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An inverse semigroup approach to the C*-algebras
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Abstract. We give a new definition of the semigroup C*-algebra of a left cancellative semigroup,
which resolves problems of the construction by X. Li. Namely, the new construction is functorial,
and the independence of ideals in the semigroup does not influence the independence of
the generators. It has a group C*-algebra as a natural quotient. The C*-algebra of the old
construction is a quotient of the new one. All this applies both to the full and reduced C*-algebras.
The construction is based on the universal inverse semigroup generated by a left cancellative
semigroup. We apply this approach to connect amenability of a semigroup to nuclearity of its
C*-algebra. Large classes of actions of these semigroups are in one-to-one correspondence, and
the crossed products are isomorphic. A crossed product of a left Ore semigroup is isomorphic
to the partial crossed product of the generated group.
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1. Introduction

Working with semigroup C*-algebras of cancellative semigroups we face several
significant problems. The full semigroup C*-algebra C*(S) of a left cancellative
semigroup S was introduced by X. Li in [14], and it was immediately noticed by the
author in Section 2.5 that this construction is not functorial, i.e. not every semigroup
morphism of two cancellative semigroups extends to a x-homomorphism of their
C*-algebras. It fails already for a morphism with domain the free monoid, as we
show in Example 5.14. The reason for such behavior is that the generators of C*(S)
imitate the left regular representation of S, while for functoriality one needs to
consider a larger class of isometric representations.

Another problem concerns the reduced semigroup C*-algebra. Many results
in [14,15] and in other papers on the subject assume independence of the constructible
right ideals in S. But this fails even in the simplest example of an abelian semigroup
Z 4+ \ {1} with usual addition operation, see Paragraph 5.15.
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We solve these problems by constructing the universal inverse semigroup of S,
and associating to S the full and reduced C*-algebras of this inverse semigroup.
These algebras have quotients isomorphic to C*(S) and C;*(S) correspondingly,
and a certain quotient is a group C*-algebra for some group associated with S'.

An inverse semigroup naturally arises in the left regular representation of a
left cancellative semigroup S, and relations between the C*-algebras of these two
semigroups were studied by several authors. The latest results in this direction were
obtained by M. Norling in [21], where C*(S) is described as a quotient of the
C*-algebra of the left inverse hull /;(S) of S. The author also gives a surjective
homomorphism between the full C*-algebras C*(S) — C*(1;(S)). One can see
that the full semigroup C*-algebra C*(S) is by definition a C*-algebra of an inverse
semigroup W generated by the elements of S as isometries, where idempotents
correspond to the constructible right ideals in S. These ideals are domains and
images of operators in /;(5).

The semigroup /;(S) represents only the canonical action of S on itself, and
cannot capture all possible actions of S, neither can W. As we show, a more efficient
way is first to embed S in a universal inverse semigroup, and then obtain through it
the C*-algebra of S, and actions and crossed products by S. For this purpose we use
the notion of a free inverse semigroup and the results on the problem of embedding
cancellative semigroups in inverse semigroups.

Any injective action of a cancellative semigroup generates an inverse semigroup of
partial bijections. This leads to a construction of the universal inverse semigroup S*
generated by S, as we explain in Section 2. We give a description of $* and its
relation to the left inverse hull. The existence follows from the work [28] of B. Shain.

In Section 3 we answer the question when the universal inverse semigroup S™* is
E-unitary. This question is important, because so far the class of E-unitary inverse
semigroups is the most well-studied. The answer is that S* is E-unitary precisely
when S is embeddable in a group. In this case we give a concrete model for S*,
describing it as a semigroup generated by an action on the group G generated by S.
This action is the one which gives the isomorphism C*(S*) =~ C*(E) x G due to a
result by Milan and Steinberg in [16].

Section 4 contains a study of the reduced semigroup C*-algebra of S*. We prove
that the left regular representation of S is a subrepresentation of the left regular
representation V' of S*. It follows that C*(S) is a quotient of C(S*). When §
embeds in a group, the model for S* described in Section 3 allows to compute V.
We prove that V is a direct sum of representations, each of them can be realized as
some restriction of the left regular representation of G onto a subspace of £2(G),
where G is a group generated by S. And the left regular representation of .S is one
of these summands.

We compare the full semigroup C*-algebras of S and S* in Section 5. By virtue
of general theory of inverse semigroups, a natural quotient of C*(S™) is a group
C*-algebra C*(G), where G is the maximal group homomorphic image of S*, and
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the same holds for their reduced versions. In the case when S embeds in a group,
G is isomorphic to the group generated by S. We point out that the assignment
S — C*(S*) is functorial, unlike the assignment S — C*(S). Example 5.14
of a free monoid IF,?’ illustrates this difference. Unlike C *(IF,T ), which almost
never admits a homomorphism onto C*(S) for an n-generated left cancellative
semigroup S, the quotient map C*(F, ") > C*(S*) always exists. A natural
quotient of C*(FF,f *) is the Cuntz algebra O,,.

In Paragraph 5.15 we note that the idempotent generators of S* under the left
regular representation are linearly independent, due to the general theory of inverse
semigroups. Therefore, an important question of independence of constructible right
ideals has no importance for C;* (S*). We note that C*(S™*) and C;*(S*) are nuclear
for an abelian semigroup .

We apply our constructions to the connection between amenability of a
cancellative semigroup S and nuclearity of its reduced C*-algebra in Section 6.
In particular, we prove that if S embeds in an amenable group, then CX(S) is
nuclear. Thus we generalize results of [15] on this question. Moreover, in the above
mentioned case, S* has the weak containment property and C,*(S™) is nuclear. We
also show that amenability of S implies amenability of S* in any case.

It is a known fact that C* (F,’) is nuclear despite the fact that F, is not amenable.
Using our constructions, we obtain that C,*(FF, *) is not nuclear, which makes it a
more natural candidate for the C*-algebra associated with the free monoid.

In Section 7 we give connections between actions of S and S* on spaces,
C#*-algebras, and prove isomorphisms of crossed products. We consider actions of
cancellative semigroups by endomorphisms; the case of automorphisms was studied
in [14]. According to the definition by [30], an inverse semigroup acts on a C*-algebra
by x-isomorphisms between closed two-sided *-ideals of the C*-algebra. Therefore,
with a view to connect actions by cancellative semigroups with actions by inverse
semigroups, we are forced to restrict ourselves to the case when the images of
endomorphisms are ideals.

First we prove that injective actions of a cancellative semigroup S are in one-to-
one correspondence with unital actions of S*, so that an action of one induces an
action of the other. Then we prove an isomorphism between the crossed products
A Xy S and A x5 S*, where & is induced by « or the other way round. The case
of a unital C*-algebra A is more common for the crossed products by cancellative
semigroups, hence we consider the unital and the non-unital case separately. We use
the definition of a crossed product with non-unital C*-algebra of N. Larsen [13]. This
result allows us to describe C*(S*) as a crossed product of a commutative C*-algebra
by S, and C*(S) as a crossed product by S*. If S is a left Ore semigroup, then any
unital action of $* can be dilated to an action of a group, and the crossed product is
Morita equivalent to the group crossed product.

In Section 8 we study connections of actions and crossed products of semigroups
with partial actions and partial crossed products of groups. If S is embeddable
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in a group, the model for S* gives a partial action of the group G (the group
generated by §), such that C*(S*) is isomorphic to a partial crossed product by G.
This isomorphism is precisely the one given by Milan and Steinberg in [16]. A
stronger result holds in the case of a left Ore semigroup, that is, a semigroup S such
that G = S~!S is a group. Using the semigroup S* and the work of Exel and
Vieira [10], we prove that any injective action of S generates a partial action of G,
and the corresponding crossed products are isomorphic.

1.1. Let us recall the main definitions and facts used in this paper. Let P be a
semigroup. Elements x and x* in P are called inverse to each other if

xx*x=x and x*xx*=x".
The semigroup P is called an inverse semigroup if for any x € P there exists a
unique inverse element x* € P. Further, P always stands for an inverse semigroup.
We proceed to recall basic facts on inverse semigroups.

Theorem 1.2 (V. V. Vagner [31]). For a semigroup S in which every element has an
inverse, uniqueness of inverses is equivalent to the requirement that all idempotents
in S commute.

The set of idempotents of an inverse semigroup P forms a commutative semigroup
denoted E(P). In fact,

E(P)={xx*|x€ P}={x"x|xe P}

Every inverse semigroup P admits a universal morphism onto a group G(P),
which is the quotient by the congruence: s ~ ¢ if se = te for some e € E(P). The
group G (P) is called the maximal group homomorphic image of P. Note that G(P) is
always trivial if P contains a zero, i.e. an element denoted 0, satisfying 0-a = a-0 = 0
for any a € P. Let 0: P — G(P) denote the quotient homomorphism onto the
maximal group homomorphic image of P. The semigroup P is called E-unitary
ifo~(1) = E(P).

1.3. A semigroup S is called left (right) cancellative if for any a,b,c € S the
equation ab = ac (ba = ca) implies b = c¢. A unit in a semigroup is an element
denoted by 1, satisfyinga - 1 = 1 -a = a for any a in the semigroup.

1.4. Let us compare inverse and left cancellative semigroups. These two classes
of semigroups have radical differences, which follow directly from the definitions.
The notion of an inverse semigroup is a natural generalization of the notion of a
group, where a group inverse element (ss~! = 1 and s~!s = 1) is substituted by
a “generalized inverse” (ss*s = s and s*ss* = s*). This is the reason why at the
early stage the inverse semigroups were called “generalized groups” ([31]). Inverse
semigroups have many idempotents and may have a zero, while a left cancellative
semigroup may have only one idempotent, namely the unit element, and no zero
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element. A left cancellative semigroup is very often embedded in a group, while
an inverse semigroup is a subsemigroup in a group only if it is a group itself. In
particular, the intersection of these classes is the class of groups.

One meets the consequence of these differences in the theory of semigroup
C*-algebras, starting with the left (right) regular representation. An inverse
semigroup is represented on itself by partial bijections. A left cancellative semigroup
is represented on itself by injective maps, where the domain is the whole semigroup.
An inverse semigroup has an involution, which is a map assigning to every element
of S its inverse element. And the presence of an involution makes it very natural
to consider *-representations in B(H). Despite the different nature, soon after the
establishment of inverse semigroups, it was noticed that these two classes are closely
related. In the following section we construct a universal inverse semigroup generated
by a left cancellative semigroup.

2. Universal inverse semigroup

2.1. Recall the basic example of an inverse semigroup. Let X beaset,andletY C X.
A one-to-one map «: Y — X is called a partial bijection of X. In particular, any
injective map X — X is a partial bijection of X. Suppose that o and § are partial
bijections of X with domains Y and Z respectively. Then the product «f is defined
to be a composition of o and B with domain 871 (B(Z) NY). The set 4 (X) of partial
bijections with this product forms an inverse semigroup called the symmetric inverse
semigroup of X . Note that this semigroup contains a zero and a unit.

In what follows we always assume that every semigroup contains a unit element,
denoted by 1.

2.2. The first inverse semigroup associated with a left cancellative semigroup S
arises from the left regular representation of S. For any a € S, define an operator of
left ranslation A,: S — S by A, (b) = ab forall b € S. Since S is left cancellative,
each A, is injective. Then {A, | @ € S} forms a semigroup of partial bijections
on S, and it is a subsemigroup of J(S). The inverse of A, is a partial bijection with
adomain {ab | b € S}. Taking inverses of all such partial bijections and products of
them, one obtains a subsemigroup of J(§). This is an inverse semigroup called the
left inverse hull of S ([5]), denoted 1;(S).

2.3. More generally, suppose we have an injective action o of a left cancellative
semigroup S on a space X. It means that for every s € S, the map as: X — X
is injective and oy o oy = o5 for all # € S. Denote the image of oy by Dy C X.
Then o is a bijection between X and its image Dy, and there exists an inverse map,
which we denote by «;: Dy — X. For convenience set Dy+ = X for every s € S.
One can easily verify that Dy, = a5(Dy).
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Clearly, o o oy is the identity on X and oy o o is the identity on Dy. It
follows that 5 o @y oy = oy and o] o g 0o ¢y = . But the composition
oy o oy is defined only on a subset of X, namely on «;(Ds N D;). Thus we put
D+ = o (Ds N D;) and define the product ajo; = (o © O‘t)|D[*s- One
should check that this definition is compatible with multiplication in S, namely
oy, = afajay,. Continuing this way we define all finite products w of the maps
from the collection F' = {uy, o) forall z, s € S} withdomain D,,. We puto;™ = o
foralls € S.

Itis easy toseethatforay,...,a, € F,theelement (a1as...a,)* = a,, ...a5a}
is the inverse (in a semigroup sense) of w = ajas...a,, and that ww™* and w*w
are idempotents. Obviously, w*w and v*v commute for any words v, w and any
idempotent has the form w*w. Thus, we get an inverse semigroup, which is a
subsemigroup in a set of all partial bijections on a space X. Note that in the case
that « is an action of S by injective maps, we have ooy = id, so & is an isometry.
We have verified the following statement.

Lemma 2.4. An injective action o of a left cancellative semigroup S on a space X
generates an inverse semigroup Sy C J(X).

This motivates a notion of a universal inverse semigroup generated by a left
(right) cancellative semigroup. A problem of embedding a semigroup in an inverse
semigroup is analogous to the well-known and widely studied problem of embedding
it in a group. Recall a famous result of O. Ore and P. Dubreil on this problem, which
we will use later.

Theorem 2.5 ([6]). A semigroup S can be embedded into a group G such that
G = S!S ifand only if it is left and right cancellative and for any p,q € S we
have Sp N Sq # @. The group G is called the group of left quotients of S.

2.6. The question of embedding a semigroup in an inverse semigroup is more general
and is approached in the following way. For any set X there exists a free inverse
semigroup F(X), generated by X (see [27] for the proof). Thus, if S is a semigroup,
we can consider the quotient of F(.5) by all the relations in S. Namely, if xy = z
in S we put xy ~ z in F(S), and the same for inverses. The resulting semigroup
is called the free inverse semigroup of S, and we denote it S¥. So, the question
becomes whether the natural map S — ST is an embedding. In fact, there were
found many sufficient conditions for this to hold. Among these results we mention
the most important for our research.

Theorem 2.7 (B. Shain [28]). If a semigroup S is left (or right) cancellative, then S
can be embedded into an inverse semigroup.

2.8. Therefore, working with a left cancellative semigroup S we always have an
embedding S < S¥. B. Shain also gave an explicit form of S¥. Namely, it is the
semigroup generated by the set

* * _ * * ok
{vp. v} 1 P €S, VpURU, = vy, VUV, =V}
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with the additional requirement that all idempotents in S¥ commute. Since we
want S to be represented by isometries, we take the congruence on S¥ generated by
the equivalence relation v;v, ~ 1 for all p € S. The quotient inverse semigroup,
denoted by S*, is then generated by isometries v, for p € S. The semigroup S*
is in some sense the largest inverse semigroup generated by S as a semigroup of
isometries.

2.9. For the moment we have mentioned two inverse semigroups associated with
a given left cancellative semigroup S, constructed in different ways: the universal
inverse semigroup S*, and the left inverse hull 7;(S). In order to see the relation
between them, we make a short review of [5] and the notion of the left inverse hull.
Note that we adapt all the relations and notations, because, unlike the left cancellative
case selected here, the semigroup S in [5] is right cancellative. Also, a semigroup
with a unit is always left and right reductive, so the semigroup S which we consider
fits into the requirements of [5]. For the generators of F(S), we use symbols v,
for p € § as above.

The left inverse hull /; (.S) is proved in [5] to be isomorphic to the quotient of F(S)
by four collections of relations. In the notation of [5], the above mentioned relations
v; vp ~ 1forall p € § are denoted R;, and Ry is a collection of all relations in S
Therefore, passing to the quotient of F'(.S) by the congruence generated by Ry U Ry
we obtain exactly S* (introduced above). The relations R, and R3 ensure that the
elements are equivalent if the corresponding operators in /; (S') have the same domain
and act in the same way (see below).

An explicit form for the domains of the maps in 1;(S) is given using the notation
in [14]. For any subset A C S and any a € S set

aA ={ax| x € A}, 2.1
a'A={xeS|xaeA. (2.2)

In [5] these sets are denoted a4 and a : A respectively. Then the domain of
¢ = A;ll)taz . ../\;’}_lkan € 1;(S) is the set a,, ' (an—1 ...a5 ' (a15)), which is the
image of A, ! Aa,_, ... A0 Aay = ¢* € ;(S). Such domains are right ideals in S.
In fact, these sets were called the constructible right ideals of S by X. Li in [14] and
used there for the definition of C*(S) and for the study of C*(S). The set of such
ideals with an empty set is denoted by &, so & is the set of all domains (and images)
of all maps in 1;(S).

We can now formulate the relations R, and R3 on F(S). The first of them
introduces the zero element:

* * *
Vg, Vay -+ Vg, Va, ~Ry U4 Vay ...V

Vg, Vay, Vg, W

*
an—1

forany u, w € F(S) iffa;l(an_l ...az_l(alS)) = 0.
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The relations R3 ask for elements to be equivalent if when represented on S they
act in the same way.

* * * *
Vg, Vas - - - Va,_ Vay ~R3 Vp Ubs - VUp, Vs

a *Yap—18n
iff a, ' (an—1...a5"(@1S)) = bj ' (bk—1 ... b5 (h15)),

and for any x € a,'(ay—1...a5"(a15)) there exist x1,...,Xn, y1,..., Yk € S,
such that
X1 =1
and
apX = dp—1Xn, Ap—2Xp = dp—3Xp—1,...,d2X2 = d1X],

brx = br—1Yk, br—2Yk = bx—3Yk—1....,b2y2 = b1y1.

The main result of [5] is that 7;(S) is isomorphic to the quotient F(S)/R*,
where R* is the congruence generated by R = Ry U Ry U R3 U R4. Comparing this
fact with our definition of S*, we obtain the following.

Lemma 2.10. There are surjective homomorphisms of inverse semigroups

FS) % sF L s % 19, 2.3)

where a is the quotient by Ry, B by Ry, and y by R, U R3.

3. E-unitarity and a model for the universal inverse semigroup

As explained in Paragraph 1.1, for any inverse semigroup P there exists a maximal
group homomorphic image G(P), which is not trivial if the semigroup does not
contain a zero. This is the case for $* due to its definition.

Lemma 3.1. For a left cancellative semigroup S, its universal inverse semigroup S*
(as well as ST ) is E-unitary if S is embeddable in a group. In this case G(S*) =
G(SF) is isomorphic to the group generated by S.

Proof. First, S¥ — G(ST) factors through B: SF — S* given by v}v, ~ 1.
Therefore, by maximality S¥ and S* share the same maximal group homomorphic
image, i.e. G(S*) = G(ST).

Let S* be E-unitary and assume o(v,) = 0(vp) in G(S*). Then vpv} is a
self-adjoint idempotent, and we obtain

Vg = VaUpUp = VpU,Vp = UpUa UpUs Vg = VpU, Vg = Up.

Therefore, ¢ is an embedding of the semigroup {v,:a € S} in G(S™*), which can be
identified with S. Since v, are generators of S*, their image under o generates the
group G(S*) by maximality.
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If S¥ is E-unitary and 08(v,) = 0B (vp), then vpv} is a self-adjoint idempotent
in S and therefore so is vy, vy € S*. Hence, S is embeddable in a group in this case
as well. O

3.2. In the case when S is embeddable in a group, there exists a model realizing
the universal inverse semigroups S* and S . First, let us give a model for S, the
predecessor of S*.

For any set X there exists a free inverse semigroup F(X). The proof in [27]
and [3], uses essentially the free group G(X) on the set X, and embedding of X in
the free group. The idea of our model is based on the model given in [3] for F(X).

As shown in Lemma 2.10, S ¥ is a quotient of the free inverse semigroup on F(S)
by congruence generated by relations in the semigroup S. Therefore, the quotient of
the model for F (S gives a correct model for S¥ if S is embeddable in a group. And
in this case, a group generated by S is used instead of the free group on the set. We
denote by G a group generated by .S, and let exp(G) be the set of all finite subsets
of G containing 1. Due to maximality of the maximal group homomorphic image
of ST, and the fact that S¥ is generated by elements v,, we have G(ST) = G.
Denote by o the quotient map S¥ — G.

For any A € exp(G), g € G, a,b € S define a relation

AU{l, g, ga, gab} ~ AU{l, g, gab}. (3.1

One can easily verify that this is an equivalence relation and generates a congruence
on exp(G). It follows in particular that

{l,g.ga ', ga b7} ~ {1, g,ga7'b7"}, {l,g.ga" ", gb} ~{1,ga"", gb}.

We will formally write g1 < g < g, if g = g1a, go = gb forsome a,b € S. Then
the relation ~ on exp(G) can be formulated as

AU {g} ~ Aif and only if there exist g;, g» € A suchthatg; < g < g5.

For any A € exp(G) denote its equivalence class by [A] and the set of all
equivalence classes by exp(G)/ ~. Clearly, ~ is stable under taking union, i.e.

A~A, B~B = AUB~ A UB.
This equivalence is also stable under multiplication by elements of G from the left:
gA={1}U{ga:a e A},

so that the class g[A] = [gA] is well-defined. Note that this is not an action of G on
exp(G), because in general (gh)A # g(hA). And we have g7!(gd) = {g71} U A
for any A € exp(G), g € G.
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Define a partial order on exp(G)/ ~, for any A, B € exp(G):
[A] < [B] if and only if there exists B’ ~ B such that A C B’.
This means in particular, that for any A, B € exp(G) and g € G,a,b € S
A C B = [A] <[B],
[{1.g.ga}] <[AU{l,g.gab}], [{1,ga”" ga” b~} <[AU{l,g,ga” b1},
[(1.g.ga 1< [AU{1.gb,ga™"}]. [{l.g.ga”}] <[AU{l.g.ga"'b7"}].

The partial order < on exp(G)/ ~ is stable under multiplication from the left by
elements of G due to stability of ~.

We say that an element ¢ = aja; ...a, € G is written in a reduced form if a;’s
are alternating elements from S and S ! witha; # a;. J:I foralll <i <n—1. Define
asetlg ={l,a;,a1az2,...,a1a;...a,} € exp(G) corresponding to a fixed reduced
form of g. A set A € exp(G) is called full if for any g € A it contains the subset I,
for some reduced form of g. This means that any full set equals /o, U Iz, U---U g,
for some g; € G. Denote by E the set of equivalence classes with respect to ~ of
full sets in exp(G). Note that a full set may be equivalent to a non-full set.

Define the set

G = {(g.[4]) € G x E : [I4] < [A] for some reduced form of g}.

In fact, it is sufficient to require that g € A’ for some full set A’ ~ A. We define
product and inverse operation on G:

(g.[A4])(h.[B]) = (gh.[4 U gB]). 3.2)
(g.[4)" = (g7 g7 [A). (3.3)
Since [I¢] < [A], we have that [I,—1] = g 1] < g7 '[A]. Hence (g, [A])* € G.

Theorem 3.3. The set G with product and inverse operation defined by (3.2) and (3.3)
forms an inverse semigroup isomorphic to ST .

Proof. To see that the product is associative, take g, i, f € G and full sets A, B, C
in exp(G) and compute

AUgB U (gh)C = AU (gB U{g}) U (ghC) = AU g(B UAC).

For any (g,[4]) € G we may assume I, C A, which implies g(g~14) = A.
Consequently,

(g.[1A])(¢7 " &7 AD) (8. [A]) = (8. [AU g(g™" A) U A]) = (g.14]).

Checking similarly the corresponding equation for (g~!, g~![A]), we obtain that (3.3)
defines an inverse element for (g, [A]).
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The idempotents in G correspond to elements of E:

(2.14])(g.[4])" = (1,[A4]) < [A] € E.

The product [A][B] = [A U B] on E is commutative. Moreover, [A] < [B] if and
only if idempotents (1, [B]) < (1, [4]).

Thus, G is an inverse semigroup.

As mentioned above, the semigroup S is a quotient of the free inverse semi-
group F(S) on S as a set by equivalence relation generated by relations among
elements in S. Therefore it is sufficient to show that the model described is a quotient
of the model for F(S) by relations in S. Let 7" be the free monoid generated by
the set S. For a,b € S we denote their product in 7" by ab and their product in S
by a-b. Now T is a cancellative monoid and clearly 7 = F(S) by definition, with
a maximal group homomorphic image G(7') equal to the free group on the set .S and
to G(F(S)). One can easily see that the model for 7F coincides with the model
in [27] for F(S), which we describe further.

Since G(T) is a free group, every its element has a reduced form. For any
g € G(T) with a reduced form r(g) = ajas ...a,, wherea; € S U S™! c G(T),
we define

g= {l,al,alaz, ...,aidy. ..an}.
The set A € exp(G(T)) is called saturated if g € A implies § C A. Then
F(S) = {(a, A) : A is saturated and r(a) € A} C G(T) x exp(G(T)).
The product and inverse operation on F(S) are given by

(a, A)(b, B) = (ab, A U bB),
(a,A)* = (@', a ' A).

The idempotent semilattice in F(.S) consists of elements (1, A) for all saturated
sets A.
The generators of F(S) are

ty = (a,{l,a}), t; = (a_l,{l,a_l})
for all a € S, where a~! is the inverse of @ in G(T'). Note that for a, b € S we have
talpy = (ab,{l,a,ab}) and  f(gp) = (a -b,{1,a ~b}),

and the same for their inverses. The homomorphism F(S) — S¥ is a quotient map
by equivalence 1,1, ~ t(4.p). This consists of equivalences on G(T') and exp(G(T)):

ab~a-b,{l1,a,ab} ~{1,a-b}.
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It is easy to see that the quotient of G(T') by the first equivalence equals G. The
second reduces subsets of G(T) to subsets of G and induces a new equivalence on
it, which is given by (3.1). Under this equivalence a saturated subset of G(7T') turns
into a full subset of G. Thus we obtain the model G.

For the sake of completeness, we give an isomorphism between G and S¥. For
any element in S¥ we define a corresponding element in G x E. Obviously, any
element of S¥ can be written as a product of alternating symbols of the type v,
and vZ, fora,b € S. We call such a form of an element a reduced form. Lets € S F
be an element with a reduced form v:l‘l Vg, ...V, ,whereaj,...,a, € S. Define

Vg s
Iy = {l,o(v;‘l),o(v,’;lvaz), ...,0(s)} €exp(G), §=(0(s),[Is]) € GxE.
Then because of the equivalence relation we put on exp(G), the map s +— §
does not depend on the choice of the reduced form for s. Clearly, this map is a

*-homomorphism. 5
Let us define the reverse map G — S¥. Consider a full set

I = {l,al_l,al_lbl,al_lblaz_l, ai'bay! ...a;lbn} € exp(G)

corresponding to g € G and its reduced form g = aj'biay! ... a; by.

First assume that /, contains precisely one element of S™1 (or §), denote it a;!
(orap). Then assume that /, contains precisely one element in al_l S (ora; S71), etc.
Under all these assumptions we get a unique chain al_1 by, ..oLay 1 b, and define

.k *
Sg = Vg, Uby Vg, Vb

as an element corresponding to (g, [{]).
If on some step this is not true and we have, for instance

-1 15 —1 -1 -1 1y —1
ay by...ap brag bgy1...a; by =ay by...a; brc

for some ¢ € S, then we split I, into a union of sets

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1,-1
I, ={l.ay’,....a7 by bgoay b aTt e T a
-1 -1,-1
cart o beTraily L by
-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 ~15-1
and Iy, ={lay',....a7" ... br.ay' . bpeTayt o bre DT L

-1 —17-1 -1
...,al ...bkC bl ...bk+1},

and then consider these sets separately and check them for the assumptions. Repeating
this process at the end we get I, = Uﬂ. —11g,, where each of the sets is full and satisfies
the required property, and at least one of them ends with g. For each of these sets

_ 1 -1 1 -1
Iy, ={lLci . erdr, ... T ey, dm)

define s¢ ; as above.
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Now the element corresponding to (g, [Uljzllg,]) is (sg,5g, - S¢,5¢,)5g,»
where sg,. is the element corresponding to the set containing g. The element
corresponding to the idempotent (1, [Ulj=1 Ig,1)is (s1s7 ...s75)). This map is well-
defined on equivalence classes, because it depends on a unique representative of the
class. Since any full set is a union of /,, we obtain a well-defined map G — SF.
One can easily verify that this map is also a *-homomorphism. Clearly, the maps
SF — G and G — ST are inverse to one another. O

For the model of S* we need to formulate the homomorphism B: S¥ — S* in
terms of the model of S¥. Recall that f is given on S by equivalence vavg ~ 1
for all @ € S and generates the following equivalence for the model of S¥.

AU{l, g, ga 'V~ AU{l, g}
forany A € exp(G), g € G, a € A. It follows in particular that

{La™'} ~" {1}, {l,g.ga} ~' {1, ga}.

Similarly to ~, this new equivalence is stable under taking the union and multiplying
by elements of G from the left as defined above. Moreover, ~' substitutes ~:

{1.g,ga,gab} ~' {1,ga, gab} ~' {1, gab}.

Denote by E’ the quotient of exp(G) by ~/, and by [A] the equivalence class of
A € exp(G). The product, inverse operation and partial order on E’ are defined
similarly to E. Thus Theorem 3.3 implies the following.

Corollary 3.4. The inverse semigroup S* is isomorphic to the inverse semigroup
{(g, [A]) € G x E' : [I] < [A] for some reduced form ofg},

with the product and inverse operation defined above, idempotent semilattice equal
to E’', generated by elements

Vg = (a7 [{l,a}]), v: = (a_l’ [{1}])

Corollary 3.5. The inverse semigroups S¥ and S* are E-unitary if and only if S is
embeddable in a group.

Proof. Due to Lemma 3.1, it is sufficient to show the ”if”” part. Suppose S generates
a group G. Then looking at the model for S given by Theorem 3.3, any s € S¥
equals (o (s), [A]) for some set A € exp(G). Moreover, s is an idempotent if and only
if it equals (1, [A]). Therefore, 01 (1) = E(S¥). A similar proof works for S*. [J
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4. The reduced C*-algebras of the universal inverse semigroups

4.1. As a consequence of the facts described in the previous section, there is a
connection between the representation theories of S and S*.

Let P be an inverse semigroup. A *-representation of P is a homomorphism 7
of P into B(H) such that w(s*) = m(s)* for any s € P. It is clear that each 7 (s)
is a partial isometry. We say that s is unital if it sends the unit in P to the identity
operator. We want to avoid further subtle details concerning the zero element. For
this we ask that a x-representation of an inverse semigroup should assign the zero
operator to the zero element in P if the latter exists.

4.2. Let S be a left cancellative semigroup. Similarly to the definition given in [11],
we say that a representation 7t of S is an inverse representation if the set 7 (S)Um (S)*
generates a semigroup of partial isometries, i.e. generates an inverse semigroup. It is
known that the left regular representation of S is inverse. Note that the well-known
requirement of commuting range projections is not sufficient for a representation to
be inverse. An example of an abelian semigroup with isometric but non-inverse
representation and a condition for admitting such a representation for general abelian
semigroup were given in [2].

Lemma 4.3. There are one-to-one correspondences between inverse representations
of S and x-representations of ST, and between isometric inverse representations
of S and unital x-representations of S*.

Proof. Given an inverse representation 7 of S and p € S, set 7 (v,) = 7(p), and
7(vp*) = m(p)*. Then extend 7 to S multiplicatively. Uniqueness of an inverse
then follows from Vagner’s theorem (1.2) and the fact that a product of two partial
isometries is a partial isometry if and only if the source projection of the first one
commutes with the range projection of the second (see also Proposition 2.3 in [26]).
Given a x-representation 7 of S¥ just set 7(s) = 7 (s), and the image of an inverse
semigroup under *-homomorphism is an inverse semigroup.

The second statement is verified similarly. If 77 is a unital *-representation of S*,

since vv, = 1 we get that w(p) = 7 (vp) is an isometry. O

4.4. Recall the definition of the reduced C*-algebra of an inverse semigroup (see [23]
for details). Consider the Hilbert space £2(P) with standard basis 8, s € P. Define
the left regular representation V: P — B({*(P)) by

t, ifs*st =t,
Vs =0 R @.1)
0, otherwise.

Then V is a *-representation. The reduced C*-algebra of P is

C}(P) = C*(Vy | s € P) C BU*(P)).
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4.5. Recall the construction of the C*-algebra of a left cancellative semigroup
(see [14]). Let S be a left cancellative semigroup. Consider the Hilbert space
£2(S) with standard basis §,,, p € S. Define V,, € B({*(S)) by

Vpbg = 8pq
for all p,q € S. Then one can check that

8y, ifqg = pr
Visg=1" ’ 4.2
pa 0, otherwise. *2)
This is a faithful representation of S by isometries called the left regular
representation of S. The C*-algebra

CH(S)=C*(V, | p € §) C BUX(S))

is the reduced semigroup C*-algebra of S.

Lemma 4.6. The left regular representation of S induces a non-degenerate unital
x-representation V' of S* on £%(S).

Proof. As noticed before, the left regular representation of § is inverse, i.e. the
semigroup V(S) generated by the set {V,, | p € S} U{V; | p € S} is an inverse
semigroup. The reason is that any element of V'(.S) is a shift operator on the standard
basis {§,}. Then due to Lemma 4.3, V induces a *-representation of S* on £2(S),
given on the generators by

V'(vp)8q = 8pq- O

Note that V' is not in general faithful, see Example 5.14. But the image V'(S*)
can be identified with the left inverse hull 7;(S) represented on £2(S).

Lemma 4.7. The left regular representation V of the inverse semigroup S™ restricts
to a *-representation on £2(S) C £>(S*). This subrepresentation coincides with the
x-representation V' and its image is I;(S).

Proof. The Hilbert space £2(S) is naturally embedded in ¢2(S*) by the map given
by 85 > &y, for all s € S. It is sufficient to show invariance of £2(S) under the
generating operators. For 5,7 € S due to (4.1) and equality v vy = 1, we have

V(Us)Sv, = Svsvt = 8vst-

Before checking the same for v}, let us show that vsv;v; = v, if and only if t = s7
for some r € S. The implication “<” is obvious.

Now suppose ¢t # sr for any r € S. Then using Lemma 4.6, we have
V'(vs)81 # 85y for any r € S. Since by relation (4.2) operator V'(vs)V'(vy) is
a projection onto a closed linear span of {35, | r € S}, we have

V'(wsvgv)éy = V' () V' () V' ()1 = 0 V' ()81
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We conclude that vsv5v, # v;. Hence, using (4.1) we obtain

Sy ift =sr
VHs, =7 ’
(V5)u, 0, otherwise.

We see that £%(S) as a subspace in £%(S*) is invariant under all V(vs), V(v¥) an
therefore under the whole image V(S*). Moreover, using identification §,, <> §; we
get V|Z2(S) = V/. ]

Lemma 4.8. The C*-algebra C;,(S*) is isomorphic to C}(S) and the following
short exact sequence holds.

0— J, — CX(S*) — C}(S) — 0, 4.3)
where J, is the kernel of restriction of the left regular representation of S* onto £(S).

Proof. DuetoLemma4.7 and Lemma 4.6, V' can be viewed as a restriction of the left
regular representation of S* onto £2(S), and at the same time as a *-representation
of S$* induced by the left regular representation Vs of S. So, viewing C(S) as a
C*-subalgebra in B(£?(S*)) generated by V'(S*) we obtain C*(S*)/J, = C*(S).

O

4.9. In the case of a semigroup S embeddable in a group we can compute the
left regular representations of ST and S*. Namely, both representations are
decomposable into a direct sum of representations, each of which can be realized by
a representation on the group G, generated by S. For this we use the models for S ¥
and S* given in Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4 and notations therein.

Recall that in this case the maximal group homomorphic image of S¥ equals G,
o denotes the homomorphism S ¥ — G. For any element s = Vg, Vay -+ Vg, Va, € SF,

Iy ={1.0(v;).0(v; Vay),....0(s)} CG.

This set depends on the form in which s is written. But all forms of s give equivalent
sets in the class [I;]. In the model for S¥, s = (o(s),[Is]) with idempotent ss*
corresponding to [/].
Define for s € SF,g eG
Gs = {g € G : there exist g1, 82 € Igsuchthat g; < g < gz} C G,
Ly={teSF I~ CG)={teSF I, co@t)Gs} cSF,
Lsq = {t est: I c U(t)ga(s)_le}.

Suppose g € G, g1,82 € A, g1 < g < g2,and A ~ I for some fixed form of s.
Then by definition of ~, there exist g7, g5, g7, &5 € I such that

gi<g1<¢g. g <g=g.
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Therefore, g < g < g5 and g € Gy. This shows why G4 does not depend on the
form of s and is well-defined. Similarly the sets L and L ; are well-defined.
For 51,5, € S¥ define

S1 ~ §2 ifls?= ~ IS;.

This is an equivalence relation on S¥ which does not generate a semigroup
congruence. We denote by [s] an equivalence class of s € S and by Q the set
of equivalence classes.

Theorem 4.10. Let S be embeddable in a group, denote by G the group generated
by S. The left regular representation V of ST is isomorphic to @[S]e o Ts, Where 7
are unital *-representations of ST on €2(G o (s)) C £*(G) defined by

) , Ift € Ls,,
ﬂs(l)(gg _ o(t)g lf S,8

4.4)
0, otherwise.

Proof. For any inverse semigroup P and any s1, 52 € P we have sis; = 555, if and
only if there exists # € P such that

ts; =5, and t¥ts; = 5.
Therefore, for any s € P, the space
C({peP:p*p=ss})

is invariant under the left regular representation of P.

Now fix an element s € S¥. Using the model for SF s*s = (1, [Z5+]). Hence,
p ~' s if and only if there exists € ST such that ts = p and t*ts = s. It follows
that £2([s]) is an invariant subspace of ¢£2(S ") under the representation V.

If t*ts = s, then [I;+] = [0(t)711;] < [I,]. It follows that for any fixed form of
t and s we have I;+ C Gy, i.e.t € L. This implies o(t)~! € Gy and

ts = (0(t). [ ) (0 (). [Is]) = (o(ts),[I: Uo(t)Is]) = (o(5),0(1)[Ls]).

Hence, if t € L, the product ¢s depends only on o ().

And due to Theorem 3.3 for any g € G; ! we have [I5] = [I; U {g~!}] and there
exists an element ¢ € ST such that [I;+] < [I;] and o (¢) = g.

Therefore, o gives a bijection between [s] C S¥ and G 'o(s) C G. Denote
by @ the corresponding isomorphism between £2([s]) and £2(G; 1o (s)).

Repeating calculations as above, for any r € S¥ and ts € [s], g = o(¢) we have
for any [,» corresponding to a fixed form of r that

r*r(ts) =ts <= I« C go(s) 'Gy <= r € Lyg,.
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Consequently, defining the representation g by formula (4.4) we obtain for any
t,xeSF:

as(Vidy) = my (t)ao(x)-

Thus, ay is an isomorphism between the restriction of V onto £2([s]) and 7. O

4.11. A similar result holds for the semigroup S*. We use o to denote the
homomorphism S* — G. Recall the equivalence on S¥ defining S*. For any
geG,aes:

vavg ~ 1, {l,g,ga}~' {1,ga}.

For any s € S* define
Py ={t € S*: I« ~ Iy}

Denote by R the set of all sets Py C S*. Also define
Dy=1,-57! :{ga_1 1gels, aeS}CG.

Theorem 4.12. Let G be a group generated by a semigroup S. The left
regular representation V of S* is isomorphic to @ p,eRr s, where ms are unital
x-representations of S* on £2(D; 1o (s)) C £%(G) defined by

ro(1)8g = {o0s Tl C 87Dy, 4.5)
0, otherwise.

Proof. The proof is similar to Theorem 4.10, the difference is in the quasi order <

on exp(G) under the equivalence ~'. For A, B € exp(G), [A] < [B] if and only if

for any g € A there exists a € S such that ga € B.

Fix an element s € S* and I for one of its forms. Then for any ¢t € S* we have
[I;+] <[] if and only if I;» C Dy for any form of 7. This implies that o (r) € D!
ando(ts) € D;'o(s). Asin Theorem 4.10, when 7 satisfies t*1s = s, the product £s
depends only on o (¢). Consequently,

Py ={ts :t*ts =s} C S*
is bijective to D10 (s) C G, with bijection implemented by o.
Let g € D;'o(s). Then we can find 7 € S* such that t*ts = s and o (¢) =
go(s)~'. Forany r € S* we have r*rts = ts if and only if

Inx C Dy = ItsS_1 = U(Z)Ds = ga(s)_le.

Hence, the statement of the theorem follows. OJ
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5. The full C*-algebras of the universal inverse semigroups

5.1. Let P be an inverse semigroup. Consider the space £!(P), define product and
involution:

(sezpasss)(t; b,(S,) = ( > asb,(Sst),

s,teP

(Zas(?s)* = UgOg%.
seP

seP

Then £!(P) is a Banach *-algebra. Any x-representation of P extends to a
x-representation of £!(P) and the converse is true. The full semigroup C*-algebra
C*(P) of P is the completion of £!(P) under the supremum norm over all
x-representations of P ([23]).

5.2. For aleft cancellative semigroup S let 4 be the set of all constructible right ideals
in S (see Paragraph 2.9). Define an inverse semigroup W generated by isometries wy,
s € § and projections ey, X € & satisfying the following relations for all 5,7 € §,
X, Y € g:

*
Wst = WsWe, Ws€xWg = €5X,

es=1, e; =0, exny =exey.

The universal C*-algebra generated by W is the full semigroup C*-algebra of S,
denoted C*(S) ([14]).

Lemma 5.3. There exists a surjective x-homomorphism C*(S*) — C*(S).

Proof. Clearly, W is an inverse semigroup. By Corollary 2.10in [14], W is generated
by isometries {w;s | § € S}, i.e. the relations defining W can be formulated in terms
of wy. Namely, for X = a, ' (ay—1...a;"'(a1S)) we have

— * * 3k 3k *
ex = Wy, Wa, -+ Wo,Way (Wg, Wa,_y « - Wg,Way) -

Then W is defined by requirements that idempotent monomials are equal when
corresponding ideals in S are equal as sets, and that the product of ideals is
respected. Imposing the same relations on S* denoted R5, we obtain that the quotient
S*/Rs5 equals W. Then this semigroup *-homomorphism extends to a surjective
s-homomorphism C*(§*) — C*(S). O

Remark 5.4. In terms of Paragraph 2.9 the relations R5 consist of R, and the first
half of R3. Therefore, the x-homomorphism y: $* — [;(S) in Lemma 2.10 factors
through $* — W defined above.
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5.5. As pointed out in the Section 2.5 of [14], the construction of the full semigroup
C*-algebra is not functorial, i.e. not every semigroup morphism of two cancellative
semigroups extends to *-homomorphism of their C*-algebras. This is demonstrated
further in Example 5.14. The reason lies in the construction of the inverse
semigroup W in the definition of C*(S). As we will see now, the map S — C*(S™),
on the contrary, is functorial.

Proposition 5.6. Let ¢:S — T be a semigroup morphism between two left
cancellative semigroups. Then ¢ extends to a x-homomorphism ¢:C*(S*) —

C*(T*).

Proof. Dueto Theorem 4.8 in [29], the imbedding S < S* is functorial, so ¢ induces
a *-homomorphism S* — T*. By the universal property of inverse semigroup

C*-algebras we obtain the required *x-homomorphism between the full C*-algebras.
O

Theorem 5.7. For any left cancellative semigroup S we have the following
commutative diagram in which every line is a short exact sequence and vertical
maps are surjective *-homomorphism.

0 J C*(§*) —— C*(S) — 0
l l (5.1)
0 Jr Cr(S*) —— CY(S) — 0

Here J is a closed ideal in C*(S™) generated by {x —y | x,y € §*, x ~g5 y},
and J, is defined in Lemma 4.8.

Proof. The upper short exact sequence is given by Lemma 5.3, the lower one was
proved in Lemma 4.8. The vertical maps are the left regular representations of S*
and S respectively. The commutativity of the diagram then follows from the fact that
all these *-homomorphisms are induced by *-homomorphisms of the corresponding
inverse semigroups. O

Remark 5.8. Due to Remark 5.4, CJ(S) is a C*-algebra generated by a *-
representation of W (in the same way as S* and ;(S)) on £2(S), which may be not
the same as the left regular representation of W and may be not faithful. Therefore
in general C¥(S) is not isomorphic to C,*(W).

Corollary 5.9. Using the results of [21], one has the following commutative diagram
where each map is a surjective *-homomorphism:

C*(S*) —— C*(S) —— C*(L;(5))

! ! !

CH(S*) —— CF(S) «—— C(I(S))
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Remark 5.10. Note that the last arrow is reversed due to the fact that C*(S) is
generated by a subrepresentation of the left regular representation of S* (or 7;(S)).
Note also that for inverse semigroups we consider only O-preserving representations,
so that in our notation C*(/;(S)) is the same as C(/;(S)) used in [21].

5.11. We denote G = G(S*) the maximal group homomorphic image of S* defined
in Paragraph 1.1. Then the semigroup homomorphism o:S* — G extends to
a surjective *-homomorphism C*(S*) — C*(G). This surjection is a quotient
homomorphism by a closed ideal I in C*(S*) generated by the set

{1—p|peS*, pisanidempotent}.

And using the definition of S* one can see that this ideal is generated by a smaller
set {1 —vsvy | s € S}. By Proposition 1.4 of [7] with a proof in Proposition 4.1
of [24], the x-homomorphism P — G(P) extends to a surjective *-homomorphism
of the reduced C*-algebras. Therefore we obtain the following statement.

Proposition 5.12. Let S be a left cancellative semigroup and G the maximal group
homomorphic image of S*. Then the following diagram is commutative, every line
is a short exact sequence and vertical maps are surjective x-homomorphism.

0 I C*(§*) —— C*(G) — 0
l l l (5.2)
0 I, CH(S*) — CHG) —> 0

Here I is a closed ideal in C*(S™) generated by the set {1 —vsvy | s € S} and I,
is its image under the left regular representation of S*.

Remark 5.13. There is one more ideal in C*(S™*) worth to be mentioned, namely
a closed ideal C generated by all commutators. Clearly, C contains the ideal 7,
because v; v; = 1. In the case of an abelian semigroup S, these ideals coincide. In
the case S = Z, one can easily verify C*(S) = C*(S™) is the Toeplitz algebra
and then the ideal C is isomorphic to the ideal of compact operators. In the general
case C*(S*)/C = C*(Ggup), where Gy is an abelianization of G.

Example 5.14. For any natural number n let F,5 denote the free monoid on n
generators dp, . . . , d, with the empty word e. Let us compare C*(F,") (see [15] for a
detailed description) with C*(F;F ™). We have F.f = X LU XU X, L {e}, where
X; = aiIF;r fori = 1,...,n are constructible right ideals in S,, (see Paragraph 2.9).
Therefore in C*(FF,") fori # j we have

Vg, v;i Va; v;j =ex;ex; =ep =0, (5.3)
which implies v} vs; = 0. The same holds in C*(F,7), V5 V., = 0. Hence, the
maximal group homomorphic image of I;(F,1) is trivial. It follows that there is no

canonical surjective *-homomorhism from C*(F,") onto C*(G).
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Moreover, knowing that every semigroup is a homomorphic image of a free
monoid, one would expect the same to hold for the corresponding semigroup
C*-algebras, but this is not true. To see this consider the semigroup S = Z4+ x Z 4,
which is an abelian semigroup generated by #; = (1,0) and t, = (0,1). Then
there is a canonical homomorphism ¢: IF2+ — § sending a; — t1, ax — ts.
And we have (1,0)S N (0,1)S = (1, 1)S, hence v; v/, vy, 07, = U(l,l)va,n # 0.
Consequently, due to (5.3) homomorphism ¢ does not extend to a x-homomorphism
C*([F)) — C*(9).

In the semigroup I, * (and its C*-algebra) the product Vay Vg, Vay Vg, 1 @ nON-
zero idempotent which allows the desired homomorphism to exist. And in general,
the semigroup FF,’ * has no zero, and its maximal group homomorphic image is the
free group IF,,. So, from the diagram (5.2) we get the following short exact sequence:

01— C*F") - C*(Fp).

The same holds for the reduced C*-algebras.

Since every semigroup is a homomorphic image of a free monoid using
Proposition 5.6 we deduce that for any n-generated cancellative semigroup S the
C*-algebra C*(S™) is a homomorphic image of C* (IF,T*).

There is a natural quotient for C*(F,- *) in the case n = 2 and n = 3. Consider a
closed two-sided ideal /,, generated by the element p = 1—-) ", v, Vg, - Multiplying p

by idempotents vg; v;“j one by one we obtain that /, contains every vg; Vg Va, v;j
and so contains vy vg; forall i # j. Consequently, the quotient C *(F,F /1, is
canonically isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra @,. The quotient homomorphism can
also be seen as the composition C*(F, *) — C*(F,[) — O,, where the last map is
given in Paragraph 8.2 of [15]. In order to get the same in the case n > 4 one has to

add elements v;‘i Vg ; tO the ideal 7,,.

5.15. Many of the results in [14] and [15] hold only under the assumption of
independence of the constructible right ideals. According to [14], for a cancellative
semigroup S the set of constructible right ideals ¢ is said to be independent, if
X =U"_ X;for X, Xy,..., X, €  implies X = X; for some i.

If some of the constructible right ideals are not independent, then the images of
corresponding idempotents under the left regular representation of S are not linearly
independent. In such case the diagonal subalgebra D = C*(ex: X € &) in C*(S)
is not isomorphic to its image under the left regular representation.

Let us illustrate such situation on a semigroup S = Z \ {1} = {0,2, 3, ...} with
the usual addition operation. In the notation (2.1), (2.2) we have:

248 =1{2,4,5,6,...}, 3+S8=1{3,5,6,7,...}, (-3)+2+S5=1{2,3,4,...}.
It follows that (2 + S) U (3 + S) = (—=3) + 2 + S. Therefore, in C*(S) we have

Vs VZ* + V3 V3* -V, Vz* V3 V3* = V3* Vs Vz* V.
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But this problem does not exist for the algebra C,* (S*). Due to [32] the left regular
representation of an inverse semigroup P extends to a faithful representation of £! (P)
on {2(P). Hence, images of elements of S* under the left regular representation
are all linearly independent. The reason is that there are enough vectors in the basis
of £2(S*) to differ elements of S*, unlike the subspace £2(S). In the same way the
semigroup elements of S* are independent in C*(S™*) and in C*(S), since these are
full semigroup C*-algebras of inverse semigroups (S* and W respectively).

We end this section with a note on nuclearity of semigroup C*-algebras in the
case when S is abelian. This is a direct consequence of Murphy’s [19].

Proposition 5.16. For an abelian cancellative semigroup S the algebras C*(S™),
Cx(S*), C*(S), C}(S), C*(1;(S)), C}(1;(S)) are nuclear.

Proof. All of the mentioned C*-algebras in this case are generated by commuting

isometries with commuting range projections, so we can apply Theorem 4.8 of [19].
O

6. Amenability and nuclearity

The classical definition of amenability is common for all semigroups [25], we recall
it further. Let P be a semigroup. Right action of P on £°°(P) is given by

pt(x) = p(tx),

where ¢ € £>*°(P), t,x € P. A mean m on £*°(P) is called left invariant if
m(¢pt) = m(¢p) forallt € P, ¢ € £°°(P). The semigroup P is left amenable if
there exists a left invariant mean. For an inverse semigroup left amenability, right
amenability and (two-sided) amenability are equivalent. A result of Duncan and
Namioka [8] states that an inverse semigroup is amenable if and only if its maximal
group homomorphic image is amenable. The following result of [17] connects
amenability of inverse semigroup with the weak containment property.

Theorem 6.1 (D. Milan [17]). Let P be an E-unitary inverse semigroup. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(1) P is amenable;
(2) P satisfies the weak containment property, i.e. C*(P) = C*(P);
(3) the maximal group homomorphic image G(P) is amenable.

Corollary 6.2. Let S be embeddable in a group. Then the following conditions are
equivalent and imply that C}(S) and C*(S) are nuclear:

(1) the group G generated by S is amenable;

(2) S* is amenable;
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(3) ST is amenable;

(4) S* has the weak containment property, i.e. C*(S*) = C*(S™);
(5) ST has the weak containment property;

(6) CX(S*) is nuclear;

(7) C*(ST) is nuclear.

Proof. By Corollary 3.5, inverse semigroups S and S* are E-unitary and G(S¥) =
G(S™) coincides with the group generated by S. Applying Theorem 6.1, we get
equivalence of all the conditions (1)-(5) above. By Proposition 6.6 in [18], the
maximal group homomorphic image G(P) of an inverse semigroup P is amenable if
and only if the universal groupoid of P is amenable, which is equivalent to nuclearity
of its reduced C*-algebra by Theorem 5.6.18 in [4]. Hence, we obtain equivalence
of (6) and (7) to (1). Finally, conditions (6) and (7) and the diagram (5.1) imply that
CX(S) and C*(S) are nuclear. O

Corollary 6.3. Let S be a left amenable cancellative semigroup. Then S* and S*
are amenable inverse semigroups.

Proof. By Proposition 1.27 in [25], every left amenable cancellative semigroup
embeds in a group G, such that G = S S~ and G is amenable. Hence, condition (1)
in Corollary 6.2 is satisfied. 0

Remark 6.4. Nuclearity of the C*-algebra C(S) does not imply nuclearity of
C}(S*) (or C}(ST)). The counterexample is given by the free monoid F,',
the subsemigroup generating the free group FF,,. By Example 5.14, there exist
surjective *-homomorphisms C*(Ff*) — C*(F,) and C}(F+") — C*(F,).
Hence, C*(F,- *) is not nuclear. This is natural considering the fact that F;fis
not amenable. Nevertheless, as shown by Nica in [20], the C*-algebra C*(FF,})
is nuclear.

We finish this section with a result connecting directly amenability of S* to
amenability of S, analogous to Proposition 1.27 in [25].

Proposition 6.5. Ler S be a left cancellative left amenable semigroup. Then S* is

an amenable inverse semigroup.

Proof. We consider S embedded in S* byamapa € S — v, € $* and £°(S) C
£>°(S*). Let mg be a left invariant mean on £°°(.S) and define a mean on £°°(S™)
by m(¢) = mo(¢|s), where for any x € S we put

Pls(x) = ¢ (vx).
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Since S* is generated by S, it is sufficient to check left invariance of m on generators
Vg, vy forall a,b € S. Take ¢ € £*°(S*) and a € § and calculate using left
invariance of mq:

m(pva) = mo((pva)ls) = mo(¢plsa) = mo(¢pls) = m(¢).
m(¢vy) = mo((pv))ls) = mo((pv})lsa)
= mo((pv;va)ls) = mo(@pls) = m(e).

Hence, m is a left invariant mean on £°(S™). O

7. Crossed products of universal inverse semigroups

Definition 7.1. Let P be an inverse semigroup. An action o of P on a space X
is a x-homomorphism P — J(X), as: Dgx — Dy, such that the union of all Dj
coincides with X. We call it unital if the image of the unit element in P is the
identity map on X . If X is a locally compact Hausdorff topological space, we require
every o to be continuous and Dy to be open in X.

Lemma7.2. There is a one-to-one correspondence between actions of S on a space X
by injective maps and unital actions of S* on X.

Proof. Let @ be an action of S on X, i.e. a0y = g for any s,¢ € §, such that
each o is injective. By Lemma 2.4, denoting Dy C X the image of a; and defining
ay: Dy — X asthe inverse of s, we get a set generating an inverse subsemigroup S
in 4(X). Clearly, in this semigroup the map «; o, is an identity on X forany s € S.
Hence, there is a surjective *-homomorphism &: S* — S, which gives an action
of S* by partial bijections on X. And we see that & is a unital action of $* on X.

Now suppose « is a unital action of $* on X. Then define &(s) = a(vs) for
all s € §. Then multiplicativity follows immediately. Unitality of o implies that

a(s)*a(s) = a(vyvs) =id.
Hence, for every s € S @(s) is a bijection with the domain equal to X. O

Remark 7.3. The previous lemma holds also in topological setting, i.e. when X is a
locally compact Hausdorft topological space and each o is continuous.

Definition 7.4. By an injective action with ideal images o of a left cancellative
semigroup S on a C*-algebra A we mean a set of injective *-homomorphisms o
on A such that for every s, ¢ € S, a5y = a5ty and o5 (A) is a closed two-sided x-ideal
in A. In this case we say that («, S, A) is an injective C*-dynamical system.

A partial automorphism ¢ on a C*-algebra A is a x-isomorphism ¢: J; — Jo,
where J1, J; are closed two-sided x-ideals in A. For a C*-algebra A denote by J(A)
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the inverse semigroup of partial automorphisms on A, with a product and an inverse
map defined similarly to J (X) (see Section 2).

An action o of an inverse semigroup P on a C*-algebra A is a *-homomorphism
P — J(A), as: Eg«+ — Eg, such that the union of all E coincides with A. In this
case we say that («, P, A) is a C*-dynamical system. If P hasaunit 1 and o7 = id 4,
we say that the action « is unital.

Lemma 7.5. There is a one-to-one correspondence between injective actions of S
with ideal images on a C*-algebra A and unital actions of S™ on A.

Proof. For an injective action @ of S on A, we define for any s € S the domain
Ey» = A and the range E,; = as(A4) of @(vs) = ;. For the inverse map we
put &(vy) = og: Ey, — E,x. Following the proof of Lemma 7.2, we obtain an
action of S* on the underlying space of A. Since oy is a *-homomorphism, the same
is true for & (vy), & (v ) and the products of such maps. Hence, & given by Lemma 7.2
is an action of S$* on the C*-algebra A. The reverse statement follows similarly from
Lemma 7.2. O

Remark 7.6. Notice that if A is unital and & is an induced action of S$* on A as in
the lemma, we may extend &(v;) to a *-endomorphism on A by setting &(v;)(a) =
oy (og(1)a). But one should remember that this extension is injective only on E,.
Then & is an action of $* on A by *-endomorphisms.

Definition 7.7. Let S be a left cancellative semigroup with an action « on a
C*-algebra A. A covariant representation (see [12]) of the C*-dynamical system
(o, S, A) is a pair (7, T) in which

(1) = is a non-degenerate *-representation of 4 on H;
(2) T:S — B(H) is a unital isometric representation of S;
(3) the covariance condition 7 (cts(a)) = Ty (a)T,* holds foreverya € A, s € S.

Lemma 7.8. If (w,T) is a covariant representation of an injective C*-dynamical
system with ideal images (., S, A) and A is unital, then T is an inverse representation

of S.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that all idempotents in the semigroup ST generated
by T(S) U T(S)* commute, i.e. xx*yy* = yy*xx* for any monomials x and y.
Obviously, in the notation of Lemma 7.5, T;T,* = n(s(1)) € w(Ey). Due to the
Remark 7.6 and the covariance condition, (& (v;y)(a)) = T,*w(a)Ts. Generally, for
any monomial x € ST and a € A we have

xx* = m(@(x)(1)), (7.1)
xm(a)x* = mw(d(x)(a)). (7.2)
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For x = T, s € S using the fact that images of & are ideals we deduce:
TS w(a) = Tym(@(s)(Da) = Ty w(ad(s)(1)) = Ty n(a) T Ty, (7.3)
m(a)Ts = m(ad(s)(1))Ts = n(a(s)(D)a)Ts = T T, w(a)Ts. (7.4)

For general type of monomial these formulas can be shown by induction on the length
of monomial. Suppose the formulas hold for the length equal n and take x = yz,
where y has length n and y is a generator. First assume z = Ty and fora € 4
calculate

n(a)x = n(a)yTs = yy* n(a)yT;.
By (7.2), we have y*n(a)y € w(A), and due to (7.4)
y(y*r(a)y)Ts = yT, T y* w(a)yTs = xx*m(a)x.
If z =T/, by T;*Ts = 1 we similarly have
n(a)x = w(a)yT{ = yy n(@)yTy = yI Ty *n(a)yTy = xx*m(a)x.

Thus, for any monomial x we have

7(a)x = xx*n(a)x. (7.5)

In the same way, splitting x into 75y or 7,*y and using (7.3), we obtain
xm(a) = xm(a)x*x. (7.6)

Then for any monomials x, y using that yy* € 7(A) by (7.1), we get
xxTyy* = xxTyyTax® = yyTax. O

Definition 7.9. Let P be an inverse semigroup with an action @ on a C*-algebra A.
A covariant representation (see [30]) of the C*-dynamical system (c, P, A) is a pair
(7, T) in which

(1) m is a non-degenerate *-representation of 4 on H;

(2) T: P — B(H) is a unital *-representation of P, such that for every s € P,
T)TsH = n(Eg«)H and T, T H = n(Eg)H,;

(3) the covariance condition (s (a)) = Ty (a)T,* holds foreverya € Eg«,s € P.

Lemma 7.10. Let o be an injective action of a left cancellative semigroup S on a
C*-algebra A and & the induced action of S* on A. Then there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the covariant representations of («, S, A) and (&, S*, A).
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Proof. Let (, T) be a covariant representation of («, S, 4) on H. By Lemma 4.3
and Lemma 7.8, T induces a *-representation T of S* on H given by

Ty, =T,, T,»=T;

The condition (7.2) gives the condition (3) of the Definition 7.9.
Now we prove condition (2) of Definition (7.9). Let v € S*,a € E,+ and
b = &y (a). Due to covariance condition, we have

n(av(a)) = Tvn(a)fv* =T, U*T“v

()T} =T,TF 7 (o (a)). (7.7)
Hence, n(E,)H C TUTU*H.
We prove the reverse inclusion by induction on the length of v. First suppose

v = vsw, where s € S, w € S*, and assume that the inclusion is proved for w. It
1mphes that for x € H, the vector T, T*x = TvS T T T *X can be approximated by

Yo Tvsn(a )y; for some a; € Ey, and y; € H. Hence, we obtain
T)x ~ Z Tvsn(ai)fvtfvs)’i = Z (as(a )) vs Vi € T(Eygw)H.
i i
Now suppose v = viw for s € S, w € §*, and assume that the inclusion is
proved for w. Similarly the vector T, Ty x = T Ty T, Ty X is approximated by
D Tv’in(ai) y; for some a; € E, and y; € H. Denote by u) the approximate unit
of A. Due to the fact that 7 is a non-degenerate representation of A, 7 () converges

to the identity operator on H in the strong operator topology, i.e. y ~ m(u,)y for
any y € H. Then we obtain

Z TrTo Ty m(a)yi ~ Y T Toym(ua) T, m(ar) yi
= Z Ty ()@ = Y T (e (bi2)) i
i i

where b; ; = os(uy)a; € E,, N Ey. Since b; 5 € E,, using (7.7) we get

Z F(bin)yi = ZT*n(m) v Ty = > (@5 (b)) Ty,

i

which belongs to w(E,x,,) H due to definition of E,x,,. Thus, (7, T) is a covariant
representation of (&, S$*, A).

If (m, T) is any covariant representation of (&, S*, A), then Ty = Tv gives a
unital inverse representation of S by Lemma 4.3. Since « is just a restriction of &,
the covariance condition also holds. 0

Remark 7.11. The reverse statement to the previous Lemma also holds. Let S be a
left cancellative semigroup and « be an action of the universal inverse semigroup S*
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on a C*-algebra A, & the induced action of S on A. Then there is a correspondence
between the covariant representations of (&, S$*, A) and (&, S, A). The proof is the
same as above.

7.12. We now recall the definitions of crossed products by partial automorphisms
of inverse semigroups and crossed products by injective actions of cancellative
semigroups. For the case of inverse semigroups acting on (in general non-unital)
C*-algebras by partial automorphisms there is a well-established definition, given
in [9,10,30].

For cancellative semigroups there exist several constructions of the crossed
product, by automorphisms ([14]) and by endomorphisms ([12]), both of them
for unital C*-algebras. Though an automorphism is a particular case of an
endomorphism, the construction of the crossed product by an automorphism is not a
particular case of the one by an endomorphism.

The main difference of the constructions is that in the case of an automorphism the
crossed product contains the whole semigroup C*-algebra, while the crossed product
by an endomorphism contains only isometries corresponding to the elements of the
semigroup. A connection between crossed products by automorphisms and crossed
products by inverse semigroups is given in Proposition 5.7 of [15]. It describes the
isomorphism between A x4 S and (A® D) xg S in the case when S isa subsemigroup
of a group. Here D is the canonical commutative C*-subalgebra in C*(S), and S is
some specific *x-homomorphic image of S*. Thus, the subject of the present paper
is the notion of crossed product by an endomorphism of S.

Definition 7.13. Let « be an action of a left cancellative semigroup S on a unital
C*-algebra A. The crossed product associated to the C*-dynamical system (e, S, A)
is a C*-algebra A xq S with a unital *-homomorphism ig: 4 — A %y S and an
isometric representation ig: S — A Xy S such that:

(1) (i4,is) is a covariant representation for (a, S, A);

(2) for any other covariant representation (7, 7') there is a representation 7 x T of

AXg Ssuchthatm = (m xT)oigand T = (r xT)oig;

(3) A %y S is generated by i 4(A) and is(S) as a C*-algebra.

As noticed in [12], the crossed product is non-trivial if S acts by injective
endomorphisms. A X, S can be defined as a C*-algebra generated by monomials a wy
and (aws)* = wia™ where a € i4(A), and wy = ig(s). The completion is taken
with respect to the norm given by the supremum of ||(x x T')(x)|| over all covariant

representations (7, 7). Obviously, for any covariant representations (w, T'), the
representation w x T of A %, S is given by

(7 x T)(w/aws) = T, n(a)Ts.

Note that since A and S are unital, the elements w; generate a semigroup isomorphic
to S™* and we can change the notation w; to v;.
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Definition 7.14. Let « be an action of an inverse semigroup P on a C*-algebra A.
Denote by L the linear space of finite sums ) . p as8s wWhere a; € Eg and §; is a
formal symbol. Multiplication and involution are defined in the following way.

(ads)(bd;) = as(as+(a)b)sis, (ads)™ = agx(a™)dgx.

For any covariant representation (,7) define a non-degenerate *-representation

of L:
(m x T)(Zas(Ss) = Zn(as)Ts.

seP seP

The crossed product A <, P is the Hausdorff completion of L in the norm
]l = supp [[TI() I,

where the supremum is taken over all representations of L of the form [T = & x T
for all covariant representations (77, T').

Theorem 7.15. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and let « be an injective action with
ideal images of S on A, & be an action of S* on A, where one of them is induced by
another. Then the crossed product C*-algebras A X S and A xg S* are isomorphic.

Proof. Due to Lemma 7.10 and Remark 7.11, it is sufficient to give a *-isomorphism
of the underlying *-algebras of monomials, K for A x, S and L for A xz S*
respectively.

First note that any monomial in K can be written as avg, vs, ...vs,, where
a € Ev;kl Vs Vs in the notation of Lemma 7.5. Indeed, using the covariance
condition and the assumption that the images of the endomorphisms are ideals, we
obtain foranya € A,s € S:

avs = avsv; vg = aog(1)vy,
via = vias(Da = v (o) (as(1)a)) = o (as(1)a)vy,

vsa = ag(a)vs.

As noticed in the proof of Lemma 7.5, we may assume that & (v )(a) = o (o5 (1)a)
for any a € A, remembering that &(v}) is an isomorphism only on E, . Therefore,
for any monomial x = vy vy, ... vs, and a € A we obtain

xa = d(x)(a)x.

Define ¢: K — L on generators by a — aé;, vy — ®(vs)(1)$,, and on an
arbitrary monomial x and a € E by

¢(ax) = aby.



C*-theory of the universal inverse semigroups 723

Extend ¢ linearly to K. Then clearly, ¢ (K) = L. To show that ¢ is multiplicative,
calculate the product of arbitrary monomials av;“l Vs, ... Vs, and bv;‘1 Vgy + - U
wherea € Ex,b e E,, x = vt*lvtz...v,n,y = vjlst...vsk:

axby = ad(x)(b)xy = &'(x)(&'(x*)(a)b)xy.
Therefore, due to the Definition 7.14

¢(axby) = (@)@ (x*)(@)b)xy) = &(x)(F(x*)(@)b)dxy = (abx)(bs)).

In the same way we verify that ¢ preserves involution:

pax)* = (adx)" = a(x*)(@")8x+ = ¢p(a(x™)(@")x*) = p(x*a”).
Thus, ¢ is a *-isomorphism onto L. O

Corollary 7.16. There exist an injective action ,5 of S on C*(E), where E is the
semigroup of idempotents in S*, and an action & of S* on Eq = {ex | X € ¢}.
With respect to thess actions,

C*($*) = C*(E)x5S. C*(S)=C*(Eg) %z S™.

Proof. For any inverse semigroup P there exists an action 8 by partial bijections
on its subsemigroup E of idempotents. Namely, for x € P, the domain of 8, is
Dy« ={f: f =x*xf},and Bx(f) = xfx*. This action extends to an action
of P on the commutative C*-algebra C *(E) and by Proposition 4.11 of [30], C*(P)
is isomorphic to the crossed product C*(E) xg P. Take P = S* and see that
is unital and fB,, is injective since v, are isometries for s € S, and the images of
the extension of B to C*(E) are closed ideals. Then by Lemma 7.5 we get an
action B of S on C*(E) by injective endomorphisms with ideal images. Applying
Theorem 7.15 we obtain

C*(S*) =~ C*(E) xg S* =~ C*(E) %7 S.
B B

By Lemma 2.14 in [14], C*(S) = C*(Eg) % S, where « is an injective action
given on generators by a5 (ex) = esx fors € S, X € . Therefore, by Lemma 7.5 «
generates an action & of S* on C*(Eg). Using again Theorem 7.15, we obtain the
required isomorphism. O

Remark 7.17. The isomorphism C*(S) = C*(Eg) xy S of [14] mentioned above
could be deduced directly from the fact that C*(S) is a C*-algebra of an inverse
semigroup W, which is a quotient of S*, using Theorem 7.15.

Corollary 7.18. Let S be a left Ore semigroup generating a group G = S~'S
and o be a unital action of S* on a C*-algebra A. Then there exists a unique
up to isomorphism C*-dynamical system (B, G, B), where B is an action of G by
automorphisms of a C*-algebra B and an embedding i: A — B such that:
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(1) B dilates o, i.e. Bsoi =i oy, foralls € S;
(2) UsesB;1(i(A)) is dense in B;
(3) A xg S* is isomorphic to i(1)(B xg G)i(1), which is a full corner.

Proof. Use Theorem 7.15 and apply Theorem 2.4 in [12]. 0

7.19. The crossed product with a non-unital C*-algebra is defined using the multiplier
algebra (see [13] for details), but the notion of the covariant representation is
the same as in Definition 7.7. For an extendible *-homomorphism between
C*-algebras ¢: A — M(B), its unique strictly continuous extension is denoted
¢: M(A) — M(B).

Definition 7.20. Let («, S, A) be a C*-dynamical system, where A is non-unital
and § is a semigroup. A crossed product for (o, S, A) is a C*-algebra B denoted
A xq S with a proper homomorphism i4: A — B and a semigroup homomorphism
is: S — Isom(M(B)) such that:

(1) (ig,is) is a covariant representation for (¢, S, A);
(2) for any other covariant representation (7,7) there is a non-degenerate
representation = x T of A X4 S such that

m=@xT)oiy and T = xT)oig;

(3) A xy S is generated by {i4(a)is(s) | a € A, s € S} as a C*-algebra.

Theorem 7.21. Let A be a non-unital C*-algebra and let o be an extendible injective
action of S on A, B be an extendible action of S* on A, where one of them is
induced by another. Then the crossed product C*-algebras A Xy S and A xg S* are
isomorphic.

Proof. The action o of S on A extends to an action & on M(A). Then e; =
a(s)(1ar¢ay) is a strict limit of @(s)(u,) = o(u,) and thus it is the projection onto
E,, = as(A). Moreover, § is a unit in M (E,,) and the map m — esme; implements
an embedding M(E,,) — M(A). On the other hand, one can easily verify that
a(s)(M(A)) C M(E,,). Hence, a(s)(M(A)) = M(E,,) and we also have that
o(s)(M(A)) is a closed two-sided *-ideal in M(A). By Lemma 7.5 we also obtain
an action 8 of S* on M(A), which clearly extends the action 8 on A.

By definition and the fact that non-degenerate representations of A are extendible,
the crossed product A X S is a closed ideal in M (A) xg S generated as a C*-algebra
by {ipa(a)is(s) | a € A, s € §}. Take a,b € A, s,t € S and calculate the
following products inside M(A) xg S:

is(8) ipay(a) = is(s)*is(s)is(s) ip(ay(a)
= i5(5) ipcay(esa) = ipa)(@(s)* (esa))is(s)*,
ima)(@)is(8)ipgay(D)is(t) = ipgay(@)is()ing(ay(b)is(s)* is(s)is(t)
= ipa)(aos(b))is(s)is(t).
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It follows that A i, S is the closure of the linear span of the set

{iM(A)(a)x lae A, x =is(s1)is(s2)...is(sn), 5; €S, n € N}.

As usual, we call elements of the form ig(s;)*is(s2)*...is(sy)* monomials.
Repeating the same reasoning as in Theorem 7.15, for any product

imay(@)is(s1)*is(s2) .. .is(sn)

we may assume that a € Esfsz...sn-

In the same way the crossed product A xg S* can be viewed as a closed ideal in
the unital crossed product M(A) xg S*. Denote by j4 . the embedding of E, in
M(A) xg S*. Then A xg S* is the closure of the linear span of the set

{jax(@)y | x € 8™}

with the algebraic structure given by Definition 7.14.

Theorem 7.15 gives an isomorphism ¢ between the C*-algebras M(A) xg S
and M(A) xg S*. For any a € A and a monomial x the map ¢ sends ipr4)(a)x
to ja,x(a)dx. By the Lemma 7.10, the covariant representations of the systems
(a, S, A) and (B, S*, A) are the same. Therefore, i4(a) = 0iff j4,1(a) = 0. Hence,
¢ restricts to an isomorphism between A x S and 4 xg S*. O

Corollary 7.22. Let o be an action of S on a locally compact Hausdor{f space X by
continuous injective maps and 3 the induced action of S*. Then the crossed product
C*-algebras Co(X) xg S and Co(X) xg S* are isomorphic.

Proof. The action « induces an action & on Cy(X) by the formula

& () (x) = f(o5 (),

where f € Cy(X), x € Dy in the notation of Lemma 7.2. Then clearly E; =
Co(Ds) C Co(X), so &s: Co(X) — Co(Dy) and every @ is injective. The action
of $* given by & by Lemma 7.5 coincides with the action 8 induced by 8 on Cy(X).
Therefore by Theorem 7.21 the crossed products are isomorphic. 0

8. Partial crossed products, Ore semigroups

The results of [16] show that a C*-algebra of an E-unitary inverse semigroup P is
isomorphic to a partial crossed product of the commutative subalgebra generated
by idempotents in P by a partial action of G, where G is the maximal group
homomorphic image of P.

Definition 8.1. A partial action a of agroup G onaset X is apair ({Dg }geG, {0tg }geG),
where Dg are subsets of X and ag: D,~1 — D, are bijections, satisfying for
any g, h € G:

4
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(1) D; =X, a1 =idy;

2) Olg(Dg—l N Dy) =Dy N Dgp;

(3) (agap)(x) = agp(x) forall x € Dy—1 N Dp—14-1.

Theorem 8.2 (D. Milan and B. Steinberg [16]). Let P be an E-unitary inverse semi-

group with idempotent set E and maximal group image G. Then there exists a partial
action of G on E such that

C*(P) = C*(E)x G, C*(P) = C*(E) %, G.

In a view of Corollary 3.5, we get an immediate Corollary.
Corollary 8.3. Ifa semigroup S is embeddable in a group, C*(ST) =~ C*(EF)xG,
C*(S*) = C*(E) x G, where E¥ and E are subsemigroups of idempotents in S
and S* correspondingly, and G is the group generated by S. The same holds for the
reduced C*-algebras and reduced crossed products.

The models for S¥ and S* described in Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4 give us

concrete formulas for the partial actions in Corollary above.
For every g € G define using the notation of Theorem 3.3:

Dg—1 = {[A] € EF : there exist g1.82 € Asuchthat g, < g~ ! < gz},

or equivalently D —1 = {[A] : [{1,g7"}] < [A]}. For [A] € D 1 define

ag ([A]) = g[A] = [{1} U {gh:h € A}].

One can easily see that «g is a bijection between Dg—1 and D, -1 and formula (3)
from the definition is satisfied as well. Hence, « is a partial action of G on E Fand
it coincides with the partial action in Theorem 8.2.

Consider S$* and its idempotent subsemigroup £. Now [A] denotes an equivalence
class defined in Corollary 3.4. For every g € G we define

Dg-1={[AleE:geA-S7'},

where A - S ~1 denotes pointwise product of sets and S™! = {a~!:a € S} C G. For
[A] € Dg—1 define

T ([4]) = g[A] = [(1} U {ghth € 4}].
Again, @ is a partial action of G on S*, which gives an isomorphism C*(S§*) =~
C*(E)xG.
8.4. For a particular class of semigroups we can say more about the connection
between S* and partial crossed products of groups.

Definition 8.5. A partial action o of a group G on a C*-algebra A is a pair
({Eg}gec.{og}gec), Where E, are closed two-sided *-idealsin A and o : E,—1— E
are *-isomorphisms, satisfying for any g,h € G:

g
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() Ey =4

(2) ag(Eg—1 NEp) = Eg N Egp;

(3) (agap)(x) = agp(x) forallx € Ejp—1 N Ep—15-1.
Then (A, G, @) is a C*-partial dynamical system.

In [10] it was shown, that the partial actions and partial representations of a
group G are in one-to-one correspondence with actions and representations of a
special inverse semigroup S(G). Moreover, an isomorphism between a partial
crossed product by G and a crossed product by S(G) was proved in [10] and earlier
in [30]. We recall these results.

Following [10] S(G) is a semigroup generated by elements 7, for all g € G
satisfying the following relations:

to—ilgly = lg—1lgp, (8.1
tethty—1 = tgptp—1, (8.2)
tet) = tg. (8.3)

Then S(G) is an inverse semigroup with unit 7, and involution 7; = f,-1. A
partial representation of G on a Hilbert space H is amap T: G — B(H), sending
g — Tg, where Ty satisfy relations (8.1)—(8.3).

Lemma 8.6 ([10]). Partial actions (partial representations) of G are in one-to-one
correspondence with actions (resp., *-representations) of S(G).

Theorem 8.7 ([10]). Let a: G — I(A) be a partial action of a group G on a
C*-algebra A, and B the action of S(G) induced by a. Then A xq G and A xg S(G)
are isomorphic.

Let us consider a particular case of a group. Namely, let S be a left Ore semigroup,
so that by Theorem 2.5 of Ore and Dubreil there exists a group G suchthat G = S1S.
Now we study the connections between S(G) and the inverse semigroup S™* generated
by S as defined in Section 2.

In S(G) all elements are partial isometries, including ¢ for all s € S. Moreover,
S(G) is generated not only by elements corresponding to S. It follows that S(G) is
not isomorphic to S or to S*. We implement the choice of generators by setting
which elements should be represented by isometries. Namely, define on S(G) a
relation 7ty ~ 1 for all s € S and denote by R the generated congruence.

Lemma 8.8. The quotient semigroup of S(G) by the congruence R is isomorphic
to S*.

Proof. For all g € G we denote by 7, the image of 7, under the quotient map
S(G) — S(G)/R. Then S(G) is characterised by R and the conditions (8.1)—(8.3).
Forany s, p € S set g = s~!, h = p and consider equation (8.1):

LT, = faly .
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Multiplying from the left by 7 we obtain 7,1, = 7;f,. In the same way setting
g =s,h = pin(8.2) we get iy, = I5f,. Since a quotient of an inverse semigroup is
an inverse semigroup, we deduce that S(G)/ R satisfies the definition of S* having 7
at the place of vgs. The converse is also true, let us show for instance (8.1) for the
generators of S*. Take arbitrary g = p~'q, h = s~ 'r where p,q,r,s € S. Let

gs™' =a'bforsomea,b € S, then gh = p~'gs~'r = p~la='br and we have

VaVq = VpVUs == Vg = VU, Vp.

Then the left hand side of (8.1) equals
(0 vp) (VU (VS V) = V VUL VGUZ VL Uy
= Vg VgVgVpU RV VpVr = (Vg 0p) (VU5 VpVy).
Therefore, the map fs_lp — Vv, is an isomorphism between S(G)/R and S*. [

Combining this result with Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 4.2 (presented here as
Lemma 8.6) in [9] and Lemmas 4.3, 7.2, 7.5, we immediately get the following.

Corollary 8.9. Any isometric inverse representation of S induces a partial
representation of G. Any injective action of S on a space X induces a partial
action of G on X. Any injective action of S on a C*-algebra A with ideal images
induces a partial action of G on A.

Remark 8.10. The reverse statement is true under some conditions. If a
x-representation 7" of S(G) on some Hilbert space H factors through the quotient
map S(G) — S(G)/R, then clearly T induces a *-representation of S$*, which we
denote by the same symbol. It follows that any partial representation 7" of G which
satisfies the property that T are isometries for all s € S, gives a *-representation
of S* (and an isometric inverse representation of §).

Theorem 8.11. Let S be a left Ore semigroup, and let o be an extendible injective
action of S on a C*-algebra A, and & the induced partial action of G on A. Then
the crossed product A Xq S is isomorphic to the partial crossed product A Xz G.

Proof. By Theorems 7.15 and 7.21, the crossed product 4 x4 S is isomorphic to the
inverse semigroup crossed product A x, S*. On the other hand, by the Lemma 8.6
the partial action @ induces an action 8 of S(G) on A, and by Theorem 8.7 the
crossed products A Xy G and A xg S(G) are isomorphic. So, it remains to prove the
isomorphism between A o S* and 4 xg S(G).

Let (7, T') be acovariantrepresentation of (8, S(G), A). Wehave E;x = Epx = A
due to the fact that 8 is induced by «. By condition (2) of Definition 7.9, forany s € S
the operator 7" Ty, = T;#,, is a partial isometry with initial and final spaces equal
to H, hence a unitary; and at the same time it is a projection. It implies that T;,
is an isometry on H. By Remark 8.10, the representation 7:S(G) — B(H)
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factors through the quotient map S(G) — S™* defined in Lemma 8.8 and gives a
representation T of S* on H. So, we obtain a covariant representation (7, 7~“) of
(o, S*, A).

If (7, T) is a covariant representation of («, S*, A), then Corollary 8.9 gives a
covariant representation of (8, S(G), A). Therefore these dynamical systems have
the same set of covariant representations. The underlying algebra L for the two
crossed products are different, but the completions under the supremum norm over all
covariant representations are isomorphic. Indeed, if s, € S(G) are such thats ~g ¢,
then for any a € E; = E; and for any covariant representation (7, 7') we have

7w X T(abs) = n(a)Ty = n(a)Ty = 7w x T(aé;).

Thus, A xq $* and A xg S(G) are isomorphic. O

9. Conclusion

One can see that the semigroup C*-algebras (both universal and reduced) of a
cancellative semigroup S are in fact C*-algebras (the full C*-algebra and a C*-
algebra generated by some special representation) of some inverse semigroup. All
phenomena of these algebras, discussed in the Introduction, can be explained by
this fact, and indicate that the concept of these algebras is imperfect. We have
shown that to every left cancellative semigroup S one can associate a universal
inverse semigroup S*. Then the full and reduced C*-algebras of S* do not have the
mentioned problems and can be regarded as ‘“new” C*-algebras of S. The universal
inverse semigroup captures many properties of .S, of its “old” C*-algebras and also
of actions and crossed products by S. All together this convinces us that S* serves
the purpose of describing the C*-theory of §.
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