
INDUCTIVE LIMITS OF PARTIAL CROSSED PRODUCTS

MD AMIR HOSSAIN

Abstract. Let
(

(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N

be an inductive sequence of partial
dynamical systems. We prove the existence of an induced partial action α of G

on the inductive limit A = lim−→ A(i). We call α the inductive limit partial action.
Furthermore, we show the corresponding partial crossed product A ⋊α G is
canonically isomorphic to lim−→ A(i) ⋊α(i) G. We also study the globalization of
the inductive limit partial action α, its finite Rokhlin dimension and tracial
states on A ⋊α G.

1. Introduction

Partial actions of groups on C∗-algebras—also called partial dynamical systems—
were introduced independently by Exel [4] and McClanahan [9]. Given such a
system, one can construct a new C∗-algebra, the partial crossed product, which
encodes essential information about the underlying partial dynamics. In particu-
lar, the partial dynamical system and its partial crossed product share the same
representation theory [6, Theorem 13.2].

Many interesting C∗-algebras can be described as partial crossed products (see,
for example, [3, 5]). Such descriptions often make it possible to compute their
K-theory [4] and to analyze properties such as the amenability of the groupoid
naturally associated with the partial action [2].

The inductive limit is a fundamental tool for constructing a new C∗-algebra from
existing ones. It is particularly useful for computing the K-theory of the inductive
limit C∗-algebra and for understanding its structural properties. This article focuses
on studying the inductive limit of partial actions. We define an inductive sequence
of partial dynamical systems

(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N (see Definition 3.2), where G is

a discrete group. We then establish the existence of a unique partial action α of G
on A = lim−→A(i). We call α the inductive limit partial action and the triple (A,G, α)
is called inductive limit partial dynamical system. Our main result (Theorem 3.6)
establishes an isomorphism between A⋊α G and the inductive limit lim−→A(i) ⋊α(i) G.

A natural source of partial actions arises from restricting global actions to (possibly
non-invariant) ideals. Such partial actions are called globalizable. However, not
every partial action of a group on a C∗-algebra is globalizable (see [4, p. 213]), so it
is an interesting question to determine whether a given partial action is globalizable.
As an application of our main result, we investigate the globalization of inductive
limit partial action.

We have also studied the Rokhlin dimension of the inductive limit partial action
and tracial states on the associated partial crossed product.
Structure of the article: Section 2 contains preliminaries about partial dynamical
systems and partial crossed products. Section 3 contains the main theorem of the ar-
ticle, which identifies the partial crossed product of the inductive limit partial action
with the inductive limit of individual partial crossed products (see Theorem 3.6). In
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Section 4, we present three applications of our main result: Theorem 4.3 proves that
if every partial action of an inductive sequence is globalizable, then the inductive
limit partial action is also globalizable. Propositions 4.6 and 4.10 discuss the finite
Rokhlin dimension of the inductive limit partial action and tracial states on the
partial crossed product associated to the inductive limit partial action.

2. Preliminaries

We follow Exel’s book [6] for partial actions. Throughout the article, we fix a
discrete group G and denote its identity element by e. The set of all bounded linear
operators on a separable Hilbert space H is denoted by B(H).

Definition 2.1 ([6, Definition 11.4]). A partial action of G on a C∗-algebra A is a
pair α = ({Ag}g∈G, {αg}g∈G), consisting of closed two-sided ideals {Ag}g∈G of A
and ∗-isomorphisms αg : Ag−1 → Ag for g ∈ G satisfying

(1) Ae = A and αe : Ae → Ae is the identity map;
(2) αg ◦ αh ⊆ αgh for g, h ∈ G.

The domain of αg ◦ αh is given by {x ∈ Ah−1 : αh(x) ∈ Ag−1} = α−1
h (Ag−1).

Condition (2) of the above definition says that αg(αh(x)) = αgh(x) for x ∈ dom(αg ◦
αh), that is, αgh is an extension of αg ◦ αh.

We call (A,G, α) a C∗-algebraic partial dynamical system. Let A⋊alg G denote
the ∗-algebra consisting of all finite formal sums

∑
g∈G agδg with ag ∈ Ag. The

multiplication and involution on A⋊alg G are given by

aδg · bδh := aαg(b)δgh and (aδg)∗ := αg−1(a∗)δg−1

for a ∈ Ag, b ∈ Ah and g, h ∈ G. If p is a C∗-seminorm on A⋊alg G, then

p(a) ≤
∑
g∈G

||ag||

for a =
∑

g∈G agδg ∈ A⋊algG (see [6, Proposition 11.9]). Define a norm on A⋊algG
by

||a||max := sup{p(a) : p is a C∗-seminorm on A⋊alg G}.
The completion of A ⋊alg G with respect to the norm ||·||max is called the partial
crossed product and is denoted by A⋊α G.

Consider the partial dynamical system (A,G, α). The map i : A → A⋊αG defined
by a 7→ aδe is an embedding. Moreover, there exists a conditional expectation
E : A⋊α G → A by

(2.2) E(aδg) =
{
a if g = e,

0 if g ̸= e

for a ∈ Ag and g ∈ G.

Definition 2.3. Let G be a discrete group and let A be a unital C∗-algebra. A
map u : G → A by g 7→ ug is called a partial representation of G in A if it satisfies

(1) ue = 1,
(2) uguhuh−1 = ughuh−1 ,
(3) ug−1uguh = ug−1ugh,
(4) ug−1 = u∗

g

for g, h ∈ G.

In Definition 2.3, if A = B(H) for a separable Hilbert space H, then we call u a
partial group representation on H.
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Definition 2.4. Let u(i) : G → B(Hi) be partial group representations for i = 1, 2.
We call u(1) a sub-partial representation of u(2) if H1 ⊆ H2 and

u(2)
g (h) = u(1)

g (h)

for g ∈ G and h ∈ H1.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose for each i ∈ N, we are given a partial representation u(i) : G →
B(Hi), and if i ≤ j, then u(i) is a sub-partial representation of u(j). Then there exists
a unique partial representation u : G → B(H) with u|Hi = u(i) and H =

⋃∞
i=1 Hi.

Proof. Let g ∈ G. Define ug :
⋃∞

i=1 Hi →
⋃∞

i=1 Hi by

ug(hi) = u(i)
g (hi)

for hi ∈ Hi. Since u(i) is a sub-partial representation of u(j) whenever i ≤ j, the
map ug is well-defined, and ug is bounded on

⋃∞
i=1 Hi. Thus, ug can be extended to

a bounded linear map on H. Since each u(i) is a partial representation, by definition,
u is a partial representation.

If v is another partial representation of G in B(H) such that v|Hi = u(i), then v
agree with u on the dense subspace

⋃∞
i=1 Hi and hence u = v. □

A covariant representation of a partial dynamical system (A,G, α) on a Hilbert
space H is a pair (π, u), where π : A → B(H) is a ∗-homomorphism and u : G → B(H)
is a partial representation satisfying

ugπ(a)ug−1 = π(αg(a))

for a ∈ Ag−1 , g ∈ G. Such a covariant representation (π, u) gives a unique rep-
resentation, called the integrated form, π ⋊ u : A ⋊α G → B(H) characterized by
π ⋊ u(aδg) = π(a)ug for a ∈ Ag, g ∈ G. Theorem 13.2 of [6] ensures that given a
nondegenerate representation ρ : A⋊α G → B(H), there exists a unique covariant
representation (π, u) of (A,G, α) on H such that ρ = π ⋊ u.

We conclude this section with the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.6 ([8, Lemma 9.4.26]). Let π : A → B(H) be a representation of a
C∗-algebra A on a Hilbert space H. Let H0 be the closed linear span of π(A)H.
Then

(1) H0 is an invariant subspace for π;
(2) the representation π0 = π|H0 is nondegenerate;
(3) H⊥

0 = {h ∈ H : π(a)h = 0 for all a ∈ A};
(4) π is the direct sum of π0 and the zero representation on H⊥

0 ;
(5) for all a ∈ A, we have ||π0(a)|| = ||π(a)||;
(6) ker(π0) = ker(π);
(7) if π is the direct sum of a nondegenerate representation on a Hilbert space

H1 and the zero representation on H2, then H = H1 and H⊥ = H2.

3. Inductive limits of partial crossed products

An inductive sequence in a category C is a sequence of objects (A(i))i∈N in C
together with morphisms ϕi : A(i) → A(i+1) in C for each i. We shall denote an
inductive sequence by (A(i), ϕi)i∈N.

Definition 3.1 ([10, Definition 6.2.2]). An inductive limit of an inductive sequence
(A(i), ϕi)i∈N in a category C is a pair (A, (µi)i∈N), where A is an object in C and
µi : A(i) → A is a morphism in C such that µi+1 ◦ ϕi = µi for i ∈ N. Furthermore,
this limit is unique in the following sense: if there is another limit (B, (λi)i∈N), then
there is one and only one morphism λ : A → B satisfying λ ◦ µi = λi for i ∈ N.
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Inductive limits may or may not exist in a category. For instance, inductive limits
do not exist in the category of finite sets. In contrast, inductive limits do exist in
the category of C∗-algebras (cf. [10, Proposition 6.2.4]).

Definition 3.2. We call
(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N an inductive sequence of partial

dynamical systems if
(1) (A(i), G, α(i))i∈N is a partial dynamical system for i ∈ N;
(2) ϕi : A(i) → A(i+1) is a G-equivariant ∗-homomorphism for i ∈ N;
(3) (A(i), ϕi)i∈N is an inductive sequence of C∗-algebras.

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a discrete group. Consider an inductive sequence of
partial dynamical systems

(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N with A = lim−→A(i). Then there

exists a unique partial action α of G on A satisfying αg = lim−→α
(i)
g for g ∈ G.

Proof. Suppose (A, (µi)i∈N) is the inductive limit of (A(i), ϕi)i∈N. Let

α(i) =
(
{A(i)

g }g∈G, {α(i)
g }g∈G

)
for i ∈ N. Since ϕi is G-equivariant, we have ϕi(A(i)

g ) ⊆ A
(i+1)
g for i ∈ N and g ∈ G.

Therefore,
(
A

(i)
g , ϕi

)
i∈N is an inductive sequence with the inductive limit (Ag, (µi)i∈N)

for g ∈ G (we are using the same notations ϕi and µi in the place of ϕi|A(i)
g

and

µi|A(i)
g

, respectively). From [10, Proposition 6.2.4], we have Ag =
⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)
g ) for

g ∈ G. Since A(i)
g is a closed two-sided ideal of A(i) for i ∈ N and g ∈ G, the limit

Ag = lim−→A
(i)
g is a closed two-sided ideal of A = lim−→A(i). The G-equivariance of ϕi

gives the following commutative diagram

A
(1)
g−1 A

(2)
g−1 A

(3)
g−1 A

(i)
g−1 A

(i+1)
g−1 lim−→A

(i)
g−1

A
(1)
g A

(2)
g A

(3)
g A

(i)
g A

(i+1)
g lim−→A

(i)
g .

ϕ1

α(1)
g

ϕ2

α(2)
g α(3)

g

ϕi

α(i)
g α(i+1)

g
αg

ϕ1 ϕ2 ϕi

Moreover, since α
(i)
g : A(i)

g−1 → A
(i)
g is a ∗-isomorphism for i ∈ N and g ∈ G,

the universal property of the inductive limit ensures the existence of a unique
∗-isomorphism

αg : Ag−1 = lim−→A
(i)
g−1 → Ag = lim−→A(i)

g

such that
(3.4) αg(µi(a)) = µi(α(i)

g (a)) for a ∈ A
(i)
g−1 .

We now show that α = ({Ag}g∈G, {αg}g∈G) is a partial action of G on A. Let e
be the identity element of G. Since A(i)

e = A(i) and α
(i)
e = idA(i) , we have

Ae = lim−→A(i)
e = lim−→A(i) = A and αe = idA.

Let g, h ∈ G and x ∈ dom(αg ◦ αh). First, we assume x = µi(ah−1) for ah−1 ∈
A

(i)
h−1 with αh(µi(ah−1)) ∈ Ag−1 =

⋃∞
i=1 µi(A(i)

g−1). But Equation (3.4) gives us
αh(µi(ah−1)) = µi(α(i)

h (ah−1)). This ensures that ah−1 ∈ dom(α(i)
g ◦α(i)

h ). Since α(i)

is a partial action, we have ah−1 ∈ dom(α(i)
gh). Hence, x = µi(ah−1) ∈ dom(αgh).

Finally, using Equation (3.4) we obtain

αg ◦ αh(x) = αg(αh(µi(ah−1))) = αg

(
µi(α(i)

h (ah−1))
)

= µi(α(i)
g ◦ α(i)

h (ah−1))

= µi(α(i)
gh(ah−1)) = αgh(µi(ah−1)) = αgh(x).
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Now, if x ∈ αh−1
(⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)
g−1)

)
, then using the continuity of αg, αh and µi we

conclude that x ∈ dom(αgh) and αg ◦ αh(x) = αgh(x). Hence, α is a partial action
of G on A. □

The partial action α constructed in Proposition 3.3 is called the inductive limit
partial action of G on the inductive limit C∗-algebra A = lim−→A(i). Accordingly,
(A,G, α) is referred to as the inductive limit partial dynamical system.

Remark 3.5. Equation (3.4) ensures that the map µi : A(i) → A is G-equivariant
with respect to the partial dynamical system (A(i), G, α(i)) and the inductive limit
partial dynamical system (A,G, α).

Theorem 3.6. Let
(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N be an inductive sequence of partial dy-

namical systems with the inductive limit partial dynamical system (A,G, α) as in
Proposition 3.3. Then there exists an inductive sequence of partial crossed product(
A(i) ⋊α(i) G,ψi

)
i∈N and

A⋊α G ∼= lim−→A(i) ⋊α(i) G.

Proof. Since ϕi : A(i) → A(i+1) is a G-equivariant ∗-homomorphism, there exists a
∗-homomorphism ψi : A(i) ⋊α(i) G → A(i+1) ⋊α(i+1) G such that

ψi(aδg) = ϕi(a)δg

for a ∈ A(i), g ∈ G (see [6, Proposition 22.2]). Moreover,
(
A(i) ⋊α(i) G,ψi

)
i∈N is

an inductive sequence of C∗-algebras as (A(i), ϕi)i∈N is an inductive sequence of
C∗-algebras. We now show that A ⋊α G satisfies the universal property for the
inductive limit lim−→A(i)⋊α(i)G. Let (A, (µi)i∈N) be the inductive limit of the inductive
sequence (A(i), ϕi)i∈N. Define a ∗-homomorphism λi : A(i) ⋊α(i) G → A⋊α G by

λi(aδg) = µi(a)δg

where a ∈ A
(i)
g , g ∈ G and i ∈ N. For a ∈ A

(i)
g , we have

λi+1 ◦ ψi(aδg) = λi+1(ϕi(a)δg) = µi+1(ϕi(a))δg = µi(a)δg = λi(aδg).

The third equality above follows from the fact that (A, (µi)i∈N) is the inductive
limit of (A(i), ϕi)i∈N. Therefore, λi+1 ◦ ψi = λi for all i ∈ N.

We now prove the uniqueness part. Let B be a C∗-algebra and ζi : A(i)⋊α(i)G → B
a ∗-homomorphism such that ζi+1 ◦ ψi = ζi for all i ∈ N. We need to show that
there is a unique ∗-homomorphism ζ : A⋊α G → B such that ζ ◦ λi = ζi for i ∈ N.

Without loss of generality, assume that B is a nondegenerate C∗-subalgebra
of B(H) for a separable Hilbert space H. For i ∈ N, set Hi = ζi(A(i) ⋊α(i) G)H,
which is a closed subspace of H. By Theorem 13.2 of [6], there exists a unique
covariant representation (πi, u

(i)) of α(i) on Hi such that πi ⋊ u(i) = ζi(·)|Hi
. Using

Lemma 2.6, we extend πi to a representation on H by declaring it to be the zero
representation on H⊥

i . By construction of Hi, we have Hi ⊆ Hj whenever i ≤ j

and Hi is an invariant subspace for u(j)
g for all g ∈ G. Hence, u(i) is a sub-partial

representation of u(j) for i ≤ j (see Definition 2.4). Moreover, πi+1 ◦ϕi|Hi = πi, and
both the representations πi+1 ◦ϕi and πi vanish on Hi+1 ∩H⊥

i and H⊥
i+1. Lemma 2.6

gives us πi+1 ◦ ϕi = πi for all i ∈ N. Finally, since B is a nondegenerate subalgebra
of B(H), we have H =

⋃∞
i=1 Hi.

Thus from the universal property of the inductive limit lim−→A(i), we obtain a
representation π : A → B(H) satisfying π ◦ ϕi = πi for i ∈ N.

Lemma 2.5 ensures that there is a unique partial group representation u : G →
B(H) such that u|Hi

= u(i) for i ∈ N. Furthermore, by construction and the
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uniqueness, the pair (π, u) is a covariant representation of (A,G, α). Therefore, [6,
Proposition 13.1] gives us a unique ∗-homomorphism ζ : A⋊α G → B(H) such that

ζ ◦ λi = ζi

for i ∈ N. The representation ζ is the integrated form π ⋊ u of the covariant
representation (π, u). Since A =

⋃∞
i=1 µi(A(i)), we have ζ(A ⋊α G) ⊆ B. The

uniqueness of the covariant representation (π, u) ensures that the integrated form ζ
is unique. □

4. Applications

4.1. Globalization of the inductive action. In this section, we discuss globaliza-
tion, that is, whether a partial action is a restriction of a global action. We prove
that if all the partial actions in an inductive sequence have globalization, then the
inductive limit partial action also has globalization.

Definition 4.1 ([6, Definition 28.1]). Let η be a (global) action of G on a C∗-algebra
B and A a closed two-sided ideal of B. Suppose β is the partial action obtained by
restricting η to the ideal A. We say that η is a globalization of β if

B =
∑
g∈G

ηg(A).

Globalization of a given partial action on a C∗-algebra may not always exist.
However, once globalization exists, it is unique (see [6, Proposition 28.2]).

Proposition 4.2. Let α(i) =
(
{A(i)

g }g∈G, {α(i)
g }g∈G}

)
be a partial action of G on

A(i) for i = 1, 2. Suppose that η(i) is the globalization of α(i) on B(i) for i = 1, 2. If
ϕ : A(1) → A(2) is a G-equivariant ∗-homomorphism, then there exists an equivariant
∗-homomorphism ψ : B(1) → B(2) extending ϕ, that is, ψ|A(1) = ϕ.

Proof. Since η(i) is the globalization of α(i), we have

B(i) =
∑
g∈G

η
(i)
g (A(i))

for i = 1, 2. Define a linear map ψ : B(1) → B(2) by

ψ

( n∑
i=1

η(1)
gi

(ai)
)

=
n∑

i=1
η(2)

gi
(ϕ(ai))

for gi ∈ G, ai ∈ A(1) and i = 1, 2, · · · , n. The map ψ is bounded as

||ψ
( n∑

i=1
η(1)

gi
(ai)

)
|| = ||

n∑
i=1

η(2)
gi

(ϕ(ai))|| = ||
n∑

i=1
ϕ(η(1)

gi
(ai))|| ≤ ||

n∑
i=1

η(1)
gi

(ai)||.

For a ∈ A(1), we have

ψ(a) = ψ(η(1)
e (a)) = η(2)

e (ϕ(a)) = ϕ(a)

where e is the identity element of G. Therefore, ψ|A(1) = ϕ. Moreover, we have

ψ
(
η(1)

g

( n∑
i=1

η(1)
gi

(ai)
))

= ψ
( n∑

i=1
η(1)

ggi
(ai)

)
=

n∑
i=1

η(2)
ggi

(ϕ(ai))

= η(2)
g

( n∑
i=1

η(2)
gi

(ϕ(ai))
)

= η(2)
g

(
ψ

( n∑
i=1

η(1)
gi

(ai)
))
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for
∑n

i=1 η
(1)
gi (ai) ∈ B(1) and g ∈ G. Therefore, ψ is G-equivariant. To prove ψ is

multiplicative, it is enough to verify the following equality

ψ
(
η(1)

g (a)η(1)
h (b)

)
= η(2)

g (ϕ(a))η(2)
h (ϕ(b))

for a, b ∈ A(1) and g, h ∈ G. The above equation follows from the following
computation

ψ
(
η(1)

g (a)η(1)
h (b)

)
= ψ

(
η

(1)
h (η(1)

h−1g(a)b)
)

= η
(2)
h

(
ϕ(η(1)

h−1g(a)b)
)

= η
(2)
h

(
ϕ(η(1)

h−1g(a))ϕ(b)
)

= η
(2)
h

(
η

(2)
h−1g(ϕ(a))ϕ(b)

)
= η(2)

g (ϕ(a))η(2)
h (ϕ(b)).

The second equality of the second line above follows from G-equivariance of ϕ.
Finally,

ψ
((
η(1)

g (a)
)∗)

= ψ
(
η

(1)
g−1(a∗)

)
= η

(2)
g−1

(
ϕ(a∗)

)
= η

(2)
g−1

(
ϕ(a)∗)

= η(2)
g (ϕ(a))∗ = ψ(η(1)

g (a))∗

for a ∈ A(i), g ∈ G. Therefore, ψ is a ∗-homomorphism from B(1) to B(2). □

Theorem 4.3. Let
(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N be an inductive sequence of partial dy-

namical systems with the inductive limit partial dynamical system (A,G, α). If each
partial action α(i) in the sequence admits a globalization, then the inductive limit
partial action α also admits a globalization.

Proof. Let B(i) be a C∗-algebra and η(i) be the globalization of the partial action
α(i) on A(i) for i ∈ N. Then from Definition 4.1, we have

B(i) =
∑
g∈G

η
(i)
g (A(i))

for i ∈ N. Since ϕi : A(i) → A(i+1) is a G-equivariant ∗-homomorphism, Proposi-
tion 4.2 gives a G-equivariant ∗-homomorphism ψi : B(i) → B(i+1) with ψi|A(i) = ϕi

for i ∈ N. Moreover, (B(i), ψi)i∈N is an inductive sequence of C∗-algebras. Let
(B, (µi)i∈N) be the inductive limit of (B(i), ψi)i∈N. Proposition 8.2.24 of [8] ensures
that there exists a unique inductive (global) action η = lim−→ η(i) of G on B = lim−→B(i).
We claim that η is the globalization of α = lim−→α(i).

We first assume a ∈
⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)
g−1). Then a = µi(a(i)) for some a(i) ∈ A

(i)
g−1 . Now

αg(a) = αg(µi(a(i))) = µi(α(i)
g (a(i))) = µi(η(i)

g (a(i))) = ηg(µi(a(i))) = ηg(a).

If a ∈ Ag−1 =
⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)
g−1), then a continuity argument ensures that αg(a) = ηg(a).

Therefore, the partial action α is obtained by the restriction of the global action η
on A. To complete the proof, we need to show that

B =
∑
g∈G

ηg(A).

Clearly,
∑

g∈G ηg(A) ⊆ B. For the reverse inclusion, we assume x ∈
⋃∞

i=1 µi(B(i)).
Then x = µi(b) for some b ∈ B(i). As b ∈ B(i), we can write b =

∑k
i=1 η

(i)
gi (a(i)) for

a(i) ∈ A(i) and k ∈ N. Then, we have

x = µi(b) = µi

( k∑
i=1

η(i)
gi

(a(i))
)

=
k∑

i=1
µi

(
η(i)

gi
(a(i))

)
=

k∑
i=1

ηgi

(
µi(a(i))

)
.

Hence x ∈
∑

g∈G ηg(A). If x ∈ B =
⋃∞

i=1 µi(B(i)), then a continuity argument
ensures that x ∈

∑
g∈G ηg(A). Thus, η is the globalization of α. □
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4.2. Rokhlin dimension of the inductive limit partial action. Rokhlin-type
properties of a dynamical system are very crucial to describe the structure of the
associated crossed product algebra (see [7]). The Rokhlin dimension for partial
action was introduced in [1]. In Proposition 4.6, we shall study the finiteness of the
Rokhlin dimension of the inductive limit partial action.

Definition 4.4 ([1, Definition 2.1]). Let α = ({Ag}g∈G, {αg}g∈G) be a partial
action of a finite group G on a unital C∗-algebra A. Let k ∈ N. We say α has
Rokhlin dimension at most k, denoted dimRok(α) ≤ k, if for every ϵ > 0 and
every finite set F ⊆ A there exist positive contractions fj,g ∈ Ag for g ∈ G and
j = 0, 1, · · · , k satisfying:

(1) ||αg(fj,hx) − fj,ghαg(x)|| < ϵ for g, h ∈ G, j = 0, 1 · · · , k and x ∈ Ag−1 ∩ F ;
(2) ||fj,gfj,h|| < ϵ for j = 0, 1, · · · , k and g, h ∈ G with g ̸= h;
(3) ||

∑k
j=0

∑
g∈G fj,g − 1|| < ϵ;

(4) ||fj,ga− afj,g|| < ϵ for j = 0, 1, · · · , k and g ∈ G, a ∈ F .
Furthermore, we say the partial action α has Rokhlin dimension with commuting
towers at most k, denoted dimc

Rok(α) ≤ k, if for every ϵ > 0 and every finite set
F ⊆ A, there exist positive contractions fj,g ∈ Ag for g ∈ G and j = 0, 1, · · · , k
satisfying Conditions (1)-(4) above and

(5) ||fj,gfl,h − fl,hfj,g|| < ϵ for j, l = 0, 1, · · · , k and g, h ∈ G.

The Rokhlin dimension of the partial action α is defined by

dimRok(α) = min{k ∈ N : dimRok(α) ≤ k}.

Similarly, the Rokhlin dimension with commuting towers dimc
Rok(α) is also defined.

Remark 4.5. Since we are only considering partial actions of groups on unital
C∗-algebras, we can remove the multiplicative witness a ∈ F appeared in Condi-
tions (1)-(5) of [1, Definition 2.1]. (See the remark after Definition 2.1 of [1].)

Proposition 4.6. Let G be a finite group. Let
(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N be an induc-

tive sequence of partial dynamical systems with unital C∗-algebras A(i) and unital
connecting maps ϕi for i ∈ N. Suppose that A = lim−→A(i) and α = lim−→α(i). Then

dimRok(α) ≤ lim inf
i→∞

dimRok(α(i))

and
dimc

Rok(α) ≤ lim inf
i→∞

dimc
Rok(α(i)).

Proof. The result holds if lim infi→∞ dimRok(α(i)) = ∞. Therefore, we assume that
lim infi→∞ dimRok(α(i)) < ∞. Then there exists k ∈ N such that for a given m ∈ N
there is n ∈ N with n ≥ m and satisfying dimRok(α(n)) ≤ k. So we can pass to a
subsequence and assume that dimRok(α(n)) ≤ k for all n ∈ N. Let ϵ > 0 and let
F = {a1, a2, · · · , ap} be a finite subset of A. Since A =

⋃∞
i=1 µi(A(i)), there exists a

positive integer n ∈ N and elements b1, b2, · · · , bp ∈ A(n) such that ||aj −µn(bj)|| < ϵ
3

for j = 1, 2, · · · , p. But dimRok(α(n)) ≤ k. Then for ϵ
3 > 0 and the finite subset

{b1, b2, · · · , bp} of A(n) there are positive contractions f (n)
j,g ∈ A

(n)
g for g ∈ G and

j = 0, 1, · · · , k satisfying Conditions (1)-(4) of Definition 4.4. Consider the canonical
map µn : A(n)

g → Ag. Clearly, µn(f (n)
j,g ) ∈ Ag for j = 0, 1, · · · , k and g ∈ G and each

µn(f (n)
j,g ) is a positive contraction. We claim that: for j = 0, 1, · · · , k and g ∈ G

the positive contractions µn(f (n)
j,g ) ∈ Ag satisfy Conditions (1)-(4) of Definition 4.4

for ϵ > 0 and the finite set F .
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Condition (1): given a ∈ Ag−1 ∩ F choose b ∈ A
(n)
g−1 ∩ {b1, b2, · · · , bp} such that

||a− µn(b)|| < ϵ
3 . Now, we have

||αg(µn(fj,h)a) − µn(fj,gh)αg(a)||
≤ ||αg(µn(fj,h)µn(b)) − µn(fj,gh)αg(µn(b))||
+ ||αg(µn(fj,h)(a− µn(b))) − µn(fj,gh)αg(a− µn(b))||

< ||µn(α(n)
g (fj,hb) − fj,ghα

(n)
g (b))|| + ϵ

3 + ϵ

3 < ϵ.

Conditions (2) and (3) are straightforward verifications.
Condition (4): given a ∈ F choose b ∈ {b1, b2, · · · , bp} such that ||a − µn(b)|| < ϵ

3 .
Then we have

||µn(fj,g)a− aµn(fj,g)||
≤ ||µn(fj,g)µn(b) − µn(b)µn(fj,g)||
+ ||µn(fj,g)(a− µn(b)) − (a− µn(b))µn(fj,g)||

< ||µn(fj,gb− bfj,g)|| + ϵ

3 + ϵ

3 < ϵ.

The proof of the commuting tower case is similar and is omitted. □

4.3. Traces on the inductive limit of partial crossed products. Consider
the partial dynamical system (A,G, α). A linear functional τ : A → C is called
G-invariant if τ(a) = τ(αg−1(a)) for g ∈ G and a ∈ Ag.

Lemma 4.7 ([11, Lemma 3.3]). Let (A,G, α) be a partial dynamical system and
let E be the conditional expectation from A⋊α G onto A as Equation (2.2). Let τ
be a tracial state on A. Then τ ◦E is a tracial state on A⋊α G iff τ is G-invariant.

Definition 4.8. Let
(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N be an inductive sequence of partial

dynamical systems. Let τi be a given tracial state on A(i) for i ∈ N. Then (τi)i∈N is
called inductive sequence of tracial states if τi+1 ◦ ϕi = τi for i ∈ N.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose (τi)i∈N is a G-invariant inductive sequence of tracial states
on an inductive sequence of partial dynamical system

(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N. Then

there exists a G-invariant tracial state τ = lim−→ τi on A = lim−→A(i).

Proof. Define a linear functional τ :
⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)) → C by τ(µi(ai)) = τi(ai) for
ai ∈ A(i). The functional τ is well-defined because τi+1 ◦ ϕi = τi for i ∈ N. Since
each τi is a tracial state, τ is a continuous linear functional, and we can extend τ to
be a tracial state on A. Given ai ∈ A

(i)
g , we have

τ(µi(ai)) = τi(ai) = τi(α(i)
g−1(ai)) = τ(µi(α(i)

g−1(ai))) = τ(αg−1(µi(ai))).

The second equality of the above line follows from the G-invariance of τi. After
passing to the limit, we can conclude that τ is a G-invariant tracial state on A. □

Let τ = lim−→ τi be the G-invariant tracial state on A = lim−→A(i) as in the last
lemma. Then by Lemma 4.7, (lim−→ τi) ◦ E is a tracial state on A⋊α G where E is
the conditional expectation given by Equation (2.2).

On the other side τi ◦Ei is a tracial state on A(i)⋊α(i)G, where Ei : A(i)⋊α(i)G →
A(i) is the conditional expectation for i ∈ N. Moreover, (τi ◦ Ei)i∈N is an inductive
sequence of tracial states, as (τi)i∈N was an inductive sequence of tracial states.
Therefore, Lemma 4.9 gives us a tracial state lim−→(τi ◦ Ei) on A⋊α G.
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Let aδg ∈ A⋊α G with a ∈
⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)). Then a = µi(ai) for ai ∈ A(i). Now

(lim−→ τi) ◦ E(aδg) =
{

lim−→ τi(a) if g = e,

0 if g ̸= e;

=
{
τi(ai) if g = e,

0 if g ̸= e;
= τi ◦ Ei(aiδg)
= (lim−→(τi ◦ Ei))(µi(aiδg)).

If a ∈
⋃∞

i=1 µi(A(i)) = A, then after passing to the limit, we have
(lim−→ τi) ◦ E(aδg) = lim−→(τi ◦ Ei)(aδg).

Therefore, we have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 4.10. Let
(
(A(i), G, α(i)), ϕi

)
i∈N be an inductive sequence of partial

dynamical systems with the inductive limit partial dynamical system (A,G, α). Sup-
pose (τi)i∈N is a G-invariant inductive sequence of tracial states on (A(i), ϕi)i∈N.
Then (lim−→ τi) ◦ E = lim−→(τi ◦ Ei).
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