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ABSTRACT. We introduce a hypertopology, induced by an inframetric up to full quantum
isometry, on the class of pointed proper quantum metric spaces, which are separable,
possibly non-unital, C*-algebras endowed with an analogue of the Lipschitz seminorm,
with a distinguished state, and with a particular type of approximate units. Our hy-
pertopology provides an analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance on proper metric
spaces, and in fact, convergence in the latter implies convergence in the former. More-
over, when restricted to the class of quantum compact metric spaces, our new topology
is compatible with the topology of the Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity. We include new
examples of noncompact, noncommutative pointed proper quantum metric spaces
which are limits, for our new topology, of finite dimensional quantum compact metric
spaces. This article thus provides a first answer to the challenging question of how to
extend noncommutative metric geometry to the locally compact quantum space realm.

This paper in its first stage of editing, and subsequent improved versions will replace it
shortly.
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The field of Noncommutative Metric Geometry provides a framework for generalizing
the concept of a metric space to the noncommutative setting. This research is founded
on the powerful allegory that certain noncommutative C*-algebras serve as analogues of
the algebra of Lipschitz functions over a classical metric space [10, 51, 52]. The primary
goal of noncommutative metric geometry has been to study the convergence of these al-
gebras in the topology induced by a noncommutative analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance. This approach has been highly effective for studying quantum compact metric
spaces [55, 53, 49, 26, 56, 57, 37, 34, 32, 39, 38, 35, 33, 8, 47, 36, 2, 23, 4, 1], and associated
structures such as modules [47, 43, 41, 45], dynamical systems [42, 40], and spectral
triples [46, 27, 44, 28, 16, 7, 17, 15]. However, a significant challenge remains: developing
an adequate noncommutative geometric framework for the noncommutative locally
compact metric spaces. This is a critical omission, as the original Gromov-Hausdorff
distance was introduced in the locally compact setting [20].

In this article, we propose the first answer to this difficult open problem. We introduce
a hypertopology—constructed from a continuous inframetric, called the metametric
—on a large class of possibly non-unital C*-algebras. These algebras are endowed with an
appropriate analogue of the Lipschitz seminorm on a proper metric space, which is the
natural classical class for Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Our new topology successfully
generalizes the existing compact theory, and critically, it is compatible with the classical
theory, as Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of proper metric spaces implies convergence
for our proposed topology.

We proved our new inframetric is zero exactly between fully isometric pointed proper
quantum metric spaces, satisfies a version of the triangle inequality, is continuous for
its induced topology, recovers the topology of the propinquity — our analogue of the
Gromov-Hausdorff distance for quantum compact metric spaces — and is weaker than
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence in general. We also construct an example of finite
dimensional approximations, in the sense of our new topology, of certain C*-crossed-
products which provide examples of noncommutative proper noncompact quantum
metric spaces, including the algebra of compact operators.

Our study is motivated by the desire to extend the successful program of metric
geometry — specifically, the topological study of the space of metric spaces — to the
noncommutative geometric realm. In this framework, geometric spaces are replaced by
C*-algebras which, when commutative, are exactly the algebras of continuous functions
on an underlying locally compact Hausdorff space, by Gelfan'd duality. The benefit of this
extension lies in its ability to provide a flexible framework for studying approximations
and convergences. The core of this geometric perspective is found in Noncommutative
Differential Geometry, pioneered by Alain Connes [9, 10, 11]. This field replaces the tradi-
tional Dirac operators with spectral triples over possibly noncommutative C*-algebras.
The established success of convergence results in Riemannian geometry naturally raises
the question: can these metric and convergence techniques be extended to the noncom-
mutative setting? Moreover, Noncommutative Geometry is very helpful for describing
geometric objects that are highly singular or those arising intrinsically from quantum
physics — such as from quantum physics and quantum field theory, where noncommu-
tativity formalizes the uncertainty principle. Introducing metric considerations into the



study of these algebras is a natural path to a deeper understanding of the underlying
physics and to addressing fundamental issues like quantum gravity. The notion of a
distance between ’space-times’ has been a recurrent, implicit, or explicit pattern in this
area, dating back to the first introduction of a distance on compact metric spaces by
Edwards [14], which is now a special case of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance.

The challenge and benefits of defining an appropriate framework for approximations
of C*-algebras in noncommutative geometry, or even operator algebra theory, is not new.
The field of C*-algebras is already rich with approximation techniques, such as nuclearity,
quasi-diagonality, and the study of inductive limits, including approximately finite di-
mensional algebras or (AT) algebras. However, these are primarily topological concepts
(since based upon C*-algebras alone), which well-tailored for classification theory. The
introduction of geometric structures by Connes guides us toward seeking a geometric no-
tion of approximation rooted in metric considerations.The theory of Quantum Compact
Metric Spaces, which is the foundational success of this geometric approach, originated
from Connes’ observation [10] that a spectral triple naturally induces a metric akin to
the Monge-Kantorovich distance on the state space of the underlying C*-algebra. Rieffel
(51, 52] generalized this by defining a quantum compact metric space using an analogue
of the Lipschitz seminorm and introduced a Gromov-Hausdorff-like pseudodistance
between such spaces. This initiated a highly successful research program. Building
upon this, our prior work has focused on developing various analogues of the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance—notably the (dual) propinquity—on spaces of quantum compact
metric spaces, and such related structures as spectral triples [44].

Our exploration starts from the comfortable shores of the theory of metric space,
originating from the work of Fréchet. If (X, d) is a locally compact Hausdorff space, then
a natural encoding of the metric d at the level of algebras of functions is given by the
Lipschitz seminorm, defined for any function f: X — C by

- Lf()=fI
La(f): sup{ Ay .x,yEX,x;éy},
allowing for the value co. In particular, the seminorm L, is defined on a dense *-
subalgebra of the C*-algebra Cy(X) of C-valued continuous functions from X to C. On
this algebra, L; satisfies the Leibniz inequality and is lower semicontinuous on Cy(X).
Most notably, it induces a metric, called the bounded Lipschitz distance or Fortet-Mourier
distance [18], on the state space .’ (Cy (X)), which is the space of all Radon measures on
X by the Radon representation theorem. For any two ¢,y € . (Cy(X)), we define

bl (¢, 9) = sup{lo() = ()l f € 0O, La(H <L, | fll gy <1} -

Remarkably, the Fortet-Mourier metric induces the weak* topology on .¥ (Cy(X)). This
property will be central in identifying analogues of the Lipschitz seminorm in the non-
commutative setting — a perspective adopted by Rieffel [51] as a foundation for non-
commutative metric geometry.

If, moreover, (X, d) is compact, then bl . 1s equivalent to another metric on . (C(X)),
called the Monge-Kantorovich metric, and introduced by Kantorovich [24, 25] in his
study of Monge’s transportation problem. The Monge-Kantorovich metric between any
two states ¢, € . (C(X)) is given by:

mkp, (@, ) :=sup{lo(f) —w()l: f € Co(X),La(f) < 1}.

This metric, which by equivalence with the Fortet-Mourier distance, also induces the
weak* topology on . (C (X)), has the added advantage that for any two x, y € X, if §, and
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0y are the characters of C(X) given by evaluation at, respectively, x and y, then
mki,(6x,6y) =d(x,y).

In other words, mk_ 4 induces, on the Gelfan'd spectrum of C(X), which is homeomorphic
to X, a distance which turns the Gelfan'd spectrum of C(X) to an isometric space to X.
Thus in this context, L ; recovers the entire metric information in (X, d).

Taken together, these observations leads to the definition of a quantum compact
metric space [37], as an ordered pair (2(,L) of a unital C*-algebra and a seminorm L
defined on a dense *-subalgebra dom (L) of 2l which satisfies the Leibniz inequality (or
some generalized form [38]), is lower semicontinuous on 2 (when it is assumed to be co
outside of dom (L)), is zero exactly on the multiple of the unit of 2, and such that

mky : @,y € ) — sup{lg(a) —y(a)| : a € dom (L) nsa (A),L(a) <1}

metrizes the weak* topology of the state space . (2() of 2. In fact, L only needs to be
defined on some dense Jordan-Lie subalgebra of the self-adjoint part sa () of 2, but
we will adopt this equivalent description. This definition is in fact the result of some
evolution from the initial proposal from Rieffel [51] where 2 was simply an order unit
space, and thus no Leibniz property was present. Other variants tend to replace the
class to which 2l belongs, including operator systems [26] or operator spaces. Our own
interest is focused on the definition given here, using C*-algebras, and adding the Leibniz
inequality, which leads to a rich theory and allows one to take advantage of all the
C*-algebraic related structures.

The situation described so far becomes more intricate when (X, d) is only locally
compact. The Monge-Kantorovich metric is not in general an actual metric, does not
induces the weak* topology on the state space, and may not recover the original distance.
Since the Monge-Kantorovich metric and the Fortet-Mourier distance are equivalent
when (X, d) is compact, and the Fortet-Mourier distance remains well-behaved when
(X, d) is locally compact, it seems natural to replace the Monge-Kantorovich metric by
the Fortet-Mourier metric for the purpose of our noncommutative generalization.

This is indeed the approach we took in [30]. Thus, if 2 is a C*-algebra, and L is defined
on a dense *-subspace dom (L) of 2, then the associated Forter-Mourier metric on . (2()
is defined for any two states ¢, ¥ € .7 (2) by:

bl (¢, ¥) :=sup{l¢p(@) —y(a)|: acdom (L) nsa@),L(a@) < 1,llaly < 1}.

A natural necessary and sufficient condition on L for bl} to induce the weak* topology on
the state space of 2 is found in [30, Theorem 4.1]. This will serve as the starting point of
our present work.

It would be natural to ask whether something can be still be said about the Monge-
Kantorovich metric in the locally compact case, which still makes sense in the noncom-
mutative setting. Indeed, Dobrushin proved in [13] that the Monge-Kantorovich metric
metrizes the weak* topology on certain subsets of Radon probability measures subject
to a strong form of tightness. While nontrivial, it is possible to give an analogue of this
result, which we did in [31]. For our purpose here, the Monge-Kantorovich metric will
still play a role, though more limited. The main takeaway for us here from [31] may be
that if 2 is no longer unital, then we need to pick a replacement for the subalgebra Clg
in the form of a commutative C*-subalgebra of 2 containing an approximate unit for 2.
We call such C*-subalgebras topographies, as we see them as providing a mean to filter
the C*-algebra %, or rather the noncommutative space it describes, in terms of “level
sets” of elements in the topography. The commutativity ensures that this concept makes



sense, and provides a tool to discuss local notions within our noncommutative setting.
As shown for instance in [5], there is in fact no canonical way to discuss “approaching
infinity” in a general C*-algebra, and the choice of a topography is our way to handle this
situation.

Our class of separable quantum locally compact metric spaces, introduced in the first
part of this article, build on the observations above. Our focus will be on the subclass
of separable quantum locally compact metric spaces which are analogues of proper
metric spaces, i.e. metric spaces whose closed balls are all compact. This subclass is
distinguished from the more general separable quantum locally compact metric spaces
by the existence of certain special approximate units. Proper metric spaces have the
property that, unlike the general locally compact situation, the Monge-Kantorovich
metric does recover the original distance. Our interest, however, is that they form the
natural class to define the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence.

In [21], Hausdorff introduced a distance between closed subsets of a metric space,
which now bears his name. The Hausdorff distance is a very interesting construction
which enables the study of continuity of set-valued functions, the construction of fractal
sets and other attractors as limits of certain dynamics on the space of closed subsets of
a metric space, and finds applications in pattern and picture recognition. If (X, d) isa
metric space, if € > 0, and if A, B < X are not empty, then we denote:

d
Ac?B

to mean that for all x € A, the distance d(x, B) := inf{d(x, b) : b € B} from x to B is at most
€. The Hausdorff distance Haus; between A and B is then defined by

Haus, (A, B) := inf{s >0: Agf B anngg A}.

Indeed, Haus, is a distance on the so-called hyperspace of X, i.e. the set of all closed
subsets of X. This is the origin of our term hypertopology, meant as a topology on a
collection of metric (sub)spaces.

In [20], Gromov, motivated in part by the asymptotic behavior of certain spaces associ-
ated with hyperbolic groups, introduced his far reaching generalization of the Hausdorff
distance, now called the Gromov-Hausdorf{f distance. Gromov’ construction is, at once, an
intrinsic distance between proper metric spaces, and capture local information allowing
for spaces of infinite diameters to still be limits of compact spaces. If (Z, d) is any metric
space, then we write Z[x, r] for the closed ball of center x € Z and radius r. Modeled
after the definition of the Hausdorff distance, but with a modification to “localize” it, we
define, forany A,B< Z andforanyac A, be B:
gff Band B

=€

6z((A a),(B,D)) = inf{e >0:A

1
a,— CdA}.
€

1
a,—
£

Now, if we are given two pointed proper metric spaces (i.e. proper metric spaces together
with a choice of a point) (X, dx, x) and (Y, dy, ), the Gromov-Hausdorf{f distance between
(X,dx,x) and (Y, dy, y) is defined by:

GH((X, dx,x), (Y,dy, y)) = inf{5z(jx(X),j(x),jy(Y),j(y)) jxi X—Z,jy:Y—Z,

isometries from X, Y into a proper metric space (Z, dx) }
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While this quantity may be defined between any locally compact metric space, it is
indeed a (complete) metric over the class of pointed proper metric spaces.

The Gromov-Hausdorff distance has a long and rich history in metric geometry, and
has found deep applications in Riemannian geometry, where for instance, form of conti-
nuities for this metric, or variant thereof, of spectra of Laplacians and Dirac operators,
have been proven. This very elegant and geometric way of thinking about spaces, quite
distinct from more algebraic methods, is bound to also prove very interesting in noncom-
mutative geometry. As a historical note, a prior metric defined more specifically on the
class of compact metric spaces was introduced earlier by Edwards [14], as a first step in
placing a topology of a space of “space-times” in the spirit of Wheeler’s work on geomet-
ricodynamics and on the still open search of a quantum gravity theory. The definition of
Edwards is similar, and well-known, and is topologically equivalent to Gromov’ distance
when working with compact metric spaces.

Rieffel was the first to construct a noncommutative version of the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance over a class of compact quantum metric spaces [54]. This pioneering work
spawned an entire new research area in noncommutative geometry. As we wish to work
with quantum compact metric spaces as described above, built on top of C*-algebras,
and desire a distance between them which is zero only when the underlying C*-algebras
are *-isomorphic, among other properties, we introduced the (dual) Gromov-Hausdorff
propinquity [37, 34, 39, 38]. Our metric indeed induces the same topology as the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance when restricted to the classical case of actual compact metric spaces,
but also allows for such results as approximations of quantum tori by fuzzy tori, of spheres
by matrix algebras, of noncommutative solenoids by noncommutative tori, and more. A
lot of these results were motivated by the mathematical physics literature, where such
approximations of spaces, or noncommutative algebras, by matrix models, is a common
tool.

Motivated by our work on the propinquity between quantum compact metric spaces,
we then extended its reach to various structures. In particular, we introduced a Gromov-
Hausdorff like distance between metric spectral triples [46], for which we proved the
continuity of the spectrum of the underlying Dirac operators [28] and various examples
[27, 44, 16, 17].

This article now addresses the generalization of the more involved Gromov-Hausdorff
distance between pointed proper quantum metric spaces. Owing presumably to its
difficulty, this matter has not yet been addressed. Notably, the theory of locally compact
metric spaces and their noncommutative analogues adds a significant hurdle, as working
with unitalization (the noncommutative equivalent of compactifications) is not a great
path forward, since the distance function on a locally compact metric space does not
extend to a distance on such compactifications in general (in other words, R sits as a nice
dense open subset of its one point compactification T, but of course, this embedding is
not an isometry or even a Lipscthiz map).

Among the difficulties we must address, maybe the most salient is that the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance is fundamentally a local concept, involving an exhaustion of the
underlying spaces by balls of ever growing radii. From Gelfan'd duality, a closed subspace
of alocally compact Hausdorff space X, in its simplest form, correspond to a quotient
of the C*-algebra Cy(X). Of course, noncommutative C*-algebras can be simple (note
that they are topologically simple if and only if they are algebraically simple, so this is
not just a matter of accepting some topological inconvenience) — in fact, many of the



most studied examples like irrational rotation algebras, C*-crossed-products by minimal
actions, or the C*-algebras of interest in Elliott’s classification program, are simple. This
means that we do not have an obvious notion of closed subspace within our category of
C*-algebras. While, presumably, one approach is to work within a larger category with
weaker morphisms in the hope to remedy this problem, we insist on working within
the category of C*-algebras, as these are the objects which naturally occur in the study
of quantum physics (as algebras of observables) and geometry of singular spaces (as
algebras of foliations, crossed products, group and groupoid C*-algebras, among others).
Dropping the multiplicative structure is a steep price, and we adopt the view that if we
can not afford it, then we may need to work harder and try to find a way around this
difficulty.

Indeed, the idea we offer is that, like everything else in noncommutative geometry, it is
helpful to start by looking at the problem at hand in a function-based way. A closed subset
may naturally correspond to a quotient in the Gelfan'd picture, but it also corresponds to
a function: in its simplest form, a {0, 1}-value function called its characteristic function.
Such functions are of course given by projections in general. Once again, C*-algebras
can well be projectionless, so this may not seem like quite a solution yet — though by
embedding a C*-algebra in its universal Von Neumann algebra, this concept becomes
very helpful, already — we will see a brief application later in this paper, based upon our
work in [30].

But since we live in the world of metrics, maybe we can work with Lipschitz functions
instead, simply asking that their support be contained in a subset. In order to define
the Gromov-Hausdorff distance, we must find an analogue of exhausting the space in
larger and larger balls. But this is a bit misleading — of course, in the classical pictures,
these are obvious spaces to work with. But in our noncommutative context, we are led to
realize that what matters is to work with ever larger subsets which cover more and more
of the space, which in turn can be seen as the supports of Lipschitz functions which are
forced to be (almost) 1 at a base point, and decay very slowly, i.e. have small Lipschitz
seminorms — which is now a concept we do have an analogue for in noncommutative
geometry.

We explain in the pages below how this process is indeed able to define a convergence
a la Gromov in the work of geometry a la Connes. We define a class function which is our
analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance using this idea. It will become clear that
this requires a bit of technical gymnastic, but it makes the voyage more interesting. This
nontrivial generalization is not exactly a metric, as it satisfies a relaxed version of the
triangle inequality, but a very manageable one which creates no difficulty in inducing a
topology for which it is continuous. Moreover, distance zero between pointed proper
quantum metric space will imply that they are full isometric in the quantum sense, and
in particular, the underlying C*-algebras are *-isomorphic. We call it the metametric: the
prefix meta is used here in both its common meaning, of an object “beyond metrics” (a
generalization of a metric) and as a form of self-referential concept, i.e. a metric about
metrics.

Moreover, the classical Gromov-Hausdorff convergence will imply convergence for
our new topology, and so will convergence of quantum compact metric spaces in the
sense of the propinquity. A converse to this last statement also holds. Last, we prove
that we can now approximate certain noncommutative non-unital C*-crossed-products
by matrix algebras with our new topology. Therefore, our proposal meets all the basic
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wishes one could have for such a Gromov-Hausdorff distance between pointed proper
quantum metric spaces.

It is our hope that this construction will open the field of noncommutative metric
geometry to the wealth of the locally compact realm.

1. POINTED PROPER QUANTUM METRIC SPACES

A locally compact quantum metric space is described by a C*-algebras endowed
with a “quantum metric structure” given by an analogue of the Lipschitz seminorm, i.e.
a structure analogous, though possibly noncommutative, to the algebra of Lipschitz
functions over a locally compact metric space. For our purpose, it will suffice to focus on
separable separable quantum locally compact metric spaces. We begin our discussion
with isolating the key properties that a seminorm defined on subspace of a C*-algebra
should possess to be considered an analogue of the Lipschitz seminorm, starting from our
work in [30, 31]. We then progress toward our notion of a pointed proper quantum metric
space, a type of separable quantum locally compact metric space which generalizes the
notion of a proper, or boundedly-compact, metric space. This notion is encoded in the
existence of certain notable approximate units constructed from the quantum metric
structure.

1.1. Separable Locally Compact Quantum Metric Spaces. Let 2 be a separable C*-
algebra, and let L be a seminorm defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of the self-adjoint
part sa () of 2. We begin our discussion with the observation that such a seminorm
induces a metric on the quasi-state space 2(2() of 2, which, in the classical picture,
induces the weak* topology on the state space .(2l) of 2, and we wish to keep this
property in our more general context. We begin with a little bit of notation which we will
use accross this article.

Notation 1.1. If E is a normed vector space, we denote the norm on E by ||-||g by default.
If F ¢ E is a subspace of E, we may continue to write ||| g for the induced norm on F, if
this does not create confusion. Moreover, the topological dual of E is denoted by E*.

Notation 1.2. If 2l is a C*-algebra, and if a € 2, then we denote the real part ‘”2“* of a by

5

R(a), and the imaginary part 57~ of a by S(a). The Jordan-Lie subalgebra {R(a) : a € 2}
consisting of the self-adjoint elements of 2 is denoted henceforth by sa (). The Jordan
product, in particular, over sa (2), is simply the real part of the product, and the Lie
product is simply the imaginary part of the product.

The state space of 2 is denoted by .7 (). The set of all positive linear functionals over
2 of norm at most 1 is the quasi-state space of 2{ [50, 3.1.2], denoted by 2(2().

If 2l has a unit, we set u2l = 2. Otherwise, u2l := 2A & C is the smallest unitalization of

2U. We denote the unit of u2( by 1y

As we will use this notion often, we recall from [50, 3.10.4] that a self-adjoint element
h in a C*-algebra 2 is strictly positive when, for all ¢ € . (2(), we have ¢(h) > 0.

The quasi-state space of a C*-algebra 2 is the convex hull of . () U {0} [50, 3.2.1]. If
2l in, in fact, a separable C*-algebra without a unit, then 2(2() in the weak* closure of
(), as we now check.

Lemma 1.3. [f2l is a separable C*-algebra without a unit, then 2(2l) is the weak* closure

of SR
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Proof. Since 2 is separable, it has a strictly positive element h € sa () [50, 3.10.6]. In
particular, there exists an approximate unit (e;) ,eiy of 2 in C* (k) [50, Proof of 3.10.5],
and therefore, h2lh is dense in 2.

If ¢ € Z(2), then the restriction of ¢ to C*(h) is again a state, since it is obviously
positive and lim,,_.., ¢(e;) = 1, so by [12, Propostion 2.1.5, v].

Since 2l is not unital, /& is not invertible, so 0 € Sp (k). If 0 is isolated in Sp (h), then the
function

1ifx #0,
frxeSph— {0 otherwise,

is continuous over Sp (h) and in fact, f € ¢y(Sp (h) \ {0}), so g = f(h) € C*(h) is well-
defined by the functional calculus. For all a € 2, since e, g = e, for all n € IN, and since
(en) nelN is an approximate unit for 2(, we then have:

0<[a-galy<|a-engaly+|enga—galy
<lla-eqaly +|leng— gy lals

17 0+0,

and similarly, |a—ag|y = 0. So g is a unit for 2. Since 2 is not unital, we conclude by
contraposition that 0 € Sp (h) is not isolated in Sp (h).

Let (x,)new be a sequence in Sp(h) \ {0} converging to 0. Let ¢, be a state of 2
obtained by applying the Hahn-Banach theorem for positive linear functionals to 6 ,. By
construction, ¢, (h) = 8, (h) =—= 0.

Let a € 2, € > 0. Since h2(h is norm-dense in 2, there exists b € A such that ||a— hbh| g <
£. Since Qn(h?) = Ox, (h)? 2222, 0, there exists N € IN such that, if 7 = N, then pn(h?) < 5.
For all n € IN, the map ¢, is positive, so we conclude by [50, 3.1.4],[12, Proposition 2.1.5
ii] that ||, (h- h) | g =limg_oo @, (herh) = p(h?). Therefore, if n> N then:

lpn(a)| < |@n(a—hbh)|+|¢,(hbh)|

<lla—hbhlig +@a(h®) bl
<Sifoe
2 2
Therefore, for all a € 2, we have shown that lim,,_.. ¢, (a) =0, i.e. (¢,),en cOnverges to
0 for the weak* topology.

Now, let ¢ € 20* be a positive linear functional such that ¢ := ”1//”9[* < 1. For each
nelN, sety, =y +(1-)¢,. Of course, ¥, is a positive linear functional, and ||y, || - =
limg_ooWnler) =t+ (1 —1) =1. So (W) nen is a sequence in . (), converging to v in
the weak* topology. So 2(2l) contains all positive linear functional over 2 of norm at
most 1.

On the other hand, if € 2* lies in the weak* closure of . (2(), then || w|
is positive. This concludes the proof of our lemma.

g+ <1, andy
O

Let us begin our discussion about noncommutative Lipschitz seminorms. At a mini-
mum, an analogue of the Lipschitz seminorm ought to has the following properties.

Definition 1.4. Let2( be a C*-algebra. A seminorm L defined on a subspace of 2 is called
a norm modulo constants when L is a norm if 2l has no unit, or {a € dom (L) : L(a) =0} is
Clg if 2 has unit 1y.

Definition 1.5. Let2( be a C*-algebra. A seminom L defined on a subspace dom (L) of 2
is called hermitian when for all a € dom (L), we have a* € dom (L), and L(a) = L(a™).
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Notation 1.6. If L is a hermitian seminorm on dom (L), then domg;, (L) := dom (L) nsa (2A).
Note that if dom (L) is a dense subspace in 2, then domsg, (L) is a dense R-subspace of
sa Q).

We defined in [30] a metric on the state space of a C*-algebra endowed with a norm
modulo constants, which is analogous to the Fortet-Mourier metric [18] induced by a
Lipschitz seminorm. We extend our definition in [30, Definition 2.3] to the quasi-state
space.

Definition 1.7. Let 2 be a separable C*-algebra, and L be a hermitian norm modulo
constants defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of 2. The Fortet-Mourier distance is
defined between any two quasi-states ¢, € 2(2) by

bl (¢, ¥) == sup{lp(a) -y (a)| : a € doms, (L), lall <1},

where, for all a € dom (L),
lall :=max{L(a),llalys}.

Remark 1.8. Since for all a € 2l and ¢ € 2(2l), we have ¢(a) = ¢ oR(a), we conclude that:
bl (¢, 9) :=sup{l¢p(@) —y(a)|: acdom(L),llal_<1},
though we will prefer the formulation given in Definition (1.7).

A natural characterization of when the Fortet-Mourier metric induced induces the
weak* topology on the state space was discovered in [30].

Theorem 1.9 ([30, Theorem 4.1]). If2l is a separable C*-algebra, and if L is a hermitian
norm modulo constants defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of 2, then bl metrizes the
weak* topology of . Q) if, and only if, there exists a strictly positive element h € sa ()
such that the set

{hah:aedoms, (L), llall <1}
is totally bounded in 2.

Definition (1.7) involves a somewhat arbitrary cutoff value, and it will be helpful that
we allow for this cutoff to change. To this end, we introduce the following notation.

Notation 1.10. Let 2 be a separable C*-algebra, and let L be a hermitian norm modulo
constants defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of 2. For any M = 1, and for all a €
dom (L), we define

1
lally,nm = maX{A—/[ IIaIIm,L(a)},

with the convention that [|-]|_ = [|I|; as done in Definition (1.7).
We then define, between any two quasi-states ¢, € 2(2l) of 2, the distance:

bl a1 (@, ¥) :=sup{lp(a) —y(a)| : a € doms, (L), lall p <1},
again with the convention, adopted earlier, that bl =bl| ;.
We immediately remark that, for all M >0,
bl <bl p < Mbl,
which follows from the obvious inclusion

{aedoms, (L): llall, <1} c{aedoms, (L): llal p} s M{acdom(L):llal <1}.
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Since all the versions of the Fortet-Mourier distances are equivalent, they all either induce
the weak* topology on the state space, or none of them do, and no new characterization
besides Theorem (1.9) is needed.

The following lemma shows that we, in fact, obtain many compact sets in 2 from a
hermitian norm modulo constants L when its associated Forter-Mourier distance metrize
the weak* topology on . (). This is, arguably, the central feature of such seminorms.

Lemma 1.11. Let % be a separable C*-algebra and L a hermitian norm modulo constants
defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of 2. There exists h € sa () with h > 0 such that

{hah:aedoms, (L), llal <1}
is totally bounded if, and only if, for all c,d € U, for all M = 1, and for all K > 0, the set
{cad:ac doms, (L), laly <K}
is totally bounded.

Proof. Assume {hah: a € domg, (L), ||all| <1} is totally bounded. Since multiplication by
a nonzero positive scalar is uniformly continuous, it maps totally bounded sets to totally
bounded sets, so {hah: a € domg, (L), | all_ < K} is totally bounded for all K > 0.

Fix M = 1 and K > 0. We then observe that

{hah:ae€domg;, (L), lal p < K} S{hah:ae€doms, (L), llall < MK}

and thus {hah: a € domg, (L), llall|_ s < K} is totally bounded.

It immediately follows that {h"ah" : a € domsa (L), llall|_ s < K} is totally bounded
for all n € IN\ {0} as well, as the image of the previous set by the uniformly continu-
ous map a € A — h" tah" . Thus, if P € R[X] with P(0) = 0, then {P(h)aP(h): a €
doms, (L), lall a < K} is totally bounded, and further, if f € Cy(o(h)), then {f(h)af(h):
a € domg, (L), llall s < K} is totally bounded.

Since h > 0, there exists (f;) nen € co(0(h)) such that || f;,|| e = b and (fu () pen is
an approximate unit of 2. Set e,, := f;;(h) for all n € IN; note that |le,llo =1 and e, € sa ()
for all n € IN. In particular, {e,ae, : a € doms, (L), llall| p < K} is totally bounded in 2L.

Letnow ¢, d € 2. Let € > 0. There exists N € IN such that ||c — ceylly < and
ld—endllgy < If a € domg, (L) with |lall_y < K, then

S S
. 41l KM+1)
4(lclg KM+1)
lcad—cepaendlg < lic—cenlly lalla dlia + lcenllo llalle lld - endlig

£
<llc—cenlly KM lldllg + llcllg KM ||d — endllg < >

Fix n= N. Now, {ce,ae,d : a € doms, (L), llall| p < K} is totally bounded in 2, again as
the image of the totally bounded set {e, ae;, : a € doms, (L), llall.,, < K} by the uniformly
continuous map a € 2 — cad. So, there exists a finite %-dense subset F of {ce,ae,d:ac
doms;, (L), lall,, < K}, from which it follows that for every a € doms, (L) with [|all,, < K,
there exists b € F such that |[cad — bllg < €.

As £ > 0is arbitrary, {cad : a € doms; (L), [l all_y < K} is totally bounded, as claimed.

The converse is trivial . O

Example 1.12. If (X, d) is a locally compact metric space, then bl| , metrizes the weak*
topology on .¥’(Cy (X)), by choosing h := x € X — max{1, m} with xg € X arbitrary.

Remark 1.13. Let 2 be a separable C*-algebra, and L a hermitian norm modulo con-
stants defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of 2(. The topology induced by bl; on the
cone of positive linear functionals is stronger than the weak* topology in general. For
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instance, the sequence (J,),cIv converges to 0 for the weak* topology on Cy(R)*, yet
bl (6,,0n+1) =1forall neN.

We observe that, if (¢ ) ,ev is a sequence of positive functionals in 2 which converges
to some ¢ in the weak* topology, and if limy, oo || @1 [ o+ = ||@[| g+ » thenlim,, .o bl (¢, @) =
0. The converse is not valid in general: when 2 = Cy((0,1)), the sequence (& L ) nelN

converges to 0 for the weak* topology, and bl (§ 1 ,0) = 1 2%, ¢, yet of course,

n+l
e = (|6
of completeness for separable quantum locally compact metric spaces does guarantee
that indeed, convergence for the Forter-Mourier between positive linear functionals is
equivalent to weak* convergence and convergence of the norms.

|2(* Jnel does not converge to 0 = [|0]|g+. We will see later on that a form

There is another natural extended metric to consider in our context, which proved to
be central in the theory of quantum compact metric spaces but will play a lesser role in
our present work, though it still must be considered.

Definition 1.14. Let 2 be a C*-algebra, and L a hermitian norm modulo constants
defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of (. The Monge-Kantorovich metric mk|_is defined
between any two states ¢,y € . (2() of 2 by setting:

mky (@, ¥) :=sup{lp(a) —y(a)|: a € doms, (L), L(a) < 1}.

One purpose of introducing this metric is to keep track the diameter of the space we
work with. To this end, we introduce the following notation:

Notation 1.15. For any metric space (E, d) and any nonempty AC E,
diam (A, d) == sup{d(x,y): x,y € A},

allowing for the value co. If E is a normed vector space, then we write diam (A4, E) for
diam (A, d) where d is the distance induced by the norm ||-||z of E.

Notation 1.16. Let 2 be a C*-algebra, and L be a hermitian norm modulo constants
defined on some dense subspace dom (L) of 2. We denote the diameter of (. (2(), mk} )
by

qdiam (2, L) := diam (. (1), mky ),

allowing for the value oo.

While the Fortet-Mourier metric is well-behaved, the Monge-Kantorovich metric is
more complicated in general. Indeed, if (X, d) is a locally compact metric space, in
general, mk| 4 does not metrize the weak* topology and, when diam (X, d) = oo, may
even take the value co. Instead, mk_, induces the weak* topology on certain subsets of
states, as described by Dobrushin [13], subjected to some strong form of tightness. We
generalizes Dobrushin’s criterion to noncommutative C*-algebras in [31]. We proved that
if 2 is a separable C*-algebra, and if L is a hermtian norm modulo constant, defined on a
dense subspace of 2, and if there exists a strictly positive element / € sa () and a state
pe .7 () such that

(1.1) fhaheuA:a=>b+ tly,bedomg, (L), ub) =—t,L(b) <1}

is totally bounded, then mk; does induce the weak* topology on certain sets of states
called tame, which includes such sets as

{p e S Q) : @cx(n is supported on K }
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where K < Sp (h) \ {0} is compact (and where L(1g) = 0). For our purpose, however, it will
suffice to require that the set in Expression (1.1) is merely bounded, which will help us
control the Monge-Kantorovich metric mk_ enough to meet our needs — for instance
ensuring that our definition of separable quantum locally compact metric spaces is
equivalent with the notion of quantum compact metric space when the base C*-algebra
is unital, and that there is a weak* dense set of states within finite Monge-Kantorovich
metric from a fixed state, in Lemma (1.25).

Remark1.17. If2 is a unital C*-algebra, then we note that bl metrizes the weak* topology
if, and only if, {a € doms;, (L) : llall_ < 1} is totally bounded. Thus, as seen for instance in
[52], mk_ metrizes the weak* topology exactly if qdiam ()L < oo, in which case we also
note that bl| ,, = mk_whenever M = qdiam (2, L). This condition is in turn given by the
boundedness of the set {a € domg, (L) : L(a) < 1, u(a) = 0} for any state u € . (2).

The Lipschitz seminorm induced by a metric, in addition to inducing nicely behaved
metrics on the space of Radon probability measures, has a few other properties which
have proven helpful to keep in the noncommutative setting. It has a lower semicontinuity
property, specifically, the closed unit ball for the Lipschitz seminorm is closed in norm.
Moreover, the Lipschitz seminorm satisfies the Leibniz inequality, which connects it to
the multiplicative structure of the underlying C*-algebra. This property became central
in our work on the propinquity between quantum compact metric spaces [37], and will
again be important to us here.

Definition 1.18. A seminorm L on a subalgebra dom (L) of 2 is Leibniz when, for all
a,be dom (L),
L(ab) <llalg L(b) +L(a)llbllgy .

Remark 1.19. If L is a Leibniz hermitian seminorm on a subalgebra dom (L) of 2, then
domg; (L) is a Jordan-Lie subalgebra of sa (2(), and the restriction of L to domg; (L) satis-
fies:

max{L(R(ab)),L(S(ab)} < llallg L(b) + L(a) 1 bllgy .

For this article, a particular consequence of the Lwibniz property will be used repeat-
edly, and we establish it now.

Lemma 1.20. If% is a C*-algebra, L is a seminorm defined on a subalgebra dom (L) of
sa (), and ifa,bedom(L), then

Laba) < llalls 211Dl L(D) + llallg L(d) .
Proof. Let a,b e dom (L). By the Leibniz property:
L(aba) < llabllg L(a) +L(ab) llaly
<llalg bl L(a) + IIallél L(b) +llalg bl L(a)
<llally 21Dl L(@) + llallg L(b)),
as claimed. (]

Remark 1.21. If L is a seminorm defined on a Jordan-Lie subalgebra doms, (L) of sa (),
for some C*-algebra 2, such that

(1.2) max{L(R(ab)),L(S(ab))} < laliy L(b) +L(a) 1 bllgy
for all a, b € domsg, (L), then since
aba=RMR(ab)a)+ I (S(ab)a),
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we would obtain from a similar computation as above that
Laba) <2llallg 211bllg L(b) + llalg L(d))

for all a, b € domsg, (L). The factor 2 in front would cause us difficulties. Therefore, while
the work on quantum compact metric space uses seminorms defined only on Jordan-
Lie subalgebras of sa () satisfying the weaker Leibniz relation in Expression (1.2), we
actually will require our Lipschitz seminorms analogues to satisfy the usual Leibniz
inequality of Definition (1.18) here.

We are now ready to define our notion of separable quantum locally compact metric
space.

Definition 1.22. A separable quantum locally compact metric space (2, L) is an ordered
pair of a C*-algebra 2 and a Leibniz, hermitian, norm modulo constants L defined on a
dense *-subalgebra dom (L) of 2 such that:

(1) the Fortet-Mourier distance bl|_ defined on the state space . (2() of 2 by:
bl =,y € ) — supilg(a) —w(a)l : ae doms, (L), llallg < 1,Lg (a) < 1}

induces the weak* topology on .7 (2(),
(2) {aedom(L):L(a) <1}isclosedin sa (),
(3) there exists h € sa (2) strictly positive, and p € .(2) such that u(h) =1, and

{haheuA:a=b+tlg,te€R,bedoms, (L),L(b) <1,u(b) =-t}
is bounded.

We reconcile our new definition with the concept of quantum compact metric space
as defined in [37, 38].

Lemma 1.23. If (L) is a separable quantum locally compact metric space and 2l is
unital, then (U, L\qom,, (L)) is @ quantum compact metric space.

Proof. Assume that (2(,L) is a separable quantum locally compact metric space while A
is unital. Let & € sa (2() be a strictly positive element in 2 and p € . (2() such that

{hah:aedom(L),L(a) <1,u(a) =0}

is bounded (note that here ul =2( and 19 € dom (L) since L is a norm modulo constants),
while

{hah:aedom(L),llal_<1}

is compact.

As a strictly positive element in a unital C*-algebra 2, the element 4 is invertible (since
{p(h) : p € ()}, as A is unital, is the closed convex hull of the spectrum of &, and it
does not contain 0 by definition). The map a € A — h™'ah™! is of course Lipscthiz, hence
the set:

{aedom(L):L(a) <1,u(a) =0}

is also bounded, which implies that diam (. (2(),L) < co. Similarly,
{faedom(L):L(a) <1,|lally <1}

is compact. Hence, (2, L) is a quantum compact metric space.
Of course, if (2, L) is a quantum compact metric space, then (2, L) is a separable
quantum locally compact metric space. (]
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We also note that the topological assumption in [31] is indeed stronger than what we
require in this paper.

Lemma 1.24. Let% be a separable C*-algebra and L be a hermitian norm modulo constant
defined on dense subspace dom (L) of 2. If

(1.3) {haheud:a=b+tlg,teR,bedom(L),L(b)<1,ub)=-t}

is totally bounded for some h € domg, (L) strictly positive, and some pu € . (1) with
w(h) =1, then{hah: acdomg, (L), |all_ <1} is totally bounded as well.

Proof. Assume that the set given in Expression (1.3) is totally bounded. Let & € domg, (L),
and p(h) = 1, for some strictly positive element h € sa(2(). Let (a,),eN in domg, (L)
such that [la,ll| <1 forall ne N. Then (a, — pu(a,)h) € domg, (L), with L(a, — p(a,)h) <
1+ |u(ay)|L(h) <1+L(h) and pu(a, — play) h) = 0. So there exists a Cauchy subsequence
(ha g —plarm) B ) pe of (hay — plag) B h) pew. Now, (1(af(n)) ne is bounded (with
values in [-1,1]) and thus has a convergent subsequence (i(af(g(n))))new as well, and
therefore, (u(argm) 1) e converges in 2l. Altogether, the subsequence (ha(g(n)) M) new
of (ha, h) e is therefore Cauchy. So {hah: a € domg, (L), [lall < 1} is totally bounded,
as claimed. [l

If we assume that for a separable quantum locally compact metric space (2, L), there
exists /1 € sa () with > 0 and p € .(2) such that the set in Expression (1.3) is bounded
for the norm |-||_, rather than ||-|lo, and if {faf : a € domg, (L), llall_ < 1} is totally
bounded, then in fact, (2, L) is a separable quantum locally compact metric space in the
sense of [31]. We will however not use this observation further.

The reason we still need to work with the Monge-Kantorovich metric is the very useful
observation that, while the state space is not metrized by it, some weak* dense subset
is indeed a metric space (again, with a stronger topology than the weak* topology in
general).

Lemma 1.25. Let (U, L) be a separable quantum locally compact metric space. If h € sa ()
is a strictly positive element and p € . () with u(h) = 1 and such that

(1.4) {haheud:acud,a=b+t,bedom(L),teR,L(a) <1,u(a)=—t}
is bounded, then {p € ./ (21) : mk| (@, 1) < oo} is weak* dense in . ().

Proof. Without changing notation, we extend L to u2( by setting L(a + t1g) = L(a) for
all a e dom (L), t € C, noting that since L is a norm modulo constant, this definition is
consistent if 2 is unital.

Let h € sa (%) strictly positive, and u € .(20), such that u(h) = 1 and the set in Ex-
pression (1.4) is bounded. Denote the spectrum of h by Sp (h), and let Cy(Sp (h)) be the
C*-algebra of C-valued continuous functions over Sp (/) vanishing at 0.

Let (f) new be a an approximate unit in Cy (Sp (h)), with f,, supported on a compact
in Sp (k) \ {0} for each n € IN. For each n € N, there exists g, € Cy(Sp (h)) such that
fn(x) = xgn(x) for all x € Sp (h), since f; is compactly supported. By construction, if
hy = fn(h) and s, := g, (h) for all n € IN, we conclude that (h,) ,cv is an approximate
unit of C*(h). Now, C* (h) contains an approximate unit of 2 since  is strictly positive
[50, 3.10.5], s0 (k) nel is an approximate unit for 2. Moreover, h, = s, h for all n € IN.

Now, for each n € N, the set

{hnah, € ul: a e doms, (L) + Rly,L(a) <1,u(a) =0} = {s,(hah)s, : a € doms, (L) + R1g, L(a) <1,u(a) =0}
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is bounded by assumption and since a € 2 — s, as; is Lipschitz. Let
M, = sup{llhyah,ll g : a € domg, (L) + Rlg, L(a) <1, u(a) =0}.

Since (1) e is an approximate unit, lim, .., (k) = 1. Up to dropping finitely many
1

“(hn) hn I’LG]N’ we

will henceforth assume that p1(%,,) = 1 without loss of generality (in particular (@ hp) neN

is still an approximate unit of ().

Letnow ¢ € .7 (). Foreachne N, let g, :=aeA — (hz ¢(hpahy). By construction,
@n €. Q) and lim,,—, ¢(h%) = 1 [12, Proposition 2.1.5].

Fix a € . Since a = limy,_ hyah,, we conclude lim,_.o, ¢ (a) = ¢(a). Hence,
(¢n) neN converges to ¢ in the weak* topology.

Therefore

entries in the sequence (hy) e, and then replacing our sequence with

S::{(p(zz)(p “hp):pe. S ), nelN,p(h?%) >o}

is weak* dense in .7 ().
On the other hand, let ¢ € .%(2l) and n € IN such that ¢(h?) > 0 — which exists since
limn_,oo(p(h,%) =1. Forall a € domg, (L), with L(a) <1,

1
n - = hn n hfl
lpn(a) —pla)l = ' ( )<P( )— <p(h2)u((p( )a)

lop(hpahy,) — wa@eh?)]

(h2

M
h 190 hy,)l <

Therefore,

mkp (@n, 1) = sup{lg,(a@) — p(a)| : a € domg, (L), L(a) < 1}

< > <00
¢(hy)

Therefore, S < {p € .7 () : mky (¢, u) < oo}. Since S is weak* dense in . (21), our proofis
complete. ]

The Gromov-Hausdorff distance is defined between pointed proper metric spaces.
The matter of finding an adequate notion of a pointed proper quantum metric space is
delicate, because the role of a base point is more than just to pin the space in place —
it provides a center for an exhaustion of the space using balls of increasing radius, and
working with subsets such as balls in noncommutative geometry is basically not available,
by the very nature of noncommutativity. Nonetheless, we introduce the simplest notion
of a quantum space with a “base state”, which borrows from the conclusion of Lemma
(1.25).

Definition 1.26. An pinned separable quantum locally compact metric space (2, L, p) is a
separable quantum locally compact metric space (2, L) together with a state y € . (2()
such that

{pe.Z @) :mky(p, ) < oo}
is weak* dense in . (). The state y is then call the pin of (2(,L, ).
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We conclude this section with a sufficient condition for completeness of the Fortet-
Mourier distance, as a preliminary to our next section. It will also refine our description
of the topology induced by the Fortet-Mourier distance on the quasi-state space, under
this natural assumption, which will be met by the type of separable quantum locally
compact metric spaces we will work with in this paper.

Lemma 1.27. If((,L) is a separable quantum locally compact metric space, and if there
exists a bounded approximate unit (e,) e for 2 in doms, (L) such that (L(e,)) pelN is
bounded as well, then (. (21),bl ) is complete. Moreover, a sequence (@) e Of positive
linear functionals over 2l converge tow € 2A* for bl if, and only if, () nev converges toy
in the weak* topology andlim, .o | @n | o = |9l g

Proof. Let (¢n) e be a Cauchy sequence in (7 (21),bl) ). It is a standard argument that
(¢n) nelw converges, in the weak* topology, to a continuous positive linear functional v
over 2. Now, by assumption, there exists M > 0 such that {a € domg;, (L) : lall_. < M}
contains an approximate unit for 2. By uniform convergence:

[ = Jfimm, v n) = Jimn, Y o (o) = Jim Jim, @) = i o o

In particular, if (¢,) ,ev is a sequence of states of 2, then v is a state of 2 as well.
We already established the converse in Remark (1.13). (]

Definition 1.28. A separable quantum locally compact metric space (2, L) is strongly
complete when there exists an approximate unit of 2 in {a € domg, () : llall. < 1}.

Our next step is the introduction of the class of proper quantum metric spaces, which
is also based upon the existence of special approximate units.

1.2. Proper Quantum Metric Spaces. We now introduce a subclass of separable quan-
tum locally compact metric spaces which will be the natural domain for our Gromov-
Hausdorff metametric, as they have an appropriately strong notion of completeness.
To this end, we begin with the following source of approximate units for certain sepa-
rable quantum locally compact metric spaces, which, by Lemma (1.27), immediately
implies completeness. This result is actually a fundamental tool in the later study of the
convergence of pointed proper quantum metric spaces as well.

Definition 1.29. If (2, L, ) is a pinned separable quantum locally compact metric space,
a L-Lipschitz p-pinned exhaustive sequence is a sequence (h;,) ,ev € domsg, (L) such that
(1) limy, .o L(hy,) =0,
) limp—op(hy) =1,
(3) limy—oo lpllg =1.

Theorem 1.30. If (2, L, u) is a pointed separable quantum locally compact metric space,
and if (hy) nelw € doms, (L) is a L-Lipschitz p-pinned exhaustive sequence, then (hy) pelN is
an approximate unit for 2.

Proof. Since (Il llg) new and (L(Ry)) new are convergent, (|7, ) new is bounded. Let
M > 0 such that, for all n = M, we have | h,||_ < M.

Claim 1.31. The sequences (k) v is weakly convergent to the unit in u%, i.e.

Ype. s &) V}Ego(p(hn) =1.
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Let ¢ € . (2l) with mk| (¢, u) <oco. Forallne N,
() — ()| < L(hp)mky (1, @) 0.

Since lim;,_., pt(hy,) = 1, we conclude that lim,,_., ¢(h,) = 1.

By Definition (1.22), the metric bl| metrizes the weak* topology on .7 (2(), and by
assumption on g, the set {¢p € . (20) : mky (¢, 1) < oo} is weak* dense in .7 (2).

Let v € () and € > 0. There exists ¢ € . (%) such that mk (¢, 1) < oo, and
bl (¢, ¥) < 55;. we conclude that

£
sup lp(hy,) —yw(hy)| < Mbl(p,9) < -.
nelN 2
Since lim;,—o ¢ (hy) = 1, there exists N € IN such that, if n = N, then |1 — @ (h,)| < %
Hence, for all n = N:

1-w(hy)l < Il—(p(hn)|+|(p(hn)—1//(hn)ls§+ =&

DN ™

Hence, lim,,—. ¥ (h;) = 1, and our claim is proven.
Claim 1.32. For all p € . (2), it holds that limn_,oo(p(h%) =1=1lim,_ || hi ||Q[ .
For all n € IN, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and since & € sa (1), we observe that:
p(hp)? < p(h?) < | R3] o < 1Rl

and since lim,, ..o pt(hy) =lim,— 1A llg = 1, by the squeeze theorem, lim;,_.o ,u(hf,) =
1.
Moreover, for all n € IN, by the Leibniz property of L (since R(K2) = h?),

L(h2) <2l hylig L(hy)

Our first claim, applied to (h%) nelN, finishes the proof of our second claim.

n—oo

0.

Claim 1.33. Every state of 2 extends uniquely to u2( by fixing the value at 19 to be 1. If
K ¢ . Q) is a nonempty weak* compact subset of .’ (2(), then

: 2y . _
Jggosup{l(p((lgl—hn) ):peK}=0.

Let K < .¥(2() be nonempty and weak* compact. By assumption, there exists N € IN
such that, if n = N, then,
L(h2) <2L(hp) [ hpllg < 1.

Hence, for all ¢,y € K:
lo((1 = h2)) —w((1— ha))| < bl 1 (@, ) max{[| (1 - hp)?|| o, L1 = 2p)*)}
(1.5) < (1+2M + M?)bl (¢, v).
For any a € sa (), we define a: ¢ € Q) — ¢(a).
Expression (1.5) thus shows that {(i‘:h\,gz cpeK—@((1-hp? :ne ]N} is equicon-
tinuous over the metric space (K, bl ), whose topology is the weak* topology — hence,

it is a compact metric space. On the other hand, by our first claim, if ¢ € K, we have
lim .o @(hy) = limy,—.oo (h%) = 1, and therefore:

O((1-hp)?) =1-2¢h,) +@h2)

IZ®1-2+1=0.

So ((1 - h%)) converges pointwise to 0 on K.
nelN
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Last, (1 - h2) € [-(1+2M+ M?),1+2M + M?] forall n€ IN.
Hence, by Arzéla-Ascoli, lim,,_.., supip((1 — h,)?) : ¢ € K} = 0, as desired.

Claim 1.34. The sequence (hy),cN is an approximate unit in 2A.

It is sufficient to prove that (h,) ,elv converges to 1 in the strict topology on u2(. By
[30], this follows from our previous claim directly. We offer a quick proof here, focused
on our problem at hand, making it a little bit easier.

Without loss of generality, by truncating the sequence (k) ,cIv is needed, we assume
henceforth that L(h,,) < 5}; forall n€ IN.

Fix h strictly positive in 2, with | hllg = 1. Itis sufficient to prove thatlim, .o, |2 — hh,llg =
0 by [58, Lemma 2.3.6]. For each n € IN, let K, := Sp(h) N [#, 1]; note that K, is com-
pact in C. We now embed 2l in the enveloping Von Neumann algebra 21" [50], and set

Pn = Xk, (h) where
lifxe K,

:xeSp(h)—
Ky p (h) {0 otherwise.

Thus p,, is a projection in 2" for all n € IN; moreover,

tim - phg, =0

1
<L
S n+l

by construction. We let P, := {¢ € () : ¢(py) = 1}, where we denote by the same
symbol a state over 2( and its unique extension as a state to 2"

Moreover, there exists f, € Cy(Sp (h)) with range in [0, 1], and such that f,(x) =1 for
all x € K, so that f,,(h)p, = pn. Let g, .= fu(h). Let

Qn={pe Q) :p(gn) =1}

The set Q,, is closed in the weak* topology (as the pull back of the closet set {1} by the
continuous function g;), and since Q,, is a subset of the closed unit ball in 2[*, it is
therefore compact in the weak* topology by Banach-Alaoglu Theorem.

For all a € sa (2(), we then record that:

[ Prapn| gy < supfle(a)l: @ € Py} <supflp(a)|: ¢ € Qpl.
Indeed, by Kadison functional calculus [50, Theorem 3.10.3],
| Prapn| gy =supllf(prapn)l:6 € 2.
If0(p,) =0, then B(prapy,) =0, so
| Prapn| g = supll@(prapn)|:6 € 20),6(pyn) > 0}.

Now, let 0 € 2(2) with 6(p,) > 0. Let ¢ = mﬂ(pn - pn). Since 0 is positive on
A", so is ¢. Therefore, ¢ restricts to a positive linear functional on 2, and moreover,
@(gn) = me(pngnpn) = % =1. So ¢ € L (2). Moreover, ¢(py) =1 aswell, so, ¢ € Py,

Yet,
0(prapn)l =0(pn)lp@l <lp(al.
This proves our inequality.
Let £ > 0. There exists Nj such that
€
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Therefore:
Ih=hhylle < [h=pahlo+[Pah = pabha g + | pahln = hha| o

£ t
(1.6) < 3_M + \/”pn(h_ hhy)(h— hnh)pnnglu + 3TV[ 125 llg

2¢€
< 5 +supllg((h—hhy)(h=hnh))|: p € P2

2€
= 5 +supllg(hla = ha)*h)|: p € Pz

Ifp € () and h € sa (), then ¢ (h-h) is also a positive linear functional, and its norm
is therefore (p(hz). Now, if ¢ € (1), and ¢(p,) = 1, we note by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality that, for all a € 2:

lp(pra) —p(a)| =lp((py—1g) @)l

< llallg\/@(pn—120?)

<llally \/qo(p,%) —2¢(py) +1=0since p3 = p, and @(p,) = 1.

Similarly, ¢ (ap,) = ¢(a) and thus ¢ (prapn) = @(a).
Moreover, since [py, h] =0, for all c € 2,

lp(heh)| = l@(prhchpp)l = l@(hprcpnh)l
< @) ||pucpal|gr < supllp(©)l: ¢ € Qul.

By the previous claim,
(1.7 lim supllp((1 = hn)*)|: @ € Qu} =0,
so there exists N, € IN such that if n = N,, then

sup{lo(h(1 = hy)* W) : @ € Qu} < | pr(1 = hp)? pa g
<sup{lo((1 - hp)*) 1@ € Qu} < ';—2
Therefore, by Expression (1.6), if n = max{N;, N},
lh—hhplly <e.
Therefore, (hy),cN is an approximate unit for 2, as claimed. O

Remark 1.35. Central to the proof of Theorem (1.30) is the fact that the Fortet-Mourier
distance induces the weak* topology on the state space.

Remark 1.36. We could simplify somewhat the proof of Theorem (1.30) if we were to
assume that the sequence (h,) ey is contained in some topography, as defined later on
and in [31], but we see here that this is not necessary, though it will be the case when
working on the notion of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence.

Our work will focus on separable quantum locally compact metric spaces with an
approximate identify obtained from Theorem (1.30).

Definition 1.37. An pinned proper quantum metric space (2, L, ) is an pinned separable
quantum locally compact metric space which contains a L-Lipschitz y-pinned exhaustive
sequence.

An ordered pair (2(,L) is called a proper quantum metric space when there exists
pe () such that (A, L, 1) is an pinned proper quantum metric space.
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We check that indeed, our definition restricts to the usual notion of a proper metric
space in the classical picture.

Theorem 1.38. Let (X,d) be a locally compact metric space. The following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) (X,d) is proper

(2) forallx e X, the triple (Cy(X),L4,0y) is a pinned proper quantum metric space,

(3) there exists x € X such that (Cy(X),L4,04) is a pinned proper quantum metric
space.

Proof. Assume first that (X, d) is proper. If (X, d) is compact, set h, = 1 for all n € IN: then
(hy) new meets all our requirements for a L ;-Lipschitz § .-pinned exhaustive sequence,
for any x € X.

Assume now that (X, d) is proper but not compact. Fix x € X. For each n € IN, set

1
hn:tGXHmaX{l——d(x,t),O}.
n+1

The function h,, is continuous over X and supported on the closed ball X[x, n+ 1], which
is compact. So h;, € Cy(X). Moreover, L;(h,) < ﬁ and h,(x) =1 = |lhullg. Thus,
(C(X),Ly) is a proper quantum metric space .

Therefore, (1) implies (2) which trivially implies (3).

Let us now assume (3). Thus (Cy(X), L;) contains a L ;-Lipschitz 6 ,-pinned exhaustive
sequence (h,) e for some x € R. Let R > 0. Since lim,,_., L4(h,) = 0, there exists
N € N such that, for all n = N, we have L;(h,,) < ﬁ. Thus, for all ¢ € X[x, R], we gave
11— Ry ()] = [y (x) = hp ()] < F=d(x, 1) < £ = 1. So X[x, Rl < b, ([0, 31. Since hy, € Co(X),
the function h,, is proper; since [0, %] is compact, we conclude that X[x, R] is a closed
subset of a compact subset of (X, d), and thus it is compact as well. This is sufficient to
conclude that (X, d) is proper, since any other closed ball in (X, d), which is closed, is
contained in a ball of center x, which is compact. So (X, d) is proper, as claimed. O

We notice, following a similar argument as the proof of Theorem (1.30), that just as in
the classical picture, a proper quantum metric space is either compact, or has infinite
diameter.

Corollary 1.39. If (A, L) is a proper quantum metric space, and if qdiam (2, L) < co, then
(A, L) is a quantum compact metric space.

Proof. Assume qdiam (2, L) < oco. Let (/) ,ev be some L-Lipschitz p-pinned exhaustive
sequence for some p € (). Let € > 0. There exists N € IN such that, if n = N, then
L(h,) < m& Since lim;,— ((hy) = 1, there exists N’ € IN such that, if n = N/,
then |1 - p(hy)| < §. Thus, by definition of the Monge-Kantorovich metric mky, for all
n = max{N, N'}, and for all ¢ € .7 (20),

|(p(hn) -1l< |(p(hn) _,U'(hnn +|1 _.u(hn”
< qdiam (A, L)L(hy,) + 11 — p(hy)| <e.

Hence, for all m, n = max{N, N'},

I hy — hmllg = sup{lp(hy) —@(hy)| @ € 7 QD)

< 2€.
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Thus (h,) hel is Cauchy, so converges to some g € sa (2() since 2( is complete. We also note
that || g]lo =1,50 1 = 0(2)* < (g?) < || g%y = ||g||§l = 1 since g € sa (). So ¢(g?) =1 for
allp e L ().

Let now a € C*(g). for all ¢ € . (), we have

lpla—ga)l <\/o((1-g2) llaly < 1-2¢0(g) +p(g*) llaly =0

so a=gaforall ae C*(g). Of course, C*(g) is Abelian since g € sa (20), so g is the unit of
C*(g). Since g is strictly positive in 2, this implies in turn that g is the unit of 2. (]

The Gromov-Hausdorff distance is defined between pointed proper metric spaces.
Our concept of an pinned proper quantum metric space is formally very similar, but for
the theory we shall develop in this pages, we will actually add a few requirements to an
pinned proper quantum metric space. The reason stems from the very reason why a base
point is chosen when working with proper metric spaces and the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance: the point is used as the center of balls, whose Hausdorff distance to some
other set is the basis for the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. It is of course an very serious
concern when moving from the classical to the quantum picture, where such a local
notion is no longer available — a key feature of the quantum world. Informally, our
approach is to replace balls, or more generally, subsets by sets of quasi-states of the
form {p(e-e) : p € ()}, where e is a reasonable, self-adjoint element in the domain
of the Lipschitz seminorm. In particular, it is natural to ask that if y is a chosen pin,
then p(e) is almost 1. This works fine when dealing with one such set, but we will in fact
need to work with entire collections of such sets which “filter” the entire space, again
heuristically. This can be done, thanks to Theorem (1.30), by choosing elements e as
above with ever smaller Lipschitz seminorm. However, if we pick two such elements
which do not commute, then in some sense, while each can be used to define a sort
of local concept, their product can not, or said differently, these localizations are not
compatible. This turns out to be an issue in the proof of the triangle inequality for our
upcoming analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance.

This issue is actually related to similar ones previously encountered. In our discussion
of the properties of the Monge-Kantorovich metric in [31], we already introduced the
following notion, which will serve us now to avoid the issue discussed above, and it
is generally known that such notions as “going to infinity” within a non-Abelian C*-
algebra do not appear to be intrinsic [5]. The idea is to single out a particular Abelian
C*-subalgebra of a proper quantum metric space.

With this in mind, we put forth the following definition.

Definition 1.40. A fopography 97 of an separable quantum locally compact metric space
(2, L) is an Abelian C*-subalgebra of 2 containing a strictly positive & € dom (L) such that
fhaheuA:a=>b+ tly,bedomg, (L), L(b) <1,u(a) = —t} is bounded for some character
wof 9.

A topographic separable quantum locally compact metric space (2, L,90) is a separable
quantum locally compact metric space (2, L) and a topography 9t of 2.

Remark 1.41. Itis immediate, from the definition of a topographic separable quantum
locally compact metric space (2, L, 91), that (901, L) is a separable quantum locally com-
pact metric space as well. Moreover, note that 9t N doms, (L) contains an approximate
unit for 2, as a consequence of the Leibniz property.
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With our proposed notion of a topography, we can ask that the chosen pin of a pointed
proper quantum metric space endowed with a topography will indeed be a point, at least,
from the perspective of this additional localization structure. We conclude this section
with the class of quantum metric spaces of interest to us in this project.

Definition 1.42. A pointed proper quantum metric space (2, L,901, u) is an pinned separa-
ble quantum locally compact metric space (2, L, i) and a topography 97 of (2, L) such
that:

(1) prestricts to a character of 9,
(2) there exists a L-Lipschitz u-pinned exhaustive sequence in 9.

Of course, in particular, if (2(,L, 97, u) is a pointed proper quantum metric space, then
(A, L, p) is an pinned proper quantum metric space, and (91, Ljox, 9, ) is an Abelian
pointed proper quantum metric space.

Remark 1.43. 1f (2, L) is a quantum compact metric space, then (2, L, Clg, p) is a pointed
proper quantum metric space for any p € .(2(). That said, when approximating non-
compact pointed proper quantum metric spaces in the sense of our new hypertopology,
we will want to allow for more general choices of topographies, even for quantum com-
pact metric spaces.

2. THE LOCAL QUANTUM METAMETRICS

We now develop the principal new idea of the present work: a form of convergence,
inspired and analogous to Gromov-Hausdorff convergence, for pointed proper quantum
metric spaces. More specifically, we shall introduce a topology on the class of all pointed
proper quantum metric spaces. To this end, we introduce a class function we refer to
as a metametric, which gives rise to inframetrics, which in turn induce our sought-after
topology. There are two very important features, the first of which is explored in this
section, which we require of our class function: first, that it satisfies a (relaxed) form of
the triangle inequality, to ensure that indeed, it gives rise to a topology in a reasonable
and natural manner, and second, that it is zero exactly between fully quantum isometric
pointed proper quantum metric spaces. We will address this second property in the next
section. Both of these requirements are non-trivial, each demanding a bit of effort to be
established. The definition of this class function, and the proof of these two fundamental
properties, is the topic of this and the next section. We note that, while our work on the
propinquity over the class of quantum compact metric spaces obviously informed us
on some aspects of the following construction and work, very significant differences in
the methods and tools employed to arrive to the desired result are necessary — such as
replacing compactness with completeness in some arguments.

We start by defining our notion of isometric embedding for two pointed proper quan-
tum metric spaces, which we call tunnels, and associate to each such tunnel a non-
negative number, called the extent of the tunnel, which quantifies how far the two
pointed proper quantum metric spaces are from the perspective of said tunnel.

2.1. Tunnels. We now need a quantum analogue of an isometry. What we desire here
is a *-morphism whose dual map induces an isometry between state spaces endowed
with the Forter-Mourier distances. Recall that a *-morphism is proper when it maps an
approximate unit to an approximate unit.
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Definition 2.1. Let (2, Ly) and (D, L5) be separable quantum locally compact metric
spaces. A quantum M-isometry 7 : (D,Lp) — (2, Ly, for some M = 1, is a proper
*-epimorphism such that dom (Ly) = 7(dom (Lo)), while:

Vaedoms, (Lo) llallyy pi=inf{lldl, r:d € doms, (Lo),w(d) = a},

and
Vdedomg, (Lp) Lygon(d)<lp(d).

Ifr:(®,Lp) — (A Lgy), then it is easy to check that the map 7* : p € 2() — pome
2(D) is an isometry from (2(20), bl ») into (2(D), bl p)-

Remark 2.2. Quantum M-isometries can be used as morphisms for a category over the
class of separable quantum locally compact metric spaces. Indeed, the identity is trivially
a M-isometry. Let (2, Lg), (B,Lx) and (D,Lo) be three separable quantum locally
compact metric spaces. If w: (2, Ly) — (B,Ly) and p: (B,Ly) — (D,Lp), then porm:
2A — B is, of course, a *-epimorphism, and by construction, dom (Lo) = pow(dom (Lg()).
Moreover, let d € domg, (Lo) and € > 0. Then, since p is a quantum M-isometry, there
exists b € domg, (L) such that p(b) = d and || d|| L, M < I bIIL%,M+ % Similarly, there exists
a € doms, (Lg() such that w(a) = b and llall g p < 1Dy pm + § < lldlL, + €. On the other
hand, for all a € domg; (L), we note that Ly (p o (a)) < Ly (m(a)) < Ly (a) and of course,
Hpoyt(a)”53 < |lallp, so that ||p om(a) || Lo, M < "a”L@,M- Therefore, as needed, we have
shown that [|dll_, a = infillall,, v : @ € doms, (L), po (@) = d}, as required.

When a separable quantum locally compact metric space is endowed with a chosen
topography, it then becomes reasonable to work with isometries which map topographies
to topographies. We actually require a stronger property, needed in both our proofs
to establish the relaxed triangle inequality and the coincidence property. Essentially,
while in general, one may not lift an approximate unit to an approximate unit via a
*-epimorphism, we ask that we can at least lift Lipschitz pinned exhaustive sequnences
from the topography. This property is invisible in the compact case (as it is trivially met),
and equally trivially met in the classical case, yet it becomes a desirable requirement in
general.

Definition 2.3. Let (2, Lo, Mgy and (D, Lo,Mo) be two topographic separable quan-
tum locally compact metric spaces. A topographic quantum M-isometryn : (9,Lp,Mp) —
(A, Lo, My) is a quantum M-isometry such that:

(1) #Mp) =My,
(2) For all a € domg, (Lg) N9gy and for all € > 0, there exists d € Mo Ndoms, (Ly)
such that

ldlo <exp(e)llaly and Lo (d) < exp(e)Ly (a).

When (2, Lg) and (®, Lgp) are quantum compact metric spaces, then any quantum
isometry 7 : (©,Lo,Clp) — (A, Ly, Clg) is automatically a topographic (qdiam (2(,L) +
1)-isometry (note in particular that as a proper *-morphism, it is unital in this case); thus
what appears as additional constraints here compared to [37], isn’'t. This observation is
one justification for our introduction of the real number M in Definition (2.1).

Remark2.4. Ifm: (9,Lo,Mo) — (A, Ly, My() is a topographic quantum isometry, then
in particular, if gy, is the restriction of & to 9, then 7* is an isometry from ((2(), m kLQl)
to (S (D), mky ).
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Topographic quantum M-isometries can also serve as morphisms for a category over
the class of separable quantum locally compact metric spaces endowed with topogra-
phies. Notably, we observe the following simple, yet helpful, property.

Lemma 2.5. Ifm: (A, Lo, My) — (B,Leyy, M) and p: (B,Lys, My) — (D,Lp, Mo) are
two topographic quantum M isometries, then so is p o 7.

Proof. By Remark 2.2, the map p o is a quantum M-isometry. Moreover, p o (Jy) <
Mo as required.

Let d € domg, (Lo) NMp. Let € > 0. By definition, there exists b € Mg N domsg, (L)
such that p(b) = d, ||blls <exp(§)lldlp and Loz (b) < exp (5) Lo (d). Again by definition,
since b € Mgz Ndoms, (Lgs), there exists a € Mg Ndoms, (Lyg) such that (a) = b, while

lala < exp(5) 1Dl < exp 2 ) exp (5] Idllo < expe) Il

and
Lo(a) < exp (g) Loy (b) <exp (g) exp (g) Lo (d) =exp(e)Ln (d).

As € >0, our proof is concluded. (I

We are now ready to introduce the appropriate notion of isometric embedding we
shall use to define our new topology.

Definition 2.6. Let A = (2, Ly, My, o) and B = (B, Ly, M, uss) be two pointed
proper quantum metric spaces, and M = 1. An M-tunnel (9,Lo, Mo, wey, 193, €) from A
to BB is given by:
(1) apinned, topographic separable quantum locally compact metric space (D, Lo, Mo, pgo
7[2[)1
(2) anelement e € domg;, (L) NMs,
(3) two topographic quantum M-isometries mg : (D, Lp,NMp) — (A, Lo, My) and
s (D, Lo, Mo) = (B, L, My).

Notation 2.7. If 7 := (D,Lp, Mo, 9, T3, e) is a tunnel from A to B, we may also write
this tunnel as:

T:A (D, Lo, Mo, e) = B.

Moreover, the domain dom (7) is A, while the codomain codom (1) is IB.
Tunnels have an obvious symmetry; we will use the following notation.

Notation 2.8. If
AL (@ Lo, Mo, e) > B,

then the reversed tunnel T~ is defined by
B E @, Lo, Mo, e) = A.

We did not explicitly assume that a tunnel is constructed using a pointed proper
quantum metric space — only a pinned separable quantum locally compact metric space.
Instead, we prove that it must be. Arguably, this construction, and a similar argument
later on, are both needed specifically to establish a form of the triangle inequality, and
are the only places where we use the special lifting requirement between topographies in
Definition (2.3).
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Lemma2.9. Let (2, Lo, Msy, o) be a pointed proper quantum metric space and (9, Lo, M)
be a topographic separable quantum locally compact metric space for which pg on isa
pin. Ifm: (O,Lop,Mop) — (A, Lo, Myy) is a topographic quantum isometry, and if (e,) neN

is a Ly -Lipschitz g -pinned exhaustive sequence contained in My, then there exists a
Lo -Lipschitz g o m-pinned exhaustive sequence (dy) ,eiy contained in My, such that
n(dy) = ey forall n € N. In particular, (9,Lo, My, ug o 1) is a pointed proper quantum
metric space.

Proof. Let (e,) el € Mg be a Ly -Lipschitz ug-pinned exhaustive sequence.

Since myg is a topographic quantum M-isometry, for each n € IN, there exists d, €
Mo Ndoms, (Lp) such that n(d,) = e,, while |le,llo < lldnllo < exp(ﬁ) lenllo and
Lo (dn) < exp(-27)La(en).

By construction, lim,_. ld,llo = lim,— llesllg = 1, and lim,_.» L(d;) = 0. Now,
oo (dy) = pg(ey) for all n € IN, so lim,—.o0 g 0 o (dy) = 1.

Since ug o 7 is assumed to be a pin for (9, L5), our lemma is now proven. [

Corollary 2.10. If(®,L,9, 7, p, e) is a tunnel with domain (2, Ly, My, psy), then (O, L, IMN, pgo
1) is a pointed proper quantum metric space.

Proof. First, note that pg o 7 is a character on Mo since ug is a character of M1y, and
7 is a *-morphism such that 7(Mo) < My. Our corollary then follows from Lemma
(2.9) and Definition (1.42), since iy contains a Ly -Lipschitz ug-pinned exhaustive
sequence. ([l

Remark 2.11. We note in particular, that topographic quantum isometries between
proper quantum metric spaces are always proper morphisms.

The purpose of introducing tunnels is that they place two pointed proper quantum
metric spaces within a common separable quantum locally compact metric space (du-
ally) and allows us to define a number which quantifies how far apart they are from
this particular context. It involves not only some metric-related quantify involving state
spaces and quasi-state spaces as expected, but also some control on the various ingredi-
ents making a tunnel.

Notation 2.12. If K € 2* and a,b € 2, then aKb == {p(a-b) : ¢ € K}. If, in particular,
ac€sa (@) with |lally <1, and K € 2(20), then aKa < 2(21).

Notation 2.13. Let (X, d) be a metric space. If A, B ¢ E are two nonempty subsets of E,
we write d(x, A) :=inf{d(x, a) : a € A}, and if sup, g d(x, A) < € for some ¢ = 0, we write

Bc? A
By definition, the Hausdorff distance between A and B is defined by:
Haus, (A, B) = infle >0: Ac? Band B<? A}.

Haus, thus defined is a distance on the set of closed subsets of (X, d). More generally,
Haus; (A, B) = 0if, and only if, the closure of A equals to the closure of B — that is, Haus,
is a metric up to closure equality. We will allow taking the Hausdorff distance between
non closed subsets in this paper.

Haus, is complete whenever d is complete, and induces a compact topology when-
ever (X, d) is compact.

When (X, d) is a normed space E, then we will write Hausg for the Hausdorff distance
induced by the norm of E.
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Notation 2.14. If 7 : 2 — B is a *-morphism, then 7* : B* — 2A* is defined by p € B* —
(@) =@or.
Definition 2.15. Let (2, Ly, M4, o) and (4B, Logg, M3, pa3) be two pointed proper quan-
tum metric spaces. Let M = 1. The extent of an M-tunnel 7 := (D,L, 9, 19, T3, €) is the
maximum of:

)
inf{s >0: e2@)ec™ 15, (2Q), and e2(D)e <o Y 15 (2(B)) }

(2) mky (ug omy, tss o mg),
(3) max{2ML(e),|1—pug om(e)l,|1— s ople)l}.

The reader may have observed that, while the extent of a tunnel controls the Lips-
chitz seminorm of the chosen distinguished element, the definition of the extent seems
to ignore its norm. The following lemma explains this observation, and is extremely
important, both for the triangle inequality and for the coincidence property.

Lemma 2.16. If7:= (D,L,M, 7, p,e) is an M-tunnel with finite extent, for some M = 1,
then

lellp < 1+M<\/1+X(1).

M
Proof. By Corollary (2.10), there exists an approximate unit (h,) ,ey in doms; (Lo ) such
thatlim,_. llexllp =1 andlim,_L(e,) =0, so that [le,ll| p 2o, AL/I
Let £ > x (7). Let ¢ € (D). By definition of the extent, there exists ¥ € 2(2() such that
bl m(ple-e),y) <t.
lplehne)l <lplehye) —y(hy)l+ |y (hy,)l
<blLmlple-e),v) I hullL+ 1hslo

n—oo [

—+1.
M

<lhpliLpt+ 1 hnlo
Therefore

[€*]lo <limsup (]| e* - (ehn)e| 5 + lehnelo)
n—oo

t
=0+—+1,
M
since (h;,) el is an approximate unit, and since eh;,e is self-adjoint for all n € IN.
Since t > x (1) was arbitrary, we thus get:

lety = |eo <1+ 52,

as claimed. (]
A central feature of tunnels is that they may be “approximately” composed to give

rise to new tunnels with some control over their extent. This result plays the key role in
establishing a form of triangle inequality for our upcoming metametrics.

Lemma2.17. Let M = 1. For all € > 0, and for all pointed proper quantum metric spaces
A, B andT, ifty is an M-tunnel from A to B, and if 1, is an M-tunnel from B to It, and
ifmax{y (r1), x (2)} < oo, then there exists an M -tunnel T from A to It such that

2.1 x (@) <exp(e) [ T A+ x T2)* + ¥ (12) A+ x (11))?] +&.
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Proof. We need to introduce some notation. We write
A = Lo, Mo, pgy), B = (B, Loy, Moy, wos) and [E:= (&, Lg, DM, te).
We also write:
1AL (@©, T, My, e 2B
and
7o B2 (D5, To, My, 0) 25 .
Let £ > 0. For convenience, set § = exp ().

Step 2.18. We first construct our candidate for a new tunnel.

We define ® :=9,09,,andweset 1 : (dy,ds) €D — 7w (dy) eJand p: (dy,d2) €D —
p2(d>) € €. Tt will also be helpful to define n; : (d;,d2) € O — dy € Dy and 12 : (dy, d») €
D dz € Ds.

Letgg = £ . We also define, for all (d;, d>) € dom (L;) @ dom (L,):

max(Lle1llo, Tezlo, )

1
T(dy, dp) == HlaX{L1(d1), La(dp), . lo1(dy) — 72 (da) || o5 }

Set K:=max{l,lleilp,,llezllp,} so that Keg = £ and note g < €.
Now, since p; is a topographic quantum M-isometry, by Definition (2.3), there exists
e, € My ndoms, (L) such that p; (e}) = 72 (e2), while

(T2)
le\; <0y (12),

2.2) L1(ey) <Ly (ma(er)) <bLa(er) <6
and

les]o, <8lmate)llon
(2.3) <5lelo,

<6 V1+y(T2) .
| S

by Lemma (2.16)

We henceforth set
(2.9 fi=ee,€Dy.

We define similarly e} and f> := e;e] € M, simply by switching the roles of the indices
1 and 2 in the above construction. Lastly, we set:

f:: (fl’fZ) eD.

Step2.19. We check that (D, T,915) is a topographic separable quantum locally compact
metric space and pg o 7 is a pin for (9, T).

It is a standard argument to check that dom (T) := dom(L;) ® dom (L;) is indeed a
dense Jordan-Lie subalgebra of sa (©) and T is indeed a hermitian seminorm on dom (T).
Moreover, it is routine to check that T is lower semi-continuous and Leibniz.

By Definition (2.6), the state ug o my is a pin for (D4, L;,901).
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Now, it is immediate that

mkT (g o 7T, e © p) < Mk (U o 71, s © 1 071)
+mk (g © p1o71, s © 72 01)2))
(2.5) + mkT (U 0 T2 012, e © P))
=mky, (g 071, tisg © p1) + MK (s © p1 071, g © 712 01)2))
+mky, (Usp 072, fhe © 2))
<x@)+teo+x(r2)
<y(T))+e+y ().

Note that pg o p is also a pin, for (D,,L2,9,). Let ¢ € (). There exists ¢t € [0,1],
@1 € L (®1) and @, € (D7) such that ¢ = tgp; + (1 — )@y. Thus, ¢; is the limit of
a sequence (¢1,,) e in the weak* topology in ./ (9D1), with mky, (@15, ug 0 71) < co.
Similarly, there exists a sequence (¢2,,),eIN converging for the weak* topology in .7 (9)
to 2, with mky, (2,5, pte © p2) < co.

Thus, ¢ is the weak* limit, in .7 (D), of (t¢1,, + (1 — )2, 1) new. On the other hand, for
eachnelN,

Mk (21,0 + (1 = D2, n, g 0 1) < tmKy | (@1,5, o © 1)
+ (1= 1) [mkT (g 0 71, e © p2) + mky, (e © P2, 92,0 |

<o0.
So pg o is a pin for (O, T).
Step 2.20. We check p and 7 are topographic quantum M-isometries.
We first record that, by construction, if d := (d;, d») € doms, (T), then
Le(p(dr,d2)) = Le(p2(d2)) < Lz (dz) < T(dh, dy).

Let x € doms, (Le¢) such that [xll, as = 1. Let @ > 0. Since p, is a quantum M-
isometry, there exists dz € doms, (L2) such that | xllL g, ar < 2l v < 1XlLg,m + . Now,
set b := m(dp) € dom (Lgs). By Definition (2.1) of a quantum M-isometry, [|bll| g, p <
ldallL,,m < ||x|||_®M + % Therefore, since p; is a quantum M-isometry, there exists
dy € domg; (L1) such that bl pm < ldillL, a < 1Dl M + 5. Hence, we conclude

1
I (dy, d2) T 0 = max{]\_/l I(d1, d2) o ,T(dl,dg)}

1 1 K
= —|d ,— |Id ,Li(d),La(dy), — IIb—b
maX{Mll 1o, M” bllo,,L1(d1),La(do) - I ||%}
<max{lidili, w Nzl p) < 1l + .
Hence, as required,
Xl g, ar = inf{ll(dy, d2) T s : p(d1, d2) = 3.

If, moreover, x € ¢, then we can in fact find, for any a > 0, some d, € 0, such that,
at once:

a a
p2(ds) = x, ldz2ll< eXp(E) lxlo, and Ly (x) < exp(E)L@(x).

As above, there exists d; € 91} such that p; (d)) = m2(d2), while L; (d;) < exp(%)LsB (m2(dy)) <
exp(a)Le(x) and similarly, |d; o, < exp(a) | x|l ¢. Altogether,

p(dy,dz) = x, ldy,dzllp < exp(a)llxlle and T(d;, do) < exp(a)Le(x),
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as desired.
Hence, p is a topographic quantum M-isometry. A similar computation shows that =
is also a topographic quantum M-isometry.

Step 2.21. We conclude that (9, T, x, p, f) is an M-tunnel from A to E.

By construction, f € 9g. Since My is Abelian, f, as a product of self-adjoint ele-
ments, is self-adjoint. Together with our two previous steps, we conclude that (D, T, 7, p, f)
is an M-tunnel by Definition (2.6).

Step 2.22. We now estimate the extent of our tunnel.

We first compute estimates for T(f) for f = (fi, f>). By the Leibniz property of L;,

Li(f) < llerllp, Li(ey) +Lien) || e |,

< V1+yx (@) Ola(e2)+ 6+/1+x(r2) Li(en)
| I | |

=|le; “91 by Lemma (2.16) =|lep “92 by Exp. (2.3)
(T2) (t1)
<8| 1 +)((T1)X2M +\/1+X(T2)X2M .

A similar computation holds for f5, and since

w2 (f1) = p1(en)ma(er) = p1(f2)
by construction, we conclude:

0
T(f)sm

(VIFx@x @+ i+ r @y ).
So
(2.6) 2MT(f) < 5(\/1 @Dy () + /1 +)((Tg))((1'1)).

We turn to the quantities in the extent involving states. First, since

2.7 mky, (U071, s 0 p1) < ) (T1),
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we observe that

lpgrom(fi, f2) = 11 = lug oy (fi) — 1
= |pg om (e1e) — 1
< |pacomi(en)p om(e;)l—ll
11 is multiplicative on 91
< |pg omy(er) — 1lpg o w1 (ey)] + |y o 71 () — 1
<y 0V1+x(2) +lpg omi(ey) — s o p1(ey)l+Iusp o pieh) -1

I r———
>|e;]l5, byEa. 2.3)

Sy(r)-6yvl+yx@)+ x(1) - 6x(r2) +x(r2)

byEq. 2.7)  =L;(e})
by Eq. (2.2)

2.8) <X@08 [T+ x @)+ x| + (@)

Sy@)dé| 1+2x(12) +x(72)
VI1+x(@2)<l+x(r2)

< |<_5, XA +2y (T2)) +x (T2) (1 +2y (n))l .
—_

=1 >1

The same reasoning holds by symmetry to obtain
2.9) 1—peop(fi, LI <6 [x @A +2x(T2) +x T2)A+2x (11))].

We now turn to the quasi state space component of the extent. Let ¢ € 2(9; & D5).
There exists £ € [0,1], ¢1 € 2(D) and ¢, € 2(D>) such that

@=tpron+(1—-1)@z01m;.

Let g1 > x (71) and g2 > y (12).
By definition of the extent y (1), there exists 1, € 2(8) such that

blL, (p1(e1-e1),¥1) < qi.
Now, for all d € doms, (T) with T(d) <1 and | dllo < M, we have, by Lemma (1.20):
Liehdel) < | ey] o, (2L(eh) Idlip + €] o Lid)

<OV 1+x(12)|26L2(e2)M+0+/1+ x (12)

<x(r2)
<Oy (1) /14y (1) +6°(1+ ) (12))
<O%x(12) 1+ (12) +6° (1 + x (12))
2y/1+x(12)
<621+ y (12))2.

Moreover
||e§de/2”531 < M||eé”2©1 < M6%(1 + y (12)).
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Therefore,
lebdeb |, py < maxi6? (1 +y (72))%,6% (1 + x (12))} = 6° (1 + x (72))?,
from which it follows:
(2.10) bl (p(e1 ey - eser), (el eh)) < (1 +x (1)) qn.
Then, by Definition (2.15) of the extent of 75 and since g, > y (72), there exists 6; €
(@) such that
b, (w(ez-e2),010p2) < go.
Letnow d := (d, d>) € domg, (L) with T(d) <1 and ||dllp, < M. We compute:
lp1(e1esdieyer) — 010 pa(do)| < |1 (ereydieser) —yi o pi(eydiey)l
+ly10pr(eydiey) —yoma(erdrer)
+ |1 oma(erdoer) — 010 pa(do)l
<61+ x @) g1+ || pr(dy) w2 (do) | 5 €21, + G2
by (2.10)

$52(1+X(T2))2ql + IE_OI +q2

since T (d)<1
S @A+ x T+ @8 A+ y @)’ + g
L I |
>1 >€0

<& [ +x @)+ @21+ (11))?] +e.
Therefore, for all ¢; > y (1) and g2 > x (72), we have shown that:
bl (@1om1(f-£),010n2002) <8 [q1(1+ Y (T2)* + 21 + ¥ (T1))?] +&.
Therefore, since q; > y (t1) and g» > y (72) were arbitrary, we conclude:
bl (@1 0m (f - ),010m20p2) <% [ T+ 1 (12)* + 1 (1) (L + x (7)) +e.

On the other hand, since ¢, € 2(D,), there existst 0, € 2(€) such that bl|_;(¢2(e> -
€2),02) < g». Just as above, we conclude that

bl (p2(eze) -eje2),02(e1-e)) < 5°(A+x (D) qa.
S — |
2| e|de}],, when I dli <1
Again, since g, > y (12) is arbitrary, we conclude:
bl (2 (e2€ - €1 e2),02(e] - €})) < 6% (1 + x (11)*x (12).

Set 0 := t6; ony + (1 - £)0, o7n,. By construction, 6 € 2(€).
Let d := (dy, d») € domg, (T) with T(d) <1 and ||d|lp» < M. Then:

lp(fdf)—0(d)| < tlpi(ereydyeyer) — 01 (esde))]
+ (1= Dlgpa(erede)es) —Oz(ejde))]
<O [X @A+ (12)° +x (T2) (A + x (11))?] + €.
Of course, it follows that:
@.11) f2@)f <™ p* (2@,
with r:=6% [y t1)(L+ x (12))? + x (T2) 1 + x (11))?] +&.
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Again, noting our chosen r is symmetric in indices 1 and 2 by design, the same
reasoning applies to prove that

2.12) F2@)f <™ 1 (2@).

In summary, we have shown that

x (1) < max{\/l +x(@)yx (T2) ++/1+x(T2)x (1), by Eq. (2.6),

Sy ) A+x (T2))? + x (T2) A + x (t1))%] + &, from Egs. (2.11) and (2.12),
x @A +2x(12)) + x (t2) (1 + 2y (71)), by Egs. (2.8) and (2.9),

x (T1) + €+ ¥ (12)by Eq. (2.5)}
=6% Y )L+ x (T2)* +x (1) A+ x (T1)*] +&.
Since 62 = exp(€), we conclude:
x (@) <exp(e) (1+y (12)*11 + (L+y (11)°12) +¢,
as desired. O

2.2. The Local Quantum Metametrics. We now introduce the main tool to construct
our hypertopology on the class of pointed proper quantum metric spaces.

Definition 2.23. The M-local quantum metametric, for M = 1, between two pointed
separable quantum locally compact metric spaces A and B is the non-negative real
number:

Om(A, B) := inf{y (7) : 7 is a tunnel from A to B}.

Theorem 2.24. The following assertions hold, for any M = 1.

(1) For any two pointed proper quantum metric spaces A and BB, if there exists a
full topographic quantum M-isometry n : A — B such that pss o = pg(, then

OoMm(A,B) =0.
(2) For any two pointed proper quantum metric spaces A and B, we have 0y (B, A) =
om(A,B).

(3) For any two pointed proper quantum metric spaces A, B, and D,
Om(A, D) < (B(A, B) (1 +0m (B, D))* +5m(B, D) (1 + Sm (A, B))?).

Proof. Let € > 0. By Definition (2.23), there exists tunnels 7, from A to B and 7, from B
to D such that
1 (11) <OMm(A,B) + € and y (12) < Opm(B, D) + €.
By Expression (2.1) of Lemma (2.17), there exists a tunnel 7 from A to D with
X@ <exp@(x @)+ T2+ @)L+ T1)) +e.
By Definition (2.23) again,
OM(A, D) <y (1)
<exp(e)(y (1) (1+x (12))* + y (1) (1 + y (11)*) + ¢
< exp(e)(Om(A, B) + ) (1 + Oy (B, D) +2¢)?
+@M(B,D) + &) (1 +dm(A, B) +26)%) +e.
Therefore, as claimed, since € > 0 is arbitrary, taking the limit as € — 0, we get:
Om(A, D) < (Op (A, B) (1 + (B, D)? + 3 ([B, D) (1 + (A, B))?).
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This concludes the proof that dy; satisfies a local generalized triangle inequality in (3).

Symmetry follows from the observation that if 7 is a tunnel from A to B, then 77! isa
tunnel from B to A with the same extent. So (2) holds.

Last, assume that there exists a full topographic quantum M-isometry 7 : A — IB such
that uss o = ug. Let € > 0. Since A is a proper quantum metric space, there exists
h € Mgy ndom (Ly) with Ly (h) < 55; and || hllg = pe(h) = 1. We now build a tunnel of
extent at most ¢, as follows:

71 A L (A Ly, My, ) = B.
Since pgs o7 = ug by definition, we conclude mky, (uss 7, ug() = 0. By construction,
max{2MLg(h), |1 - pg (B, 11— pug on(h)|} <e.

Last, let ¢ € . (2(). Then H|(p(h‘ h)|||% = <p(h2) <1so0 @(h-h) e 2). Therefore

h2@2)hc 2.
Last, 7" (2(8)) = 2(Q), so
h2@Q)h <" (20B)).
Altogether, the extent of 7 is Ly (h) and thus no more than € > 0. So O (A, B) <e&. As
£ > 0 was arbitrary, dy (A, B) = 0. O

Our focus now is to prove that the equivalence relation defined by the metametric
being null between two pointed proper quantum metric spaces is indeed given by full
quantum isometric classes, i.e. to study the separation property of this newly introduced

topology.

3. COINCIDENCE PROPERTY OF THE LOCAL METAMETICS

The main property of the local metametrics we wish to establish in this paper is
that distance zero for the metametric is equivalent to the existence of a full quantum
isometry between the pointed proper quantum metric spaces. The construction of this
isometry begins with the construction of two set-valued maps defined by any tunnel
between pointed proper quantum metric spaces, which, as we shall see, share some
set-theoretic analogue of the properties of *-morphisms. In essence, the sought-after
quantum isometry is a limit of these set-valued maps.

3.1. Target Sets.

Definition 3.1. Let A = (2, Lo, My, uo) and B = (B, Ly, M, ) be two pointed
proper quantum metric spaces. Let M = 1. Let

TZA*H—Q[ (@,L@,Dﬁ@,e)”&B

be an M-tunnel from A to B. For all a € domg, (Lg) and for all I > | all Lo, M> the target set
t; (all) is given by:

t; (all) = {mp (d) : d € doms, (Lp), 7w (d) = a, ldll g pr < 1}

Our first step is to check that the target set is never empty, and exhibits a form of
almost continuity, which is central to our construction.
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Lemma 3.2. Let A := (2, Ly, My, us) and B := (B, Ly, M, uss) be two pointed proper
quantum metric spaces, and let M = 1. Let 1 == (9, L@,m@,nm,ﬂ%,eg) be an M -tunnel
from A to B.
Write e® := s (e
Forall a€ doms, (L), if 1> llally, v, then
t (all) # &;

moreover ifd € doms, (Lo) with ||d| LoM S l and o (d) = a, we conclude that:

Q).

”egdeg ”% <llallg + Iy (1),

and therefore, for all b € t; (all), we assert:
By B

”e be ”% < llallg + Iy (7).
Proof. By Definition (2.1) of a quantum M-isometry, for all a € doms, (Lg) and [ >
llall Ly, M, there exists d € doms, (L) with 7w (d) = a and |ldll_, pm <, so t; (all]) # @.

Let now d € domg, (Lo) with 7y (d) = a and ldll g m<I Letpe (@) andlet e > 0.

By Definition (2.15), there exists y € 2(2l) such that
€

blLg,m(p(e® - e®),yomy) < x (1) + l

therefore, in particular,
lpe® de®)| < |p(e®de®) —yomy (d)] + |y omey (d)]

< bl plg(e® - e®,yomy) +ly(a)l
<Ily(@ +lally +e.

Therefore, for all € > 0, since e® de® is self-adjoint,

Hegdeg ”@ =supllpe®de®)|:pe. @)} <y (@ +laly +&,

hence
|e2ae®| <ixm+lala,
as claimed.
Since 7gg is a *-morphism, it has norm 1, and therefore the proof of our lemma is
concluded. O

Target sets exhibit morphism-like properties, though as set-valued functions. We
present these properties now.

Lemma 3.3. Let A = (2, Lo, My, o) and B := (B,, Loz, M3, usz) be two pointed proper
quantum metric spaces. Let T = (9D,Lg, Mo, mo, Ty, e®) be an M-tunnel from A toB
forM=1.

Foralla,a' € domg, (Ly), t€R, and [ > max{IIaIIL%M,

|a’|||_%M}, we have
t-tr (all) +t; (all) S t; (ta+a'| (1 +2)]1).

Proof. Letbet; (all) and b’ € t; (a'|1). By Definition (3.1), there exists d,d’ € doms, (L)
with lldll o pm <1, “d/HL@,M <, my(d)=aandny(d)=ad'.
Then mg(td +d') = ta+a’ and || td + d’”LQ,M < (/t|+ DI Thus
th+b' € t; (ta+d'|(1+]t)1),

as claimed. O
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Corollary 3.4. Let A := (A, Lo, My, pg) and B := (B,, Ly, My, s) be two pointed
proper quantum metric spaces. Let T := (D, Lo, Mo, e, T, e®) be an M-tunnel from A
toB for some M = 1. Let e® := oz (e®).

Ifa,a' € domg, (Ly), t€R, and | = max{llllIngl,M, ||a/’
andb' € t; (d'|1):

L%M}, then for all b € t; (all)

3.1) |e® @b+ pre®| | <llta+ao+a+1hixm.
In particular,
3.2) diam(e%tr (a|l)e93,%) <21y (1.

Proof. Letbet; (all) and b’ e t; (a’| l). By Lemma (3.3), for any ¢ € R, the linear combi-
nation th+ b isin t; (ta + a’| aQ+1th l). Therefore, by Lemma (3.2), we conclude that

e (th+b)e® | <A +1t)ly @ +|ta+d]y.

In turn, applying Expression (3.1) with @’ = a and t = —1, we get that for all b, b € t; (all),
”e% (b-bHe® H% <lla-allgy +21y (¥) =21y (7),

which concludes our proof. O

Lemma 3.5. Let A = (A, Lo, My, o) and B := (B,, Loz, M3, us3) be two pointed proper
quantum metric spaces. Let T = (D, Lo, Mo, wg(, T3, e°) be an M-tunnel from A to B,
for some M = 1.

Ifa,d’ € domg, (L), t€R, and 1 > max{IIaIIL%M, ||| L%M}, then for all b € t; (all)
andb' € t; (d'|1):
R(bD) € t; (R(ad)|2M1?) and S(bb') € t, (S(aa)|2M1?).

Proof. Letd,d' € domg, (Lo) such that gy (d) = a, ng(d") = d', ns (d) = b, nes (d') = b’
and max{ ldllLg,m || d|| LQ,M} < 1. Then by the Leibniz property,

Lo®Rdd) <Lo(d) | d'| 5 +ldllo Lo (d) <2MI?.

Since 7o (R(dd") = R(aa'), we conclude that R(dd") € t; (R(aa’)|2MI?). A similar result
applies to for the imaginary part of the product (i.e. the Lie product). O

3.2. The Coincidence property. We now prove that target sets do converge to a full
quantum M-isometry when they are defined using tunnels whose extent converges to 0.

Theorem 3.6. Let M = 1. Let A = (U, Lo, My, psy) and B = (B, Loy, Mes, uss) be two
pointed proper quantum metric spaces. There exists a full topographic quantum M-
isometry i from A to B with usy o = g if, and only if:

oMm(A,B)=0

Proof. By Theorem (2.24), we already know that if there exists a full topographic quantum
M-isometry from A to B such that pg o = g, then 9y (A, B) = 0. We thus focus our
attention on the converse. Let us assume henceforth that dy (A, B) = 0.

We begin by fixing some notation. By Definition (2.23) of the metametric, for all n € IN,
there exists a tunnel 7, given by:

Tn : (Q[, LQ(,WQ,DHQ[) (”_n (Qny Ln»mn;en) ﬂ) (%y L%,m%,ll%),
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such that .
<—.
X (Tn) —
For each n € IN, we define
e%l =1 p(e,) € domg, (Ly) NNy and en% = pnley) € domg, (Leg) N3
Lemma 3.7. The sequences (e%) nelN and (e%l;) melN are approximate units of, respectively,
A and ‘B.

Proof. For all ne€ N, by Lemma (2.16),

/ 1
||en||@n$\/1+)((‘[n)s l+m,

while by Definition (2.15),

1 1
Tpen)=zl—yx(y)=1- so |e =2]1-—-.
U omy(en) X (T w12 I n”@n )

Thuslim, . lenllo, =1.
Moreover, again by Definition (2.15),

B

2 and |1 - g (e,

I1—ps (e,

1
=|1- <——.
N =11—ppopnlen)l —

1
=|1- Ta(en)| <
N =11—pgomyle,)l —

Therefore lim,, . ,ug[(e%[) =limy, oo tss (en%) =1.

Since, forall n € N,

A

€y

g (e < <lenlo,,

A
we conclude by the squeeze theorem thatlim;, ., n e%( || o = 1. Similarly, limj,_. H e"nB n %=
1.

Last, L, (e,) < m I, 0. Therefore, 0 < max{Ly (e3),Los (e2)} < Ly (ey), and
thus lim;; .o Lg[(e%[) =lim;—coLss (en%) = 0. Therefore, (e%[)nelN and (e%‘)nE]N are Lip-
schitz pinned exhaustive sequences, and therefore, approximate units for 2l and ‘5B,
respectively, by Theorem (1.30). (I

We introduce a few additional notations. We denote t;, (-|-) simply as t, (-|-), for all
n e N. We also will write t_p, (|-) for the target function t,-1 (:|') defined using the reverse

tunnel 7,,}, for all m e IN.

We now observe with the following lemma that the convergence of various sets will
not depend on the assumption that the elements e% commute. While this is a bit more
work than needed since, for our proof of the relaxed triangle inequality, we needed these
elements commute, we still include this slightly more general proof here. We begin with
a simple lemma with an easy inequality which we will use regularly.

Lemma 3.8. Let2( be a C*-algebra. If a, e, f €2, then:
|Faflo<(ela+[flla)lle=Fllalala+leacls .
Proof. A simple computation shows:
Ifafla <l -eaflq+leas|sq
<|f-elalalaflg+eats -y +leaeln
< (llello + || fllg) | £ — ellg Nallx + lleaells .

This completes our proof. (]
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Lemma3.9. Forallp e, forall a€ doms, (Ly) and for alll > ||ally p, we have

hm Hausg (e tm(alDe, ,e%egtm(all)ege?)—

Proof. Lete > 0. Fix p. Since (em ) melv is an approximate unit for ‘B, there exists N € IN
such that for all m = N, we have H eB B ”

(2.16),

- e e, By construction and Lemma

4lM

”e;‘?”%s,/l+ﬁs2f0rallp€]N.

Let now b € t,, (all). By Definition (3.1), we note that [|bllss < I[M. Therefore, by
Lemma (3.8),

|llepbey —epembeme| o — epbep || <4 |epem—ep| oy IDls
<4ilM=£.
IM

This concludes our proof.
Note that, since e® and e% are self-adjoint, we also have that H eB e e, ”

p ZlM
for all m = N, and thus
lllepbep —emepbepem| s —llepbey| | <e,
so it is also true that
. B B By _
Wlll_r}(l)oHaus% (ep tn (czll)e,[J tm (all)e e,) =
O

We now prove our core lemma, which starts the journey toward obtaining a *-morphism
from our set-valued target set maps.

Lemma 3.10. Let a € domg, (Lo) and p € IN. If there exists a strictly increasing function
f:IN— N and an element B, (a) € doms, (Ls) such that, for all 1 > ||all |y v,

lim Hausg (e trom (alle, ,{ﬁp(d)})

m—oo

then || Bp(@)]|y < lally while
4
Les (Bp(@) < La(@) and || Bp (@[], op < lalliy,n (1 + p_)zl

If, moreover, a € My, then fy(a) € Mo, with L(By(a)) < Ly (a)(1+ p+2)2

Proof. Letcpy € e%; trom (al l)e? for all m € IN, so that (¢;;) mew converges in B to f,(a).
Furthermore, since (e%) melN 1S an approximate unit for 8,

||e;c3}m) Cm@ﬁm) - PBp(a) ”% < ”eﬁm) “; “ cm—PBp@ ”‘B
—

<2
Hef(m)ﬁp(a)ef(m) ﬁp(a)” 272,

namely, (e?}m) Cm e}%m))mem converges to ,Bp(a) as well.
Now, by Lemma (3.2), we have
o

B —©
”em Cmep, lalle -

<llallg+ 1y (T fom) =
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Therefore, |8, (a)| 4 < llalls, as claimed. Moreover, by Lemma (1.20),
el e |81,

1) (2 (rp) -\ 1+ 2(5,):

4 2
<(1+_) L
p+2

Since I > |lallLy,u is arbitrary, we conclude:

4 2
Ly (cm) < (1 + m) lallLg,n»

as claimed.

Now, assume in addition that a € 9My. Then, by Deﬁnition (2.3), there exists b, €
tm (all) Ny for all p, me N, with L, (b;;,) < Lg(a) + — m+2

On the one hand, e (tfog(m) (alh)n 93?:3)6 < My since e? € My, for all m € IN. On
the other hand, since e (trogim (alh)n zm%)e% c e% (trogim (all))e;? for all m € IN, we
conclude that (ep (tfog(m) (all) ﬂim%)ep )melN converges to {,(a)} for Hauss . So in
particular, (e%§ bme?)mgm converges to 8, (a). Therefore, Lo (B, (a)) < (1+ p+2)2LQ[(a)
by lower semi-continuity of Lgs and the Leibniz property, once more. Since sy is closed

in 2, we conclude that §,(a) € Mg.
This concludes the proof of our lemma. [

Lemma 3.11. Fix an strictly increasing function f :IN — IN. For all a € domg; (Ly) and
forall p € IN, there exists a strictly increasing function g :IN — IN and 5, (a) € doms; (L),
such that for all 1 > || all Lo, M>

lim Haussg (e tm(alDe, ,{ﬁp(a)}) =

n—oo
and ||Bp(a)|y < lalla while Ly (Bp(@) < La(a) and || Bp(@) |, an < 11+ 535)%. If, more-

over, a € Mgy, then By(a) € My, with L(By(a)) <Lg(a)(1+ p+2)2

Proof. Fix p € N, a € doms, (Ly) and I > |lallL,,m- Since L2(e <y (T < 2 and
H e% ”‘B < /14y () <2, by Definition (3.1), and Lemma (1.20), we have the 1nclu51on.

B (all)e { Bpe IIbIIL%sl(4l+2)},

m p =
with the right hand side being a compact subset of sa (*B), since it is totally bounded by
Lemma (1.11), and it is closed in ‘B, which is complete. Therefore, the sequence
B %
( ey efimtrom @lbef,, e, ) N

admits a convergent subsequence

B B B B
(ep €t igmy trom (@lDes gy ey )mdN

for the Hausdorff distance Hausgs , since the Hausdorff distance on a compact metric
space induces a compact topology. Let S, <5 be its limit, and note it is a nonempty
compact subset of sa (°5).
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By Lemma (3.2),
Osdiam( %tm(all)em e, ,%)
< ”ep% “% diam(e%tm (all)e%,%)
< (1+x(rp)  2xG@mI=—>0.
2
2” e? ”% by Lemma (2.16)

Therefore, by the continuity of the diameter for the Hausdorff distance, diam (S, B) = 0.
Since S, is not empty, it is a singleton, which we henceforth denote by S p= {p pla@)}.

By Lemma (3.9), we then have by the triangle inequality for the Hausdorff distance
Hausgy :

0.<Hauss (€ togom (alDe, 16, (@)})
< Hausg (e?tfog(m) (d|l)€?, e? e?ig(m)tfog(m) (a”)ej?;g(m) e?)

+Hausgy (epsB e}%)g(m)tfog(m) (al l)e})ig(m) ep%y {,Bp(d)})

nmM—o0

0+0=0.
Now, let I' > [|all_,, »- By Definition (3.1), the following inclusion holds for all 72 € IN:
tm (a|min{l,’ I}) < t,, (a|max{l’, 1}).
Therefore, by definition of the Hausdorff distance:
’B

€fogm)€p

B B
€y’ €Fogimtrogom (a|maxtl', B)eR 0y

Hausgs (e%efog(m)tfog(m) (a|min{l,' 1})e®

<diam (e, tyogom (almaxtt’, n)eR ), B) | 93”

<2max{l, 1y (7 pogom)) - (1 + 1 (7))

m—oo
270 0.

Therefore, by the triangle inequality,
. B B —
Jlim Hausy (ep trogm (a|l')ey, ,{,Bp(a)}) =

By Lemma (3.10), we conclude that §,(a) has the listed properties in its conclusion.
O

Corollary 3.12. There exists a strictly increasing function f :IN — IN and, for each p € IN,

a function 8, : domsg, (Lg) — doms, (Log) such that, for all p € IN, for all a € doms, (Ly),
and foralll > || al| Lo, M>

’}LganaUSgB (e?tf(m) (all)e;?,{ﬁp(a)}) =0,

2

while || Bp(@)|| o < lala and ||Bp(@|, \ < (1 + ﬁ) lall g . Moreover, the restric-
tion of B to My N doms, (Ly) is valued in Mg Ndoms, (Lez) and L (Bp(a)) < (1 +
7’ La(@.
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Proof. For this proof, let S < domg;, (Ly) be a countable dense subset of domg;, (Lg() for
I-llo, which exists as 2l is separable. Write S := faj:je IN}. It will be helpful to choose
any bijection k : IN? — IN,

We first proceed by induction. Our induction hypothesis at n € N is: if k(J, P) = n, then
there exist strictly increasing functions fj, fi, ..., fu : IN — IN such that for all (p, j) € IN?
such that k(p, j) < n, the sequence

B B
(ep tfyofronofuim) (@] |llal Lo,Mt 1)6,, )me]N
converges to a singleton for Hausgs , which we denote by {8, (a;)}. Moreover, || B, (a;) | 3 <

2
lallo and |8 (@]] , uy < (1+ 557 1@l Ly, 16 moreover, a; € My, then y(a) € My
and Ly (Bp(@) < (1+ 555)°La(@).

Let (p,j) = k= 10). By Lemma (3.11), there exists a strictly increasing function f and
Bp(a;j) € doms, (Lys) with the desired properties, such that, for all / > || aj || Lo, M’

Jlim Hause (e;,Bth(m) (ﬂj|l)e?;{ﬂp(aj)) =0

So our induction hypothesis holds for n = 0.

Now, assume our hypothesis holds for some n € IN. Let (p, j) = kK ln+1). We again
apply Lemma (3.11) to obtain a strictly increasing function f;+; : IN — IN such that, for
all 1> |la; |, on»

Tim_Hauss (€3 tgye.. o furaom (4] D€y 1Bplap}) =0,

for some f(a;) € doms, (Log), again with all the desired properties. Since subsequences
of convergent sequences converge to the same limit, our induction hypothesis now holds
forn+1.

We now simply set f:n€IN— fyo fio...o f,(n). It is immediate that for all (p, j) € IN?,
forall I > ||a;| Ly, We have

Jim Hausgs (e?tf(m) (“j\l)e;?v{ﬁp(“j)) =0,

again, with 8, (a;) having all the properties listed in our induction hypothesis (or as the
conclusion of Lemma (3.11) from which they arise).

Let now a € domg, (Lm) peIN. Let € > 0. Since S is dense in sa (), there exists j € N
such that ||a—a; |y < 5 Letl>max{||a|||_Ql M,||aj I, M}

Let Ny € IN such that 1fm = Ny, then y (7)) < 241

By Lemma (3.2), we then note that for all m = Ny, whenever b € t,, (all) and b’ €
tm (a;|1):

€ €
—+]—=—.

24 241 12
So Hausg (e%tm (all)em,e%tm a]|l %) <1 for all m = Ny. Therefore,

“e%(b b’)e%H <l|la-aj|y+1x@m) <

Hausgy (e tm(all)em p e %tm a]-\l B %)

H %H Hauss (es tm (all) e, ety ( (aj|l)e %)<6

N

2
i B L<
since ”ep H% 1+ 512 S 2.
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Since, by Lemma (3.9),

hm Hausy (e tm(all)e,[J ,e%e%tm(all)e %)—

there exists N; € IN such that, for all m = Ny:

€
Hausy (e tm (all)ep ,e%e%tm (all)e%e?) < 5

Therefore, if m = max{Ny, N1},
Hausep (e?tm(all)e%,e eptm(aj|l)en ?)
< Hausg ( %tm(all)ep ,e%e%tm (all)eg ?)

+Haus%( sB’cm(all)e‘B ‘B,e%e%tm a]|l e, ;B)

€ € £
<—+-=-.
6 6 3

We have just established that the sequence
(ep trom (aj] ey men
converges for Hausg ; therefore by Lemma (3.9), so does the sequence
B B B B
(ep erimtrim (aj] l)ef(m) €y JmeN-

Therefore, it is Cauchy for Hausgs , so there exists N, € IN such that, for all n,m = Ny,
B B B B
Hausss (€, e trom (471D efm ey ey €fmtron (]l efi e <

Let K := max{Ny, N1, N»}.
Therefore, for all m,n € IN with n = K and m = K:

Hausgy (e%tf(m) (all)e% %tf(n) (al l)e%)

< Hausgy (e trom (all)e,[J ,ep ef(m)tf(m) a]|l (m)e )

% ‘B
+Hausgs (e e,y trom (a;]1) ey f(m) ey ey efmtron (aj]Defiep)

+Hausg (e ef(n)tf(n) (aj|l) ef(n) eyt (alley)
e € ¢
<-+-+-=¢

Therefore, (6? trom (all)e;,B)mdN is a Cauchy sequence for Hausg . Since B is com-

plete, so is Hausgs . Therefore, (e? trom (all)e?) N converges. As above, its limit is a
me

singleton {,(a)} by Lemma (3.2). By Lemma (3.10), once more, §,(a) has the desired

properties. This completes our proof. 0

By symmetry, this results hold as well switching the roles of 2l and ‘B. In other words,
let f:IN — IN be given by Corollary (3.12). Then, applying Corollary (3.12) once again,
but to the sequence of tunnels (77 7 m))me]N, there exists a strictly increasing function
g:IN— 1IN, and a function a, : domg, (Lgz) — doms;, (Lg) for each p € N, such that, for
all b € domg; (Lsg), and for all [ > ||b|||_%'M,

lim Haus (€)'t (gomy (bID ey {ap (b)) =0
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with nap(b) ||Q[ Ibllss and Ha,,(a))”l_ MS (1 + == o ) ||b|||_% M moreover if b € Mgz N

domg, (Les), then a, (b) € My and Ly (@ (@) < (1 piz) Las (b).

Remark 3.13. To simplify our notation moving forward in this proof, we replace our
original sequence of tunnels (T,)neN With the sequence (T fg(n))neN Without further
mention of the function fog.

In general, however, there is no connection between the various elements e> for
varying n € IN. Instead, for each p € IN and for each m € IN, since 7., is a topographic
quantum M-isometry, and since e;,B € Msg, there exists ky , € domsa (L) NNy, such
that

1
5 and Ly (kp,m) < Lai(ep) +——.

Pmkp,m) = ep y kpm“@ s ” %H
Note that H kp,m n o, < 2 by construction, for all p, m € IN. We now denote:

Spm = Tm(kp,m) and hp y, = e%sm pe% € e et_, ( ?‘Z)e%
Again, note that || s, ||y <2 forall p,meN.
Note that by construction, since Ly o, < Lo, using Lemma (1.20),

Lot (Fp,m) < H e “Q‘ 2L [kpm| o + H e ”m Lo (kp,m)

<x(zp)

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(3.3) S f1+—— [—[4/1+——=+ +4/1+ +
p+2 \p+2 p+2 m+2 p+2\p+2 m+2
—_—

by Lemma (2.16)
6

S——+
p+2 m+2

<5.

In particular, from Corollary (3.12), we obtain:

Corollary 3.14. For each p € IN, the sequence (eQl hyp, mem)mE]N converges to hy, € doms, (Ly(),
with Ly (hp) < 525, and such that (hp) pew is a Ly -Lipschitz ug -pinned exhaustive se-
quence, and therefore, (hp) pew is an approximate unit of 2.

: A B
Proof. Since hpm € e, t-m (ep

there exists h) := afp(e?) € domg;, (Lg() such that

5) e% for all m € IN, Corollary (3.12) applies, and thus,

lim_Hausy (€3¢ fm) (e,? (5)ef}, {hyh) =0.
In particular, (R, m) mev converges to hy, in the norm of 2. So || 1, || < || e ||%p <l+gp.
Since Lg is lower semi-continuous, and since Ly (hp,m) < % + ﬁ, we conclude
6
that Lg[(hp) < m
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On the other hand,
|,U'Ql onm(kp,m) -1 < |,U2l O”m(kp,m) — Uy © Pm(kp,m)| + |,UﬁB opm(kp,m) -1

6 B
< ——mky, (g omep, psp o) + [uss (e),) — 1]

= p+1

<> yaw+x(ty)

S pahttm P
6 1 1

< + .
p+2m+2 p+2
Therefore, lim,; oo tig( (7T 15, (kp,m)) = 1. Since g restricts to a character on Iy, then

%)Z,UQI (”m(kp,m))‘

pat () = lim_pigi(e
Now, |1 —pg[(e%l)l <x(tp) < ﬁ, %) limpﬂoopg[(e%‘) =1.
In particular, for all p € IN, we have shown that

1
s ()l < [ hp o < \/ 1+m

s0 by the squeeze theorem, lim, .o || 2 || o = 1.

As im0 Lo((hp) = 0, while imy, .o || 71 || o = 1imy o0 it (Bp,m) = 1, 50 pisy (Rp) = 1
for all p € IN, we conclude by Theorem (1.30) that (hp)pelN is an approximate unit of
2A. 0

In summary: if m € IN, then e € t_m(e%|2), and for all p € IN, we have s, €
t_m (e? ‘2); moreover (hp,m) meN = (ez1 Sp,fom) e%l)mG]N converges to some hj, such that
(hp) pelv is a Ly -Lipschitz ug -pinned exhaustive sequence. By symmetry, we also note
that e;), € t,, (¢%]2) and €}’ € t;, (sp,m|2), noting the roles of m and p: we can lift e} to

e% via the tunnel 7,,, and we can lift s, , to e;’? via the same tunnel 7,, when p is now

arbitrary. As mentioned, we could impose s,, ,, = e but this does not prove to be of any
additional help.

We are now ready to prove the next important step in the construction of our isomor-
phism.

Lemma 3.15. For all a € doms, (Ly(), the sequence (By(a)) pe is Cauchy in*B. We denote
its limit by n(a). By construction, |n(a)lly < llalsg, I7(a) L, < llally,m and, ifa €
Mo Ndomsg, (L), then w(a) € Moy Ndoms, (Leg), and Ly (m(a)) < Ly (a).

Proof. We write by, := (a) forall p € N. Fix I := |lall_, v + 1.
Let € > 0. Since (hp) peN i8 an approximate unit of 2, there exists N; € IN such that, for
all p,q = Ny,
€
hyah, —hgah <-.
[pahy ~ hgahgllq <&
Since (e%[) nelN is also an approximate unit for 2, there exists N, € IN such that, for all
n = N,, we have
o

Let N:=max{N;, No}. Fixp=Nand g = N.

A2 €
< —.
alen) ”91 56

Let Ko € IN such that, if m = Ky, then y (7,,) < m.
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By definition of h, and hy, there exists K € IN such that, for all m = K;:

£

€
179 =yl < Ty @04 I = hamllo < 77—

Moreover, since (en“i) meNN is an approximate unit for 8, there exists K, € IN such that,
forall m= K:

(3.4) |oo—emboen ], <o and |ba—enbeen|,, < 7

By definition of b, and by, there exists K3 € IN such that, for all m = K3,

B B €
35 Hausy (ep'tn (alb)e), tby) < = and Hausgs (3t (al e 1bgl) < .

Let m = max{Ky, K;, Ko, K3}.

Let t;;, € t,, (all).

Recall that sy, 1, = m(kp,m). It is important that s, € Mg since kp , € M, and
7, (M) € My

Note that by construction, since t,, € t;, (all), there exists d,;, € domg; (L ;) such that
Tm(dm) = a, pm(dm) = ty and ldpm L, v < L. Thus 7, (kp, mdmkp,m) = $p,masp,m, while

LinKp,mmkp,m) < 2L Uep,m) im0 [ Kpmll o+ om0 Lin (i)

1
s4(—+ Ml+(1+—)1
p+2 m+2 p+2

<(AM+2)I.
Therefore, by Definition (3.1):

e tme, Etm(spmaspm|(4M+2)l)ande tmeg Etm(sqmasqm|(4M+2)l)

Moreover
A2 A2
I spmasp,m—al|ly < ”spmaspm s,,,m(e a(e spmH HS’”’m(e’”) a(e,) S”’m_a”m
A2 A2 2,2
(3.6) < ||sp,m||m”a—(ep) a(e,) ”Q[+||s,,,m(ep) ate,) sp’m—a”Ql
| M| 1

<4 £
<56

€ A2 o A2
s—+”sp,m(ep) a(ep) s,,,m—a”

14 A
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Therefore:
[bp = by < ”e% (by—bg)er H% + g by Expression (3.4)
< ”e? (e? tmepsB - e? tmeq%)eg ”% + 278

2e
<||sp,maSp,m = Sqm@sqm | g +21AM +2)x () + — byLemma (3.2)
3e

7

<||spmasp.m = Sqmasqm| g +

A\ 2
q)

£ 3¢
< ”sp,m(eilﬁa(eg)%p,m — sqm(e) ale sq’m”m + = +— by Exp. (3.6),

4e
= (e%sp,me%) a(e%‘sp,me%) - (e?sq,meg)a(ezlsq,mezl) + 7 by Exp. (3.5),
—
since [s,,,m,em] =0 A

4
= || rp,mahp,m—hgmahgm| o + 78

<2 I”hnym_hp”%+||hq,m_hq||gll ||a||91+I||hp“hp_hq“h4”ml+7

£ £
< Tlallg+1 <7

<E.

This concludes our proof that (§,(a)) pelN is Cauchy in 8. Since ‘B is complete, we
conclude that there exists 7(a) € B such thatlim,_.., ,(a) = n(a).

Now, |[r(a)llss =lim;—co ||,Bp(a) ||% < |lally by Corollary (3.12). Moreover, by lower
semi-continuity,

2
[l (a) ”L%,M < l%gf||a||LQl,M (1 + m) = ||6l||LQ[,M-
Last, if a € Mgy N domsg, (L), then, again by lower semicontinuity of Lss, we conclude
that Loy (m(a)) < L 4(a). This concludes our proof. O

In summary, for all a € domsg;, (Lg), we have constructed an element 7(a) € domg;, (L)
with [I7(a) s < llally and Ly (m(a) < Ly (a).

By employing the same method for the reversed tunnels, we also have that (aj (b)) pe
converges to some 6(b) for all b € doms, (Lgs). We will return to this candidate for an
inverse; first we extend 7 to a proper *-morphism from 2 to 283.

We now prove that 7 thus constructed is linear.

Lemma 3.16. For each p € IN, the map 8, : doms, (Lg) — domsa (Las) is R-linear and of
norm at most 1.

Proof. Let a,a’ € doms, (Ly) and 7€ R. Let I > max{llally u, || @ | Lo
Lemma (3.3) gives us, for all m € IN, the inclusion

tm (all) + t (d'|1) Sty (ta+a'| A +2)1).
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Therefore,

0 < Hausg (e;‘? (tm (@l]) +tm (a'|1)) e;’,B,ep%tm (ta+d |+ |t|)l)e?)

< diam(e?’cm (ta+d|0+ Itl)l)e,?,%) ==, 0.

By Lemma (3.12),
lim Hausg (et (ta+a'|(1+12D1)e}, (Bp(ta+a)}) =0.

m—oo

Therefore, by the triangle inequality for the Hausdorff distance Hausgs , we conclude:
3.7 lim Hausg (e (bn (alD) + tn (| )€}, 1By (ta+ a)}) =0.

Now, let ¢;;, € e? t;, (al l)e;’,B and cﬁn € e? tn (a’| l) e;’,B. By Lemma (3.12), we conclude
that limy;,—.o ¢ = Bp(a) and limy, .o C), = Bp(a’), 50 limy .o (tem + c1,) = thp(a) +
B p(a’ ). On the other hand, by Equation (3.7), we also conclude that lim ;..o f¢; + )y, =
Bp(ta+ a’). By uniqueness of limits, we conclude Bj(a + ta') = tfy(a) + B,(a), as
wished. 0

Corollary 3.17. The map n : doms, (Ly) — doms; (Lsg) is a continuous linear map with
llzzlll <1, which therefore has a unique continuous extension to sa(2{), necessarily linear,
and still denoted by 7.

Proof. = is, by definition, the pointwise limit of linear maps of domg; (Lg(), valued in
domg; (Les), all with norm uniformly at most 1, so 7 is indeed linear with norm at most
1. It thus extends uniquely by uniform continuity to the closure of doms, (Lg(), which is
sa(20), and the norm of the resulting extension is at most 1 again. (]

We now prove that 7 thus constructed is a Jordan-Lie morphism on sa (2(). This
requires a series of involved inequalities.

Lemma 3.18. Foralla,besa2),
R@(a)m (b)) = n(R(ab)) and I(n(a)n (b)) = n(S(ab)).

Proof. First, let a,a’ € domg, (Lg). The argument is the same for R(aa’) and S(aa’), so
we will just present it for R(aa’). Fix [ > max{ll alligm || LQ[,M}'

Let € > 0. Since (hp) pew is an approximate unit in 2, there exists P, € IN such that, if
p = Py, then

|npanian,~nyaan,|, < g

Sincelimy .o Bp(R(aa’) —R(Bp(a) Bp(a) = n(R(aa’))-R(w(a)n(a’)), there exist P, €
IN such that, if p = P,, then

|nR(aa") -R@E(@)n(a") - (BpR(aa)) - R(Bpa)fp(a)))|y < Z

Fix p = max{P;, P>}.
First, there exists Ky € IN such that, if m = Kj, then

1 £
T S — < —.
X (Tm) 1+m  240M2[2
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By Lemma (3.9), there exists K; € IN such that, if m = K, if ¢y, € t, (all) and if ¢}, €

tm (d'|1), then

”%(ﬁp(a)ﬁp(a’)) - BpR(aa))
B B2 1o B2 ’ ’ B €
- [ep (cm(ep )7 e+ cp ey ) Cp = (Cmey, + cmcm))ep ] H% < 7
since

lim Hausy (e tm (alDey, (Bp(@}) = lim Hausss (et (a|1)e, 1By (a)))

= lim Hausy (e, tn (R(ad)|l)ey 1By R(aa)))

and R(cimC),) € tm (R(aa’)|2MI1?) by Lemma (3.5).
There exists K» € IN such that, if m = K5, then ” e? - e;,B e% ”‘B <
Let m = max{Ky, K3, K»}.
Let ¢, € tm (all) and ¢}, € t,, (| ). Note that lcmllLg,m < I and llenl Lyt < L
We immediately observe that:

—E__
160M212 "

[Ra(@)n(a)) - nR(aa)) | o

< [RBp(@Bp(@) ~BpR(aa)) | + 5
B
p )2

1 £
B / I B2 / / B
< 2 Hep (cm(e CmtCmley) cm—(cmcm+cmcm))e,[J ” +—2.

Now, since He;,B ”% <, /1+ ﬁ <2, and both |lcplls < Ml and | ¢}, || o5 < M1,

H e;’,B (cm(e?)zc;n + c;n(e;’,B)zc;n —(CmChy + c;ncm)) e;’? N ®

2 2
<2lemts el o5 [, [1+] 5

<40M?12.

Moreover, noting that Lags (¢;) < ! and Lsg (¢),,) < [, and using the Leibniz inequality:

Lo (e R(emchep) <2Liep) [Remer o |5 | + e H; Las (R(Cm )

<8M?I* +4MI* <12M? 1%
Again, using the same base inequalities,

2 2
Las (cm(e)?chy) < llemllo Las (c)y) He;;,B H% +llemlls || chll o L€y )? + Las () He;’? H% llehllog

2

1
1+ ——
p+1

<MI? + Ml

1+—) 22
p+1 (p+1)2
<5M?1°.
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Therefore,

Lys (e (cm(e?)zc;n) ey) < H ey ”% (ZL(e?) ”cm(e?)zc;n”% + Hep% ”% L%(cm(ep%)zcin))

/ 1 1 1 / 1
<41+ ( (1+ )M2l2+ 1+—5M21)
p+lip+1 1+p p+1

<24M?[2.
Therefore,
Lo (e? (cm(e?)zc;n + c;n(e?)zc;n —(CmCpy + c;ncm)) e?)
< M212(24+24 +12) = 60M2 12,
Therefore,
38 e (cmeP)?er, + cralep el = (emepy + chuem) e | Ly SBOMT,

A similar computation shows that

3.9 ”as,zgma’+a's,20 ma—(aa'+a’a)” <60M?*1%,
’ ’ L\Zl

Now, a key observation is that,

B

e, (cm(e B

B2
p p

/ 1o BN2 / /
Cm+Cpey) cm—(cmcm+cmcm))e

et , (sp,m (asi‘ma’ + a'sfj_ma —(ad + a’a)) Sp,m )(SOM2 lz).
which follows from Exp. (3.8) and (3.9) and a direct computation using the fact that 7,

and p, are a *-morphisms.
Therefore, using Lemma (3.8), then Lemma (3.2), we obtain:

H e;,B (cm(e;‘?)zc;n + c;n(e;,B)Zc;n —(CmChy + c;ncm)) e,[,‘B ”%

€
< ”e% (e? (Cm(ep%)zc;n + Chy(ep )2 Chy = (CmChy + c;ncm)) e?) en H% 1
<\spmas®, d+ad's®, a—ad —da)s +E84E
= p,m p,m p,m p,m A 4 4'

We note that, for all a, b, ¢ € 2, the following easy inequality holds, which we hope will
clarify the next computation somewhat:

[laba— cbcllig = |(a—c)bc+ ab(a— c)llg
(3.10) <lla—cllg Ibllg (@l + el
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In turn,

o -t
< [spm (e ateR?sh el a @) spm — (el ad €?) spm|
+spmly (| o ezated?|, (1ala + | E2ateia, ) by Bxp. 3.10),
+spmlly | ad - eiad @R,

< |npm@n? a - aahym, since lsym e =o0.
+lspmlly (| o eh2atei?|, (1ata + | EZatei?al, ) by Exp. 3.10),
+lspmly | ad - €?ad @2, -

Since

lim max{ ” a- (eﬁ)za(e,%i)z ”2( ) |

since (S, p) me is bounded, and since lim;,—. hp,m = hp, we conclude that

ngl_rgo‘ hp,m(all, ,a' — aa,m””"”%{ =||hpahy-hya' by —hyad'hy |y < g
and
o 7] et el ) o
while

i [spm 3 |ad’ - e

Thus, there exists K3 € IN such that, if m = max{Ky, Ki, K, K3}, then

B2 o 1 B2 _
p) aa(ep) ”Q(—O.

2 ! ! < €
Spm(asy @ —aa’)sp,m 2<7
Similarly, there exists K4 € IN such that, if m = max{Ky, K, K», K3, K4}, then
;2 ' €
Spm(@ S a—a a)Spm 2 < e
Consequently, if m = max{Ky, K1, Kz, K3, K4}, then:
” e;,B (cm(ep%)zc;n + c;n(e;,B)zc’m —(CmChy + c;,,cm)) e? H%
Hs mlas® a' —aa)s m” + ”s mlas® a' —aa)s m” + £
p, p.m P, A p, p,m p, A 2
<Ee.
Therefore, for all € > 0,
[R(aa)) - R@(@)m(a))]||y <&

We thus have shown that t(R(aa’)) = R (a)n(a)).

Since 7 is continuous over sa () and doms, (Lg() is dense in sa (2(), we conclude that
n(R(aa")) =R@(a)n(a)) forall a,a’ € sa ).

The proof for the Lie product is analogous. U

We can now extend 7 to a *-morphism from 2 to B. First, for any a € 2, we set

n(a) =n(Ra)+in(Sa).
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It is then a matter of simple algebra that 7(a*) = n(a)* for all a € 2, and
n(ab) = n(R(ab) +iS(ab)) = nR(ab)) +in(S(ab))
=R@E(a)n (b)) +iS(a)w (b)) = n(a)n(b).

This constructed map = is a *-morphism over 2, and since 2 is a C*-algebra, 7 is in
fact, continuous with norm 1.

Our entire process up to now is symmetric in 2 and ‘8. This way, we obtain a *-
morphism p : B — 2 such that, for all b € domg, (Lgs) and I > IIbIIL%, we have

3.11) p(b) = lim a(b)
where ay,(b) is defined uniquely by
(3.12) lim Hausy (e t-m) (b1Dey, 1y (b)) =0.
Note that, for all b € domg;, (Lss), we have Ly (b) < “p(b)”L%M < | bl Lo, M> and if b €
Moz Ndoms, (L), then Ly o p(b) < Ly (a).
Our last step is to prove that p = 77!, Let £ > 0.

Since (hp) pe is an approximate unit of 2, there exists Py € IN such that, if p = Py,
then ||a—hpahyly < 5.
By Equation (3.11), there exists P; € IN such that, if p = Py, then

(3.13) lora) - ap @)y < %.

By Lemma (3.15), there exists P, € IN such that, for all n> Py, |7(a) - Bp(a) || < 5.
Since ap, has norm 1 for any p € IN, we conclude that

(3.14) |ty Gr@) — B (@) o < g

whenever p = P,.

Last, since (e%l) pelN 1s an approximate unit for 2, there exists P3 € IN such that, if
p = Ps, then

€

3.15 “ e 9‘” <
(3.15) =€ 2 |l = 320

Let p = maX{Po,Pl,Pz,Pg}.

Let 2 € t_m (Bp(@)|1). There exists M € IN such that, if m > Mj, then

€

(3.16) Hap(ﬁp(a))—ege%zmeﬁe%“m<g.

Since lim, .00 p,m = hyp, there exists My € IN such that, if m = M, then || iy, m — hp || o <

£

O0alaD Consequently,
e € €

G17)  Nla=hpmahpmllo < lla=hpahy|q+2|hpm=hplyllala < 55+ 55 =15

There exists M3 € IN such that, if m = M3, then
€
Hausy (e;’,Btm (aISI)E?,{ﬁp(d)}) <30

Let My € IN such that, if m > My, then y () < 555;. Note that y (7,,}) = x (7).
Let Y €ty (hp,mahp,m | 1). By definition of the reverse tunnel and of the target sets,

Bp,mahp,m € t_m (ym|l).
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Let c;;, € t;,; (all) as well. Note that

(3.18)

0 -eu2], =

FREDERIC LATREMOLIERE

| Bp,mahp,m—al g +31x (1) < %

Let M € IN such that, if m > M, then ||a— (e2)?a(e}s)?|| o < 555-

Now,

zm—sp,me%ae?‘nsp,met_ (,Bp(a)—e emymeme,!J ‘3l)

by construction, using both the linearity and then product properties of the target sets
— this observation is where we “inverse” our map, in essence, using the relationship
between tunnels and their reverse tunnels. Therefore, by Lemma (3.2), using the tunnel
7,1, and noting that Sp,m» e% and e all commute since they lie in the Abelian C*-algebra

93?9[:

A A
He zme —Sp,me, ae, sp,m”

So

He e zme

(3.19)

< |Br@-eFeBymened | +3ix(r) + =

3 -ty -

He Zmen sp,masp,m”m+”Sp,m“;(Hd—e%ae%”
e M |

2
<2
<33
< H e%li (zm — s,,,me%l1 ae%sp,m)e%l1 ”
2 A2 A2
+lspanl3 |a—ePated? |, +1

2 L

< £

<32

80

Hﬂp(a)—e ercmen H

B L £
o
36+ |5 [ e cm - ymelt ] +

<2 <goby Exp. (3.18)

£ £ € €
+—< —.

+
40 20 40 10

+ ”e em (cm —ym)eme

%40

—H Ql(emzme%ieff sp,me%lae%sp,m)e%”

2
A A A A A
< H €p ”m ”emzme’” ~ Spm€p 4€p s’””””m
L IL

<2 £
<10
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Therefore, for all € > 0:

lort@n - ally < lotr(a) - apr(@)y + |lapGr(a@) - apBpa)]y

<£ by Exp. (3.13) <£ by Exp. (3.14)
”ap(ﬁ,,(a)) e eB zmeme “e e zme —hp,mahp,m”m
]
<£ £ by Exp. (3.16) <£ by Exp. (3.19)

+ || Bpmahpm—aly

< by Exp. (3.17)

<E.

So pom(a) = a. By continuity and linearity of p o 7 and since doms, (Lg) is total in
2A, we conclude that p o (a) = a for all a € 2. The same argument applies to prove that
mop =idg. So as claimed, p =771

As a consequence, if a € domg; (Lg(), we note that

lallLy,n = [lpGr(@D|l, v < 17(@ 1Ly 01 < NllLy, a1 80 1@ Ly 01 = Nl Ly, 1

Last, let a € doms, (Lg) and set [ := |lall_, » + 1. Let € > 0. There exists P € IN such

that, if p = P, then
mky, (g 0 7p, fhes © pp) < x(Tp) < 20

There exists P, € IN such that, if p = Py, then Hﬂ(a) - Bpla) ”‘B <&

Proceeding as above once more, there exists P3 € IN such that, if p = P3 and m = Ps,
then |a—hyp,mahp,m| . §

For all m € IN, let dy, € doms, (Ly) such that 7, (dy) = a and |ld, L, pm < I. Let ¢y =
0n(dm),s0 cm €ty (a\ lalliy,m+ 1) by definition. There exists K} € IN such that, if m = K7,

then Hel?cmeSB —,B,[,(a)“gB <£.

Let p = max{Py, Py, P3} and m = max{Ps3, K;}. Then:

|ios o (@) — par(@)] < |pos (@) — Bp(@) + |13 (Bp (@) — psg (e cme™)]

+|usg (Pm(kp,mdmkp,m)) - /JQl(ﬂ(kp,mdmpk,m))l

+ g (hp,mahy m) — a)l
€ € € €
<S-+3l—+-+-=¢.
4 121 4 4
Therefore, since € > 0 was arbitrary, pg3 o = pg(.

Our proof of Theorem (3.6) is now complete. ([l

4. THE GROMOV-HAUSDORFF QUANTUM METAMETRIC

4.1. The Metametric. We have constructed a family of inframetrics (0;) »>; with desirable
properties. However, the dependency on the cut-off parameter » when defining 9, is
unclear. To clarify the importance of this parameter, note that in our work, we use the
Leibniz inequality extensively, and thus, we often find ourselves needing to control both
Lipschitz seminorms and norm of elements, and our cutoff parameter helps control both.
On the other, the price for this convenience is that d; is zero between the non-isometric
spaces
[0,1]U[3,4] and [0,1] U [5,6],

since it is only sensitive to the metric truncated at 1.
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We offer a global solution which removes this apparent extrinsic parameter and
provide a unique inframetric which enjoys all the basic properties we have proven so far,
but moreover, with distance zero implying isometry for the Monge-Kantorovich metric.
This is the good news. On the less clear news is that this requires to prove convergence
for infinitely many inframetrics of the J, but this is not as unmanageable as it may seem
at all, as we will see in examples. Our current, and early, observation, is that it is not
more difficult to prove convergence for 0, than for Oy for any R = 1 — what matters is
that a cutoff is chosen, not what it is. So, from this perspective, our present definition is
reasonable.

We make one more observation, prior to our definition. In this entire paper, outside
of this section, there is exactly one result which depends on this distance which does not
work if we only consider an arbitrary cutoff — the proof that convergence in our new
topology implies convergence in the metametric for quantum compact metric spaces.
Notably, the converse does hold without this new tool. In a way which may be interesting
to explore further, J; is a more local notion of convergence, whereas the following is
decidedly global.

Definition 4.1. The quantum metametric D(A,B) between any two pointed proper
quantum metric spaces A and B is:

D(A,B):zmax{inf £>0: sup O;(A,B)<ey,
re(1,1]
|exp (- gdiam (A)) — exp (— gdiam (B)) | }

Theorem 4.2. The following assertions hold:

(1) b(A,B) =b(B, A) for any pointed proper quantum metric spaces A, B,
(2) for any pointed proper quantum metric spaces A, B and D,

DA, B)< (1+DA,D)?’DM,B) + (1+DD,B))?D(A,D),

(3) D(A,B) =0 if, and only if, there exists a pointed quantum full isometry from A to
B.

Proof. We begin by proving the second assertion. Let £; > D(A, D) and €2 > D(D, B). Let
em = (1 +¢€1)%€2 + (1 +£2)%€;. Note that €,,, > max{ey, €2}, SO

sup 0;(A,D)<e and sup 0,(D,B) <e.
re[l,i] re[l,%]
Fixre [1, ﬁ] Then
9:(A,B) < (1+0(B,D)?d(A, D)+ (1+ (A, D)29(B,D) < (1 + )% + (1 +£1)%e2 = €.
Of course,

|exp (gdiam (A)) — exp (qdiam (D)) | < |exp ( qdiam (A)) — exp (qdiam (B)) |
+ |exp (qdiam (B)) — exp (qdiam (D))|.
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Hence,
DA, B)<ep,
=(1+e1)2e+ (1 +62)%e;
< (1+DA,D)?*D(D,B) + (1 + DD, B))*D(A, D),
and (2) is proven.
Assertion (1) is obvious since J; is symmetric for all r = 1.

If we assume that A and B are fully quantum isometric, then 0;(A,B) =0forallr =1,
soD(A,B) =0.

Assume now that D(A,B) = 0. For each n € N, since 0,(A,B) = 0, there exists a
*-isomorphism 7, : A — B such that |7 () ILy,n = IlLy, -

Therefore, if we fix h € sa (1) strictly positive, the family {n, : n € IN} of functions is
equicontinuous (since 1-Lipschitz) over the compact R:= {hah: a € dom (Ly),llal, <1}.
They are valued in {hos bhes : b € dom (L), bl < 1} for hys := m(h), which is compact
as well. By Arz‘ela-Ascoli, there exists a map 0 between these compact sets which is the
limit of some subsequence (77 () neN restricted to K. It is easy to check that since £ is
total in 2, and again |||z, II% =1, the sequence (7 f(m) converges pointwise on 2 to some
map 0 which is then necessarily a *-morphism. Up to extracting a further subsequence
if necessary, this map has an inverse, so it is a *-isomorphism. Now, let a € dom (Lg),
with Ly (a) > 0. Thus there exists N € IN such that, for all n = N, we have || allLy,n= Lo(a).
Therefore:

1
Ly o6(a) <liminfles om,(a) = liminfmax{LgB omy(a),— |Inn(a)||%}
n—oo n—oo n

= liminfmax{Lgl(a), l IIallg[}
n—oo n
= Lg((a)

So Lsg 00 < Lg. Similarly, Ly 067! < L, so Ly < Lsg 06. Hence, as desired, Loz 00 = Ly.
O

We note that D and 0, for all r = 1 satisfy the same relaxed form of triangle inequality.
In the next section, we explore how to use these metametrics to define a topology.

4.2. The quantum Gromov-Hausdorff hypertopology. We define a k-inframetric d on a
class X, for some k= 1,asamap d: X x X — [0,00) such that:

(1) d(x,y)=d(y,x)forallx,ye X,

(2) dx,z) <k(d(x,y)+d(y,z) forall x,y,z€ X,

3) d(x,x)=0forall xe X.
Our terminology departs a little from the usual terminology, in that we do not require that
Vx,ye X d(x,y) =0 = x = y; this is mostly so that we do not drag the heavy termi-
nology of a pseudo-inframetric. Moreover, and in part explaining the choice of the prefix
infra, the relaxed triangle inequality may be expressed as d(x, z) < kmax{d(x, y),d(y, 2)}
instead; however this is only a matter of replacing k by 2k in our version, which will
not matter. From this point of view, an inframetric is a generalization of an ultrametric,
though this perspective will not help us.

The reason to introduce this terminology is to connect our work so far, to the body of

literature on the subject of inframetrics, via the following observation.
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Corollary 4.3. Foranye >0 and M = 1, the class functions min{Oy, €} and min{D, €} are
a(l+¢)? -inframetrics.

Proof. We write our proof for Oy, as the proof for D is identitcal. Let d := min{Jyy, £}.
If d(A,B) = ¢, or d(BB,D) = ¢, then by definition,

d(A, D) < ¢ by definition of d,
< max{d(A,B),d (B, D)}
<d(A,B)+d(B,D)
<(1+6)%dA,B) +d(B,D)).

Assume now that both d(A,B) and d(IB, D) are less than €. Then, by Theorem (2.24),
we conclude that

d(A,D) <3y (A,D)
< @u@B,D) + 1) (A, B) + (Opm(A, B) + 1)* 9y (B, D)
<1 +6)2@u(A,B) + 0y (1B,D))
=(1+8)?2(dA,B) +d(B,D)),

as desired. 0

Inframetrics do induce topologies, a l'instar of metrics, though one must actually
be careful on how to do so. Indeed, there are two natural choices — using the idea
of convergence of sequences, leading to a topology built from a Kuratowsky closure
operator, or using the smallest topology containing “open balls”. The former is always
weaker than the latter, and are equal for metrics, but not for inframetrics in general. The
proper choice is the closure approach.

We thus introduce the titular topology of this project:

Definition 4.4. We define the hypertopology of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence for pointed
proper quantum metric spaces as the topology on p& whose closure operator is given
for all nonempty «f < p& by

c(ef):={BepZ:DB,) =0}

where
DB, «) =inf{DB,A) : A € o/},

and of course, cl (@) = @.

Since D is not a metric and since this is the central concept we introduce here, we
present a brief summary of the basic properties of this new topology. Since D and 0y, for
any r = 1, share the same relaxed triangle inequality, the following discussion could be
applied equally well to any of these metametrics. We present it at the level of generality
we believe capture the essential aspects of our situation.

In general, any inframetric gives rise to a natural topology using a natural Kuratowsky
closure operator — rather than using balls, which lead to a possibly stronger and less
intuitive topology. As a result, the topology induced via the closure operator may not
make the actual inframetric continuous. However, our situation will enable us to avoid
this problem. As the construction of a topology is our central concern, we believe it is
worth clarifying this matter in some details.
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We let A be an inframetric on the class p& of all pointed proper quantum metric
spaces, up to some equivalence relation, and a function continuous f : [0,00) — [1,00)
such that f(0) = 1, such that A satisfies the following relaxed triangle inequality:

A(A, B) < f(AA,D)AMD, B) + f(A(D, B)A(A, D)

for all pointed proper quantum metric spaces A, B and D. For all our examples above,
f:x€[0,00)— (1+ x)2. All the discussion below applies to D as well as 0, forany r = 1.

We now define the closure cl («/) of any nonempty class «¢ of pointed proper quantum
metric spaces, and any pointed proper quantum metric space A, by setting:

cl(«/) := {B pointed proper quantum metric spaces : A(A, &) = 0},

where
AA, o) :=Iinf{AA,B) :Be </}

We also set cl (@) = @. The inframetrics properties of A are sufficient to prove that indeed,
cl(-) is a Kuratowsky operator, thus defining a topology: a set is closed when it is a fixed
point for cl(:), a set is open when its complement is closed. Notably, it is classic to
check that, if we define a sequence (A ;) ey of pointed proper quantum metric spaces to
converge to a pointed proper quantum metric space A when lim;_.o, A(A,, A) =0, then

cl(of) = {A A pen e /N lim A4, A) = 0}.

In other words, sequences converge in the topology induced by the inframetric exactly
when they converge for the inframetric itself.

Since this topology is the same if we replace A by min{A, 1}, it is indeed induced by
an inframetric; in turn, we may replace min{A, 1} by min{A, 1}¢, again without changing
our closure operator. By [22, Proposition 14.5], in turn, there exists some ¢ > 0 such that
min{A, 1}¢ is equivalent to an actual pseudo-metric. Hence, our topology is metrizable.

However, in general, this construction does not make the inframetric itself continuous
— this topology, which is always weaker than the weakest topology making A continuous,
may not be equal to it for a generic inframetric. Our efforts here, however, lead to a better
situation.

Notably, and unlike inframetrics in general, A is continuous with respect to its topology.
Namely, for any pointed proper quantum metric space A and any sequence (IB;) ;e
converging to IB for Oy, then

[AA,B,) - AMA,B)| < (f(B,,B)-1DAA,B)
+ f(AA,B)A(B,,B)

17, 0+0=0since lim f(x) =1.
x—0

So A is continuous in each variable, using symmetry. Now, if (A ;) ,ev is a sequence of
pointed proper quantum metric spaces converging to A for dy;, we conclude:

IA(A R, Bp) —AQA, B) < 1AA R, Bp) - AA, Byl +AA, B,) — A(A, B)]
< fAA,BR))A(AR A)
+(f(AA,,A) -1)AA,By)
+]A(A, B,,) - A(A, B)|

27, 0+0+0=0.
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Thus, A is continuous for the topology induced by the closure operator described above,
as claimed. In turn, this opens many new interesting results about the metric properties
of A, as seen for instance in [19].

As a consequence, the topology described above is in fact, the smallest topology
making d continuous, and in particular, open balls for the metametric are indeed open,
and form a subbase for our topology. In fact, remarkably, open balls for d still form a
topological base — again, something not true for general inframetrics. Indeed, define:

qP?A,r):={Beq?:0uA,B)<r}

for all pointed proper quantum metric space A and for all r > 0. Assume that, for some
r,r'>0and A,Be g2, there exists D€ g (A, r)nq P (B, 1").

Let rg := min{d(ID, A),d(ID,B)}. Note that ry < min{r,7'}. Since lim._y+&f(rp) +
+10f(€) = ro < min{r, r'}, we conclude that there exists € > 0 such that € f (rg) + 1o f (€) <
min{r,r'}.

Let now E € g (D, €). We compute:

A(E,A) < A(E, D) f(A(A, D))
+A(A, D) f(A(E, D))
<ef(ro) +rof(e) <minir,r'} <r.
Therefore, IE € g & (A, r). Similarly, IE € ¢ (1B, r'). Hence,
q?D,e)c q P (A, 1) nqP (B, 1),

and we have shown that open balls for A form a topological basis. Consequently, all open
sets for A are unions of such balls.

In particular, the Gromov-Hausdorff topology on p.& is metrizable, generated by
the topological basis of the open balls for D, and convergence of a sequence (A ;) ;e
to A in this topology simply means (D(A ,;, A)) ,ey converges to 0. The function D is
continuous, and in fact our topology is the smallest topology to make it so.

5. THE CLASSICAL CASE AND THE QUANTUM COMPACT CASE

We now reconcile our construction with previous, known classes metrized by some
form of Gromov-Hausdorff distance. In doing so, we immediately obtain many known
examples of convergence for our new topology. In the next section, we will study a com-
pletely new example of convergence for our new topology involving a noncommutative,
noncompact pointed proper quantum metric space.

5.1. The Quantum Compact Case. In this article, all quantum compact metric spaces
are assumed to be Leibniz unless otherwise specified. As convergence for proper quantum
metric spaces involve the choice of a base point, we begin by defining the pointed version
of the propinquity [37, 34, 39, 38].

Definition 5.1. A pointed quantum compact metric space (2, L, 1) is a quantum compact
metric space (2, L) and a state p € . (2l).

Of triple (2, L, ) is a pointed quantum compact metric space if, and only if, (2, L, Clg, )
is a pointed proper quantum metric space. Indeed, it is immediate that if (2, L, Clg(, p) is
a separable quantum locally compact metric space, then (%, Lgom,, (1), #) is @ quantum
compact metric space. On the other hand, if (2, L, i) is a pointed quantum compact
metric space, then we have two cases: if L is, in fact, given by a seminorm defined
on a dense *-subalgebra of 2l — which often occurs, for instance when L is computed
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from a spectral triple, e.g. [10, 55, 53, 6, 49, 32, 33, 27, 44, 16, 7, 17], or a group ac-
tion, such as in [51, 32, 47], then (2, L,Clg(, u) is a pointed proper quantum metric
space. Otherwise, since L-seminorms on quantum compact metric spaces are for-
mally only defined on some dense Jordan-Lie subalgebra doms;, (L) of sa (2(), we can set
L'(a) := max{L o R(a),L o 3(a)} for all a € 2 such that R(a),S(a) € domg, (L), and easily
check that (2, L, Clg, p) is a pointed proper quantum metric space.

Convention 5.2. In this section, for any quantum compact metric space (2,L), the
seminorm L will henceforth be assumed to be defined on a dense *-subalgebra dom (L)
of 2, as well as being a norm modulo constant and hermitian, which, as seen above, does
not introduce any restriction.

We now recall how the propinquity is defined. We call the tunnels introduced in
[34, 39] compact tunnels to distinguish them from our current version. We also allow for
a relaxed form of the Leibniz inequality, and say that (9, L) is a (C, D)-Leibniz quantum
compact metric space when for all a, b € domg;, (L), we have

max{LR(ab)),L(S(ab)} < C(L(a) Ibllgy + lallg L(b)) + DL(a)L(b).

This will prove necessary in the proof of one of our results in this section.
We then define:

Definition 5.3 ([34, Definition 3.1]). Let (2, Lg) and (4B, L) be two quantum compact
metric spaces. A compact (C,D)-tunnel 7 := (9,Lo,m, p) is given by a (C, D) Leibniz
quantum compact metric space (9,Lgp) and two quantum isometries 7 : (9,Lp) —
R, Ly)and p: (®D,Lp) — (B,Ly).

Definition 5.4. Let (2, Lg) and (*3, L) be two quantum compact metric spaces. The
extent of a tunnel 7 := (D, Ln, 7, p) from (A, Ly ) to (B, L) is

max{HauskaQ (5’(@),7#(«5”(9())),Hauska33 (LS”(CD),p*(Y(%)))}.
We observe that
(@)= inf{g >0:.7(D) g?kLg 7% (< ®l) and . (D) Q?kLi’ p*(Y(%))}.
Definition 5.5 ([39, Definition 2.11]). The (C, D)- (dual) propinquity between any two
quantum compact metric spaces A and B is defined as:
A¢ p(A,B) :=inf{y () : 7 is a (C, D)-tunnel from A toB}.

We refer to [37, 34, 39, 38, 32, 33, 3, 47, 36] for our study of this metric.
We now introduce a pointed version of the propinquity.

Definition 5.6. Let (2(, Ly, o) and (5B, Ly, uss) be two pointed quantum compact metric
spaces. The pointed extent y (7, g, pisp) of a tunnel 7 := (D, Lo, 7, p) from (2, Ly) to
(B,Ly)is

x (7, g, pss ) := max{y (v), mk, (s o 77, ss © p)}.

Definition 5.7. The pointed propinquity A", (U, Ly, pog), (B, L, pss)) between two
pointed quantum compact metric spaces (2, Ly, o) and (B, L, i) is defined as:

inf{y (7, woy, tss ) : 7 is a tunnel from (A, Ly) 10(B, Les)} .



60 FREDERIC LATREMOLIERE

It is immediate that Ar"}, is pseudo-metric, following the model of A¢, , — in fact,
1, dominates Az D and is constructed using the same tunnels, so the propertles of
A'* follow almost immediately from our work on the propinquity.
The distance zero question is the subject of the following result, which depends heavily
on [34].

Definition 5.8. Let (2, Ly, ug) and (B, Lo, pg3) be two pointed quantum compact met-
ric spaces, and M = 1. A pointed quantum isometry mw : (U, Lo, 1) — (B, Loz, uss) is a
quantum isometry 7 : (2, Ly) — (B, Lss) such that sz o = pg. A full pointed quantum
isometry 7 is a pointed quantum isometry, with an inverse 7~! which is also a pointed
quantum isometry.

Theorem 5.9. A’ is a metric on the class of pointed quantum compact metric spaces,
up to full pointed quantum isometry.

Proof. Let (A, Ly, ug) and (B, Leys, 1) be two pointed quantum compact metric spaces
such that A** ((2, Lo, usr), (B, Las, ) = 0. Therefore, there exists a sequence (7;) ,elN
of compact tunnels from (2, Ly, usy) to (5B, Los, uss) such that

Jim (7, par, s ) =

By [34, 39], up to extracting a subsequence out of () ;e (We will simply assumed
we replaced our sequence of tunnels by this subsequence), there exist a full quantum
isometry 8 : (A, Ly) — (2B,Ls), such that, if a € dom (Lg), if I = Lg((a), and if Ty, (a, ) :=
{fon(d):Lo(d) < I,7m,(d) = a}, then

'}51010 Hausy (Ty(a, 1), {0(a)}) = 0.
Let ae dom(Lgy) and [ = Ly (a). Let d e dom (L) with L,(d) <l and n,(d) = a
lusg 00(a) — ugy ()| < |usg (0(a) — pur(d)| + g o pr(d) — pg o mp(d)]
< [60(@ — pu(@|| oz +mk, (a0 70, i3 © 01)
< Hausg (Ty(a, D), {0(@}) + x (T5)

n—oo

0.

Thus psy 06 = ug on dom (Lg); by continuity and linearity of pgs 06 and pg on 2, and
the fact that dom (Lgy) is total in 2/, our proof is complete. O

Last, we connect the pointed propinquity and the propinquity for pointed quantum
compact metric spaces.

Lemma 5.10. Let (A, L,) neNuioo; De a family of quantum compact metric spaces. The
following assertions are equivalent.

(D) limy—.co A* (R n, L1), oo, Leo)) =0,
(2) forall us € % (Uo), there exists states uy, € ¥ (QUy,) for all n € IN, such that

JEIJOAITO((QLH) l—n: ,un); (QLOO) I—OO) ,uoo)) = O;

3) lim,_.o AL*O((QI,L, Ly, 1), oo, Loos Hoo)) = 0, for some states py, € 7 (A,) forne
N U {oo}.

Proof. Assume (1). Let i € % (Roo)- Let (T1) nen = @y Ly Ty pr) nely be a sequence of
compact tunnels such that lim,_., ¥ () = 0, where 1, is from (2, L) to (o).
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For each n € IN, by definition of the extent of a compact tunnel, there exists y, €
. (48) such that mk|_n (Koo © Py nomy) < x (T,). Thus Assertion (1) implies Assertion (2).
Assertion (2) implies (3) and (3) implies (1) trivially. O

We begin by proving that convergence for the propinquity implies convergence for
the quantum metametric. The key step is to construct a tunnel from a compact tunnel,
relating their extents.

Lemma5.11. Let (A, Ly, ug) and (B, Ly, uss) be two pointed quantum compact metric
spaces. If T is a compact (1,0)-tunnel from (2, Ly) to (B,Lss), then there exist a quantum
compact metric space (€, T), and two *-epimorphisms ' : € — 2 and p' : € — B such that
7' = (&, T,Cle, 7', 0") isan M-tunnel from (2, Ly, Clg, pg) to (B,Las, Clss, uss) with
3e+¢?
<

x(t') < :

1+¢

where € == x (T, ta, ts )
Proof. We write 7= (9,Lo,m, p) —note (D, Lp) is a quantum compact metric space.

LetE:=AoDaoB.Letn': (a,d,b)e €~ aecAand p': (a,d,b) € € — beB. We also
introduce o : (a,d,e) e E— de®.
Let € = x (7, pgr, s ), to simplify our notations.

For all a € dom (Lgy), d € dom (Lp) and b € dom (Lgs), we set:
1+¢ 1+¢
T(a,d,b):= maX{Lm(a),Lz) (), Loy (0), — lla-m(dllat, — [b-p(d) ||%}.

Thus dom (T) = dom (Ly) ® dom (Lo ) ® dom (Lgs) by construction.

It is immediate that T is hermitian, Leibniz, closed, and T ,,(a, d, b) = 0 implies there
exists € C such that a = tlg, d = t1p and b = t1g. Moreover, let up € . (). Note that
if up (d) =0, then ||d|l» < qdiam (D, Lgp) [51, Proposition 1.6]. Therefore:

{(a,d,b)edom(T):T(a,d,b) <1,upool(a,d,b) =0}

£
cl{aedom(Ly):Ly(a) <1, llalgy < et ldlo}
x{dedom(Lp):Lp(d)<1,un(d) =0}

&
x{bedom(Ly):Lys(b) < 1,1bly < T+l dllp)

ciaedom(Ly):Ly(@ <1, laly < ﬁ + qdiam (D, Lo)}

x{dedom(Lp):Lo(d) <1,un(d) =0}
£

x{bedom(Ly):Ly(b) <1,|bly <
1+¢

+ gdiam (D, Lo)}.

Since (2, Lg(), (B,Ls) and (D, Lp) are all quantum compact metric spaces, each factor
on the right hand side is compact, and thus, as a closed subset of a compact set, so is
{(a,d,b)edom(T):T(a,d,b)<1,upcola,d,b) =0}. Thus (&, T) is a quantum compact
metric space.

Let M = 1. Let a € dom (Ly, M) with lallLy,pm < 1. Since Ly((a) <1, and since 7 is a
quantum isometry, there exists d’ € dom (Lg) such that 7(d') = a with Ly (d') = Ly (a).
Moreover, by [34, Proposition 4.4], [39, Proposition 2.12], we conclude that

|d'| o <llaly+e<1+e.
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Let d = ﬁgd’, so that L(d) < 1 and |ldllp < 1. Let b = p(d) so that ||bllss < 1 and
Loy (b) < 1. Now

1
- a
1+¢

l+e¢

1+
— la-mt@d]y=

€
= allg = 1.
'gl 1+£1+£” I

Similarly, 1€ ||b—p(d’) ||% =1.

€

Altogether,
1+ 1+
T(a,d,b) = max{Lg[(a),L(d),L(b), Tg IIa—n(d)IImyTe b p(d) H%} =1

Thus, for all a € dom (Ly) with [lall, =1, there exists (a,d,b) € dom(T) such that
l(a,d,b)lIT p = 1. It is immediate that T > Lg o7/, and therefore, since n’ is a unital
*-morphism, so of norm 1, that ||n’(-) “Lm < |l So 7’ is a quantum isometry. Since 7’ is
unital, it is immediate as well that 7’ is a topographic quantum isometry.

The same reasonong applies to show that p’ is also a topographic M-isometry.

Thus, it is immediate that

7= (& T,Cle, 7', p', 1¢)
is a tunnel.
It remains to compute its extent. Note that T(1¢) =0, and pgon’(1¢) = 1= upop(le).
Let ¢ € .#(€). There exists t1, >, t3 € [0,1] such that t; + &, + t3 = 1, and ¢; € L (20),
@2 € (D) and @3 € .7 (*B) such that
Q=t@1om+ o+ 3¢30p.

Since @) o €. (D), there exists y; € 2(28) such that

bILg,M((Ploﬂ’W1°P) < ka@ ((910”’1/’10.0) SE.

We then compute:

bl as(p1on’, w1 00") = supllg1n’(a,d, b) —y10p'(a,d,b)l: ll(a,d, D)t < 1}
<supflgi(a) —y1(b)|: l(a, d,b)lIT <1}
<supflgi(a) —gron(d)l:l(a,d, bt <1}
+sup{lgron(d) —y1om(d)l: (a,d,b)lT <1}
+supflyyon(d) —y1(b)l: I(a,d,b)lT <1}
<lla-m(d)llg +bl gy @1,y +|b—pd)| g

S—+e+——
1+¢ 1+¢
3e+¢e?

T o1l+4e

Since ¢, € .7 (D), there exists ¥, € . (°B) such that
bl M (P2, W2 0p) S mk (p2,9200) < €.

By a similar computation, we then note:

bl (pr00 opY<e+ £
T,M@Q200,Y20p) < l+e
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Set /3 := @3 and v := Zj‘.:l tjyj € 7 (@so). We compute:

3
blt p(pon’,yop) < ) blr(gron’,yi0p)
s
3¢ + €2 2¢ + €2 3¢ +¢2

<t + +13-0< .
11+€ 2 1+¢ 3 1+¢

Therefore,

(@ M () (7 (B)).

1+¢

Since bl y, is positive 1-homogeneous, we immediately conclude that

2(€) 2 ()" (2(B)).
A similar computation shows that -
2©) M () (2@).
Last, .
2¢ _ 3e+é?

mk on' ugpop’) < +e=
T(Uom, sy 0 p’) T+e 1te

by a similar computation as above. Last, mky . (ug o7, uss © p) < € by definition of the
extent for pointed quantum compact metric spaces.

3e+e?
1+

Therefore, the extent of 7’ is at most > as claimed. O

Corollary 5.12. If (A,,L,, tn)neN is a sequence of pointed quantum compact metric
spaces converging for the pointed propinquity to (A, L, u), then
hm Sup 6M((an’ Ln; Cln;,un)’ (Q{, L’ C].Q[,/J)) = 0)
=0 pr=1
and in particular,
’}iiloloD((Q’[n) Lnr Cll’lr IJn)) (9’[1 L) CIQ{) I'l')) = 0~

Proof. Lete >0, M > 1. Set x := min{l, £} — note that x > 0. There exists N € IN such
that, for all n = N7, we have A* ((2(, L), (2,,L,,)) < % Moreover, since exp(—qdiam (-)) is
continuous with respect to the propinquity, there exists N, € IN such that, for all n = N,
we have
|exp(— gdiam (2, L)) — exp(—qdiam (A, Ln))| <E€.
Let n = N := max{Nj, N»}. There exists, by definition of the metametric, a compact
tunnel 7, from (2, L) to (2, L,) with extent at most x. By Lemma (5.11), there exists a
tunnel 7’ from (A, Ly, C1,, 1) to (2, L, Clg, p) with extent at most

3x+ x2
1+x
Therefore, by Definition (2.23), foralln = N,

O (A Ly €Ly, 1), (4, L, Cly, ) < maxiy (1), &} = .

Therefore, if n = max{Nj, N>}, then supp;-; Om(( Ay, Ly, Cly, 1), &L L, Cly, 1) s e.
By Definition (4.1), this implies, in turn, that if n = max{/N;, N>}, then

D((mn) Lnrelnrun)) (mr L) CIQ[)#)) < E.

<€

This proves our corollary. ]
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Corollary 5.13. If(2,,L,) nelN is a sequence of pointed quantum compact metric spaces
converging for the propinquity to (L), and if u € .7 (1), then there exists u, € () for
alln € N such that
llm sup 8l\/l((gll’lr Ln; Cln; un)r (Q[) Lr Cler IJ)) = 0)
=00 pr>1
and in particular,

l’}i—I'IOIOD((an, Lnr Clnr lJn)) (er L) CIQ[) I"L)) = 0~

Proof. This follows from our previous corollary and the relationship between the meta-
metric and the pointed metametric. (I

We turn to the converse. We point out that there exists tunnels between quantum
compact metric spaces of the form (9, L,90, 7, p, e) where © is not unital, in general.
Indeed, one can use e to cut off the “excess” space. In particular, even when domains and
codomains are quantum compact metric spaces, the element e need not be a unit, or a
multiple of a unit, or any such. Moreover, neither p nor 7 are quantum isometries, i.e.
induce isometries from the Monge-Kantorovich metrics on the domain and codomain of
our tunnel.

We offer the following conversion lemma which turns a tunnel between quantum
compact metric spaces into a compact tunnel, at a cost of relaxing the Leibniz condi-
tion. We focus on tunnels with relatively small extent, as our eventual concern is about
convergence.

Lemma5.14. Let A := (2, Ly, o) and B := (B, Ly, uss) be two pointed quantum com-
pact metric spaces. If T be an r -tunnel from (2, Ly, My, psy) to (B, Loy, My pey), for some
topographies My and M of, respectively, A and B, and if
r > max{qdiam (2, Ly), qdiam (5, Lg3)},
and )
3» - (>

< 1)

then there exists a compact (2,4r)-tunnel t’ from A to B of extent at most
x (7, o, ) < x (0) (3+9r +4r2).

Proof. Let
72 (@, Lo, My, ) < (D, L, M, ) L (B, Lo, Mg, psw).

Let € := y (7). Let D := max{qdiam (2, Lg), qdiam (8, Ly)}, and assume D < r. We
assume that € < ﬁ, so in particular, (D +2) < % by assumption.

Our first step is to extent 7 and p as unital *-epimorphism form u® onto 2 and B,
respectively, keeping the same notation for these (necessarily unique) extentions. We
then extend L to u® by setting L(d + t15) = L(d) for all d € dom (L) and ¢ € R. Note that
if © is already unital, then this definition is consistent. However, also note that, if © is
not unital, then L is no longer an L-seminorm.

Let % := 71(e). Since (2, Ly is a quantum compact metric space, we conclude by [51,
Proposition 1.6], that

H e - ﬂg[(eg‘)lm ”Ql < gdiam (A, Lo Lo (e?) < De.
Moreover, | g (e%) — 1] < € by Definition (2.15). Hence

Heg‘—lmuQl <D+
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Let now ¢ € .(21). By Definition (2.15) again, there exists ¥ € 2(B) such that
(5.1) bl m(pom(e-e),pop)<e.
Let d € dom (L) with || d]_, < 1. We then compute:
lpom(d)—wop(d)< .|(’0 om(d)— o n(ede)ll+|<p on(ede) —wp(d)|

<|n(d—ede)ln

(5.2) < “a - emaem”m +lpon(ede)—yop(d)] < (D+2)e.

Yet v is a quasi-state and not necessarily a state, so we proceed to adjust y. Record first
that |y 5. <1.
By Expression (5.1), and since there exists a L-Lipschitz pg o m-pinned exhaustive
1

sequence (hy) e in MM, with Ayl <1+ Do S 2, and thus:

lpom(ehye) —yop(hy)l<2e.

Therefore, taking the limit at n goes to oo, since @ on(e-e) and o p are both positive
linear functionals over 2,

< 2¢

lponte-elg. =[]

Consequently,
|- = pom(e®) —2e.
Now, using the fact that ug o is a character of 9t and e € 901, aswell as [1—pgom(e)| < €
once more,

11— g@om(e)| <1 - pgy o (e +lugon(e?) —pomn(e?)

< 11— pgom(e)l|1 + pg o m(e)l + Le*Imky, (¢, pa)
<2e+2L(e)elo D

<2e+eVi+eD<e+DV1+¢)<2(1+D)g,

where we used the fact that - <2 when x € [0, 3].

Hence
pom(e®)=1-2(D+Deso |y]g. =1-2(D+2)e.
Consequently,
1 1 1 2(D+2)¢
1- = -1< -1= <4(2D +2)e.
lwlag:| v 1-2(D+2)e 1-2(D+2)e

Altogether, we see that, if 0 := Wty, then 0 € ¥ (B), and if d € © with ||dll_, <1,
then
lpon(d)—Bop(d) < (D+2)e +|1— ——|r<(D+2)+@4D+8)r)e <& (2+9r +4r%).

oy | vls

Thus,
(5.3) Voe sQ) 30eS(B) bl (pomwop)<(2+7r+4r?)e.

We obtain a similar estimate exchanging the roles of 2{ and ®5, by symmetry.

Define

1
S(dy, dy) := max{“dl — U9 Oﬂ(d1)1©|||_,rr”d2_l~l‘3 o”(dz)IQHL,r’E ldy —d2||;g}
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for all (dy,d,) € dom (L) ® dom (L), and where [|d]l|_, := max{% Idllyo ,L(d)} using our
extension of L to dom (L) + R1g in uD.
We note that Ly o7(d) < L(d) = L(d — g (1(d) 19) < ||d — psy (m(d) 1o ||, <S(d, )
foralld, f e dom(L).
Let now ¢ := & B. For all (a, b) € dom (Ly) ® dom (L), we define:
Q(a, b) :=inf{S(dy, d>) : n(d1) = a, p(d2) = b}.

Letng:(a,b)e €E—acAandny:(a,b) e E— beB.

We first note that Q is indeed defined and finite on dom (Ly) ® dom (L) and thus
densely defined in 2 & B. Moreover, let Q(a, b) < 1 and pg(a) = 0. Thus, there exists
dy,dy € dom (L) such that n(dy) = a, p(d2) = b, |d1 —dollo <&, |d1ll <2 and | dall <2.
Now Lgiom <L so Ly (a) <2, and similarly, Lo (b) < 2. Last,

|usg (b)| = |usg © p(d)]|
<|upoplda—di) +ppopld)| <e+|ugopld)—pgon(d)|+|pyon(d)]
S1+2e+|ugy(a)l=1+2¢.

Hence:

{(a,b) e dom (Q): Q(a,b) <1} = {a€ dom (Ly) : ug (@) = 0,Ly (a) <2}
x {bedom (L) :|uspb)|<7,Ly(b) <2}

and, since both (2(,Ly) and (*3, L) are quantum compact metric spaces, the set on
the right hand side is compact. Hence {(a, b) € dom (Q) : Q(a, b) < 1} is totally bounded.
Moreover, it is easily checked to be closed.

Assume now that Q(a, b) = 0. Since max{Lgy (a),Ls ()} < Q(a,b) = 0, we conclude
that a = t19 and b = slg, but we wish to show that s = ¢t. Let § > 0. There exists
dy,d, € dom (S) such that 7 (d;) = a, n(d2) = b, and S(d;, d») < 8. In particular,

[t —s| = |ug o9 (dy) — pg o B(da)| <26 + |dy — dz2ll» < 30.
Since 6 > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude indeed that s = ¢, i.e. Q is a norm modulo constants.

So (&,Q) is a quantum compact metric space, though it remains to investigate its
Leibniz property.

Now, we turn to the Leibniz property of Q, First, as noted in [33, Lemma 3.2], we
observe that, for all dq,d> € D:

| dido — poy (m(drdo))1p || 5 < || (di — pa (R do | o + || ot (T (d1)) da — po (n(d) 7 (da)) || o
<lldallp ||dy — pac(r(d)) || o + || poc e (d1)) do — poy (e (dr)) oy (T (d2)) ||
+ || o (e (dn)) oy (0 (da)) — pasy (T (d1) 7 (d2)) ||
< |dy = per(d) | 5 lldello + ldr 1o ||do — p((d2)) |

+((ulr(dy) - m(d))n(dy))]

<2||dy - pd)| o ld2llo + lldi o || dz — pr(d2)) || 5 -

Since L is Leibniz,

L(didz — py(m(d1d2))19) =L(di1dz) < |ldillo L(do) +L(d)) Azl » -

Consequently, S is (2,0)-Leibniz.
Now, let (a, b), (a’,b") € dom (Q). By construction of S, there exists (d, f), (d', f) €
dom (S) such that #(d) = a, 7(d’) = a, p(d) = b, p(d") = b', while S(d, ) < Q(a, b) +§ and



67

Swd', f') < Q(d/,b')+6.) Consequently, | d — s (1(d)) || 5 < r(Q(a, b)+6) by construction
of S. So in particular,

ldlo < |d-pa(d)lo | +p0rd)]
<r(Q(a,b)+8) + llaly
<r(Q(a,b)+8) +l(a,b)l¢.

The same estimates apply to show
Iflo <rQ(a b)+8)+l(able

and
max{||d'| 5. | |5 <rQ@, D) +8) + /(@ )] ¢ -

We note that the delicate choice we made for S was precisely designed to ensure the
above control over norms.
We can then compute:

Q(ad', bb) <S(dd', f ')

<2(S@ N d" | pen + 14 fl oen S, 1))
<2((Qa,b)+6)(| ',V || o +rQd', b") + 6) + (|| (@', D) || + rQ(d’, b') + 8)(Q(a, b) +5)).

Since 6 > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude:
Qaa',bb') <2(Q(a,b) || (@, b)) | ¢ + (@, b)ll ¢ Qa', b)) +4rQ(a, b)Q(d, D).
So (&,Q) is a (2,4r)-quantum compact metric space.

Note that by construction, for all a € dom (Lg) and b € dom (Lgs), we have Ly (a) <
Q(a, b) since Ly (a) < S(d,, d») for any d,, d, € dom (L) with 7(d;) = a; similarly, Ly (b) <
Q(a, b).

Let now a € dom (Lg) with Ly (@) < 1. Then |a— ps(a)ly |y < D < r. Therefore,
Ha —,U(a)lgl”L,r < 1. Let § > 0. By definition of 7, there exists d’ € dom (L) such that
n(d") = a— u(a)ly, and ||d’|||_'r <1+ 6 — in particular, L(d’) <1+ 6. Therefore, if we
set d := d' + pg((@)1p, then n(d) = a, and by construction, S(d,d) = ||d'||_, <1+8. If
b= p(d), then Q(a,b) <S(d,d) <1+6.

So, for all a € dom (L), there exists b € dom (Lys) such that Q(a, b) < Ly (a)(1+8). We
thus have shown that:

Lo((a) =inf{Q(a, b) : b e dom (Ls)}.

Thus, 19 is a quantum isometry from (&, Q) onto (2, Ly().

The same reasoning applies to show that ns3 is a quantum isometry from (&, Q) onto
(2B, Lss). Therefore, (&, Q,ng,ng3) is indeed a compact tunnel from (2, Ly) to (B, Ly). It
remains to compute its estimate.

Let ¢ € 7 (20). As seen in Expression (5.3), there exists 8 € ./ (*B) such that bl|_,(¢o
m,00p) < (2+9r+4r?)e.
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Therefore, for all § > 0,
mkq (@ ona,0onm)
=sup {l¢(a) -0(b)|: Q(a, b) < 1}

1
< msup{l(pon(dl)—eo}o(dg)lz

ldy - pa Ge(@d)||, <1+86,]

d> — psw (p(d))]|, < 1+8, 1 - dallo < e}

< 115 sup{lpon(d)) —pon(dy)l:lld - dzllp < €}
7o Sup{|¢on(dz)—9°P(d2)|3||d2_“%°p(d2)“'-’rs1}
< s+ = sup{lpomldz — i © pld) o) ~ 0 pldz — ip © pld) 1) el < 1}
< 1i5 +ﬁsup{l<ﬂ°ﬂ(dz)—900(d2)| Nzl <1}
A,

Hence, since § > 0 was arbitrary,
Hausmig (5 (7 @), 05 (7 (B))) < B+9r +4r°)e,
from which it immediately follows by convexity that
Hausmiq (7 (€), 15 (7 (B) < B+9r +4r2)e,

since every state of & is a convex combination of a state of 2 and a state of ‘5.

Our reasoning is again symmetric in 2( and 93. So (&, Q,ng(,7%3) is a compact tunnel of
extent at most (3+9r+4r%)e. Since, by Definition (2.15), we also have mk|_(ugom, agzop) <
€, this concludes our proof. O

We can now obtain a first result on the continuity of the propinquity with respect to
the local metametrics.

Lemma 5.15. If, for somer =1,
nh_lilgoﬁl‘((mn) I—n;mm Nn), (Qloor Loo»mooyﬂoo)) = O

for some family (A, Ly, 14n) neNuioo Of pointed quantum compact metric spaces and, for
each n € N U {oo}, some topography M,, of (AnLy), and if qdiam (R, Loo) < 1, then

"}Ll}oloAéjk4r((mn’ Ln»,un)’ (Q[OO) Loo, ,ucx))) = 0

Proof. Lete > 0. Byassumption, there exists Ny € IN such that, if n = Ny, then qdiam (2(,,,L,,) <
r. Moreover, there exists N; € IN such that if n = N;, we can find a tunnel 7, from
(A, L, M, ) t0 (Rhoor Loor Moo, o) Of extent at most m. By the previous result,
there exists a compact (2,4r)-tunnel ’ from (2, L,) to R, L) of pointed extent at
most (4r° +97 +3) 75— = €.
Therefore, (A, Ly, 1,) converges to (oo, Loos ioo) fOr the pointed propinquity Aé,txr'
O

We now can conclude that convergence for the quantum metametric implies conver-
gence for the propinquity, up to a minor relaxing of the Leibniz constraint on compact
tunnels.
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Corollary 5.16. If (2, L., in) neNuioo} IS @ family of pointed quantum compact metric
spaces, and if
nllegOD((Q[nv Ln)mn; ,un)) (2[00) Looy SD’too»lflfoo)) =0,

for some choice of topography M, of (A, L) for each n € Nu{oo}, then, forr > qdiam (Aco, Leo),
,}EEOA;M(@["’ Ly 1), Rloo, Loos Hoo)) = 0.
Proof. First, note that by Definition (4.1) of D, we have
’}Elolo gdiam (2, L) = gqdiam (oo, Loo)-
Let D := qdiam (2, Loo). Let r > D. By definition of D, we conclude
Jij{)lo5r((mn, Lo My i), G4 L, Mo, o)) = 0.

Our conclusion follows from Lemma (5.15). O

5.2. The Classical Case. Gromov introduced in [20] a distance, up to full isometry, be-
tween pointed proper spaces, now known as the Gromov-Hausdorff distance, and of
course, the basis for our present construction. When restricted to compact metric spaces,
this metric is equivalent to the metric originally introduced by Edwards in [14].

A pointed proper metric space (X, dx, xo) is given by a proper (or boundedly compact)
metric space (X, dx) and a point xy € X. The closed ball of center x € X and radius r =0
is denoted by X[x,r]:={te€ X :dx(x,t) <r}.

The Gromov-Hausdorff distance between two pointed proper metric spaces (X, dx, xo)
and (Y, dy, yp) is defined as:
djx: X — Z,jy:Y — Z isometries st

f

Xlxo, 215 Y }
Yiyo, 11€5 X

inf{£>0

Lemma5.17. If (X, dx, xo) and (Y, dy, yo) are two pointed proper metric spaces, then
5r((Co(X),LdX,Co(X)ﬁxo),(Co(Y)y Ldy,Co(Y),5y0)) <2GH ((X, dx, Xo), (Y,dy,yo))

forallr € [1,GH((X, dx, xo), (Y, dy, y0)) '] if GH((X, dx, xo), (Y, dy, yo)) >0, or simply for
all r = 1 otherwise.

Proof. Let d be a metric on the disjoint union Z := X][Y, such that the restriction of d
to X x X (respectively Y x Y) is the metric of X (respectively of Y). Assume there exists
€ €(0,1) such that d(xp, yo) <€, and

1
X X0, —
€

1
gg YandY [yo,;] gg X.

Let B:= X [x0, 2| 1Y [y0, 1] = Z. We define
h:z€Z — max{l,ed(x,Z\ B)},
sothat L;(e) <eand ee Cy(Z).

Letze Z. 1f z¢ B, and if x€ X then d(x9,2) > 1. If z¢ Band if z€ Y, then d(yo,2) > 1.
Now, if z¢ Band z€ Y, then
1
e <d(xg,yo) sd(xp,2)+d(z,y) <d(x,2) + —.
£
So d(xy,2) = % — €. In conclusion, if z ¢ B, then d(xg,z) = %—E , SO d(xg,B) = %—8.
Similarly, d(yo,2) = 1 — .
Consequently, 1 = e(xp) =1 — e=1-c¢. Similarly, 1 = e(yp) =1 —€.
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We continue to use the notation ¢, for the character of C(Z) given by evaluation at
x € Z. We thus have proven, so far, that

max{|1 -8y, (e)],11-8y,l} <& mky,(6x,0y,) <eandLg(e) <e.

Letnow z€ Z and r € [0,e71]. Let f € Cy(Z), with ”f”Ld,r <1.IfzeB,andifze Y,
in which case trivially, setting y := z, we note that |6,(hfh) —6,(hfh)| = 0. If instead
z€ B and z € X, then since X [0, %] Qf Y, there exists y € Y such that d(x, y) < €. Since
Lq(hfh)<2,we conclude that |6 (hfh) -6, (hfh)|=|(hfh)(x) - (hfh) ()| < 2¢.

If, instead, z ¢ B, then h(z) =0, so |6x(hfh)—0| =0.

Thus,

VxeZ 36€2(Co(Y) bl (6106 <2

By the Krein-Milman theorem, and the convexity of the Fortet-Mourier distances, we
conclude that

Vpe 2(Co(X) Fye2(Co(Y) bl,, (o) <2

The reasoning is symmetric if we switch X and Y. Therefore,

bl , bl .,
h2(Cy(2)h EZELd' 2(Cy(Y)) and h2(Cy(Z2)h EZEL”" 2(Cy(X)).

Letm: feCy(2)— fixe Co(X)and p: f € Co(Z) — fiy € Co(Y). Note that if f € Cy(X)
is Lipschitz and real valued, then McShane’s extension theorem [48] implies the existence
of a Lipschitz function g: Z — R such that gjx = f, and L4(g) = L4 (). Letting u € Cp(Y)
with llullcyv) < || fll ¢, x) and Lay (W) < Lay (), and setting

fifxeX,

t:x€Z— )
u(x) otherwise,

we see that 77(min{g, t}) = f, with L(min{g, }) = La,(f) and |min{g, #}{| ¢, 1 = |/ ¢, -
So 7 is a topographic quantum M-isometry for all M = 1, and similarly, so is p.
In conclusion, then:

T:(Co(X), Lay, Co(X),8x)) < (Co(2),La, Co(2), b) L (o), Lay,Co(Y),6y,)

is an r-tunnel of extent at most 2¢, for all € [0, !].
Consequently,

sup 81‘((C0(X)y Lde CO(X)raxo)r (CO(Y)7 Ldy! CO(Y),5y0)) < 28)

Osr<e!
as claimed. O
We therefore can conclude:

Theorem 5.18. Let (X, dpn, Xn) nelNuioo} be a family of pointed proper metric spaces. If
lim;,—.oo GH((X},, dp, x2), (Y, dy, ) =0, then

lim B ((Co(Xn), La,, Co(Xn),6x,), (Co(Xoo), Ly, Co(Xoo), 6x)) = 0.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma (5.17). O



71

6. ANONCOMPACT NONCOMMUTATIVE EXAMPLE

We now apply our theory to prove that certain C*-crossed-products obtained from
letting subgroups of Z act on Z by translation have finite dimensional metric approxi-
mations, when the metrics used are induced by the action and the standard metric on
7 in a natural manner. These examples provide finite dimensional approximations of
finite sums of the algebra of compact operators by full matrix algebras in a metric sense.
Our purpose in this section is not strive for the greatest generality, but rather to present a
detailed accessible example which captures various aspects of our theory, while being
neither a quantum compact metric space not a commutative example.

We wish to point out some of the relevant aspects this example will illustrate.

(1) The algebra of compact operators is simple, thus as far from a commutative
example as possible.

(2) The algebra of compact operators is, of course, not unital, thus the theory for
quantum compact metric spaces can not be applied to it.

(3) Our metric on the algebra of compact operators gives rise to a proper quantum
metric space which is not compact, and moreover, does not extend to some
quantum compact metric space structure on its unitlization. In fact, the radius
of the state space for our metric will be infinite. So this example is very much not
a compact quantum space, though we will prove that it is the limit of quantum
compact metric spaces for the metametric.

(4) The Monge-Kantorovich metric induced by our chosen L-seminorm does not
metrize the weak* topology of the state space, and in fact, is not a metric as
it takes the value co between some pairs of states. Thus, we encounter in this
example the core difficulties raised by leaving the quantum compact metric
space realm.

(5) Our metric is constructed from a C*-crossed-product presentation of the algebra
of compact operator algebras, using a very natural construction found for quan-
tum compact metric spaces but never extended to the locally compact situation.
It is not an ad-hoc metric built for illustration purposes but a very natural one
arising from a dynamical system.

(6) The same exact finite dimensional algebras used as approximations of the algebra
of compact operators are also used to approximate quantum tori, though of
course with different metrics. However, the metric we use here and the metric
used for quantum tori approximations (called fuzzy tori, then) are very similar
in some ways, with only one important change. This is interesting as well, as an
illustration of the role of the metric.

(7) When Z acts properly and freely on a space, the C*-crossed-product will appear
as some space of sections of some bundle over the orbit space, where each fiber
is basically of the form ¢y (Z) x Z for the action by translation of Z on itself. Thus,
this example will re-appear in such situations, among others.

(8) Commutativity can appear at the limit, as in particular, we can approximate
direct sums of copies of the algebra of compact operators by full matrix algebras.

As a matter of style, since it is concerned with a single family of examples, this section
is presented as a single narrative, with the notations introduced along the exposition
remaining valid until the end of the section.
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6.1. Preliminary: cy(Z). Let cy(Z) be the C*-algrebra of C-valued functions over Z
vanishing at infinity, i.e. functions f : Z — C such that for all € > 0, there exists a finite
subset F € Z such that | f(n)| <eforallne Z\F.

It will prove helpful, later on, to invoke the larger C*-algebra c; (Z) of functions f: Z —
C over Z such that f — [ € ¢y(Z) for some [ € R, that is, the space of continuous functions
over the one-point compactification of Z. Note that cy(Z) < c1(Z); in fact, ¢, (Z) is the
smallest unitization of ¢ (Z).

The usual metric on Z induces a natural “discrete calculus” on ¢;(Z) — and most
importantly for us, on c¢o(Z). Let & be the faithful non-degenerate *-representation of
c1(Z) on ¢?(Z) by multiplication operator, i.e. for all f € ¢;(Z) and ¢ := (&) pez:

n(f)§= (f(n)fn)nez .

We henceforth will also write 7 for the restriction of 7 to ¢o(Z.).
We also define the unitary U on ¢?(Z) to be the bilateral shift, by setting for all
En)nez € O*(Z):

Uf = (én—l)neZ-

We then define 67 simply as the linear endomorphism defined on the C*-algebra 5 of all
bounded operator on £2(Z) by:

0z :=aeB—[U,al.
In particular, for all f € ¢, (Z), we compute:
ozn(f)=nneZ— f(n+1)- f(n)U.

We also set L : f € ¢1(Z) — ||0z7(f)| i (which is a norm on ¢(Z)). We note that dz,
is a derivation of *8, and thus, for all f, g € ¢, (Z),

Lz(fg) < ”cho(Z)va Lz(8) +Lz(f) Hcho(Z)va'

Henceforth, we shall identity c; (Z) and ¢y (Z) with, respectively, (c; (Z)) and 7 (cy(Z)),
as r is faithful, and drop the notation = altogether.

In particular, note that if §,, is the indicator function of {p} for all p € Z, seen as a
character of ¢y(Z), and if f € ¢y(Z) and Lz(f) <1, thenforallp< g€ Z,

q-1
16,(f)=8qNI<IFP) - F@l< Y IfG+D-Ff(PDl=g-p=Ip-ql
j—

- 'f < < )
n-pi p. nsq forall ne Z, so f € co(Z), then Lz (f) = 1,
0 otherwise,

and of course, for all p, g € Z:

|5p(fp,q)_6q(fp,q)|: |]9—6]|

So, in conclusion, if mky, is the Monge-Kantorovich metric induced by Lz on . (¢ (Z)),
then, for all p, g € Z, identifying Z with the space of characters of co(Z) via p € Z — 6,
we have shown that:

Moreover, let fp 4(n) := {

mki, (6,,84) = Ip—4l.

Note in particular, that qdiam (cy(Z),Lyz) = co. We also note that Ly, while defined on
¢1(Z), is not an L-seminorm, since mk_ gives infinite radius to .¥(c; (Z)).
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It is, on the other hand, straightforward that (cy(Z), Lz, co(Z),dy) is a pointed proper
quantum metric space. Indeed, let h: ne€ Z — —L_ € ¢4(Z) — of course, h > 0. Then it is

|n[+1
immediate that the set
s={nfh:fe @, Lu) <1 flym <1}

is compact. Indeed, S is closed (note that Lz is continuous with respect to |-[l ¢,z here).
For all € > 0, choosing N € IN so that if n = N, then # < %, then |hfh(n)| = #If(n)l <3.
Let

Bni={gec(?):|g| .z <landVn=N g(m =0},

so that Haus,(z (S, By) < 5.

Now, B;, is compact, hence totally bounded, since it is homeomorphic to the closed
unit ball of the finite dimensional space C". So there exists a finite set F < B, such that
Hausc,z) (Bn, F) < §. Consequently, Haus,(z) (S, F) < €. Thus S is totally bounded, since
€ >0 was arbitrary.

Moreover, if do(f) = 0 for f € ¢1(Z), and Lz(f) < 1, then |f(n)| = |f(n) — f(0)| <
|n—0| = n, and thus |k fh(n)| < ﬁ So {hfh:Lz(f) <1,u(f) =0} is bounded. Hence,
(co(Z),Lz,00) is a ponted separable quantum locally compact metric space.

Moreover, if we consider the sequence:

n+1-k|
(6.1) fk:neZH{ Inl+1

if[kl<n+1,
0 otherwise.
then we note that (fi)kew € co(Z)™, that | fic|, ) = 1 while Lz(py) = ¢ forall ke IN,

so lim;,_.., L7z (fx) = 0. Moreover do(fi) = 1 for all k € IN. Thus, (co(Z),Lz, co(Z),6,) is a
pointed proper quantum metric space.

6.2. ¢y(Z) x4 Z as a pointed proper quantum metric space. Fix t € IN\ {0} henceforth.
Let now «a be the action of Z on ¢y(Z) induced by the action of Z on Z by translation,
soforall f € ¢y(Z), and for all me Z,

a™(f):neZ— f(n—tm).
Note that a acts by isometry on ¢ (Z), more formally
Viec(Z) VYmeZ dza™(f)=a™0zf)

so mky, (poaP,ywoaP)=mk, (p,w)and bl , (poa?,woaP)=bl_, (p,w) forall g,y e
S (co(Z)) and p € Z.

Now, a direct computation shows that, if we set
u:="U',
then for all f € ¢;(Z),
ufu*é=uf(n+i)nez
= u(f(Mén+t)nez
= (f(n=0¢n)nez = @' (IE.

Therefore, (7, u) is a covariant pair for the dynamical system (c;(Z), @, Z), so it gives
a *-representation of ¢ (Z) x Z. In fact, the C*-algebra generated by c¢(Z) and u is *-
isomorphic to the C*-crossed-product cy(Z) x Z, and we identify them henceforth as
well. By our construction, the set {fuj 1 fecy(Z),jeZ}is totalin co(Z) Xy Z.
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Note that 8 acts on ¢y (Z) X4 Z, and in particular,

0z (fuj) =0z(f) u/ since U commutes with u = U,

The dual action of T on ¢¢(Z) x4 Z is spatially implemented as follows. For each
g€ T, ¢ = () nez, and any bounded operator a on 02(Z), we set

v8& =(8""¢y) nez and B8 (a) = v8a(v®)™,

where n; is uniquely defined as the quotient of n by ¢ for the Euclidean division in Z.
Since v8 is a unitary for all g € T, the map 8 is a *-automorphism of 8 and g € T — (8
is a group morphism.

We check that, in particular, 88 (f) = f forall g€ T and f € ¢;(Z), since v& commutes
with ¢;(Z) for all g € T, while B8 (u) = gu. Thus B8 (cy(Z) xq Z) = co(Z) Xq Z. 1t is of
course the so-called dual action of T on ¢y (Z) x4 Z.

There exists a dense *-subalgebra dom (0) of B such that the following limit exists
for a € ‘B if, and only if, a € dom (d7), allowing the definition of the unbounded operator
aqr:

—1; 1 exp(it)
or(a) = ltlfé; (ﬁ PUL gy — a).
In particular, o1 (f) = f for all f € ¢,(Z), and 01 (u) = u. Since Ot is a derivation, we
conclude that

Viea@®) VjeZ op(fU))=jful.
In particular, the linear span of {fU/ : f € ¢y(Z), j € 7}, which is dense in co(Z) x4 Z by
construction, is indeed a subspace of dom (0).

We now put dz and 0 together. Let M, be the C*-algebra of 2 x 2 matrices over C. Let
Y1,Y2 € M, be two 2 x 2 self-adjoint anticommuting unitary matrices, and then define
the following operator:

grad:=07®y,+0T1®7Y>

on dom (07) with values in 8 ® M.
Let

dom (L) := ¢y(Z) X o Z. ndom (07 )
and, for all a € dom (L),
L(@ = grad(@) oy, -

Again, dom (L) contains the dense *-subalgebra of all linear combinations of { fu I fec@),je Z},
and thus is dense. In fact, it is a dense *-subalgebra of ¢y(Z) x4 Z.

We record, for later use, that for all a € dom (L),

Lz(a) =10z al s

1
= H = (y1 grad(a) + grad(a)y:)
2 BeM,

< ||grad(a)||% =L(a).
Similarly,

loraly < L(a).
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Moreover, let a, b € dom (L). It is immediate to check that grad is a derivation (since
both dy, and A are), so:

L(ab) = ||grad(ab)| g 4y,
= |(a®1)grad(b) + grad(a) (b ® 1)||

<llalls |grad(d)| g o, + 10115 |l grad(@ [ 3,
<llalls L(b) + bl L(@).

Remark 6.1. We pause to note that, if we set D := {({;) nez € VAAVAR (né)nez € VAVALS
and we define on D ® C2 c ¢2(7Z) ® C? the operator:

D=U®y;+V®Yy,
where V(&) nez = (n:&n) nez for all (£,) nez € D, then a simple computation shows that:
grad(a) = [D,a®1]so L(a) = |[D,a® 1llpem, -

The domain of I is densely-defined in 02(Z) ® C?, and thus our construction can
be seen as akin to some spectral triple. However, we note that I is not self-adjoint
(though this could be easily fixed), and this triple would be defined for a non-unital C*-
algebras. In any case, this remark provides additional reasons to believe our construction
of a quantized calculus on ¢y (Z) x4 Z above is natural, by connecting it with the usual
construction for a spectral-triple on a C*-crossed-product by Z from a spectral triple
on its base C*-algebra by a isometric action. In our case, if we look at (cy, #%(Z), U) as a
spectral-triple like structure over c¢y(Z) (again, with U not self-adjoint, which again is
anot a concern for our present purpose), whose Connes’ metric, as we checked above,
gives the usual metric over Z, then this section introduces the induced spectral triple
analogue on ¢y (Z) x4 Z.. We will not further need this observation in this paper, however,
as our focus is solely on the metric aspects of the underlying geometry of ¢y(Z) x4 Z.

We now wish to prove that (co(Z) x4 Z,L) is a proper quantum metric space, with
topography ¢y(Z), and we also wish to fix some base state.

Again, welet h: ne€Z — Inlﬁ’ then h € ¢y(Z) < co(Z) x Z, with h > 0. Moreover,
C*(h) = ¢p(Z). Our first goal is to prove that {hah : |lal| <1} is compactin ¢y(Z) X4 Z.

To this end, we shall use the following standard construction, which will also play a
role in the proof of our convergence result. Fix the unique Haar probabily measure A on
T. We of course identify the Pontryagin dual T of T with Z via je Z — (g€ T — g/) e T.
For all j € Z, a trivial computation shows that

f gl pE(fubydrg) = ok ful.
T

In particular, E: a€ ¢y(Z) ¥y Z — fT a8 (a) dA(g) is a conditional expectation onto
co(Z). We thus set
pi=0pol
and note that u is a state of ¢y(Z) x ¢ Z.

Let now € > 0. As is well-known (see, e.g., [29] for a construction), there exists a
function ¢ : T — [0, 00) such that:
(1) ¢ is alinear combination of characters of T, i.e. there exists a finite set S, < Z
such that,:geT — Zjesg cjgj for some constants (c;) jes,,
@) fredA=1,
@) Jre@Il-gldAg <e.
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By integration, we then define the following operator on ¢y(Z) X Z:
B aecy(Z) ¥y Z— fT(pf(g),Bg(a) dAr(g).
Of course, ¢ is a linear endomorphism of ¢y (Z) x4 Z: with

|HﬁtpE|HCO(Z)>4aZ < “‘pE”Ll(T,A) =L

Let now a € dom (L) with L(f) < 1. Then note that

t
T
co(ZYXaZ 0

Therefore, by construction,

. d )
||a—ﬁeXp(”)(a Eﬁe"p(”)(a) ds<|1—exp(it)l.

[a- B2 (@) szwg(g) 188 (@) - al dﬂl(g)<qu<pg(g)lg—lld/1(g) <e.

Thus for all a € dom (L),
|a-p% (@] <eLa.
Therefore, for all a € dom (L) with [lall, < 1, and for all € > 0, we have shown that
Hausgs ({hah: aedom (L), lall <1}, {hB? (a)h:aecdom(L),llal, <1}) <e.

On the other hand, 8¢ () lies in the linear span of {fu* : f € co(Z), k € S}.

Moreover, L(ﬁ‘pf(a)) < L(a).

Let b= fu/ for j € S; and f € ¢o(Z). A simple computation shows that

h(fulyh=(hfa™l (h)ul.
So
{hB¥(@)h:aedom(L) llall <1} < { Y (hfa iyl : | £l <1 }
J€Se

With a similar reasoning as in the previous subsection, the set {h fai(h): ” f n @) S 1}

is compact, therefore
{£ wratomuis <1}
J€Se

is as well, since S; is finite. Hence {hf%:(a)h: a € dom (L), | all| < 1} is totally bounded in
8. So for our € > 0, there exists a e-dense subset F of {h%:(a)h: a€ dom(L), ||lall| <1},
which in turn is a 2¢-dense subset of {hah: ae€ dom (L), | all| <1}.

Therefore, {hah : a € dom(L), |lall_ < 1} is totally bounded. It is easy to check that
this set is also closed, since ||| extends to a lower semicontinuous function over ‘B by

setting it to oo whenever a ¢ dom (L).
As ¢y(Z)) x Z. is complete, {hah:ae dom(L),|lal| <1}isindeed compact, as required.

Let a € dom (L) @ C1 with L(a) < 1 and p(a) = 0. As above,
a7 @] <1,

and 71 (a) = ¥ jes, cju’ for some (c;) jes, € CS1, with | 1@ <1.
Now, as above, (X jes, ¢ju/)h =¥ jes, (ha™/ (h) fj)u’ so

182 (@] = ”h(z fiuh)h
jesi

< ¥ |naiong],,.
B

jest
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First, let j € S;\{0}. Then
Ji7] = IE@r @ D] < Jor@®) oy < 10 (@1 <L <1,

Therefore, | f; HCO(Z) < % <1.

On the other hand, ||0z(fo)| s < L(f) <1, and by assumption, f,(0) = 0. So for all
n e Z, we conclude | f(n)| < |n|. Thus | foh(n)| < 57 < 1.
Consequently, | 3! (a)|| <1511, and thus |lall <|S;]+1. So

{hah:aedom(L),L(a) <1,u(a) =0}
is bounded.

The sequence (fi) e in Expression (6.1) allow us, once more, to conclude that we
have shown that (cy(Z) X Z, co(Z),L, 1) is a pointed proper quantum metric space.

6.3. Approximations. We now turn to finding natural, finite dimensional approxima-
tions for ¢y(Z) x4 Z. Let Z/n the cyclic group of order n, and let ¢ (Z/n) be the (finite

dimensional) C*-algebra of all C-valued functions over Z/ n-
We propose to work with the C*-crossed-product

Ap = C(Z/p) Aa, Z/p
with af,(f) Tme Z/p — f(m—[t]z), where [f] denote the equivalence class of t modulo
pin Z/ p-
As above, we identify 2( p with the C*-algebra generated by 7, (C(Z/ p)) and the unitary

2 (7 7 .
uponf ( /p),where forall f € ¢(%/p) and (ép)pez/p.

ﬂp (f) (é‘p)nEZ/p = (f(p)gp)pEZ/p
and
Up = U’[?f] where Up(ém)mEZ/p = (gm’l)mez/p'

For each n € IN, we denote the dual action of Z, := {z€ C: zP =1} on Ay by Bp. As
before, for any ¢ € L' (Z »)» and denoting the unique Haar probability measure of Z,, by
Ap, we also define ﬁ(g rae,— fz,, (p(g)ﬁf,(a) dAp(g).

For each p € IN, and for each a € 2, we define

az/p(a) = [up, al

and
0z,(a) = wp,al

p 2inn
== -1 ,
Wp(énez/p) (217_[ (exp( p ) )f(n))nez/p
which is well defined since, for any two n, m € Z with n = m mod p, then exp (Z’T’”’) =

exp (21%) Note that w;, commutes with c (Z/p), and thus 0z, (f) = f forall fe ¢ (Z/p).
We define, for all a € 21,

where

I—p(a) =

az/p(a)®)f1+azp(a)®7’2 oons
p®M2
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It is immediate that (2(,, L) is a finite dimensional quantum compact metric space.
Nonetheless, as we intend to employ the metametric for pointed proper quantum metric
spaces, we still need some additional structure. For our choice of a topography of 2(,,, we

naturally choose 91, := ¢ (Z/ p)- We also define

Up:acd,— & (f ﬁg(a)dﬂtp(g))
Zp

sothaty, € Y(le). Itis now immediate that (A, L, 90, up) is a pointed proper quantum
metric space for all p € IN — note, in particular, that 2l is unital and its unit has L-
seminorm 0.

We are now ready to discuss the convergence of (2, L, My, tp) pew to (2L, L, M, u) for
the metametric, where 2 := (¢y(Z) X o Z and M = ¢y(Z). To this end, we will construct
appropriate tunnels between these spaces.

Let € > 0. Our goal is to find N € IN such that, if p = N, there exists an r-tunnel 7,
from (A, Ly, Mp, pp) 10 (co(Z) X Z, L, ¢o(Z), p) of extent at most € for each r € [1,1]. To
begin with, we shall henceforth use the following degenerate representation of . Let

I,,::{neszg]sns[g]}.

Ifé:= (‘t”)neZ/p € (2 (Z/p), we set

f[n] ifne Ip,
0 otherwise.

]{:nEZ'—»{

By construction, J is an isometry from ﬁz(Z/p) into ¢2(Z). The restriction of a €

B (L2 (Z/p)) — JaJ* to 2, is a degenerate *-representation p, of %, on ¢%(Z)). Note
that p,,(2,) €2, and p), is faithful. We now identify 2, with p,, (2(,) henceforth, and we
also identify 0 ., and 0 z, with Joy, ., J*and Jo z, J*, respectively.

p P

We proceed as follows.

Let N; € IN such that if n = Py, then % <5

Lety = (pﬁ, using the notation in Subsection (6.2). Let
Ny = max{Nl, In|:ne Sﬁ} +1.

By [29, Lemma 3.6], there exists N3 € IN such that, if p = N3, then

€
fzpw(g)lg—llditp(gk 'ER

Let now, for all n € IN \ {0}, define:

lif |z| < n,
hp:zeZ— I—Wifnslzlsn(ts’l+l),

0 otherwise.

By construction, k;, € sa(cy(Z)) < co(Z) ¢ Z, and 07 (h,) < % while o1 (h,,) = 0. So

L(hp) <1 forall n e N\ {0}. In particular, L(hy,) = ﬁ <E.
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We then let Ny = N,(2t+ 1) € N, so that aj(h]\;zl)h]\;2 = hp, for all [j| < N». As a
consequence, we note that

hN4 uth2 — uthz = ujaj(hM)th = uthz.
Hence,
(6.2) Vae p¥®Q) hy,ahn, = ahy,.

Also, we record that

1 1 1 £
L(hN4)=—$—<—< .
rNgy 2Not+N, 2N, 24

We set
N5 :=2(Ny(t+1)+ Not),

and note that by construction, N5 = max{Nj, N2, N3, Ny}.
Let us henceforth assume that p > N5. Let ¢ := (¢ ;) ez By construction,

fﬂ iflnl < N4y
hy,EineZ— (1—“’;;41}4))5” if Ny <|nl< Na(te~! +1),

0 otherwise.

In particular, if P is the projection in £2(Z) on the space {({ ;) nez € €2(Z):VneZ |n|=
Ns = ¢, = 0}, then by construction, since p > N5, we note that U;,P = UJ P for all
J€7Z,]jl < N»t, since

Moreover Phy, = hy,, so

6.3) U/ hy, = U/ (Phy,) = (U} P)h, = U hw,

forall jeZ,|jl< Nat.
Furthermore, since hy, is self-adjoint, it follows that

(6.4) hny U7 = (U7 h)* = U, hyy)* = by, U}

for all j € Z, |jl < N,. (Note that hy, does not commute with U or U, though the
commutator with either is the same).
In particular,

(6.5) lhn, U-Upl =0.
Last, since %u:o =2inj and limy_gexp(2inx) =1, let Ng € IN such that, for
all p= N, and forall j€Z,|j| < N5 and |n| < No,

2intn
pexp( P )( 2ijm €
exp( )—1)—j <
p

2inm 122N, +1)°
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We shall henceforth assume that p > N7 := max{Ns, Ng}. Since u = U’ and u,, = U,f,, It
follows from Exp. (6.3), (6.4), (6.5) that:

0z ful ) =0z, (hw, f uphy)
:uth4
= [hN4futh4) U- Up]
= h, fu! (hy,, U= Upl +1hn, ful,U - Uyl hy,
e —
=0 by (6.5)
= [hn, f, U = Uplu/
e —
since [U,uj]:O

= [hn,, U=Upl f + hn,[f,U - Upl
—_

=0 by (6.5)
= fhn,(U=Up) + hy,(U-Up) f
L 1 L 1
=0by (6.3) =0 by (6.4)

=0.
Moreover,

Or W hyy) =07, (W) hn,) € nez)

Miwieom— (P (2"””)_ )_(L (M)_ )] )
(Ju ¢(n) (zmeXp » 1 =57, &P » L) | (hnyS)n—ji
(.. P 2inn B 2inn—jt )

(1= (e (557 ) e (55 o),

2inn
_ pexp 2injt
= ((J — % (exp (—T]) - 1)) (hN4f)n—jtJ

So, for all & = (£,,) ez € £2(Z) with €1l p2(zy < 1, we compute:

nez

nez

, - 2
H (O (u' hy,) -0z, (u{ghm)f

2(Z)
: 2
2inn
. PeXP( p ) 2imjt , )
:]gi Y (eXp(—T)—l) |(hn, (= JO)En— il
. 2
Nizgt pexp| 478 2imjt
= j—M(exp(— / )—1) |y, (= fOEn-jol?
j=-Ni+jt 211 p
) Ns

<— Ay, (= jOEn_ 111
144(2N, + 1)2 j;Nsl Ny~ j0¢n-il

82

S —————-
144(2N; + 1)2

Therefore,
€

Il ) — ] 2oN,+1)
Haz(u hn,) =0z, (uphn,) |, < 122Nz +1)°




81
Therefore, if a € ¥ (A) = B¥ (A,) for any p > Ns, we note that
€
(6.6) ILp(a) - L(a)] < EL(&).

We now fix p = Ng. Let D, =2 e, T, :=MeM,, and ky, := (hn,, hy,). For any
(d1,d>) € dom (L) ® dom (L), we define:

Tpldi,dp) = maX{L(dl)L (da), ”hz = dehy H }

We also define @, : (d1,d2) €D — dy €A and pp : (d1,dp) €D — dp €Ay,
We shall now prove that 7, := (D, Ty, Tp, kp, ®p, 0p) is a tunnel of extent at most .

It is immediate that (9, Tp) is a proper quantum metric space. First, the unit ball of
T is trivially closed. Moreover, if y := (h, 1), then

{(y(a, b)y):Tp(a,b)<1,l(a,b)lp, < 1} cthah:L(a) <1, llallg <1ix{b:Ly(b) <1,1blg, <1}

and the right hand side is compact as the product of two compact sets, so the left hand
side is compact as well (as it is closed).

By construction, T, is Leibniz.

Let (a,b) € ©, with Ty(a,b) <1 and u(a) = 0. We already know that {hah : a €
dom (L),L(a) <1, u(a) = 0} is bounded.

Moreover, since ,u(h?vz) =1, we note that

€
lu(b)| = |u(hn, b)| < |p(hn, b — ahny)| + | p(ahn,)| < 310

Since (/,,L,) is a quantum compact metric space, the set {b € dom(L,) : [u(b)| <
%, L, (b) <1} is compact, hence bounded. So

{y(a,b)y:(a,b) e dom(T,),Tp(a,b) <1,u(a) =0}
is bounded.
Fixre[1,1].

Now, let a € A with | all_, < 1. As seen above, ||a— BY (a) ||sB < $5L(a) while ||ﬁ'V(a) ”‘B <
rand Lz(BY (a)) < L(a). Then

L(hn, B (@hn,) < || A, [ o (2L (RN, | BY (@) ]| g5 + [| v, || o3 LGBY (aD) < % +1.
Let now a € ¥ (), so that a = Zjesfj u/ for some (fi)jes € ¢0(Z)S. We then estimate:

H[hlz\’z’a]ﬂ% ]ES\{O}Hf][h ] ” since fj, b1 =0,

©.7) < Z 1 1os H[hJZVz'”j]H%

€
< p—— —_
J;s g Ng 12
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Moroever, by Expression (6.6), we also have

Hh a—hy, B @hw, 1,

”th(“ BY@n|),, + | n.B" (@, B (@),
Hh Y (a) - ﬁw(a)hNZH% by Exp. (6.2),
=+, ﬁ‘”(a)]“

£+E £ by Exp. (6.7)
= - XP. . .
S12 12 e YR

It follows that:

6
ahn, — thth4ﬁw(a)hN4 - <

6
ath - mthz

”ath thhN4ﬁ (a)tht”%
€

<

+
EE
6 6 3

Therefore, we have shown that:
T (a 6 hn, BY (@)h )<1
P\%6re ™M Na) =
while of course || (a, 52 hn, Y (@) hy,) “@ <1.
p
This proves that @p is a quantum M-isometry. Now, let a € co(Z). We note that the

restriction b of a to I, is an element of ¢ (Z/p) with Lz (b) = Lz (a) and L1 (b) =0 = L1 (a).
So @, is a topographic quantum M-isometry.

If ac dom (L) with |allL, <1and p > Ne, then | hn B (@hns || <1+e. Further-

1+2¢.

more, H h]\;3,61,g(a)hI\/3 LS
We also note that

H 12 o, B (@ iy, —

o = || P2 B @hn, — i,

- Hﬁw(mh%\ﬁ h ahlz\h

B

B
= 18" @ -allos | 7 |

SE.

Again, we obtain that T (A, ¥ (@ hn,,a)<1.Ifaec (Z/p), then we identify it with
a function over I. There exists an element b € ¢y (Z) with Lz (b) = Lz(a), LT (b) =0, and
which restricts to a on I,.

Thus, g, is also a topographic quantum M-isometry.

Thus 7, is indeed a tunnel.

By construction, T, (kp) = 3~ < &. Moreover 6o (hn,) = 1.
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Let p € 2(2). Let (d1,dy) € D, with | (d, do)liT, < 1. Let y 1= p(hy, - hiy,) € 2(2).
lp(hn,dihn,) —w(hn, dahi,)| = l@(hn,dihn,) — By, da B,
<||hn, (dy — d2) B, || o5
<||hn, (dr = BY (dD)) B, || o + || B, (dz = BY (d2)) B, | o
+ ||\, (BY (dy) = BY (d2)) i, || o5

<2 +2—+ |k, di - doh3,

12 12 B
€ £ £
S-—+-+-<e
6 6 3

Hence
{p(hn, - hny) i p € .S ()} <° 2(B).

A similar reasoning works if ¢ € 2(2(,,), by setting ¢ : a € A — y(hy, ahy,), to show
that

{w(hn, hn,) W€ S (B)} < 2Q).
Therefore, the extent of 7, as an r-tunnel, is at less than e. This completes our proof,
so that we can conclude that if p > Ng, forall r € [1, %], we have:

O (00 (Z) %10 Z, L, o2, 1, (¢(Z/p) %y 2/ p L ¢ (2 p) ) <.
Therefore:

,}LrgloD ((co(Z) Mg Z,L, co(Z), ), (C(Z/p) Xa, Z/p» Lp, C(Z/P) ’“P)) =0
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