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ON GROUPOID-GRADED C*-ALGEBRAS AND EQUIVALENT
SUBCATEGORIES LINKED VIA MONADS AND COMONADS

ERIK BEDOS, S. KALISZEWSKI, AND JOHN QUIGG

ABSTRACT. We present a new method, involving monads and comonads from
category theory, to help establish a certain type of equivalence of subcategories.
As a case study we consider the category of topological gradings of C*-algebras
over a fixed Hausdorff étale groupoid.

1. INTRODUCTION

Category theory has been applied to operator algebras for a long time. Fre-
quently this involves categories whose objects are C*-algebras with extra structure,
and a morphism satisfying some universal property. (For example, crossed prod-
ucts of C*-dynamical systems.) In some cases, the universal property is tricky to
prove — for example, with maximalization of coactions of a group G. The uni-
versal property of maximalizations was proved by Fischer (see [Fis04]), but after a
while we noticed that there seemed to be a gap in the verification of the uniqueness
aspect. We were eventually able to supply a satisfactory proof of this uniqueness
(see BKQT23]), applying what seemed to be ad hoc categorical arguments. Quite
recently we discovered that what we had in fact done was stumble across a stan-
dard construction in category theory: monads (more precisely in this instance,
comonads).

In fact, the universal property in question is part of an “adjoint situation”,
which category theorists have known for a long time is intimately connected with
monads and their dual counterparts, comonads. More precisely, the existence of a
left adjoint N - Incas to the inclusion functor Incys of a full subcategory N in a
category C involves a universal property via the natural bijections

Gy 1 C(Nz,y) —> Clz, ),

where y is in the subcategory defined by 7, being invertible.

In Section[2] we explain our conventions regarding Fell bundles over étale groupoids,
and in Section |3| we do the same for monads and comonads. Moreover, we give a
useful improvement in the general theory: removing one of the axioms in an idem-
potent comonad gives an ostensibly weaker structure, which we call an idempotent
semicomonad (see the paragraph following Remark , and then in Corollary
we prove that the two concepts are equivalent; in Corollary [3.13] we prove the dual
fact for idempotent semimonads and idempotent monads.

Date: December 9, 2025.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary Primary 18A40; Secondary 46L55, 461.89.

Key words and phrases. monad, comonad, adjoint functors, category equivalence, reflective
and coreflective subcategories, étale groupoids, Fell bundles, C*-algebras.

1


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.06461v1

2 ERIK BEDOS, S. KALISZEWSKI, AND JOHN QUIGG

In Section |4 we begin the study of another example of (what we call) mazimal-
normal equivalence of subcategories: the example involves topological gradings of
C*-algebras over a fixed Hausdorff étale groupoid G. A G-grading is determined
by a Fell bundle A over G. The “maximal” gradings are associated to the universal
algebra C*(A), and the grading is topological if it is compatible with the reduced
algebra C}(A), giving rise to the “normal” gradings. In Sections [5| and [6] we intro-
duce relevant functors M and N, and in Section [7] we prove that this gives another
instance of the maximal-normal equivalence (see Theorem [7.2)).

Part of our purpose in this paper is to promulgate the view that these maximal-
normal subcategories are ubiquitous in C*-theory. For yet another example, see
[Spi], where J. Spiker (a student of the third author) is currently working on an
example involving compactifications of locally compact Hausdorff spaces and uni-
tizations of C'*-algebras.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We will use the convention that if ¢ : A — B is an adjoint preserving homo-
morphism between some complex *-algebras A and B, we will just say that ¢ is
a homomorphism. Accordingly, any isomorphism between A and B is assumed
to preserve adjoints, and this also applies to any representation of A by bounded
operators on a Hilbert space.

Throughout this paper, G denotes an étale groupoid (see for instance [Will9]),
which we always assume to be Hausdorff. The unit space of G is denoted by G°,
and r : G — G°, s : G — G° are the range and source maps, respectively, while
G? :={(g,h) € G x G : s(g) = r(h)} is the set of composable pairs. When z € G°,
then G* :={g € G:r(g9) =2} and G, := {g € G : s(g) = x} are discrete subsets of
G. An open subset U of G is called a bisection when the restrictions of r and s to
U are homeomorphisms onto r(U) and s(U), respectively. The family of bisections
of G forms then a basis for the topology on G.

We refer to [Wil07, Appendix C] for the definition and properties of upper semi-
continuous Banach bundles over locally compact Hausdorff spaces. By a Fell bundle
A over G, we will mean an upper semicontinuous Banach bundle A over G asso-
ciated to a continuous, open surjection p : A — G, equipped with a continuous
multiplication map (a,b) + ab from A? = {(a,b) € A x A : (p(a),p(h)) € G?}
into A, and a continuous involution a — a* from A into A, satisfying the axioms
spelled out by Kumjian in [Kum98|, Definition 2.1]. In particular, if 2 € G, then
Ay = p~1(x) is a C*-algebra (with multiplication, involution and norm induced
from the bundle). Kumjian requires the Banach bundle A to be continuous, but
upper-semicontinuity is sufficient for what follows, cf. [BE12) Section 2.2]. The re-
striction A° = A|go is then an upper semicontinuous C*-bundle over G°. We write
I'.(A) for the space of continuous sections of A4 with compact support, which is a
x-algebra with respect to the convolution product and the involution given by

(hixf)g)= Y, AMWLOB 9, filg)=rfilg™)

heGr(9)

for f1, f2 € T.(A) and g € G. The space I'.(A°) of continuous compactly supported
sections of AY can then be canonically identified with a *-subalgebra of T'.(A). We
note that I'.(A°) is a pre-C*-algebra, whose completion is the C*-algebra I'y(.A°)
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of sections of A° vanishing at infinity, equipped with the sup norm || - ||o.. We let
Py :T.(A) — T'.(A%) denote the restriction map.

The space I'.(A) is also a right inner-product I'.(.A%)-module with respect to
the right action of I'.(A°) on I'.(A) and the I'.(A°)-valued inner product on I'.(A)
given respectively by

(f - (9) = f(9)¢(s(9)
for all f € T.(A), £ €T.(A%) and g € G, and

<f17f2> = PA(ff * f2)7
that is,
(f1, f2) (@) = (ff % f2) (@) = Y (k)" falk),

keG,

for all f1, fo € Te(A) and # € G, cf. [Kum98|, Proposition 3.2]. We denote by L?(.A)
the right Hilbert I'g(.A%)-module obtained by completing I'.(A) with respect to the
norm || f|l2 := ||{f, f>|\é</>2 The left regular representation of I'c(A), i.e., the action
of I's(A) on itself by left multiplication, extends to an injective representation ¢ 4, of
I'.(A) on L?(A) by adjointable operators. The reduced cross-sectional C*-algebra
C}(A) associated to A is by definition the closure of i4,(I'¢(A)) with respect to
operator norm.

We write C*(A) for the enveloping C*-algebra of the x-algebra I'.(A), and i4 :
I'.(A) — C*(A) for the canonical embedding. For completeness, we recall how
it can be shown that C*(A) exists (see for example [BE12 [Kra23]). As noted in
[BEI2, p. 166], it holds that ||m(€)]] < ||€|lec Whenever 7 is a representation of
I'.(A) on a Hilbert space and & € T'.(A) is supported in some bisection of G. By a
partition of unity argument (for example as in the proof of [SSW20, Lemma 3.1.3])
one deduces that every section in T'.(.A) is a finite sum of such ¢’s. It follows then
readily that

I7Il := sup{||=(f)]|| : 7 is a representation of I';(.A) on some Hilbert space}

defines C*-seminorm on T'.(A) satisfying that ||£]| < ||¢]|cc Whenever £ € T'.(A) is
supported in some bisection of G. Since i 4, is injective, || - || is in fact a C*-norm,
and C*(A) is the completion of T'.(A) with respect to this norm. By construc-
tion, for any representation m of I'.(\A) on a Hilbert space H, there is a unique
representation 7 of C*(A) on H making the diagram

Cr(A)

commute. A routine use of the Gelfand—Naimark Theorem allows us to convert this
to a space-free setting. For convenient reference we record this here:

Lemma 2.1. If f € T.(A) then

(2.1)  |Ifl = sup{|li(f)|| : i is a homomorphism of T.(A) into a C*-algebra}.
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Consequently, for any homomorphism i of T¢(A) into a C*-algebra A, there is a
unique homomorphism i making the diagram
C*(A)

N
N
) N
iA .
N

To(A) — A

/s

commute, whose range is the closure of i(T.(A)) in A.

Proof. Let || f]|’ denote the right-hand side of (2.1). Then || - || < - |’ is clear. For
the opposite inequality, given i as above, let w be a faithful representation of A on
a Hilbert space H. Then

[N = Nl o ) (DI < NI
and taking the sup gives ||f]|" < || f]l- O

Applying this lemma to i4, : T'c(A) = C}(A), we get that there is a unique
homomorphism A 4 := i, : C*(A) — C*(A) satisfying that A4 0ig = i, which
is surjective.

We will also need the following folklore result.

Lemma 2.2. The restrictions to I'.(A°) of the canonical embeddings i and i,
into C*(A) and C}(A), respectively, are isometric w.r.t. || - ||oo on Tc(A%).

Proof. Let € € T.(A%). As G is a bisection of G, we have

lliar (N < NEaI = 1€l < IE]loo-

Thus it suffices to check that ||€]|cc < [liar(€)]|. Now, for every n € I'.(A°), we
have

1/2
oo

Inllz = [ln* *nll3* = sup [|n(z) n(@)|** = |1l
€GO

Hence,

lia,r ()]l = sup{ [[€ *7ll2 | 7 € Te(A°), [Inll2 = 1}
= sup{ [|&nlloc [ 7 € Te(A°), [Inlloc = 1}
= [I€lloo-
O

Remark 2.3. This lemma implies that if B is a C*-bundle over a locally compact
Hausdorff space X (and we consider X as an étale groupoid), then we have || f|| =
I/l for every f € T'.(B), i.e., To(B) = C*(B). Alternatively, this could also have
been deduced from [QS99, Lemma 2.3].

Proposition 2.4. Let ¢ : T.(A%) — A be an injective homomorphism into a C*-
algebra A. Then ¢ extends uniquely to an injective homomorphism from To(A)
into A.

Proof. Remarkgives that [|o(f)]| < || flleo for every f € T'.(A°). Hence we may
extend ¢ to a homomorphism @ : To(AY) — A. Set K := kerp. It suffices to show
that K = {0}. We know that K NT'.(A) = {0}. Take any a € K. To see that
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we must have a = 0, take any u € G, and choose g € C.(G°) such that g(u) = 1.
Since K and I'.(A) are both *-ideals of I'y(A), we have ag € K NT'.(A) = {0}, so

a(u) = a(u)g(u) = (ag)(u) = 0.
O

Finally, we mention that, as shown in [Kum98, Propositions 3.6 and 3.10], the
restriction map Py : To(A) — ['.(AY) extends to a faithful conditional expectation

Py : Cr(A) — To(AY).
Here, T'g(A°) is identified with the closure of i 4 ,.(T'¢(A%)) in C7(A).

3. MONADS AND COMONADS

3.1. Throughout this subsection we let C be a category, M : C — C be a functor,
Y : M — ide be a natural transformation, and C¥ be the full subcategory of C
whose objects y satisfy that v, : My — y is an isomorphism. When D is a full
subcategory of C, then Incp : D — C denotes the inclusion functor.

To prove the universal property of maximalization of coactions, we used in
[BKQT?23| Proposition 4.1] the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Assume that M1 : M? — M is a natural isomorphism. If y is
an object in CY and f : y — x is a morphism in C, then there is a unique morphism
f 1y — Mx in C making the diagram

commute.

Existence is easy: f:: Mfoy, 1. For uniqueness, if h, k both factorize f, apply
M to the factorizations and invertibility of M1, to get Mh = Mk. Then naturality
of ¢ applied to h,k : y — Mux gives h = thpry o Mhoth, ! = tharp 0o Mk oot = k.

Note that the condition that M1 is a natural isomorphism really only rests upon
whether (M1)), is an isomorphism for every object = of C; M1 is of course natural,
since M is a functor and 1 is a natural transformation.

Remark 3.2. One can also consider the condition that ¥M : M? — M is a
natural isomorphisrrﬂ which says that Mx is an object of C¥ for every object z of
C. When this condition holds, we will let M*¥ : C — C¥ denote the functor obtained
by considering M as a functor from C to C¥; we then have M = Inccs o M¥. We
note that in general we have M # 1M, so this condition should not be confused
with the one assumed in Proposition [3.1

Next, we recall that the pair (M, ) is called an idempotent comonad on C when
M =M and M is a natural isomorphismﬂ

Las above, note that the only issue here is whether (M), is an isomorphism for every object
x of C.

2This is not the most common definition, but the one that fits best with our discussion. The
connection with the original definition, which is related to the more general concept of comonad
in category theory, is explained in Grandi’s book ([Gra2ll, page 141]).
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Remark 3.3. Assume that ¢, is a monomorphism for every object x of C. Then
M = M1p. Thus the following conditions are equivalent in this case:

(a) M+ : M? — M is a natural isomorphism.
(b) M : M? — M is a natural isomorphism.
(¢) (M,) is an idempotent comonad on C.

Indeed, let & be an object of C. Then, by naturality of ¢, we get that
Yz 0 Ypre = Py 0 (Md)x)

Since 1), is a monomorphism, this implies that ¥, = M1,. Thus, M = M1, as
asserted.

Let us say that (M, ) is an idempotent semicomonad on C when M1 and Y M
are both natural isomorphisms (without requiring that M = ¥ M). Obviously,
an idempotent comonad is an idempotent semicomonad. We will soon see that the
converse holds.

We pause to interpret the above in the context of our paper [BKQT23|: we had
a category Co of coactions of a fixed locally compact group, a functor Max, and
a natural transformation ¢ : Max — idge. It follows readily from [BKQT23] that
(Max, 1)) gives an example of an idempotent semicomonad on Co. Our interest in
the concept of idempotent semicomonad comes from the following result:

Proposition 3.4. Assume that (M,) is an idempotent semicomonad on C.

Then Incew : C¥ — C is right-adjointable and MY is a right adjoint. Thus
CY is a coreflective subcategory of C. Moreover, 1 is the counit of the adjunction
IHCCw _| Mw

Proof. Proposition gives that the pair (MYz,v¢,) = (Mz,v,) is a universal
morphism from C¥ to x for every object x of C. Hence the assertions follow from
general principles (see for example [BKQ11a] Section 2]). O

On the other hand, it is well-known that an adjunction of functors gives rise
to a comonad (resp. monad), and the fact that this comonad (resp. monad) is
idempotent can be characterized in different ways, see for example [Gra2ll Propo-
sition 3.8.2]. Applying this result to the comonad of the adjunction associated to a
coreflective subcategory, we get

Proposition 3.5. Assume that M is a coreflective subcategory of C and let M* :
C — M denote a right-adjoint of Incpq. Set M := Incyq o M* : C — C and let
W M — ide denote the counit of the adjunction Incyg 4 M%. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

e (M) is an idempotent comonad on C.

o Y, : My — y is an isomorphism for every object y of M.

o My : M? = M is a natural isomorphism.

o YM : M? — M is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. This follows from the equivalence between (i), (iii*), (iv*), and (v*) in
[Gra21l, Proposition 3.8.2]. O

Combining Propositions [3.4] and [3.5 gives:

Corollary 3.6. Assume that (M,1) is an idempotent semicomonad on C. Then
(M, ) is an idempotent comonad on C.
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In particular, we get that (Max, 1) is an idempotent comonad on Co, i.e.,
Max ¢ = 1) Max (and Max ¢ is an isomorphism).

Remark 3.7. In Remark we saw that if 1, is a monomorphism for every
object = of C, then My = M. We don’t know whether it has been observed
before that the monomorphicity property holds in the case of (Max, ). To see
this, let’s operate abstractly. Assume that (M, ) satisfies the universal property
of Proposition and that the components 1, are epimorphisms for every object
x of C. (Note that these conditions are satisfied for (Max,)).

Let « be an object of C. We want to show that v, is a monomorphism. Consider
¢, 7 1y — Mux satisfying 1, ¢ = 1, 7. First, if y € C¥, then ¢ = 7 by the uniqueness
in the universal property. Then in general we have 1, = ¥, 7y, so g1y = Ty,
by the preceding. But then ¢ = 7 since 1, is an epimorphism.

This gives a different way to deduce that that Max ) = ¢ Max. To our knowl-
edge this particular fact has not been noted in the literature.

Remark 3.8. Let (M, ) be an idempotent comonad on C. Then C¥ coincides with
the full subcategory Coalg(M) of C whose objects are the so-called coalgebraic
objects of C, that may be characterized in several ways, cf. [Gra2ll, 3.8.5]. For
instance, it follows that x is an object of C¥ if and only if z is isomorphic to Mz
in C.
3.2.  For completeness we also consider the dual situation. Throughout this subsec-
tion, we let NV : C — C be a functor, i : id¢ — N be a natural transformation, and
C" be the full subcategory of C whose objects y satisfy that 7, is an isomorphism.
The dual version of Proposition [3.1} which can be used to show the universal
property of normalization of coactions, is as follows.

Proposition 3.9. Asssume that Nn: N — N? is a natural isomorphism.
If y is an object of C" and g : © — y is a morphism in C, then there is a unique
morphism g’ : Nz — y in C such that ¢’ on, = ¢g'.

We also state the dual versions of the results in the previous subsection. We
recall that the pair (N, n) is called an idempotent monad on C when Nnp = nN and
Nn is a natural isomorphism.

Remark 3.10. Assume that 7, is an epimorphism for every object « of C. Then
NN = N7. Thus the following conditions are equivalent in this case:

(a) Nn: N — N?is a natural isomorphism.

(b)) nN : N — N? is a natural isomorphism.

(¢) (N,n) is an idempotent monad on C.

When nN : N — N? is a natural isomorphism, that is, Nz is an object of C"”
for every object x of C, we will let N7 : C — C" denote the functor obtained by
considering N as a functor from C to C7; thus N = Incgn o N.

We will say that (N,n) is an idempotent semimonad on C when N7 and nN
are both natural isomorphisms (without requiring that Nn = nN). An idempotent
monad is clearly an idempotent semimonad.

It is easy to see from [BKQT23] that (Nor,n) is an idempotent semimonad on
Co.

Proposition 3.11. Assume that (N,n) is an idempotent semimonad on C. Then
Incen : C" — C is left-adjointable and N" is a left adjoint. Thus C" is a reflective
subcategory of C. Moreover, 1 is the unit of the adjunction N - Incen.
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Proposition 3.12. Assume that N is a reflective subcategory of C and let N* : C —
N denote a left-adjoint of Incpr. Set N :=IncyroN*:C — C and letn: 1c — N be
the unit of the adjunction N* 4 Incyr. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(N,n) is an idempotent monad.

ny 1y — Ny is an isomorphism for every object y of N
Nn: N — N? is a natural isomorphism.

nN : N — N? is a natural isomorphism.

Corollary 3.13. Assume that (N,n) is an idempotent semimonad on C. Then
(N,n) is an idempotent monad on C.

In particular, we get that (Nor, ) is an idempotent monad on Co, i.e., Norn =
nNor (and Norn is an isomorphism). Alternatively, arguing analogously as in
Remark [3.7] one can show that 7, is an epimorphism for every object z in Co, and
use Remark to deduce that Norn = n Nor.

Remark 3.14. Let (N, 7n) be an idempotent monad on C. Then C" coincides with
the full subcategory Alg(N) of C whose objects are the so-called algebraic objects
of C, that may be characterized in several ways, cf. [Gra21l 3.8.3]. For instance, it
follows that x is an object of C7 if and only if x is isomorphic to Nz in C.

3.3. Let us connect our considerations in the two preceding subsections with our
works [BKQ1Ta, BKQ11b] on reflective-coreflective equivalence. The setup will now
be as follows.

e C is a category,

e M :C—Cand N :C — C are functors,

e Yy : M — id¢ and n : id¢ — N are natural transformations such that
My, yyM : M? — M and Nn,nN : N — N? are all natural isomorphisms.

Note that this is equivalent to requiring that (M, ) is an idempotent semicomonad
on C and (N, n) is an idempotent semimonad on C. By Corollary and Corollary
this implies that (M, ) is an idempotent comonad on C and (N,n) is an
idempotent monad on C.

We set M :=C¥ and N :=C". As in the two previous subsections we let MY
denote M considered as a functor from C to M, and N" denote N considered as a
functor from C to A/. Note that for every morphism f in C, we have MY f = M f
and N"f = N f. The picture is then

N"01Incpam
Inc g N"
M C N
MY Incar
Mv¥o Incpar

and we have that

M is a full coreflective subcategory of C,

1 is the counit of the adjunction Incy, =4 MY,
N is a full reflective subcategory of C,

7 is the unit of the adjunction N - Incys,
N"oIncay 4 MY olIncy.



MONADS, COMONADS AND EQUIVALENT SUBCATEGORIES 9

Our reflective-coreflective type equivalence between M and N, [BKQ11a), Corol-
lary 4.4], which says that the adjunction N7 o Incyy 4 MY o Incys is an adjoint
equivalence between M and N, will then be satisfied whenever the following two
conditions hold:

a) for each object x in N, the pair (z,1),) is an initial object in the comma
category Mz | N.
b) for each object & in M, the pair (z,7,) is a final object in the comma
category M | Nz.
(See [BKQITal Theorem 4.3] for some equivalent formulations of these conditions).
Moreover, if we, instead of a) and b), make the stronger assumption:

c) for each object = in C, (Nz,n, o 1) is an initial object in Mz | N and
(Mx,n, 01,) is a final object in M | Nz,

or, equivalently,

¢’) the natural transformations Mn: M — MN and Ny : NM — N are both
isomorphisms,
then we get that the adjunction N7 o Incyg 4 MY o Incyr is a “maximal-normal”
adjoint equivalence between M and N. Equivalently, cf. [BKQI1D, Theorem 2.2],
we get that M and A form an associated pair in the sense of [KL89]. As explained
in [BKQ11b], this can most easily be described by saying that for every morphism
fin C, M f is an isomorphism if and only N f is an isomorphism.
The fact that condition ¢’) is equivalent to condition c¢) follows from [BKQ11al
Theorem 3.4] (see the proof of [BKQ11Db, Proposition 2.1]). We also mention that
[BKQ11a), Proposition 5.3 and Corollary 5.4] then gives that

N~ (N"oIncp) o MY and MY ~ (MY olIncy) o N,

4. GRADED C*-ALGEBRAS

As a case study, it is natural to consider categories whose objects are C*-algebras
that are graded over a fixed discrete group G. We recall from Exel’s book [ExelT]
that a C*-algebra A is said to be G-graded when there exists a linearly independent
family {A,}gec of norm-closed subspaces of A, called the grading family of A,
satisfying that the algebraic direct sum of the A,4’s is norm-dense in A and

AgAn C Agn,  (Ag)" = Ag

for all g,h € G.

We will actually generalize somewhat from groups: we allow G to be a Hausdorff
étale groupoid. First of all, if 4 and B are Fell bundles over G, we define a morphism
¢ : A — B to be a continuous map ¢ : A — B that restricts to linear maps
Yy + Ay — B, for all € G and is multiplicative and involutive in the sense that

p(ab) = p(a)p(b) and  p(a®) = p(a)".

(Of course, in the first we require a,b to be in fibers over composable elements of
G). It is then folklore (and in any case is a routine exercise to check) that the
following result holds.

Lemma 4.1. For every Fell-bundle morphism ¢ : A — B there is a unique homo-
morphism ¢ : T'¢(A) — T'.(B) given by

e°(f)=po f.
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Moreover, the assignments A~ T'.(A) on objects and ¢ — ©¢ on morphisms define
a functor from the category of Fell bundles over G with morphisms to the category
of *-algebras with homomorphisms.

To every Fell-bundle morphism ¢ : A — B one can also associate a canonical
homomorphism ¢ : To(A%) — T'o(B°). Indeed, it is clear that the restriction ¢° of
¢° to T'(A°) is a homomorphism into I'.(B°). Considering ¢° as taking values in
['o(B%) (see Remark [2.3)), we can simply apply Proposition

Proposition 4.2. For every Fell-bundle morphism ¢ : A — B there is a unique
homomorphism ¢™ : C*(A) — C*(B) making the diagram

A B
I'e(A) — L'e(B)
commute.
Proof. Apply Lemma 2.1] with i = iz o ¢°. O

By a G-grading of a C*-algebra A we will mean a pair (A,7) where A is a
Fell bundle over G and i : I'.(A) — A is an injective homomorphism with dense
range. We note that Lemma tells us that there is a unique homomorphism
Ya: C*(A) — A such that

Yaoia =i,
which is surjective. We will later frequently use the more precise notation ¥4, 44
instead of ¥ 4.

We also note that Corollarygives that the restriction ig of i to I'z(A°) extends
uniquely to a isomorphism from I'o(A%) onto the closure of i(T.(A°)) in A. In the
sequel, when (A, i) is a G-grading of A, we will consider I'g(A°) as a C*-subalgebra
of A using this identification.

A G-grading (A, i) of C*-algebra A is called topological if there is a (necessarily
unique) conditional expectation E4 : A — I'g(A°) making the diagram

L.(A) —t 5 A

-

PAJ/ /’/
i Ba

Lo(A")

commute. Thus, restricting to the image of I'.(A), we are asking that the map
f = flgo on T'.(A) (more precisely, on the image of I'.(A) in A under the map
i:T.(A) — A), is bounded in the A-norm. We will later frequently use the more
precise notation F(4 4 ;) instead of F4.

Throughout, for clarity, we restrict our attention to topological gradings, al-
though some of our results do not need that extra assumption.

Remark 4.3. Let A be a Fell bundle over G. Then (A,i4,) is a topological G-
grading of C(A) (with Ec.(a) = Pa), and (A,i4) is a topological G-grading of
C*(A) (Wlth EC*(A) = P.A 9 A_A)
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Proposition 4.4. For every topological G-grading (A,i) of a C*-algebra A there
is a unique homomorphism na making the diagram

Cr(A)

commute. Moreover, na is also the unique homomorphism making the diagram
(A —— A

| A

(A)

commute. We will later frequently use the more precise notation 1 4 instead of
NA-

L.
iA,,.
*
C;

Proof. Enlarge the first diagram:

(4.1)
C*(.A) Ea

P

FU(AO)a

where E4 is the conditional expectation in the definition of topological grading.
The outer parallelepiped commutes when at the top we restrict to i4(T.(A)), and
hence commutes at the C*-level by density and continuity.
To show the existence of a homomorphism 14 : A — C}(A) such that nao4 =
A4, it suffices to show that
keri 4 C ker A 4.

The important point is that the conditional expectation P4 is faithful. Thus, if
a € ker 4, then so is a*a, hence
PA(AA(a*a)) = EA(QZ)A(G,*G,) = 0,
and we conclude that A4(a*a) =0, and so a € ker A 4, as desired.
It then follows that
naoci=mnaopaoig=~Aa0i=1ia,,

showing that the second diagram commutes. If n : A — C(.A) is a homomorphism
satisfying that noi =i4 ,, then n and n4 agree on i(I'¢(.A)), hence on A by density
and continuity. Finally, if n : A — C}(A) is a homomorphism satisfying that
noa = A4, then we get as above that noi =4 ,, which implies that n =n4. O
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Lemma 4.5. There is a category Cg’p in which the objects are triples (A, A, 1)
where (A, 1) is a topological G-grading of a C*-algebra A, and in which a morphism
(o,0) : (A, A1) — (B,B,j) is a homomorphism ¢ : A — B together with a Fell-
bundle morphism ¢ : A — B such that the diagmm

[e(A) —— Te(B)

i j

A —> B
commutes.

Proof. Most of this is obvious, and a moment’s consideration of the diagram

T.(A) —£ T(B)

To(

D)
A—— B k
so¢
D
shows how the composition (s,7) o (¢, ¢) of morphisms works. O

It is easy to see that the morphisms in Cg)p respect the conditional expectations:

Lemma 4.6. For any morphism (¢,¢) : (A, A,i) = (B,B,3) in Cis® we have a
commutative diagram

A—2 B

(4.2) E(A,.A.’i)l lE(B,BJ)
Lo(A°) 7 To(BY)

where @° : To(A%) — T'o(B°) is the homomorphism canonically associated to .

Proof. Diagram [£.2]sits inside a larger one:

c

./4) ‘ I
) \ e /
A - — B .
o )/ \

0 FO(BO)?
]

Pg

where we simplified the notation a bit for this proof. The upper quadrilateral, the
two triangles, and the outer rectangle all commute, and then a routine diagram
chase, using density of the image if ¢, shows that the lower quadrilateral commutes,
as desired. (]
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5. THE MAXIMALIZATION FUNCTOR

In this section we will apply our comonad technique, and for this we will need:
(1) a functor M : CP — Ci5P, and
(2) a natural transformation ¥ : M — idgtor

such that M+ and ¢M are both natural isomorphisms from M? to M.
Proposition 5.1. There is a functor M : Cg)p — Cg)p given on objects by
M(A, A i) = (C*(A), A, i)
and on morphisms (¢, ¢) : (A, A,i) — (B, B,j) by
M((bv ‘p) = ((pmv 80) : (C*(A)v -Aa Z.A) — (C*(B), Bv ZB)

Proof. Straightforward. ([

We now promote our homomorphisms ¢4, 4,5y : C*(A) — A to a natural trans-
formation ¢ : M — idCtGOp. Actually, we must have a morphism in Cg)p, SO we
embellish

(w(A,.A,i)v ldA) : M(A7 -’4’ Z) - (A7 -Aa 7’)

and identify Q/J(A,_AJ-) with (1/1(147“472'), ld_A)

Proposition 5.2. The homomorphisms (4, a,i) combine to give a natural trans-
formation

v M — idcgop.
Proof. This follows immediately from commutativity of the diagram

(C*(A), Ayia) 28 (C*(B), B, i)

'lp(A,A,i)l lll’(B,B,j)

(A, A, i) o (B,B,j).

O

Definition 5.3. We denote by M the full subcategory of Cé?p whose objects
(A, A, i) satisfy the property that 1c«(4),4,i) : (C*(A), A ia) = (A, A i) is an
isomorphism. In other words, Mg = (Cg)p)¢.

Now we investigate the compositions My and Y M.
Proposition 5.4. M1 : M? — M is a natural isomorphism

Proof. We begin by recording the formulas for M? and M1p.
First, we claim that in fact M2 = M. Indeed, for an object (4, .A,1), we have

M?(A, Ai) = M(C*(A), A iq) = (C*(A), A, ia) = M(A, Ai).
For a morphism (¢, ) : (4, A,i) = (B, B,j) we have
M(¢,0) = (¢™,¢) : (C*(A), A,ia) = (C*(B), B, i)
and maximalizing this does nothing, so
M2(¢,0) = M(p™,0) = (9™, ) = M(6,¢),

proving the claim.
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We turn to M. For an object (A, A, ), we have
Va4 = (Y(a,4,),ida) : (CT(A), A, ia) = (4, A, ),
SO
Mtpa,a = (([da)™,ida) = (ido-(a),ida)
=id(cr(a),4,ia) = 1darca,4,)-
Therefore we get My = id : M — M, which is certainly a natural isomorphism. [

Remark 5.5. In Proposition [5.4] above we saw that M4t is in fact the identity

natural isomorphism on the functor M. The underlying reason why this turned out
to be so trivial is because we kept the Fell bundle A as part of the objects in Cg) P
and this is what lead to M2 = M, and then it was not surprising that the resulting

natural isomorphism on M turned out to be the identity.
Proposition 5.6. ¥M : M? — M is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. This is similar to, and easier than, Proposition For an object (A, A,1),
we have M (A, A,i) = (C*(A),A,ia), and in Lemma [2.1] the relevant diagram is

C*(A)

, \%;(A)
1A

I'.(A) - C*(A),
so by uniqueness we must have ¢c-(4) = idc«(4). Therefore we have

(OM) 4,44 = Vuma,ai = (ide=(a),ida) = idex(a),4,i),

which is an isomorphism. Thus ¢y M is a natural isomorphism. [

We now immediately conclude the following from Proposition [3.4}

Theorem 5.7. Let M : CgP — C® and o : M — idgrovr be as above. Then:

. . to
(1) (M,v) is an idempotent comonad on CS".

(2) Incpmy : Mg — Cg?p is right-adjointable and MY is a right adjoint.
(3) Mg is a coreflective subcategory of Cg)p.
(4) 9 is the counit of the adjunction Incpa, = MY.

Remark 5.8. We can also define a category Cg in which the objects are triples
(A, A1) where (A, i) is a G-grading of a C*-algebra A and the morphisms are
defined as in Proposition It is not difficult to see that all our results in the
present subsection concerning CtGOp can be reformulated with Cg instead. We have
chosen to concentrate our attention on topologically G-graded C*-algebras because
this seems necessary in order to be able to define the normalization functor in the
next subsection.

6. THE NORMALIZATION FUNCTOR

In this section we will apply our monad technique, and for this we will need:
(1) a functor N : C® — Ci®, and
(2) a natural transformation 7 : idcéop — N

such that N+ and ¥ N are both natural isomorphisms from N to N2.
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Proposition 6.1. For every morphism ¢ : A — B there is a unique homomorphism
@™ making the diagram

commute.

Proof. The argument is quite similar to that of Proposition [{.4] Enlarge the dia-
gram:

c*(A) —£2 0*(B)

| Sy
(6.1) Cr(A) > CF(B)
P.Al Pg

o (A%) > Lo (B%),

where we define p to make the top triangle commute. The outer rectangle of the
diagram commutes when at the top we restrict to i4(I'.(A)) — ig(T(B)),
and hence commutes at the C*-level by density and continuity.

It suffices to show that

ker A 4 C ker p.

The important point is that the conditional expectation Pg is faithful. Thus, if
a € ker A4 then so is a*a, and then following the path down the left-hand side
of diagram and along the bottom gives the same as Py o p, and since the
conditional expectation Pg is faithful we conclude that p(a*a) = 0, and so a €
ker p. (]

Proposition 6.2. There is a functor N : CEOP — Cg)p given on objects by

N(A, A i) = (C7(A), A iar)
and on morphisms (¢, ¢) : (A, A,i) — (B, B,j) by
N(o,¢) = (" ¢) : (C7(A), Ayiar) = (CF(B), By is,r)-
Proof. Straightforward. O
We now promote our homomorphisms 74 4,5 : A — C;(A) to a natural trans-

formation 7 : idcgp — N. We must actually have a morphism in Cg)p, SO we
embellish also here:

(U(A,A,i)a ld.A) : (A7 -A7 Z) — N(Aa -A7 Z)
and identify N(A,A,) with (n(A,A,i)a ldA)

Proposition 6.3. The homomorphisms 14, a,iy combine to give a natural trans-
formation

n: idcgm — N.
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Proof. This follows immediately from commutativity of the diagram

(AvAaZ) % (8767])

n(A,A,i)J/ in(B‘B,j)

(C:(A)a Av i.A,T) (@™ 0 (C:(B), B, iB,r)~

Now we take care of the compositions Nn and nM.
Proposition 6.4. Nn: N — N? and nN : N — N? are natural isomorphisms.
Proof. We begin by computing N2 and N7,.

First, we claim that in fact N2 = N. For an object (A, A,1), we have

N?(A, A,i) = N(CH(A), Ayia,) = (CHA), Ayia,) = N(A, A, ).
For a morphism (¢, ) : (4, A,i) = (B, B,j) we have
N(¢, @) = (9", ) : (C7(A), Aiar) = (CF(B), B, is,)
and normalizing this does nothing, so
N?(¢,0) = N(¢", ¢) = (¢",0) = N(&, ¢).

Therefore we do have N2 = N.
We turn to N7. For an object (A,.A,14), we have

NaA = (N(a,a,0),1da) + (A, A,9) = (CF(A), A iar),
SO
Nia,a,i) = ((1da)",ida) = (ides(a),ida)
= id(cr(a),4,i4,) = 1dN(a,4,)-
Therefore we get N =id : N — N, which is certainly a natural isomorphism.
Next we check that nN : N — N? is a natural isomorphism. For an object

(A, A, i) we have N(A, A,i) = (C}(A), A,ia,), and in Proposition the relevant
diagram is

To(A) =255 Cx(A)
A

l %ﬁwm,m,n
7 (A),

C

so by uniqueness we must have 7cx(4),4,i4.,) = idcz(a). Therefore we have

%

(NN)(A,4,6) = 1IN (4,4, = (ides(a),1da) = idox (), 4,045

which is an isomorphism. Thus nN is a natural isomorphism.
|

Definition 6.5. We denote by Ng the full subcategory of Cg)p whose objects
(A, A, i) satisfy the property that 14 4, : A — C;(A) is an isomorphism. In
other words, Ng = (C&°)".

We now immediately conclude the following from Proposition |3.11

Theorem 6.6. Let N : Ci® — CiP and n : idgtor — N be as above. Then:
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1) (N,n) is an idempotent monad on Ci5®.
1

(

(2) Incpr, :Cg’p — Ng is left-adjointable and N7 is a left adjoint.
(3) Ng is a reflective subcategory of Cg:®.

(4) n is the unit of the adjunction N 4 Incps,.

7. MAXIMAL-NORMAL EQUIVALENCE

We consider now the category Cg)p of topologically graded C*-algebras over a
given locally compact Hausdorff étale goupoid G, equipped with the functors M, N
and the natural transformations v, n constructed in the previous subsections. It is
then clear that the setup in subsection is satisfied. Our goal is to show that
the full coreflective subcategory Mg = (C5P)? is equivalent to the full reflective
subcategory Ng = (Cg)p)”, and that these subcategories provide a new example of
a pair satisfying the “maximal-normal” type equivalence introduced in [BKQ11a],
hence of an associated pair ([KL89, BKQ11b]).

Proposition 7.1. The natural transformations Mn: M — MN and Ny : NM —
N are both isomorphisms.

Proof. Let (A, A, i) be an object in Ci® and set (¢, p) := Mmna,4,5)- Then
M(A, A1) = (C(A), A ia) = M(CE(A), Ayiar),
50 (¢, @) : (C*(A), A ia) = (C*(A), A, i), and the following diagram

YA, A,i)

(C*(A), A, in) (A, A7)

(WD)J/ lmA,A,i)

(C* (A)v A7 i ) — (C: (A)v ‘A» Z'-AJ")
%54(‘0;5(,4),,4,1‘

A,r
is commutative, i.e., we have

(7.1) Y(ox(A),Asia) © (D,0) = M(a,4,0) © V(a4
In fact, the universal property of Proposition tells us that (¢, ) is the unique
morphism in Cg) P such that lb holds, i.e., satisfying
(Ve (a) © @, 0) = (na 0 Ya,ida),

that iS, ¢C:(A) O(b ="NA OwA and Y = ldA

Now, ¥c=(ay : C*(A) = C)(A) is the unique homomorphism such that

Yex(a) 0 ta =1ia-
This means that -4y = Aa =14 0 P4, giving that
V(O (A) A, © (ido(a),ida) = (4 0 Pa,ida).

Using the uniqueness property of (¢, ¢), we get that (¢, ¢) = (idc«(4),id4), hence
that Mnca, 4, = (¢, ) is an isomorphism. This shows that the natural transfor-
mation Mn is an isomorphism.

By a dual argumentation, we get that N4 44 = (idc:(a),ida), hence that

N1 is also an isomorphism.
d

As recalled in subsection [3.3] an immediate consequence of Proposition [7-1]is the
following.
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Theorem 7.2. The categories Mg and Ng are equivalent. More precisely, the
adjunction N" o Incpyq, 4 MY o Incpr, is a “mazimal-normal” adjoint equivalence
between Mq and Ng. We also have

[BKQ11a]
[BKQ11b]
[BKQT?23
[BE12]
[EKQO4|

[ExelT]

[Fis04]
[Gra21]
[KQO9]

[KQROS]

[KL89)

[Kra23]
[Kum98]
[QS99)]

[SSW20]

[Spi]
[Wil07]

[Wil19)]

N~ (N"oIncp) o MY and MV ~ (MY oIncp,) o N™.
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