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GEOMETRY OF INFINITE DIMENSIONAL UNITARY GROUPS:

CONVEXITY AND FIXED POINTS
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Abstract. In this article we study convexity properties of distance functions in infinite

dimensional Finsler unitary groups, such as the full unitary group, the unitary Schatten

perturbations of the identity and unitary groups of finite von Neumann algebras. The

Finsler structures are defined by translation of different norms on the tangent space at

the identity. We first prove a convexity result for the metric derived from the operator

norm on the full unitary group. We also prove strong convexity results for the squared

metrics in Hilbert-Schmidt unitary groups and unitary groups of finite von Neumann

algebras. In both cases the tangent spaces are endowed with an inner product defined

with a trace. These results are applied to fixed point properties and to quantitative

metric bounds in certain rigidity problems. Radius bounds for all convexity and fixed

point results are shown to be optimal.
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1. Introduction

In this article we study convexity properties of distance functions in Finsler unitary

groups, where the Finsler structures are defined by translation of different norms on the

tangent space at the identity. As in the finite dimensional setting, an infinite dimensional

manifold with a Finsler metric (a continuous distribution of norms in the tangent spaces)

becomes a metric space. The distance between two points is given by the infimum of the

lengths of the smooth curves which join these points. In [ALR10, AL10, ACL10] metric

properties of unitary groups of Schatten perturbations of the identity and finite von Neu-

mann algebras were studied. We generalize some results of these articles and we apply

them to fixed point properties.

Let U stand for the unitary group of an infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space.

We prove the following convexity result. Denote by d∞ the distance induced by the Finsler

metric given by the operator norm. If u, v, w ∈ U satisfy d∞(u,w), d∞(v,w) ≤ π/2 and

d∞(u, v) < π, then for the geodesic γ joining u and v in U the map f(s) = d∞(γ(s), w)

is convex for s ∈ [0, 1]. In particular the convexity radius of the geodesic balls in U is

π/2. In order to obtain this result, we first prove that the maximum radius of convexity

of the d∞ balls in the unitary compact perturbation of the identity is π/2. This is done

with a continuous induction argument using results from [AL10]. Then approximations

in the strong operator topology are used to prove the convexity of the d∞ distance in

the full unitary group, and the π/2 bound for convexity is shown to be optimal. These

results are important to get sharper version of previous results and several corollaries. A

corollary is the following: let u be a unitary operator and let etx be a uniformly continuous

one-parameter group of unitaries and consider

spec(−i log(uetx)).

If in an interval for the parameter t the difference between the maximum and the minimum

of this spectrum is less than π then the maximum of the spectrum is convex and the

minimum of the spectrum is concave in t. An analogous statement in the linear case

of self-adjoint operators is immediate from the convexity of the norm: for self-adjoint

operators x and y the maximum and minimum of the spectrum of x+ ty are respectively

convex and concave in t. In the non linear case of positive invertible operators an analogous

statement was proved in [CPR94].

We also address convexity properties of squared distance functions. When the groups

consist of unitaries of finite von Neumann algebras and of Hilbert-Schmidt perturbations

of the identity the tangent spaces are endowed with inner products defined by the trace.

The Hilbert-Schmidt unitary group is an infinite dimensional Riemannian manifold. The
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unitary group a finite von Neumann algebra has incomplete tangent spaces, but a metric

d2 can be defined in both cases. We establish strong convexity results for the functions

d2(w, ·)2 in closed balls B∞[w, r] defined with the d∞ distance. More specifically, if for

a unit speed geodesic β and an r < π/2 we have d∞(w, β(t)) ≤ r, then the function

f(t) = d2(w, β(t))
2 satisfies

f ′′ ≥ sin(2r)/r.

In the case of the Hilbert-Schmidt groups the ratio d∞/d2 can be arbitrarily small, so

restricting the domain for strong convexity to d∞-balls is much less restrictive. In the case

of finite von Neumann algebras the ratio d∞/d2 can be arbitrarily large, so there is no

convexity of d2(w, ·)2 in d2-balls.

These strong convexity results for d2 metrics are applied to the existence of analogues of

circumcenters. In simpler contexts the existence of circumcenters follows from the strong

convexity properties of the function

fA(v) = sup
a∈A

d2(a, v)
2

which imply that a unique minimizer exists, which is the circumcenter of the set A. In the

context of our article we first define a set

C =
⋂

a∈A

B∞[a, r]

of approximate circumcenters for an r < π/2, where B∞[a, r] are closed balls with respect

to the d∞ metric. Then in the set C we find a minimizer of the function fA. Hence the

circumradius condition for the existence of of minimizers of fA is in term of the d∞ metric,

which is less restrictive as was remarked above. From these results fixed point properties

for group actions follow. The d∞-bounds on the circumradius of orbits for the existence

of fixed points are shown to be optimal. Examples of fixed points are equivalences of

representations and invariant subspaces of representations. We also give several examples

of geodesically convex subspaces, since the aforementioned results hold in these subspaces.

The contents of the paper are as follows. In Section 2 we review several results on the

metric geometry of unitary groups endowed with Finsler structures derived from different

operator norms. These are the full unitary group, groups of unitary Schatten perturbations

of the identity, and unitary groups of finite von Neumann algebras. In Section 3 we first

establish convexity properties for the geodesic distance in the full unitary group. In Section

4 we obtain strong convexity properties of the squared d2 distance in the context of Hilbert-

Schmidt perturbations of the identity and finite von Neumann algebras. In Section 5 we

give several examples of closed geodesic spaces, since the results of the last section are

stated in terms of these spaces. Finally, in Section 6 we establish the existence of an

analogue of circumcenter for subsets of unitary groups with d∞ circumradius less than

π/2. We apply the existence of circumcenters to prove fixed point theorems with optimal

d∞-bounds on the diameter of orbits. The fixed point theorems are applied to metrical

bounds in certain rigidity results for representations.

The results in this article are generalizations to the infinite dimensional context of results

in the unpublished manuscript [M22] by the same author.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we recall several results about the metric geometry of spaces of uni-

taries endowed with a bi-invariant Finsler metric derived from norms on the Lie algebra.
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Throughout this article, we will use the metric and the geodesic structure of these spaces,

which were studied in [ALR10,AL10,ACL10].

2.1. Full unitary group. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and let

U = {u ∈ B(H) : u∗u = uu∗ = 1}
be the group of unitaries. We denote with

B(H)ah = {x ∈ B(H) : x∗ = −x}
the real Banach space of skew-adjoint operators, which is the tangent space at the identity

1 of U . On B(H)ah the operator norm of x is

‖x‖∞ = sup
ξ∈H

‖xξ‖
‖ξ‖ .

This norm is invariant by conjugation by unitaries, so by right or left translation we can

define a norm on the tangent spaces at all points of U . We this Finsler structure we can

define a metric on U . Let L∞ denote the length functional for piecewise smooth curves α

in U measured with the ‖ · ‖∞ norm

L∞(α) =

∫ t1

t0

‖α̇(t)‖∞dt.

We define d∞(u, v) = inf{L∞(γ) : γ ⊆ U joins u and v} as the rectifiable distance between

u and v in U . This metric is invariant by left and right translations. We next recall

Proposition 5.2. of [A14].

Proposition 2.1. Let u ∈ U and x ∈ B(H)ah with ‖x‖∞ ≤ π. Then the smooth curve

µ(t) = uetx has minimal length along its path, for all t ∈ [−1, 1]. Any pair of unitaries

u, v ∈ U can be joined by such a curve.

We shall denote the closed metric balls with B∞[w, r] = {u ∈ U : d∞(u,w) ≤ r}.
Remark 2.2. The curves in this proposition are not the unique length minimizers. To see

this consider an abelian subalgebra A and its unitary group UA. In this unitary group the

geometry of B∞[1, π/2] is the same as {x ∈ Aah : ‖x‖∞ ≤ π/2} endowed with the metric

defined by the uniform norm.

Proposition 2.3. In (U, d∞) the following holds

(1) For r ≤ π we have B∞[1, r] = {u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ exp(i[−r, r])}.
(2) For x ∈ B(H)ah with ‖x‖∞ ≤ π

‖1−ex‖∞ = 2 sin

(‖x‖∞
2

)

.

(3) For u, v ∈ U we have ‖u−v‖∞ <
√
2 if and only if d∞(u, v) < π/2, and ‖u−v‖∞ <

2 if and only d∞(u, v) < π. Also,

2

π
d∞(u, v) ≤ ‖u− v‖∞ ≤ d∞(u, v),

in particular the metric space (U, d∞) is complete.

Proof. Proposition 2.1 implies B∞[1, r] = exp({x ∈ B(H)ah : ‖x‖∞ ≤ r}, which is equiva-

lent to the first item. The second item follows by computing distances from o ∈ C to the

spectrum and noting that spec(1−ex) = 1−exp(spec(x)). Since ‖u−v‖∞ = ‖1−u−1v‖∞
and d∞(u, v) = d∞(1, u−1v), we set u−1v = ex with x ∈ B(H)ah such that ‖x‖∞ ≤ π. The

third item is implied by the second item. �
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Definition 1. For u, v ∈ U such that d∞(u, v) < π we define the geodesic joining u and v

as γu,v : [0, 1] → U ,

γu,v(t) = u exp(t log(u−1v))

for t ∈ [0, 1], where log is the principal branch of the natural logarithm.

Proposition 2.4. Let r < π/2 and let w ∈ U . Then for t ∈ [0, 1] the map

(u, v) 7→ γu,v(t)

is continuous on (B∞[w, r], d∞)× (B∞[w, r], d∞).

Proof. If u1, u2 ∈ B∞[w, r] then w−1u1, w
−1u2 ∈ B∞[1, r]. By the triangle inequality we

get

u−1
1 u2 = (w−1u1)

−1(w−1u2) ∈ B∞[1, 2r] = {u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ exp(i[−2r, 2r])}.
On C = {u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ exp(i[−2r, 2r])} the natural branch of the logarithm is defined

and the function

B∞[1, 2r] → B(H)ah, u 7→ log(u)

is continuous in the ‖ · ‖∞-norm. This is proved by approximating log |C with polynomials

p(z, z) and applying the continuous functional calculus. By Proposition 2.3 convergence

in d∞ is equivalent to convergence in the ‖ · ‖∞-norm, so the conclusion follows. �

If A ⊆ B(H) is a C∗-algebra let UA denote the unitary group of A. If u, v ∈ UA and

d∞(u, v) < π then γu,v ⊆ UA by stability properties of the functional calculus. Hence the

d∞ distance in UA agrees with the d∞ distance of U .

2.2. Unitary Schatten perturbation of the identity. Denote the p-Schatten class by

Bp(H) = {x ∈ B(H) : Tr((x∗x)
p

2 ) < ∞},
where Tr is the usual trace in B(H). We shall focus on the case when p is an even integer.

The spaces Bp(H) are Banach spaces with the norms ‖x‖p = Tr((x∗x)
p

2 )
1

p . The set of

skew-hermitian operators in Bp(H) is Bp(H)ah = {x ∈ Bp(H) : x∗ = −x}. Consider the

following classical Banach-Lie group of operators:

Up = {u ∈ U : u− 1 ∈ Bp(H)}.
These groups have differentiable structure when endowed with the metric ‖u−v‖p and the

Banach-Lie algebra of Up(H) is the (real) Banach space Bp(H)ah, see [dH72]. Note that

the exponential map is a bijection between the sets

{z ∈ Bp(H)ah : ‖z‖∞ < π} → {u ∈ Up : ‖1−u‖∞ < 2}.
Moreover, exp : {z ∈ Bp(H)ah : ‖z‖∞ ≤ π} → Up is surjective. We introduce a Finsler

metric on Up as follows. Let Lp denote the length functional for piecewise smooth curves

α in Up measured with the ‖ · ‖p norm:

Lp(α) =

∫ t1

t0

‖α̇(t)‖pdt,

and we define dp(u, v) = inf{Lp(γ) : γ ⊆ U joins u and v} as the rectifiable distance

between u and v in Up. This metric is invariant by left and right translations.

We recall Theorem 3.2 in [ALR10] concerning the minimality of geodesics in (Up, dp).

This theorem could be derived from the general theory of Riemannian manifolds in the

case p = 2.
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Theorem 2.5. Let p be an even integer and consider (Up, dp) as defined above. The

following facts hold:

(1) Let u ∈ Up and x ∈ Bp(H)ah with ‖x‖∞ ≤ π. Then the curve µ(t) = uetx, t ∈ [0, 1],

is shorter than any other piecewise smooth curve in Up joining the same endpoints.

Moreover, if ‖x‖∞ < π then µ is unique with this property.

(2) Let u, v ∈ Up. Then there exists a minimal geodesic curve joining them. If

‖u − v‖∞ < 2 then this geodesic is unique. There are in Up minimal geodesics

of arbitrary length, thus the diameter of Up is infinite.

(3) If u, v ∈ Up, then
(
√

1− π2

12

)

dp(u, v) ≤ ‖u− v‖p ≤ dp(u, v).

In particular the metric space (U, dp) is complete.

Theorem 2.6 ([ALR10, Theorem 3.6]). Let p be an even integer, u ∈ Up, and let β ⊆
Bp(u, π/2) be a non constant geodesic. Then the function

f(t) = dp(u, β(t))
p

is strictly convex.

Let K ⊆ B(H) denote the ideal of compact operators. We define

Uc = {u ∈ U : u− 1 ∈ K},
and note that Uc = exp(Kah). The following theorem was proved using Theorem 2.6 in

[AL10].

Theorem 2.7 ([AL10, Theorem 2.8]). Let u ∈ Uc and let β ⊆ B∞(u, π/2) be a geodesic.

Then the function

f(t) = d∞(u, β(t))

is convex.

Remark 2.8. Finite dimensional unitary groups are examples of subgroups of Up or Uc.

If H1 ⊆ H is finite dimensional subspace we can define an embedding of U(H1) into Up or

Uc given by

u 7→





u 0

0 1





for u ∈ U(H1).

2.3. Unitary group of a finite von Neumann algebra. Let M be a von Neumann

algebra with a finite and faithful trace τ . Denote by UM the group of invertible unitary

operators in M. For 1 < p < ∞ the space M is endowed with the norm

‖x‖p = τ((x∗x)
p

2 )
1

p .

When p = 2, M is a pre-Hilbert space with the inner product 〈x, y〉τ = τ(y∗x).

A Finsler metric on U is defined as follows. Let Lp denote the length functional for

piecewise smooth curves in UM, measured with the p-norm

Lp =

∫ t1

t0

‖α̇(t)‖pdt.
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Smooth means C1 and with nonzero derivative, relative to the uniform topology of M.

We define dp(u, v) = inf{Lp(γ) : γ ⊆ U joins u and v} as the rectifiable distance between

u and v in U . This metric is invariant by left and right translations.

We next recall Theorem 3.5 in [ACL10] which collects several results concerning the

rectifiable dp distance in the unitary group of M, such as: minimality of geodesics, unique-

ness of such geodesics, comparison with the usual dp distance, and a fundamental convexity

result.

Theorem 2.9. Let 2 ≤ p < ∞. The following facts hold

(1) Let u ∈ UM and x ∈ Mah with ‖x‖∞ ≤ π. Then the curve µ(t) = uetx, t ∈ [0, 1]

is shorter than any other smooth curve in UM joining the same endpoints, when

we measure them with the length functional Lp. Moreover, if ‖x‖∞ < π, the curve

µ is unique with this property among all the C2 curves in UM.

(2) Let u, v ∈ UM. Then there exists a minimal geodesic curve joining them. If ‖u −
v‖ < 2, this geodesic is unique among all the C2 curves.

(3) The diameter of UM is π for all the p-norms. If u, v ∈ UM then
(
√

1− π2

12

)

dp(u, v) ≤ ‖u− v‖p ≤ dp(u, v).

In particular the metric space (UM, dp) is complete.

(4) Let p be an even positive number, u, v, w ∈ UM, with

‖u− v‖ <
√
2, ‖w − v‖ <

√
2− ‖u− v‖.

Let β be a short geodesic joining v to w in UM. Then

f(t) = dp(u, β(t))
p

is a strictly convex function, provided u does not belong to any prolongation of β.

Remark 2.10. Finite dimensional unitary groups are examples of subgroups of UM. From

a system of matrix units we can define an inclusion Mn(C) ⊆ M of a matrix algebra, and

therefore an inclusion UMn(C) ⊆ UM of unitary groups.

3. Convexity properties of d∞

In this section we obtain better bounds for the convexity of balls in (Uc, d∞) stated in

Proposition 3.1. This result is important to prove the convexity of the d∞(·, u) in the

full unitary group, with optimal bounds. This is achieved through approximations in the

strong operator topology (SOT).

3.1. Optimal radius of convexity. We obtain π/2 as optimal radius for the convexity

of balls in (Uc, d∞) using a continuous induction argument.

Proposition 3.1. Let w ∈ Uc, then for each r < π/2 the set B∞[w, r] is geodesically

convex, that is, if u, v ∈ B∞[w, r] then γu,v ⊆ B∞[u, r]. Also, if u, v ∈ B∞[u, π/2] and

d∞(u, v) < π, then γu,v ⊆ B∞[u, π/2].

Proof. Since left translation is isometric we can assume that w = 1. We will repeatedly

use the continuity in the d∞ metric of (u, v) 7→ γu,v(t), see Proposition 2.4.

For r < π/2 define the set

C = {(u, v) ∈ B∞(1, r)×B∞(1, r) : γu,v ⊆ B∞(1, r)}.
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Note that B∞(1, r)×B∞(1, r) is connected since

B∞(1, r) = exp({x ∈ Kah : ‖x‖∞ < r})
is connected. We will show that C is not empty, open and closed in the space B∞(1, r)×
B∞(1, r), and is therefore equal to this space. If u, v ∈ B∞(1, r/2), then by the triangle

inequality γu,v ⊆ B∞(1, r), so C is not empty.

The set C is open, otherwise there are (un, vn)n → (u, v) in B∞(1, r)× B∞(1, r), with

(u, v) ∈ C, and (tn)n ⊆ [0, 1] such that γun,vn(tn) /∈ B∞(1, r). We choose a convergent sub-

sequence tnm
→ t′, so that γunm ,vnm

(tnm
) → γu,v(t

′) /∈ B∞(1, r). This is a contradiction,

since (u, v) ∈ C.

The set C is closed, otherwise let (un, vn)n be a sequence in C which converges to

(u, v) ∈ (B∞(1, r) × B∞(1, r)) ∩ Cc. For all t ∈ [0, 1] we have γun,vn(t) → γu,v(t) and

d∞(1, γunm ,vnm
(t)) < r so that d∞(1, γu,v(t)) ≤ r. Suppose there is a t ∈ [0, 1] such that

d∞(1, γu,v(t)) = r. Then the convexity of the map t 7→ d∞(1, γu,v(t)) asserted in Theorem

2.7 is not satisfied.

Therefore C = B∞(1, r)×B∞(1, r), that is B∞(1, r) is geodesically convex for r < π. If

u, v ∈ B∞[1, r] for r < π/2 then γu,v ⊆ B∞(1, r′) for all r′ such that r < r′ < π/2. Taking

r′ → r we conclude that γu,v ⊆ B∞[1, r].

To prove the last statement assume that u, v ∈ B∞[1, π/2] and d∞(u, v) < π. We can

chose sequences un → u and vn → v such that d∞(un, vn) < π and un, vn ∈ B∞[1, rn],

with rn < π/2 and rn → π/2. This can be done as follows, if u = ex and v = ey we

take un = e(1−
1

n
)x and vn = e(1−

1

n
)y with rn = (1 − 1

n
)π2 . Then by the first part of the

proposition γun,vn ⊆ B∞[1, rn] ⊆ B∞[1, π/2]. Since the geodesics depend continuously on

the endpoints in the limit γu,v(t) ∈ B∞[1, π/2] for t ∈ [0, 1]. �

The π/2 bound for the radius of convexity is optimal. We embed the finite dimensional

unitary group U(C) in Uc and consider the following example.

Example 3.2. We take a ball of center 1 and radius π/2+ ǫ in the group U(C) ≃ S1. The

geodesic γ(t) = eti for t ∈ [−3/2π + 1
2ǫ,−π/2− 1

2ǫ] connects two points inside the ball, but

it is not contained in the ball.

With this proposition we can sharpen [ALR10, Theorem 3.6] using Remark 3.7 in that

article.

Theorem 3.3. Let p be an even integer, w an element of the group of unitaries Up, and

let u, v ∈ B∞(u, π/2) ∩ Up such that u 6= v. Let β = γu,v be a the non constant geodesic

joining u and v. Then the function

f(t) = dp(u, β(t))
p

is strictly convex.

Proof. By Remark 3.7 in [ALR10] the strict convexity holds as long as d∞(β(t),1) =

‖wt‖∞ < π/2, where wt = log(β(t)). By the convexity established in Proposition 3.1

we know that d∞(β(s),1) ≤ max{d∞(β(0),1), d∞(β(1),1)} = max{d∞(u,1), d∞(v,1)} <

π/2.

Theorem 3.6 in [ALR10] does not include the case when a prolongation of β includes u.

Note that if a prolongation of β includes u then the prolongation is of the form β(t) = uetx

and

f(t) = ‖x‖pptp.
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Therefore f ′′(t) = p(p − 1)‖x‖pptp−2, and f ′′(t) = 0 only for t = 0 and p ≥ 4 even. Hence

strict convexity still holds in this case. �

3.2. Convexity of the distance in the full unitary group. We prove that the distance

d∞ is convex in the full unitary group. The following lemma is used to prove that closed

balls in the d∞ distance are SOT closed.

Lemma 3.4. For r ≤ π we have

B∞[1, r] = {u ∈ U : u+ u∗ ≥ 2 cos(r)1}.

Proof. This follows from the equality

B∞[1, r] = {u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ exp(i[−r, r])}
stated in Proposition 2.3 and the following property of the numerical range. An operator

a has numerical range in the half-space {b1 + b2i : b1 ≥ 0} if and only if a+ a∗ ≥ 0. Hence

for c ∈ R an operator a + c1 has numerical range in the half-space {b1 + b2i : b1 ≥ 0} if

and only if a+ a∗ + 2c1 ≥ 0. Hence an operator a has numerical range in the half-space

{b1 + b2i : b1 ≥ d} if and only if a+ a∗ ≥ 2d1. �

Remark 3.5. From translation invariance and the triangle inequality

d∞(uv,1) = d∞(u, v−1) ≤ d∞(u,1) + d∞(1, v−1) = d∞(u,1) + d∞(v,1).

Hence if r1, r2 ≤ π/2, u+ u−1 ≥ 2 cos(r1)1 and v + v−1 ≥ 2 cos(r1)1 then

uv + (uv)−1 ≥ 2 cos(r1 + r2)1 .

Proposition 3.6. For 0 ≤ r ≤ π and u ∈ U the ball B∞[u, r] is closed in the strong

operator topology (SOT).

Proof. Let (vn)n ⊆ B∞[u, r] and vn → v in SOT in U . By translation invariance of the

metric (u−1vn)n ⊆ B∞[1, r]. Since multiplication is SOT continuous u−1vn → u−1v in

SOT. By Lemma 3.4 u−1vn + (u−1vn)
∗ ≥ 2 cos(r)1. Since by Proposition 4.1 Chapter

II in [T02] the adjoint operation is SOT-continuous in U we get u−1vn + (u−1vn)
∗ →

u−1v+ (u−1v)∗ in SOT. It follows that u−1v+ (u−1v)∗ ≥ 2 cos(r)1. Therefore by Lemma

3.4 u−1v ∈ B∞[1, r], which is equivalent to v ∈ B∞[u, r]. �

We recall some results about the continuity of the functional calculus in the SOT-

topology.

Definition 2. For a compact set G ⊆ C we define

LG = {a ∈ B(H) : a is normal and spec(a) ⊆ G}.

The following is a special case of Theorem 4.7 Chapter II in [T02].

Theorem 3.7. For a compact set G ⊆ C and a continuous function f : G → C the map

LG → LC given by a 7→ f(a)

is continuous in SOT.

Proposition 3.8. For 0 ≤ r < π/2, t ∈ R and w ∈ U let the map B∞[w, r]×B∞[w, r] → U

be defined by

(u, v) 7→ γu,v(t) = u exp(t log(u−1v)).

Then this map is SOT continuous.
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Proof. Fix a t ∈ R and assume w = 1 since left multiplication is isometric and SOT-

continuous. Let Sr = {exp(si) ∈ C : −r ≤ s ≤ r} and let Ir = {si ∈ C : −r ≤ s ≤ r}.
Then for 0 ≤ r ≤ π we have

LSr
= B∞[1, r] and LIr = {x ∈ B(H)sa : ‖x‖∞ ≤ r}.

Let (un)n ⊆ B∞[1, r] such that un → u ∈ B∞[1, r] in SOT and let (vn)n ⊆ B∞[1, r]

such that vn → u ∈ B∞[1, r] in SOT. We have u−1
n vn → u−1v in SOT. Since u−1

n vn ∈
B∞[1, r1 + r2] = LSr1+r2

Theorem 3.7 with the function

f : LSr1+r2
→ C, α 7→ exp(t log(α))

asserts that exp(t log(u−1
n vn)) → exp(t log(u−1v)) in SOT. Hence

γun,vn(t) = un exp(t log(u
−1
n vn)) → u exp(t log(u−1v)) = γu,v(t)

in SOT and the proposition is proved. �

Theorem 3.9. For 0 ≤ r < π/2 let u, v, w ∈ U satisfy u, v ∈ B∞[w, r], and let γu,v be the

geodesic joining u and v. Then

f(t) = d∞(γu,v(t), w)

is a convex function. If u, v ∈ B∞[w, π/2] satisfy d∞(u, v) < π then the the same conclusion

holds.

Proof. We assume that w = 1. For r1, r2 < π/2 let u ∈ B∞[1, r1] and v ∈ B∞[1, r2]. Since

d∞(1, u), d∞(1, v) < π/2, by bi-invariance of the metric and by the triangle inequality we

get d∞(u, v) < π. So there is a geodesic γu,v(t) = u exp(t log(u−1v)) joining u and v. We

want to show that

γu,v(t) ∈ B∞[1, (1− t)r1 + tr2] for t ∈ [0, 1].

We write u = ex and v = ey with x, y ∈ B(H)sa such that ‖x‖∞ ≤ r1 and ‖y‖∞ ≤ r2. Let

(ξn)n be an orthonormal basis of H and let pn be the projection onto span{ξ1, . . . , ξn}. We

define xn = pnxpn and yn = pnypn. Since pn → 1 in SOT we conclude that xn → x and

yn → y in SOT.

Since xn and yn are skew-adjoint we define the unitaries un = exn and vn = eyn . Since

‖xn‖∞ ≤ ‖x‖∞ ≤ r1 and ‖yn‖∞ ≤ ‖y‖∞ ≤ r2 for all n ∈ N we conclude that (xn)n, x are

in LIr1
and (yn)n, y are in LIr2

. Therefore we can apply Theorem 3.7 to these sets with

the function f = exp to conclude that un → u and vn → v in SOT.

For n ∈ N note that un ∈ B∞[1, r1] and vn ∈ B∞[1, r2]. These are unitaries which

are the identity on span{ξ1, . . . , ξn}⊥, hence they are elements of Uc. By Proposition

3.1 we have γun,vn ⊆ B∞[1,max{r1, r2}]. Hence Theorem 2.7 states that γun,vn(t) ∈
B∞[1, (1− t)r1 + tr2].

Observe that B∞[1, (1 − t)r1 + tr2] = {u ∈ U : u + u∗ ≥ 2 cos((1 − t)r1 + tr2)}, which

by Proposition 3.6 is SOT closed. Proposition 3.8 states that

un exp(t log(u
−1
n vn)) → u exp(t log(u−1v))

in SOT. Hence γu,v(t) = u exp(t log(u−1v)) ∈ B∞[1, (1 − t)r1 + tr2], which is what we

wanted to prove.

To prove the last statement assume that u, v ∈ U with d∞(u, v) < π, d∞(u,1) = r1 ≤
π/2 and d∞(v,1) = r2 ≤ π/2. We want to show that for t ∈ [0, 1] we have d∞(γu,v(t),1) ≤
(1− t)r1 + tr2. We can chose sequences un → u and vn → v such that d∞(un, vn) < π for

sufficiently large n ∈ N and such that d∞(un,1) < r1 ≤ π/2 and d∞(vn,1) < r2 ≤ π/2
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for all n ∈ N. This can be done as follows, if u = ex and v = ey we take un = e(1−
1

n
)x

and vn = e(1−
1

n
)y. By the first statement of the theorem γun,vn(t) ∈ B∞[1, (1− t)r1 + tr2].

Since the geodesics depend continuously on the endpoints in the d∞ metric we see that in

the limit γu,v(t) ∈ B∞[1, (1− t)r1 + tr2], which is what we wanted to prove. �

Corollary 3.10. Let u ∈ U and x ∈ B(H)ah such that spec(uetx) ∈ S1\{−1} for t ∈ (0, l).

Define

θmax(t) = max spec(−i log(uetx)) and θmin(t) = min spec(−i log(uetx)).

If for an open interval I ⊆ (0, l) we have θmax(t) − θmin(t) < π for t ∈ I, then in I the

function θmax is convex and the function θmin is concave.

Proof. Let I be an interval as in the the statement of the corollary. If t0 ∈ I then there is

a c ∈ R and an open interval J ⊆ I with t0 ∈ J such that

−π/2 < θmin(t) + c ≤ θmax(t) + c < π/2

and θmax(t) + c > |θmin(t) + c| for t ∈ J . The first inequalities imply that the geodesic

β(t) = eic1uetx lies in B∞(1, π/2) for t ∈ J and the second inequality implies that

θmax(t) + c = d∞(1, eic 1uetx)

for t ∈ J . By Theorem 2.7 θmax(t) + c is convex in J . Since convexity is a local property

we conclude that θmax is convex in I. An analogous argument implies the concavity of θmin

in I. �

The π bound for the difference between the maximum and minimum eigenvalue is opti-

mal as the following example shows.

Example 3.11. Consider the following curve in U(C2):

uetx =





eiθ 0

0 e−iθ









cos(t) sin(t)

− sin(t) cos(t)



 .

The eigenvalues of uetx are

cos(θ) cos(t)± i
√

1− (cos(θ) cos(t))2.

Hence the eigenvalues of log(uetx) are ±i arccos(cos(θ) cos(t)). If we set

f(t) = arccos(cos(θ) cos(t))

some calculations yield

f ′′(0) = cot(θ)

for θ 6= 0 and −π < θ < π. Taking θ = π/2 + ǫ and t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ) we see that the conclusion

of Corollary 3.10 does not hold for small ǫ > 0.

Symmetries are unitaries u such that u∗ = u, that is, spec(u) ⊆ {1,−1}. Their geometry

was studied in [PR87] and subsequent articles, see [A14] and the reference therein. The

following corollary can be proved with elementary techniques.

Corollary 3.12. If u, v are symmetries such that d∞(u, v) < π, then the unique geodesic

γu,v consists of symmetries. If γu,v(t) = uetx with ‖x‖∞ < π then γu,v(t) = e−
1

2
txue

1

2
tx.
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Proof. We note that B∞[i1, π/2] = {u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ exp(i[0, π])} and B∞[−i1, π/2] =

{u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ exp(i[−π, 0])}. Hence

B∞[i1, π/2] ∩B∞[−i1, π/2] = {u ∈ U : spec(u) ⊆ {1,−1}}

is the space of symmetries. Since by Theorem 3.9 γu,v ⊆ B∞[i1, π/2] and γu,v ⊆ B∞[−i1, π/2]

the first assertion follows. The geodesic γu,v(t) = uetx consists of symmetries, therefore

uetx = (uetx)∗ = e−txu∗ = e−txu.

If we differentiate with respect to t and set t = 0 we get ux = −xu. Hence e−
1

2
txu = ue

1

2
tx,

from which the second assertion follows. �

Using Lemma 3.4 we can reformulate Theorem 3.9.

Corollary 3.13. Let r1, r2 ≤ π/2, v a unitary operator, and x a skew-adjoint operator

such that ‖x‖∞ < π, v + v−1 ≥ 2 cos(r1)1 and (vex) + (vex)−1 ≥ 2 cos(r2)1. Then

(vetx) + (vetx)−1 ≥ 2 cos((1− t)r1 + tr2)1

for all t ∈ [0, 1].

With Theorem 3.9 we can prove a sharper version of item (4) of Theorem 2.9.

Theorem 3.14. Let p be an even positive number, u, v, w ∈ UM such that v,w ∈ B∞[u, r]

with 0 ≤ r < π/2. Let β be the short geodesic joining v to w in UM. Then

f(t) = dp(u, β(t))
p

is a strictly convex function.

Proof. Assume that u = 1 and that a prolongation of β does not include u = 1. The

assumption is that v,w ∈ B∞[1, r], so Theorem 3.9 implies that β ⊆ B∞[u, r], that is,

d∞(β(t),1) ≤ r < for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Let us write β(t) = ext with xt skew-adjoint and

‖xt‖∞ ≤ r. Since by Proposition 2.3 ‖1− ex‖∞ = 2 sin(‖x‖∞2 ) we have

‖1−β(t)‖∞ = 2 sin

(‖xt‖∞
2

)

≤ 2 sin
(r

2

)

<
√
2

for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Given a t0 ∈ [0, 1] choose a an interval I ⊆ [0, 1] such that t0 ∈ I and

which is small enough so that

‖β(t0)− β(t)‖∞ <
√
2− ‖1−β(t)‖∞ ≤

√
2− 2 sin

(r

2

)

< 0

for all t ∈ I. This can be done by the continuity of t 7→ β(t) in the ‖ · ‖∞ norm. Then

Theorem 2.9 states that dp(u, β(t))
p is strictly convex for t ∈ I. Since strict convexity is

a local property we get strict convexity for all t ∈ [0, 1]. If a prolongation of β includes u

then the prolongation is of the form β(t) = uetx. In this case

dp(u, β(t))
p = ‖x‖ptp,

so strict convexity also holds. �
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4. Strong convexity of the squared d2 metrics

In this section we prove strong convexity properties of the function d2(·, u)2 in d∞ balls.

A real valued function on an interval is strongly convex if there is a λ > 0 such that one

can touch the graph of the function from below by a translation of the parabola y = λx2.

While smooth convex functions are characterized by the inequality f ′′ ≥ 0, for λ-convex

functions this inequality turns into f ′′ ≥ 2λ, see Example 4.4.4. in [BBI01].

Definition 3. A function f : [0, l] → R is λ-convex if f(t)− λt2 is convex for a λ > 0. In

this case it is called strongly convex.

We recall a few facts about the Hessian of 2-norms which we will use in the proof of the

next theorems.

Remark 4.1. The Hessian of the p-norms in the context of a C∗-algebra with a finite trace

τ was studied in [AR08,MR00]. Let x, y, z ∈ Mah, let Hx : Mah×Mah → R stand for

the symmetric bilinear form given by

Hx(y, z) = −2τ(yz).

Denote by Qx the quadratic form induced by Hx. Then (cf. Lemma 4.1 in [AR08] and

equation (3.1) in [MR00]):

(1) Qx([y, x]) ≤ 4‖x‖2∞Qx(y).

(2) Qx(y) = 2‖y‖22.
In particular Hx is positive definite for any x ∈ Mah.

By Remark 3.5 in [ALR10] the same formulas hold if we consider x, y, z ∈ B2(H)ah and

the symmetric bilinear form Hx : B2(H)ah ×B2(H)ah → R given by Hx(y, z) = −2Tr(yz).

The following theorem is an adaptation of Theorem 3.6 in [ALR10] for the case p = 2,

following Remark 3.7 in [ALR10].

Theorem 4.2. Let u be an element of the group U2, let 0 < r < π/2, and let β ⊆ B∞[u, r]

be a non constant geodesic. Then the function

f(t) = d2(u, β(t))
2

satisfies f ′′ ≥ 2λ for

λ = c2
sin(2r)

2r
> 0,

where c > 0 is the speed of the geodesic in the d2 metric. In particular, if β has unit speed

then f is λ-convex with

0 < λ =
sin(2r)

2r
< 1.

Proof. We assume that u = 1. Let y, z ∈ Bp(H)ah such that β(s) = evesz. Let xs =

log(eyesz), and γs(t) = etxs . Since d∞(1, β(s)) = ‖xs‖∞ < π/2 the curve γs is a short

geodesic in the d2 metric joining 1 and β(s) of length d2(1, β(s)) = ‖xs‖2. Then f(s) =

‖xs‖22 = −Tr(x2s), hence

f ′(s) = −2Tr(xsẋs) = Hxs
(ẋs, xs).

We denote with Ha(·, ·) the Hessian at a ∈ Bp(H)ah of the function ‖ · ‖22, and Qa(·) its

associated quadratic form.
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Note that exp(xs) = eyesz, so if we differentiate this expression at s we get d expxs
(ẋs) =

e−xsz. We have the following formula for the exponential:

e−xsd expxs
(ẋs) =

∫ 1

0
e−txs ẋse

txsdt,

therefore

z =

∫ 1

0
e−txs ẋse

txsdt.

Thus

Tr(xsẋs) =

∫ 1

0
Tr(xse

−txs ẋse
txs)dt = Tr(zxs).

Hence

f ′′(s) = −2Tr(ẋsz) = Hxs
(ẋs, z),

and if we put δs(t) = e−txs ẋse
txs , then

f ′′(s) =

∫ 1

0
−2Tr(δs(0)δs(t))dt =

∫ 1

0
Hxs

(δs(0), δs(t))dt.

We define R2
s = Qxs

(ẋs) = 2‖ẋs‖22 > 0 and note that δs lies in the sphere of radius Rs of

the Hilbert space Bp(H)ah endowed with the inner product Hxs
. Hence

Hxs
(δs(0), δs(t)) = R2

s cos(αs(t)),

where αs(t) is the angle subtended by δs(0) and δs(t). If Lt
0(δs) is the length in the sphere

of the curve δs from δs(0) to δs(t) then

Rsαs(t) ≤ Lt
0(δs) =

∫ t

0
Q

1

2
xs(e

−txs [xs, ẋs]e
txs)dt

=

∫ t

0
Q

1

2
xs([xs, ẋs])dt = tQ

1

2
xs([xs, ẋs]).

By Remark 4.1 which states that Qa([b, a]) ≤ 4‖a‖2∞Qa(b) we see that Qxs
([xs, ẋs]) ≤

4‖xs‖2∞R2
s . Hence

Rsαs(t) ≤ Rs2t‖xs‖∞ < Rsπ.

So

cos(αs(t)) ≥ cos(2t‖xs‖∞)

and integrating with respect to the t-variable we get

f ′′(s) ≥ R2
s

sin(2‖xs‖∞)

2‖xs‖∞
.

Since e−xsd expxs
(ẋs) = z the exponential metric decreasing property in Lemma 3.3 of

[ALR10] asserts that ‖ẋs‖2 ≥ ‖z‖2. Hence R2
s = 2‖ẋs‖22 ≥ 2‖z‖22. Also d∞(1, β(s)) =

‖xs‖∞ ≤ r, so
sin(2‖xs‖∞)

2‖xs‖∞
≥ sin(2r)

2r
,

hence

f ′′(s) ≥ 2‖z‖22
sin(2r)

2r
> 0.

Note that ‖z‖2 is the speed of the geodesic β(s) = eyesz, so the conclusion of the theorem

follows. �

In the case of unitaries of finite von Neumann algebras an analogous theorem holds. It

is an adaptation of Theorem 3.5 in [ACL10].
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Theorem 4.3. Let u be an element of the group UM, let 0 < r < π/2, and let β ⊆ B∞[u, r]

be a non constant geodesic. Then the function

f(t) = d2(u, β(t))
2

satisfies f ′′ ≥ λ for

λ = 2c2
sin(2r)

2r
> 0,

where c > 0 is the speed of the geodesic in the d2 metric. In particular, if β has unit speed

then f is λ-convex with

0 < λ =
sin(2r)

2r
< 1.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 4.2. In this case δs lies in a sphere

of a pre-Hilbert space, but completeness of the space is not necessary. The exponential

metric decreasing property is established in Lemma 3.3 of [ACL10]. �

Remark 4.4. The bound r < π/2 for the strong convexity of d2(1, β(t)) cannot be im-

proved. This follows from calculations with the curve of Example 3.11. The example is

about unitary 2× 2 matrices, but they can be embedded in U2 or in UM by choosing matrix

units.

Remark 4.5. Uniform convexity for metric spaces was defined in [NS11], see Definition

3.2 in that article. A geodesic space (X, d) is p-uniformly convex with parameter 0 ≤ C ≤ 2

if for all x, y, z ∈ X the constant speed geodesic γ : [0, 1] → X joining y and z satisfies

d(x, γ(t))p ≤ (1− t)d(x, y)p + td(x, z)p − C

2
t(1− t)d(y, z)p.

Note that a 2-uniformly convex metric space with parameter 2 is a CAT(0) space and a

2-uniformly convex metric space with parameter C is a space such that for all its elements

x the function d(x, ·)2 is C
2 -convex. Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 assert that in U2 and UM, and

for r < π/2, the balls B∞[1, r/2] are 2-uniformly convex metric spaces with parameter

Cr = 2
sin(2r)

2r
> 0.

Note that Cr → 2 as r → 0, that is, the parameter tends to the parameter of a CAT(0)

space. As the ball becomes smaller the curvature tends to the curvature of the tangent space

at 1 which is a Hilbert space.

5. Closed geodesic subsets

We define closed geodesic subsets and give several examples in the case of the full unitary

group, the unitary groups of finite von Neumann algebras and unitary Hilbert-Schmidt

perturbation of the identity. These examples are balls in the d∞ metric, geodesic convex

hulls, several subgroups, Grassmannians and fixed point sets of actions. In the next section

most results are formulated in terms of general closed geodesic subsets, only the particular

cases of closed balls and Grassmannians are needed to understand the last section.

Definition 4. We call M ⊆ U a geodesic subset if for all u, v ∈ M such that d∞(u, v) < π

the unique geodesic γu,v in U which joins u and v is contained in M . We call M ⊆ U a

geodesic subset with length parameter 0 < l < π if for all u, v ∈ M such that d∞(u, v) < l

the unique geodesic γu,v in U which joins u and v is contained in M .
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The orthogonal group is an example of geodesic subset. Given an orthonormal basis

(ξ)n of H we can define a complex conjugation J : H → H by

J :
∑

n

αnξn 7→
∑

n

αnξn.

The map J is an isometric anti-linear involution. We define

OJ = {u ∈ U : u = JuJ}.

Proposition 5.1. The orthogonal group OJ is a geodesic subset of U .

Proof. We assume that one endpoint of the geodesic is 1. Let u ∈ OJ be such that

d∞(1, u) < π, then there is a geodesic γ : [0, 1] → U given by etx which joins 1 and

u = ex ∈ OJ with ‖x‖∞ < π. From J2 = 1 we have JexJ = eJxJ = ex. Since ‖JxJ‖∞ =

‖x‖∞ < π we see that JxJ and x are in the domain of injectivity of the exponential map, so

that x = JxJ . Hence etx = etJxJ = JetxJ for t ∈ [0, 1], and we conclude that γ ⊆ OJ . �

Fixed point sets of certain actions are also examples of geodesic subspaces. Consider a

group H and two homomorphism φ, ρ : H → U . We can define an action π of H on U by

π(h)(u) = φ(h)uρ(h)−1.

The fixed points of this action are the equivalences of the representations, that is, the

u ∈ U such that ρ(h) = u−1φ(h)u for all h in H. Denote the fixed points by

UH = {u ∈ U : π(h)(u) = u for all h ∈ H}.

Proposition 5.2. For two homomorphism φ, ρ : H → U the set UH is a geodesic subset.

Proof. Let u, uex ∈ UH such that ‖x‖∞ < π. From φ(h)uρ(h)−1 = u and φ(h)uexρ(h)−1 =

uex it follows that

eρ(h)xρ(h)
−1

= ex

for all h ∈ H. Since ‖ρ(h)xρ(h)−1‖∞ = ‖x‖∞ < π we see that ρ(h)xρ(h)−1 and x are

in the domain of injectivity of the exponential, so that ρ(h)xρ(h)−1 = x for all h ∈ H.

Therefore, for all t ∈ [0, 1] and all h ∈ H we get ρ(h)txρ(h)−1 = tx. This means that

uetx ∈ UH for all t ∈ [0, 1] �

Remark 5.3. The set U is a symmetric space with symmetries u · v = uv−1u. The

Grassmannians are stable under symmetries since

ep · eq = e
epqe

−1
p
.

It is also easy to check that π(h)u · π(h)v = π(h)(u · v) for all u, v ∈ U and h ∈ H, so the

fixed point sets UH are stable under symmetries.

Let w ∈ U and r < π/2. If A ⊆ B∞[w, r] then for u, v ∈ A we have d∞(u, v) < π. So

the geodesic γu,v is well defined and is contained in B∞[w, r] by Theorem 3.9. We define

recursively A0 = A and for n ∈ N

An = {γu,v(t) : u, v ∈ An−1 and t ∈ [0, 1]}.

Then conv(A) = ∪n∈NAn is the geodesic convex hull of A. It is a geodesic subset of U .
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5.1. Unitary Hilbert-Schmidt group.

Definition 5. For r ≥ 0 and u ∈ U2 we define

BU2,∞[u, r] = U2 ∩B∞[u, r],

where B∞[u, r] is the closed ball in (U, d∞).

Proposition 5.4. For r < π/2 and u ∈ U2 the ball BU2,∞[u, r] is closed and geodesic in

(U2, d2).

Proof. We assume that u = 1. By Theorem 2.5 (1) γu,v ∈ U2 if u, v ∈ U2 with d∞(u, v) < π.

Theorem 3.9 states that d∞(γu,v(t)1) is convex, hence the ball is geodesic. The fact that

BU2,∞[u, r] is closed in (U2, d2) follows from the following inequalities

2

π
d∞(u, v) ≤ ‖u− v‖∞ ≤ ‖u− v‖2 ≤ d2(u, v)

for u, v ∈ U2, see Proposition 2.3 (3) and Theorem 2.5 (3). �

Proposition 5.5. For r < π/2, u ∈ U2 and a subset A ⊆ BU2,∞[u, r] the set

conv(A)
d2

is closed and geodesic in (U2, d2).

Proof. The set is closed by definition. Let (un)n, (vn)n ⊆ conv(A) such that un → u and

vn → v in the d2 metric. Since by Lemma 3.3 in [ALR10] the differentials at each point of

exp : {x ∈ B2(H)ah : ‖u− v‖∞ ≤ 2r} → BU2,∞[1, 2r]

are isomorphisms, it follows from the infinite dimensional inverse mapping theorem that

this map is a diffeomorphism. It is easy to check that γun,vn(t) → γu,v(t) for all t ∈ [0, 1]

in the d2 metric. �

For an integer 0 < m < ∞ we consider the Grassmannian Grm of projections onto m

dimensional subspaces of a separable Hilbert space H. We identify the space of projections

with a space of symmetries via the map

p 7→ ep = 1−2p.

Each ep is a unitary operator so that an injection e : Grm → U2 is defined. We have

e(Grm) = {u ∈ U2 : u = u∗ and Tr(1−u) = 2m}.

Proposition 5.6. The set e(Grm) is closed and geodesic in (U2, d2).

Proof. Let p and q be projections onto m dimensional subspaces of H such that d∞(ep, eq) <

∞. Then by Corollary 3.12 there is a geodesic γ(t) = epe
tx joining ep and eq = uex. Since

γ(t) = epe
tx = e−

1

2
txepe

1

2
tx is conjugation by a one parameter group and the trace is

invariant by conjugation we see that Tr(1−γ(t)) is well defined and constant.

To prove that e(Grn) is closed in (U2, d2) consider a sequence (epn)n ⊆ e(Grm) such that

epn → u ∈ U2 in the d2 distance. Since

‖epn − u‖∞ ≤ ‖epn − u‖2 ≤ d2(epn , u)

we see that pn → 1
2 (1−u) in the uniform norm. From this it follows that q = 1

2(1−u)

is a projection. It is also easy to check that it has an m-dimensional image, therefore

u = eq ∈ e(Grn). �
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Let A ⊆ B(H) be a C∗-subalgebra, and let UA be its unitary group. We define

U2,A = U2 ∩ UA.

Proposition 5.7. The group U2,A is closed and geodesic in (U2, d2).

Proof. Since UA and U2 are geodesic the intersection is geodesic. The group is closed in

U2 since ‖u− v‖∞ ≤ ‖u− v‖2 ≤ d2(u, v) for u, v ∈ U2. �

Given an isometric anti-linear involution J : H → H we define the orthogonal group

O2,J = {u ∈ U2 : u = JuJ} = U2 ∩OJ .

Proposition 5.8. The orthogonal group O2,J is closed and geodesic geodesic in (U2, d2).

Proof. Since OJ and U2 are geodesic the intersection is geodesic. The fact that O2,J is

closed follows from ‖JxJ‖2 = ‖x‖2 for x ∈ B2(H)ah and from the equivalence between

convergence in d2 and with the ‖ · ‖2 norm. �

Remark 5.9. The real Grassmannian e(Grn) ∩O2,J is the intersection of closed geodesic

spaces so it is closed and geodesic.

For a group H and two homomorphism φ, ρ : H → U2 consider the action as in Propo-

sition 5.2 and denote by UH
2 the fixed point set. Note that UH

2 = U2 ∩ UH .

Proposition 5.10. Let UH
2 be a fixed point set as above. It is a closed and geodesic

subspace of (U2, d2).

Proof. It is geodesic since by Proposition 5.2 UH
2 = U2 ∩ UH is the intersection of two

geodesic sets. Converge in the d2 metric is equivalent to convergence in the ‖ · ‖2-norm.

For all h ∈ H if ‖un − u‖2 → 0 then ‖φ(h)unρ(h)−1 − φ(h)uρ(h)−1‖2 = ‖un − u‖2 → 0.

Hence, if un ∈ UH
2 and un → u in (U, d2) then u ∈ UH

2 . �

5.2. Unitary group of a finite von Neumann algebra.

Definition 6. For r ≥ 0 we define

BUM,∞[u, r] = B∞[u, r] ∩ UM,

where B∞[u, r] is the closed ball in (U, d∞).

Lemma 5.11. In UM convergence in SOT is equivalent to convergence in the d2 metric.

Proof. By Theorem 2.9 (3) converge in d2 is equivalent to convergence in the ‖ · ‖2-norm.

By in [T02, Proposition 5.3, Chapter III] in norm closed balls convergence in SOT is

equivalent to convergence in the norm ‖ · ‖2. �

Proposition 5.12. For r < π/2 and u ∈ UM the ball BUM,∞[u, r] is closed and geodesic

in (UM, d2)

Proof. We assume that u = 1. For if u, v ∈ UM with d∞(u, v) < π we have γu,v ⊆ UM

by properties of the functional calculus. The convexity of the d∞ distance asserted in

Theorem 3.9 implies the geodesic convexity of BUM,∞[u, r]. The fact that the ball it is

closed in (UM, d2) is proved as follows. Assume that (un)n ⊆ BUM,∞[1, r] is a sequence

such that un → u ∈ UM in the d2 metric. By Lemma 5.11 we have un → u in SOT and

by Proposition 3.6 the ball B∞[1, r] is SOT closed, hence u ∈ B∞[1, r]. �
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Proposition 5.13. For r < π/2, u ∈ UM and a subset A ⊆ BUM,∞[u, r] the set

conv(A)
d2

is closed and geodesic in (UM, d2).

Proof. By definition the set is closed. Let (un)n, (vn)n ⊆ conv(A) such that un → u and

vn → v in the d2 metric, which is equivalent to convergence in SOT by Lemma 5.11. By

Proposition 3.8 for a fixed t ∈ [0, 1] the geodesic is SOT continuous in its endpoints, hence

γun,vn(t) → γu,v(t) in the d2 metric. �

For a finite von Neumann algebra M and an s ∈ [0, 1] we consider the Grassmannian

GrM,s of projections p ∈ M such that τ(p) = s. We identify the space of projections with

a space of symmetries via the map

p = ep 7→ 1−2p.

Each ep is a unitary operator so that an injection e : GrM,s → UM is defined. We have

e(GrM,s) = {u ∈ UM : u = u∗ and τ(u) = 1− 2s}.

Proposition 5.14. The set e(GrM,s) is a closed and geodesic subset of (UM, d2).

Proof. Let p and q be projections such that d∞(ep, eq) < π. By Corollary 3.12 there is

a geodesic γ(t) = epe
tx in UM joining ep and eq = uex which is given by conjugation,

that is, γ(t) = epe
tx = e−

1

2
txepe

1

2
tx. Since the trace is invariant by conjugation we have

τ(γ(t)) = 1−2s for t ∈ [0, 1]. The Grassmannian is closed by [AR06, Proposition 2.3], this

also follows from Lemma 5.11 and the continuity in SOT of the trace τ . �

Let N ⊆ M be an inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras, and let UN be the unitary

group of N .

Proposition 5.15. The group UN is a closed and geodesic subspace (UM, d2).

Proof. The set UN is the intersection of two geodesic spaces. The second part follows from

Lemma 5.11 and the fact that N is SOT closed, since it is a von Neumann algebra. �

Let M ⊆ B(H) be a finite von Neumann algebra and J : H → H an isometric anti-linear

involution such that τ(JxJ) = τ(x) for all x ∈ M. We define the orthogonal group

OM,J = {u ∈ UM : u = JuJ} = UM ∩OJ .

Proposition 5.16. The orthogonal group OM,J is a closed and geodesic subspace of

(UM, d2).

Proof. Since OJ and UM are geodesic the intersection is geodesic. From ‖JxJ‖2 = ‖x‖2
for x ∈ Mah and from the equivalence between convergence in d2 and ‖ · ‖2 we conclude

that the orthogonal group is closed. �

Remark 5.17. The real Grassmannian e(GrM,s) ∩ OM,J is the intersection of closed

geodesic spaces so it is closed and geodesic.

For a group H and two homomorphism φ, ρ : H → UM consider the action of Proposition

5.2 and denote by UH
M the fixed point set. Note that UH

M = UM ∩ UH .

Proposition 5.18. Consider a fixed point set UH
M as above. Then it is closed geodesic

subspace of (UM, d2).
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Proof. The fixed point set is geodesic since by Proposition 5.2 UH
M = UM ∩ UH is the

intersection of two geodesic sets. Converge in the d2 metric is equivalent to convergence

in SOT, therefore for all h ∈ H if un → u in SOT then φ(h)unρ(h)
−1 → φ(h)uρ(h)−1 in

SOT. we conclude that if un ∈ UH
2 and un → u in (U, d2) then u ∈ UH

2 . �

5.3. Special unitary group in finite dimensions. The finite dimensional special uni-

tary group is an example where the length parameter is less than π. We set

SU(Cn) = {u ∈ C
n×n : u is unitary and det(u) = 1}.

Proposition 5.19. The special unitary group SU(Cn) is a geodesic subspace of the unitary

group U(Cn) acting on C
n and it has length parameter min{2π

n
, π}.

Proof. Let u, v ∈ SU(Cn) such that d∞(u, v) < min{2π
n
, π}. Then there is a geodesic

γ : [0, 1] → U given by uetx which joins u and v = uex. Note that ‖x‖∞ = d∞(u, v) < 2π
n

and

1 = det(v) = det(uex) = det(u) det(ex) = eTr(x).

Since Tr(x) ∈ 2πiZ and ‖x‖∞ < 2π
n

we see that Tr(x) = 0. Hence det(uetx) = det(u) det(etx) =

eTr(tx) = 1 for all t ∈ [0, 1] and the proof is complete. �

6. Fixed point properties of group actions

Complete geodesic spaces with λ-convex squares of distance functions have well defined

circumcenters for its bounded subsets, see Proposition 9.2.24 in [BBI01]. In the context

of this article we first define a set C of approximate circumcenters of a set A in the d∞
metric, and in this set C we find a minimizer of the strongly convex function fA(u) =

supa∈A d2(u, a)
2. Therefore we are able to prove fixed point results with optimal bounds

on the d∞ distance, which are much stronger than d2 bounds. We start with the following

definition.

Definition 7. Given a geodesic subspace M of U and a subset A ⊆ M we define its

d∞-circumradius relative to M as

radiusM (A) = inf{r : there is c ∈ M such that A ⊆ B∞[c, r]}.

6.1. Optimal radius for existence of fixed point. We prove the existence of minimizers

of fA in sets C for subsets of d∞-circumradius less than π/2. We first start with the case

of the Hilbert-Schmidt group U2. The following definition is similar to [BBI01, Definition

9.2.17].

Definition 8. Let M ⊆ U2 be a closed geodesic space. A function f : M → R is λ-convex

for a λ > 0 if for any unit-speed geodesic γ in (M,d2) the function t 7→ f(γ(t)) − λt2 is

convex.

Lemma 6.1. Let M ⊆ U2 be a closed geodesic set, and let {fi}i∈I be a family of λ-convex

functions on M such that for a c ∈ R and for all i ∈ I we have fi ≤ c. Then sup{fi}i∈I is

λ-convex.

Proof. The bound c implies that the supremum is well defined. For a unit speed geodesic

γ : [0, s] → M and for all i ∈ I the function fi(γ(t))− λt2 is convex. Hence

sup{fi(γ(t))}i∈I − λt2 = sup{fi(γ(t))− λt2}i∈I
is a convex function since it is the supremum of convex functions. �
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The last part of the next proof is similar to [BBI01, Proposition 9.2.20].

Theorem 6.2. Let M be a closed geodesic subspace of U2 and let A ⊆ (M,d2) be a bounded

subset such that radiusM (A) < π/2. For r ∈ R such that radiusM (A) < r < π/2 and

C = M ∩
(

⋂

a∈A

B∞[a, r]

)

the function fA : C → R given by

fA(u) = sup
a∈A

d2(u, a)
2

has a unique minimizer.

Proof. The condition radiusM (A) < r implies that there is an m ∈ M with A ⊆ B∞[m, r],

so the subset C is not empty. By Proposition 5.4 the set
⋂

a∈ABU2,∞[a, r] is the intersection

of closed and geodesic spaces, so it is closed and geodesic. The set M is also closed and

geodesic, hence C is closed and geodesic.

Since A is bounded the function fA is well defined. By Theorem 4.2 for each a ∈ A the

function u 7→ d2(u, a)
2 is sin(2r)

2r -convex on BU2,∞[a, r], hence also sin(2r)
2r -convex on C. The

function fA is a supremum of λ-convex functions with

λ =
sin(2r)

2r
> 0,

so Lemma 6.1 implies that it is λ-convex. Define

rinf = inf
u∈C

fA(u).

Let rn = rinf + 1/n for n ∈ N, and set

Crn = f−1
A ((−∞, r2n]) = C ∩ (

⋂

a∈A

B2[a, rn]).

These sets are not empty, closed in (C, d2) and descending in n, that is Crn ⊆ Crm if

n ≥ m. We now show that their d2-diameter tends to zero, if u, v ∈ Cn let w = γu,v(
1
2) be

the midpoint of u and v. This midpoint is in C since C is geodesic. From Definition 8 it

follows that

fA(w) ≤
fA(u) + fA(v)

2
− λ

2
d2(u, v)

2.

From fA(u), fA(v) ≤ rinf + 1/n and fA(w) ≥ rinf a straightforward calculation shows that

d2(u, v) ≤
√

2

nλ
.

Since (C, d2) is complete we conclude that
⋂

n∈N

Crn = {um}

for an um ∈ C, which is the unique minimizer of fA. �

Remark 6.3. Note that u 7→
√

fA(u) = supa∈A d2(u, a) is the supremum of 1-Lipschitz

functions with respect to d2, so it is 1-Lipschitz.

Theorem 6.4. Let a group G act on a closed geodesic subspace M of U2 such that the d2
and d∞ metrics are invariant for the action. If there is a v ∈ M such that its orbit O(v) is

bounded in the d2 metric and such that radiusM (O(v)) < π/2, then the action has a fixed

point.
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Proof. Set A = O(v) and let r ∈ R which satisfies radiusM (O(v)) < r < π/2. We define

as in Theorem 6.2 the set C and the function fA : C → R. Since the action is isometric

for the d∞ distance we see that
⋂

a∈O(v)

B∞[a, r]

is invariant for the action, so C is also invariant. Since the action is invariant for the d2
distance we see that the function fO(v) is invariant. By Theorem 6.2 the function fO(v)

has a unique minimizer um ∈ C. for all g ∈ G we have fO(v)(um) = fO(v)(g ·um), therefore

g · um = um for all g ∈ G. Hence um is a fixed point of the action. �

We show that the π/2 bound in this theorem cannot be improved.

Example 6.5. Take M = U(C) ≃ S1 and A = {1,−1}. This is the orbit of 1 by left

multiplication with the group A. Then O(1) = A ⊆ B∞[i, π/2] but the action has no fixed

point. To get an example in the infinite dimensional group U2 consider the action of A on

U2 given by a·u = diag(a,1)u, where the diagonal is defined with respect to a decomposition

H = C ξ ⊕ (C ξ)⊥.

We can get analogous results in the case of the unitary group of a finite von Neumann

algebra M.

Definition 9. Let M ⊆ UM be a closed geodesic space. A function f : M → R is λ-convex

for a λ > 0 if for any unit-speed geodesic γ in (M,d2) the function t 7→ f(γ(t)) − λt2 is

convex.

Theorem 6.6. Let M be a closed geodesic subspace of UM and let A ⊆ (M,d2) be a subset

such that radiusM (A) < π/2. For r ∈ R such that radiusM (A) < r < π/2 and

C = M ∩
(

⋂

a∈A

B∞[a, r]

)

the function fA : C → R given by

fA(u) = sup
a∈A

d(u, a)2

has a unique minimizer.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 6.2. All subsets of UM have finite

diameter by Theorem 2.3 (3) so fA is well defined. Proposition 5.12 implies that C is

closed in the d2 metric. �

Theorem 6.7. Let a group G act on a closed geodesic subspace M of UM such that the

d2 and d∞ metrics are invariant for the action. If there is a v ∈ M such that its orbit

satisfies radiusM (O(v)) < π/2, then the action has a fixed point.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 6.2. We note again that (UM, d2)

has finite diameter. �

Remark 6.8. In a finite von Neumann algebra consider a descending family of projections

(ps)s∈[0,1] such that τ(ps) = s. For each s consider the set of unitaries given by As =

{1,−ps + (1−ps)}. Then

As ⊆ B2

[

ips + (1−ps),
πs

2

]

and As ⊆ B∞

[

ips + (1−ps),
π

2

]

,
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so As has arbitrarily small diameter in the d2 metric, and diameter less than π/2 with

respect to the d∞ distance. It is the orbit of 1 by left multiplication with the group As.

This action has no fixed points, hence the radius bound in the theorem is optimal. Also

observe that a condition with respect to the circumradius in the d2 distance is not enough

to guarantee the existence of a fixed point.

We can also obtain a similar result when the length parameter is less than π, such as

the special unitary group SU(Cn) considered in Proposition 5.19. We omit the proof of

the following proposition.

Proposition 6.9. Let a group G act on SU(Cn) such that the d2 and d∞ metrics are

invariant. If radiusSU(Cn)(O(v)) < min{2π
n
, π}/2 for a v ∈ SU(Cn), then the action has a

fixed point.

Remark 6.10. On the sets B∞[u, r] with u ∈ U2 and r < π/4 the center of mass can be

defined, see [NS11] and the references therein. For a probability measure µ on B∞[u, r] we

define

u 7→
∫

C

d2(u, v)
2dµ(v).

If the functions u 7→ d2(u, v)
2 are λ-convex then the integral above is a λ-convex function

and its unique minimizer is called the center of mas.

6.2. Existence of equivalences of representations and invariant subspaces. Rigid-

ity problems ask under what conditions on two group homomorphisms φ, ρ : H → G there

is a g ∈ G such that φ(h) = gρ(h)g−1. Local rigidity results assert that if φ and ρ are close

in some sense, so that {φ(h)ρ(h)−1 : h ∈ H} is small set, then a g giving an equivalence

between the two representations exists. Analogous statements for invariant subspaces of

representations are also considered. In this section we establish optimal bounds for rigidity

in terms of the circumradius in the d∞ distance. We start with the case of the Hilbert-

Schmidt group U2.

Theorem 6.11. Let φ, ρ : H → G be two homomorphisms into a closed geodesic subgroup

G ⊆ U2. If there is an u ∈ G such that

radiusG({φ(h)uρ(h)−1 : h ∈ H}) < π/2

then there is a g ∈ G such that

φ(h) = gρ(h)g−1

for all h ∈ H.

Proof. The action of H on G given by

h 7→ (g 7→ φ(h)gρ(h)−1)

is isometric in the d∞ and d2 metrics by translation invariance. We have O(u) = {φ(h)uρ(h)−1 :

h ∈ H} and radiusG(O(u)) < π/2. By Theorem 6.4 the action has a fixed point g ∈ G,

that is, φ(h)gρ(h)−1 = g for all h ∈ H. Hence φ(h) = gρ(h)g−1 for all h ∈ H. �

We next show that the π/2 bound on the circumradius is optimal.

Example 6.12. Let H be the two element group and G = U1 ≃ S1 the unitary group on one

dimensional space. If φ is the trivial representation and ρ is the non trivial representation,

then {φ(h)ρ(h)−1 : h ∈ H} = {−1, 1} ⊆ S1. Note that radiusG({−1, 1}) = π/2. The group

G can be embedded in U2.
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Remark 6.13. In [PS86] the authors constructed a family of representations ρt : G → U

with t ∈ R such that

sup
g∈G

‖ρt1(g) − ρt2(g)‖∞ = sup
g∈G

‖ρt2(g)−1ρt1(g) − 1 ‖∞ → 0

as t1, t2 → t0 ∈ R, and such that ρt1 is not equivalent to ρt2 if t1 6= t2. Hence, analogous

fixed point results are not possible in the context of the full unitary group. Otherwise we

could get a fixed point of the action

g 7→ (u 7→ ρt(g)uρ0(g))

which makes the representations equivalent. In particular, there is no bi-invariant distance

on U which is equivalent to the d∞ distance and which is uniformly convex on sufficiently

small balls.

Remark 6.14. Another approach is based on the construction of the Riemannian center

of mass or Frechet-Karcher mean on compact Lie groups. The study of these means began

in [GK73, GKR74] and was applied to some rigidity problems, that is, metric conditions

for the equivalence of representations. These centers of mass are generalizations of the

Frechet center of mass and are defined for probability measures. Local rigidity results were

obtained when G is a group of unitaries in Proposition 4.4 1) and Lemma 2.6 of [BOT13]

using operator algebra techniques.

On Grassmannians we can obtain a similar fixed point theorem.

Lemma 6.15. The Grassmannian e(Grm) is bounded in (U2, d2).

Proof. Let p and q be projections onto n dimensional subspaces H1 and H2 of H. Since

ep is the identity on H⊥
1 and eq is the identity on H⊥

2 it follows that both are symmetries

in the finite dimensional space H1 +H2 of dimension less than 2n. In U(H1 +H2) the

diameter in the d2 metric is finite. �

Lemma 6.16. The full unitary group U acts isometrically by conjugation on (U2, d2).

Proof. The norm ‖ · ‖2 is invariant by conjugation, that is, ‖x‖2 = ‖uxu−1‖2 for x ∈
B2(H)ah and u ∈ U . The proposition follows since the length functional L2 is defined in

terms of ‖ · ‖2. �

Theorem 6.17. Let H ⊆ U be a subgroup which acts by conjugation on e(Grm), that is

h 7→ (ep 7→ heph
−1).

If there is a projection q1 onto an m-dimensional subspace such that

radiuse(Grm)(O(eq1) < π/2,

then there is a projection q onto an m-dimensional subspace such that hq = qh for all

h ∈ H.

Proof. The action is isometric for the d∞ and d2 metrics by Lemma 6.16. The orbit of q1 is

bounded in the d2 metric since the Grassmannian is bounded by Lemma 6.15. Therefore,

with M = Grm, Theorem 6.4 asserts that the action has fixed point eq in e(Grm). Hence,

the projection q satisfies

heqh
−1 = h(1−2q)h−1 = 1−2q

for all h ∈ H, so the conclusion of the theorem follows. �

The π/2 bound on the circumradius is optimal.
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Example 6.18. Consider the Grassmannian Gr1(C
2) of one dimensional subspaces in C

2

and take the projections p and q onto the second and first coordinates of C2. Hence

ep =





1 0

0 −1



 , eq =





−1 0

0 1



 and we define x =





0 −1

1 0



 .

Then

γ(t) = epe
tx = e−

1

2
txepe

1

2
tx

for t ∈ [0, π] is a curve from ep to eq. It has speed ‖x‖∞ = 1 in the d∞ metric and total

length π. If we consider γ(π/2) ∈ e(Gr1(C
2) then d∞(γ(π/2), ep) = π/2 and d∞(γ(π/2), eq) =

π/2, therefore

{ep, eq} ⊆ B∞[γ(π/2), π/2],

which implies radiuse(Gr1(C
2) ≤ π/2. We define H as the group consisting of maps

(x1, x2) 7→ (s1xd(1), s2xd(2))

for signs s1, s2 and permutation d of {1, 2}. The orbit of ep is {ep, eq} and this group

action has no fixed points. To get an example in the infinite dimensional context consider

H′ = C
2 ⊕H, e′p = diag(ep,1) and H ′ = {diag(h, u) : h ∈ H,u ∈ U(H)}.

We can obtain similar results in the case of finite von Neumann algebras. We omit the

proofs since they are similar.

Theorem 6.19. Let φ, ρ : H → G be two homomorphisms into a closed geodesic subgroup

G ⊆ UM. If there is an u ∈ G such that radiusG({φ(h)uρ(h)−1 : h ∈ H}) < π/2 then

there is a g ∈ G such that

φ(h) = gρ(h)g−1

for all h ∈ H.

Theorem 6.20. Let H ⊆ UM be a subgroup which acts by conjugation on e(GrM,s), that

is

h 7→ (ep 7→ heph
−1).

If there is an eq1 ∈ e(GrM,s) such that

radiuse(Grm)(O(eq1)) < π/2,

then there is a projection q ∈ M with τ(q) = s such that hq = qh for all h ∈ H.

Remark 6.21. The bounds in this context are also optimal. If we choose matrix units

then we can define an embedding M2(C) ⊆ M and the examples follow from the examples

in UM2(C) = U(C2).

References

[A14] E. Andruchow, The Grassmann manifold of a Hilbert space. Proceedings of the XIIth “Dr. Antonio

A. R. Monteiro” Congress, 41–55, Actas Congr.“Dr. Antonio A. R. Monteiro”, Univ. Nac. del Sur,

Bahía Blanca, 2014.

[ACL10] E. Andruchow, E. Chiumiento, G. Larotonda, Homogeneous manifolds from noncommutative

measure spaces. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 365 (2010), no. 2, 541–558.

[AL10] E. Andruchow, G. Larotonda, The rectifiable distance in the unitary Fredholm group. Studia Math.

196 (2010), no. 2, 151–178.

[ALR10] E. Andruchow, G. Larotonda, L. Recht, Finsler geometry and actions of the p-Schatten unitary

groups. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 362 (2010), no. 1, 319–344.

[AR06] E. Andruchow, L. Recht, Grassmannians of a finite algebra in the strong operator topology. Internat.

J. Math. 17 (2006), no. 4, 477–491.



26 GEOMETRY OF INFINITE DIMENSIONAL UNITARY GROUPS

[AR08] E. Andruchow, L. Recht, Geometry of unitaries in a finite algebra: variation formulas and convex-

ity. Internat. J. Math. 19 (2008), no. 10, 1223–1246.

[BBI01] D. Burago, Y. Burago, S. Ivanov, A course in metric geometry. Graduate Studies in Mathematics,

33. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001.

[CPR94] G. Corach, H. Porta, L. Recht, Convexity of the geodesic distance on spaces of positive operators.

Illinois J. Math. 38 (1994), no. 1, 87–94.

[BOT13] M. Burger, N. Ozawa, A. Thom, On Ulam stability. Israel J. Math. 193 (2013), no. 1, 109–129.

[GK73] K. Grove, H. Karcher, How to conjugate C1-close group actions. Math. Z. 132 (1973), 11–20.

[GKR74] K. Grove, H. Karcher, E. A. Ruh, Jacobi fields and Finsler metrics on compact Lie groups with

an application to differentiable pinching problems. Math. Ann. 211 (1974), 7–21.

[dH72] P. de la Harpe, Classical Banach-Lie algebras and Banach-Lie groups of operators in Hilbert space.

Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 285. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1972.

[M22] M. Miglioli, Circumcenters in Finsler unitary groups, arXiv:2108.05031.

[MR00] L. E. Mata-Lorenzo, L. Recht, Convexity properties of Tr[(a∗a)n]. Linear Algebra Appl. 315 (2000),

no. 1-3, 25–38.

[NS11] A. Naor, L. Silberman, Poincaré inequalities, embeddings, and wild groups. Compos. Math. 147

(2011), no. 5, 1546–1572.

[PR87] H. Porta, L. Recht, Minimality of geodesics in Grassmann manifolds, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 100

(1987), 464-466.

[PS86] T. Pytlik, R. Szwarc, An analytic family of uniformly bounded representations of free groups. Acta

Math. 157 (1986), no. 3-4, 287–309.

[T02] M. Takesaki, Theory of operator algebras. I. Reprint of the first (1979) edition. Encyclopaedia of

Mathematical Sciences, 124. Operator Algebras and Non-commutative Geometry, 5. Springer-Verlag,

Berlin, 2002. xx+415 pp. ISBN: 3-540-42248-X

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.05031

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Convexity properties of d
	4. Strong convexity of the squared d2 metrics
	5. Closed geodesic subsets
	6. Fixed point properties of group actions
	References

