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QUANTUM GROMOV-HAUSDORFF PROPINQUITY CONVERGENCE OF

CHRISTENSEN-IVAN QUANTUM METRICS ON AF ALGEBRAS

CLAY ADAMS, KONRAD AGUILAR, ESTEBAN AYALA, EVELYNE KNIGHT,
AND CHLOE MARPLE

ABSTRACT. We provide convergence in the quantum Gromov-Hausdorff propin-
quity of Latrémolière of some sequences of infinite-dimensional Leibniz compact
quantum metric spaces of Rieffel given by AF algebras and Christensen-Ivan spec-
tral spaces. The main examples are convergence of Effros-Shen algebras and UHF
algebras.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The first example of convergence of sequences of infinite-dimensional quantum
metric spaces was established by Rieffel [22], where he showed that the quantum
tori converged with respect their parameters that defined their anti-commutation
relation. This was accomplished by the introduction of the theory of quantum
metric spaces and a noncommutative analogue to the Gromov-Hausdorff distance
both introduce by Rieffel in [21, 22], respectively. This introduced an new field of
study known as noncommutative metric geometry, which has its roots from work
of Connes in [5, 6] and Gromov [9].

Since the introduction of Rieffel’s noncommutative analogue to the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance, there has been much progress in developing noncommutative
analogues of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance to capture the C*-algebraic structure
of the quantum metric space [11, 14, 15, 19, 24]. In particular, in [13], Latrémolière
proved convergence of the quantum tori in this stronger sense. Moreoever, the
Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity of Latrémolière first introduced in [15] has been
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adapted to capture more structure such as module structure [12] and spectral triple
structure [17, 18].

Another example of convergence of infinite-dimensional quantum metric spaces
appeared in [2], where it was shown that the Effros-Shen algebras [8] are contin-
uous in Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity with respect to their natural parameter
space of irrationals in (0, 1) with the usuual topology. It was also show that UHF
algebras are continuous with respect to their natural parameter space of multiplic-
ity sequences metrized by the Baire space. This was accomplished by introducing
new quantum metrics on AF algebras equipped with faithful tracial state moti-
vated by work of Christensen and Ivan in [4]. Now, in [4], Christensen and Ivan
did introduce quantum metrics on these infinite-dimensional algebras, but at the
time it wasn’t clear how to provide convergence of these algebras in any noncom-
mutative analogue to the Gromov-Hausdorff distance, which is one reason why
the quantum metrics of [2] were introduced which are not defined using spectral
triples. But, in an effort, to bring the realms of noncommutative geometry and non-
commutative metric geometry closer, it is important to provide the convergence
results of these infinite-dimensional algebras of [2] with the quantum metrics in-
duced by the spectral triples of [4], which is exactly what is accomplished in this
article.

The main hurdles to overcome in proving this arise from two issues that were
circumvented by the quantum metrics introduced in [2]. First, the spectral triples
of [4] are constructed using equivalence constants which are only provided by
existence and not explicitly given, which cause an issue when providing continu-
ous fields of L-seminorms as it is difficult to control these non-explicit constants.
Second, providing continuous fields of L-seminorms provided by faithful tracial
states is difficult when relying on convergence in various operator norms given
by different GNS represenations for each spectral triple rather than a fixed C*-
norm. The first issue is overcome by an application of [1, Lemma 3.9], and the
second issue is overcome by a generalization of [1, Lemma 3.9]. Both of these is-
sues are overcome in Section 2, and we apply these results in the last section to
provide convergence of these infinite-dimensional algebras using quantum met-
rics induced by Christensen-Ivan spectral triples. We only define what we mean
by a Leibniz compact quantum metric space as things can get quite overwhelm-
ing as more definitions are provided, but for references regarding quantum metric
spaces, propinquity and propinquity in the context of AF algebras see [2,15,16,23].

Definition 1.1. [15,21] Let A be a unital C*-algebra with norm ‖ · ‖A and unit 1A.
Let L : A → [0, ∞) be a seminnorm (possibly taking value ∞) such that dom(L) =
{a ∈ A : L(a) < ∞} is a dense *-subalgebra of A. If

(1) L(a) = L(a∗) for every a ∈ A,
(2) {a ∈ A : L(a) = 0} = C1A,
(3) L(ab) 6 ‖a‖AL(b) + ‖b‖AL(a) for every a, b ∈ A,
(4) the metric on the state space S(A) of A defined for every φ, ψ ∈ S(A) by

mkL(φ, ψ) = sup{|φ(a)− ψ(a)| : a ∈ A, L(a) 6 1}
metrizes the weak* topology,

then we call L an L-seminorm and (A, L) a Leibniz compact quantum metric space.
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2. FINITE-DIMENSIONAL APPROXIMATIONS AND ASSOCIATED CONTINUOUS

FIELDS OF L-SEMINORMS

In what follows, we use various results from the beginning of [4, Section 2] with

some slightly different notation. A = ∪n∈NAn
‖·‖A be a unital AF algebra, where

A0 = C1A equipped with a faithful tracial state τ. Let Hτ denote the associated
GNS Hilbert space with inner product defined for every a, b ∈ Hτ by

〈a, b〉τ = τ(b∗a)

and associated norm ‖a‖τ =
√

〈a, a〉τ. Since τ is faithful, we can canonically view
A as a subspace (not necessarily closed) of Hτ. Let

πτ : A −→ B(Hτ)

be the associated GNS representation such that πτ(a)(b) = ab for every a, b ∈ A.
Let n ∈ N, since An is finite dimensional, we have that An is a closed subspace

of Hτ. Let
Pτ

n : Hτ → An

denote the orthogonal projection of Hτ onto An and define Qτ
n = Pτ

n − Pτ
n−1. Let

Eτ
n : A → An

denote the restriction of Pτ
n to A, and by [2, Theorem 3.5], we have that Eτ

n is the
unique τ-preserving conditional expectation onto An.

Next, since An+1 is finite dimensional, there exists a sharp cτ
n+1 > 0 such that

(2.1) ‖a‖A 6 cτ
n+1 · ‖a‖τ

for every a ∈ An+1. Note that cτ
n+1 > 1 since ‖ · ‖τ 6 ‖ · ‖A on A.

We now prove a crucial fact about these constants.

Proposition 2.1. Let (τn)n∈N be a sequence of faithful tracial states on A and let τ be a

faithful tracial state on A. If (τn)n∈N converges to τ in the weak* topology, then for every

N ∈ N, the sequence (cτn

N )n∈N converges to cτ
N in the usual topology on R.

Proof. This is just [1, Proposition 3.10] applied to [1, Proposition 3.6] since norm
‖ · ‖τ is a Frobenius-Rieffel norm. �

Let (β(n))n∈N be a summable sequence of positive reals. Set

aτ
β,n+1 =

cτ
n+1

βn+1
.

Next, we state a main result from [4].

Theorem 2.2. [4, Theorem 2.1] Let (β(n))n∈N be a summable sequence of positive reals.
Using the above setting, we have that

Dτ
β =

∞

∑
n=1

aτ
β,nQτ

n

defines an unbounded self-adjoint operator on Hτ. Furthermore, if we define

Lτ
β(a) = ‖[Dτ

β, πτ(a)]‖B(Hτ)
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for every a ∈ A such that [Dτ
β, πτ(a)] extends to a bounded operator on Hτ denoted by

[Dτ
β, πτ(a)], and set Lτ

β(a) = ∞ if not, then

(A, Lτ
β)

is a Leibniz compact quantum metric space, and for every n ∈ N, (An, Lτ
β) is a Leibniz

compact quantum metric space such that dom(Lτ
β(a)) ∩An = An.

The following fact is stated after [3, Expression (4.5)], but we provide a proof
here.

Proposition 2.3. Using the setting of Theorem 2.2, we have for every n ∈ N and for
every a ∈ An that

Lτ
β(a) = ‖[Dτ

β, πτ(a)]‖B(Aτ
n)

,

where Aτ
n = An but for B(Aτ

n) we are considering bounded operators with respect to the

norm ‖ · ‖τ on An.

Proof. Let n ∈ N. Let a ∈ An. By definition, we have that

‖[Dτ
β, πτ(a)]‖B(An) 6 Lτ

β(a).

Next, let k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. We have since πτ(a) commutes with Pτ
n by the proof

of [4, Theorem 2.1] or the proof of Step 1 of [2, Theorem 3.5]. Moreover, PnPk =
PkPn = Pk and PnPk−1 = Pk−1Pn = Pk−1 by construction. Thus

Pτ
n [Q

τ
k , πτ(a)]Pτ

n = Pτ
n (Qτ

k πτ(a)− πτ(a)Qτ
k )Pτ

n

= Pτ
n ((Pτ

k − Pτ
k−1)πτ(a)− πτ(a)(Pτ

k − Pτ
k−1))Pτ

n

= (Pτ
k − Pτ

k−1)πτ(a)Pτ
n − Pτ

n πτ(a)(Pτ
k − Pτ

k−1)

= (Pτ
k − Pτ

k−1)Pτ
n πτ(a)− πτ(a)Pτ

n (Pτ
k − Pτ

k−1)

= (Pτ
k − Pτ

k−1)πτ(a)− πτ(a)(Pτ
k − Pτ

k−1)

= Qτ
k πτ(a)− πτ(a)Qτ

k

= [Qτ
k , πτ(a)]

Thus

[Dτ
β, πτ(a)] =

n

∑
k=1

aτ
β,k[Q

τ
k , πτ(a)]

=
n

∑
k=1

aτ
β,kPτ

n [Q
τ
k , πτ(a)]Pτ

n

= Pτ
n [D

τ
β, πτ(a)]Pτ

n .
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Hence, since (Pτ
n )

2 = Pτ
n and Pτ

n is contractive with respect to ‖ · ‖τ and Pτ
n (h) ∈

An for every h ∈ Hτ, we have

Lτ
β(a) = ‖Pτ

n [D
τ
β, πτ(a)]Pτ

n‖B(Hτ)

= sup
{

‖Pτ
n [D

τ
β, πτ(a)]Pτ

n (h)‖τ : h ∈ Hτ, ‖h‖τ 6 1
}

= sup
{

‖Pτ
n [D

τ
β, πτ(a)](Pτ

n )
2(h)‖τ : h ∈ Hτ, ‖h‖τ 6 1

}

= sup
{

‖Pτ
n [D

τ
β, πτ(a)]Pτ

n (Pτ
n (h))‖τ : h ∈ Hτ, ‖h‖τ 6 1

}

= sup
{

‖[Dτ
β, πτ(a)](Pτ

n (h))‖τ : h ∈ Hτ, ‖h‖τ 6 1
}

6 sup
{

‖[Dτ
β, πτ(a)]‖τ : h ∈ An, ‖h‖τ 6 1

}

= ‖[Dτ
β, πτ(a)]‖B(An).

Therefore ‖[Dτ
β, πτ(a)]‖B(An) 6 Lτ

β(a) 6 ‖[Dτ
β, πτ(a)]‖B(An) as desired. �

With this we can provide finite-dimensional approximations, which has been
conveniently already proven in [3].

Theorem 2.4. [3, Theorem 4.8] For every n ∈ N, it holds that

Λ((A, Lτ
β), (An, Lτ

β)) 6
∞

∑
k=n

βk,

where Λ is the quantum Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity of [15].

The main examples of AF algebras in this article, Effros-Shen algebras and
UHF algebras, are given in the setting of inductive limits of finite-dimensional
C*-algebras. Thus, we introduce notation to prove results in this setting.

Let (Bn, αn)n∈N be an inductive sequence of C*-algebras (see [20, Section 6.1])
such that:

(1) B0 = C and Bn =
⊕nn

k=1 Mdn,k
(C) for all n ∈ N \ {0}, where dn,k ∈ N \ {0}

for each n ∈ N \ {0} and k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , nn};
(2) αn : Bn → Bn+1 is a unital *-monomorphism for all n ∈ N;
(3) the inductive limit A = lim−→ (Bn, αn)n∈N is equipped with a faithful tracial

state τ.
For each n ∈ N, let α(n) : Bn → A be the canonical unital *-monomorphism
satisfying

(2.2) α(n+1) ◦ αn = α(n),

and if for each k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}, we define

αk,n = αn ◦ αn−1 ◦ · · · αk,

then inductively, we have

(2.3) α(n+1) ◦ αk,n = α(k)

Note that A = ∪n∈Nα(n)(Bn)
‖·‖A

and α(n)(Bn) ⊆ α(n+1)(Bn+1) and α(0)(B0) =
C1A (see [20, Section 6.1]). So, for each n ∈ N, set

An = α(n)(Bn).
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As above, for each n ∈ N, let
Eτ

n : A → An

denote the unique τ-preserving faithful conditional expectation onto An. For each
n ∈ N, let

(2.4) τn = τ ◦ α(n),

which is a faithful tracial state on Bn and let πτn denote the associated GNS repre-
sentation. Let k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n + 1} let

E
τn+1
n+1,k : Bn+1 → αk,n(Bk)

be the unique τn+1-preserving faithful conditional expectation onto αk,n(Bk). De-
fine

Q
τn+1
n+1,k = E

τn+1
n+1,k − E

τn+1
n+1,k−1

and let

D
τn+1
β =

n+1

∑
k=1

aτ
β,kQ

τn+1
n+1,k.

For every a ∈ Bn+1, define

(2.5) L
τn+1
β (a) = ‖[Dτn+1

β , πτn+1(a)]‖
B(Bτn+1

n+1 )
.

By finite dimensionality, we have that

(Bn+1, L
τn+1
β )

is a Leibniz compact quantum metric space. We can now add to Proposition 2.3 in
the inductive limit setting.

Theorem 2.5. Let n ∈ N. It holds that

Lτ
β ◦ α(n)(a) = sup{‖[Dτ

β, πτ(α
(n)(a))](α(n)(b))‖τ : b ∈ Bn, ‖b‖τn 6 1} = Lτn

β (a)

for every a ∈ Bn.

Proof. Let n ∈ N and let a ∈ Bn, then by Proposition 2.3

Lτ
β ◦ α(n)(a) = Lτ

β(α
(n)(a))

= ‖[Dτ
β, πτ(α

(n)(a))]‖B(Aτ
n)

= sup{‖[Dτ
β, πτ(α

(n)(a))](c)‖τ : c ∈ An, ‖c‖τ 6 1}.

Consider c ∈ An, then there exists a unique b ∈ Bn such that α(n)(b) = c. We have

‖c‖2
τ = τ(c∗c) = τ

(

α(n)(b)∗α(n)(b)
)

= τ
(

α(n)(b∗b)
)

= τn(b
∗b) = ‖b‖2

τn
.

Hence

Lτ
β ◦ α(n)(a) = sup{‖[Dτ

β, πτ(α
(n)(a))](α(n)(b))‖τ : b ∈ Bn, ‖b‖τn 6 1}

Let b ∈ Bn. Let k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}. Then a similar argument as the beginning of the
proof of [1, Proposition 3.5] provides

Eτ
k ◦ α(n) = α(n) ◦ Eτn

n,k
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and
Eτ

k−1 ◦ α(n) = α(n) ◦ Eτn
n,k−1

by Expression (2.3). Next, we have

[Qτ
k , πτ(α

(n)(a))](α(n)(b))

= ((Eτ
k − Eτ

k−1)πτ(α
(n)(a))− πτ(α

(n)(a))(Eτ
k − Eτ

k−1))(α
(n)(b))

Now

πτ(α
(n)(a))(Eτ

k − Eτ
k−1)(α

(n)(b)) = πτ(α
(n)(a))(α(n)(Eτn

n,k(b))− α(n)(Eτn
n,k−1(b)))

= α(n)(a)(α(n)(Eτn
n,k(b))− α(n)(Eτn

n,k−1(b)))

= α(n)(aEτn
n,k(b)− aEτn

n,k−1(b))

and similarly

(Eτ
k − Eτ

k−1)πτ(α
(n)(a))(α(n)(b)) = α(n)(Eτn

n,k(ab)− Eτn
n,k−1(ab)).

Thus

[Qτ
k , πτ(α

(n)(a))](α(n)(b))

= α(n)
(

Eτn
n,k(ab)− Eτn

n,k−1(ab)− (aEτn
n,k(b)− aEτn

n,k−1(b))
)

.

However,

Eτn
n,k(ab)− Eτn

n,k−1(ab)− (aEτn
n,k(b)− aEτn

n,k−1(b))

= Eτn
n,k(πτn(a)(b))− Eτn

n,k−1(πτn(a)(b))

− (πτn(a)(Eτn
n,k(b))− πτn(a)(Eτn

n,k−1(b)))

= (Eτn
n,k − Eτn

n,k−1)(πτn(a)(b))− πτn(a)((Eτn
n,k − Eτn

n,k−1)(b))

= Qτn
n,k(πτn(a)(b))− πτn(a)((Qτn

n,k)(b))

= (Qτn
n,k(πτn(a))− πτn(a)(Qτn

n,k))(b)

= [Qτn
n,k, πτn(a)](b).

Hence
[Dτ

β, πτ(α
(n)(a))](α(n)(b)) = α(n)([Dτn

β , πτn(a)](b))

and so as above

‖[Dτ
β, πτ(α

(n)(a))](α(n)(b))‖τ = ‖[Dτn
β , πτn(a)](b)‖τn .

Therefore

Lτ
β ◦ α(n)(a) = sup{‖[Dτ

β, πτ(α
(n)(a))](α(n)(b))‖τ : b ∈ Bn, ‖b‖τn 6 1} = Lτn

β (a)

of Expression (2.5) as desired. �

Now that we have an expression for the L-seminorms on the terms of a given
inductive sequence, we would like to show that these form a continuous field of
L-seminorms with respect to weak* convergence of the faithful tracial state. How-
ever, since the norms defining our L-seminorms are operator norms this takes
some care, which is why we need some tools from metric geometry. The following
result might be known in metric geometry, but we cannot find a proof and so we
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provide one here. The following result also serves as a generalization of [1, Lemma
3.9].

Lemma 2.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space. Let (Cn)n∈N be a sequence of compact subsets of

X that converges in the Hausdorff distance with respect to d, Hausd, to a compact C ⊆ X.
Let C′ ⊆ X be a compact set such that C ∪ (∪n∈NCn) ⊆ C′. Let ( fn)n∈N be a sequence

of real-valued continuous functions on X and let f : X → R be continuous.
If ( fn)n∈N converges uniformly to f on C′, then (supx∈Cn

fn(x))n∈N converges to

supx∈C f (x) in the usual topology on R.

Proof. Let ε > 0. By uniform convergence, there exists δ > 0 such that for every
a, b ∈ C′ and n ∈ N, we have

| fn(a)− fn(b)| < ε/2.

Let N ∈ N such that for every n > N

Hausd(Cn, C) < δ/3

and
| sup

x∈C

fn(x)− sup
x∈C

f (x)| < ε/2

by [1, Lemma 3.9].
Let n > N. By compact, there exists x′ ∈ C such that

sup
x∈C

fn(x) = fn(x′).

Now consider supx∈Cn
fn(x). Assume by way of contradiction that | supx∈C fn(x)−

supx∈Cn
fn(x)| > ε/2. Assume first that

sup
x∈C

fn(x)− sup
x∈Cn

fn(x) > ε/2

fn(x′)− sup
x∈Cn

fn(x) > ε/2

sup
x∈Cn

fn(x) < fn(x′)− ε/2.

Hence
fn(x) < fn(x′)− ε/2

for every x ∈ Cn. Now there exists x ∈ Cn such that d(x, x′) < δ by definition of
the Hausdorff distance. Hence

| fn(x)− fn(x′)| < ε/2.

And so
fn(x′)− ε/2 < fn(x) < fn(x′)− ε/2,

contradiction.
On the other hand, if supx∈Cn

fn(x)− supx∈C fn(x) > ε/2. Then

ε/2 < sup
x∈Cn

fn(x)− fn(x′).

Now, by compact, there exists z ∈ Cn such that supx∈Cn
fn(x) = fn(z). Hence

fn(x′) < fn(z)− ε/2
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and so
sup
x∈C

fn(x) < fn(z)− ε/2.

Thus
fn(x) < fn(z)− ε/2

for every x ∈ C. This leads to a similar contradiction. Hence,

| sup
x∈Cn

fn(x)− sup
x∈C

fn(x)| 6 ε/2.

Finally,

| sup
x∈Cn

fn(x)− sup
x∈C

f (x)| 6 | sup
x∈Cn

fn(x)− sup
x∈C

fn(x)|+ | sup
x∈C

fn(x)− sup
x∈C

f (x)|

6 ε/2 + | sup
x∈C

fn(x)− sup
x∈C

f (x)| < ε/2 + ε/2 = ε. �

Before providing continuous fields of L-seminorms, we need one more result so
that we can satisfy the hypothesis of the previous Lemma.

Proposition 2.7. Let N = N ∪ {∞}. Let B be a finite-dimensional C*-algebra and let
(τn)n∈N be a sequence of faithful tracial states on B such that (τn)n∈N weak* converges

to τ∞. For each n ∈ N, define Cn = {b ∈ B : ‖b‖τn 6 1}.
It holds that (Cn)n∈N converges to C∞ in the Hausdorff distance with respect to ‖ · ‖B .

Proof. Since B is finite dimensional there exist N ∈ N, m1, m2, . . . , mN ∈ N and
a *-isomorphism α : ⊕N

k=1Mmk
(C) → B onto B. Set ⊕N

k=1 Mnk
(C) = A. For each

n ∈ N, define that σn = τn ◦ α. We have that (σn)n∈N is s sequence of faithful
tracial states that weak* converges to σ∞. Let n ∈ N, since σn is a faithful tracial
state there exist µn

1 , µn
2 , . . . , µn

N ∈ (0, ∞) such that ∑
N
k=1 µn

k = 1 and

σn((a1, a2, . . . , aN)) =
N

∑
k=1

µn
k

mk
Tr(ak)

for every (a1, a2, . . . , aN). By weak* convergence, we have that ((µn
1 , µn

2 , . . . , µn
N))n∈N

converges to (µ∞
1 , µ∞

2 , . . . , µ∞
N) in the product topology on RN.

Define Dn = {a ∈ A : ‖a‖σn 6 1}. Let a ∈ D∞. Now since σn is faithful we may
define

y =

(

√

µ∞
1

√

µn
1

a1,

√

µ∞
2

√

µn
2

a2, . . . ,

√

µ∞
N

√

µn
N

aN

)

.

Thus

‖y‖2
σn = σn(y∗y)

= σn

(

µ∞
1

µn
1

a∗1 a1,
µ∞

2
µn

2
a∗2a2, . . . ,

µ∞
N

µn
N

a∗N aN

)

=
N

∑
k=1

µn
∞

mk
Tr(a∗k ak)

= ‖a‖2
σ∞ 6 1.



10 CLAY ADAMS, KONRAD AGUILAR, ESTEBAN AYALA, EVELYNE KNIGHT, AND CHLOE MARPLE

Thus y ∈ Dn. Next,

‖a − y‖A = max{‖a1 − y1‖Mn1 (C), ‖a2 − y2‖Mn2 (C), . . . , ‖aN − yN‖MnN
(C)}

Consider k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. We have that since the operator norm is bounded by
the Frobenius norm

‖ak − yk‖Mnk
(C) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ak −
√

µ∞
k

√

µn
k

ak

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Mnk
(C)

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 −
√

µ∞
k

√

µn
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

· ‖a‖Mnk
(C)

6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 −
√

µ∞
k

√

µn
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
√

Tr(a∗k ak).

However, as
N

∑
k=1

µ∞
k

mk
Tr(a∗k ak) = ‖a‖2

σ∞ 6 1,

we have that µn
∞

mk
Tr(a∗k ak) 6 1, and so

√

Tr(a∗k ak) 6

√
mk

√

µ∞
k

and thus

‖ak − yk‖Mnk
(C) 6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 −
√

µ∞
k

√

µn
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
√

mk
√

µ∞
k

Hence

‖a − y‖A 6 max

{∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 −
√

µ∞
k

√

µn
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
√

mk
√

µ∞
k

: k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}
}

.

By a symmetric argument, we have that

Haus‖·‖A(Dn, D∞) 6 max

{

max

{∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 −
√

µ∞
k

√

µn
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
√

mk
√

µ∞
k

: k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}
}

,

max

{
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 −
√

µn
k

√

µ∞
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
√

mk
√

µn
k

: k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}
}}

by definition of the Hausdorff distance. Thus as (µn
k )n∈N converges to µ∞

k for each
k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}, we have that limn→∞ Haus‖·‖A(Dn, D∞) = 0. By construction of
σn and since α is a *-isomorphism, the proof is complete. �

We use these results to provide continuous fields of L-seminorms.

Theorem 2.8. Let m ∈ N = N ∪ {∞}. Let (τn)n∈N be a sequence of faithful tracial
states on A. If (τn

m)n∈N of Expression (2.4) weak* converges to τ∞
m on Bm, then for every

a ∈ Bm, we have (L
τn

m
β (a))n∈N of Expression (2.5) converges to L

τ∞
m

β (a) in the usual

topology on R.
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Proof. Let a ∈ Bm. Let n ∈ N, define

fn : Bm → R

by fn(b) = ‖[Dτn
m

β , πτn
m
(a)](b)‖τn

m
. Note that fn is continuous with respect to ‖ · ‖Bm

by finite dimensionality.
Define

Cn = {b ∈ Bn : ‖b‖τn
m
6 1},

which is compact with respect to ‖ · ‖Bm by finite dimensionality.
Next, we verify that all the Cn’s are contained in one compact set. By finite

dimensional, there exists a sharp νn > 0 such that

‖ · ‖Bm 6 νn · ‖ · ‖τn
m

.

By [1, Proposition 3.10], we have that (νn)n∈N converges to ν∞. Hence r = supn∈N νn <

∞. Now, let b ∈ Cn, then ‖ · ‖τn
m
6 1, and so

‖b‖Bm
6 νn · ‖ · ‖τn

m
6 νn 6 r.

Hence b ∈ {b ∈ Bm : ‖b‖Bm 6 r}. Set C′ = {b ∈ Bm : ‖b‖Bm 6 r}. We have that C′

is compact by finite dimensionality and that Cn ⊆ C′ for every n ∈ N.
Next, by Proposition 2.1 and by a similar argument to [1, Proposition 3.6], we

have that ( fn)n∈N converges uniformly to f∞ on any compact subset of (Bm, ‖ ·
‖Bm) including C′. Finally, we have that (Cn)n∈N converges to C∞ in the Hausdorff
distance with respect to ‖ · ‖Bm by weak* convergence by Proposition 2.7. Therefore
by Lemma 2.6, we have that

(sup
b∈Cn

fn(b))n∈N = (L
τn

m
β (a))n∈N

converges to supb∈C∞
f∞(b) = L

τ∞
m

β (a) in the usual topology on R. �

3. CONVERGENCE OF SEQUENCES OF EFFROS-SHEN ALGEBRAS AND UHF
ALGEBRAS

We will now provide our main convergence results. But first, we need notation
for each of these applications. We begin with the Effros-Shen algebras which were
first defined in [8].

Let θ ∈ R be irrational. There exists a unique sequence of integers (rθ
n)n∈N with

rθ
n > 0 for all n ∈ N \ {0} such that

θ = lim
n→∞

rθ
0 +

1

rθ
1 +

1

rθ
2 +

1

rθ
3 +

1

. . . +
1

rθ
n

.

When θ ∈ (0, 1), we have that rθ
0 = 0. The sequence (rθ

n)n∈N0 is the continued

fraction expansion of θ [10].
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For each n ∈ N, define

pθ
0 = rθ

0, pθ
1 = 1 and qθ

0 = 1, qθ
1 = rθ

1,

and set

pθ
n+1 = rθ

n+1 pθ
n + pθ

n−1

and

qθ
n+1 = rθ

n+1qθ
n + qθ

n−1.

The sequence
(

pθ
n/qθ

n

)

n∈N0
of convergents pθ

n/qθ
n converges to θ. In fact, for each

n ∈ N,
pθ

n

qθ
n

= rθ
0 +

1

rθ
1 +

1

rθ
2 +

1

rθ
3 +

1

. . . +
1
rθ

n

.

We now define the terms for the inductive sequence that form the Effros-Shen
algebras. Let Bθ,0 = C and, for each n ∈ N0, let

Bθ,n = Mqθ
n
(C)⊕ Mqθ

n−1
(C)

and for each n ∈ N, set Aθ,n = α(n)(Bθ,n).
These form an inductive sequence with the maps

(3.1) αθ,n : a ⊕ b ∈ Bθ,n 7→ diag (a, . . . , a, b)⊕ a ∈ Bθ,n+1,

where there are rθ
n+1 copies of a on the diagonal in the first summand of Bθ,n+1.

This is a unital *-monomorphism by construction. For n = 0,

αθ,0 : λ ∈ Bθ,0 7→ diag(λ, . . . , λ)⊕ λ ∈ Bθ,1.

The Effros–Shen algebra associated to θ is the inductive limit (see [20, Section 6.1])

Aθ = lim−→ (Bθ,n, αθ,n)n∈N

by [8].
There exists a unique faithful tracial state τθ on Aθ such that for each n ∈ N \

{0}, τθ,n (see Expression (2.4)) is defined for each (a, b) ∈ Bθ,n by

τθ,n(a, b) = t(θ, n)
1
qθ

n

Tr(a) + (1 − t(θ, n))
1

qθ
n−1

Tr(b),

where

t(θ, n) = (−1)n−1qθ
n(θqθ

n−1 − pθ
n−1) ∈ (0, 1)

(see [2, Lemma 5.5]).
For each n ∈ N, define

(3.2) βθ
n =

1
dim(Aθ,n)

=
1

(qθ
n)

2 + (qθ
n−1)

2
,
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and note that (βθ
n)n∈N is summable by [10]. Finally, for each n ∈ N, define

a
τθ
n =

cτθ

n

βθ
n

where cτθ

n is given by Expression (2.1).

Theorem 3.1. The map

θ ∈ (0, 1) \Q 7−→ (Aθ, L
τθ
βθ
)

is continuous with respect to the quantum Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity of [15] where

L
τθ
βθ

is given by Theorem 2.2.

Proof. Note that for every θ ∈ (0, 1) \Q there exists a summable sequence of pos-
itive reals (βn)n∈N such that βθ

n 6 βn for every n ∈ N (see the beginning of the
proof of [2, Theorem 5.14]. Now, let (θn)n∈N be a sequence in (0, 1) \Q that con-
verges to some θ ∈ (0, 1) \Q with respect to the usual topology on R. Let ε > 0.
Choose N1 ∈ N such that ∑

∞
k=n βn < ε/3 for every n > N1. Now choose N2 ∈ N

such that N2 > N1 and qθn
k = qθ

k for every n > N1 and k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N1} which is
possible by [2, Proposition 5.10]. Thus, for every n > N2, we have Bθn,k = Bθ,k and
αθn,k = αθ,k for every k 6 N1. Now by [2, Lemma 5.5], we have that (τθl,N1

)l>N2

converges to τθ,N1 in the weak* topology. Thus, by the same proof as [2, Lemma
5.13], we have that there exists N3 > N2 such that

Λ((BN1 , L
τθn,N1
βθ

n
), (BN1 , L

τθ,N1
βθ

)) < ε/3

by Theorem 2.8. Let n > N3. By Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.5 and the triangle
inequality, we have

Λ((Aθn , Lτθn

βθn ), (Aθ, Lτθ

βθ ))

6 Λ((Aθn , Lτθn

βθn ), (Aθn,N1 , Lτθn

βθn ))

+ Λ((Aθn,N1
, Lτθn

βθn ), (Aθn,N1
, Lτθ

βθ ))

+ Λ((Aθn,N1
, Lτθ

βθ ), (Aθ, Lτθ

βθ))

6
∞

∑
k=N1

βθn
k + Λ((Aθn,N1

, Lτθn

βθn ), (Aθn,N1
, Lτθ

βθ )) +
∞

∑
k=N1

βθn
k

6
∞

∑
k=N1

βk + Λ((Aθn,N1
, Lτθn

βθn ), (Aθn,N1
, Lτθ

βθ )) +
∞

∑
k=N1

βk

< ε/3 + Λ((Aθn,N1 , Lτθn

βθn ), (Aθn,N1 , Lτθ

βθ )) + ε/3

= 2ε/3 + Λ((BN1 , L
τθn,N1
βθ

n
), (BN1, L

τθ,N1
βθ

))

< 2ε/3 + ε/3 = ε

as desired. �

Next, we move to the UHF case.
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Definition 3.2. The Baire space N is the set (N \ {0})N endowed with the metric
d defined, for any two (x(n))n∈N, (y(n))n∈N in N , by

dN ((x(n))n∈N, (y(n))n∈N) =











0 if x(n) = y(n) for all n ∈ N,

2−min{n∈N:x(n) 6=y(n)} otherwise.

Next, we define UHF algebras in a way that suits our needs. Given (β(n))n∈N ∈
N , let

⊠β(n) =

{

1 if n = 0,

∏
n−1
j=0 (β(j) + 1) otherwise.

For each n ∈ N, define a unital *-monomorphism by

µβ,n : a ∈ M⊠β(n)(C) 7−→ diag(a, a, . . . , a) ∈ M⊠β(n+1)(C),

where there are β(n) + 1 copies of a in diag(a, a, . . . , a). Set uhf((β(n))n∈N) =
lim−→ (M⊠β(n)(C), µβ,n)n∈N. The map

(β(n))n∈N ∈ N 7−→ uhf((β(n))n∈N)

is a surjection onto the class of all UHF algebras up to *-isomorphism by [7, Chap-
ter III.5].

For each n ∈ N, let

γβ(n) =
1

dim(M⊠β(n)(C))
,

and let
ρβ

be the unique faithful tracial state on uh f ((β(n))n∈N). We now state our result for
continuity of UHF algebras with respect to the Baire space.

Theorem 3.3. The map

β ∈ N 7−→ (uhf(β), L
ρβ
γβ
)

is continuous with respect to the quantum Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity of [15] where

L
ρβ
γβ

is given by Theorem 2.2.

Proof. This follows similarly as the proof of Theorem 3.1 since convergence in the
Baire space is equivalent to convergence of irrationals by [2, Proposition 5.10]. �
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