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We introduce a notion of properness for (G, which is invariant under Morita-
equivalence. We show that any generalized morphism between two locally
compact groupoids which satisfies some properness conditions induces a C*-
correspondence from C;(G1) to C)(G2), and thus two Morita equivalent
groupoids have Morita-equivalent C*-algebras. Finally, we attempt to de-
fine an assembly map & la Baum-Connes-Higson.
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2 JEAN-LOUIS TU

INTRODUCTION

Very often, groupoids that appear in geometry, such as holonomy groupoids
of foliations, groupoids of inverse semigroups [23| [[4] and the indicial algebra
of a manifold with corners [I7] are not Hausdorff. For Hausdorff groupoids,
Baum, Connes and Higson [3, [29] define a topological K-theory group Klor (G)
and an assembly map p: KIP(G) — K,(C*(G)) (see also [25, 27]). When G
is a group, the map p is known to be an isomorphism in many cases, such as
almost connected groups, linear p-adic groups [7], a-T-menable groups [10] and
hyperbolic discrete groups [22].

For groupoids, the situation is, unexpectedly, somewhat different: Higson,
Lafforgue and Skandalis [IT] constructed a Hausdorff, r-discrete groupoid such
that p is not surjective. The construction uses a residually finite group (such
as SLn(Z), n > 2) whose successive quotients constitute an expander se-
quence [I§]. They also obtained foliation counterexamples, where failure of
the Baum—Connes map to be an isomorphism depends in an essential way on
non-Hausdorffness and on the use of a non-amenable group.

In fact, it seems very hard to modify the left-hand side of the Baum—Connes
assembly map in order to obtain an isomorphism in the cases mentioned above,
since either the new assembly map wouldn’t factor through Cy,...(G), or wouldn’t
be natural with respect to restrictions to a closed, saturated space [I1]. Thus,
our original motivation was somewhat more modest: namely, try to define an
assembly map in the spirit of [3], and hope that it is an isomorphism in par-
ticular cases. For instance, the counterexamples of [IT] make an essential use
of non-amenability, therefore one might hope that the assembly map should be
an isomorphism for amenable groupoids.

Certainly the first step is to define the notion of proper groupoid (since
an action of a groupoid G on a space Z is proper if and only if the crossed-
product groupoid Z x G is proper). Our definition is as follows: a topological
groupoid G is proper if the map (r,s): G — G x GO is proper in the sense
of Bourbaki [5]. Properness is shown in Section @ to be invariant under Morita-
equivalence, which gives us confidence that our definition is the right one.

Section Blis a technical part of the paper in which from every locally compact
topological space X is canonically constructed a locally compact Hausdorff
space HX. Roughly speaking, if (z;) is a convergent sequence (or filter/net)
in X, then the set S of limit points may have more than one element. The
space HX is constructed so that X is (not continuously) embedded in HX and
(x;) converges to S in HX. When G is a groupoid (locally compact, with Haar
system, such that G(©) is Hausdorff), the closure X' of GO in HG is endowed
with a continuous action of G and plays an important technical role.

In Section Hl we review basic properties of locally compact groupoids with
Haar system and technical tools that are used later.

In Section [ we construct, using tools of Section Bl a canonical C;(G)-Hilbert
module £(G) for every (locally compact...) proper groupoid G. If G(0)/G is
compact, then there exists a projection p € C}5(G) such that £(G) is isomorphic
to pC*(G). The projection p is given by p(g) = (c(s(g))c(r(g)))"/?, where
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c: GO = Ry is a “cutoff” function (Section B). Contrary to the Hausdorff
case, the function ¢ is not continuous, but it is the restriction to G(© of a
continuous map X’ — Ry (see above for the definition of X’). The Hilbert
module £(G) is one of the ingredients in the definition of the assembly map, as
it defines an element of K K-theory \g € KKg(Co(G) /@), Cx(G)).

In Section [, we examine the question of naturality G — C;(G). Recall that
if f: X — Y is a continuous map between two locally compact spaces, then f
induces a map from Cy(Y') to Co(X) if and only if f is proper. When G and G
are groups, a morphism f: G; — G does not induce a map C;(G2) — C;(G)
(when Gy C Gy is an inclusion of discrete groups there is a map in the other
direction). When f: G; — G is a groupoid morphism, we cannot expect to get
more than a C*-correspondence from C(G2) to C(G1) when f satisfies certain
properness assumptions: this was done in the Hausdorff situation by Macho-
Stadler and O’Uchi ([T9, Theorem 2.1]), but the formulation of their theorem
is somewhat complicated. In this paper, as a corollary of Theorem [Tl we get
that (in the Hausdorff situation), if the restriction of f to (G1)¥ is proper for
each compact set K C (G1)(® then f induces a correspondence & from C¥(Gs)
to CY(G1). In fact we construct a C*-correspondence out of any groupoid
generalized morphism ([TZ, [T6]) which satisfies some properness conditions. As
a corollary, if G; and Go are Morita equivalent then C}(G;) and C}(G2) are
Morita-equivalent C*-algebras.

In Section B we give a construction of a Hilbert Cy(X”’)-module, denoted by
L?(G), on which C(G) acts faithfully; our construction is similar to the one of
Khoskam and Skandalis [T4]. We show that, like in the Hausdorff case, L?(G)
contains Cy(X') as a direct factor when G is proper. This fact is used, for
Hausdorff G, to prove the Baum—Connes conjecture for proper groupoids [25].

In the final sections [l and [0, we attempt to define a topological K-theory
K°P(G) and an assembly map KiP(G) — K.(C*(G)) like in [3], and explain
where difficulties arise. In particular, the existence of a classifying space for
proper actions is not clear, and a more generalized version of K Kg-theory [16]
is necessary. Moreover, the method used in [I0, 26] to prove the Baum—Connes
conjecture for Hausdorff amenable groupoids does not (apparently) work. In
fact, we don’t really have positive results on the conjecture for non-Hausdorff
groupoids but we at least hope that this paper disproves the belief that known
facts about Hausdorff groupoids easily generalize to the non-Hausdorff case.

Acknowledgments: we would like to thank Siegfried Echterhoff, Pierre-
Yves Le Gall and Georges Skandalis for useful discussions and remarks.

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Groupoids. Throughout, we will assume that the reader is familiar with
basic definitions about groupoids (see [24, 23, 2]). If G is a groupoid, we denote
by G its set of units and by 7: G — G and s: G — G© its range and source
maps respectively. We will use notations such as G, = s~ !(x), GY = r~1(y),
G% = G, N GY. Recall that a topological groupoid is said to be étale if r (and
s) are local homeomorphisms.
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For all sets X, Y, T and all maps f: X — T and ¢g: Y — T, we denote by
X x5qY,or by X xpY if there is no ambiguity, the set {(z,y) € X xY| f(z) =

9(y)}-

Recall that a (right) action of G on a set Z is given by

(a) a (“momentum”) map p: Z — GO;
(b) amap Z x,, G — Z, denoted by (z,g) — zg

with the following properties:

(i) p(zg) = s(g) for all (z,9) € Z Xpr G;
(ii)) z(gh) = (zg)h whenever p(z) = r(g) and s(g) = r(h);
(iii) zp(z) = z for all z € Z.
Then the crossed-product Z x G is the subgroupoid of (Z x Z) x G consisting
of elements (z,2’,g) such that 2’ = zg. Since the map Z x G — Z x G given
by (z,2',9) — (z,g) is injective, the groupoid Z x G can also be considered as
a subspace of Z x (G, and this is what we will do most of the time..

1.2. Locally compact spaces. A topological space X is said to be quasi-
compact if every open cover of X admits a finite sub-cover. A space is compact
if it is quasi-compact and Hausdorff. Let us recall a few basic facts about locally
compact spaces.

Definition 1.1. A topological space X is said to be locally compact if every
point z € X has a compact neighborhood.

In particular, X is locally Hausdorff, thus every singleton subset of X is
closed. Moreover, the diagonal in X x X is locally closed.

Proposition 1.2. Let X be a locally compact space. Then every locally closed
subspace of X is locally compact.

Recall that A C X is locally closed if for every a € A, there exists a neigh-
borhood V of a in X such that V N A is closed in V. Then A is locally closed
if and only if it is of the form U N F', with U open and F' closed.

Proposition 1.3. Let X be a locally compact space. The following are equiva-
lent:

() there exists a sequence (Ky,) of compact subspaces such that X = UpenKp;
(i) there exists a sequence (Ky) of quasi-compact subspaces such that X =
UnenKn;
(iii) there exists a sequence (K,) of quasi-compact subspaces such that X =
UnenKn and Ky, C K41 for alln € N.

Such a space will be called o-compact.

Proof. (1) = (ii) is obvious. The implications (ii) = (iii) = (i) follow easily
from the fact that for every quasi-compact subspace K, there exists a finite
family (K;);er of compact sets such that K C U;er K. O
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1.3. Proper maps.

Proposition 1.4. [5, Théoreme 1.10.2.1] Let X andY be two topological spaces,
and f: X =Y a continuous map. The following are equivalent:

(i) For every topological space Z, f x Idyz: X x Z =Y x Z is closed;
(ii) f is closed and for everyy € Y, f~1(y) is quasi-compact.

A map which satisfies the equivalent properties of Proposition [[C4l is said to
be proper.

Proposition 1.5. [5 Proposition 1.10.2.6] Let X and Y be two topological
spaces and let f: X — Y be a proper map. Then for every quasi-compact
subspace K of Y, f~Y(K) is quasi-compact.

Proposition 1.6. Let X and Y be two topological spaces and let f: X — 'Y
be a continuous map. Suppose Y s locally compact, then the following are
equivalent:
(i) f is proper;
(ii) for every quasi-compact subspace K of Y, f~Y(K) is quasi-compact;
(iii) for every compact subspace K of Y, f~Y(K) is quasi-compact;
(iv) for everyy € Y, there exists a compact neighborhood K, of y such that
f~YKy) is quasi-compact.

Proof. (i) = (ii) follows from Proposition (i) = (ili) = (iv) are
obvious. Let us show (iv) = (i).

Since f~!(y) is closed, it is clear that f~!(y) is quasi-compact for all y € Y.
It remains to prove that for every closed subspace F' C X, f(F) is closed. Let
y € f(F). Let K, be a compact neighborhood of y such that A = f~'(K,) is
quasi-compact. Then A N F is quasi-compact, so f(A N F) is quasi-compact.
As f(ANF) C Ky, it is closed in K,, i.e. K, N f(ANF)=K,Nf(ANF).
Since Ky, N f(F) # (), we have y € Kyﬂm: KyNnf(ANF)C f(F). It
follows that f(F) is closed. O

2. PROPER GROUPOIDS AND PROPER ACTIONS
2.1. Locally compact groupoids.

Definition 2.1. A topological groupoid G is said to be locally compact (resp.
locally compact o-compact) if it is locally compact (resp. locally compact o-
compact) as a topological space.

Remark 2.2. The definition of a locally compact groupoid in [23] corresponds
to our definition of a locally compact, o-compact groupoid with Haar system
whose unit space is Hausdorff, thanks to Propositions and

Example 2.3. Let I' be a discrete group, H a closed normal subgroup and
let G be the bundle of groups over [0,1] such that Go =T and G; = I'/H for
all t > 0. We endow G with the quotient topology of ([0,1] x I') / ((0,1] x H).
Then G is a non-Hausdorff locally compact groupoid such that (¢,7) converges
to (0,vh) ast — 0, for all y € " and h € H.
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Example 2.4. Let I' be a discrete group acting on a locally compact Hausdorff
space X, and let G = (X xT")/ ~, where (x,7v) and (z,v") are identified if their
germs are equal, i.e. there exists a neighborhood V' of x such that yy = y' for
all y € V. Then G is locally compact, since the open sets V, = {[(z,7)]| z € X}
are homeomorphic to X and cover G.

Suppose that X is a manifold, M is a manifold such that 71 (M) =T, M is the
universal cover of M and V = (X x M)/T, then V is foliated by {[z,m]| 7 € M}
and G is the restriction to a transversal of the holonomy groupoid of the above
foliation.

Proposition 2.5. If G is a locally compact groupoid, then G0 is locally closed
in G, hence locally compact. If furthermore G is o-compact, then G is o-
compact.

Proof. Let A be the dlagonal in G x G. Since G is locally Hausdorff, A is locally
closed. Then G(©) = (Id,r)~*(A) is locally closed in G.

Suppose that G = UpenK,, with K, quasi-compact, then s(K,) is quasi-
compact and G0 = Unens(Kp). O

Proposition 2.6. Let Z a locally compact space and G be a locally compact
groupoid acting on Z. Then the crossed-product Z x G is locally compact.

Proof. Let p: Z — G© be the momentum map of the action of G. From
Proposition B, the diagonal A ¢ GO x GO is locally closed in G x GO,
hence Z x G = (p,7)"1(A) is locally closed in Z x G. O

Let T be a space. Recall that there is a groupoid 7' x T" with unit space T,
and product (z,y)(y, z) = (z, 2).

Let G be a groupoid and T be a space. Let f: T — G and let G[T] =
{(t',t,g9) € (TxT)xG|ge G;g;)} Then G[T1] is a subgroupoid of (T'xT) x G.

Proposition 2.7. Let G be a topological groupoid with G locally Hausdorff,
T a topological space and f: T — G© a continuous map. Then G[T] is a
locally closed subgroupoid of (T' x T') x G. In particular, if T and G are locally
compact, then G[T] is locally compact.

Proof. Let F C T'x G be the graph of f. Then F = (f xId)~'(A), where A is
the diagonal in G x G, thus it is locally closed. Let p: (t,t,g) — (t',7(g))
and o: (t',t,g) — (t,s(g)) be the range and source maps of (T' x T') X G then
G[T] = (p, o)~ (F x F) is locally closed. O

Proposition 2.8. Let G be a locally compact groupoid such that GO is Haus-
dorff. Then for every x € GO, G, is Hausdorff.

Proof. Let Z = {(g,h) € Gy x Gz| r(g9) = r(h)}. Let ¢: Z — G defined by
©(g, h) = g~ h. Since {x} is closed in G, ¢~ () is closed in Z, and since G(? is
Hausdorff, Z is closed in G, x G,. It follows that ¢ ~1(z), which is the diagonal
of G, x G, is closed in G, x G. O



NON-HAUSDORFF GROUPOIDS 7

2.2. Proper groupoids.

Definition 2.9. A topological groupoid G is said to be proper if (r,s): G —
GO x GO is proper.

Proposition 2.10. Let G be a topological groupoid such that G is locally
compact. Consider the following assertions:
(i) G is proper;
(ii) (r,s) is closed and for every x € GO, G is quasi-compact;
(iii) for all quasi-compact subspaces K and L of GO, Gf( 1S quasi-compact;
(iii)" for all compact subspaces K and L of GO, G%( 1S quasi-compact;
(iv) for every quasi-compact subspace K of GO, Gg 18 quasi-compact;
(v) Yz, y € GO, 3K, L, compact neighborhoods of x and y such that Gfgi
18 quasi-compact.
Then (i) <= (ii) <= (iii) < (iii)’ <= (v) = (iv). If GO is Hausdorff,
then (i)—(v) are equivalent.

Proof. (i) <= (ii) follows from Proposition [, and from the fact that GZ is
homeomorphic to GY if G # (0. (i) = (iii) and (v) = (i) follow Proposi-
tion and the formula GL = (r,s)7!(L x K). (ili) = (iii)’ = (v) and
(iii) = (iv) are obvious. If G(¥) is Hausdorff, then (iv) = (v) is obvious. [

Note that if G = G© is a non-Hausdorff topological space, then G is not
proper (since (r, s) is not closed), but satisfies property (iv).

Proposition 2.11. Let G be a topological groupoid. If r: G — GO is open
then the canonical mapping m: GO — G(O)/G s open.

Proof. Suppose that r is open. Let V' C G(©) be an open subspace. Since s is
continuous and r is open, 7(s71(V)) = 7~(x(V)) is open. Therefore, w(V) is
open. ]

Proposition 2.12. Let G be a topological groupoid such that G is locally
compact and r: G — GO is open. Suppose that (r,s)(G) is locally closed in
GO x GO then G(O)/G 18 locally compact. Furthermore,
(a) if GO is o-compact, then GO /G is o-compact;
(b) if (r,5)(G) is closed (for instance if G is proper), then GO /G is Haus-
dorff.

Proof. Let R = (r,5)(G). Let 7: G — G /G be the canonical mapping. By
Proposition ET1l 7 is open, therefore G(O)/ G is locally quasi-compact. Let us
show that it is locally Hausdorff. Let V be an open subspace of G(¥) such that
(VxV)NRisclosed in V x V. Let A be the diagonal in 7(V') x m(V). Then
(rxm)7H(A) = (VxV)NRis closed in VxV. Since rx7: VxV — w(V)xm(V)
is continuous open surjective, it follows that A is closed in 7(V') x w(V'), hence
7(V) is Hausdorff. This completes the proof that G(0)/G is locally compact
and of assertion (b).

Assertion (a) follows from the fact that for every x € G and every compact
neighborhood K of z, 7(K) is a quasi-compact neighborhood of 7(x). O
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Recall that if G is a topological groupoid with G locally compact, and if
(V) is a cover of G by open Hausdorff sets, then G/ = HG“;Z is a topological
groupoid such that G’ is locally compact and Hausdorff. By characterization
(v) in Proposition ZTI0, the groupoid G is proper if and only if G’ is proper.
More generally, we will prove below that if G and G’ are Morita-equivalent
topological groupoids, then G is proper if and only if G’ is proper.

2.3. Proper actions.

Definition 2.13. Let G be a topological groupoid. Let Z be a topological
space endowed with an action of G. Then the action is said to be proper if
Z x G is a proper groupoid. (We will also say that Z is a proper G-space.)

A subspace A of a topological space X is said to be relatively compact (resp.
relatively quasi-compact) if it is included in a compact (resp. quasi-compact)
subspace of X. This does not imply that A is compact (resp. quasi-compact).

Proposition 2.14. Let G be a topological groupoid. Let Z be a topological space
endowed with an action of G. Consider the following assertions:

(i) G acts properly on Z;
(i) (r,s): Z X G — Z x Z is closed and Yz € Z, the stabilizer of z is
quasi-compact;
(iii) for all quasi-compact subspaces K and L of Z, {g € G| LgN K # 0} is
quasi-compact;
(iii)" for all compact subspaces K and L of Z, {g € G| Lg N K # 0} is
quasi-compact;
(iv) for every quasi-compact subspace K of Z, {g € G| KgnN K # (0} is
quasi-compact;
(v) there exists a family (A;)ier of subspaces of Z such that Z = UierA;
and {g € G| A;g N Aj # 0} is relatively quasi-compact for all i,j € I.

Then (i) < (ii) = (iii) = (i4i)’ and (11i)) = (). If Z is locally compact,
then (iii) = (v) and (iv) = (v). If GO is Hausdorff and Z is locally
compact Hausdorff, then (i)—(v) are equivalent.

Proof. (i) <= (ii) follows from Proposition EI0[(i) <= (ii)]. Implication
(i) = (iil) follows from the fact that if (Z x G)k is quasi-compact, then
its image by the second projection Z x G — G is quasi-compact. (iii) = (iii)’
and (iii) = (iv) are obvious.

Suppose that Z is locally compact. Take A; C Z compact such that Z =
UierA;. If (iii)’ is true, then {g € G| A;gNA; # 0} is quasi-compact, hence (v).
If (iv) is true, then {g € G| A;g N Aj # 0} is a subset of the quasi-compact set
{9 € G| Kgn K # 0}, where K = A; U A;, hence (v).

Suppose that Z is locally compact Hausdorff and that G(© is Hausdorff.
Let us show (v) = (ii). Let Cj; be a quasi-compact set such that {g €
G| Aign Aj # (Z)} C Cjj.

Let z € Z. Choose i € I such that z € A;. Since Z and G(©) are Hausdorf,
stab(z) is a closed subspace of Cy;, therefore it is quasi-compact.
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It remains to prove that the map ®: Z x 0 G — Z x Z given by ®(z,9) =
(z,2g) is closed. Let F' C Z X G be a closed subspace, and (z,2") € ®(F).
Choose i and j such that z € A; and 2/ € A;. Then (z,2') € ®(F) N (4; x 4;) C
P(F N (A; Xqo Cij)) C ®(FN(Z X Cij)). There exists a net (zy,gx) €
F N (Z xgo Cij) such that (z,2') is a limit point of (zy,2xgx). Since Cj;
is quasi-compact, after passing to a universal subnet we may assume that gy
converges to an element g € Cj;. Since G is Hausdorff, F N (Z X o) Cyj) is
closed in Z x Cjj, so (2, g) is an element of F'N(Z X 0 Cj;). Using the fact that
Z is Hausdorff and @ is continuous, we obtain (z,2') = ®(z,9) € ®(F). O

Proposition 2.15. Let G be a topological groupoid such that GO is Hausdorff.
Suppose that G acts properly on a topological space Z with momentum map
p: Z — GO, Then for every x € GO, p~Y(z) is Hausdorff.

Proof. Let Z, = p~1(z). Let p: Z X0 G — Z x Z defined by ¢(z, g) = (z, 29).
By assumption, ¢ is closed. Since G is Hausdorff, Z, x {z} is closed in
Z X a0 G, hence the diagonal of Z, x Z,, which is ¢(Z, x {x}), is closed in
Z X Z. Since Z, X Z, is closed in Z x Z, it follows that Z, is Hausdorff. O

Proposition 2.16. Let G be a locally compact groupoid. Then G acts properly
on itself if and only if GO is Hausdorff. In particular, a locally compact space
s proper if and only if it is Hausdorff.

Proof. Tt is clear from Proposition ZI0(ii) that G acts properly on itself if and
only if the product ¢: G — G x G is closed. Since ¢ factors through the
homeomorphism G2 — G Xrr G, (9,h) = (g,9h), G acts properly on itself if
and only if G x,, G is a closed subset of G x G.

If G© is Hausdorff, then clearly G X, r G is closed in G x G. Conversely,
if G is not Hausdorff, then there exists (z,7) € G x GO such that = # y
and (z,y) is in the closure of the diagonal of G(©) x G, It follows that (z,y)
is in the closure of G %, , G, but (z,y) ¢ G x,, G, therefore G x,, G is not
closed. d

2.4. Permanence properties.

Proposition 2.17. If G1 and G4 are proper topological groupoids, then G1 x Go
1S proper.

Proof. Follows from the fact that the product of two proper maps is proper [3,
Corollaire 1.10.2.3]. O

Proposition 2.18. Let G and Gy be two topological groupoids such that Ggo)

is Hausdorff and G5 is proper. Suppose that f: G1 — Gs is a proper morphism.
Then G is proper.

Proof. Denote by 7; and s; the range and source maps of G; (i = 1,2). Let f be
the map Ggo) X Ggo) — Ggo) X Ggo) induced from f. Since fo(r1,s1) = (r2,52)0f

is proper and Ggo) is Hausdorff, it follows from [B, Proposition 1.10.1.5] that
(r1,s1) is proper. d
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Proposition 2.19. Let G and Go be two topological groupoids such that G
1s proper. Suppose that f: Gu — G is a surjective morphism such that the

induced map f': Ggo) — Ggo) is proper. Then G is proper.

Proof. Denote by r; and s; the range and source maps of G; (i = 1,2). Let Fy C
G5 be a closed subspace, and F} = f~1(Fy). Since G is proper, (r1,s1)(F}) is
closed, and since f’x f’ is proper, (f'x f’)o(r1,s1)(F}) is closed. By surjectivity
of f, we have (rg,s9)(Fs) = (f' x f') o (r1,s1)(F1). This proves that (ra,s2) is
closed. Since for every topological space T', the assumptions of the proposition
are also true for the morphism f x 1: Gy x T'— G2 x T', the above shows that
(rg,s2) x 1p is closed. Therefore, (rq, s9) is proper. O

Proposition 2.20. Let G be a topological groupoid with G©) Hausdorff, acting
on two spaces Y and Z. Suppose that the action of G on Z is proper, and that
Y is Hausdorff. Then G acts properly on'Y X o) Z.

Proof. The groupoid (Y X0 Z) x G is isomorphic to the subgroupoid I' =
{(v,9'.2,9) € (Y xY) x (Z xG)| p(y) =r(9), ¥ = yg} of the proper groupoid
(Y xY) x (Z xG). Since Y and G are Hausdorff, T is closed in (Y x Y) x
(Z x G), hence by Proposition EZT0(ii), (Y X g Z) x G is proper. O

Corollary 2.21. Let G be a proper topological groupoid with G0 Hausdorff.
Then any action of G on a Hausdorff space is proper.

Proof. Follows from Proposition with Z = G, O

Proposition 2.22. Let G be a topological groupoid and f: T — GO be a
continuous map.

(a) If G is proper, then G[T) is proper.

(ii) If G[T) is proper and f is open surjective, then G is proper.

Proof. Let us prove (a). Suppose first that 7" is a subspace of G and that f is
the inclusion. Then G[T] = GL. Since (rr, st) is the restriction to (r, )~ (T x
T) of (r,s), and (r,s) is closed, it follows that (rr, sr) is closed.

In the general case, let T' = (T'x T) x G and let T" ¢ T x G© be the
graph of f. Then I' is a proper groupoid (since it is the product of two proper
groupoids), and G[T] = I'[T"].

Let us prove (b). The only difficulty is to show that (r,s) is closed. Let
F C G be a closed subspace and (y,x) € (r,s)(F). Let F = G[T|N(T xT)x F.
Choose (t',t) € T x T such that f(t') =y and f(¢t) = z. Denote by 7 and § the
range and source maps of G[T]. Then (¢,t) € (7,5)(F). Indeed, let Q3 (', 1)
be an open set, and Q' = (f x f)(©2). Then Q' is an open neighborhood of
(y,z), so N (r,s)(F) # 0. It follows that QN (7, 8)(F) # 0.

We have proved that (¢',t) € (7,8)(F) = (7,3)(F), so (y,z) € (r,s)(F). O
Corollary 2.23. Let G be a groupoid acting properly on a topological space Z,
and let Z1 be a saturated subspace. Then G acts properly on Z7.

Proof. Use the fact that 73 x G = (Z x G)[Z1]. O
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2.5. Invariance by Morita-equivalence. Recall the algebraic notion of equiv-
alence of groupoids:

Proposition 2.24. Let G1 and G be two groupoids. Let r;, s; (i = 1,2) be
the range and source maps of G;. The following are equivalent:

(i) there exist a set T and fi: T — GEO) surjective such that G1[T) and
G2[T] are isomorphic;

(i) there exists a set Z, two maps p: Z — Ggo) and o: Z — G(O), a left
action of G1 on Z with momentum map p and a right action of Go on
Z with momentum map o such that the actions commute and are free,

and the natural maps Z/Gy — Ggo) and Gi\Z — Ggo) induced from p
and o are bijective.

Proof. Let us first note that (i) and (ii) are indeed equivalence relations. For
(i), if Gl [T] =~ G2 [T] and GQ[T,] =~ Gg[T/], then Gl(T XG(O) T/) ~ GQ(T XG(O)
2 2

T') ~ G3(T x 4o T'). For (ii), if (Z1,p1,01) defines an equivalence between
2

G1 and G9 and (Z3,p2,09) an equivalence relation between Go and Gjs, let

Z = Zy X@, Z2 be the quotient of Z; X 5(0) Z5 by the action of G5 defined by
2

(21,22) - g2 = (2192, g5 ' 22). Let p(z1,22) = p1(z1) and o(21, 22) = 02(22). Then
(Z,p,0) is an equivalence between G and Gs.

To prove that (i) = (ii), it suffices to show that if G is a groupoid and
f: T — GO is surjective, that G[T)] is equivalent to G in the sense (ii). Let
Z=Txy,G. Let p(t,g) =t and o(t,g) = s(g). Define the actions of G[T'| and
G by (t',t,7)(t,g) = (t',v9) and (t,g) -v = (¢, g7). One easily checks that the
two actions commute, and, using the fact that f is surjective, that the natural
maps Z/G — T and G[T]\Z — G©) are bijective.

To prove (ii) = (i), let ' = G1 X Z x Go = {(2/,2,91,92) € (Z x Z) x G1 X
G2| g1z = Z/gg}- Then the maps (Z,7Z7gl792) = (z’,z,gl) and (Z,7Z7gl792) =
(7', 2z,g2) are isomorphisms between I' and G1(Z), and between T' and G3(Z)
respectively. ([l

Let us examine Morita-equivalence for topological groupoids. The analogue

of Proposition works nicely when r;: G; — GZ(-O) are open. Thus we need a
stability lemma:

Lemma 2.25. Let G be a topological groupoid whose range map is open. Let
Z be a G space and f: T — GO be a continuous open map. Then the range
maps for Z x G and G[T] are open.

To prove Lemma 220 we need a preliminary result:

Lemma 2.26. Let X, Y, T be topological spaces, g: Y — T an open map and
f+ X — T continuous. Let Z = X xp Y. Then the first projection pry: X X
Y — X is open.

Proof. Let Q C Z open. There exists an open subspace €' of X x Y such
that Q@ = Q' N Z. Let A be the diagonal in X x X. One easily checks that
(pry,pry) () = (1 x £)7H1 x g)() N A, therefore (pry,pr;)(f) is open in A.
This implies that pr;(£2) is open in X. O
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Proof of Lemma [ZZ3. The proof that the range map is open for ZxG = Z X ()
G is immediate from Lemma
For G[T1], first use Lemma to prove that 7' x s s G P2 G is open. Since

the range map is open by assumption, the composition T'x ¢ ;G 26 5 GO g
open. Using again Lemma 220, G[T] ~ T X ¢ ropr, (T X f,sG) P Tisopen. O

In order to define the notion of Morita-equivalence for topological groupoids,
we introduce some terminology:

Definition 2.27. Let G be a topological groupoid. Let T be a topological
space and p: G — T be a G-invariant map. Then G is said to be p-proper
if the map (r,s): G — GO x7 GO is proper. If G acts on a space Z and
p: Z — T is G-invariant, then the action is said to be p-proper if Z x G is
p-proper.

It is clear that properness implies p-properness. There is a partial converse:

Proposition 2.28. Let G be a topological groupoid, T a topological space,
p: GO — T o G-invariant map. If G is p-proper and T is Hausdorff, then
G is proper.

Proof. Since T is Hausdorff, GO x¢ G is a closed subspace of GO x G,
therefore (r,s), being the composition of the two proper maps G — GO %
GO - GO x GO is proper. O

To understand the notion of p-properness better, let us consider the case
where T is locally Hausdorff:

Proposition 2.29. Let G be a topological groupoid, T a locally Hausdorff topo-
logical space, p: G©) — T a G-invariant map. Then G is p-proper if and only
if for every Hausdorff open subspace V of T, GZ:EQ 1S proper.

Proof. Suppose that G is p-proper. Let V C T be a Hausdorff open subspace
and let W = p~ (V). Then (r,5): G N (r,8) (W x W) = (GO xp GO)n
(W x W) is proper, i.e. (r,s): GIY; = W xy W is proper. Since V is Hausdorff,
W xy W is closed in W x W, so (r,s): Gt — W x W is proper, i.e. Gy is
proper.

Conversely, suppose that for every open Hausdorff subspace V of T and
W = p~1(V), G¥. is proper. Let F be a closed subspace of G and a € (r, s)(F).
Choose V' such that popri(a) € V, then a € (r,s)(FNGY) N (W x W) =
(r,s)(FNGY) C (r,s)(F), therefore (r,s) is closed. The same proof shows that
(r,s) x 17+ is closed for any topological space T’, therefore G is proper. ([l

Proposition 2.30. Let G and Go be two topological groupoids. Let r;, s;
(i = 1,2) be the range and source maps of G;, and suppose that r; are open.
The following are equivalent:

(i) there exist a topological space T and f;: T — GEO)

that G1[T| and Go[T] are isomorphic;

open surjective such



NON-HAUSDORFF GROUPOIDS 13

(0)

(ii) there exists a space Z, two continuous maps p: Z — Gy’ and o: Z —

Ggo)’ a left action of G1 on Z with momentum map p and a right action

of Go on Z with momentum map o such that

(a) the actions commute and are free, the action of Go is p-proper and
the action of G1 is o-proper;

(b) the natural maps Z/Goy — Ggo) and G1\Z — Ggo) induced from p
and o are homeomorphisms.

Moreover, one may replace (b) by
(b)’ p and o are open and induce bijections Z/Goy — Ggo) and G1\Z — Ggo).

If G1 and G5 satisty the equivalent conditions in Proposition 230l then they
are said to be Morita-equivalent. Note that if GZ(.O) are Hausdorff, then by
Proposition Z28, one may replace “p-proper” and “o-proper” by “proper”.

To prove Proposition 230, we need a lemma:

Lemma 2.31. Let X, Y and T be topological spaces, g: Y — T an open map
and f: X — T continuous. Let R be an equivalence relation on X such that
the canonical mapping 7: X — X/R is open and such that f factors through
X/R. Then the canonical map

(X xpY)/(Rx1)— (X/R) xr Y
18 an isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma EZ20 the first projection pry: X x7Y — X is open. By
composition, T opr;: X xp Y — X/Ris open. Let U C X and V C Y be
open subspaces. Then (7 x 1)(U x7 V) = w(U) xr V is an open subspace
of (X/R) x7 Y. Therefore, 7 x 1: X xp Y — (X/R) x7p Y is open. Since
the canonical mapping X x7 Y — (X xpY)/(R x 1) is surjective, the map
(X x7Y)/(Rx1)— (X/R) xp Y is open, hence an isomorphism. O

Proof of Proposition [Z.31]. The last assertion follows from the fact that the
canonical mappings Z — Z/G9 and Z — G1\Z are open (Lemma EZ37).

Let us first show that (ii) is an equivalence relation. Reflexivity is clear
(taking Z = G, p = r, 0 = s), and symmetry is obvious. Suppose that
(Z1,p1,02) and (Zs, pa,02) are equivalences between G; and Gs, and Go and
G3 respectively. As in Proposition B24], let Z = Z; X, Z2 be the quotient of

A X 4(0) Z3 by the action (21, z2)-y = (217,77 '22) of Go. Denote by p: Z — Ggo)
2

and 0: Z — Géo) the maps induced from p; x 1 and 1 x 9. By Lemma EZZ0]
the first projection pri: 23 X 6(0) Zo — Z7 is open, therefore p = p; o pry is
2

open. Similarly, o is open. It remains to show that the actions of G3 and Gy
are p-proper and o-proper respectively. We show it for G3, the proof for G
being similar.

We need to show that the map Z x Gg — Z X G Z is a homeomorphism,
i.e. that the map Z X o Z — (3 defined by (z, zv) + ~y is the unique v € G3

such that 2z’ = z7, is continuous.
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Since the action of Gy on Z; is free and pi-proper, there is an isomorphism

(Zl XGS)) Zg) XGgo) (Zl XGgo) Zg) ~ (Zl X Gg) XGS))XG;O) (Zg X ZQ).

Taking the quotient by the action of Gy on the second factor (Z; x o) Zs) of
2
the left-hand side, and using Lemma 2311, one gets

(Z1 X GO Z) X GO (Z1 xG, Z2) ~ 71 X GO (Z2 X GO Z).
Taking once again the quotient by Go and using Lemma 23Tl we obtain
A XGgo) 7 ~ Zl X Gy (ZQ XGgo) Zg).

Since the action of G3 on Zy is free and po-proper, we have Zo X o0 Ly ~
2

Zo X (3, therefore Z X 50) Z ~ 71 X, (Z2 ¥ G3). Now, the third projection
1
21 X (0
2
hence Z; Xq, (Z2 x G3) — (3 is continuous.
This proves that (ii) is an equivalence relation. Now, we proceed as in Propo-
sition
Suppose (ii). Let ' = Gy X Z x Gy and T'= Z. The maps p: T — Ggo) and
o: T — Ggo) are open surjective by assumption. Since G1 X Z ~ Z X o© Z and
2
Z X G2 ~ 7 XG(O) Z, we have GQ[T] = (T X T) XG(O)XG(O) G2 ~ (Z X Gg) X sopra,o
1 2 2
Z ~ (Z XG(o) Z) X gopra,o Z =7 XG(o) (Z XG(()) Z) ~ 7 XG(o) (Gl X Z) ~
1 1 2 1
G1 X (Z X 40 Z) = Gy X (Z x Ga) =I. Similarly, I' = G1 [T, hence (i).
1

Conversely, to prove (i) = (i) it suffices to show that if f: T — G is
open surjective, then G and G[T'] are equivalent in the sense (ii), since we know
that (ii) is an equivalence relation. Let Z =T x, ¢ G.

Let us check that the action of G is pri-proper. Write Z x G = {(t,g,h) €
T x G x G| f(t) = r(g9) and s(g) = r(h)}. One needs to check that the map
ZxG = (T x4, G)? defined by (t,g,h) — (t,g,t,h) is a homeomorphism onto
its image. This follows easily from the facts that the diagonal map T'— T x T
and the map G® — G x G, (g,h) — (g,gh) are homeomorphisms onto their
images.

Let us check that the action of G[T] is s o pro-proper. One easily checks
that the groupoid G' = G[T] x (T xj, G) is isomorphic to a subgroupoid of
the trivial groupoid (T' x T') x (G x G). It follows that if 7' and s’ denote the
range and source maps of G’, the map (7, s') is a homeomorphism of G’ onto
its image. O

(Z3 x G3) — Gs3 is continuous and passes through the quotient by G,

Let us examine standard examples of Morita-equivalences:

Example 2.32. Let G be a topological groupoid whose range map is open.
Let (U;)ier be an open cover of G and U = I;c;U;. Then G[U] is Morita-
equivalent to G.

Example 2.33. Let G be a topological groupoid, and let Hy, Hs be sub-
groupoids such that the range maps r;: H; — H Z-(O) are open. Then (H 1\G‘;Eg§;) X

H, and H; X (nggzg /Hz) are Morita-equivalent.
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Proof. Take Z = GZE?E; and let p: Z — Z/Hy and o: H1\Z be the canonical

mappings. The fact that these maps are open follows from Lemma EZ34] below.
O

Lemma 2.34. Let G be a topological groupoid. The following are equivalent:
1) r: G — GO is open;
(ii) for every G-space Z, the canonical mapping w: Z — Z /G is open.

Proof. To show (ii) = (i), take Z = G: the canonical mapping 7: G — G/G
is open. Therefore, for every open subspace U of G, 7(U) = GO nx=(x(U))
is open.

Let us show (i) = (ii). By Lemma 20 the range map r: Z x G — Z is
open. The conclusion follows from Proposition EZT11 O

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Proposition P22

Proposition 2.35. Let G and G’ be two topological groupoids such that the
range maps of G and G’ are open. Suppose that G and G' are Morita-equivalent.
Then G is proper if and only if G' is proper.

We now examine the notion of Morita-equivalence for locally compact groupoids.

Proposition 2.36. Let G1 and Gy be two locally compact groupoids. Let r;,
s; (i =1,2) be the range and source maps of G;, and suppose that r; are open.
The following are equivalent:

)

1 ere erist a tocatly compact space an - — . open surjecrive
D) th st a locall t T and f;: T — GV ecti

such that G1[T] and G2[T| are isomorphic;
)

(i)’ there exist a locally compact Hausdorff space T and f;: T — GZ(-O open
surjective such that G1[T] and G2[T| are isomorphic;

(i) there exist a locally compact space Z, two continuous maps p: Z — Ggo)

and o: Z — Ggo), a left action of G1 on Z with momentum map p and

a right action of Go on Z with momentum map o such that

(a) the actions commute and are free, the action of Gy is p-proper and
the action of Gy is o-proper;

(b) the natural maps Z/Gy — Ggo) and GHi\Z — Géo) induced from p
and o are homeomorphisms.

Moreover, one may replace (b) by

(b)" p and o are open and induce bijections Z /Gy — Ggo) and Gi1\Z — Ggo)_
Proof. Tt is clear that (i)’ implies (i). Conversely, if (i) is true, let (V;) be an open
cover of T' by Hausdorff open subspaces, and 7" = I1V;. Let f/: T" — GEO) be the
composition f; oq, where ¢: 7" — T is the obvious map. Then G1[T"] ~ G5[T"].

The equivalence (i) <= (ii) follows from the proof of Proposition if we
can show that (ii) is an equivalence relation. Let (Z1, p1,01) be an equivalence
between G and G, and (Z2, p2, 02) be an equivalence between G5 and G3. Let
L =71 Xgy Lo, p=p1 X1:Z — Ggo) and o =1 X 09: Z — G:(,)O). To prove
that (Z, p, o) is an equivalence between G1 and Gj, it remains to show that Z

is locally compact. Let Us be a Hausdorff open subspace of Géo). We show that
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o~1(U3) is locally compact. Replacing G3 by (Gg)gi, we may assume that Go

acts freely and properly on Z,. Let I' be the groupoid (Z; X 6(0) Zy) X Gg, and
2
R=(r,s)(I') C (Z1 % 0 Z5)?. Since the action of Go on Z3 is free and proper,
2
there exists a continuous map : Zo X o Zy — G such that zo = ¢(22, 25)25.
3
Then R = {(21,22,21,25) € (Z1 X G Z9)?; 2} = 21¢(22, 25)} is locally closed.
By Proposition 212 Z = (Z1 x 40) Z2)/G is locally compact. O
2

2.6. The slice property. Roughly speaking, an action of G on a space Z is
said to have the slice property if Z is locally G-isomorphic to Y X i G, where
K is a quasi-compact subgroupoid of G and Y is a Hausdorff K-space. Since
slice-proper actions may be easier to handle than proper actions, we examine
the relation between these two notions.

Lemma 2.37. Let G be a topological groupoid acting on a space Z. Suppose
that for every z € Z, there exists a closed saturated neighborhood Z' of z such
that G acts properly on Z'. Then G acts properly on Z.

Proof. The only difficulty is to show that (r,s): Z x G — Z x Z is closed.
Let F be a closed subspace of Z x G. Let (z,2') € (r,s)(F). Choose a closed
saturated neighborhood Z’ of z such that G acts properly on Z’. Then (z,2') €
(r,s)(F)N(Z'x Z) = (r,8)(FN(Z'x Q)). Since Z' is closed and saturated,
(r,s)(Z'x Q) C Z'xZ' s0(z,72) e (Z'xZ"\N(r,s)(FN(Z'x G)) = (r,s)(FN
(Z' x @)) since the action of G on Z’ is proper. Therefore, (z,2') € (r,s)(F). O

Definition 2.38. Let G be a topological groupoid acting on a topological space
Z. We say that the action of G on Z is slice-proper if for every z € Z, there
exists a closed saturated neighborhood Z’ of z, a quasi-compact subgroupoid
K of G, a Hausdorff K-space Y such that Z’ is G-isomorphic to Y x g G.

In the definition above, Y x i G is the space Y X ) G divided by the equiv-
alence relation (y,g) ~ (yk,k~tg) for all k € K.
Before we examine the relation with properness, we need a few lemmas.

Lemma 2.39. Let G be a quasi-compact topological groupoid such that GO s
Hausdorff. Let Z be a G-space. Then the canonical mapping 7w: Z — Z/G is
proper.

Proof. Let us show that 7 is closed. Let F' C Z be a closed subspace, and
denote by ¢: Z x G — Z the action. Since G(©) is Hausdorff, ¢ 1(F) is closed
in Z x G, and since G is quasi-compact, the first projection pri: Z x G — Z is
proper. It follows that 7= (7 (F)) = FG = pri(¢~1(F)) is closed, thus 7(F) is
closed.

Applying the above to the G-space Z x T', where T is an arbitrary space, one
gets that m x 17 is closed, i.e. 7 is proper. O

Proposition 2.40. Let G be a topological groupoid with G\©) Hausdorff acting
on a space Z. If the action is slice-proper, then it is proper.
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Proof. By Lemma 37, we may assume that Z =Y X g G, where K is a quasi-
compact subgroupoid of GG. By Proposition 2I6l G acts properly on G. From
Proposition 220, the right action of G on Y X ) G is proper.

By Lemma 39, the canonical mapping Y X0 G — Y x g G is proper. It
then follows from Proposition ZT9 that the action of G on Y x g G is proper. [

It is known that the converse holds if G is a Hausdorff group and G, Z and
Z/G are locally compact metrizable [T, 6]. Now, we examine the case of étale
groupoids.

Lemma 2.41. Let G be an étale groupoid such that GO is Hausdorff. Let
zo € GO andletT C G370 be a finite subgroup. Then there exists a neighborhood
A of xg, an action of I" on A and an étale morphism ¢: Ax T — Gﬁ such that
¢(xo,7) =y for all y €T

Proof. Let Vj be a neighborhood of xy and let p,: Vo — G be local sections of
r such that pg(xzg) = g for all g € I'. Let ¢, = s 0 pg. By continuity of the
product on G, and using the fact that G is étale, there exists a neighborhood
V1 C V of xg such that for all g, h € I and all y € V7,

Pg(Y)Pn(#g(y)) = pgn(y)-

Let A = Ngerpy(V1). The action of I' on A is defined by y - v = ¢ (y) and the
morphism 6 is 6(y,) = @ (1), O

Proposition 2.42. Let G be an étale groupoid such that G is Hausdorff,
acting properly on a locally compact space Z with momentum map p: Z —
GO, Then the action is slice-proper. More precisely, if zg € Z, let T be
the stabilizer of zy. Then there exists a compact neighborhood A of x = p(z), a
quasi-compact subgroupoid Gy of the form ¢(AXT") where ¢ is as in Lemma 2],
a G1-invariant compact neighborhood Y of zg such that Y G is G-isomorphic to
Y X Gy G.

Proof. We first show that there exists a neighborhood V' of zy such that VNV g #
) = geGi.

Let ¢: Z x G — Z x Z be the proper map ¢(z,9) = (z,2g9). Let C =
(Z % G) — (Z x Gy). Since C is closed and Gy is a neighborhood of ', we have
(20,20) ¢ p(C) = ¢(C). Let V be a neighborhood of zy such that (V x V)N
e(C)=0. TV NVg+#0, then there exists z € V such that p(z,9) € V x V|,

hence g € G;.

Now, let Y be a compact, Gi-invariant neighborhood of zy such that Y C
V. The map Y xg, G — YG defined by (y,7v) — yv is clearly well-defined,
continuous, G-equivariant. It is bijective since Y NYg # (0 = g € G;. We
show that it is a homeomorphism. The map ¢: (YG) X0 G = (YG) x (YG)
defined by ¢(z, g) = (z, zg) is closed (since by Corollary EZ23] the action of G on
Y'G is proper), thus its restriction Y x50 G = ¢ (Y x (YG)) = Y x (YQG) is
closed. Since Y is compact, Y — {x} is proper, thus pro: Y x (YG) — Y G is
closed. By composition, the map Y x o) G — Y G, (y,g) — yg is closed, hence
a homeomorphism. O
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3. A TOPOLOGICAL CONSTRUCTION

Let X be a locally compact space. Since X is not necessarily Hausdorff, a
filter! F on X may have more than one limit. Let S be the set of limits of a
convergent filter F. The goal of this section is to construct a Hausdorff space
HX in which X is (not continuously) embedded, and such that F converges to
Sin HX.

3.1. The space HX.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a topological space, and S C X. The following are
equivalent:
(i) for every family (Vy)ses of open sets such that s € Vs, and Vs = X
except perhaps for finitely many s’s, one has NgesVs # 0;
(i) for every finite family (V;)icr of open sets such that S NV; # 0 for all
i, one has NicrV; # 0.
Proof. (i) = (ii): let (V;)ier as in (ii). For all 4, choose s(i) € SNV;. Put
Ws = Ns=s(i) Vi, with the convention that an empty intersection is X. Then by
(i)7 (Z) 7'é mSESVVS = miEIVi'
(ii) = (i): let (Vs)ses as in (i), and let I = {s € S| V5 # X}. Then
NsesVs = NierVi # 0. U

We shall denote by H.X the set of non-empty subspaces S of X which satisfy
the equivalent conditions of Lemma Bl and HX = HX U {0}.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a locally Hausdorff space. Then every S € HX is locally
finite. More precisely, if V is a Hausdorff open subspace of X, then VNS has
at most one element.

Proof. Suppose a # b and {a,b} C V' NS. Then there exist V,, V} open disjoint
neighborhoods of a and b respectively; this contradicts Lemma BIN(ii). O

Suppose that X is locally compact. We endow HX with a topology. Let
us introduce the notations Qy = {S € HX| VNS # 0} and Q9 = {S ¢
HX| QNS =0} The topology on #LX is generated by the Qy’s and Q@’s (V
open and ) quasi-compact). More explicitly, a set is open if and only if it is
a union of sets of the form Q(sz_)iel =09n (NicrQy;) where (V;);er is a finite
family of open Hausdorff sets and @) is quasi-compact.

Proposition 3.3. For every locally compact space X, the space HX is Haus-
dorff.

Proof. Suppose S ¢ S and S, ' € HX. Let s € S — 5. Since S’ is locally

finite and since every singleton subspace of X is closed, there exist V' open and

K compact such that s € V € K and KNS' = (). Then Qy and Q¥ are disjoint

neighborhoods of S and S’ respectively. g
For every filter F on HX, let

(1) L(F)={a € X|VYV 3 aopen,Qy € F}.

Lor a net; we will use indifferently the two equivalent approaches
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Lemma 3.4. Let X be a locally compact space. Let F be a filter on HX. Then
F converges to S € HX if and only if properties (a) and (b) below hold:

(a) YV open, VNS #0 = Qy € F;

(b) VQ quasi-compact, QNS =0 — QP c F.
If F is convergent, then L(F) is its limit.

Proof. The first statement is obvious, since every open set in HX is a union of
finite intersections of Qy’s and Q%’s.

Let us prove the second statement. It is clear from (a) that S C L(F).
Conversely, suppose there exists a € L(F) —S. Since S is locally finite and
every singleton subspace of X is closed, there exists a compact neighborhood
K of a such that KNS = (. Then a € L(F) implies Qg € F, and condition (b)
implies QF € F, thus 0 = QX N Qg € F, which is impossible: we have proved
the reverse inclusion L(F) C S. O

Remark 3.5. This means that if Sy — S, then a € S if and only if VA there
exists sy € S such that sy — a.

Example 3.6. Consider Example with T' = Zs and H = {0}. Then HG =
G U {S} where S = {(0,0),(0,1)}. The sequence (1/n,0) € G converges to S
in HG, and (0,0) and (0,1) are two isolated points in HG. Therefore, HG is
homeomorphic to the disjoint union of [0, 1] and two points a, b, and G embeds
non continuously in HG as the subspace (0, 1] U {a, b}.

Proposition 3.7. Let X be a locally compact space and K C X quasi-compact.
Then L ={S € HX| SNK # 0} is compact. The space HX is locally compact,
and it is o-compact if X is o-compact.

Proof. We show that L is compact, and the two remaining assertions follow
easily. Let F be a ultrafilter on L. Let Sy = L(F). Let us show that SoNK # ():
for every S € L, choose a point ¢(S) € K NS. By quasi-compactness, ¢(F)
converges to a point a € K, and it is not hard to see that a € Sj.

Let us show Sy € HX: let (V5) (s € Sp) be a family of open subspaces of X
such that s € V; for all s € Sp, and V; = X for every s ¢ S (S1 C Sp finite).
By definition of So, Qv . 5 = Nses, v, belongs to F, hence it is non-empty.
Choose S € Q) 5, then SNV # 0 for all s € Si. By Lemma BIii),
Nses, Vs # 0. This shows that Sy € HX.

Now, let us show that F converges to Sy.

e If V is open Hausdorff such that Sy € Qy, then by definition Qy € F.

e If ) is quasi-compact and Sy € Q9, then Q¥ € F, otherwise one would
have {S € HX| SNQ # 0} € F, which would imply as above that
SoNQ # ), a contradiction.

From Lemma B4l F converges to Sp. d

Proposition 3.8. Let X be a locally compact space. Then HX is the one-point
compactification of HX.

Proof. It suffices to prove that X is compact. The proof is almost the same
as in Proposition B71 O
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Remark 3.9. Let us note that our construction is not functorial: if f: X - Y
is a continuous map between two locally compact spaces, then f does induce
a map HX — HY defined by S — f(S), but that map is not continuous in
general. However, if f: X — Y is a continuous map from a locally compact
space X to any Hausdorff space Y, then f induces a continuous map Hf: HX —
Y. Indeed, for every open subspace V of Y, (Hf)" (V) = Qr-1(v) is open.

Proposition 3.10. Let G be a topological groupoid such that G is Hausdorff,
and 7: G — GO is open. Let Z be a locally compact space endowed with a
continuous action of G. Then HZ is endowed with a continuous action of G
which extends the one on Z.

Proof. Let p: Z — GO such that G acts on Z with momentum map p. Since
p has a continuous extension Hp: HZ — GO, for all S € HZ, there exists
z € GO such that S C p~'(x). For all g € G*, write Sg = {sg| s € S}.

Let us show that Sg € HZ. Let Vs (s € S) be open sets such that sg € V.
By continuity, there exist open sets Wy > s and W, > g such that for all
(z,h) € Wy X g0 Wy, zh € Vi. Let V! = WyNp~1(r(Wy)). Then V! is an open
neighborhood of s, so there exists z € NsegVy. Since p(z) € r(Wy), there exists
h € W, such that p(z) = r(h). It follows that zh € NsegVs. This shows that
Sg e HZ.

Let us show that the action defined above is continuous. Let ®: HZ X o
G — HZ be the action of G on HZ. Suppose that (Sx,gx) — (5, ¢g) and let
S" = L((Sx,g»)). Then for all a € S there exists sy € Sy such that sy — a.
This implies s g\ — ag, thus ag € S’. The converse may be proved in a similar
fashion, hence Sg = 5’

Applying this to any universal net (Sy, g)) converging to (5, ¢g) and knowing
from Proposition B8 that ®(S), g)) is convergent in HZ, we find that D(Sy,g0)
converges to ®(5, g). This shows that ® is continuous in (.S, g).

]

3.2. The space H'X. Let X be a locally compact space. Let f, = {S €
HX| S CV}. Let H'X be HX as a set, with the coarsest topology such that
the identity map H'X — HX is continuous, and €2}, is open for every relatively
quasi-compact open set V.

Lemma 3.11. Let X be a locally compact space. Then the map
HX — NU{oo}
S = #S
1S upper Semi-continuous.
Proof. Let S € H'X such that #S < oo. Let Vi (s € S) be open relatively

compact Hausdorff sets such that s € V, and let W = UscgV;. Then S' € H'X
implies # (S’ N'V;) < 1, therefore S” € Qy;, implies #5” < #5S. O

Let us note that H'X is Hausdorff (since HX is Hausdorff), but it is not
necessarily locally compact. For instance, let X = Ute[O,l]{t} x Xy, where
X; ={0,1} if t = 1/n for some n € N*, and X; = {0} otherwise. The topology
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on X is such that (¢,n) — ¢ is étale from X to [0,1]. Let V = [0,1] x {0}. Then
Q, is open in H'X. If K is a compact neighborhood of (0,0) contained in Q,,
then K contains W = [0,¢) x {0} for some ¢ > 0, hence K D W. But if n > 1/e,
then {(1/n,0), (1/n,1)} € W, which contradicts {(1/n,0), (1/n,1)} & Q4.

3.3. Property (P). Let X be a topologigal space. For every S € HX, let
KS:{U,EX‘SU{CL}E’HX}. Let Kg=Kg—S.

Lemma 3.12. Let X be a locally compact space. Then for every S € HX, Kg
is closed, and is contained in any closed neighborhood of S.

Proof. Is easy to see that Kg is the intersection of all sets of the form Nic1 Vi,
where (V;);es is a finite family of open sets such that S C U;e;V; and SNV; # 0
for all i. Thus, Kg is closed, and contained in any closed neighborhood of S.
Every s € S has a Hausdorff open neighborhood W. It is easy to see that
KgN W, =0, therefore S is open in S U Kg. The lemma, follows. O

Lemma 3.13. Let X be a locally compact space. Then for every quasi-compact
set K C X, F'=Uzex K is closed.

Proof. Let y ¢ F. For every x € K there exist V,, 3 x and W, 5 y disjoint open.
Let A C K finite such that V = UgcaV, contains K and let W = NgcaW,.
Then for every x € K, X — W is a closed neighborhood of z, hence from
Lemma BT, K,y € X — W. It follows that W N F = (), whence y ¢ F. O

Let us consider the property
(P) X is locally compact, and the closure of every quasi-compact subspace
of X is quasi-compact.

Proposition 3.14. Let X be a locally compact space. Let A C X x X be the
diagonal. Consider the following properties:

(i) X satisfies property (P);

(ii) the closure of every compact subspace of X is quasi-compact;

(iii) every point in X has a closed quasi-compact neighborhood;

(iv) for every compact subspace K C X, UxeKK{x} 1S quasi-compact;

(v) for every compact subspace K C X, there exists a quasi-compact set K’

such that

VSeHX, SNK #0 = KgC K';

(vi) the first projection pri: A — X is proper;
(vii) the natural map H'X — HX is a homeomorphism, and #S < oo for
every S € HX;
(viii) for every compact subspace K C X, there exists Cx > 0 such that

VSeHX, SNK #0 = #5 <Ck.
Then (i)—(vii) are equivalent, and imply (viii).
Proof. (i) = (ii) is obvious. (ii) = (iii) follows from the fact that every point
in X has a compact neighborhood K, and K is closed quasi-compact. To show

(iii) = (i), let K be a quasi-compact subspace of X. For all a € K, let K,
be a quasi-compact closed neighborhood of a. There exists A C K finite such
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that FF = UgeaK, D K. Then F is closed, quasi compact, and contains K.
Therefore, K, being a closed subspace of F, is quasi-compact.

(iv) = (iii): from Lemma B3 F = UxeKK'{x} is a closed quasi-compact
neighborhood of z if K is a compact neighborhood of .

(v) = (iv): suppose (v). Then UxeKK'{x} is a closed subspace of K’, hence
is quasi-compact.

(i) = (v): Let K be a quasi-compact neighborhood of K and let K’ = K.
From Lemma BI2, we have S C K.

(v) = (viii): Let K’ as above and let (V;);es be a finite cover of K’ by open
Hausdorff sets. For all b € S, let I, = {i € I| b € V;}. By Lemma B2 the I’s
(b € S) are disjoint, whence one may take Cx = #1.

(i) = (vi): let K C X compact. Let L C X quasi-compact such that
K c L. If (a,b) € AN (K x X), then b € L: otherwise, L x L¢ would
be a neighborhood of (a,b) whose intersection with A is empty. Therefore,
pri*(K) = AN (K x L) is quasi-compact.

(vi) = (ii): let K C X be a compact set. Let L = pro(pr; ' (K)). Then L
is quasi-compact and AN (K x X) = AN (K x L). If x € K, there exists a
ultrafilter F on K convergent to x. Since K is compact, F also converges to an
element a € K. Tt follows that (a,2) € AN (K x X), hence x € L. This shows
that K is a closed subspace of L, therefore K is quasi-compact.

(vi) = (vii): from (viii), #S < oo for all S € HX. To show that H'X —
M X is a homeomorphism, it remains to prove that Qf, is open in HX for every
relatively quasi-compact open set V' C X. Let S € ,, a € S and K a compact
neighborhood of a. Let L = pro(A N (K x X)). Then Q = L —V is quasi-
compact, and S € Q?{ C Q,, therefore Qf, is a neighborhood of each of its
points.

(vii) = (vi): let K be a compact subspace of X. By Proposition B,
L={SeHX|SNK # 0} is compact. For every S € L, since S is finite, there
exists a quasi-compact neighborhood Qg of S. The open sets Q’Qas cover L, so

there exists & C L finite such that L C USESQ/QS' It follows that V.S € HX,

SNK#0) = ScC CQQ, where @ = UgesQg. In particular, for S = {(a,b)},
(a,b) € A and a € K implies b € Q, i.e. prl_l(K) =AN(K xQ). O

Proposition 3.15. Let G be a locally compact proper groupoid. If G satisfies
(P) (for instance if G©) is Hausdorff), then G satisfies (P).

Proof. Let K C G be a quasi-compact subspace. Then L = r(K)U s(K) is
quasi-compact, thus G% is also quasi-compact. But K is closed and K C G¥,
therefore K is quasi-compact. O

4. HAAR SYSTEMS

4.1. The space C.(X). For every locally compact space X, C.(X)o will denote
the set of functions f € C.(V) (V open Hausdorff), extended by 0 outside V.
Let C.(X) be the linear span of C,(X)o. Note that functions in C.(X) are not
necessarily continuous.
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Proposition 4.1. Let X be a locally compact space, and let f: X — C. The
following are equivalent:

(i) f € Ce(X);

(ii) j:_l((C*) s relatively quasi-compact, and for every filter F on X, let

F =i(F), where i: X — HX is the canonical inclusion; if F converges
to S € HX, then limr f =" g f(s).

Proof. Let us show (i) = (ii). By linearity, it is enough to consider the case
f € C.(V), where V. C X is open Hausdorff. Let K be the compact set
f~H(C*)NV. Then f~(C*) c K. Let F and S as in (ii). If SNV = (), then
S € QK hence QKX € F,ie. X — K € F. Therefore, limr f =0 = Y oses f(5).

If SNV = {a}, then a is a limit point of F, therefore limr f = f(a) =
ZSES f(S)

Let us show (ii) = (i) by induction on n € N* such that there exist Vi,...V,
open Hausdorff and K quasi-compact satisfying f~1(C*) c K Cc Vi U---UVj,.

For n = 1, for every x € Vi, let F be a ultrafilter convergent to z. By
Proposition B8, F is convergent; let S be its limit, then limr f =) ¢ f(s) =
f(z), thus fy; is continuous.

Now assume the implication is true for n—1 (n > 2) and let us prove it for n.
Since K is quasi-compact, there exist V/,..., V. open sets, K; ..., K, compact
such that K ¢ V{U---UV, and V/ C K; CV;. Let F = (VJU---UV}))— (V] U
---UV, ;). Then F is closed in V, and f|p is continuous. Moreover, fijp = 0
outside K’ = K — (V] U---UV,_,) which is closed in K, hence quasi-compact,
and Hausdorff, since K’ C V. Therefore, fjp € C.(F). It follows that there
exists an extension h € C.(V)) of Jip- By considering f—h, we may assume that
f=0on F,so f=0outside K =K, U---UK,,_1. But K c V;U---UV,_q,
hence by induction hypothesis, f € C.(X). O

Corollary 4.2. Let X be a locally compact space, f: X — C, f, € Co(X).
Suppose that there exists fized quasi-compact set Q C X such that f,;1(C*) C Q
for all n, and f,, converges uniformly to f. Then f € C.(X).

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a locally compact space. Let (U;)icr be an open cover
of X by Hausdorff subspaces. Then every f € C.(X) is a finite sum f =Y fi,
where f; € C.(U;).

Proof. See [14, Lemma 1.3]. O

Lemma 4.4. Let X and Y be locally compact spaces. Let f € C.(X xY). Let
V and W be open subspaces of X and Y such that f~1{(C*) C Q CV x W for
some quasi-compact set Q). Then there exists a sequence fp, € Co(V) ® C(W)
such that limy, o0 || f — frlloo = 0.

Proof. We may assume that X = V and Y = W. Let (U;) (resp. (V;)) be
an open cover of X (resp. Y') by Hausdorff subspaces. Then every element of
Ce(X xY) is a linear combination of elements of C..(U; x V;) (LemmaE3]). The
conclusion follows from the fact that the image of C.(U;) @ Ce(V;) = Ce(U; x Vj)
is dense. 0

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a locally compact space and Y C X a closed subspace.
Then the restriction map Co(X) — C.(Y') is well-defined and surjective.
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Proof. Let (U;)ier be a cover of X by Hausdorff open subspaces. The map
C.(U;) = C.(U; NY) is surjective (since Y is closed), and @;c;C.(U; NY) —
C.(Y) is surjective (Lemma E3]). Therefore, the map ®;c;C.(U;) — C.(Y) is
surjective. Since it is also the composition of the surjective map @®;c;C.(U;) —
C.(X) and of the restriction map C.(X) — C.(Y), the conclusion follows. [J

Remark 4.6. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with G(©) Hausdorff. The
following are equivalent:

(i) G is Hausdorff;
(ii) GO is closed in G;
(iii) any net on G has at most one limit in G;
(iv) the restriction of an element of C.(G) to G(O) belongs to C.(G).

Proof. (i) = (ii) = (iii) are obvious, and (ii) = (iv) is a consequence of
Lemma EHl

To show (iii) = (i), let gn € G and suppose that (gx) has two limits g and
h € G. By continuity of the operations in a groupoid, g;l gy converges to g~ lg
and to g~ 'h, thus g~'g = g~ 'h, which implies g = h.

To prove (iv) = (iii), let z) € G and suppose that () has two distinct
limits ¢ and h € G. Replacing h by h~'h if necessary, we may assume that A is
an element z € G, Let V be a Hausdorff neighborhood of g. Let f € C.(V)
such that f(g) = 1, and suppose that its restriction to G© is continuous. Since
xx — g, f(xz)) converges to 1, thus by continuity f(z) = 1. It follows that
x € V. Since x and ¢ are limits of (z)) and V' is Hausdorff, we get that g = z,
a contradiction. O

4.2. Haar systems. Let G be a locally compact proper groupoid with Haar
system (see definition below) such that G is Hausdorff. If G is Hausdorff,
then C.(G®) is endowed with the C*(G)-valued scalar product (£,7)(g) =
&(r(g9))n(s(g)). Its completion is a C}(G)-Hilbert module. However, if G is
not Hausdorff, the function g — &(r(g))n(s(g)) does not necessarily belong to
C.(@Q), therefore we need a different construction in order to obtain a C}(G)-
module.

Definition 4.7. [24, pp. 16-17] Let G be a locally compact groupoid such
that G is Hausdorff for every z € GO, A Haar system is a family of positive
measures A = {\*| z € GO} such that

(i) Vo € GO, supp(A*) = G*;

(i) Vo € GO, Vo € Cu(@),

Ag): @ - e(g) A"(dg) € Ce(GO);
geG®
(iil) Vz,y € GO, Vg € GY, Yy € C.(G),

/ o) Ao(dh) = [ p(h) AU (dh).
heG® heGY
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Note that the condition that G* is Hausdorff is automatically satisfied if G(©)
is Hausdorff (Proposition Z¥]).

Lemma 4.8. [24, p. 17| Let G be a locally compact groupoid with Haar system.
Then the range map r: G — GO is open.

Proof. Let g € G. Let Uy be a Hausdorff open neighborhood of g. Let V ¢ G(©
be a Hausdorff open neighborhood of 7(g), and let U = Uy N r~4(V). Let
f € Ce(U)y such that f(g) > 0, and let ¢(z) = [, fdX*. Then ¢ € C.(V),
therefore p~!(C*) is an open neighborhood of 7(g) which is included in 7(U).
Consequently, r(Up) is a neighborhood of r(g). O

Lemma 4.9. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with Haar system. Then for
every quasi-compact subspace K of G, sup,cqo A*(K N G*) < oo.

Proof. Tt is easy to show that there exists f € C.(G) such that 1x < f. Since
SUpgeq A(f)(x) < oo, the conclusion follows. O

Lemma 4.10. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with Haar system such
that GO is Hausdorff. Suppose that Z is a locally compact space and that
p: Z — GO s continuous. Then for every f € Co(Z xpr G), AN(f): 2

Joean=) £(2:9) X3 (dg) belongs to Ce(Z).

Proof. By Lemma LR f is the restriction of an element of C.(Z x G).

If f(2,9) = fi(2)f2(9), then ¢ (z) = [ . fo(g) A*(dg) belongs to C(G),
therefore 1) o p € Cy(Z). Tt follows that A(f) = f1(¢) o p) belongs to C.(Z).

By linearity, if f € C.(Z) ® C.(G), then \(f) € C.(Z).

Now, for every f € C.(Z x G), there exist relatively quasi-compact open
subspaces V and W of Z and G and a sequence f,, € C.(V)® C.(W) such that
fn converges uniformly to f. From Lemma EE9 A(f,) converges uniformly to

A(f), and A(f,) € Co(Z). From Corollary B2 \(f) € Co(Z). O

Proposition 4.11. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with Haar system such
that G is Hausdorff. If G acts on a locally compact space Z with momentum
map p: Z — GO, then (Ap(z))zez is a Haar system on Z X G.

Proof. Results immediately from Lemma EET0L O

5. THE HILBERT MODULE OF A PROPER GROUPOID

5.1. The space X'. Before we construct a Hilbert module associated to a
proper groupoid, we need some preliminaries. Let G be a locally compact
groupoid such that G(© is Hausdorff. Denote by X’ the closure of G in HG.

Lemma 5.1. Let G be a locally compact groupoid such that GO is Hausdorff.
Then for all S € X', S is a subgroup of G.

Proof. Since r and s: G — G(© extend continuously to maps HG — G(©, and
since r = s on GV, one has Hr = Hs on X', i.e. Izg € GO, § G39.

Let F be a filter on G(© whose limit is S. Then a € S if and only if a is a
limit point of F. Since for every z € G(©) we have 'z = x, it follows that for
every a, b € S one has a='b € S, whence S is a subgroup of G39. O
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Denote by ¢: X’ — G© the map such that S C qug The map ¢ is

continuous since it is the restriction to X’ of Hr.

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a locally compact proper groupoid such that GO is
Hausdorff. Let F be a filter on X', convergent to S. Suppose that q(F) con-
verges to So € X'. Then Sy is a normal subgroup of S, and there exists
Q € F such that VS € Q, S’ is group-isomorphic to S/Sy. In particular,
{8" € X'| #S = #So#S5'} € F.

Proof. Recall (Proposition BJHl) that G has property (P). In particular, S is
finite.

We shall use the notation Q(Vi)i = Qe MR, ;- Let VI C Vs (s €5)
be Hausdorff, open neighborhoods of s, chosen small enough so that for some

Qe F,
(2) @ C Qg
(b) V! V! c Vslsz, Vs1, §9 € S.

S1 7 82

(c) Vs € §— Sp, VS € Q, q(5) ¢ Vi;

(@) 4@ © Q.
Let S € Q. Let ¢: S — S’ such that {¢(s)} = 5" NV/. Then ¢ is well-defined
since S"NV! # 0 (see (a)) and V! is Hausdorff.

If 51, 53 € S then (s;) € S'NV{. By (b), v(s1)p(s2) € S' N Vy,s,. Since
Vi, s, is Hausdorff and also contains ¢(s152) € S’, we have p(s1s2) = ¢(s1)¢(s2).
This shows that ¢ is a group homomorphism.

The map ¢ is surjective, since S’ C Useg V! (see (a)).

By (c), ker(¢) C Sp and by (d), Sp C ker(yp). O

Let XL, = {S € X'| #S > k}. By Lemma ETTl XY, is closed.

Example 5.3. Let N C H be normal subgroups of a discrete group I" and let
G be the bundle of groups over [0, 1]? with fiber G/N over [0,1] x (0,1], G/H
over (0,1] x {0} and G over (0,0). The topology is defined like in Example
Let S, = {(1/n,0)} x (N/H), then S,, converges to S := {(0,0)} x N and
q(Sn) = (1/n,0) converges to Sy := {(0,0)} x H. We thus have checked by
hand that S, is isomorphic to S/Sy for all n.

Suppose now that the range map r: G — G is open. Then X’ is endowed
with an action of G (Proposition BI0) defined by S-g =g 'Sg = {9 'sg| s €
S}. To understand the groupoid better, let us introduce the notation (HG)% =
{S € HG| S C G%}. As above, we can see that HG is the union of all (HG)Y.
Moreover, by Proposition B0, g(HG)%h = (HG) for all g € G}, and h € GZ.

Denote by G’ the closure of G in HG. The space G’ admits continous left
and right actions of G' by Proposition B.I0l

Let p(S) = SS™! = {st7!| s,t € S} and o(S) = S~'S. We note that
p(S) € X'. Indeed, if S is the set of limits of the net (gy), then SS~1 is the set
of limits of the net (x)), where z) = g,\g;1 e GO, Moreover, q(p(S)) = y if
S € (HG)%, and a similar assertion holds for o.

Note that for all S € G’ one has S = SS71S, since S = limg, implies

S = lim g)\g)flgA.
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For all S, T € G’ such that o(S) = p(T'), we have ST € G'. Indeed, choose
g€ SandheT,then ST = gS~!STT'h = gS~15S~1Sh = gS~1Sh (since
SS~1is a group), thus ST = Sh € G'. We thus have checked that G is endowed
with a groupoid law.

Proposition 5.4. The map (S, g) — (Sg,g) is an isomorphism of topological
groupoids from X' x G — {(S,9) € G' x G| g € S} with inverse (S,g)
(Sg~",9).

Proof. Easy, left to the reader. O

5.2. Construction of the Hilbert module. Now, let G be a locally compact,
proper groupoid with G(© Hausdorff. Let

E'={feC.(x =/#Sf(q(S)) VS € X'}.

(q(S) € G is identified to {q( )} € X’.)
Define, for all ¢, n € £°:
(&) (g) = &(r(g))n(s(g))-

Lemma 5.5. For every &, n € E°, (£, n) belongs to Co(G).
Proof. Let F be a ultrafilter on G convergent to A € HG. There exist x,
y € GO such that A C G%. Choose a € A. Then r(F) and s(F) converge
to S = Aa~! and S’ = a~'A respectively. Let k = #A = #S = #5’. Let
f(g) = &(r(g))n(s(g)). Then

> fla) = kE(y)n(x) = VEE(y)VEn(z)

acA
= &£(S)n(S) =lim(Eor)(nos) =lim f.
Let K C X' be a compact set such that £ = 0 and n = 0 outside K. Let

K; =¢q(K) and Ky = G .- Then K3 is quasi-compact, and f = 0 outside K.
Therefore, from Proposmon BT f € C.(G). O

Lemma 5.6. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid with G0 Hausdorff.
Suppose that G is endowed with a Haar system. For all £ € £° and all f €
Ce(G), put

(€£)(S) = / o ST S0 (67 N (o).
geGa(s

Then £f € &°.
Proof. Tt is clear that (££)(S) = V#S(Ef)(q(S)). Let us show that £f €
C.(X").

Since G acts continuously on the left and on the right on itself, and since r
and s are open (see Lemma EH), it follows from Proposition that G acts
continuously on the left and on the right on HG, so G acts on X’ by conjugation.
The groupoid X’ x G is endowed with the Haar system ()\q(s)) Ssex’. Since the
map ¢(S,g9) = (¢971Sg,971) is a homeomorphism from X’ x G onto X’ x G,
we have (€ ® f)o¢ € Co(X' x G) ie. (S,g9) — &(g71S9)f(g™ ") belongs to
C.(X" x G). Therefore, {f € Ce(X). O
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Let us check the positivity of the scalar product. Recall that for all z € G(©
there is a representation 7g ,: C*(G) — L(L?(G?)) such that for all a € C.(G)
and all n € C.(G"),

(oalam)la) = [ albn(ah) 3 (an)

By definition, ||alcx(@) = sup,eqo |76.2(a)]-

s = [ aGa(hen) X9 @)X )

©) = [ et () ¥ (g ).
geG®, heGslg

Therefore,
2

| esomta (g =0

By density of C..(G%) in L?(G?), m¢..((£,€)) is a positive element of L(L?(G%))
for all z € GO ie. (£€) is a positive element of C*(G).
Let us check that (&,nf) = (&,n) = f for all £, np € £° and all f € C.(G):

(n, a2 ((6,€))n) =

€)= ) [ o)) O

= [ D) g N
keGr(9)
= ((&m = f)(9).
One easily checks that (£f)f1 = E(f* f1) for all € € Y and all £, f1 € C.(G).

Therefore, we have established:

Proposition 5.7. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid. Assume that G
is endowed with a Haar system, and that G is Hausdorff. Then the completion
E(G) of EY with respect to the norm ||€|| = ||(€,€)||/? is a C(G)-Hilbert module.

6. CUTOFF FUNCTIONS

If G is a locally compact Hausdorff proper groupoid with Haar system. As-
sume for simplicity that G(©) /G is compact. Then there exists a so-called “cut-
off” function ¢ € C.(G?), such that for every z € GO, fger c(s(g)) A*(dg) =
1, and the function g — /c(r(g))c(s(g)) defines projection in C(G). However,
if G is not Hausdorff, then the above function does not belong to C.(G) is
general, thus we need another definition of a cutoff function.

Lemma 6.1. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid with G Hausdorff.
Let X>p = q(X%y). Then X>y is closed in GO,

Proof. Tt suffices to show that for every compact subspace K of GO, X >eNK
is closed. Let K’ = Gg. Then K’ is quasi-compact, and from Proposition B,
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K" ={S € HG| SN K' # 0} is compact. The set ¢~(K) N XL, = K'nX,,
is closed in K", hence compact; its image by ¢ is X>; N K. O

Lemma 6.2. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid, with G© Haus-
dorff. Let a € R. For every compact set K C GO there exists f: X = RY
continuous, where X4 = ¢~ (K) C X', such that

VS € Xie,  f(S) = f(a(5))(#9)".

Proof. Let K' = G%. It is closed and quasi-compact. From Proposition B,
X' is quasi-compact. For every S € XJ., we have S C K’. Since G has
property (P), there exists n € N* such that X/>n+1 NX} = 0. We can thus pro-
ceed by reverse induction: suppose constructed fii1: X} N q_l(szH) — R
continuous such that fi+1(S) = fr4+1(¢(9))(#S)* for all S € X Ng~H(X>pt1)-

Since X} N g1 (X>g41) is closed in the compact set X N g1 (X>y), there
exists a continuous extension h: X5 Mg~ (X>x) = R of fri1. Replacing h(x)
by sup(h(z),inf fr11), we may assume that h(X} N ¢ ' (X>x)) C R%. Put
J1(S) = h(q(S))(#5S)“. Let us show that f; is continuous.

Let F be a ultrafilter on X} N ¢ }(X>k), and let S be its limit. Since q(F)
is a ultrafilter on K, it has a limit Sy € XJ.

For every S1 € ¢~ }(X>g), choose ¥(S1) € XL, such that ¢(S1) = q(¥(S1)).
Let S’ € X} N X%, be the limit of ¢(F). -

From LemmaB2, Q) = {S) € X;-Ng 1 (X>k)| #S = #S0#51} is an element
of F, and Qg = {So € XL | #5" = #S0#S2} is an element of ¢(F).

o If #Sy > 1, then S" € X5p41, so S and Sy belong to q_l(szH).
Therefore, fr(S1) = (#S51)*h(¢(S1)) converges with respect to F to

(#5) _ (#5)° _
(#So)ah(SO) = (#So)afk+1(50) = fe+1(9)
= fe+1(a(9)(#5)™ = h(q(S))(#5)" = fi(S5).
o If Sy = {q(S)}, then fr(S1) = (#51)*h(q(S1)) converges with respect
to F to (#5)*h(q(5)) = fu(S):

Therefore, fj is a continuous extension of fi11. O

Theorem 6.3. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid such that GO s
Hausdorff and G /G is o-compact. Let m: GO — GO /G be the canonical
mapping. Then there exists c: X' — Ry continuous such that

(a) ¢(S) = c(q(S))#S for all S € X';

(b) Ya € GO /G, 3z € 7Y (a), e(z) # 0;

(c) VK € GO compact, supp(c) N q~Y(F) is compact, where F = s(G¥).
If moreover G admits a Haar system, then there exists c: X' — Ry continuous
satisfying (a), (b), (c) and

(d) Vo € GO, / cls() X (dg) = 1.
geG®

Proof. There exists a locally finite cover (V) of G(O)/ G by relatively compact
open subspaces. Since 7 is open and G is locally compact, there exists K; C
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G compact such that w(K;) D V;. Let (¢;) be a partition of unity associated
to the cover (V). For every i, from Lemma 2 there exists ¢;: X — R%
continuous such that ¢;(S) = ¢;(¢(S))#S for all S € X} . Let

o(S) =Y ci(S)pi(m(a(S))).
It is clear that ¢ is continuous from X’ to R4, and that ¢(S) = ¢(q(S ))#S

Let us prove (b): let zp € G, There exists i such that o;(7(zg)) #
Choose = € K; such that 7(z) = 7(x¢), then c(z) > ¢;(x)p;(7(z )) > 0.

Let us show (c). Note that F = 7= 1(n(K)) is closed, so ¢~ !(F) is closed.
Let K; be a compact neighborhood of K and I} = n~!(mw(Ky)). Let J =
{i| V;nm (K1) # 0}. Then for alli ¢ J, ¢;(p;omoq) = 0 on g~ (F}), therefore ¢ =
> jes Ci(pjomoq) in aneighborhood of g *(F). Since for all i, supp(c;(p;0moq))
is compact and since J is finite, supp(c) N ¢~ (F) C Use ssupp(c;(p; o mo q)) is
compact.

Let us show the last assertion. Let ¢(g) = ¢(s(g)). Let F be a filter on G
convergent in HG to A C G. Choose a € A and let S = a='A. Then s(F)
converges to S in HG, hence

limp = #5c(s(a)) = Y e(s(9)) = Y ¢(9)

ges geSs
For every compact set K C G(O),

{9 € G| r(9) € K and ¢(g) # 0}
C {9€G|r(g) € K and s(g) € supp(c)}

€ Gilsupp(eng—1(F))"

so GENn{g € G| v(g) # 0} is included in a quasi-compact set. Therefore,
for every 1 € C.(G©)), g — 1(r(g9))¢(g) belongs to C.(G). Tt follows that
h(z) = fger ©(g) \*(dg) is a continuous function. Moreover, for every z € G(©)
there exists g € G such that ¢(g) # 0, so h(z) > 0 Vo € GO, Tt thus suffices
to replace ¢(z) by c¢(x)/h(z). O

Example 6.4. In example with T' = Z,, and H = {0}, the cutoff function
is the unique continuous extension to X’ of the function ¢(z) = 1 for = € [0, 1],
and ¢(0) = 1/n.

Proposition 6.5. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid with Haar system
such that G is Hausdorff and G(O)/G is compact. Let ¢ be a cutoff function.

Then the function p(g) = \/c(r(g))c(s(g)) defines a selfadjoint projection p €
Cr(@G), and E(G) is isomorphic to pCy(G).

Proof. Let &(x) = +/c(z). Then one easily checks that & € £°, (€o,&) = p
and £p(&o, &0) = {0, therefore p is a selfadjoint projection in C’*(G) The maps
E(G) — pCr(G)
g = <£07£> :p<607£>
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and
pCrH(G) — E&(G)
a — &oa = &pa

are inverses from each other. O

7. GENERALIZED HOMOMORPHISMS AND C*-ALGEBRA CORRESPONDENCES

P. Muhly, J. Renault and D. Williams introduced a notion of equivalence of
groupoids [20], and showed that two (second countable) locally compact, Haus-
dorff groupoids with Haar system are Morita-equivalent. M. Macho Stadler and
M. O’Uchi introduced a notion of correspondence of groupoids [T9], and showed
that a correspondence from G to Gs, where G7 and G9 are locally compact,
Hausdorff, second countable groupoids with Haar system, induces a correspon-
dence from C}(G2) to C}(Gh), i.e. a C}(G1)-module £ and a *-homomorphism
Cr(Ga) — L(E). They deduce that a groupoid homomorphism f: G — G2
satisfying certain conditions induces a correspondence such that C(G2) maps
to K(&), and therefore induces an element of KK (C}(G2),C}(G1)).

In this section, we introduce a notion of generalized homomorphism for locally
compact groupoids which are not necessarily Hausdorff, and a notion of locally
proper generalized homomorphism. That notion is slightly weaker than the
notion of correspondence introduced by Macho Stadler and O’Uchi, but it was
chosen because a generalized homomorphism is, up to Morita-equivalence, a
homomorphism in the ordinary sense.

Then, we show that a locally proper generalized homomorphism from Gy to
Go which satisfies an additional condition induces a C}(G;)-module £ and a
s-homomorphism C}(G2) — K(&), hence an element of KK (C}(G2),C}(G1)).

7.1. Generalized homomorphisms.

Definition 7.1. [I2, 6] Let G; and Gy be two locally compact groupoids
whose range maps G; — GEO) are open. A generalized homomorphism from Gy

to Go is a triple (Z, p,o) where
&z % aY,
Z is endowed with a left action of G with momentum map p and a right action
of G5 with momentum map ¢ which commute, such that
(a) the action of G is free and p-proper,

(b) p induces a homeomorphism Z/Gy ~ Ggo).

In Definition [l one may replace (b) by (b)’ or (b)” below:

(b)" p is open and induces a bijection Z/Gy — Ggo)'

(b)” the map Z x Gy — Z X o0 Z defined by (z,7) +— (z,27) is a homeo-
1

morphism.

Example 7.2. Let G; and G5 be two groupoids whose range maps are open. If

f: G1 — Go is a groupoid homomorphism, let Z = Ggo) X rrGa, p(x,v) = x and
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o(x,7v) = s(7). Define the actions of G1 and G by g-(x,7)-v' = (r(g9), f(9)VvY)-
Then (Z, p,0) is a generalized homomorphism from Gy to Ga.

That p is open follows from the fact that the range map Go — Ggo) is open

and from Lemma The other properties in Definition [Tl are easy to check.
7.2. Locally proper generalized homomorphisms.

Definition 7.3. Let (G; and G5 be two locally compact groupoids such that

the range maps G; — GZ(-O) are open. A generalized homomorphism from Gy to
G5 is said to be locally proper if the action of G; on Z is o-proper.

Our terminology is justified by the following proposition:

Proposition 7.4. Let G1 and Go be two locally compact groupoids such that
the range maps G; — GO gre open, and Ggo) 1s Hausdorff. Let f: G —

i
Go be a groupoid homomorphism. Then the associated generalized groupoid

homomorphism is locally proper if and only if the map (f,r,s): Gi — Ga X
Ggo) X Ggo) is proper.

Proof. Let ©: Gy X fosy Ga — (Ga X5 Ga) Xprpxs (G x GI”) defined by
o(g1,92) = (f(91)92,92,7(91),5(91)). By definition, the action of Gy on Z is
proper if and only if ¢ is a proper map. Consider 0: Go X, G — Gg) given
by (v,7") = (v(v')7%,7'). Let 1 = (6 x 1) o . Since 6 is a homeomorphism,
the action of G; on Z is proper if and only if 4 is proper.

Suppose that (f,r,s) is proper. Let f' = (f,r,s) x1: G1 x G3 = Ga % Ggo) X
Ggo) X Go. Then [’ is proper. Let F = {(v,z,2',7) € G2 x Ggo) X Ggo) X
G| s(v) =r(v') = f(z'), () = f(x)}. Then f": (f')~'(F) — F is proper, i.e.
1 is proper.

Conversely, suppose that ¢ is proper. Let F' = {(v,y,z,2’) € G2 x Géo) X
Ggo) X Ggo)’ s(y) = y}. Then v: =1 (F') — F’ is proper, therefore (f,r,s) is
proper. O

Our objective is now to show the

Proposition 7.5. Let Gy, G2, G3 be locally compact groupoids such that the
range maps r: G; — GZ(-O) are open. Let (Z1,p1,01) and (Za, pa,02) be two
generalized groupoid homomorphisms from Gy to Go and from Gy to Gg respec-
tively. Then (Z,p,0) = (Z1 Xy Za,p1 X 1,1 X 03) is a generalized groupoid
homomorphism. If (Z1, p1,01) and (Za, p2,02) are locally proper, then (Z, p,o)
1s locally proper.

Proposition shows that locally compact groupoids whose range maps are
open constitute a category whose arrows are generalized homomorphisms, and
that two groupoids are isomorphic in that category if and only if they are
Morita-equivalent. Moreover, the same conclusions hold for the category whose
arrows are locally proper generalized homomorphisms. In particular, local
properness of generalized homomorphisms is invariant under Morita-equivalence.

All the assertions of Proposition will follow from Lemma below
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Lemma 7.6. Let Gy and G3 be locally compact groupoids whose range maps
are open and X a topological space. Let Z1 and Zo be locally compact spaces.
Suppose there are maps

X &7 60 2z, 7 G

a right action of Gy on Z1 with momentum map o1, such that p1 is Go-invariant
and the action of Go is p1-proper, a left action of Go on Zs with momentum
map p2 and a right pa-proper action of Gs on Zs with momentum map oo which
commutes with the Ga-action.

Then the action of Gg on Z = Zy Xq, Z2 15 p1-proper.

To prove Lemma [[8, we need a few preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 7.7. Let G be a topological groupoid such that the range map r: G —
GO s open. Let X be a topological space endowed with an action of G and T
a topological space. Then the canonical map

[ (X xT)/G— (X/G)xT
1 an isomorphism.
Proof. Let m: X — X/G and 7': X x T — (X x T)/G be the canonical map-
pings. Since 7 is open (Lemma EZ34), f on’ = 7 x 1 is open. Since 7’ is
continuous surjective, it follows that f is open. O
Lemma 7.8. Let G be a topological groupoid whose range map is open and

[+ Y = Z aproper, G-equivariant map between two G-spaces. Then the induced
map f:Y/G — Z/G is proper.

Proof. We first show that f is closed. Let 7: Y — Y/G and 7': Z — Z/G be
the canonical mappings. Let A C Y/G be a closed subspace. Since f is closed
and 7 is continuous, (7')"'(f(A)) = f(7~(A)) is closed. Therefore, f(A) is
closed.

Applying this to f x 1, we see that for every topological space T', (Y xT')/G —
(Z x T)/G is closed. By Lemmal[7 f x 17 is closed. O

Proof of Lemma[7.0 Let ¢: Zy x Gz — Zs XGS)

(22, 227). By assumption, ¢ is proper, therefore 1z, x ¢ is proper. Let F' =
{(21,22,75) € Z1 X Zy x Zs| 01(z1) = pa(2z2) = p2(24)}. Then 1z, x ¢: (1 x
©) Y (F) — F is proper, i.e. Z; X o) (Z2 ) G3) = Z1 X o) (Z2 X y0) Z2) 18
2 2 2
proper. By Lemma [[8 taking the quotient by Go, we get that the map

y Z2 be the map (z2,7) —

a: Z X Gg — Zl X Gy (22 XG(o) Zg)
2

defined by (21, 22,7) = (21, 22, 227y) is proper.

By assumption, the map Z; x Go — Z; X x Zp given by (21,9) — (21,219)
is proper. Endow Z; x G5 with the following right action of Gy x Ga: (21,9) -
(d,9") = (214, (¢') "Lgg"). Using again Lemma [[] the map

,8: Zl ><G2 (Zg XGéo) ZQ) = (Zl X Gg) XGQXGQ (ZQ X Zg)
— (Zl Xx Zl) X G xGa (Zg X ZQ) ~7 Xx 4

is proper.
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By composition, foa: Z x G5 — Z X x Z is proper. O
7.3. Proper generalized morphisms.

Definition 7.9. Let G; and Gy be locally compact groupoids whose range
maps are open. A generalized homomorphism (Z, p, o) from G; to G is said
to be proper if it is locally proper, and if for every quasi-compact subspace K

of Ggo), o 1K) is Gy-compact.

Examples 7.10. (a) Let X and Y be locally compact spaces and f: X —
Y a continuous map. Then the generalized homomorphism (X, Id, f) is
proper if and only if f is proper.

(b) Let f: Gi — G2 be a continuous homomorphism between two locally
compact groups. Let p: G3 — {*}. Then (G2, p,p) is proper if and only
if f is proper and f(G}) is co-compact in Ga.

(c¢) Let G be a locally compact proper groupoid with Haar system such that
G is Hausdorff, and let 7: G© — G /G be the canonical mapping.
Then (G(O),Id,ﬂ') is a proper generalized homomorphism from G to

GO0/a.

7.4. Construction of a C*-correspondence. Until the end of the section,
our goal is to prove:

Theorem 7.11. Let G1 and Gy be locally compact groupoids with Haar system

such that Ggo) and Ggo) are Hausdorff, and (Z, p, o) a locally proper generalized
homomorphism from Gy to Ga. Then one can construct a C;(Gy)-Hilbert mod-
ule £z and a map 7: CX(G2) — L(Ez). Moreover, if (Z, p, o) is proper, then
maps to K(Ez). Therefore, it gives an element of KK (C}(G2),C}(G1)).

Note by example (c) above, this generalizes the construction of Section

if G is a locally compact proper groupoid with Haar system such that G(© is
Hausdorff, and Z = G(©) then £(G) is isomorphic to £z.

Corollary 7.12. (see [20]) Let G1 and Gy be locally compact groupoids with

Haar system such that Ggo) and Ggo) are Hausdorff. If G1 and Gy are Morita-
equivalent, then C}(G1) and C}(G2) are Morita-equivalent.

Corollary 7.13. Let f: Gi — Go be morphism between two locally compact
groupoids with Haar system such that Ggo) and Ggo) are Hausdorff. If the re-
striction of f to (G1)X is proper for each compact set K C (G1)O) then f
induces a correspondence Es from C}(Ga) to Cr(Gr). If in addition for every
compact set K C Ggo) the quotient of Ggo) X r.r (G2)k by the diagonal action of
G is compact, then C(Gg) maps to K(Ey) and thus f defines a KK -element
[f] € KK(C}(G2),Cr(Gh))-

Proof. See Proposition [[4] and Definition applied to the generalized mor-
phism Zy = Ggo) Xt G as in Example O

Remark 7.14. WHen G is Hausdorff, the G(9), G-correspondence given by the
space G endowed with the canonical left action of G(©) and the canonical right
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action of G satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [ZTTl The resulting Co(G(?)-
Hilbert module is actually L?(G) endowed with the left regular representation
of C*(@). However this construction is not valid for G' non-Hausdorff since G(©)
does not act properly on G (use Lemma ZT6l)! The left regular representation
of G will be constructed differently in Section B

The rest of the section is devoted to proving Theorem [Tl

Let us first recall the construction of the correspondence when the groupoids
are Hausdorff [T9]. It is the closure of C.(Z) with the C;(G1)-valued scalar
product

€n)(g) = / o ()Mn(g‘lz’v) A7) (dy),
vE(G2)7\#

where z is an arbitrary element of Z such that p(z) = r(g). The right C}(G1)-
module structure is defined V¢ € C.(Z), Ya € C.(G1) by

e = [ elaalg VO )
g€(G1)P(®)
and the left action of C(G2) is
R BRI COPYIC)
'yE(Gz)"(Z)
for all b € C.(G2).

We now come back to non-Hausdorff groupoids. For every open Hausdorff
set V C Z, denote by V" its closure in H((G1 x Z)Y;), where z € V is identified
to (p(z),2) € H((G1 x Z){). Let EJ be the set of & € C.(V') such that
£(z) = ﬂsxix/#_f;}) for all § x {z} € V.

Lemma 7.15. The space £) = Y el 58;, is independent of the choice of the
cover (V;) of Z by Hausdorff open subspaces.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for every open Hausdorff subspace V' of Z, one
has 58 C D ier 58;,. Let € € 59,. Denote by gy : V' — V the canonical map
defined by qy (S x {z}) = z. Let K C V compact such that supp(§) C q;l(K).
There exists J C I finite such that K C Uje V. Let (¢;)jes be a partition
of unity associated to that cover, and §; = £.(¢;j 0 gv). One easily checks that

& € 883_ and that { =) . ;. -

We now define a Cj(G1)-valued scalar product on £ by
(€ n)(g) = / (g™ =) AP (dy),
v€(G2)7 )

where z is an arbitrary element of Z such that p(z) = r(g). Our definition
is independent of the choice of z, since if 2’ is another element, there exists
v € Gg such that 2z’ = 27/, and the Haar system on Gy is left-invariant.
Moreover, the integral is convergent for all g € G because the action of Go
on Z is proper.
Let us show that (£,n) € C.(Gy) for all £, n € £2. We need a preliminary
lemma:
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Lemma 7.16. Let X and Y be two topological spaces such that X is locally
compact and f: X —'Y proper. Let F be a ultrafilter such that f converges to
y € Y with respect to F. Then there exists x € X such that f(x) =y and F
converges to x.

Proof. Let Q = f~!(y). Since f is proper, @ is quasi-compact. Suppose that for
all x € @, F does not converge to z. Then there exists an open neighborhood
V, of z such that V¢ € F. Extracting a finite cover (V1,...,V,,) of @, there
exists an open neighborhood V of @ such that V¢ € F. Since f is closed,
f(V€)¢ is a neighborhood of y. By assumption, f(V¢)¢ € f(F), i.e. JA € F,
f(A) € f(Ve)°. This implies that A C V, therefore V € F: this contradicts
VeeF.

Consequently, there exists z € @) such that F converges to x. O

To show that (£,7) € C.(G1), we can suppose that £ € &£ and n € &,
where U and V are open Hausdorff. Let F(g,z) = £(2)n(g~'2), defined on
I' = Gy x,, Z. Since the action of G; on Z is proper, F' is quasi-compactly
supported. Let us show that F' € C.(T").

Let F be a ultrafilter on I', convergent in HI'. Since Ggo) is Hausdorff, its
limit has the form S = S’gyp x S” where S’ C (Gl)zggg;, S" c p~Hr(go))-

Moreover, S’ is a subgroup of (Gl):g g by the proof of Lemma BTl

Suppose that there exist zg,z1 € S” and g1 € S’gg such that zyp € U and
gl_lzl € V. By Lemma [ T8 applied to the proper map Gy x Z — Z x Z, there
exists so € S’ such that 29 = spz;. We may assume that gy = sgg1. Then
Yses F(8) = Xges E(z0)n(go (') "' 20). If & ¢ stab(zo), then gy (s") 20 ¢
V since go_lzo and go_l(s’)_lzo are distinct limits of (g, z) — g~z with respect
to F and V is Hausdorff. Therefore,

D F(s) = #(stab(z0) NS")é(z0)n(g5 " 20)

ses

— /#(stab(z0) 1 5)€(z0)y/ #(stab(gy 20) N (95 5"g0))(z0)
R T any 1N 1
= lm¢(z)n(g™ 2) = lim F(g, 2).
If for all 29, 2; € S” and all g; € S'go, (20,97 ' 21) ¢ UxV, then Yoses Flg,2) =
0 = limr F(g, 2).
By Proposition EE1l F' € C.(T').

Since (€,m)(9) = [,e(cy)o F(9:27) A7 (d7), to prove that (€, ) € Ce(G1)
it suffices to show:

Lemma 7.17. Let G1 and G4 be two locally compact groupoids with Haar sys-

tem such that GEO) are Hausdorff. Let (Z,p,o) be a generalized homomorphism
from Gy to Ga. Let ' = Gy %, , Z. Then for every F' € C.(I'), the function

g F(g,2y) A3 (dy),
Y€(G2)e*)

where z € Z is an arbitrary element such that p(z) = r(g), belongs to C.(G1).
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Proof. Suppose first that F(g,z) = f(g)h(z), where f € C.(G1) and h € C.(Z).
Let H(z) = f'yE(Gz)"(Z) h(zy) A?*)(dv). By Lemma below (applied to the
groupoid Z x Gq), H is continuous. It is obviously Ge-invariant, therefore
H € C(Z)Gy). Let H € Cc(Ggo)) ~ C.(Z/G2) correspond to H. The map

g F(g,2y) X (dv) = f(9)H(s(9))
YE(G2)?(?)

thus belongs to C.(G1).

By linearity, the lemma is true for F' € C.(G1) ® C.(Z). By Lemma EA]
and Lemma A F' is the uniform limit of functions F,, € C.(G1) ® C.(Z)
which are supported in a fixed quasi-compact set QQ = Q1 X Q2 C G1 X Z. Let
Q' C Z quasi-compact such that p(Q') D r(Q1). Since the action of G5 on Z
is proper, K = {y € G2| Q'yN Q2 # 0} is quasi-compact. Using the fact that
Ggo) ~ 7G5, it is easy to see that

sup / 1o(g, 27) A (d)
(g,2)€l Jy€(G2)o(?)

< swp [ 10,n 0 @)
zeQ' JyeGy

< sup / 1 (Y)A*(dy) < o0
mGGgo) ¥eG3
by Lemma EE9 Therefore,

lim sup
n—oo QEGl

/ o(z) F(g’ ny) - Fn(g7 Z’Y) )\U(Z) (d’Y) =0.
v€G,

The conclusion follows from Corollary O
In the proof of Lemma [ZT7 we used the

Lemma 7.18. Let G be a locally compact, proper groupoid with Haar system,
such that G* is Hausdorff for all x € G, and G= = {z} for all z € G©). We
do not assume G to be Hausdorff. Then Vf € C.(G),

0: GO - ¢
T f(s(g)) A" (dg)
geG®

15 continuous.

Proof. Let V be an open, Hausdorff subspace of G(0). Let h C.(V). Since
(r,s): G — G x GO is a homeomorphism from G onto a closed subspace
of GO x GO and (x,y) — h(x)f(y) belongs to C.(G® x G©)), the map
g h(r(g))f(s(g)) belongs to C.(G), therefore by definition of a Haar system,
2= [oeqe Mr(9))f(5(9)) A" (dg) = h(z)p(z) belongs to Co(G).

Since h € C.(V) is arbitrary, this shows that ¢y is continuous, hence ¢ is
continuous on G, d
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Now, let us show the positivity of the scalar product. Fix z € Z such that
p(z) = z. For all g, h € GY,

€O = [ ETeh ) D).
v€G,
Therefore, using (2),

Q (& = [ O

2

/ n(9)&(g~" 27) A (dg)
geG®

It follows that 7g, 2((€,€)) > 0 for all x € Ggo), so (£,€) > 0in C}(Gy).

Now, let us define a C}(G1)-module structure on £ by

G = [ Ee el )
ge(G1)Pt®

for all £ € ) and a € C.(G1).
Let us show that £a € 52. We need a preliminary lemma:

Lemma 7.19. Let X and Y be quasi-compact spaces, () an open cover of
X xY. Then there exist finite open covers (X;) and (Y;) of X and Y such that
Vi, j 3k, X; x Y; C Q.

Proof. For all (z,y) € X xY choose open neighborhoods U, , and Vx,y of z and
y such that U, , x V., C Qy, for some k. For y fixed, there exist x1, ..., 2, such
that (Uy, y)1<i<n covers X. Let V,, = NI Uy, ,. Then for all (z,y) € X XY,
there exists an open nelghborhood U’ of x and k such that U’ x Vi, C .
Let (Vi,...,Vin) = (Vyyy -5 Vi) such that Ui<j<,V; =Y. For all xeX,
let Uy = N7 Ug, . Let (Us,...,Up) be a finite sub-cover of (U )sex. Then for
all i and for all j, there exists k£ such that U; x V; C (1. O

Let Q1 and Q4 be quasi-compact subspaces of Gy of Z respectively such that
a1 (C*) C Q1 and £ H(C*) C Q2. Let Q be a quasi-compact subspace of Z such
that Vg € Q1, Vz € Q2, g1z € Q. Let (Uy) be a finite cover of @ by Hausdorff
open subspaces of Z. Let Q' = Q1 X,, Q2. Then Q' is a closed subspace of
Q1 % Q2. Let Q) ={(g9,2) € Q| 7'z € Ug}. Then (}) is a finite open cover
of @'. Let ), be an open subspace of @1 x Q2 such that Q) = Q; N Q’. Then
{Q1 X Q2 — Q'}U{Qy} is an open cover of Q1 X Q2. Using Lemma [LTY, there
exist finite families of Hausdorff open sets (W;) and (V}) which cover @; and
@2, such that for all i, j and for all (g,2) € W; x Vj, there exists k such

that g~ 'z € U,.

Thus, we can assume by linearity and by Lemmas and that ¢ € &Y,
a€C(W),U=W~V, and U, V and W are open and Hausdorff.

Let Q = {(9,8) € W1 xU'| g7'qu(S) € V}. Then the map (g,5)
(g7, g719) is a homeomorphism from Q onto W Xr.poqy V'. Therefore, the map

0
a”
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(9,2) = &(g72)a(g™t) belongs to Ce(Q) C Co(G1 X4 pogyy U'). By Lemma EEIT,

S as) = [ L e Sl v g
gEGquV(S)

belongs to C.(U’). It is immediate that (£a)(S) = #S(&a)(q(S)) for all

S € U’, therefore £a € 58. This completes the proof that &a € 5%.

Finally, it is not hard to check that ({,na) = (£,n) * a. Therefore, the
completion €7 of £} with respect to the norm ||€ = ||(&,&)[|*/? is a C*(G1)-
Hilbert module.

Let us now construct a morphism 7: C(G2) — L(£z). For every & € £)
and every b € C.(G2), let

(b6)(z) = / b(7)E(z7) X (d).
y€(G2)7(?)

Let us check that b¢ € 5%. As above, by linearity we may assume that & € 5‘0/,
be Co(W)and VW= C U, where V.C Z, U C Z and W C Gy are open and
Hausdorff.

Let ®(S,v) = (S7,7). Then ® is a homeomorphism from Q = {(S,v) €
U' Xgoqur W1 qu(S)y € V} onto V! Xgoq, s W. Let F(z,7) = b(7)&(z7). Since
F =(£®b)o®, Fis an element of C.(Q) C Co(U’ Xgoqy » W). By Lemma ET0L,
b¢ € C.(U").

It is immediate that (b€)(S) = FS(b€)(q(S)). Therefore, b € £ C £.

Let us prove that |[b&]| < ||b]| [|€]]. Let

Cly) = / )l 2 X ),
geGY

where z € Z such that p(z) = r(g) is arbitrary. From (@),
(0,761 (6. D) = 1612, g

A similar calculation shows that

(1, 76 = ({DE,BEY ) = / 27 (dy)

,YEGg(Z)
2

/ o 1(9)€(g™ 2y )b(v') XV (dy)

= (b¢,b¢) < [lbl* ¢l
By density of Co(G5) in L*(G3), |76, o (b€, b))l < [bl[||Ime, 2 ({8, €))]|- Taking

the supremum over z € Ggo), we get ||6&]| < |16 |€]]- It follows that b — (£ —
b¢) extends to a x-homomorphism 7: C}(Ga) — L(Ez).

Finally, suppose now that (Z,p, o) is proper, and let us show that C*(G>)
maps to K(Ez).

For every 7, ¢ € £, denote by T),¢c the operator T}, (§) = n(¢,§). Compact
operators are elements of the closed linear span of T}, ¢’s. Let us write an explicit
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formula for T

@ = [ a6 V)
gely

= [ e [ T O @)
gGG’f(z) 'yeGg(Z)

Let b € C.(G2), let us show that m(b) € K(€z). Let K be a quasi-compact
subspace of G such that b='(C*) ¢ K. Since (Z,p,o) is a proper general-
ized homomorphism, there exists a quasi-compact subspace @@ of Z such that
o 1(r(K)) C G1Q. Before we proceed, we need a lemma:

Lemma 7.20. Let G2 be a locally compact groupoid acting freely and properly
on a locally compact space Z with momentum map o: Z — Ggo)' Then for
every (z0,%) € Z x Ga, there exists a Hausdorff open neighborhood 1, ~, of
(z0,70) such that

o U= {z1m]| (21,7) € Qs 0} s Hausdorff;
e there exists a Hausdorff open neighborhood W of ~g such that Vv € Go,
Vz € pri(Qegpe), V2 €U, 2/ =29y = v € W.

Proof. Let R = {(2,7') € Z x Z| 3y € G2, 2/ = zv}. Since the Ga-action
is free and proper, there exists a continuous function ¢: R — G2 such that
@(z,27) = . Let W be an open Hausdorff neighborhood of 7g. By continuity
of ¢, there exist open Hausdorff neighborhoods V' and Uy of 2z and 2y such
that for all (z,2') € RN (V x Uy), ¢(z,z") € W. By continuity of the action,
there exists an open neighborhood €2, », of (20,70) such that V(z1,71) € Q2;0,
z171 € Ug and 21 € V. O

By Lemma [T, there exist finite covers (V;) of @ and (W;) of K such that
for every i, j, (Z X ) G2) N (Vi x Wj) C €, for some (20,70).
2

By Lemma applied to the groupoid (Gp x Z)“Z, for all ¢ there exists
¢, € Cc(V/)+ such that ¢(S) = (#5)ci(qv;(S)) for all S € V/, and such that
> ¢i>1on Q. Let

fZ(Z) = /EGP(Z) c;.(g_lz) )\p(z) (dg)
g9et;

and let f =), fi. As in the proof of Theorem 3] one can show that for every
Hausdorff open subspace V of Z and every h € C.(V), (g, 2) — h(2)ci(g712) be-
longs to C.(G x Z), therefore hf; is continuous on V. Since h is arbitrary, it fol-
lows that f; is continuous, thus f is continuous. Moreover, f is Gi-equivariant,
nonnegative, and infg f > 0. Therefore, there exists f; € C.(G1\Z) such that
fi(2) =1/f(2) for all z € Q. Let ¢;(z) = fi(2)c(2). Let

LO@= [ [ el v )
9€Gy vE€G,

Then 7(b) = ), T;, therefore it suffices to show that T; is a compact operator
for all 4.
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By linearity and by Lemma B3 one may assume that b € C.(W;) for some
j. Then, by construction of V; (see Lemma [[20), there exist open Hausdorff
sets U C Z and W C Gy such that {y € Ga| 3(2,2') € V; x U, 2/ = 27y} C W,
and {zv| (z,7) € Vi X,, W} CU.

The map (z, z7y) — ¢(2)b(7) defines an element of C.(V/ x U). Let Ly x Ly C
V; x U compact such that (z,zvy) — ¢(z)b(7) is supported on q‘_/l_l(Ll) X Lo.
By Lemma [622] applied to the groupoids (G1 X Z )“2 and (Gy x Z)Y, there exist
di € Co(V/)4 and dy € C.(U')4 such that d; > 0 on Ly and da > 0 on Lo,
di(S) = V#Sdi(qv,(S)) for all S € V!, and do(S) = V#Sda(qu(S)) for all

SeU'. Let (2b()
c(2)b(y
2,29) = ——————.
f(z,27) 01 (2)da(27)
Then f € C.(V; X a0 U ). Therefore, f is the uniform limit of a sequence
1

fon =2 ank ® B in Ce(V;) ® Cc(U) such that all the f, are supported in a
fixed compact set. Then T; is the norm-limit of ), Ty o go,d2Br 1o therefore it
is compact.

Remark 7.21. The construction in Theorem [[L.TTl is functorial with respect to
the composition of generalized morphisms and of correspondences. We don’t
include a proof of this fact, as it is tedious but elementary. It is ann easy
exercise when (G; and Go are Hausdorff.

8. THE HILBERT MODULE L?(G)

In this section, G denotes a locally compact groupoid with Haar system
such that G(® Hausdorff. Recall that in the Hausdorff situation, C*(G) is
canonically represented in a Co(G®))-module denoted by L?*(G). For G non-
Hausdorff, Khoshkam and Skandalis [14] show that C}(G) is represented in
a Co(Y)-Hilbert module (that we will denote by L?*(G)ks, where Y is the
spectrum of the C*-algebra of Borel functions on G(©) generated by all f‘G(o)
(f € C.(@)). In this section we give a definition of a Cy(X’)-Hilbert module
L*(G), where X' is the closure of G(*) in HG (see Section H). The reason why
we prefer L2(G) is that

e (G acts naturally on L?(G), since G acts continuously in a quite obvious
way on X' (see Proposition BI0).

e When G is proper, cutoff functions give an embedding of the C’O(G(O))—
Hilbert module Cy(G) in the Cy(X’)-Hilbert module L?(G), which
extends the fact that for compact groups, the trivial representation is
strongly contained in the regular representation.

Let us first compare the spaces X’ and Y:
Proposition 8.1. (a) The map q (see Section[d) factors through continu-

ous proper surjections X' Ly 4 GO

(b) the canonical inclusion GO — X' factors through (not necessarily con-
tinuous) maps GO 5 Y X X/;

(c) we have i0j =Idgw and i’ oj =1dy.
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Proof. (a) Let f € C.(G). By Proposition BTl if we define f'(S) = > .o f(x)
for all S € X"\G), then f’ is continuous on X', therefore Co(Y) C Cp(X").

For every compact subset K of G0, ¢~1(K) is closed in #G and included
in the compact set {S € HG| SN K # 0} (see Proposition B7), therefore
¢ '(K) is compact. It follows that ¢ is proper and thus Co(G®) C Co(X).
Since Co(X)Co(Y) = Co(Y) ([T4]), we get Co(G®) € Co(Y) C Co(X') and a
factorization ¢ = j' o j. Since ¢ is proper and j is continuous surjective, j is
proper. It is clear that j’ is surjective, and the fact that j is proper surjective
is proven in [14].

(b) Recall that the Borel inclusion i: G(® — Y is induced by the inclusion
Co(Y) € B(G®), thus (b) and (c) are clear from the definitions. O

We do not know whether X’ and Y coincide or not. In Example 23], they both
coincide with the disjoint union of [0, 1] and an isolated point, and Cy(X') =
Co(Y) = C([0,1]) + Cdg where dy is the Dirac function at 0.

Remark 8.2. If G is not Hausdorff then Y never coincides with G(© by Re-
mark

Consider the convolution algebra C.(X’xG). Again, by Remark L6l C.(X'x
G) does not restrict to C.(X'), hence the scalar product

(€.m)o(S) = € % n(S) = / £(S, 9)n(S, 9)A") (dg)

ge@a(s)
is not C.(X')-valued. However, by definition of Y and the fact that Cy(Y) C
Co(X"), the restriction of S — (£,1)0(S) to (i’ 07)(G(?)) does extend in a unique
way to an element of C.(X').

Definition 8.3. Endow C.(X’ x G) with the scalar product (-, -), where (£, 7)
is the unique element of C.(X’) which coincides with (£,7), on (i’ o i)(G©).
We define L?(G) to be the completion of C.(X’ x G) with respect to that scalar
product.

Of course, the right Co(X’)-module structure on L?(G) is defined by (£¢)(S, g)
£(S,9)p(g71Sg) for all € € C.(X' x G) and p € C.(X).

Example 8.4. In Example 23 L*(G) = (*(T) @ ([0,1] x ¢3(I'/H)) with the
scalar product (£ ®n, £®dn)(z) = (n(x),n(z)) if z € (0,1], and ({Dn,EDn)(0) =
(€, €)-

The next proposition shows that our definition of L?(G) and the one in
[[4] are related in a very simple way. The advantage of the construction of
Khoshkam and Skandalis is that Co(Y’) is the “minimal” extension of Cy(G(?)
necessary to represent C(G) faithfully in a Hilbert module. On the other hand,
our space X' is defined more geometrically and moreover we don’t need to use
Kasparov’s generalized Stinespring theorem to prove the positivity of our scalar
product.

Proposition 8.5. L?(G) = L*(G) ks @cy(v) Co(X'). As a consequence, C;(G)
is faithfully represented in L*(G).
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Proof. Obvious, from the definitions of L?(G) and L?*(G)xs, and Proposi-
tion Bl O

In the next proposition, we consider L?(G) as a continuous field of Hilbert
spaces over X', with fiber at S € X’ equal to L?(G)g := L*(G) ®evg C, where
evg: X' — C is the evaluation map at S. We describe the fibers more explicitly:
for S =z € GO, L2(@), = L*(G, A*(dg™")). For S ¢ GO, L?(G)g is more
complicated: let F be any ultrafilter on G(0) converging to S, then L?*(G)g is
the completion of C.(G) with respect to the scalar product limz (&, n)(z).

Proposition 8.6. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with Haar system such
that G is Hausdorff and G(O)/G is o-compact. The following are equivalent:
(i) G is proper;
(i) there exists a continuous bounded G-invariant section & of L*(G) such
that (£,€)(S) =1 for all S € X'.

Proof. (i) = (ii): let ¢ be a cutoff function (Theorem B3)). In order to simplify
the proof, we will assume that G is quasi-compact (so that a section as in (ii) is
actually a vector in L?(G)); the proof in the general case is the same but just
needs more notation. In the Hausdorff case, one defines £(g) = v/c(s(g)).

When G is not Hausdorff, we have to prove that this function extends to an
element of C.(X’ x G). To that end, define

©(S,9) = c(;(g))

for all (S,g) € X’ x G. We must show that ¢ satisfies the properties of Propo-
sition EETN(ii). Suppose that (Sy, gx) € X' x G converges to (S, g) € X' x G. We
may assume that the net is universal. Let x) = s(gy), then, by Lemma B2
x)y — Sp where Sy is a normal subgroup of ¢g~'Sg, and #S\ converges to
#S/#S0.

From the definition of a cutoff function (Theorem BE3la), c¢(s(gy)) converges

to #S0c(s(g)), hence o(Sy,gx) = % converges to #S50+/c(s(g))-
On the other hand, (gx) converges in HG to gSo, and } ;g (5, gh) =

> hes, Ve(s(h)) = #5Soy/c(s(g)). We thus have proved that ¢(Sy,gx) con-

verges t0 3 ic,q (5, g’), which is exactly condition (ii) in Proposition Bl

(i) = (i): suppose that £ is such an invariant section. Let f € C.(X’)
arbitrary, and let 1(S,g) = £(S,9)f(g71Sg). Then 7 is an element of L?(G).

Let () = (1), 7 - 1s(3)) = Syearon 1(5(9), 7 Hn(s(9), g~ 7) A7) (dg) (for all
v € G), and let us show that ¢(v) vanishes at infinity, in the sense that for all
e > 0 there exists a quasi-compact set @ outside which |p(7y)] < e.

If n = 0 outside a quasi-compact set K C G, then ¢ = 0 outside the quasi-
compact set q({h7'g| (h,g) € K xgw K}). The general case follows by a
continuity argument.

Now, from the definition of £, we have

¢(7) = [oeqrn [€(s(9), g™ HEFr()) f(s(1)) X"V (dy) = F(r(7))f(s(y)), thus
f(r(v))f(s(7)) vanishes at infinity.
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Take now K C GO an arbitrary compact subspace, then K’ = ¢~ '(K)
is compact (Proposition Bla), thus there exists f € C.(X’,[0,1]) such that
figr = 1. Let @ be a quasi-compact set outside which f(r(v))f(s(y)) < 1/2,
then Gg C @, thus G% is quasi-compact. This completes the proof that G is
proper. O

9. THE CLASSIFYING SPACE FOR PROPER ACTIONS

In [3], topological K-theory of a group is defined using the classifying space
for proper actions. It is therefore natural to define topological K-theory of a
groupoid using proper groupoid actions. At this point, one has two distinct
choices: either to consider proper actions of G on all locally compact spaces, or
to consider proper actions of G on locally compact, Hausdorff spaces. However,
the second approach leads to a disconnected classifying space and clearly doesn’t
give the right answer in K-theory (see Appendix [B]).

Let G be a locally compact groupoid acting properly on a locally Hausdorff
topological space Z.

We say that Z is “the” classifying space for proper actions of G if for every
locally compact space Y such that G acts properly on Y and such that Y/G
is compact, there exists a continuous, G-equivariant map f: Y — Z, unique
up to equivariant homotopy. If such a space exists, then it will be denoted by
EG, although it may not be uniquely determined up to homotopy, since it is
not assumed to be locally compact.

Note that when G is a locally compact Hausdorff groupoid such that G(©
is o-compact and the range map r: G — G(© is open, then from Appendix [A]
there exists a locally compact Hausdorff model for EG. However, when G is
not Hausdorff this is not true in general.

The reason why we want the space Z to be locally Hausdorff is that whenever
Y is a proper, G-compact G-space and two G-maps fy, fi: Y — Z are homo-
topic, then they are homotopic inside a locally compact subspace (Lemma [[3]).

We do not know whether such a classifying space as defined above always
exists when G is not Hausdorff. The join construction ([3]) or the construction
of Kasparov and Skandalis ([T3, Lemma 4.1]) yield spaces which are not locally
Hausdorff. In Example with I' = Z and H = {0}, the space Z = ([0,1] x
R)/((0,1] x R), i.e. the space fibered over [0,1] with fiber R at 0 and {0}
elsewhere, would seem at first sight to be a natural candidate for EG, but is
not locally Hausdorff.

However, there is a useful criterion to determine whether a given space is a
model for EG:

Theorem 9.1. Let G be a locally compact, étale groupoid acting properly on a
locally Hausdorff topological space T'. Then T is the classifying space for proper
actions of G if and only if for every finite subgroup T of G there exist A C G(©)
and G1 = ¢(A xT') as in Lemma [Z71}, such that T is the classifying space for
proper actions of the groupoid G .
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Proof. The condition is obviously necessary, since for every (Gi-compact proper
Gi-space Y, the space Y X, G is a G-compact proper G-space (Proposi-
tion ZA0). To show that it is sufficient, choose for every finite subgroup I'
of G a compact subgroupoid Gr as above. By Proposition 242 it is enough to
show by induction on n the assertion

(P,,): “For every locally compact space Z such that there exist Zi,...,2Z,
closed saturated such that Z = Ug‘leei with Z; >~ Y; XGr, G, Y; compact, there
exists a map Z — T which is unique up to G-homotopy.”

The case n = 1 follows from the assumption. Suppose that (P,_1) is true
and let us show (P,,). Let Zyg = ZoU---UZ,. Let : Z — [0, 1] be a continuous
equivariant map such that ¢=1(0) C Zy and ¢~ (1) C Z;. Such a map exists
because Z/G is compact. By induction hypothesis, there exist G-maps fo: Zy —
T and f1: Z; — T. Since Zy N Z satisfies (P,_1), there exists a homotopy
F:[0,1] x (Zo N Z1) — T between foz,nz, and fi|z,nz,. Put

() = { F(p(2),2)ifz€ ZyNZy
| fiR) ifp(z) =i (i =0,1),
then f: Z — T is continuous G-equivariant.

To show uniqueness, let fy, fi: Z — T be G-maps. By induction hypothesis,
there exists a homotopy Fp: [0,1] x Zy — T from (fo)z, to (f1)z, and a
homotopy Fi: [0,1] x Z1 — T from (fo)z, to (f1)|z,- Consider the unit square
S =10,1]? and let F': 9S x (Zy N Zy) — T defined by F(i,t,z) = Fj(t,z) and
F(s,i,2) = fi(2) (i=0,1,s € [0,1], 2 € ZyNZ71). By induction hypothesis, F' is
G-homotopic to a map which does not depend on the first variable (for instance,
(s,t,z) = fo(2)). Therefore, F' extends to a map F': S x (Zy x Z1) — T. Let

| F(e(2),t,2)ifz€e ZyNZ
H9) = | T ol —5 G0

Then H is a homotopy from fy to fi. O

Let G be a locally compact groupoid. In many cases, one can construct
sequences Y, (n € N) of locally compact, proper G-spaces, and an inductive
system fy, n: Y — Yy, such that for every proper, G-compact G-space Y,

e there exists n and a G-map f: Y — Yy;
e if fand f': Y — Y, are two G-maps, then there exists p > n such that
fnpo fand f,,o f" are G-homotopic.
We shall say that (Y,)nen is a classifying sequence of spaces. The following
proposition is an easy exercise left to the reader:

Proposition 9.2. Let G be a locally compact groupoid. Let Y1 — Yo — ...
be an inductive system of locally compact, proper G-spaces. Then (Yy)nen i
a classifying sequence of spaces if and only if the telescope of (Yn)nen is a
classifying space for proper actions of G.

(Recall that the telescope of (Y),)nen i Unen+[n,n + 1] x Y, divided by the
relation (n+1,y) ~ (n+1, frnt1(v)).)

One can formulate an analogue of Theorem Blin the language of classifying
sequences.
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Example 9.3. Let I' be a discrete group, and let £ be a length function on I’
such that every ball for the corresponding left-invariant distance is finite. Let
Y, be the Rips’ complex of I' whose simplices consist of subspaces of diameter
< n. Then (Y,)nen is a classifying sequence for T'.

Now, let us examine a non-Hausdorff example. Let I" be a torsion-free discrete
group, H a normal subgroup. Fix two Hausdorff, locally compact models ET
and E(I'/H) and a G/H-equivariant map h : EI'/H — E(I'/H) which is
compatible with homotopies between the two projections ET' x EI"' — ET and
E('/H) x E(I'/H) — E(I'/H) (for example, I' = Z, H = {0}, EI" = R,
EH = {0}). Let Y, = (([0,1/n] x ED)/((0,1/n] x H)) U [1/n, 1] x E(T/H)
divided by the relation (1/n,z) ~ (1/n,h(z)). We show that (Y, )nen is a
classifying sequence for the groupoid G = ([0, 1] xT")/((0, 1] x H) of Example 23

Using Theorem (7], it is easy to reduce the problem to showing that for every
compact space Y and every continuous map p: Y — [0, 1],

e there exist n and a continuous [0, 1]-map ¥V — Y};;
o if f, f':Y — Y, are [0,1]-maps, then there exists m > n such that
famo f and fp ., 0 f" are [0, 1]-homotopic.

The first assertion is easy: choose a € ET" and let f: Y — Yj defined by
fy) = (p(y),a) if p(y) <1 and f(y) = (1,h(a)) if p(y) = 1. Let us prove the
second assertion.

Since I' is torsion-free, it acts freely on ET', thus there exists an open cover
(€;) such that Qv N Q; = O for all ¥ # 1. Cover the compact set p~'(0)
by finitely many compact subsets K satisfying f(K;) C {0} x Q;(;) for some
i(j). By definition of €; there exists for all j an open neighborhood subset
Vj of Y, containing Kj, such that fjy, lifts to a map fj V; — [0,1] x ET.
We show that these liftings are compatible in some neighborhood of p~1(0).
If not, then there exist j # j’ and sequences y, € p~*((0,1]), h, € H — {1}
such that fj(yn) = fj/(yn)hn and p(y,) — 0. By compactness, we may assume
that y, — y € p~!(0) and that h, = h is constant. By continuity, we get
f(y) = f(y)h, a contradiction since I" acts freely on Er.

So, let m € N* such that f; and fj coincide on V; NV N p~1([0,1/m]),
and such that p=1([0,1/m]) is covered by the sets V;. We thus get a lifting
f:p10,1/m] — [0,1] x ET, and we may assume that the same holds for f.
The restrictions of f,m o f and f,m o f' to p~1([0,1/m]) are [0,1/m] x EI-
homotopic by definition of ET', and the restrictions of f,, , o f and fy, 0 f’ to
p~([1/m,1]) are homotopic in a consistent way with the previous homotopy
by assumption.

10. THE ASSEMBLY MAP

Since this section contains no theorems, we will sometimes be sketchy. How-
ever, we thought it useful to include it, since it disproves the belief that results
concerning the K-theory of Hausdorff groupoids can easily be extended to non-
Hausdorff ones.
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10.1. A few lemmas.

Lemma 10.1. Let G be a topological groupoid such that GO is locally compact
and r: G — GO s open. Let Y, Z be two proper G-spaces such that Y is
locally compact, Y/G is compact and Z is locally Hausdorff. Let f:Y — Z be
a G-map. Then f is proper (and in particular f is closed).

Proof. Let us denote by p: Y — G(© the momentum map, and by 7: ¥ — Y/G
and m: Z — Z/G the canonical mappings. Since 7 is open surjective and Y
is locally compact, there exists a quasi-compact set K C Y such that 7(K) =
Y/G. By quasi-compactness of K, there exist finitely many compact subspaces
K; (1 € I) of Y such that K C UjerK;, p(K;) is compact and f(K;) is compact
for all 5. Then 7(f(K;)) is compact, hence closed. Therefore, 7= (7 (f(K;)))
is closed. It thus suffices to consider the case where K, p(K) and f(K) are
compact.

Let Y = K xg0) G = {(y,9) € K x G| p(y) = r(9)} = K xpx) G. Since
the obvious map Y’ — Y is continuous surjective, it suffices by [5, Proposition
1.10.1.5] to show that the composition Y/ — Y — Z is proper. But consider

K xp00) G2 F(K) 000 G — F(K) x 2 22 7,

where the second map is (z, g) — (z, zg). Let us show that the map K x,, )G —
f(K) Xpx) G is proper. The map f: K — f(K) is proper since K is compact,
therefore K x G — f(K)x G is proper. Now, since p(K) is Hausdorff, K X, x)G
and f(K) x,x) G are closed in K x G and f(K) x G respectively.

The map f(K) X,x) G — f(K) x Z is proper because the action of G'on Z
is proper, and f(K) x Z — Z is proper since f(K) is quasi-compact. It follows
that the composition Y/ — Z of the three maps above is proper. O

Lemma 10.2. LetY and Z two topological spaces such that'Y is locally compact
and Z is locally Hausdorff. Let f: Y — Z be a proper map. Then f(Y) is locally
compact.

Proof. We can assume that Z = f(Y). Let z € Z, and let V be a Hausdorff
neighborhood of z. Since f is proper, f~1(2) is quasi-compact. Since Y is locally
compact, there exists a quasi-compact neighborhood K of f~!(z) contained in
f7H(V). Let L = f(K). We show that L is a neighborhood of z.

Let F =Y — K. Then F is closed. Since f is proper, f(F) is closed. Since
z¢ f(F)and Z = LU f(F), L is a neighborhood of z.

We have shown that every z € f(Y) has a compact neighborhood, therefore
f(Y) is locally compact. O

Lemma 10.3. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with GO Hausdorff, and
let Z be a locally Hausdorff proper G-space. Suppose Y is a locally compact,
proper, G-compact G-space and two G-maps fy, f1: Y — Z are related by a
G-homotopy F: [0,1] x Y — Z, then the image Y' of F is a locally compact,
G-compact proper G-space and fo, fi are homotopic as maps from'Y toY’.

Proof. Follows from Lemmas [l and O
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10.2. Topological K-theory. Let Y be a locally compact space. To every
open cover of Y by Hausdorff subsets U = (U;), we associate the groupoid
GU] =11, ;Ui N U; which is Morita-equivalent to Y. The C*-algebra C*(U) =
C}(G[U]) is independent of the choice of the cover up to Morita equivalence.
We will sometimes employ the abusive notation C*(Y).

Examples 10.4. (a) If Y is Hausdorff, then C*((U;)ier) is the closure in
Co(Y,K(€2(1)) of @; ;C.(U; NU;).

(b) If Y = ({0,1} x [0,1])/ ~, with (0,¢) ~ (1,¢) for all ¢ € (0,1], and U; =
{i} x [0,1] C Y, then C*((U;)i=0,1) = {f: [0,1] — M>(C)| £(0) is diagonal}.

Suppose that Y = UU; and Z = UV} are two locally compact spaces and
f:Y — Z is a proper map. Composing f with the Morita equivalences Y ~
GU] and Z ~ G[V], one gets a proper generalized morphism G[U] — G[V],
hence (Theorem [ZTT]) an element of KK (C*(V),C*(U)).

Remark 10.5. More concretely, the generalized morphism is given by Z; =
{(i7y7 k)| Yy e Uia f(y) € Vk}

Suppose now that G acts on Y. The problem when we want to define the
equivariant K-homology of Y by K Kg(C*(Y),Co(G?)) is that G does not act
on C*(Y). However, let Y, C Y be the fiber over 2 € G(¥), and denote by U, the
induced cover on Y,, i.e. the cover by the sets Y,NU; (i € I). Then every g € G4
induces a Morita-equivalence between the fibers C*(Y'), = C*(U,) and C*(Y),,
using the composition of Morita-equivalences G|, = G[g*U,| ~ G[U,], where
g*U, denotes the cover (U;g)ier of Y. We thus see that, in some sense, G
“acts by Morita equivalences” on C*(Y). The appropriate notion is that of
Fell bundle over a groupoid [0} @, [T5, 21]. Since the definitions in the case of
Hausdorff groupoids are also recalled in the appendix of [28], we will be brief.

Definition 10.6. Let X be a locally Hausdorff topological space. A continuous
(resp. upper semicontinuous) field of Banach spaces E over X consists of a
family (E,)zex of Banach spaces together with a topology on E = [ex B
such that
(i) the topology on E, induced from that on F is the norm-topology;
(ii) the projection 7: F — X is continuous and open;
(iii) the operations (e,e') € E xx E — e+¢€ € E and (\e) € Cx E —
Xe € E are continuous;
(iv) the norm E — R, is continuous (resp. w.s.c.);
(v) if ||e;|| — 0 and 7(e;) — @ then e; — 0g;
(vi) for all e € E, there exists a neighborhood V' of x and a continuous
section £: V — E such that &(z) = e.

If (U;) is an open cover of X by (say Hausdorff) open subsets, giving a
continuous (resp. u.s.c.) field of Banach spaces over X is equivalent to giving
a family (E;) of continuous (resp. ws.c.) fields over U; with isomorphisms
Pij: Ej\Uij — Ez‘\Uij satisfying ¢;; o pji = @i on Uj,. (We have used the

notation U;; = U; N Uj).
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Definition 10.7. Let G be a locally compact groupoid and denote by m: G2 —
G the multiplication map. A continuous (resp. u.s.c.) Fell bundle over G is
a continuous (resp. u.s.c.) field of Banach spaces (Eg)geq over G together
with an associative bilinear product ({,1) € Ey x Ej — &n € Eg, whenever
(g,h) € G@ | and an antilinear involution & € Ey — £ € Ey-1 such that for

)
any (g,h) € G@, and (e1,e2) € E, x Ey,

are continuous;
(vi) for all (g,h) € G, the image of the product E, x Ej, — Eyj, spans a
dense subspace of E,

Remark 10.8. Note that (i)-(iii) imply that E,, z € G, is a C*-algebra, so
(iv) makes sense. Moreover, when G(%) is Hausdorff, the space A = Co(G(0), E)
of sections over G(©) that vanish at infinity is a Co(G(®))-algebra with fiber E,
at z € GO,

Suppose that A is a C*-algebra and G is a locally compact groupoid with G(©)

Hausdorff. A Fell bundle over G given with an isomorphism A = Co(G"), E)
will be called a generalized action of G on A. To explain the terminology, if G
acts on A and «ay: Ayy) — A,y denotes the action, then there is a canonical

Fell bundle with fiber E;, = A, product (e,¢’) = eagy(e’) (V(g,h) € G®,
V(e,e') € E4 x Ep,) and adjoint e — a,-1(e”).

Suppose that A is a Fell bundle over G. Let us denote by A the pull-back of
A by the inverse map g — g~ 1, ie. Ag = A 1.

In what follows, G is a locally compact, o-compact groupoid with Haar sys-
tem, such that G(©) is Hausdorff.

Definition 10.9. Let A and B be C*-algebras endowed with generalized actions
A and B of G. Let £ be a C*-correspondence from A to B. We say that
the correspondence £ is equivariant if there is an isomorphism of s*A, r*B
correspondences

W: s*E Qg B — A®t*A r*&
such that for every (g,h) € G,
(Ida,, @ Wy)o Wy @ 1Idp__,)
€ L(Esn) @By Br1r 8,0y By-1, An=1 @4,y Ag=1 @4, En(g)
is equal to
Wgh € ,C(Ss(h) ®Bs(h) Bh71971,¢4h71g71 ®AT'(g) Er(gh))
via the identifications Ap)-1 = Ap-1 ®a4,,) Ag-1 and Bigp)-1 = By-1 Qp

By

r(h)
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In the definition above, W is an isomorphism of fields of correspondences
over G, the fiber at g € G being a A,y), B,(g)-correspondences. Alternatively,
the restriction of these fields of correspondences over any Hausdorff open subset
U of G are correspondences between Cy(U)-algebras.

As in [16] 28], one can define an equivariant Kasparov bifunctor K K.

Definition 10.10. Let A and B be two C*-algebras endowed with generalized
actions of G. An equivariant Kasparov A, B-bimodule is a pair (£, F') where £
is a Z/2Z-graded, equivariant A, B-correspondence and F' € L(£) is a degree 1
operator such that for all a € A,
(i) a(F — F*) € K(&);

(ii) a(F? —1) € K(E);

(i) [a, F] € K(E);

(iv) W(s*F @ Id)W* € L(A @4 7*E) is a r* F-connection for A.

Property (iv) above has to be interpreted in the following way when G is not
Hausdorff: for any open Hausdorff subset V' of G, we denote by Wy, and Ay, the
restrictions to V of W and A. Then, Ay is considered as a ri, A-Hilbert module,
and (iv) means that for all V', the operator Wy (s7, F®Id)Wy; € £(AAV®T;/A7‘§‘/€)
is a r{,F'-connection for ftv.

As usual, KKg(A, B) is defined to be the set of equivariant Kasparov A,
B-bimodules divided by homotopy. Then K Kg(A, B) is an abelian group,
and (A, B) is a bifunctor, covariant in B and contravariant in A with re-

spect to G-equivariant correspondences. There is a bilinear associative product
KKg(A,D) x KKg(D,B) — KKg(A, B) (the proof is the same as in [2§]).

Let B be a C*-algebra endowed with a generalized action of G. We can
define K,EOp(G; B), the topological K-theory of G with coefficients in B, to
be the abelian group generated by elements of K Kg(C*(Y), B) where Y is a
locally compact proper, G-compact G-space, divided by following equivalence
relation: if u € KKg(C*(Y),B) and v’ € KKg(C*(Y'), B), then u ~ v’ if and
only if there exists a proper G-compact G-space Y”, G-maps f: Y — Y” and
f'1Y" = Y"” such that f,u = flu'. Note that f, is well-defined since f is proper
(Lemma [[0T]) and the correspondence of Theorem [[11] is G-equivariant.

Alternatively, if there exists a classifying space for proper actions EG, then
K{°°(G; B) is the inductive limit of KKqg(C*(Y),B) where Y runs over lo-
cally compact, G-compact subspaces of EG. The two definitions are equivalent
because of Lemma

Now, the assembly map

p: KP(G; B) — K.(Cy(B))

is defined by the composition

KKCG(C*(Y), B) 2% KK(C*(Y) x, G, C*(B)) 2292, k. (c*(B)),

where C(B) is the reduced C*-algebra of the Fell bundle B (analogue to the
reduced crossed-product algebra), and the module £y ¢ of the proper groupoid
Y % G defines an element of K-theory [Ey x| by Proposition The definition
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of the descent map ji is analogue to the one in [I6]. Let us sketch it. Suppose
we are given a Kasparov A, B-bimodule (&, F'), then jo([(€, F')]) is the class of
the Kasparov bimodule (£ ®p C¥(B), F ® 1) endowed with the following left
action of C¥(A):

(m(a)é)(g) = /Gr(g) ap ® &p-1g )\T(g)(dh)

for all @ € C.(G;A), & € Co(r*E @+ B). The element aj, ® £,-1, belongs to
the module Ay, RAun) Es(n) @B,y Br—14 which is identified to &,y ®B,(y) B, via
the isomorphism W, thus the formula above indeed defines an element 7 (a){ of

Co(r*E @r-5 B).

With that definition, one might wonder whether p is an isomorphism in the
case of proper groupoids. However, since L%(G) is a Co(X’)-module and cutoff
functions are continuous on X’ and not on X, the method of [I3, Theorem 5.4]
(see also [25]) only allows to prove that p is an isomorphism in the case when B
is endowed with a generalized action of X’ x GG. This is not in general the case
unless CO(G(O)) happens by accident to be a X’ x G-algebra like in Example
for IT" finite.

One might also wonder whether the method of [I0), 26] extends to non-
Hausdorff amenable groupoids. First one needs to define the notion of amenable
groupoid. Consider the assertions

(A1) 3¢ € L*(G) such that g — [|g(&)s(g) — (&i)r(g) || vanishes at infinity on
X' x @G,

(A2) 3¢ € L*(G) such that g — [|g(&)s(g) — (&i)r(g) || vanishes at infinity on
G;

(AT) There exists a X’ x G-equivariant continuous field of real affine Hilbert
spaces on X' and an arbitrary section x + &, such that [|g€,g) — & (o)l tends
to +00 when g — oo in G.

Then (A1) implies (A2) (using properness of the second projection X’ x G —
G), and (A2) implies (AT) (like in [ 26], see also []]).

In Example Z3 with H = {1}, G satisfies (A2) if and only if T" is amenable,
and G satisfies (AT) if and only if I' is a-T-menable; in Example 4] there
is no reason why G should satisfy either amenability condition (A1) or (A2)
even when I' is amenable. The Baum—Connes conjecture with coefficients for
Hausdorff amenable, and even a-T-menable groupoids is true [26, [[0] but the
groupoid of Example with H = {1} and ' = Fy is a counterexample to
the Baum—Connes conjecture [I1]], and yet it satisfies property (AT). It would
be interesting, either to find a counterexample to the Baum—Connes conjecture
for an amenable foliation groupoid or to prove it; this would probably require
other ideas than those in [I0].

APPENDIX A. EXISTENCE OF A HAUSDORFF MODEL FOR EG

In this appendix we examine conditions underwhich there exists a locally
compact Hausdorff model for EG.
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Let G be a locally compact groupoid. For every z € G, let K, = {g €
G| {z,9} € HG}. Let H, C G% be the group generated by K,, and Hg =
U eqo He. Then Hg is a closed subgroupoid of G.

Lemma A.l. Let G be a locally compact groupoid such that r: G — GO is
open. Let Z be a Hausdorff space endowed with an action of G with momentum
map p: Z — GO, Let Y C Z and assume that py is open. Then S(Y) = {g €
G|Vy €Y, ply) =r(9g) = yg =y} is closed, and contains Hg.

Proof. Let us show that S(Y) is closed. Let g € S(Y) and y € Y be such that
p(y) =r(g). Let V 3y and V'’ 3 yg be open subspaces of Z. There exist open
sets V1 and W such that y € Vi C V, g € W, ViIW C V'. Since p)y is open,
p(ViNY) is an open neighborhood of p(y) = r(g), and since r is open, (W) is
an open neighborhood of 7(g). Thus, there exist h € WNS(Y) and ¢ € V1 NY
such that p(y’) = r(h). One has y'h =y’ € V' N Vi, hence VNV’ # (). Since Z
is Hausdorff, it follows that y = yg for every y € p~1(r(g)), i.e. g € S(Y). This
completes the proof that S(Y) is closed.

Since S(Y') is a subgroupoid of G, it remains to prove that K, C S(Y). Let
yeY,z=ply) and g € K. Let V 3 y and V' 3 yg be open subspaces of
Z. There exist open sets V3 and W such that y e V; C V,ge W, VW c V.
Since p(V1 NY) and r(W) are open neighborhoods of p(y) = r(g), one may
assume that 7(W) C p(ViNY). Since gz~! = g, there exist W, > x and W, 3 g
open such that W,W_1 c W.

Since g € K, W, N Wy # 0. Let h € W, N W,. One has r(h) = hh=t e W.
Let y3 € Vi NY such that p(y;) = r(h). Then y; = y1r(h) € V', whence
y1 € VNV’ Therefore, VNV’ # (). Since Z is Hausdorff, one concludes that
y = yg, therefore K, C S(Y). O

Proposition A.2. Let G be a locally compact groupoid such that r: G — GO
is open and GO is Hausdorff and o-compact. Consider the following assertions:
(i) there exists a locally compact, Hausdorff model for EG;
(i)’ there exists a Hausdorff model for EG;
(i) there exists a Hausdorff space Z, a map p: Z — GO such that G acts
properly on Z with momentum map p and a locally compact subspace
Y C Z such that pjy is open surjective;
(iii) Hg N Gg is quasi-compact for every compact subspace K of G(O;
(iv) Hgn Gg is quasi-compact for every quasi-compact subspace K of G ;
(v) Hg is a proper groupoid.
(v)! Hg is a proper groupoid, and r: Hg — GO is open.
Then (v) = (i) = (i) = (ii) = (i) < (v) <= (v).

Proof. (iv) = (iii): obvious.

(iii) = (v): if K and L are compact subspaces of G(¥), then (Hg)k =
Hg N Ggﬂ% is quasi-compact, so Hg is proper.

(v) = (iv): follows from the fact that Hg N GE = (Hg)E.

(i) = (i)’: obvious.

(i) = (ii): since G is a locally compact, proper G-space (see Proposi-
tion ZT0) and G/G = G is g-compact, by the universal property of EG
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there exists a G-map f: G — EG. Let Y = f(G(O)). Since pof|G(o) is the iden-
tity map, f induces a bijection from G(® onto Y, therefore f|G(0)Z GO Yy
and pjy are homeomorphisms. In particular, Y is locally compact and ppy is
open surjective.

(i) = (iii): let K c G© be a compact set. Since Hg is closed in G,
Hg N GE is closed in S(Y) N GE, hence it suffices to prove that S(Y) N GE is
quasi-compact. Let L C Y be a compact set such that p(L) = K. Such a set
exists because Y is locally compact Hausdorff and pjy is open and surjective.
Then S(Y) N GE is closed in the quasi-compact set {g € G| 3z € L,zg € L},
thus it is quasi-compact.

(v)) = (i): set Z = Hg\G. Let m: G — Z be the canonical mapping. We
prove that Z is Hausdorff, i.e. that Z = HZ. Since GG acts on HZ, it suffices
to prove that for all z € G and all ¢ € G% — Hg, there exist disjoint open
neighborhoods of 7(x) and of 7(g) in Z.

Let K be an open neighborhood of z in G, Let K/ = Hg N Gg. It is a
quasi-compact subspace of G. For every a € Hg N Gﬁ, there exist V, 3 a and
Va,g 2 g such that V, and V,, 4 are disjoint open sets, otherwise one would have
a € G and ga—! € K,, which would contradict g ¢ Hg.

By quasi-compactness, there exist two disjoint open sets V and V' such
that K’ C V and g € V'. Since K’ is quasi-compact, there exist an open
neighborhood W of x such that W C Gg and K'W C V. Thus, we have

HoW NV =0, whence HoW N HgV' = (. It follows that Z is Hausdorff.

Let us show that the action of G on Z is proper. Since r: Hg — G(©) is open,
by Example Z % G is Morita-equivalent to Hg x (G/G) = Hgx GO = Hg
which is proper. Moreover, by Lemma 234 Z is locally compact.

Let Zy = G/Hg. The above shows that Zj is locally compact Hausdorff,
and that the left action of G on Zj is proper. Let M (Zy) be the set of positive
measures on Zg whose image by r: G/Hg — G© is of the form A, (1/2 <
A <1,z e GO). It is not hard to show that M(Zy) is locally compact (see
for instance [25, Proposition 6.13]). For every f € C.(Zp)+, let Qp = {p €
M(Zy)| u(f) > &l|fllc}. Then {g € G| Qp,gNQy, # O} is relatively quasi-
compact, hence by Proposition 2ZI4, G acts properly on M (Zy).

If Z' is a locally compact o-compact proper G space, let ¢ be a cutoff func-
tion on Z' x G. For every z € Z', consider the measure ¢(zg) \**)(dg) on
GP(?). Denote by ¢(z) its image by the obvious map GP*) — G/H. Then
p: Z' — M(Zy) is continuous G-equivariant, and two G-maps Z’ — M (Zy) are
connected by a linear homotopy. O

APPENDIX B. THE CLASSIFYING SPACE FOR PROPER ACTIONS ON
HAUSDORFF SPACES

Let G be a locally compact groupoid. Let Z be a Hausdorff, locally compact
space endowed with a proper action of G such that Z/G is o-compact. We say
that Z is universal for proper actions on Hausdorff spaces if for every Hausdorft,
locally compact space Z’ with a proper action of G such that Z’/G is o-compact,
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there exists a G-map f: Z' — Z, and if f is unique up to G-homotopy. Then
the space Z is unique up to G-homotopy, and will be denoted by E"G.
Let us first examine an example of E"G.

Lemma B.1. Let G be a locally compact groupoid with G Hausdorff. Suppose
that G = G1UGo, where G1 is an open subgroupoid and Go a closed subgroupoid,

such that Gy NGy = 0. If every S € HG which is in the closure of Ggo) and
such that S C Ga, is infinite, then G has a classifying space for proper actions
if and only if it is the case for Gi and Ga; then E"G is the disjoint union of
EhGl and EhGg.

Proof. Let Z be a locally compact, Hausdorff space, and p: Z — G© such
that G acts properly on Z with momentum map p. Let Z; = p_l(Ggo)) and

Zoy = p‘l(Ggo)). Then Z is an open saturated subspace of G. Let us show that
it is closed. Suppose that z € Z5 is the limit of a ultrafilter 7 on Z;. Then
p(F) converges to p(z) in G, thus it converges to an element S € HG such
that S C Gz 8, so every s € S is also a limit point of p(F). By assumption,
S is infinite. As 2'p(2') = 2’ for every 2/ € Z, by continuity zs = z for every
s € S. This contradicts the fact that G acts properly on Z.

Therefore, (Z1,Z3) is a partition of Z by open and closed subspaces. The
conclusion follows easily. d

Example B.2. Consider ExampleZ3 with ' = Z and H = {0}. By LemmalB1],
E"G = (0,1] 11 ({0} x R).

We thus see in this elementary example (which is a simplified version of the
holonomy groupoid of Reeb’s foliation) that if one defines topological K-theory
using the classifying space E"G, then it does not coincide with the K-theory
of C*(G). Therefore, we won’t discuss the existence of E"G any further.
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