoc(A) - X - Mioc(A) is a slice
for Mioe(A) S Mige(A) %, S and satisfies X = (X N A Xegs S) - 8(X).

Proof. We first show that X is a slice for Mioe(A) S Mige(A) %y S. Fix z,y € X and
a€ M(J) for some J € T.(A). Let I := s(J-X)@®s(J-X)*. This ideal is essential in A by
construction, and satisfies X - I = J - X. By the Cohen-Hewitt Factorisation Theorem for
all b € I there exists z € X and c € J such that yb = cz. We then have (z*ay)b = z*(ac)z €
X*M(J)JX = X*JX = s(J - X) < I. We also note that b(z*ay) = (xb*)*ay belongs to
(X -I)*M(J)X = (J- X)*M(J)X = X*JM(J)X < I. Thus z*ay is a multiplier on I,
so belongs to the local multiplier algebra. Since ||z*ay|| < ||z|| - ||y]| - ||al|, it follows that
2* Mige(A)y S Mige(A) for all 2,y € X. Thus X* Me(A)X = span Mie(A) - X* - Mige(A) -
X - Mige(A) € Mipe(A)? = Migo(A). Symmetrically X Mioo(A)X* € Mioe(A), so X is a
slice.

Similarly to Lemma[dZ, the inclusion X < (X N A X S)-5(X) is clear. For the reverse
inclusion, we see that X A A Xess S has inner products taking value in Mijoc(A) N A Xegs S,
which is equal to A by Corollary A3l By cutting down with the source ideal s(X), we
then gain the desired equality. O

Corollary 4.11. Let X € A XS be a slice and let X = span Mioc(A) - X - Mioc(A) be the
slice in Mype(A) xS generated by X. Then for any Hilbert A-subbimodule Y < XA XS
we have Y = {0} if and only if Y n X = {0}.

Proof. The source ideal of X annihilates Mioe(s(X)1) in Mioe(A) since
Xs(X)*+ < span Mioe(A) X Moo (s(X)*) = {0}.

Thus s(X) € Mige(s(X)1): = Mioe(s(X)). We then have s(X N A Xegs S) S Mioe(s(X)) N
A Xegs S, which is equal to M(s(X)) n A by Lemma [Z4] and Corollary [£3]

We claim that s(X) is an essential ideal of s()Z' N A Xegs S). Note that the only element
of Mioc(s(X)) that annihilates s(X) is 0, and so the annihilator of s(X) in Mjsc(A) is
Mioe(s(X)*1) by Lemma23l We then see that X - Mjc(A)-s(X)*+ € XM (s(X)1) = {0},
giving X - s(X)+ = {0}. Thus s(X) must be an essential ideal of s(X N A xeg S). Hence
if Y € X N A Xeg S is a non-zero Hilbert A-subbimodule, then Y - s(X) # {0} as s(X) is
essential in S(X N A Xegs S).

Thus V-s(X) € (X N AxesS)-s(X) = X, 50 {0} # YV-s(X) € X Y. Contrapositively,
Y n X = {0} gives Y = {0}. O

The conditional expectation having minimal multiplicative domain allows us to analyse
slices of A © A Xegs S by analysing slices of Mjoe(A) S Mioc(A) %y S and descending
down to the smaller inclusion. If the action £ is aperiodic, then the induced action & is
closed and purely outer by Proposition 320, and so the inclusion Mjo.(A) S Mioc(A4) X S
satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 48 We use this now to show that all slices in an
aperiodic dynamical inclusion act aperiodically, and all choices of inverse subsemigroup
S < S(A, B) that densely span B give rise to the same essential crossed product. From
this point on we assume that the action & is aperiodic, so that the induced local action £
is purely outer.
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Lemma 4.12. Suppose that the action & is aperiodic. Let X S A Xegs S be a slice for the
inclusion A € A Xess S. Then X = {0} if and only if X n & = {0} for allte S.

Proof. The ‘only if’ direction is clear.

Suppose that X n& = {0} for all t € S. Let X = span Mioc(A) - X - Mioc(A) be the slice
for the larger inclusion Mio.(A) € Mioe(A) %, S generated by X. The equality X n& = {0}
implies that X N (& N X N A Xegs S) = {0} for each ¢t € S, and so by Corollary A.11] we
have {0} = & n XnAxesS =EnX2ENXAE. The module & n X is a subbimodule
of & and & detects subbimodules of its local multiplier module by Lemma 218 Thus
EnX = {0} implies that & n X = {0}. Since the action & is aperiodic, the induced
local action is closed and purely outer by Proposition B.20], and so satisfies the criteria of
Lemma B8 Hence X n & = {0} for all ¢ € S if and only if X = {0}. O

Corollary 4.13. Suppose that the action £ is aperiodic. For X € S(A, A Xess S), the
subslice Xegs 1= ZteSX N & has zero orthogonal complement in X, and so has non-zero

intersection with all non-zero subslices of X. Equivalently, s(Xess) is an essential ideal of
s(X).

Proof. We see Xg, n X satisfies Xoos n X N E = Nyes(X nE)P N (X n&) S (X &)t

(X n &) = {0}. Hence X5, n X = {0} by Lemma If Y € X is a non-zero subslice,
then Y n Xess = Y N Y a X 0 & 2 g Y N &, which is zero if and only if Y = {0}
by Lemma That this is equivalent to s(Xess) < $(X) being an essential ideal follows

from the fact that any subbimodule Y € X satisfies Y = X - s(Y)). O

Theorem 4.14. Let A < B be an aperiodic dynamical inclusion. Then the tautological
action of S(A, B) on A is aperiodic. If T < S(A, B) is an inverse subsemigroup that spans
a dense subalgebra of B, then there are isomorphisms

B~ AXgs T =~ A Xess S(A, B).

Moreover these isomorphisms map A identically to itself and entwine conditional expecta-
tions.

Proof. Let S < S(A, B) be an inverse subsemigroup that acts aperiodically and spans a
dense subalgebra of B (note that such a semigroup exists since A € B is an aperiodic
dynamical inclusion). By Theorem [3.8] there is an isomorphism B =~ A X S that maps
A identically to itself and entwines conditional expectations.

Let X € A Xegs S = B be asliceand let Y := X - (X n A)J-. By Corollary E.13] the
subslice Y := ZteSY n & has zero orthogonal complement in Y and so s(Yess) is an
essential ideal of s(Y'). For each ¢ € S the ideal s(Y n & - Iﬁt) is an essential ideal of
s(Y n&) since Y n A = {0}. Applying [16, Lemma 5.12] shows that Y n & is an aperiodic
A-bimodule since Y n & - I ft is. Thus Y is aperiodic as the closed linear span of aperiodic
subbimodules Y n &, and so X acts aperiodically on A. Thus any choice of T' < S(A, B)
makes the inclusion A € B an aperiodic dynamical inclusion, and so B =~ A X T by
Theorem B.8 Particularly the choice T' = S(A, B) gives B = A x5 S(4, B). O

The topology on the dual groupoid AxS (A, B) has a basis given by slices of the
inclusion A € B. Lemma shows that any non-zero slice X € S(A, B) intersects at
least one &; for some t € S. In the topology of the groupoid, we see then that any open
subset of A x S (A, B) must intersect the open bisection defined by &. Thus the bisections
defined by & for t € S cover a dense subset of the dual groupoid for the full slice action.

Corollary 4.15. Suppose the action & is aperiodic. Let B = A Xess S. The canonical
groupoid homomorphism ¢ : Ax S — A x S(A, B), ¢[t,[x]] = [, [x]] has open range. If
for each t € S and each ideal I < A there is an idempotent e € S with & - I = &, then ¢
s injective.
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Proof. Each ¢[t, [r]] belongs to & for each [t,[r]] € A x S and Uses & is open in A x

S(A, B) as each & is an open bisection, and so the image of ¢ is open.
The last part giving that ¢ is injective follows from Lemma B.I0l d

Remark 4.16. The map ¢ in Corollary 4.TI5]is not necessarily injective, since the semigroup
S(A, B) may have a more refined lattice of idempotents than S. For example if S is a
group (viewed as an inverse semigroup) acting on a C*-algebra A, then the germ relation is
trivial since the only idempotent in a group is the identity. The inverse semigroup S(A, B)
will always contain the ideal lattice of A as idempotents, and so the quotient may identify
more germs. The condition of Lemma [B.10] ensures there are enough idempotents, which
holds if in particular the action £ is fine.

We do not know if the map ¢ is automatically injective for aperiodic inverse semigroup
actions. If the action is topologically non-trivial, that is, the bimodules & - I ; induce
partial homeorphisms that do not fix any open subset of A, then ¢ is injective. Every
topologically non-trivial action is aperiodic by [14, Theorem 8.1], but the converse is not
known (unless the algebra A contains an essential ideal that is simple or of Type I). If
there exists a C'*-algebra A and a non-zero Hilbert A-bimodule X that is aperiodic but
not topologically non-trivial, then X would generate such an action on A where the map
¢ would fail to be injective.
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