arXiv:2006.10173v2 [math.GR] 9 Nov 2023

HOMOLOGY AND COHOMOLOGY VIA THE PARTIAL GROUP ALGEBRA

MARCELO MUNIZ ALVES, MIKHAILO DOKUCHAEV, DESSISLAVA H. KOCHLOUKOVA

Abstract. We study partial homology and cohomology from ring theoretic point of view via the partial group algebra K_{par} G. In particular, we link the partial homology and cohomology of a group G with coefficients in an irreducible (resp. indecomposable) K_{par} G-module M with the ordinary homology and cohomology groups of a subgroup H of G, where H depends on M, with coefficients in an appropriate irreducible (resp. indecomposable) KH-module. Furthermore, we compare the standard cohomological dimension cd_K (G) (over a field K) with the partial cohomological dimension cd^{par}_K (G) (over K) and show that cd^{par}_K (G) ≥ cd_K (G) and that there is equality for G = Z.

1. Introduction

Partial actions and partial representations enjoy diverse theoretic developments and keep finding notable applications. They have been brought into use in the theory of C^∗-algebras, providing, in particular, an efficient approach to algebras generated by partial isometries, the Cuntz-Krieger algebras and the more general Exel-Laca algebras being prominent early examples of the success of the new notions [26], [29]. In addition, they allowed for an isomorphic identification of any second countable C^∗-algebraic bundle, satisfying a mild regularity condition, with the semidirect product bundle associated to a continuous twisted partial group action on the unit fibre algebra [25]. Apart from their relevance in the study of K-theory, ideal structure and representations of the C^∗-algebras under consideration, the new tools turned out to be also productive in dealing with the KMS equilibrium states of C^∗-dynamical systems [30].

The C^∗-algebraic advances, the Exel’s definition of a partial action of a group on an abstract set [27], the concept of a partial representation introduced in [27] and [43], and the relation of these notions to the inverse semigroup S(G) defined in [27] stimulated the algebraic investigations on the subject, initially made in [19], [36], [46], [47]. In algebra the new concepts are useful to graded algebras, Hecke algebras, Leavitt path algebras, inverse semigroups, restriction semigroups and automata (see the survey article [16] and the references therein). Moreover, the partial action definition of the Thompson’s groups V and G_{2,1} provides an appropriate framework to deal with algorithmic problems for them [9]. Some important decision problems, properly placed in the language of inverse semigroups [49], are related to extension properties of partial bijections, to some of which partial actions are also handy [14]. In particular, they participate in an interaction between model theory, profinite topology of groups and formal languages, being relevant this way to the Ribes-Zalesskii properties of groups and other topologically defined conditions on groups.

Amongst the recent applications, we mention the significance of partial actions and partial representations to C^∗-algebras related to dynamical systems of type (m, n) [5], to dynamical systems associated to separated graphs and related C^∗-algebras [4], [6], to paradoxical decompositions [4], to shifts [6], to full or reduced C^∗-algebras of E-unitary or strongly E^∗-unitary inverse semigroups [41], to topological higher rank graphs [44], to Matsumoto and Carlsen-Matsumoto C^∗-algebras of arbitrary subshifts [18] (see also [31], [32]), to ultragraph C^∗-algebras [33] and to expansions of monoids in the class of two-sided restriction monoids [40], the latter involving a previous construction from [39] based on partial actions (see also [13]).

Besides being related to inverse semigroups, partial actions and partial representations also have various connections to groupoids [16]; one of them is based on the partial action groupoid, another one involves the partial group algebra, which is crucial for the present article, and one more is the fact proved in [8] and [34], stating that Steinberg algebras ([48], [12]), associated to Hausdorff ample groupoids, can be seen as partial skew inverse semigroup rings (see also [15]). More information on partial actions, partial representations and their applications may be found in Exel’s book [28] and in [16]. In particular, the former reference contains detailed partial crossed product descriptions of graph C^∗-algebras and the Wiener-Hopf C^∗-algebras associated to quasi-lattice ordered groups.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 20J05, Secondary 16E30, 20J06.

Key words and phrases. partial group actions, partial group algebra, group homology, cohomological dimension. 1

Among the theoretic developments two partial group cohomology theories were introduced: one in [20] based on partial actions and another one in [1] based on partial representations. Despite the fact that partial actions and partial representations are related notions, the two cohomology theories have little in common. In particular, the cohomology in [1] deals with an abelian category, whereas the category of partial modules from [20] is not even additive. The cohomology from [20] turned out to be useful to extensions of semilattices of groups by groups, to a Chase-Harrison-Rosenberg exact sequence for partial Galois extensions, to partial projective group representations and to reduced C^∗-crossed products (see [16]). In particular, it was shown in [23] that each group component of the partial Schur multiplier is a partial cohomology group. Furthermore, partial 2-cocycles appeared in [38] as certain obstructions in the study of the ideal structure of the reduced crossed product of a C^∗-algebra by a global action. In addition, it was extended from groups to groupoids in [42] and used to classify the equivalence classes of certain groupoid graded rings. Partial actions of Hopf algebras were introduced in [11] and were reformulated in [35] and [51] with the aim of obtaining a richer theory of partial actions of algebraic groups. The partial cohomology theory developed in [20] stimulated its Hopf theoretic treatment in [7], where a natural generalization of Sweedler’s cohomology to the partial action setting was given.

The partial modules in [20] are unital partial actions of groups on commutative monoids, whereas the authors in [1] deal with modules over the partial group algebra K_{par} G. The latter is an algebra which governs the partial K -representations of a group G, and it has as a K -basis the above mentioned semigroup S(G), introduced by R. Exel in [27] to deal with partial actions and partial representations. R. Exel defined S(G) by generators and relations and gave a canonical form of the elements of S(G) which he used to show that S(G) is an inverse monoid [27]. Later in [37] J. Kellendonk and M. Lawson proved that S(G) is isomorphic to the Szendrei expansion of G, and, as a consequence of a result by M. Szendrei [50], S(G) is isomorphic to the Birget-Rhodes expansion of G. The information on S(G) given in [27] and [37] are important technical tools when dealing with partial linear and partial projective group representations, as well as with the partial cohomologies.

The algebraic study of K_{par} G was initiated in [19]. In particular, using a groupoid Γ(G) associated to G, a result on the structure of K_{par} G was obtained assuming that G is a finite group. The latter fact permits one to make conclusions about the partial representations of finite groups. The connection of partial representations of G with the groupoid Γ(G) also inspired the development of a theory of partial representations of Hopf algebras in [2], [3], where it was shown that partial representations corresponds to left modules over a Hopf algebroid. The groupoid technique was further used in [24] to give a structure result on the indecomposable/irreducible finite dimensional partial representations of arbitrary groups. Furthermore, it was shown in [17] that K_{par} G is isomorphic to the partial skew group ring B ⋊_τ G, where τ is a partial action of G on the subalgebra B of K_{par} G generated by the idempotents of S(G).

It is very natural to consider a (co)homology theory for G using K_{par} G-modules. A key point in [1] is to choose as the “trivial” module the K_{par} G-module structure on B given by the partial representation G → End_K (B), which corresponds to the partial action τ (see Subsection 2.1). Then the nth partial cohomology group H^n_{par}(G, M) of G with values in a left K_{par} G-module M is defined in [1] by means of the corresponding Ext functor (see Subsection 2.2). The authors of [1] prove the existence of a spectral sequence relating the Hochschild cohomology of the partial skew group ring A ⋊_τ G with H^n_{par}(G, −) and the Hochschild cohomology of A. The globalization problem for H^n_{par}(G, M) was investigated in [21] in the case when M is an algebra, whose K_{par} G-module structure comes from a unital partial action of G on M. For more information around K_{par} G the reader is referred to [16] and [28]. In particular, the difference between the cohomologies in [1] and [20] is discussed in [16] and [21].

In this paper we introduce homology groups for partial representations as the left derived functors of the tensor functors − ⊗_{Kpar G} B, B ⊗_{Kpar G} −, and we study homological and cohomological properties of the partial group algebra K_{par} G using ring theoretic homological methods.

Let G be an arbitrary group, K be a field and V be an irreducible (resp. indecomposable) left K_{par} Gmodule, which is finite dimensional over K . By [24, Thm. 2.3] there is a unique connected component Δ of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices, an elementary bimodule_{Kpar G}W_{KH} related to Δ and a left irreducible (resp. indecomposable) K H-module U, finite dimensional over K , such that V ≃ W ⊗_{KH} U as left K_{par} G-modules. Here H is the stabilizer in G of a fixed vertex of the connected component Δ.

Our main goal is to establish the following result.

Theorem A Let G be an arbitrary group, Δ be a connected component of the groupoid Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices and W be the elementary K_{par} G- K H-bimodule related to Δ. Let U be an arbitrary left

K H-module. Then H^i_{par}(G, W ⊗_{KH} U) ≃ H^i(H, U) and H^{par}_i (G, W ⊗_{KH} U) ≃ H_i(H, U). In particular, if V is an irreducible (resp. indecomposable) left K_{par} G-module, which is finite dimensional over K and as above V ≃ W ⊗_{KH} U as left K_{par} G-modules, then H^{par}_i (G, V ) ≃ H_i(H, U) and H^i_{par}(G, V ) ≃ H^i(H, U). By definition for a left K_{par} G-module V we have H^n_{par}(G, V ) = Ext^n_{Kpar G}(B, V ) where B is considered as a left K_{par} G-module and H^{par}_n (G, V ) = T or^{Kpar G}_n (B, V ), where B is considered as a right K_{par} G-module (see Subsection 2.2).

Theorem A follows from Theorem 4.11 and Theorem 4.13. Its proof needs homological and cohomological versions of the Shapiro Lemma that we give in Section 3. Their use in the proof of Theorem A requires B ⊗_{Kpar G} W to be isomorphic to the trivial right K H-module K and K Δ to be a flat left K_{par} G-module (see Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 6.6). Proposition 4.6 is a consequence of Theorem 4.5 whose proof is separated in Section 5. In the case when G is finite by [19] K_{par} G ≃ K Γ ≃ ⊕ K Δ, hence K Δ is a projective left K_{par} G-module. Furthermore, we show in Section 6.1 that if A is a vertex of a component Δ with finitely many vertices and G \ A is infinite, then K Δ is not a projective left K_{par} G-module. Moreover, if G is an infinite group, then for the connected component Δ with unique vertex G, K Δ = K G is not projective as a K_{par} G-module.

In Section 4 we establish the following consequences of Theorem A for finite groups G.

Corollary B Suppose that G is a finite group. Then for i ≥ 0 H^{par}_i (G, B) ≃ ⊕_ΔH_i(H, K ) and H^i_{par}(G, B) ≃ ⊕_ΔH^i(H, K ), where the sum is taken over the connected components Δ of the groupoid Γ(G) and H is the stabilizer of a chosen vertex of Δ (thus it is defined up to conjugation).

We define the partial cohomological dimension cd^{par}_K (G) of G (over K ) as the projective dimension of B as a left K_{par} G-module i.e.

cd^{par}_K (G) = max{i | H^i_{par}(G, V ) ≠ 0 for some K_{par} G-module V }.

Note that the cohomological dimension cd_K (G) of G (over K ) is the projective dimension of the trivial left K G-module K i.e.

cd_K (G) = max{i | H^i(G, M) ≠ 0 for some K G-module M}. As a corollary of Theorem A we prove the following result.

Corollary C For any group G we have cd^{par}_K (G) ≥ cd_K (G). In particular, if char( K ) = p > 0 and G has p-torsion then cd^{par}_K (G) = cd_K (G) = ∞.

We believe that the following stronger version of Corollary C holds.

Conjecture D For any group G we have cd^{par}_K (G) = cd_K (G).

In the particular case when G is a free group we have that cd_K (G) = 1 and Conjecture D is equivalent to the following:

Conjecture E Let G be a free group and R = K_{par} G. Then the kernel IG of the augmentation map ϵ : R → B is a projective left R-module.

We prove in Section 8 that Conjecture E holds for G = Z, so that cd^{par}_K (G) = cd_K (G) = 1. It is interesting to note that in this case IG is not a free K_{par} G-module but only a projective one.

2. Notation and preliminary results

2.1. The partial group algebra K_{par} G. Let G be a group and K be a field. We recall some well known definitions and facts.

Definition 2.1. A partial representation of G into a unital (associative) K -algebra A is a map π : G → A such that for every g, h ∈ G we have

1) π(g)π(h)π(h^{−1}) = π(gh)π(h^{−1}); 2) π(g^{−1})π(g)π(h) = π(g^{−1})π(gh);

3) π(1) = 1_A, where 1 is the neutral element of G.

If A = End_K (V ), where V is a vector space over K , then we say that π is a partial representation of G on V. A concept closely related to partial representations is that of a partial action:

Definition 2.2. A partial action α of G on a K -algebra A is given by a collection {D_g}_{g∈G} of ideals in A and a family {α_g : D_g−1 → D_g}_{g∈G} of non-necessarily unital algebra isomorphisms satisfying:

1) D_e = A and α_e = id_A;

2) α_h(D_h−1 ∩ D_{(gh)}−1 ) = D_h ∩ D_g−1 ; 3) if y ∈ D_h−1 ∩ D_{(gh)}−1 then α_g α_h(y) = α_{gh}(y).

A partial action is said to be unital if each ideal D_g is a unital algebra, i.e. D_g = 1_gA for each g ∈ G, where 1_g is a central idempotent of A. To a unital partial action α of G on A one may associate two partial representations. One of them is the map G → End_K (A) given by (2.1) g → [a → α_g (a1_g−1 )], g ∈ G, a ∈ A. The other one involves the partial skew group algebra. The latter is defined as follows.

Definition 2.3. Suppose there is a unital partial action α of G on a K -algebra A. Then there is an associative partial skew group ring (also called the partial smash product), denoted by A ⋊_α G, where A ⋊_α G = ⊕_{g∈G}D_g#g and (a1_g #g)(b1_h#h) = aα_g (b1_h1_g−1 )#gh for a, b ∈ A.

The second partial representation associated to α is the map G → A ⋊_α G given by g → 1_g#g. There is a bijective correspondence between the partial K -representations of G and the K -representations of the partial group algebra K_{par} G, whose definition is as follows.

Definition 2.4. The partial group algebra K_{par} G is the K -algebra with a generating set {[g] | g ∈ G} subject to the relations

1) [g][h][h^{−1}] = [gh][h^{−1}]; 2) [g^{−1}][g][h] = [g^{−1}][gh]; 3) [1] = 1_{Kpar G}, for all g, h ∈ G. For simplicity, we will also denote the identity of K_{par} G by 1 instead of 1_{Kpar G}. Evidently, (2.2) G ∋ g → [g] ∈ K_{par} G is a partial representation.

Each partial representation π : G → A gives rise to a unital partial action on a commutative subalgebra of A [17, Lemma 6.5]. We specify this for the case of the partial representation (2.2). It is an easily seen and known fact that the elements e_g = [g][g^{−1}] are pairwise commuting idempotents of K_{par} G such that [g]e_h = e_{gh}[g] and e_1 = 1, for all g, h ∈ G. Let (2.3) B =_{alg} ⟨e_g | g ∈ G⟩, be the commutative subalgebra of K_{par} G, generated by the elements {e_g}_{g∈G} and let D_g = e_gB. Then the partial representation (2.2) induces a unital partial action τ of G on B given by the family of isomorphisms τ_g : D_g−1 → D_g defined by

(2.4) τ_g (e_g−1 e_{h1} . . . e_{hn} ) = [g]e_g−1 e_{h1} . . . e_{hn} [g^{−1}] = e_g e_{gh1} . . . e_{ghn} .

Lemma 2.5. [17, Theorem 6.9] There is an isomorphism φ : K_{par} G → B ⋊_τ G, given by φ([g_1] . . . [g_n]) = e_{g1} e_{g1g2} . . . e_{g1...gn} #g_1 . . . g_n and φ^{−1}(e_g e_{h1} . . . e_{hn} #g) = e_ge_{h1} . . . e_{hn} [g].

It is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.5 that K_{par} G is a G-graded algebra: K_{par} G = ⊕_{g∈G}B_g and B_gB_h ⊆ B_{gh}, where B_g = D_g#g. It is readily seen that each D_g is the K -vector subspace of B generated by [h_1] . . . [h_k] where k ≥ 1 and h_1 . . . h_k = g.

According to (2.1) the unital partial action (2.4) gives rise to the partial representation π : G → End_K (B) given by π(g)(x) = [g]x[g^{−1}] for g ∈ G, x ∈ B. This endows B with a structure a left K_{par} G-module: [g]b = [g]b[g^{−1}]. Symmetrically, we shall consider B as a right K_{par} G-module defined by b^{[g]} = [g^{−1}]b[g].

2.2. Introduction to homological algebra. We refer the reader to Rotman’s book [45] for the definitions of the derived functors T or and Ext. For a fixed associative ring R we consider the derived functors T or^R_i (−, −) of the functor tensor product − ⊗_R − and the derived functors Ext^i_R(−, −) of the functor Hom_R(−, −). Then for a left K_{par} G-module V and a right K_{par} G-module M the n-th partial homology groups of G with coefficients in M and V are H^{par}_n (G, M) = T or^{Kpar G}_n (M, B) and H^{par}_n (G, V ) = T or^{Kpar G}_n (B, V ). Note that B in T or^{Kpar G}_n (M, B) is a left K_{par} G-module and that B in T or^{Kpar G}_n (B, V ) is a right K_{par} Gmodule. Similarly the n-th partial cohomology groups of G with coefficients in M and V are H^n_{par}(G, M) = Ext^n_{Kpar G}(B, M) and H^n_{par}(G, V ) = Ext^n_{Kpar G}(B, V ), where B in Ext^n_{Kpar G}(B, M) is a right K_{par} G-module and B in Ext^n_{Kpar G}(B, V ) is a left K_{par} G-module.

A fundamental result that we will need later on is the existence of the long exact sequence in homology associated to a short exact sequence. Suppose 0 → V_1 → V → V_2 → 0 is a short exact sequence of left S-modules for some associative ring S. Then there is a long exact sequence [45, Cor. 6.30] . . . → T or^S_n (M, V_1) → T or^S_n (M, V ) → T or^S_n (M, V_2) → T or^S_{n−1}(M, V_1) → . . . → T or^S_1 (M, V_2) → M ⊗_S V_1 → M ⊗_S V → M ⊗_S V_2 → 0.

Similarly, for a short exact sequence of right S-modules 0 → M_1 → M → M_2 → 0 there is a long exact sequence . . . → T or^S_n (M_1, V ) → T or^S_n (M, V ) → T or^S_n (M_2, V ) → T or^S_{n−1}(M_1, V ) → . . . → T or^S_1 (M_2, V ) → M_1 ⊗_S V → M ⊗_S V → M_2 ⊗_S V → 0.

We observe that if . . . → W_1 → W_2 → W_3 → W_4 → . . .

is a long exact sequence of S-modules with W_1 = 0 = W_4, then the middle map W_2 → W_3 is an isomorphism.

We will apply this argument several times later on together with the fact that for a right S-module A and a left S-module B the functors T or^S_i (A, −) and T or^S_i (−, B) vanish on projective S-modules; in particular T or^S_i (A, S) = 0 = T or^S_i (S, B).

2.3. On idempotents and projective modules. In this subsection R is a unital associative ring. The following lemma is well known but for completeness we give a proof. Lemma 2.6. Let e_1, . . . , e_n ∈ R be idempotents that commute with each other. Then Re_1 + Re_2 + . . . + Re_n = Re, where e = e_1 + (1 − e_1)e_2 + . . . + (1 − e_1) . . . (1 − e_{n−1})e_n and R/(Re_1 + . . . + Re_n) is a projective R-module.

Proof. Note that e_1, (1 − e_1)e_2, (1 − e_1)(1 − e_2)e_3, . . . , (1 − e_1) . . . (1 − e_{n−1})e_n are pairwise orthogonal idempotents (i.e. with mutual product 0). Then e is an idempotent and Re_1 + Re_2 + . . . + Re_n = Re. Since R = Re ⊕ R(1 − e) we conclude that R/(Re_1 + . . . + Re_n) = R/Re ≃ R(1 − e) is a projective R-module. □

3. Partial group homology versus ordinary homology Theorem 3.1. (Homological Shapiro lemma for partial actions) Let W be a K_{par} G- K H-bimodule for some groups G and H such that W is flat as a right K H-module, W is flat as a left K_{par} G-module and B ⊗_{Kpar G} W is isomorphic to the trivial right K H-module K . Then, for any left K H-module U, considering W ⊗_{KH} U as a left K_{par} G-module, we have H^{par}_i (G, W ⊗_{KH} U) ≃ H_i(H, U), i ≥ 0. Proof. Let P : . . . → P_i → P_{i−1} → . . . → P_0 → U → 0 be a free resolution of U as a left K H-module. Since W is a flat right K H-module the functor W ⊗_{KH} − is exact and hence we obtain an exact complex S = W ⊗_{KH} P : . . . → S_i → S_{i−1} → . . . → S_0 → W ⊗_{KH} U → 0, where S_i = W ⊗_{KH} P_i. We view each S_i as a left K_{par} G-module via the left action of K_{par} G on W . Since each P_i is a free K H-module we have that (3.1) S_i = W ⊗_{KH} P_i = W ⊗_{KH} (⊕ K H) = ⊕W, hence S_i is a flat left K_{par} G − module, so S is a flat resolution of the left K_{par} G-module W ⊗_{KH} U. By [45, Thm. 7.5] not only projective but flat resolutions can be used to calculate T or^{Kpar G}_i (B, −). Then H^{par}_i (G, W ⊗_{KH} U) = T or^{Kpar G}_i (B, W ⊗_{KH} U) = H_i(B ⊗_{Kpar G} S^{del}), where the upper index del means the deleted resolution, i.e. the complex in dimension −1 is substituted with 0. Note that B ⊗_{Kpar G} S_i = B ⊗_{Kpar G} (W ⊗_{KH} P_i) ≃ (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W ) ⊗_{KH} P_i, hence H_i(B ⊗_{Kpar G} S^{del}) ≃ H_i((B ⊗_{Kpar G} W ) ⊗_{KH} P^{del}). Since B ⊗_{Kpar G} W is the trivial right K H-module K , H_i((B ⊗_{Kpar G} W ) ⊗_{KH} P) ≃ H_i( K ⊗_{KH} P^{del}) = H_i(H, U). □ For a K_{par} G- K H-bimodule W and a right K H-module U consider Hom_{KH} (W, U) as a right K_{par} Gmodule in the following way : for f ∈ Hom_{KH} (W, U) and r ∈ K_{par} G we have fr ∈ Hom_{KH} (W, U) defined by fr(w) = f(rw).

Theorem 3.2. (Cohomological Shapiro lemma for partial actions) Let W be a K_{par} G- K H-bimodule for some groups G and H such that W is projective as a right K H-module, W is flat as a left K_{par} G-module and B ⊗_{Kpar G} W is isomorphic to the trivial right K H-module K . Then for any right K H-module U, considering Hom_{KH} (W, U) as a right K_{par} G-module, we have H^i_{par}(G, Hom_{KH} (W, U)) ≃ H^i(H, U), i ≥ 0. Proof. Let E : 0 → U → E^0 → E^1 → E^2 → . . .

be an injective resolution of U as a right K H-module. Since B ⊗_{Kpar G} W is isomorphic to the trivial right K H-module K we have H^i(H, U) = Ext^i_{KH} ( K , U) = Ext^i_{KH} (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W, U) = H^i(Hom_{KH} (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W, E^{del})). By the Adjoint Isomorphism Theorem [45, Thm. 2.75] we obtain Hom_{KH} (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W, E^i) ≃ Hom_{Kpar G}(B, Hom_{KH} (W, E^i)), hence H^i(Hom_{KH} (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W, E^{del})) ≃ H^i(Hom_{Kpar G}(B, Hom_{KH} (W, E^{del}))). We claim that Hom_{KH} (W, E^i) is injective as a right K_{par} G-module. This is equivalent to the exactness of the functor Hom_{Kpar G}(−, Hom_{KH} (W, E^i)). Consider again the adjoint isomorphism Hom_{Kpar G}(−, Hom_{KH} (W, E^i)) ≃ Hom_{KH} (− ⊗_{Kpar G} W, E^i). Note that the right hand side is the composition of two exact functors − ⊗_{Kpar G} W and Hom_{KH} (−, E^i), because W is flat as a left K_{par} G-module and E^i is injective as a right K H-module. As a composition of two exact functors is exact, we obtain that Hom_{KH} (W, E^i) is injective as a right K_{par} G-module. Consequently, since W is a projective right K H-module, Hom_{KH} (W, −) is an exact functor and Hom_{KH} (W, E) is an injective resolution of the right K_{par} G-module Hom_{KH} (W, U). Then H^i(H, U) ≃ H^i(Hom_{Kpar G}(B, Hom_{KH} (W, E^{del})) ≃ Ext^i_{Kpar G}(B, Hom_{KH} (W, U))) = H^i_{par}(G, Hom_{KH} (W, U)). □ 4. Applications: the bimodule W

We are going to show the existence of a bimodule W as in Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2. First we recall some notions from [19] and [24]. Given an arbitrary groupoid Γ and a field K , the groupoid algebra K Γ is defined as the vector space with basis formed by the morphisms of Γ, which are multiplied by the rule

γ_1 · γ_2 = { γ_1 ∘ γ_2, if γ_1 ∘ γ_2 exists in Γ, 0, otherwise.

As it is usual for functions, we apply morphisms from right to left, so that in the composition γ_1 ∘ γ_2 first γ_2 acts and then γ_1.

For a group G consider the groupoid Γ(G) whose objects (seen as vertices) are subsets of G which contain 1 and whose morphisms are pairs (A, g) where A is a subset of G which contains 1 and g^{−1}. Then both A and gA are objects in Γ(G) and the morphism (A, g) can be seen as an arrow from A to gA, which is interpreted as multiplication by g from the left. The product (B, g^′) ∘ (A, g) is defined in Γ(G) if and only if B = gA, i.e. when the range gA of (A, g) coincides with the domain B of (B, g^′). In this case (B, g^′) ∘ (A, g) = (gA, g^′) ∘ (A, g) = (A, g^′g). We have the decomposition of the groupoid algebra K Γ(G) = ⊕ K Δ, into a direct sum of two-sided ideals, where Δ runs over the connected components of Γ(G).

Let now Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) whose set of vertices V_Δ is finite. By [24, Theorem 2.2] the map

(4.1) λ_Δ(g) = ∑ A∈V_Δ,g^{−1}∈A (A, g) is a partial representation G → K Δ, where the sum is taken over all vertices A of Δ which contain g^{−1}. By the universal property of K_{par} G, the map λ_Δ extends to a homomorphism of K -algebras K_{par} G → K Δ, [g] → λ_Δ(g), which, with a slight abuse of notation, will be denoted by the same symbol λ_Δ. We consider K Δ as a left K_{par} G-module by means of λ_Δ, i.e., (4.2) [g] · a = λ_Δ(g)a for a ∈ K Δ and g ∈ G.

Let n be the number of vertices in Δ and fix a vertex A ∈ V_Δ. Then there exist g_1, g_2, . . . , g_n ∈ G, with g^{−1}_i ∈ A, such that V_Δ = {g_1A, g_2A, . . . , g_nA}. It is convenient to assume that g_1 = 1. Let H be the stabilizer of A, i.e. H = {h ∈ G : hA = A}. Then H is a subgroup of G and the groupoid algebra K Δ is isomorphic to the algebra M_n( K H) of all n × n-matrices with entries in the group algebra K H. The isomorphism is given as follows. Let (g_iA, g) be a morphism in Δ whose range is gg_iA = g_j A for some j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Notice that g^{−1}_j gg_i = h_i ∈ H and write g = g_j h_ig^{−1}_i . Then the desired isomorphism is given by (4.3) η : K Δ → M_n( K H), (g_iA, g) → E_{ji}(h_i), where E_{ji}(h_i) stands for the n × n-matrix whose unique non-zero entry h_i is placed in the position (j, i).

For g ∈ G denote by M_g the matrix λ_Δ([g]) after identifying K Δ with M_n( K H). Then (4.4) M_g = ∑ g_i A∋g^{−1} E_{ji}(h_i), in which the sum is taken over all vertices g_iA of Δ which contain g^{−1}. Thus M_g is a monomial matrix over H, in the sense that each row and each column of M_g contains at most one non-zero entry, which is an element of H. Denote by M^∗_g the matrix obtained from M_g by transposition and replacement of each entry h ∈ H by its inverse.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be an arbitrary group and let M_g be as defined above. For every g ∈ G we have that M_g−1 = M^∗_g .

Proof. While in (4.4) g_iA runs over all vertices of Δ which contain g^{−1}, the target vertices g_j A = gg_iA of the arrows (g_iA, g) are all those vertices of Δ which contain g. Evidently, (g_j A, g^{−1}) is the inverse of (g_iA, g) in the groupoid Δ, and, consequently, it follows from (4.4) that M_g−1 = ∑ g_j A∋g E_{ij} (h^{−1}_i ) = M^∗_g ,

as desired. □ Lemma 4.2. Let Δ, λ_Δ and B be as above, with G being an arbitrary group. Then λ_Δ(B) is the subalgebra of K Δ whose K -basis is formed by the elements (C, 1), where C runs over V_Δ.

Proof. We need to show that {(g_iA, 1); i = 1, 2, . . . , n} is a basis for λ_Δ(B). First of all, we have the formula (4.5) λ_Δ(e_g) = ∑ g∈C,C∈V_Δ (C, 1) = ∑ g_iA∋g (g_iA, 1) since, by the definition of λ_Δ and the expression of the product in K Γ(G), λ_Δ(e_g) = λ_Δ([g])λ_Δ([g^{−1}]) = ∑ g_iA∋g^{−1} ,g_j A∋g (g_iA, g)(g_j A, g^{−1}) = ∑ g_j A∋g (g_j A, 1). Consequently, for every finite X ⊆ G,

(4.6) λ_Δ ( ∏ t∈X e_t ) = ∏ t∈X λ_Δ(e_t) = ∑ C∈V_Δ, C⊇X (C, 1), assuming that this sum is zero if no such vertex C exists.

Fixing now an arbitrary C_0 ∈ V_Δ we shall show that (C_0, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B).

We shall proceed using induction on d(C_0), where the function d : V_Δ → N was defined in [22, p. 2571] as follows. If C ∈ V_Δ is maximal, that is, if

C ⊆ C̃ for some C̃ ∈ V_Δ implies C = C̃,

we set d(C) = 0. Otherwise, we define d(C) = max{m ∈ N | ∃D_1, . . . , D_m ∈ V_Δ, with D_m ⊋ . . . ⊋ D_1 ⊋ C}. Since V_Δ is finite, there is a finite subset X_0 ⊆ C_0 such that if X_0 ⊆ C for some C ∈ V_Δ then C_0 ⊆ C. Indeed, let I ⊆ {1, . . . , n} be the set of all indexes j such that C_0 ⊈ g_j A. For each j ∈ I choose an element t_j ∈ C_0 \ g_j A. Then X_0 = {t_j | j ∈ I} is the desired finite set.

If d(C_0) = 0, then (4.6) for X = X_0 readily yields (C_0, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B), so suppose that d(C_0) > 0 and (C, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B) for all C ∈ V_Δ with d(C) < d(C_0). Then we conclude from (4.6) applied for X = X_0 that

(C_0, 1) = λ_Δ ( ∏ t∈X_0 e_t ) − ∑ C∈V_Δ, C⊋C_0 (C, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B),

completing our proof. □ Corollary 4.3. With the notation of Lemma 4.2, we have that dim_K (λ_Δ(B)) = n.

Proof. It is clear that the linearly independent elements (g_iA, 1) generate the image of B by λ_Δ, and hence dim_K (λ_Δ(B)) = n. □

The free right K H-module W = ( K H)^n = M_{n,1}( K H), viewed as column matrices, possesses a left M_n( K H)-action given by matrix multiplication, transforming W into an M_n( K H)- K H-bimodule. Then the K -algebra homomorphism λ_Δ : K_{par} G → K Δ, followed by the isomorphism η : K Δ → M_n( K H), endows W with a structure of a K_{par} G- K H-bimodule, called elementary. The latter gives rise to an elementary partial matrix representation considered in [24].

We recall the next fact, whose statement is a slight modification of Theorem 2.3 from [24].

Theorem 4.4. Let G be an arbitrary group and V be an irreducible (resp. indecomposable) left K_{par} Gmodule, which is finite dimensional over K . Then there is a unique connected component Δ of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices, an elementary bimodule_{Kpar G}W_{KH} related to Δ and a left irreducible (resp. indecomposable) K H-module U, finite dimensional over K , such that V ≃ W ⊗_{KH} U as left K_{par} G-modules.

It is shown in [24, Theorem 2.2] that for each irreducible (indecomposable) K_{par} G-module V, which has a finite dimension over K , there exists a unique connected component Δ of Γ(G), with a finite number of vertices, and a K Δ-module structure on V such that_{Kpar G}V is obtained from_{KΔ} W ⊗_{KH} U by means of λ_Δ, so that Theorem 4.4 is a direct consequence of [24, Theorem 2.3]. Notice that the map M : G → M_n( K H), g → M_g = ∑ g_i A∋g^{−1} E_{ji}(h_i), is the elementary matrix representation afforded by the bimodule_{Kpar G}W_{KH} .

Given d ∈ λ_Δ(B) and ∑ γ∈Δ α_γ γ ∈ K Δ, define the action

(4.7) d ◁ ( ∑ γ∈Δ α_γ γ) = ∑ γ∈Δ α_γ γ^{−1}dγ. Using Lemma 4.2 it is easy to check that λ_Δ(B) is a right K Δ-module with respect to (4.7): it suffices to check that (tD, t^{−1})(C, 1)(D, t) ∈ λ_Δ(B), for any (C, 1), (D, t) ∈ Δ, and this product is either zero or equal to (D, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B).

The next fact is crucial for our construction of W as in Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, and since its proof is long it will be given in Section 5.

Theorem 4.5. Let Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices and λ_Δ be as in (4.1). Then there is an isomorphism of right K Δ-modules λ_Δ(B) ≃ B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ, where the left K_{par} G-module structure on K Δ is given by (4.2).

Let^∗ be the involution of K_{par} G determined by [g]^∗ = [g^{−1}]. Thus e^∗_g = ([g][g^{−1}])^∗ = [g^{−1}]^∗[g]^∗ = [g][g^{−1}] = e_g for every g ∈ G. Note that K Δ also has a natural involution determined by ∑ γ∈Δ α_γ γ → ∑ γ∈Δ α_γ γ^{−1} which, by a slight abuse of notation, will also be denoted by^∗. It is clear from the equality (4.1) which defines λ_Δ that λ_Δ(a^∗) = λ_Δ(a)^∗ for every a ∈ K_{par} G.

Proposition 4.6. Let G be an arbitrary group, Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices and W be the elementary K_{par} G- K H-bimodule associated to Δ by means of the homomorphism λ_Δ. Then B ⊗_{Kpar G} W ≃ K as right K H-modules, where K is the trivial K H-module and B is a right K_{par} G-module via b^{[g]} = [g^{−1}]b[g] for b ∈ B, g ∈ G.

Proof. The algebra isomorphism K Δ ≃ M_n( K H) endows K Δ with the structure of a right K H-module. Consequently, as a right K H-module, K Δ is isomorphic to the direct sum of n copies of the free right K H-module W, and we have that B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ ≃ B ⊗_{Kpar G} W^n ≃ (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W )^n as right K H-modules. Then it follows from Corollary 4.3 and Theorem 4.5 that n = dim_K (λ_Δ(B)) = dim_K (B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ) = dim_K ((B ⊗_{Kpar G} W )^n), and therefore dim_K (B ⊗_{Kpar G} W ) = 1. It remains to show that the right K H action on this module is trivial.

Let {e_i; i = 1, 2, . . . , n} be the canonical K H-basis of W ≃ M_{n,1}( K H). Claim 4.7. 1 ⊗ e_ih = 1 ⊗ e_i in B ⊗_{Kpar G} W for any h ∈ H and any i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

In order to see this, fix h ∈ H and recall that V_Δ = {g_1A, g_2A, . . . , g_nA} where g_1 = 1. Notice that according to (4.1) the element (g_iA, g_ihg^{−1}_i ) ∈ Δ is a summand of λ_Δ(g_ihg^{−1}_i ) for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n, as A ∋ g^{−1}_i implies g_iA ∋ g_ih^{−1}g^{−1}_i . By (4.3), η(g_iA, g_ihg^{−1}_i ) = E_{ii}(h) and h is the (i, i)-entry of the matrix η(λ_Δ(g_ihg^{−1}_i )). Recalling that η(λ_Δ(g_ihg^{−1}_i )) is monomial over H and that the left K_{par} G-module structure on W is given via the composition η ∘ λ_Δ, we obtain that 1 ⊗ e_ih = 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ(g_ihg^{−1}_i ))e_i = 1^{[gihg−1i ]} ⊗ e_i = [g_ih^{−1}g^{−1}_i ][g_ihg^{−1}_i ] ⊗ e_i = e_{gih}−1_g−1_i ⊗ e_i, recalling that if b ∈ B and r ∈ G then b^{[r]} = [r^{−1}]b[r] ∈ B (see Proposition 4.6). On the other hand 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ(e_{gih−1 g}−1_i ))e_i = 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ([g_ih^{−1}g^{−1}_i ][g_ihg^{−1}_i ]))e_i = 1^{[gih−1g−1i ][gihg−1i ]} ⊗ e_i = [g_ih^{−1}g^{−1}_i ][g_ihg^{−1}_i ][g_ih^{−1}g^{−1}_i ][g_ihg^{−1}_i ] ⊗ e_i = e_{gih−1 g}−1_i ⊗ e_i.

Since by equality (4.5) the element (g_iA, 1) ∈ Δ is a summand of λ_Δ(e_{gi h−1g}−1_i ), the (i, i)-entry of the diagonal matrix η(λ_Δ(e_{gi h}−1_g−1_i )) is 1, and thus 1 ⊗ e_ih = 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ(e_{gih−1g}−1_i ))e_i = 1 ⊗ e_i, as claimed.

Claim 4.8. {1 ⊗ e_i} is a K -basis of B ⊗_{Kpar G} W for any fixed i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Indeed, note that the elements 1 ⊗ e_1, . . . , 1 ⊗ e_n generate B ⊗_{Kpar G} W as a right K H-module, since b ⊗ w = 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ(b))w for any b ⊗ w ∈ B ⊗_{Kpar G} W . It follows from Claim 4.7 that 1 ⊗ e_1, . . . , 1 ⊗ e_n generate B ⊗_{Kpar G} W as a K -vector space.

Proposition 2.2 of [22] implies that λ_Δ : K_{par} G → K Δ is an epimorphism. Hence, given 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, we may write E_{j,i}(1) = η(λ_Δ(a)) for some a ∈ K_{par} G, and it follows that 1 ⊗ e_j = 1 ⊗ E_{j,i}(1)e_i = 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ(a))e_i = 1^a ⊗ e_i.

For any b ∈ B, the element λ_Δ(b) ∈ K Δ is a K -linear combination of idempotents of the form (C, 1), C ∈ V_Δ, and therefore η(λ_Δ(b)) is a diagonal matrix with entries in K thanks to equality (4.3). In particular η(λ_Δ(1^a)) is such a diagonal matrix. Therefore 1 ⊗ e_j = 1^a ⊗ e_i = 1 ⊗ η(λ_Δ(1^a))e_i = α_{j,i}(1 ⊗ e_i) for some α_{j,i} ∈ K . Hence all elements 1 ⊗ e_i are scalar multiples of each other and, given that those elements generate B ⊗_{Kpar G} W as a K -vector space, at least one of the scalars α_{j,i} is nonzero; but this implies that all are nonzero. Due to the fact that dim_K B ⊗_{Kpar G} W = 1, any set {1 ⊗ e_i} is a K -basis, proving the claim.

The fact that the right K H-action on B ⊗_{Kpar G} W is trivial follows from Claim 4.7. □

The proof of the following result will be given in Section 6.1.

Theorem 4.9. Let G be an arbitrary group, Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices and A is finite. Then K Δ is projective as a left K_{par} G-module (via λ_Δ).

Furthermore in Section 6.1 we will show that when A is infinite K Δ is not necessarily projective as a left K_{par} G-module (via λ_Δ). In Section 6.2 we will prove a more general result.

Theorem 4.10. Let G be an arbitrary group, Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices. Then K Δ is flat as a left K_{par} G-module (via λ_Δ).

Theorem 4.11. Let G be an arbitrary group, Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices and W be the elementary K_{par} G- K H-bimodule related to Δ. Let U be an arbitrary left K H-module. Then H^{par}_i (G, W ⊗_{KH} U) ≃ H_i(H, U), i ≥ 0. Proof. By the isomorphism K Δ ≃ M_n( K H) given in (4.3), W is a direct summand of K Δ as a K Δ-module. Since K Δ is flat as a left K_{par} G-module, we deduce that W is flat as a left K_{par} G-module.

Thanks to Proposition 4.6, B ⊗_{Kpar G} W is the trivial right K H-module K , and, because W is also flat as a right K H-module (being free), our statement follows by Theorem 3.1. □

Corollary 4.12. Let Δ be a connected component of the groupoid Γ(G) such that Δ has finitely many vertices and V = W ⊗_{KH} U be an irreducible (resp. indecomposable) left K_{par} G-module with decomposition given by Theorem 4.4. Then H^{par}_i (G, V ) ≃ H_i(H, U), i ≥ 0. Theorem 4.13. Let G be an arbitrary group, Δ be a connected component of Γ(G) with a finite number of vertices and W be the elementary K_{par} G- K H-bimodule related to Δ. Let U be an arbitrary left K H-module. Then H^i_{par}(G, W ⊗_{KH} U) ≃ H^i(H, U), i ≥ 0. Proof. We write U_0 for U considered as a right K H-module by uh = h^{−1}u. Using Theorem 3.2, Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.10, we obtain K -isomorphisms H^i_{par}(G, Hom_{KH} (W, U_0)) ≃ H^i(H, U_0) ≃ H^i(H, U), in which the latter isomorphism comes from the fact that H^i(H, U_0) = Ext^i_{KH} ( K , U_0 ), where K is considered as a trivial right K H-module, and H^i(H, U) = Ext^i_{KH} ( K , U), with K considered as a trivial left K Hmodule. Note that by definition H^i_{par}(G, Hom_{KH} (W, U_0)) = Ext^i_{Kpar G}(B, Hom_{KH} (W, U_0)), where both B and Hom_{KH} (W, U_0) are right K_{par} G-modules.

On other hand H^i_{par}(G, V ) = Ext^i_{Kpar G}(B, V ), where both B and V = W ⊗_{KH} U are left K_{par} Gmodules. Write V_0 for V considered as right K_{par} G-module by v[g] = [g^{−1}]v. Note that Ext^i_{Kpar G}(B, V ) ≃ Ext^i_{Kpar G}(B, V_0), where B in Ext^i_{Kpar G}(B, V_0) is considered as a right K_{par} G-module. Then it remains to show that (4.8) V_0 ≃ Hom_{KH} (W, U_0) as right K_{par} G-modules.

Note that V = W ⊗_{KH} U ≃ ( K H)^n ⊗_{KH} U ≃ ( K H ⊗_{KH} U)^n ≃ U^n, as K -vector spaces, and composing these isomorphisms we obtain the K -isomorphism φ_1 : V_0 → U^n given by φ_1((λ_1, . . . , λ_n) ⊗ u) = (λ_1u, . . . , λ_nu), where λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ K H and u ∈ U.

Consider also the standard isomorphism φ_2 : Hom_{KH} (W, U_0) → U^n defined by φ_2(f) = (f(e_1), . . . , f(e_n)), where {e_1, . . . , e_n} is the canonical basis of the free right K H-module W ≃ ( K H)^n .

Recall that the right action of [g] on f ∈ Hom_{KH} (W, U_0) is determined by (f · [g])(w) = f([g] · w). Then via the isomorphism φ_2 we can consider U^n as a right K_{par} G-module with [g] acting in the following way : if u = (u_1, . . . , u_n) ∈ U^n then u.[g] = ũ, where ũ = (ũ_1, . . . , ũ_n) ∈ U^n, M^∗_g .u^t = ũ^t and M_g, M^∗_g ∈ M_n( K H) are the matrices defined in (4.4). Indeed to see that the action is precisely this one, we consider f(e_i) = u_i, (f · [g])(e_i) = ũ_i and M_g = (λ_{i,j} ) ∈ M_n( K H).

Then ũ_i = f([g]e_i) = f( ∑ 1≤j≤n e_j λ_{j,i}) = ∑ 1≤j≤n f(e_j )λ_{j,i} = ∑ 1≤j≤n u_j λ_{j,i} = ∑ 1≤j≤n λ^∗_{j,i}u_j . On the other hand, for λ ∈ (W ⊗_{KH} U)_0 = V_0 we have λ · [g] = [g^{−1}] · λ, so the action of [g] on U^n induced by φ_1 is given as follows: if u = (u_1, . . . , u_n) ∈ U^n, then u · [g] = ũ, where M_g−1 · u^t = ũ^t, i.e., it is given by left multiplication by the matrix M_g−1 , where the n-tuples are considered as columns.

Finally, M^∗_g = M_g−1 by Lemma 4.1, thus proving (4.8). □ Corollary 4.14. Let Δ be a connected component of the groupoid Γ(G) such that Δ has finitely many vertices and V = W ⊗_{KH} U be an irreducible (resp. indecomposable) left K_{par} G-module with decomposition given by Theorem 4.4. Then H^i_{par}(G, V ) ≃ H^i(H, U), i ≥ 0. Corollary 4.15. (Corollary B) Suppose G is a finite group. Then H^{par}_i (G, B) ≃ ⊕_ΔH_i(H, K ) and H^i_{par}(G, B) ≃ ⊕_ΔH^i(H, K ), i ≥ 0, where the sum is over the connected components Δ of the groupoid Γ(G) and H is the stabilizer of a chosen vertex of Δ (thus is defined up to conjugation).

Proof. We will split B as a direct sum of indecomposable left K_{par} G-modules. Write e_A = ∏ g∈A e_g ∏ s∈G\A (1 − e_s) ∈ B, where A is a subset of G. The action of [g] on e_A gives [g]e_A[g^{−1}] = e_{gA} if 1 ∈ A. Note that e_A = 0 if 1 /∈ A, and thus e_{gA} = 0 if g^{−1} /∈ A. Observe that there is a K -isomorphism B ≃ ⊕_{1∈A} K e_A . Indeed, let G \ {1} = {t_1, . . . , t_k}. Then B = Be_{t1} ⊕ B(1 − e_{t1} ) = (Be_{t2} ⊕ B(1 − e_{t2} ))e_{t1} ⊕ (Be_{t2} ⊕ B(1 − e_{t2} ))(1 − e_{t1} ).

Continuing the decomposition of B as Be_{t3} ⊕ B(1 − e_{t3} ) and so on, we obtain B = ⊕_{1∈A}Be_A. Note that B = K [e_{t1} , . . . , e_{tk} ], and for g ∈ A we have e_ge_A = e_A and for g ∉ A we have e_ge_A = 0. Thus Be_A = K e_A .

Furthermore, for each subset A with 1 ∈ A the sum ⊕_{g∈G,g}−1_{∈A} K e_{gA} is a left K_{par} G-module. Notice that in the latter sum the gA are the vertices of a connected component Δ of the groupoid Γ(G).

Thus B splits as a direct sum of left K_{par} G-modules over the connected components Δ of Γ(G), where each summand is isomorphic to K V_Δ . Then consider the epimorphisms λ_Δ : K_{par} G → K Δ ≃ M_n( K H) and θ : M_n( K H) → M_n( K ), where θ is induced by the epimorphism K H → K that sends each element of H to 1. Then K V_Δ ≃ K^n = M_{n,1}( K ), where M_{n,1}( K ) are all n × 1-matrices over K , via the isomorphism that sends e_{giA} to e_i. Thus M_{n,1}( K ) is a left M_n( K )-module via matrix multiplication, and via the composition map θ ∘ λ_Δ it is a left K_{par} G-module. Thus K V_Δ ≃ W ⊗_{KH} K , where W is the elementary bimodule related to the connected component Δ. Note that the above isomorphism is of left K_{par} G-modules because θ(M_g )e_i = e_j for g^{−1}_j gg_i = h_i ∈ H since M_g = ∑ g_i A∋g^{−1} Eji(hi). Then by Theorem 4.11 and Theorem 4.13 H^i_{par}(G, B) = ⊕_ΔH^i_{par} (G, W ⊗_{KH} K ) ≃ ⊕_ΔH^i(H, K ) and H^{par}_i (G, B) = ⊕_ΔH^{par}_i (G, W ⊗_{KH} K ) ≃ ⊕_ΔH_i(H, K ). □ Theorem 4.16. Let G be a finite group. Then for i ≥ 1 H^i_{par}(G, K_{par} G) = 0. Proof. Since G is finite we have K_{par} G ≃ K Γ(G) = ⊕_Δ K Δ, where the direct sum is over the connected components Δ of the groupoid Γ(G). Thus K Δ is a projective left K_{par} G-module and we can decompose K Δ ≃ W_1 ⊕ . . . ⊕ W_n, where W_1 ≃ . . . ≃ W_n ≃ W as K_{par} G- K H-bimodules. Then K Δ ≃ ⊕_{1≤j≤n}W_j ≃ ⊕_{1≤j≤n}W_j ⊗_{KH} U_j where each U_j ≃ K H. Thus H^i_{par}(G, K_{par} G) ≃ ⊕_ΔH^i_{par}(G, K Δ) ≃ ⊕_Δ ⊕_{1≤j≤n=n(Δ)} H^i_{par}(G, W_j ⊗_{KH} K H) and by Theorem 4.13 for i ≥ 1 H^i_{par}(G, W_j ⊗_{KH} K H) ≃ H^i(H, K H) = 0, where the last equality holds for any finite group H. Indeed by [10, Prop. III.6.2] for any group T with a subgroup of finite index T_0 there is an isomorphism H^i(T, K T ) ≃ H^i(T_0, K T_0 ), observing that for subgroups of finite index induced and co-induced modules are isomorphic (see [10, Prop. III.5.9]). Thus we obtain our result by applying this fact for T = H and the trivial subgroup T_0. □

5. Proof of Theorem 4.5.

In this section whenever we make calculations in K Δ all sums are over subsets of G that are vertices in the connected component Δ, that is, belong to V_Δ.

5.1. The morphisms φ and ψ connecting B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ and λ_Δ(B).

We will introduce now an equivalence relation on G which will be essential in what follows. Given g ∈ G, let ε_g = λ_Δ(g)λ_Δ(g^{−1}) = λ_Δ(e_g) ∈ K Δ.

We define an equivalence relation in G by (5.1) g ∼ t ⇐⇒ ε_g = ε_t.

Fix a complete set of representatives X ⊂ G for the equivalence relation defined above. We claim that X is finite. In fact, Δ has a finite number of vertices and, by equality (4.5), for every t ∈ G we have the formula (5.2) ε_t = λ_Δ(e_t) = ∑ D∋t (D, 1), which shows that the number of distinct ε_t’s is finite. Remark 5.1. Note that ε_t = ε_g if and only if for all C ∈ V_Δ, C ∋ g ⇐⇒ C ∋ t. In fact, by the definition of the equivalence relation, if ε_t = ε_g then ∑ D∋t(D, 1) = ∑ C∋g(C, 1) and vice versa. Clearly the second equality holds if and only, for every vertex C of Δ, C ∋ g implies that C ∋ t and conversely.

Let C be a vertex of Δ. We define a partition X = C^′ ∪ C^{′′} of the system of representatives in the following manner: C^′ = X ∩ C (5.3) C^{′′} = X \ C^′. (5.4) Note that if x ∈ X is equivalent to some t ∈ C then, by Remark 5.1, x ∈ C. Thus we obtain the following description for C^′: C^′ = {x ∈ X | ∃t ∈ C such that x ∼ t}. Remark 5.2. C^′ determines C, that is, if D, C ∈ V_Δ then D^′ and C^′ coincide if and only if C = D. In fact, suppose that C^′ = D^′ and assume that there exists d ∈ D \ C. If d ∼ x ∈ X then x ∈ D^′ = C^′ and hence x ∈ C. But d ∼ x and x ∈ C then, by the previous remark, d also lies in C, a contradiction.

Consider the K -linear map φ : B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ → λ_Δ(B), b ⊗ a → λ_Δ(b) ◁ a, where the right K Δ-action ◁ was defined in (4.7). This map is well-defined, since for b ∈ B, a ∈ K Δ and [g] ∈ K_{par} G, φ((b^{[g]}) ⊗ a) = φ([g^{−1}]b[g] ⊗ a) = λ_Δ(g^{−1})λ_Δ(b)λ_Δ(g) ◁ a = λ_Δ(g)^∗λ_Δ(b)λ_Δ(g) ◁ a = (λ_Δ(b) ◁ λ_Δ(g)) ◁ a = λ_Δ(b) ◁ (λ_Δ(g)a) = φ(b ⊗ λ_Δ(g)a) = φ(b ⊗ [g] · a). Note that φ is a map of right K Δ-modules: for b ∈ B and a_1, a_2 ∈ K Δ, φ((b ⊗ a_1)a_2) = φ(b ⊗ a_1a_2) = λ_Δ(b) ◁ (a_1a_2) = (λ_Δ(b) ◁ a_1) ◁ a_2 = φ(b ⊗ a_1) ◁ a_2.

We are going to prove that φ is an isomorphism of right K Δ-modules. We begin by defining a right inverse to φ, which will later be shown to be a left inverse as well. Given (C, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B), let (5.5) π̃(C, 1) = ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f )

and extend π̃ linearly to λ_Δ(B). We now define (5.6) ψ : λ_Δ(B) → B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ, d → π̃(d) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

We will show that (5.7) φ ∘ ψ = Id_{λΔ(B)}. In fact, we first remark that for any finite subset Y of G we have the equality (5.8) ∏ t∈Y ∑ D∈V_Δ D∋t (D, 1) = ∑ D⊇Y (D, 1),

since the elements (D, 1) are orthogonal idempotents in K Δ. Another simple fact needed in the computation below is that if C and F are subsets of G then F ∩ C^{′′} = ∅ if and only if F^′ ⊆ C^′.

Lemma 5.3. λ_Δ ∘ π̃ = Id_{λΔ (B)}. Proof.

(λ_Δ ∘ π̃)(C, 1) = λ_Δ( ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f )) = ∏ t∈C^′ λ_Δ(e_t) ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − λ_Δ(e_f )) = ∏ t∈C^′ ∑ D∋t (D, 1) ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − ∑ E∋f (E, 1)) = ∏ t∈C^′ ∑ D∋t (D, 1) ∏ f ∈C^{′′} ∑ F /∋f (F, 1)

= ∑ D⊇C^′ (D, 1) ( ∑ F ∩C^{′′}=∅ (F, 1) )

= ∑ D⊇C^′ D∩C^{′′}=∅ (D, 1).

Now consider a subset D such that D ⊇ C^′ and D ∩ C^{′′} = ∅. The inclusion D ⊇ C^′ implies D^′ ⊇ C^′, and D ∩ C^{′′} = ∅ yields D^′ ⊆ C^′. Hence D^′ = C^′ and consequently D = C, thanks to Remark 5.2. Therefore (λ_Δ ∘ π̃)(C, 1) = ∑ D⊇C^′ D∩C^{′′}=∅ (D, 1) = (C, 1).

□ The proof of the above lemma immediately implies the following result, which is precisely (5.7).

Corollary 5.4. Given (C, 1) in K Δ, we have that φ ∘ ψ(C, 1) = (C, 1). 5.2. Linearity of ψ.

We begin with two technical results which will be useful in the proof that ψ is a K Δ-linear map, that is, ψ is a homomorphism of right K Δ-modules. Remark 5.5. For all e, f in B, f^e = fe.

In fact, letting e = e_g and using that B is a commutative ring, we have: f^{eg} = f^{[g][g−1 ]} = [g]([g^{−1}]f[g])[g^{−1}] = e_gfe_g = fe_g.

Lemma 5.6. For all t_1, t_2 in G, if t_1 ∼ t_2 then

(i) e_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t2} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t1} e_{t2} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ∈ B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ. (ii) [g^{−1}]e_{t1} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{t2} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{t1} e_{t2} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} , for all g ∈ G.

Proof. (i) e_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e^2_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e^{et1}_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t1} ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t1} ) = e_{t1} ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t2} ) = e^{et2}_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t1} e_{t2} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Switching t_1 and t_2 we get e_{t2} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t2} e_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t1} e_{t2} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

(ii) Given g ∈ G,

[g^{−1}]e_{t1} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (e^{[g]}_{t1} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (e^{et1}_{t1} )^{[g]} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e^{et1 [g]}_{t1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{t1} ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t1} [g]) = e_{t1} ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t1} )λ_Δ([g]) = e_{t1} ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t2} )λ_Δ([g]) = e_{t1} ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t2} [g]) = (e^{et2 [g]}_{t1} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (e^{et2}_{t1} )^{[g]} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (e_{t1} e_{t2} )^{[g]} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{t1} e_{t2} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Clearly we also have [g^{−1}]e_{t2} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{t2} e_{t1} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{t1} e_{t2} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} , concluding the proof. □ In what follows, given a property P the symbol [P ] denotes the following Boolean operator: [P ] = { 1 if P holds, 0 otherwise.

We are going to prove the following fact.

Proposition 5.7. The map ψ : λ_Δ(B) → B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ defined in (5.6) is a homomorphism of right K Δ-modules.

Proof. We shall show that ψ((C, 1) ◁ λ_Δ(g)) = ψ(C, 1)λ_Δ(g) for all (C, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B) and g ∈ G. On one hand, we have ψ((C, 1) ◁ λ_Δ(g)) = π̃ ((C, 1) ◁ λ_Δ(g)) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = π̃ (C, 1) ◁ ∑ D∋g^{−1} (D, g) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= ∑ D∋g^{−1} π̃ ( (gD, g^{−1})(C, 1)(D, g) ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g ∈ C]π̃(g^{−1}C, 1) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g ∈ C] ∏ t∈(g^{−1}C)^′ e_t ∏ f ∈(g^{−1}C)^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Since C ∋ 1 we have that g^{−1} ∈ g^{−1}C, and as a consequence g^{−1} ∼ x_g−1 ∈ (g^{−1}C)^′. It follows from Lemma 5.6 that e_{xg−1} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} and hence ψ((C, 1) ◁ λ_Δ(g)) = [g ∈ C] ∏ t∈(g^{−1} C)^′ e_t ∏ f ∈(g^{−1} C)^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g ∈ C] e_{xg−1} ∏ t∈(g^{−1} C)^′ e_t ∏ f ∈(g^{−1}C)^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g ∈ C] e_g−1 ∏ t∈(g^{−1} C)^′ e_t ∏ f ∈(g^{−1}C)^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (∗).

On the other hand ψ(C, 1)λ_Δ(g) = (π̃(C, 1) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} )λ_Δ(g) = π̃(C, 1) ⊗ λ_Δ(g) = (π̃(C, 1)^{[g]}) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = ( ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ t∈C^{′′} (1 − e_t) )_{[g]} ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= [g^{−1}] ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f ) [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= ∏ t∈C^′ e_g−1_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_g−1_f )e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= e_g−1 ∏ t∈C^′ e_g−1_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_g−1_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (∗∗). We shall check that (*) = (**).

Claim 5.8. If g ∈ C, then

(5.9) e_g−1 ∏ t∈(g^{−1} C)^′ e_t ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g−1 ∏ t∈C^′ e_g−1_t ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Indeed, if t ∈ C^′ then g^{−1}t ∈ g^{−1}C^′ ⊆ g^{−1}C and hence g^{−1}t ∼ x_g−1_t ∈ (g^{−1}C)^′. Using once more Lemma 5.6, we obtain the equality e_g−1_t ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{xg−1t} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} , which ensures that every element e_g−1_t, with t ∈ C^′, occurring in the RHS of (5.9) may be substituted by some e_t′ , t^′ ∈ (g^{−1}C)^′, which occurs in the LHS of (5.9).

Conversely, consider an element e_t′ with t^′ ∈ (g^{−1}C)^′ as in the LHS of (5.9). There is β ∈ C such that t^′ = g^{−1}β; let x_β ∈ C^′ be its representative, that is, β ∼ x_β . Then e_g−1 e_t′ = e_g−1 e_g−1_β = e_g−1_β e_g−1 = [g^{−1}]e_β[g], hence, by Lemma 5.6, e_g−1 e_t′ ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_β [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{xβ} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g−1 e_g−1_{xβ} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

It follows that every e_t′ , where t^′ ∈ (g^{−1}C)^′, occurring in the LHS of (5.9) may be replaced by an e_g−1_t, t ∈ C^′, as in the RHS of (5.9), which completes the proof of our claim.

This takes care of the first products appearing in (*) and (**). Now we will consider the second products. Claim 5.9. If g ∈ C, then (5.10) e_g−1 ∏ f ∈(g^{−1}C)^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g−1 ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_g−1_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

If f ∈ C^{′′} then f /∈ C^′ and therefore g^{−1}f /∈ g^{−1}C. Let x_g−1_f ∈ X be the representative of g^{−1}f. Since g^{−1}f /∈ g^{−1}C, by Remark 5.1 we also have that x_g−1_f /∈ g^{−1}C, which implies that x_g−1_f ∈ (g^{−1}C)^{′′}. As a consequence of Lemma 5.6, (1 − e_g−1_f )e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (1 − e_{xg−1f} )e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Hence each factor 1 − e_g−1_f , where f ∈ C^{′′}, occurring in the RHS of (5.10) may be replaced by a factor 1 − e_t, with t ∈ (g^{−1}C)^{′′}, in the LHS of (5.10).

Pick a factor 1 − e_f of the LHS of (5.10), where f ∈ (g^{−1}C)^{′′}. f ∈ (g^{−1}C)^{′′} =⇒ f ∈ X \ g^{−1}C =⇒ f /∈ g^{−1}C =⇒ gf /∈ C.

Let x_{gf} ∈ X be the representative of gf. Since gf /∈ C, once more Remark 5.1 implies that x_{gf} /∈ C and therefore x_{gf} ∈ C^{′′}. Using again Lemma 5.6, we have that (1 − e_g−1_{xgf} )e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = (1 − e_g−1_{xgf} )[g^{−1}][g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = =[g^{−1}](1 − e_{xgf} )[g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}](1 − e_{gf} )[g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} =(1 − e_f )e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Therefore each term (1 − e_f ), where f ∈ (g^{−1}C)^{′′}, occurring in the LHS of (5.10) may be replaced by a corresponding term (1 − e_g−1_x), where x ∈ C^{′′}, in the RHS of (5.10), and the claim follows.

Claims (5.9) and (5.10) above imply that if g ∈ C, then e_g−1 ∏ t∈(g^{−1}C)^′ e_t ∏ f ∈(g^{−1}C)^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g−1 ∏ t∈C^′ e_g−1_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_g−1_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

and therefore the equality (*) = (**) holds when g ∈ C .

When g /∈ C we have (*) = 0 ; we shall see that in this case (**) = 0 as well. Assuming g /∈ C, choose x_g ∈ X such that x_g ∼ g. In this case x_g ∈ C^{′′} and, by Lemma 5.6, e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_g[g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = [g^{−1}]e_{xg} [g] ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g−1_{xg} e_g−1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} and since the term 1 − e_g−1_{xg} appears in (**) it follows that (**)=0.

This proves the equality ψ((C, 1) ◁ λ_Δ(g)) = ψ(C, 1)λ_Δ(g) for all (C, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B) and g ∈ G. Since by Proposition 2.2. of [22] the algebra K Δ is generated by the elements λ_Δ(g), with g ∈ G, we conclude that ψ is a map of right K Δ-modules. □ 5.3. The equality ψ ∘ φ = Id. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 4.5. Proposition 5.10. π̃ : λ_Δ(B) → B is a multiplicative map. Proof.

π̃ ((C, 1)(D, 1)) = [C = D]π̃(C, 1) = [C = D] ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f ), and π̃(C, 1)π̃(D, 1) = ∏ t_1 ∈C^′ e_{t1} ∏ f_1 ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_{f1} ) ∏ t_2∈D^′ e_{t2} ∏ f_2 ∈D^{′′} (1 − e_{f2} ).

Clearly, if C = D then π̃(C, 1)^2 = π̃ ( (C, 1)^2 ) . Assume that C ≠ D. Then either C \ D ≠ ∅ or D \ C ≠ ∅.

If there is α ∈ C \ D then α ∼ x_α ∈ D^{′′}; but if α ∈ C then x_α ∈ C^′ and hence π̃(C, 1)π̃(D, 1) = 0 = π̃ ((C, 1)(D, 1)). The other case is analogous, and hence π̃ preserves products. □ Lemma 5.11. π̃(1_{KΔ} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = 1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} . Proof. For each S ⊆ X, let P_S ∈ B be the element P_S = ∏ t∈S e_t ∏ f ∈X\S (1 − e_f ).

Claim 5.12. Let C ∈ V_Δ. If S ≠ C^′ then P_S ⊗ (C, 1) = 0 in B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ. Proof. Case 1. Assume that there exists t_0 ∈ S \ C^′ (which is the same as requiring that t_0 ∈ S \ C). P_S ⊗ (C, 1) = ∏ t∈S e_t ∏ f ∈X\S (1 − e_f ) ⊗ (C, 1)

= e_{t0} ∏ t∈S e_t ∏ f ∈X\S (1 − e_f ) ⊗ (C, 1)

= (P^{et0}_S ) ⊗ (C, 1) = P_S ⊗ λ_Δ(e_{t0} )(C, 1) = P_S ⊗ ∑ D∋t_0 (D, 1)(C, 1) = 0,

since D ≠ C for all such D.

Case 2. Suppose that there exists t_0 ∈ C^′ \ S. Then t_0 ∈ X \ S, and P_S ⊗ (C, 1) = P_S (1 − e_{t0} ) ⊗ (C, 1) = (P^{(1−et0 )} S ) ⊗ (C, 1) = P_S ⊗ λ_Δ(1 − e_{t0} )(C, 1) = P_S ⊗ ( 1 − ∑ D∋t_0 (D, 1) ) (C, 1) = P_S ⊗ ∑ E /∋t_0 (E, 1)(C, 1) = 0,

where the last equality holds because t_0 ∈ C^′ ⊆ C. □ Note that (5.11) 1 = ∑ S⊆X P_S since 1 = ∏ t∈X 1 = ∏ t∈X ((1 − e_t) + e_t) = ∑ S⊆X P_S . It follows that (5.12) 1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = ∑ D∈V_Δ P_D′ ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Indeed, by Claim 5.12,

1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = ∑ S⊆X P_S ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = ∑ S⊆X P_S ⊗ ∑ C∈V_Δ (C, 1) = ∑ C∈V_Δ P_C′ ⊗ (C, 1) = ∑ D∈V_Δ P_D′ ⊗ ∑ C∈V_Δ (C, 1) = ∑ D∈V_Δ P_D′ ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Finally π̃(1_{KΔ} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = π̃ ( ∑ D∈V_Δ (D, 1) ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = ∑ D∈V_Δ P_D′ ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = 1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} . □ Lemma 5.13. ψ ∘ φ |_{B⊗1 KΔ}= Id_{B⊗1 KΔ}. Proof. Let g ∈ G.

ψ ∘ φ(e_g ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ) = ψ(λ_Δ(e_g) ◁ 1_{KΔ} ) = ψ(λ_Δ(e_g )) = π̃ (λ_Δ(e_g)) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} =π̃ ∑ g∈C (C, 1) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = ∑ g∈C ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Let C be any vertex of Δ containing g and let x_g ∈ C^′ be such that x_g ∼ g. From Lemma 5.6 it follows that e_{xg} ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_{xg} e_g ⊗ 1_{KΔ} and therefore ψ ∘ φ(e_g ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ) = e_g ∑ g∈C ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g(ψ ∘ φ)(e_g ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ).

Let D ∈ V_Δ be such that g /∈ D. Then g ∼ x_g ∈ D^{′′} and it follows from Lemma 5.6 that (1−e_{xg} )⊗1_{KΔ} = (1 − e_g) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} .

Hence,

(ψ ∘ φ)(e_g ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ) = e_g ∑ C∋g ∏ t∈C^′ e_t ∏ f ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_f ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} =

= e_g ∑ C∋g ∏ t_1∈C^′ e_{t1} ∏ f_1 ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_{f1} ) + (1 − e_g) ∑ D /∋g ∏ t_2 ∈D^′ e_{t2} ∏ f_2 ∈D^{′′} (1 − e_{f2} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= e_g ∑ C∋g ∏ t_1∈C^′ e_{t1} ∏ f_1 ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_{f1} ) + ∑ D /∋g ∏ t_2∈D^′ e_{t2} ∏ f_2 ∈D^{′′} (1 − e_{xg} )(1 − e_{f2} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= e_g ∑ C∋g ∏ t_1∈C^′ e_{t1} ∏ f_1 ∈C^{′′} (1 − e_{f1} ) + ∑ D /∋g ∏ t_2∈D^′ e_{t2} ∏ f_2 ∈D^{′′} (1 − e_{f2} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= e_g ∑ C∋g π̃(C, 1) + ∑ D /∋g π̃(D, 1) ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g ( ∑ C∈V_Δ π̃(C, 1) ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}

= e_gπ̃(1_{KΔ} ) ⊗ 1_{KΔ}^{Lemma} 5.11= e_g1 ⊗ 1_{KΔ} = e_g ⊗ 1_{KΔ} . □ To complete the proof of Theorem 4.5, we show that φ : B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ → λ_Δ(B) is an isomorphism of right K Δ-modules with inverse φ^{−1} = ψ.

Indeed, given b ⊗ v ∈ B ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ, (ψ ∘ φ)(b ⊗ v) = ψ(φ(b ⊗ 1_{KΔ} )v) = ((ψ ∘ φ)(b ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ))v

by Proposition 5.7, and Lemma 5.13 yields ((ψ ∘ φ)(b ⊗ 1_{KΔ} ))v = (b ⊗ 1_{KΔ} )v = b ⊗ v.

On the other hand, given (D, 1) ∈ λ_Δ(B), by Corollary 5.4 we have that (φ ∘ ψ)(D, 1) = (D, 1), and Theorem 4.5 is proved.

6. Projective and flat K_{par} G-modules

In this section, whenever we make calculations in K Δ, all sums are over subsets of G that are vertices in the connected component Δ, i.e., subsets that belong to V_Δ.

When G is a finite group, the partial group algebra K_{par} G is isomorphic to the algebra of the groupoid Γ(G). This finite groupoid is the disjoint union of its connected components Δ, and therefore K_{par} G ≃ K Γ(G) = ⊕_Δ K Δ as an algebra, where the sum runs over the components Δ of Γ(G), and each K Δ is a two-sided ideal of K_{par} G which is generated by a central idempotent. It then follows that each K Δ is a projective K_{par} G-module when G is a finite group.

The isomorphism K_{par} G ≃ K Γ(G) does not hold anymore for an infinite group, and we cannot apply the same reasoning for the K_{par} G-modules K Δ. In fact, as we show in Section 6.1, when G is infinite there are certain components Δ such that K Δ is not a projective K_{par} G-module. However, we also show in Section 6.2 that each algebra K Δ is still a flat K_{par} G-module.

6.1. Non-projective K_{par} G-modules.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that Δ is a connected component of the groupoid Γ(G) with finitely many vertices, A is a vertex of Δ and G \ A is infinite. Then K Δ is not a projective left K_{par} G-module.

Proof. Recall that we view K Δ as K_{par} G-module via the map λ_Δ : K_{par} G → K Δ. Note that by [22, Prop. 2.2], K Δ is generated as a K -algebra by {λ_Δ([g]) | g ∈ G} and since λ_Δ is a homomorphism of K -algebras we deduce that λ_Δ is surjective.

Suppose that K Δ is projective as a K_{par} G-module. Then there is a homomorphism of K_{par} G-modules f : K Δ → K_{par} G such that λ_Δ ∘ f = id_{KΔ} . Then for g^{−1} ∈ A we have

[g]f((A, 1)) = f(λ_Δ([g])(A, 1)) = f( ∑ g^{−1} ∈C,C∈V_Δ (C, g)(A, 1)) = f((A, g)), and for h ∈ G, g^{−1}h^{−1} ∉ A, g^{−1} ∈ A we have

[h][g]f((A, 1)) = [h]f((A, g)) = f(λ_Δ([h])(A, g)) = f( ∑ h^{−1}∈C,C∈V_Δ (C, h)(A, g)) = f(0) = 0.

Suppose f((A, 1)) = ∑ s∈S [s]μ_s, where μ_s ∈ B. Then for g = 1_G, h^{−1} ∈ G \ A we have 0 = [h]f((A, 1)) = ∑ s∈S [h][s]μ_s = ∑ s∈S [hs]e_s−1 μ_s, hence [hs]e_s−1 μ_s = 0 for every s ∈ S. Thus e_s−1 μ_s ∈ {b ∈ B | [hs]b = 0} = (1 − e_{(hs)}−1 )B, hence e_s−1 μ_s ∈ ⋂ h^{−1}∈G\A (1 − e_{(hs)}−1 )B = 0.

The last equality comes from the fact that G \ A is infinite. Then [s]μ_s = [s]e_s−1 μ_s = [s] · 0 = 0 and for g^{−1}_0 ∈ A, f((A, g_0)) = [g_0]f((A, 1)) = [g_0] ∑ s∈S [s]μ_s = 0.

The same argument shows that for C ∈ V_Δ, g^{−1} ∈ C we have f((C, g)) = 0, as G \ C is also infinite. Therefore, f is the zero map. Finally id_{KΔ} = λ_Δ ∘ f = 0, a contradiction. □ Proposition 6.2. Suppose that G is an infinite group and consider the connected component Δ with unique vertex G. Then K Δ is not projective as a left K_{par} G-module.

Proof. First note that K Δ ≃ M_1( K G) ≃ K G; henceforth we will identify the algebras K Δ and K G. Suppose that K G is projective as a left K_{par} G-module. Then there is a homomorphism of left K_{par} Gmodules θ : K G → K_{par} G such that λ_Δ ∘ θ = id_{KG} .

Note that λ_Δ([g]) = g and λ_Δ(e_g) = 1.

Then θ(g) = (1 + w_{g,g} )[g] + ∑ g_1∈G\{g} w_{g,g1} [g_1],

where each w_{g,g1} ∈ Ω = Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B. Then since θ is a homomorphism of left K_{par} G-modules [t]θ(g) = θ(tg) for t, g ∈ G, hence (6.1) [t](1 + w_{g,g} )[g] + ∑ g_1 ∈G\{g} [t]w_{g,g1} [g_1] = (1 + w_{tg,tg} )[tg] + ∑ g_2 ∈G\{tg} w_{tg,g2} [g_2]. This together with the rules of multiplication in K_{par} G = ⊕_{g∈G}B[g] : [g]e_h = e_{gh}[g] and [g][h] = e_g[gh] for g, h ∈ G, imply that

[t](1 + w_{g,g} )[g] = (1 + w_{tg,tg} )[tg] and [t]w_{g,g1} [g_1] = w_{tg,tg1} [tg_1] for g, t ∈ G, g_1 ∈ G \ {g}. Note that [t](1 + w_{g,g} ) ∈ [t]B = B[t], hence (1 + w_{tg,tg} )[tg] = [t](1 + w_{g,g} )[g] ∈ B[t][g] = Be_t[tg]. Therefore, 1 + w_{tg,tg} ∈ Be_t + B(1 − e_{tg}) for every t, g ∈ G. Fix tg = g_0, thus (6.2) 1 + w_{g0 ,g0} ∈ ∩_{h∈G}(Be_h + B(1 − e_{g0} )). Claim 6.3. If G is infinite we have ∩_{h∈G}(Be_h + B(1 − e_{g0} )) = B(1 − e_{g0} ).

Note that the Claim together with (6.2) implies that 1 + w_{g0 ,g0} ∈ B(1 − e_{g0} ) ⊆ Ω, that together with w_{g0 ,g0} ∈ Ω gives 1 ∈ Ω, a contradiction.

Proof of Claim 6.3 Note that K_{par} G is isomorphic to K S(G), where S(G) is Exel’s inverse semigroup. Every element of S(G) has a canonical form e_{g1} . . . e_{gs} [g], that is unique up to permutation of the factors e_{g1} , . . . , e_{gs} . Thus the elements of B are K -linear combinations of e_{g1} . . . e_{gs} and e_1 = 1, where g_1, . . . , g_s ∈ G \ {1} are pairwise distinct, and this decomposition is unique (up to permutation of the factors in each product). Thus one such K -linear combination is in Be_he_{g0} for h ≠ g_0 precisely when two of e_{g1} , . . . , e_{gs} are e_{g0} and e_h for every summand of the K -linear combination. This together with the fact that G is infinite implies that ∩_{h∈G}Be_he_{g0} = 0.

Suppose that λ ∈ ∩_{h∈G}(Be_h + B(1 − e_{g0} )). Then λe_{g0} ∈ ∩_{h∈G}Be_he_{g0} = 0, hence λ ∈ B(1 − e_{g0} ). □ 6.2. Flat K_{par} G-modules.

Lemma 6.4. Let T be a subset of G\{1} and let B_0 be the unital K -subalgebra of B generated by {e_g | g ∈ T }.

a) Consider K as B_0-module, where each e_g acts on K as 1. Then K is flat as B_0-module. b) Consider K as B_0-module, where each e_g acts on K as 0. Then K is flat as B_0-module.

Proof. Note that there is a K -automorphism of B_0 that sends e_g to 1 − e_g for each g ∈ T . Note that in case b) the idempotent 1 − e_g acts as 1, thus we can apply case a).

Now consider case a). We will show that T or^{B0}_1 (−, K ) = 0, which is equivalent to the fact that K is flat as a left B_0-module. Let g_1, . . . , g_k be pair-wise different elements of T . Then by induction on k we have (6.3) B_0 = (⊕_{0≤i≤k−1}e_{g1} . . . e_{gi} (1 − e_{gi+1} )B_0) ⊕ e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} B_0, where for i = 0 the element e_{g1} . . . e_{gi} is 1. Set M_{{g1 ,...,gk }} = ∑ 1≤i≤k (1 − e_{gi} )B_0 and W_{{g1 ,...,gk }} = ⊕_{0≤i≤k−1}e_{g1} . . . e_{gi} (1 − e_{gi+1} )B_0. We claim that M_{{g1,...,gk }} = W_{{g1 ,...,gk }}, i.e. (6.4) M_{{g1,...,gk }} = ⊕_{0≤i≤k−1}e_{g1} . . . e_{gi} (1 − e_{gi+1} )B_0. Indeed, W_{{g1 ,...,gk }} ⊆ M_{{g1,...,gk }}, so by (6.3), M_{{g1,...,gk }} = W_{{g1 ,...,gk }} ⊕ (M_{{g1,...,gk }} ∩ e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} B_0). Note that multiplication with e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} acts on e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} B_0 as the identity map and acts on M_{{g1,...,gk }} as the zero map, hence M_{{g1,...,gk }} ∩ e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} B_0 = 0 and (6.4) holds. By (6.3) and (6.4) M_{{g1 ,...,gk }} is a B_0- module direct summand of B_0, hence M_{{g1 ,...,gk }} is a projective B_0-module, and thus it is a flat B_0-module.

Let Ω be the ideal of B_0 generated by {e_g −1 | g ∈ T } i.e. the B_0-submodule generated by {e_g −1 | g ∈ T }. Note that Ω is the union of the submodules M_{{g1,...,gk }}, where {g_1, . . . , g_k} ⊆ T . Thus Ω is the direct limit of M_{{g1 ,...,gk }}, where the direct system is defined by the inclusion maps M_{N1} → M_{N2} for finite subsets N_1 ⊆ N_2 of T . The direct limit of flat B_0-modules over a directed index set is a flat B-module [45, Prop. 5.34], hence Ω is a flat B_0-module.

In order to prove that K is a flat left B_0-module we need to show that (6.5) T or^{B0}_1 (N, K ) = 0 for any right B_0-module N. Note that N is the direct limit (in this case the union) of its finitely generated B_0-submodules and the functor T or^{B0}_i ( , K ) commutes with direct limits for every i ≥ 1 since tensor product commutes with direct limits (see [45, Prop. 7.8]). Hence it suffices to prove (6.5) with N being a finitely generated B_0-module.

Consider the short exact sequence 0 → Ω → B_0 → K → 0 of B_0-modules, where the map B_0 → K is given by e_g → 1, g ∈ G. The corresponding long exact sequence in homology for N is

. . . → T or^{B0}_1 (N, Ω) → T or^{B0}_1 (N, B_0) → T or^{B0}_1 (N, K ) → N ⊗_{B0} Ω → N ⊗_{B0} B_0 → N ⊗_{B0} K → 0. Note that B_0 is a free B_0-module, hence it is a projective B_0-module and T or^{B0}_1 (N, B_0) = 0. Consequently, we obtain the exact sequence 0 → T or^{B0}_1 (N, K ) → N ⊗_{B0} Ω → N ⊗_{B0} B_0 → N ⊗_{B0} K → 0, and thus (6.5) is equivalent to (6.6) N ⊗_{B0} Ω → N ⊗_{B0} B_0 ≃ N is an injective map for any finitely generated B_0-module N.

Claim 6.5. If (6.6) holds for B_0-modules N_1 and N_2 and 0 → N_1 → N → N_2 → 0 is a short exact sequence of B_0-modules, then (6.6) holds for N.

Indeed, the proof is a diagram chasing similar to the proof of the 3x3-Lemma (see [45, Exer. 2.32]). Consider the commutative diagram N_1 ⊗_{B0} Ω^{α1}−→ N_1 ⊗_{B0} B_0 −→ N_1 ⊗_{B0} K −→ 0 ↓ β ↓ δ ↓ N ⊗_{B0} Ω^α−→ N ⊗_{B0} B_0 −→ N ⊗_{B0} K −→ 0 ↓ γ ↓ ↓ N_2 ⊗_{B0} Ω^{α2}−→ N_2 ⊗_{B0} B_0 −→ N_2 ⊗_{B0} K −→ 0 ↓ ↓ ↓ 0 0 0 Observe that Im(β) = Ker(γ), as the B_0-module Ω is flat. Then since α_1, α_2 and δ are injective, a simple diagram chasing implies that α is injective. This completes the proof of the Claim.

Using induction on the number of generators, Claim 6.5 implies that (6.6) holds for every finitely generated B_0-module precisely when (6.6) holds for every cyclic B_0-module N = B_0/I. Consider the short exact sequence 0 → I → B_0 → B_0/I → 0 of B_0-modules and the corresponding long exact sequence in homology

. . . → 0 = T or^{B0}_1 (B_0, K ) → T or^{B0}_1 (B_0/I, K ) → I ⊗_{B0} K →

(6.7) B_0 ⊗_{B0} K^∂−→(B_0/I) ⊗_{B0} K → 0,

where we have used that B_0 is a free B_0-module, hence it is a projective B_0-module and thus T or^{B0}_1 (B_0, K ) = 0. Since ∂ is an epimorphism, and B_0 ⊗_{B0} K is a K -vector space of dimension 1, we have the following two cases.

a) If (B_0/I) ⊗_{B0} K ≃ K then since B_0 ⊗_{B0} K ≃ K and ∂ is an epimorphism we can deduce that ∂ is an isomorphism. Furthermore, for every right B_0-module M we have M ⊗_{B0} K ≃ M ⊗_{B0} (B_0/Ω) ≃ M/MΩ, hence K ≃ (B_0/I) ⊗_{B0} K ≃ (B_0/I) ⊗_{B0} (B_0/Ω) ≃ B_0/(I + Ω), which implies B_0 ≠ I + Ω that, together with the fact that Ω is a maximal ideal (i.e. B_0-submodule of B_0 with B_0/Ω ≃ K ), implies I ⊆ Ω. Note that the long exact sequence (6.7) together with the fact that ∂ is injective imply T or^{B0}_1 (B_0/I, K ) ≃ I ⊗_{B0} K ≃ I ⊗_{B0} B_0/Ω ≃ I/IΩ. This last quotient is the zero module; in fact, if b ∈ I ⊆ Ω, then b ∈ ∑ 1≤i≤k(1 − egi )B0 for some g1, . . . , gk ∈ T . Hence be_{g1} . . . e_{gk} = 0 and b = b(1 − e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} ) ∈ bΩ ⊆ IΩ, that is, I ⊆ IΩ and so T or^{B0}_1 (B_0/I, K ) ≃ I/IΩ = 0. b) If (B_0/I) ⊗_{B0} K = 0 then, since, as above, (B_0/I) ⊗_{B0} K ≃ B_0/(I + Ω), we deduce that I ⊈ Ω and by the long exact sequence (6.7) there is a short exact sequence 0 → T or^{B0}_1 (B_0/I, K ) → I ⊗_{B0} K → K → 0. Since I ⊗_{B0} K ≃ I/IΩ we obtain

(6.8) dim_K (I/IΩ) = dim_K (I ⊗_{B0} K ) = 1 + dim_K T or^{B0}_1 (B_0/I, K ). On the other hand, I/(I ∩ Ω) ≃ (I + Ω)/Ω = B_0/Ω ≃ K , hence dim_K I/(I ∩ Ω) = 1.

Notice that I ∩ Ω = IΩ. Indeed, as in a) an element b ∈ I ∩ Ω can be written as b = b(1 − e_{g1} . . . e_{gk} ) ∈ IΩ, so that I ∩ Ω ⊆ IΩ, and thus I ∩ Ω = IΩ. It follows that dim_K I/IΩ =1 and by (6.8)

T or^{B0}_1 (B_0/I, K ) = 0. □ Theorem 6.6. Suppose that Δ is a connected component of the groupoid Γ(G) with finitely many vertices. Then K Δ is flat as a left K_{par} G-module.

Proof. As the proof is long we split it in several steps.

Step 1. In this step we prove that (6.9) Ker(λ_Δ) = K_{par} G(Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B) = (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B) K_{par} G.

Recall that λ_Δ([g]) = ∑ g^{−1} ∈C,C∈V_Δ (C, g) and that {(C, 1)}_{C∈VΔ} is a basis of λ_Δ(B) as K -vector space (by Lemma 4.2). Thus λ_Δ(B[g]) = V_g , where V_g is the K -subspace of K Δ spanned by {(C, g)}_{C∋g}−1_{,C∈VΔ} . Note that V_g ∩ ∑ t∈G,t≠g V_t = 0.

Suppose m = ∑ g∈G b_g[g] ∈ Ker(λ_Δ), where b_g ∈ B. Then 0 = ∑ g∈G λ_Δ(b_g[g]) ∈ ⊕_{g∈G}V_g , hence λ_Δ(b_g )λ_Δ([g]) = λ_Δ(b_g [g]) = 0 for every g ∈ G.

Then if λ_Δ(b_g) = ∑ i k_i(C_i, 1)

for some k_i ∈ K \ {0}, we have (C_i, 1)(C, g) = 0 for every C ∈ V_Δ such that g^{−1} ∈ C, hence C_i ≠ gC i.e. g ∉ C_i. Recall that λ_Δ(e_g ) = ∑ g∈C,C∈V_Δ (C, 1) and λ_Δ(1 − e_g ) = ∑ g∉C,C∈V_Δ (C, 1). Thus λ_Δ(b_g) ∈ λ_Δ(B(1 − e_g)), hence b_g ∈ B(1 − e_g) + (B ∩ Ker(λ_Δ)) and b_g[g] ∈ B(1 − e_g)[g] + (B ∩ Ker(λ_Δ))[g] = (B ∩ Ker(λ_Δ))[g], where we used that (1 − e_g )[g] = 0. Note that (B ∩ Ker(λ_Δ))[g] = [g](B ∩ Ker(λ_Δ)) for g ∈ G, hence (6.9) holds.

Step 2. As a consequence of Step 1, we shall show that there is a natural isomorphism − ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) ≃ − ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B).

For an arbitrary right K_{par} G-module M we have the well-defined map M ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ), m ⊗_B b → m ⊗_{Kpar G} b, which is clearly natural in M. For the inverse map note that K_{par} G = ⊕_{g∈G}[g]D_g−1 , where D_g−1 is the ideal of B generated by the element e_g−1 = [g^{−1}][g]. It follows by Step 1 that an arbitrary element x ∈ Ker(λ_Δ) can be uniquely written in the form x = ∑ g∈G [g]d_g−1 ∈ K_{par} G, (d_g−1 ∈ D_g−1 ∩ Ker(λ_Δ)). Then taking any m ∈ M, set m ⊗_{Kpar G} x → ∑ g∈G m[g] ⊗_B d_g−1 . This is a well-defined map M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) → M ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B), because for any h ∈ G, on the one hand we have (m[h], [g]d_g−1 ) → m[h][g] ⊗_B d_g−1 = m[h][g]e_g−1 ⊗_B d_g−1 = m[hg]e_g−1 ⊗_B d_g−1 = m[hg] ⊗_B e_g−1 d_g−1 = m[hg] ⊗_B d_g−1 , and on the other, [h][g]d_g−1 = [h][g]e_g−1 d_g−1 = [hg]e_g−1 d_g−1 = [hg]d_g−1 = [hg]e_{(hg)}−1 d_g−1 , so that (m, [h][g]d_g−1 ) → m[hg] ⊗_B e_{(hg)}−1 d_g−1 = m[hg]e_{(hg)}−1 ⊗_B d_g−1 = m[hg] ⊗_B d_g−1 . Clearly, the two maps are inverses to each other.

Step 3. We aim to show that λ_Δ(B) is flat as B-module, where we consider λ_Δ(B) as a left B-module via the restriction map λ_Δ|_B .

Let A be a vertex of Δ, let V_Δ = {g_1A, . . . , g_nA} (with g_1 = 1) and let H be the stabilizer of A. Recall from (4.3) that there is an isomorphism of algebras η : K Δ → M_n( K H), (g_iA, g) → E_{ji}(g^{−1}_j gg_i), where gg_iA = g_j A (and hence g^{−1}_j gg_i ∈ H). Via this isomorphism we identify λ_Δ(B) with the algebra of diagonal matrices with entries in K . Thus (6.10) λ_Δ(B) ≃ K_1 ⊕ . . . ⊕ K_n, where each K_i ≃ K as a vector space but we need to specify the B-action on K_i. For C = g_iA the element (C, 1) ∈ K Δ is identified with E_{ii}(1). Then K_i = E_{ii}( K ) and e_g ∈ B acts on K_i via λ_Δ, i.e., λ_Δ(e_g ) as an element of M_n( K H) is a diagonal matrix with diagonal (k_1, . . . , k_n) ∈ K^n and e_g acts on K_i as multiplication by k_i. Note that k_i = 1 if g ∈ g_iA and k_i = 0 if g ∉ g_iA.

Let B_i be the K -subalgebra of B generated by {e_g | g ∈ g_iA} and consider the epimorphism of K -algebras λ_i : B → B_i that sends e_g to e_g for g ∈ g_iA and sends e_g to 0 if g ∉ g_iA. Thus B_i acts trivially on K_i (i.e. each e_g for g ∈ g_iA acts as 1) and the B-action on K_i is via the epimorphism λ_i.

By (6.10) λ_Δ(B) is flat as B-module if and only if K_i is flat as B-module for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus it remains to show that − ⊗_B K_i is an exact functor for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Note that − ⊗_B K_i ≃ (− ⊗_B B_i) ⊗_{Bi} K . It suffices to show that both functors − ⊗_B B_i and − ⊗_{Bi} K are exact.

Note that for the inclusion j_i : B_i → B we have that λ_ij_i = id_{Bi} but j_i is not a homomorphism of B-modules, hence we cannot claim that B_i is projective as B-module, where the B-action is via λ_i.

Let ^B_i be the unital K -subalgebra of B generated by {e_g | g ∈ G \ g_iA}. Then ξ : B_i ⊗_K ^B_i → B, x ⊗ y → xy is an isomorphism of algebras and of right ^B_i-modules. Considering any right B-module also as a right ^B_i-module (by restricting the action of B to the subalgebra ^B_i) we can show that (6.11) − ⊗_B B_i ≃ − ⊗_{^Bi} K ,

where we view K as ^B_i-module with e_g acting as 0 for g ∈ G \ g_iA. Indeed, B ⊗_B B_i ≃ B_i and B ⊗_{^Bi} K ≃ B_i ⊗_K ^B_i ⊗_{^Bi} K ≃ B_i ⊗_K K ≃ B_i ≃ B ⊗_B B_i. Keeping in mind the involved actions on modules, one can directly check that the resulting isomorphism B ⊗_{^Bi} K → B ⊗_B B_i maps b ⊗_{^Bi} α to b ⊗_B α, where α ∈ K .

Since both tensor functors are right exact and commute with direct sums, using a free presentation of M as a B-module, we conclude that M ⊗_{^Bi} K ≃ M ⊗_B B_i, m ⊗_{^Bi} α → m ⊗_B α, for every right B-module M. Clearly this respects homomorphisms of right B-modules (i.e. it is natural in M), so that (6.11) follows.

By Lemma 6.4 both functors − ⊗_{Bi} K and − ⊗_{^Bi} K are exact, which completes the proof of Step 3. Step 4. In this step we complete the proof by showing that T or^{Kpar G}_1 (M, K Δ) = 0 for an arbitrary right K_{par} G-module M. Consider the short exact sequence of left K_{par} G-modules 0 → Ker(λ_Δ) → K_{par} G^{λΔ}−→ K Δ → 0 and the associated long exact sequence in homology . . . → T or^{Kpar G}_1 (M, Ker(λ_Δ)) → T or^{Kpar G}_1 (M, K_{par} G) → T or^{Kpar G}_1 (M, K Δ) →

M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K_{par} G → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ → 0. Since K_{par} G is a free K_{par} G-module, it is projective and, consequently, T or^{Kpar G}_1 (M, K_{par} G) = 0. Thus we obtain the exact sequence 0 → T or^{Kpar G} 1 (M, K Δ) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K_{par} G → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K Δ → 0. Hence the equality T or^{Kpar G}_1 (M, K Δ) = 0 is equivalent to the fact of M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K_{par} G ≃ M being an injective map. By Step 2 we have

(6.12) M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) ≃ M ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B). The short exact sequence of B-modules 0 → Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B → B → λ_Δ(B) → 0 gives rise to the associated long exact sequence in homology . . . → 0 = T or^B_1 (M, B) → T or^B_1 (M, λ_Δ(B)) → M ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B) → M ⊗_B B → M ⊗_B λ_Δ(B) → 0.

Keeping in mind the proof of Step 2, it is easy to see that the isomorphism (6.12) maps the kernel of M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K_{par} G onto the kernel of M ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B) → M ⊗_B B. Then T or^{Kpar G} 1 (M, K Δ) ≃ Ker ( M ⊗_{Kpar G} Ker(λ_Δ) → M ⊗_{Kpar G} K_{par} G ) ≃ Ker ( M ⊗_B (Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B) → M ⊗_B B ) ≃ T or^B_1 (M, λ_Δ(B)) = 0, where the last equality comes from the fact that by Step 3 λ_Δ(B) is a flat B-module. □

Corollary 6.7. (Corollary C) For any group G we have cd^{par}_K (G) ≥ cd_K (G). In particular, if char( K ) = p > 0 and G has p-torsion then cd^{par}_K (G) = cd_K (G) = ∞.

Proof. We give two proofs.

1. Suppose cd^{par}_K (G) = m < ∞. Let P : 0 → P_m → . . . → P_1 → P_0 → B → 0 be a projective resolution of the right K_{par} G-module B. By Theorem 6.6 applied for the connected component Δ of the groupoid Γ(G) with unique vertex G, i.e. K Δ = K G, we have that − ⊗_{Kpar G} K G is an exact functor. Note that B ⊗_{Kpar G} K G ≃ B ⊗_{Kpar G} W ≃ K , where W is defined before Theorem 4.4 where G acts trivially on K . The latter isomorphism is a particular case of Proposition 4.6. Then Q = P ⊗_{Kpar G} K G is an exact complex and since each P_i is projective as a K_{par} G-module, we have that P_i ⊗_{Kpar G} K G is a projective K G-module. Thus Q is a projective resolution of of length m of the trivial right K G-module B ⊗_{Kpar G} K G ≃ K , i.e. cd_K (G) ≤ m. 2. Suppose n = cd_K (G)

= max{n_0 | there is a K G − module U such that H^{n0} (G, U) ≠ 0} ≤ ∞.

Consider the connected component Δ of the groupoid Γ(G) with unique vertex G. Then by Theorem 4.13 applied to W = K H = K G, H^{n0}_{par}(G, U) ≃ H^{n0} (G, U) ≠ 0, hence cd^{par}_K (G) ≥ n_0 and so cd^{par}_K (G) ≥ n.

Finally, if char( K ) = p > 0 and G has p-torsion, let P be a cyclic subgroup of order p. Then cd_K (G) ≥ cd_K (P ). Note that there is a free resolution . . . → F_i → F_{i−1} → . . . → F_0 → K → 0 such that each F_i = K P and the differentials ∂_i : F_i → F_{i−1} for i ≥ 1 alternate between the two maps D and N , defined by D(λ) = λ(x − 1) and N(λ) = λ ∑ 0≤i≤p−1 x i, where x is a fixed generator of P . Then using this resolution to compute the (usual) cohomology of P with coefficients in the trivial K G-module K , we readily obtain that H^i(P, K ) = K for all i ≥ 0, and hence cd_K (P ) = ∞. □

Corollary 6.8. Let G be an infinite group. Then K G is finitely generated (actually cyclic) but not finitely presented as a K_{par} G-module via λ_Δ, where Δ is the connected component of the groupoid Γ(G) with unique vertex G.

Proof. We give two proofs.

1. The first proof is homological. By Proposition 6.2, K Δ = K G is not projective as a K_{par} G-module (via λ_Δ) and by Theorem 6.6, K Δ is flat as a K_{par} G-module. By [45, Thm. 3.56] a finitely presented flat module is projective, hence K G is not finitely presented as K_{par} G-module.

2. The second proof is ring theoretic and uses the proof of Theorem 6.6. By Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 6.6, Ker(λ_Δ) is finitely generated as K_{par} G-module if and only if Ker(λ_Δ) ∩ B is finitely generated as B-module. This is equivalent to λ_Δ(B) being finitely presented as B-module (via λ_Δ). If this is the case then by (6.10) from the proof of Step 3 of Theorem 6.6, K_1 is finitely presented as B-module. Note that in our case, using the notation of Step 3 of Theorem 6.6, n = 1, A = G and B = B_1, hence K_1 = K is the trivial B-module i.e. each e_g acts as 1. Then Ω the ideal of B generated by by all elements e_g − 1, g ∈ G, is finitely generated as a B-module, which contradicts the fact of G being infinite. □

7. Auxiliary facts on idempotents and cancellation In this section R is a unital associative ring.

Remark 7.1. Suppose that r_1e_1 + . . . + r_k e_k = 0, where e_1, . . . , e_k are idempotents that commute with each other. Then for each i = 1, 2, . . . , k we have that r_i ∈ Re_1 + · · · Re_{i−1} + Re_{i+1} + · · · + Re_k + R(1 − e_i).

In fact, r_i = r_ie_i + r_i(1 − e_i) = ∑ j≠i −r_j e_j + r_i(1 − e_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ k. These equalities may be arranged in a matrix form: if v_1 is the column vector (e_1, . . . , e_k)^t and b is the column vector (r_1(1 − e_1), . . . , r_k(1 − e_k))^t, then (7.1) (r_1, . . . , r_k)^t = Nv_1 + b, where N = (n_{i,j} ) is the k × k matrix which has entries n_{i,j} = −r_j if i ≠ j and n_{i,i} = 0.

The next result shows that there is an equality analogous to (7.1) involving a skew-symmetric matrix M. It will be needed in the next section for studying the left augmentation ideal IG when G = Z.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that r_1e_1 + . . . + r_ke_k = 0, where e_1, . . . , e_k are idempotents that commute with each other. Let v_1 be the column vector (e_1, . . . , e_k)^t. Then there are elements b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ R and a skew-symmetric matrix M ∈ M_k(R) (i.e. M^t = −M and all diagonal entries of M are 0) such that (r_1, . . . , r_k)^t = Mv_1 + b, where b is the matrix column (b_1(1 − e_1), . . . , b_k(1 − e_k))^t for some b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ R.

Proof. 1. Suppose first that k = 2, i.e., r_1e_1 = −r_2e_2. Then r_1 = r_1e_1 + r_1(1 − e_1) = −r_2e_2 + r_1(1 − e_1) and we have r_1 = −re_2 + b_1(1 − e_1) with r = r_2 and b_1 = r_1. Since (r_2 − re_1)e_2 = r_2e_2 − r_2e_2e_1 = 0 there is b_2 ∈ R such that r_2 = re_1 + b_2(1 − e_2).

Then we can set M = [ 0 −r r 0 ] . 2. The general case is obtained by induction on k. Suppose the result holds for k − 1. Note that r_1e_1(1 − e_k) + . . . + r_{k−1}e_{k−1}(1 − e_k) = (r_1e_1 + . . . + r_{k−1}e_{k−1})(1 − e_k) = −r_ke_k(1 − e_k) = 0 and that e_1(1−e_k), . . . , e_{k−1}(1−e_k) are idempotents that commute with each other. Then by the inductive hypothesis there is a skew-symmetric matrix M_0 ∈ M_{k−1}(R) and ~b_1, . . . ,~b_{k−1} ∈ R such that (r_1, . . . , r_{k−1})^t =

M_0(e_1(1 − e_k), . . . , e_{k−1}(1 − e_k))^t + (~b_1(1 − e_1(1 − e_k)), . . . ,~b_{k−1}(1 − e_{k−1}(1 − e_k)))^t.

Then r_ke_k = −(r_1, . . . , r_{k−1})(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^t = −(M_0(e_1(1 − e_k), . . . , e_{k−1}(1 − e_k))^t)^t(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^t −(~b_1(1 − e_1(1 − e_k)), . . . ,~b_{k−1}(1 − e_{k−1}(1 − e_k)))(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^t.

Then by multiplying the above equality on the right with e_k we deduce that r_ke_k = r_ke^2_k = −(M_0(e_1(1 − e_k), . . . , e_{k−1}(1 − e_k))^t)^t(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^te_k −(~b_1(1 − e_1(1 − e_k)), . . . ,~b_{k−1}(1 − e_{k−1}(1 − e_k)))(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^te_k = −(~b_1(1 − e_1(1 − e_k)), . . . ,~b_{k−1}(1 − e_{k−1}(1 − e_k)))(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^te_k = −(~b_1e_k, . . . ,~b_{k−1}e_k)(e_1, . . . , e_{k−1})^t = −~b_1e_1e_k − . . . − ~b_{k−1}e_{k−1}e_k, hence (r_k + ~b_1e_1 + . . . + ~b_{k−1}e_{k−1})e_k = 0 and so r_k + ~b_1e_1 + . . . + ~b_{k−1}e_{k−1} ∈ R(1 − e_k). Then there is b ∈ R such that r_k = −~b_1e_1 − . . . − ~b_{k−1}e_{k−1} + b(1 − e_k). Finally we can define M ∈ M_k(R) in the following way:

the last row is (−~b_1e_1, . . . , −~b_{k−1}e_{k−1}, 0), the last column is (~b_1e_1, . . . ,~b_{k−1}e_{k−1}, 0)^t and if we delete from M the last row and the last column we are left with M_0(1 − e_k). Then (r_1, . . . , r_k)^t = M(e_1, . . . , e_k)^t + (~b_1(1 − e_1), . . . ,~b_{k−1}(1 − e_{k−1}), b(1 − e_k))^t and it suffices to set b_i = ~b_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and b_k = b. □ 8. The structure of the left augmentation ideal IG for G = Z 8.1. Some remarks on the general case. From now on R = K_{par} G. Recall that R is a K -vector space with a generating set e_{g1} e_{g1 g2} . . . e_{g1 ...gn} #g_1 . . . g_n, (n ≥ 1), and that IG is the kernel of the augmentation map ε : R → B which is given by ε(e_{g1} e_{g1 g2} . . . e_{g1 ...gn} #g_1 . . . g_n) = e_{g1} e_{g1g2} . . . e_{g1...gn} . Thus IG is generated as a K -vector space by {f_{g1,...,gn} }_{n≥1,g1,...,gn∈G}, where f_{g1,...,gn} = e_{g1} e_{g1 g2} . . . e_{g1...gn} #g_1 . . . g_n − e_{g1} e_{g1 g2} . . . e_{g1 ...gn} #1. We have the following product formula: (b_1#g_1)(b_2#g_2) = b_1[g_1]b_2[g^{−1}_1 ]#g_1g_2 where b_1 ∈ Be_{g1} , b_2 ∈ Be_{g2} .

Lemma 8.1. IG is a left R-module generated by {f_g}_{g∈G\1}. Proof. It suffices to apply the relation below many times and use induction on n f_{g1,...,gn} = (e_{g1} #g_1)f_{g2,...,gn} + (e_{g1g2} e_{g1 g2 g3} . . . e_{g1 ...gn} #1)f_{g1} . □ Observe that (8.1) (e_{g1} #g_1)f_{g2} + (e_{g1 g2} #1)f_{g1} − (e_{g1} #1)f_{g1g2} = 0 for all g_1, g_2 ∈ G and (8.2) ((e_g − 1)#1)f_g = 0 for all g ∈ G. Lemma 8.2. a) There is an isomorphism of left B-modules IG = ⊕_{g∈G\{1}}Bf_g ≃ ⊕_{g∈G\{1}}Be_g . In particular, IG is a projective left B-module;

b) IG is a left R-module via the multiplication in R, moreover, [g_1]f_{g2} = e_{g1} f_{g1 g2} − e_{g1g2} f_{g1} ;

c) for every g ∈ G the set ~X_g = {e_hf_{hg} − e_{hg}f_h}_{h∈G} generates Rf_g as a left B-module and Rf_g = Rf_g−1 .

Proof. a), b) Identifying [g_1] with e_{g1} #g_1 and e_g with e_g #1, we have by (8.1) that (8.3) [g_1]f_{g2} = e_{g1} f_{g1 g2} − e_{g1g2} f_{g1} . Hence IG is a left B-module generated by {f_g}_{g∈G\{1}} and IG = ∑ g∈G\{1} Bf_g = ⊕_{g∈G\{1}}Bf_g, and we have an isomorphism of left B-modules Bf_g ≃ B/B(1−e_g), observing that B(1−e_g) is the annihilator of f_g in B. Thus IG as a B-module is isomorphic to ⊕_{g∈G\{1}}B/B(1 − e_g) ≃ ⊕_{g∈G\{1}}Be_g, which is a projective B-module, since B = B(1 − e_g ) ⊕ Be_g .

c) By (8.3) Rf_g = Bf_g + ∑ h∈G\{1} B(e_hf_{hg} − e_{hg}f_h) =

Bf_g + Bf_g−1 + ∑ g_1 ,g_2∈G\{1},g^{−1}_2 g_1 =g

B(e_{g2} f_{g1} − e_{g1} f_{g2} ) =

Bf_g−1 + ∑ h∈G\{1} B(e_{hg}−1 f_h − e_hf_{hg}−1 ) = Rf_g−1 , where f_1 = 0, e_1 = 1 and the latter equality is obtained from the first one taking g^{−1} instead of g. Note that f_g = e_1f_g − e_gf_1 and so ~X_g = {e_hf_{hg} − e_{hg}f_h}_{h∈G} = {f_g} ∪ {e_hf_{hg} − e_{hg}f_h}_{h∈G\{1}} generates Rf_g as a left B-module. □ 8.2. The case G = Z.

Let G = Z = ⟨g⟩. Write f_i for f_gi = e_gi #g^i − e_gi #1 and e_i for e_gi . Thus e_0 = 1, f_0 = 0 and the basic relations (8.1) and (8.2) are (8.4) e_if_{i+j} = e_{i+j} f_i + (e_i#g^i)f_j , and (e_i − 1)f_i = 0 for i, j ∈ Z. Lemma 8.3. For each i ∈ Z, i ≠ 0, the annihilator of f_i in R is R(1 − e_i).

Proof. The inclusion ann_R(f_i) ⊇ R(1 − e_i) obviously follows from (8.4). For the opposite inclusion take an arbitrary λ ∈ ann_R(f_i) and write λ = m∑ j=−l b_j [g^j ]

with b_j ∈ B and m, l ≥ 0. We apply induction on l + m. For l = 0 = m we have λ = b ∈ B and 0 = λf_i = b([g^i] − e_i) implies b[g^i] = 0 = be_i, hence λ = b ∈ B(1 − e_i) ⊆ R(1 − e_i), as required.

Assume now that l + m > 0. Then 0 = m∑ j=−l b_j [g^j ]f_i = m∑ j=−l b_j [g^j ](e_i[g^i] − e_i) = m∑ j=−l b_j [g^j ]([g^i] − e_i) = m∑ j=−l b_j e_j [g^{i+j} ] − m∑ j=−l b_j e_{i+j} [g^j ].

Without loss of generality we can assume that i > 0. Since R = ⊕_{t∈G}B[t], the above equality implies that b_me_m[g^{i+m}] = 0. Hence b_me_m ∈ {b ∈ B | b[g^{i+m}] = 0} = B(1 − e_{i+m}), thus b_m ∈ B(1 − e_{i+m}). Then b_m[g^m] ∈ B(1 − e_{i+m})[g^m] = B[g^m](1 − e_i) ⊆ R(1 − e_i) and λ_0 = λ − b_m[g^m] = m−1∑ j=−l b_j [g^j ] ∈ ann_R(f_i) = {r ∈ R | rf_i = 0}. By induction λ_0 ∈ R(1 − e_i), hence λ = λ_0 + b_m[g^m] ⊆ R(1 − e_i). □

Note that IG = ⊕_{i∈Z\{0}}Bf_i ⊆ R = ⊕_{i∈Z}B(e_i#g^i), where Bf_i ≃ B/B(e_i − 1) and Rf_i = Rf_{−i}. Define for k ≥ 1 V_k = Rf_1 + . . . + Rf_k = Rf_{−1} + . . . + Rf_{−k} ⊂ IG and hence, using (8.4), we have Rf_j = ∑ i∈Z B(e_i#g^i)f_j = Bf_j + ∑ i∈Z\{0} B(e_if_{i+j} − e_{i+j} f_i). Note that V_k has a generating set X_k as a B-module, where X_k = {±(e_if_{i+j} − e_{i+j} f_i)}_{1≤j≤k,i∈Z} ⊃ {±f_1, . . . , ±f_k, ±f_{−1}, . . . , ±f_{−k}}. Obviously the above definition will work if we remove the formally unnecessary sign ± but we prefer to keep it for symmetry.

We have a natural order in {f_i}_{i∈Z} : f_{i1} < f_{i2} if |i_1| < |i_2| and f_{−i} < f_i for i > 0. For a non-zero element v = ∑ i b_if_i, where b_i ∈ B, we define the leading term as b_{i0} f_{i0} where f_{i0} is maximal with b_{i0} f_{i0} ≠ 0 and we call b_{i0} a leading coefficient. Note that any element of b_{i0} + B(1 − e_{i0} ) is a leading coefficient of v since B(1 − e_{i0} ) is the annihilator of f_{i0} in B. We call f_{i0} the degree of v with respect to {f_i} and write f_{i0} = deg(v). The support supp (v) of the non-zero element v is the set of all f_i for which b_if_i ≠ 0. Lemma 8.4. If v ∈ V_k \ {0} has degree f_s with |s| ≥ k + 1 then any leading coefficient of v with respect to {f_i} belongs to I, where

a) I = Be_{s−1} + . . . + Be_{s−k} + B(1 − e_s) if s > 0; b) I = Be_{s+1} + . . . + Be_{s+k} + B(1 − e_s) if s < 0.

Proof.

Claim 8.5. If v = ∑ i b_ix_i, where each b_i ∈ B, x_i ∈ X_k, f_{s0} = max{f_j | f_j ∈ ∪_isupp(x_i)} and f_{s0} ∉ supp(v), i.e. f_{s0} > f_s, then there is a decomposition v = ∑ i ~b_i ~x_i with ~b_i ∈ B, ~x_i ∈ X_k and f_{s1} = max{f_j | f_j ∈ ∪_isupp(~x_i)} < f_{s0} . Applying Claim 8.5 several times we obtain Claim 8.6. If v ∈ V_k \ {0} then we can write v = ∑ i b_ix_i, where each b_i ∈ B, x_i ∈ X_k and max{f_j | f_j ∈ ∪_isupp(x_i)} = f_s = deg(v). Note that Lemma 8.4 easily follows from Claim 8.6. Indeed, if s > 0, then the leading term of v is of the form be_if_{i+j} , b ∈ B, i + j = s, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, hence e_i ∈ {e_{s−k}, . . . , e_{s−1}}. Recalling that the leading coefficient is given modulo B(1 − e_s), we obtain a). Case b) is symmetric.

Proof of Claim 8.5. We arrange the indexes of x_i so that f_{s0} ∈ supp(x_i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d and f_{s0} ∉ supp(x_i) for i > d. Thus x_j = e_{ij} f_{s0} −e_{s0} f_{ij} for 1 ≤ j ≤ d and f_{s0} is greater than the degree of ~v, where ~v = ∑ d+1≤j bj xj , and v = b_1(e_{i1} f_{s0} − e_{s0} f_{i1} ) + . . . + b_d(e_{id} f_{s0} − e_{s0} f_{id} ) + ~v.

Since f_{s0} ∉ supp(v) we have that ∑ 1≤j≤d bj eij fs0 = 0, i.e., ∑ 1≤j≤d bj eij ∈ annB(fs0 ) = B(1 − es0 ), which means that for some ^b ∈ B we have b_1e_{i1} + . . . + b_de_{id} + ^b(1 − e_{s0} ) = 0.

Then by Lemma 7.2 there exist some skew-symmetric (d + 1) × (d + 1)-matrix M = (m_{j,t}) with coefficients in B and b̄_1, . . . , b̄_{d+1} ∈ B such that (8.5) (b_1, . . . , b_d,^b)^t = M(e_{i1} , . . . , e_{id} , 1 − e_{s0} )^t + (b̄_1(1 − e_{i1} ), . . . , b̄_d(1 − e_{ik} ), b̄_{d+1}e_{s0} )^t. Note that v = ( ∑ 1≤j≤d b_j e_{ij} )f_{s0} − e_{s0} ( ∑ 1≤j≤d b_j f_{ij} ) + ~v = −e_{s0} ( ∑ 1≤j≤d b_j f_{ij} ) + ~v. Then it follows by (8.5), using (1 − e_{s0} )e_{s0} = 0, (1 − e_{ij} )f_{ij} = 0, that e_{s0} ∑ 1≤j≤d b_j f_{ij} = e_{s0} ∑ 1≤j≤d ∑ 1≤t≤d m_{j,t}e_{it} f_{ij} .

Since m_{j,j} = 0 and m_{j,t} = −m_{t,j} we deduce that e_{s0} ∑ 1≤j≤d b_j f_{ij} = e_{s0} ∑ 1≤j<t≤d m_{j,t}(e_{it} f_{ij} − e_{ij} f_{it} ) and hence we have a new decomposition v = −e_{s0} ( ∑ 1≤j≤d b_j f_{ij} ) + ~v = −e_{s0} ∑ 1≤j<t≤d m_{j,t}(e_{it} f_{ij} − e_{ij} f_{it} ) + ~v

(8.6) ∈ ∑ 1≤j<t≤d B(e_{it} f_{ij} − e_{ij} f_{it} ) + ~v. Note that since T_k = {e_{i1} f_{s0} −e_{s0} f_{i1} , . . . , e_{id} f_{s0} −e_{s0} f_{id} } ⊆ X_k with f_{s0} maximal element among the supports of the elements of T_k then either 1. s_0 ≥ k + 1, {i_1, . . . , i_d} ⊆ {s_0 − k, . . . , s_0 − 1}; or 2. s_0 ≤ −k − 1, {i_1, . . . , i_d} ⊆ {s_0 + 1, . . . , s_0 + k}. In both cases {e_{it} f_{ij} − e_{ij} f_{it} }_{1≤j<t≤d} ⊆ X_k. This together with the new decomposition (8.6) completes the proof of Claim 8.5. □ Proposition 8.7.

V_{k+1}/V_k ≃ R/(R(1 − e_{k+1}) + ∑ 1≤i≤k Re_i). Proof. Note that V_{k+1}/V_k is a cyclic R-module, thus V_{k+1}/V_k ≃ R/J_k, where J_k is the left ideal of R defined by J_k := {r ∈ R | rf_{k+1} ∈ V_k}. To prove the proposition we will show that (8.7) J_k = R(1 − e_{k+1}) + ∑ 1≤i≤k Re_i. The easy part is the inclusion R(1 − e_{k+1}) + ∑ 1≤i≤k Rei ⊆ Jk that is equivalent to 1 − ek+1, e1, . . . , ek ∈ Jk. To see this, note by (8.2) that (1 − e_{k+1})f_{k+1} = 0 and using (8.3), for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, (8.8) e_if_{k+1} = [g^i][g^{−i}]f_{k+1} = [g^i](e_{−i}f_{k+1−i} − e_{k+1−i}f_{−i}) ∈ R(e_{−i}f_{k+1−i} − e_{k+1−i}f_{−i}) ⊆ ∑ −k≤j≤k Rf_j = V_k . Thus to complete the proof of the proposition it remains to be shown that J_k ⊆ R(1 − e_{k+1}) + ∑ 1≤i≤k Rei. Let λ ∈ J_k. By the the structure of R = K_{par} G we have a decomposition (8.9) λ = ∑ i b_i(e_i#g^i) ∈ R, where b_i ∈ B. Hence, using again (8.3), (8.10) v = λf_{k+1} = ∑ i b_i((e_i#g^i)f_{k+1}) = ∑ i b_i(e_if_{k+1+i} − e_{k+1+i}f_i).

If v = 0 then λ ∈ ann_R(f_{k+1}) = R(1 − e_{k+1}) in view of Lemma 8.3. Suppose now that v ≠ 0 and let f_s be the degree of v with respect to {f_i}. Case 1. Suppose |s| ≤ k. Then (8.11) v = λf_{k+1} ∈ ∑ −k≤i≤k Bf_i ⊆ V_k. We decompose λ = λ_1 + λ_2 + λ_3, where λ_1 = ∑ i<−k b_i(e_i#g^i), λ_2 = ∑ −k≤i≤−1 b_i(e_i#g^i) and λ_3 = ∑ i≥0 b_i(e_i#g^i).

Note that by (8.10) and f_0 = 0 we have v_1 := λ_1f_{k+1} ∈ ∑ j<0 Bf_j , v_2 := λ_2f_{k+1} ∈ ∑ −k≤j≤k Bf_j and v_3 := λ_3f_{k+1} ∈ ∑ j>0 Bf_j . Then by (8.11) and the fact that v = v_1 + v_2 + v_3 we deduce that v_1 ∈ ∑ −k≤j<0 Bf_j and v_3 ∈ ∑ 0<j≤k Bf_j , i.e.

v_1 = λ_1f_{k+1} = ∑ i<−k b_i(e_if_{k+1+i} − e_{k+1+i}f_i) ∈ ∑ −k≤j<0 Bf_j and so v_1 = ∑ t<0 a_tf_t where a_t = −b_te_{k+1+t} + b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1} for t < −k and a_t = b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1} for −k ≤ t < 0. Then (8.12) (−b_te_{k+1+t} + b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1})f_t = 0 for t < −k. Hence −b_te_{k+1+t} + b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1} ∈ B(1 − e_t) and by multiplying with e_t we get (8.13) b_te_te_{k+1+t} = b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1}e_t for t < −k. Since only finitely many b_t can be non-zero we deduce from (8.13) that (8.14) b_te_te_{k+1+t} = 0 for t < −k. Note that (8.14) is equivalent to (8.15) b_te_t ∈ B(1 − e_{k+1+t}) for t < −k. Therefore for t < −k b_te_t#g^t = b_te_te_t#g^t ∈ B(1 − e_{k+1+t})e_t#g^t = B(1 − e_{k+1+t})[g^t] = B[g^t](1 − e_{k+1}), hence (8.16) λ_1 ∈ R(1 − e_{k+1}). Similar calculations can be done for λ_3 to show that (8.17) λ_3 ∈ R(1 − e_{k+1}). For completeness we give the details. Recall that (8.18) v_3 = λ_3f_{k+1} = ∑ i≥0 b_i(e_if_{k+1+i} − e_{k+1+i}f_i) ∈ ∑ 0<j≤k Bf_j and so v_3 = ∑ t>0 c_tf_t, where c_t = −b_te_{k+1+t} + b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1} for t > k and c_t = −b_te_{k+1+t} for 0 < t ≤ k. Then by (8.18) (8.19) (−b_te_{k+1+t} + b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1})f_t = 0 for t > k. Hence −b_te_{k+1+t} + b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1} ∈ B(1 − e_t) and by multiplying with e_t we get (8.20) b_te_te_{k+1+t} = b_{t−k−1}e_{t−k−1}e_t for t > k.

Since only finitely many b_t can be non-zero we deduce from (8.20) that (8.21) b_te_te_{k+1+t} = 0 for t ≥ 0. Note that (8.21) is equivalent to (8.22) b_te_t ∈ B(1 − e_{k+1+t}) for t ≥ 0. Then for t ≥ 0 b_te_t#g^t = b_te_te_t#g^t ∈ B(1 − e_{k+1+t})e_t#g^t = B(1 − e_{k+1+t})[g^t] = B[g^t](1 − e_{k+1}).

This implies (8.17).

Finally since [g^i]e_{−i} = [g^i] we have that (8.23) λ_2 = ∑ −k≤i≤−1 b_i(e_i#g^i) ∈ ∑ −k≤i≤−1 B[g^i] = ∑ −k≤i≤−1 B[g^i]e_{−i} ⊆ ∑ 1≤j≤k Re_j . Then by (8.16), (8.17) and (8.23) we obtain that λ = λ_1 + λ_2 + λ_3 ∈ R(1 − e_{k+1}) + ∑ 1≤j≤k Re_j . Case 2. Suppose |s| ≥ k + 1, recalling that f_s is the degree of v. We can assume that s ≥ k + 1, the case s ≤ −k − 1 is similar.

Recall that λ = ∑ i b_ie_i#g^i = ∑ i b_i[g^i]. Denote by c the highest i for which b_i[g^i] ≠ 0. Then by (8.10) there are two posibilities:

1) b_ce_cf_{k+1+c} ≠ 0 and f_{k+1+c} is the degree of v = λf_{k+1}, i.e., k + 1 + c = s; 2) b_ce_cf_{k+1+c} = 0.

If 1) holds the leading term of v is b_{s−k−1}e_{s−k−1}f_s and b_{s−k−1}e_{s−k−1} is a leading coefficient of v, so b_{s−k−1}e_{s−k−1} ≠ 0. By Lemma 8.4 e_{s−k−1}b_{s−k−1} ∈ Be_{s−k} + . . . + Be_{s−1} + B(1 − e_s). Then by Remark 7.1 b_{s−k−1} ∈ Be_{s−k} + . . . + Be_{s−1} + B(1 − e_s) + B(1 − e_{s−k−1}) and b_{s−k−1}(e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1}) ∈ (Be_{s−k} + . . . + Be_{s−1} + B(1 − e_s) + B(1 − e_{s−k−1}))(e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1}) = (Be_{s−k} + . . . + Be_{s−1} + B(1 − e_s))(e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1}) = (8.24) (e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1})(Be_1 + . . . + Be_k + B(1 − e_{k+1})). Then since (1 − e_{k+1})f_{k+1} = 0 we have (e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1})(Be_1 + . . . + Be_k + B(1 − e_{k+1}))f_{k+1} = (8.25) (e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1})(Be_1 + . . . + Be_k)f_{k+1} ⊆ V_k, since by (8.8) (8.26) (Be_1 + . . . + Be_k)f_{k+1} ⊆ V_k. Then by (8.24) and (8.25) we have (8.27) b_{s−k−1}(e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1})f_{k+1} ∈ V_k . Finally for ~λ = λ − b_{s−k−1}e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1} = λ − b_ce_c#g^c ∈ R we have by (8.27) ~λ · f_{k+1} = v − b_{s−k−1}(e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1}) · f_{k+1} ∈ V_k and by (8.9) supp_G(~λ) = supp_G(λ) \ {b_{s−k−1}e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1}} has strictly fewer elements than supp_G(λ), where we define the support with respect to G as supp_G( ∑ i b_ie_i#g^i) = {b_ie_i#g^i | b_ie_i#g^i ≠ 0}.

Note that supp_G should not be confused with supp used in the proof of Lemma 8.4. Then by induction on the number of elements in supp_G(λ), where supp_G(0) has 0 elements, we have that supp_G(~λ) ⊆ Re_1 + . . . + Re_k + R(1 − e_{k+1}), hence, in view of (8.24), supp_G(λ) = supp_G(~λ) ∪ {b_{s−k−1}e_{s−k−1}#g^{s−k−1}} ⊆ Re_1 + . . . + Re_k + R(1 − e_{k+1}) and so λ ∈ Re_1 + . . . + Re_k + R(1 − e_{k+1}).

If 2) holds then b_ce_c ∈ ann_B (f_{k+1+c}) = B(1 − e_{k+1+c}) and hence b_c[g^c] = b_ce_c[g^c] ∈ B(1 − e_{k+1+c})[g^c] = B[g^c](1 − e_{k+1}) ⊆ R(1 − e_{k+1}).

Thus for ~λ = λ − b_ce_c#g^c we have

~λf_{k+1} = λf_{k+1} − b_ce_c#g^cf_{k+1} = v − b_c[g^c]f_{k+1} ∈ v − R(1 − e_{k+1})f_{k+1} = v − 0 = v ∈ V_k , and we can continue as in the last paragraph of 1).

It follows from Case 1 and Case 2 that J_k ⊆ R(1 − e_{k+1}) + ∑ 1≤j≤k Re_j , completing the proof. □ Lemma 8.8. Let G ≠ 1 be a group and R = K_{par} G. Then

a) IG is not a free left R-module, b) K_{par} G has the invariant basis number (IBN) property i.e. ( K_{par} G)^n ≃ ( K_{par} G)^m as left K_{par} Gmodules implies that n = m.

Proof. a) Consider K as a right B-module via the epimorphism of K -algebras B → K that sends e_g to 0 for every g ∈ G \ {1} and sends e_1 = 1 to 1. We view R as a left B-module via the multiplication in R. Note that K ⊗_B K_{par} G = K ⊗_B (⊕_{g∈G}Be_g[g]) ≃ ⊕_{g∈G}( K ⊗_B Be_g [g]) = ⊕_{g∈G}( K e_g ⊗_B B[g]) = K e_1 ⊗_B B[1] = K ⊗_B B = K .

Thus for every non-zero left free R-module F we have K ⊗_B F ≠ 0.

We will show that K ⊗_B IG = 0, which implies that IG is not a free R-module. Recall that by Lemma 8.2 IG = ⊕_{g∈G\{1}}Bf_g. Then using that (1 − e_g)f_g = 0 we have K ⊗_B IG = K ⊗_B (⊕_{g∈G\{1}}Bf_g) ≃ ⊕_{g∈G\{1}} K ⊗_B Bf_g = ⊕_{g∈G\{1}} K ⊗_B Be_gf_g = ⊕_{g∈G\{1}} K e_g ⊗_B Bf_g = 0. b) Suppose that ( K_{par} G)^n ≃ ( K_{par} G)^m as left K_{par} G-modules and recall that by part a) K ⊗_B K_{par} G ≃ K . Then there is an isomorphism of K -vector spaces K^n ≃ K ⊗_B ( K_{par} G)^n ≃ K ⊗_B ( K_{par} G)^m ≃ K^m , and hence n = m. □ Theorem 8.9. Let G = Z and R = K_{par} G. Then IG = ∪_{k≥1}V_k such that each V_k is a projective R-module and IG ≃ ⊕_{k≥1}P_k where P_k = V_k/V_{k−1} is a projective left R-module and V_0 = 0. In particular IG is a projective R-module, hence cd^{par}_K (Z) = 1. Furthermore, IG is not a finitely generated R-module and it is not a free left R-module. Proof. Note that V_1 = Rf_1 ≃ R/R(1 − e_1) and by Proposition 8.7, V_{k+1}/V_k ≃ R/(Re_1 + . . . + Re_k + R(1 − e_{k+1})). Then by Lemma 2.6, V_1 and each P_{k+1} = V_{k+1}/V_k is a projective R-module, and therefore the short exact sequence of R-modules 0 → V_k → V_{k+1} → P_{k+1} → 0, where V_0 = 0, splits i.e V_{k+1} ≃ V_k ⊕ P_{k+1}. Thus IG = ∪_{k≥1}V_k ≃ ⊕_{k≥1}P_k is a projective R-module.

We note that if IG is a finitely generated R-module, say by a set T , then for some V_k we have that T ⊆ V_k. Thus IG = V_k and V_{k+1} = V_k, a contradiction with V_{k+1}/V_k ≃ R/(Re_1 + . . . + Re_k + R(1 − e_{k+1})) ≠ 0. □ Acknowledgments

The authors thank the anonymous referee for the useful comments. This work was supported by the São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) [ 2020/16594-0 to M. D., 2018/23690-6 to D. H. K.], and the National Council for Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq) [ 306583/2016-0 and 309469/2019-8 to M. M. A., 312683/2021-9 to M. D. and 305457/2021-7 to D. H. K. ].

References

[1] E. R. Alvares, M. M. Alves, M. J. Redondo, Cohomology of partial smash products, J. Algebra, 482 (2017), 2014–223. [2] M. M. S. Alves, E. Batista, J Vercruysse, Partial representations of Hopf algebras, J. Algebra, 426 (2015), 137 – 187. [3] M. M. S. Alves, E. Batista, J. Vercruysse, Dilations of partial representations of Hopf algebras, J. London Math. Soc., 100 (2019), 273–300.

[4] P. Ara, R. Exel, Dynamical systems associated to separated graphs, graph algebras, and paradoxical decompositions, Advances Math., 252 (2014), 748-804.

[5] P. Ara, R. Exel, T. Katsura, Dynamical systems of type (m, n) and their C^∗-algebras, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems, 33 (2013), No. 5, 1291–1325.

[6] P. Ara, M. Lolk, Convex subshifts, separated Bratteli diagrams, and ideal structure of tame separated graph algebras, Advances Math., 328, (2018), 367–435.

[7] E. Batista, A. D. M. Mortari, M. M. Teixeira, Cohomology for partial actions of Hopf algebras, J. Algebra, 528 (2019), 339–380.

[8] V. Beuter, D. Gonçalves, The interplay between Steinberg algebras and partial skew rings, J. Algebra, 497, (2018), 337–362. [9] J.-C. Birget, The Groups of Richard Thompson and Complexity, Internat. J. Algebra Comput., 14 (2004), Nos. 5& 6, 569–626.

[10] K. Brown, Cohomology of groups, Springer-Verlag, 1982.

[11] S. Caenepeel, K. Janssen, Partial (co)actions of Hopf algebras and partial Hopf-Galois theory, Comm. Algebra 36 (2008), no. 8 , 2923 – 2946.

[12] L. O. Clark, C. Farthing, A. Sims, M. Tomforde, A groupoid generalisation of Leavitt path algebras, Semigroup Forum, 89 (2014), 501–517.

[13] C. Cornock, V. Gould, Proper restriction semigroups and partial actions, J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 216 (2012), 935–949. [14] T. Coulbois, Partial actions of groups on relational structures: a connection between model theory and profinite topology, In: Semigroups, Algorithms, Automata and Languages, World Scientific, Singapore, 2002, 349 – 361.

[15] P. Demeneghi, The ideal structure of Steinberg algebras, Advances Math., 352, (2019), 777–835. [16] M. Dokuchaev, Recent developments around partial actions, São Paulo J. Math. Sci., 13, (1), (2019), 195–247. [17] M. Dokuchaev, R. Exel, Associativity of crossed products by partial actions, enveloping actions and partial representations, Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 357, (2005), 1931–1952.

[18] M. Dokuchaev, R. Exel, Partial actions and subshifts, J. Funct. Analysis, 272 (2017), 5038–5106. [19] M. Dokuchaev, R. Exel, P. Piccione, Partial representations and partial group algebras, J. Algebra, 226 (2000), (1), 251–268.

[20] M. Dokuchaev, M. Khrypchenko, Partial cohomology of groups, J. Algebra, 427 (2015), 142–182. [21] M. Dokuchaev, M. Khrypchenko, J. J. Simón, Globalization of group cohomology in the sense of Alvares-Alves-Redondo, J. Algebra, 546 (2020), 604–640.

[22] M. Dokuchaev, H. G. G. de Lima, H. Pinedo, Partial representations and their domains, Rocky Mountain J. Math., 47, (8) (2017), 2565–2604.

[23] M. Dokuchaev, N. Sambonet, Schur’s theory for partial projective representations, Israel J. Math., 232 (2019), (1), pp 373–399.

[24] M. Dokuchaev, N. Zhukavets, On finite degree partial representations of groups, J. Algebra, 274 (2004), (1), 309–334. [25] R. Exel, Twisted partial actions: a classification of regular C^∗-algebraic bundles, Proc. London Math. Soc., 74 (1997), (3), 417–443.

[26] R. Exel, Amenability for Fell Bundles, J. Reine Angew. Math. 492 (1997), 41–73.

[27] R. Exel, Partial actions of groups and actions of inverse semigroups, Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 126 (1998), (12), 3481–3494. [28] R. Exel, Partial Dynamical Systems, Fell Bundles and Applications, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 224, American Mathematical Society, 2017.

[29] R. Exel, M. Laca, Cuntz–Krieger Algebras for Infinite Matrices, J. Reine Angew. Math. 512 (1999), 119–172. [30] R. Exel, M. Laca, Partial dynamical systems and the KMS condition, Comm. Math. Phys., 232 (2003), (2), 223–277. [31] R. Exel, B. Steinberg, Representations of the inverse hull of a 0-left cancellative semigroup, arXiv:1802.06281. [32] R. Exel, B. Steinberg, Subshift semigroups, arXiv:1908.08315.

[33] D. Gonçalves, D. Royer, Infinite alphabet edge shift spaces via ultragraphs and their C^∗-algebras, Int. Math. Res. Notices, 2019, Issue 7, 2019, 2177–2203.

[34] R. Hazrat, H. Li, Graded Steinberg algebras and partial actions, J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 222, No. 12, (2018), (12), 3946– 3967.

[35] J. Hu, J. Vercruysse, Geometrically partial actions, Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 373, No. 6, (2020), 4085 – 4143. [36] J. Kellendonk, M. V. Lawson, Tiling semigroups, J. Algebra, 224 (2000), 140–150.

[37] J. Kellendonk, M. V. Lawson, Partial actions of groups, Internat. J. Algebra Comput., 14 (2004), (1), 87–114. [38] M. Kennedy, C. Schafhauser, Noncommutative boundaries and the ideal structure of reduced crossed products, Duke Math.

J., 168 (17) (2019), 3215–3260.

[39] G. Kudryavtseva, Partial monoid actions and a class of restriction semigroups, J. Algebra, 429 (2015), 342–370. [40] G. Kudryavtseva, Two-Sided Expansions of Monoids, Int. J. Algebra Comput., 29, (2019), (8), 1467–1498. [41] D. Milan, B. Steinberg, On inverse semigroup C^∗-algebras and crossed products, Groups Geom. Dyn., 8, No. 2, (2014), 485–512.

[42] P. Nystedt, J. Öinert, Pinedo, H., Epsilon-strongly groupoid graded rings, the Picard inverse category and cohomology, Glasgow Math. J., 62, No. 1, (2020), 233–259.

[43] J. C. Quigg, I. Raeburn, Characterizations of crossed Products by Partial Actions, J. Operator Theory, 37 (1997), 311–340. [44] J. N. Renault, D. P. Williams, Amenability of groupoids arising from partial semigroup actions and topological higher rank graphs, Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 369 (2017), No.4, 2255–2283.

[45] J. J. Rotman, Introduction to Homological Algebra, 2nd Edition, Springer, 2009.

[46] B. Steinberg, Inverse semigroup homomorphisms via partial group actions, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc., 64 (2001), No.1, 157-168.

[47] B. Steinberg, Partial actions of groups on cell complexes, Monatsh. Math., 138 (2003), (2), 159–170. [48] B. Steinberg, A groupoid approach to discrete inverse semigroup algebras, Advances Math., 223 (2010), 689–727. [49] B. Steinberg, Appendix to “Undecidability and the developability of permutoids pseudogroups” by M. R. Bridson and H.

Wilton, Forum Math. Sigma, 5 (2017), e10, 20 p.

[50] M. B. Szendrei, A note on Birget-Rhodes expansion of groups, J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 58 (1989), 93–99. [51] P Saracco, J Vercruysse, Globalization for geometric partial comodules, J. Algebra, 602 (2022) 37–59.

Federal University of Paraná (UFPR), Brazil; University of São Paulo (USP), Brazil; State University of Campinas (UNICAMP), Brazil

Email address: marcelomsa@ufpr.br, dokucha@gmail.com, desi@unicamp.br