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Abstract

To goal of the paper is to introduce a convergence a la Gromov—
Hausdorff for Lorentzian spaces, building on e-nets consisting of causal
diamonds and relying only on the time separation function. This
yields a geometric notion of convergence, which can be applied to
synthetic Lorentzian spaces (Lorentzian pre-length spaces) or smooth
spacetimes. Among the main results, we prove a Lorentzian counter-
part of the celebrated Gromov’s pre-compactness theorem for metric
spaces, where controlled covers by balls are replaced by controlled cov-
ers by diamonds. This yields a geometric pre-compactness result for
classes of globally hyperbolic spacetimes, satisfying a uniform dou-
bling property on Cauchy hypersurfaces and a suitable control on the
causality. The final part of the paper establishes several applications:
we show that Chrusciel-Grant approximations [CG12] are an instance
of the Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff convergence here introduced, we
prove that timelike sectional curvature bounds are stable under such a
convergence, we introduce timelike blow-up tangents and discuss con-
nections with the main conjecture of causal set theory.
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1 Introduction

Gromov—Hausdorff convergence and Gromov’s pre-compactness theorem

[Gro99, Ch. 5, §A] are fundamental results in Riemannian geometry and
metric geometry. For instance, Gromov-Hausdorff limits of Riemannian
manifolds, whose sectional curvatures satisfy a uniform lower bound, are
length spaces with curvature bounded below in a synthetic sense via tri-
angle comparison, i.e., Alezandrov spaces, see, e.g., [BGP92, BBIO1]. Sim-
ilarly, limits of Riemannian manifolds whose Ricci curvature is uniformly
bounded below — so-called Ricci limit spaces [CC97, CC00a, CCO0b] —
are very rich structures, extremely useful to understand the degeneration
of Riemannian metrics. These were a precursor to studying synthetic Ricci
curvature lower bounds, e.g., the CD(K, N)-spaces of Lott—Sturm—Villani
[StuO6a, Stu06b, LV09]. Synthetic curvature bounds for non-smooth spaces
proved to be extremely fruitful and opened up many venues in geometry,
PDE, geometric inequalities, optimal transport and more, see for instance

[BH99, Gro99, BBIOI, Vil09].

An analogous program in Lorentzian geometry was recently initiated in
[KS18] (after earlier work by Kronheimer—Penrose [KP67] and Busemann



[Bus67]), where Lorentzian pre-length spaces are introduced as analogues of
metric spaces, and Lorentzian length spaces as analogues of length spaces.
Moreover, timelike curvature bounds were introduced via triangle compari-
son with the two-dimensional Lorentzian model spaces (Minkowski-, (anti-)
de Sitter spaces) and applications to low regularity spacetime geometry were
given. This led to a surge of activity in the field of non-smooth spacetime
geometry, whose main developments include establishing a relation between
spacetime inextendability and synthetic curvature blow-up [GKS19], the
study of cones and related synthetic singularity theorems [AGKS23], the
introduction of timelike Ricci curvature bounds and a synthetic Hawking
singularity theorem [CM24a] (after [McC20, MS23]), a Lorentzian synthetic
splitting theorem [BORS23], the development of Lorentzian Hausdorff mea-
sures and dimension [MS22], the study of time functions in Lorentzian length
spaces [BGH24], a synthetic formulation of the Einstein vacuum equations
[MS23], a differential calculus and d’Alembertian comparison [BBC™24,
Bra24], characterizations and variable timelike Ricci curvature bounds [Bra23,
BM23], timelike Ricci curvature bounds for Finsler spacetimes [BO24], glob-
alization and gluing results [BNR23, BHNR23, BR24]. Moreover, hyperbolic
angles have been introduced and used to characterize timelike sectional cur-
vature bounds [BS23, BMdOS22], the causal hierarchy of Lorentzian length
spaces has been established [ACS20], causal boundaries have been studied
in this setting [ABS22, BFH23] and Lorentzian isoperimetric inequalities
have been established [CM24b]. Finally, a recent direction concerns the
study of the null energy condition (NEC) from general relativity by syn-
thetic methods [McC24, Ket24, CMM24]. We also refer to the recent reviews
[CM22, Sam24, McC25, Bra25] for overviews on this fast growing research
field across Lorentzian geometry, metric geometry, geometric analysis, and
optimal transport.

Despite so much progress in synthetic spacetime geometry, one essen-
tial ingredient had been missing until recently — a Lorentzian version of
Gromov—Hausdorff convergence. A first attempt was made by Noldus [Nol04]
more than twenty years ago. Recently, Noldus’ approach has been made
mathematically rigorous by Minguzzi-Suhr [MS24] and extended to the un-
bounded case jointly with Bykov [BMS24]. A similar development has been
pursued independently by Miiller [Miil22], by studying Cauchy slabs. In an-
other direction, Sakovich and Sormani recently used the the null distance, in-
troduced by Sormani and Vega [SV16], to define a timed Gromov—Hausdorff
convergence [SS24]. Also, metric Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of space-
times and Lorentzian length spaces with respect to the null distance was
studied in [AB22, KS22]. Our approach is substantially different, as we use
causal diamonds to define a Lorentzian analog of an e-net; this approach
yields a purely Lorentzian pre-compactness result which is geometric in na-
ture and does not rely on Gromov’s pre-compactness theorem for metric



spaces (i.e., in positive signature). The precise implications between the
various notions of convergence will be investigated in future work.

Main results and outline of the paper

In Section 2, we introduce the basic setting and fix notations. In particular,
a Lorentzian pre-length space (X, /) is a topological space X with a time
separation function £: X x X — {—oo} U [0,00] that satisfies the reverse
triangle inequality

Uz, y) + Uy, z) < Uz, 2),

for all x,y,z € X and with the convention that the left-hand-side is —oo
if it were undefined otherwise. Then, in Section 3, we introduce the basic
ingredient of the Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence, namely e-nets.
These are collections of causal diamonds whose timelike diameter (which is
the time separation of its vertices) is smaller than a given ¢ > 0 and whose
union covers a given set. More precisely, a collection J = (J(pi, ¢))icr of
causal diamonds is an e-net for a subset A C X if:

e 7(pi,q) <eg, forall i€l and

o ACUicrJ(pis ai)-

For a study of causal diamonds in Lorentzian length spaces see [BMdOS24].

The Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence of subsets is defined by
using e-nets and correspondences of their vertices. To extend the conver-
gence from subsets to the whole space, it is convenient to specify a covering.
This aspect differs from the metric case, where it suffices to fix a base point
p € X and then use the exhaustion of metric balls By(p), N € N, centered
at p with diverging radii. This will be called pointed Lorentzian Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence (pLGH for short) and denoted by

(Xn,fna Onaun) pL—GI;I (X’ ¢, o0, u)

In Section 4 we give sufficient conditions ensuring uniqueness of limits, up to
isometries. This uses the notion of forward completeness — a concept first
introduced in [BBC™24] for Lorentzian spaces and later elaborated upon by
Gigli [Gig25] in the general framework of partially ordered spaces, building
on the classical notion of Dedekind completeness. In a nutshell, a space
with a partial order < is forward complete if every bounded monotonically
increasing sequence admits a limit. A first main result of the present paper
is Theorem 4.7, giving sufficient conditions for uniqueness of pLGH-limits
in classes of forward complete spaces that satisfy the point-distinction prop-
erty. We also establish uniqueness of limits in Proposition 4.9, under the
assumption (satisfied in all the applications in this article) that the vertices
are forward dense in the approximating sequence.



Afterwards, in Section 5, we establish that quotienting out the points
that cannot be distinguished by the time separation function does not affect
convergence, cf. Theorem 5.3. Section 6 contains the first major result of the
paper, stating that a uniform bound on the cardinality of the e-nets yields
pre-compactness. More precisely, we prove:

Theorem 6.2 (Pre-compactness I). Let X be a class of covered Lorentzian
pre-length spaces such that each (X, £,0,U) € X, with coveringUh = (Ug)ken,
satisfies the following properties.

(i) For each fized k € N, the timelike diameter of Uy, is uniformly bounded;
i.e., diam” (Uy) < Ty, for a constant Ty, > 0 (independent of X ).

(ii) For allk € N and e > 0, there exists a (finite) constant N = N (k,e) >
0 (independent of X ) such that Uy admits an e-net Sf of cardinality
at most N.

(i4i) For all k € N and € > 0, it holds that S* C Sk+1.

Then any sequence in X has a converging subsequence; i.e., for any sequence
((Xn,ﬁn, On’u"))neN C X there exists a subsequence (nj); C N and a covered
Lorentzian pre-length space (X, {,0,U) such that

(Xony by 0ny Uny) " (X, Lo0,U)  as j — oc.

j’
Next, in Section 7 we show how to obtain a forward completion of a

Lorentzian pre-length space (cf. [Gig25] for existence and uniqueness of a
forward completion in the general setting of partial orders), i.e., we prove:

Theorem 7.2 (Existence of forward completion). Let (X, ) be a Lorentzian
pre-length space. Then (X, ¢) admits a completion (X,£). Moreover, there
exists at most one completion (X ,0) (up to isometry), satisfying:

(i) The time separation function T is continuous;

(ii) The causal relation < is a closed partial order;

(iii) For all z € X\X, it holds that T € I%(z).

Moreover, taking the forward completion preserves convergence (under
mild conditions, which are satisfied in all the applications in this article),
see Theorem 7.3 for the precise statement.

As a first application of such results, we will show that any globally
hyperbolic spacetime is the limit of discrete Lorentzian pre-length spaces,
see Theorem 7.6. Then, in Section 8 we will establish a second main re-
sult, yielding a geometric pre-compactness theorem for globally hyperbolic
spacetimes, satisfying a uniform doubling property on Cauchy hypersurfaces
and a suitable uniform control on the causality conditions. More precisely,
writing g < ¢’ for two Lorentzian metrics g, ¢’ if every g-causal vector is also
g'-causal, we prove:



Theorem 8.4 (Geometric pre-compactness). Let C': (0,00) — (0,00) and
N: (0,00) = N be given functions. Consider the following family Mc n of
smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes

Men ={R x X, —ﬁdtQ—i—ht) . X is a compact smooth manifold,
B: R x 3 — (0,1] is a smooth function,
Ve > 03e-net S in ¥ w.r.t. d™ with |S| < N(e),
VT >0: poir) =2 —Bdt* + hy on [-T,T] x £},

where pc = —C?dt? + hg.

Then, for each T > 0, there exists a uniform bound on the cardinality
of Lorentzian e-nets needed to cover each [—T,T] x 3. More precisely: Let
T,e > 0, then for every (Rx Y, —Bdt?+hy) € Mc .y there exists a Lorentzian
e-net of cardinality at most [%] -N(C(g)e), covering [T, T] x 3.

Moreover, Mc N is sequentially pre-compact; i.e., for each sequence in
M N there is a subsequence that pLGH-converges to a covered forward
complete Lorentzian pre-length space that satisfies the point distinction prop-
erty (PDP). Also, for every pLGH-converging subsequence, there exists at
most one smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime arising as such a limit (up to
smooth isometry).

In Section 9, we introduce a measured variant of the Lorentzian Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence and establish a measured pre-compactness result (see
Theorem 9.6). Finally, in Section 10, we give four applications. First, we
show that Chrusciel-Grant approximations of continuous spacetimes [CG12]
are an instance of the Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence, intro-
duced in this work:

Theorem 10.1 (Pointed Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff convergence for
continuous spacetimes). Let (M, g) be a continuous, causally plain' and glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetime and fix o € M. Then there exists an approximation
n — g locally uniformly from the outside (i.e., such that g < Gny1 = Gn for
all n € N) and there exist coverings U, Uy, of M with respect to g, g such

LGH
that (M, £, , 0,Uy) "== (M, £y, 0,U).
As a second application, we show that timelike sectional curvature lower

bounds (in the form of the timelike four-point condition [BKR24]) are stable
under Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff convergence:

Theorem 10.4 (Stability of the four-point condition).
Let (X, b, 0n,Uy) pLGHI (X,2,0,U). Assume that each (X, ¢y) has global

!Using the modified time separation function of [Lin24] and adapting the proof of
[MS22, Lem. A.1] one could drop this assumption.



timelike sectional curvature bounded below by K € R and that T is contin-
uous. Then (X,€) has global timelike sectional curvature bounded below by

K.

As a third application, we introduce timelike blow-up tangents in Defini-
tion 10.7 and study their basic properties. The last application is a rigorous
mathematical statement connected to the main conjecture (the so-called
“Hauptvermutung”) of causal set theory: we show that if a sequence of
causal sets faithfully embeds and approximates two smooth globally hyper-
bolic spacetimes, then they are isometric (see Theorem 10.10). We conclude
the paper with Appendix A, which is of independent interest, where a differ-
ent type of completion is used to ensure that global hyperbolicity is preserved
in the limit.

2 Lorentzian pre-length spaces

Here we present a variant of Lorentzian pre-length spaces introduced in
[KS18]. Indeed, its basic axiomatization is still evolving, as is apparent
from the variations used in e.g. [McC24, BM23, BBC"24]. For different
approaches to synthetic Lorentzian geometry see for instance [SV16, SS24]
based on the null distance and the bounded Lorentzian metric spaces studied
in [MS24, BMS24].

Definition 2.1 (Reverse triangle inequality and causal relations). Let X
be a set and let £: X x X — {—oo} U [0,00] satisfy the reverse triangle
inequality

(1) Uz, y) + Ly, 2) < l(z,2) Vr,y,z € X .

Here we employ the convention that —oco 4+ 00 = 0o + (—00) = —00 on the
left-hand-side. The timelike < and causal < relations are defined by

<:=L71((0, 00]) <:= 0710, 00]) .

Moreover, the chronological and causal future (resp. and past) of a point
x € X are defined by

I(z)={ye X:z <y}, I(z) ={ye Xy < x},
JH(z):={ye Xz <y}, J (x)={ye X :y<z}.

Finally, chronological and causal diamonds are sets of the form
I(z,y) =TT (@)1 (y), J(x,y) =T (2)NJI (y),

and we set L(I(z,y)) = L(J(x,y)) := l(z,y) for x,y € X.



Definition 2.2 (Topologies from the causal relations). Let X be a set and
: X x X — {—o00}U[0,00]. One can endow X with the topologies generated
by the sub-base of

(i) chronological futures and pasts I*(x) (x € X ), called the chronological
topology,

(ii) chronological diamonds I(z,y) (x,y € X ), called the Alexandrov topol-
ogy,

(i4i) complements of causal futures and pasts X\J*(x) (x € X), called the
causal topology, and

(iv) I*t(x), X\J*(x) (x € X), called the chronocausal topology.

We generalize the definition of a Lorentzian pre-length space [KKS18, Def.
2.8] as

Definition 2.3 (Lorentzian pre-length space). Let X be a set, let
0: X x X = {—00} U0, 0]

satisfy the reverse triangle inequality (1) and ¢(x,z) >0 for all x € X. Let
X be endowed with a topology that is finer than the chronological one. Then
(X,0) is called a Lorentzian pre-length space. Moreover, 7 := max(0, /)
1s called the time separation function, while £ is called the extended time
separation function.

Clearly, every Lorentzian pre-length space in the sense of [KS18] is a
Lorentzian pre-length space in the sense above as lower semi-continuity of
7 implies openness of all I*(x). Moreover, every metric spacetime in the
sense of [BBC'24] is a Lorentzian pre-length space in the sense above if one
adds a topology that is finer than the chronological one.

Next, we introduce the causality conditions, which are another essential
aspect of Lorentzian geometry.

Definition 2.4 (Causality conditions). A Lorentzian pre-length space (X, £)
is called

(i) chronological if & x for all x € X (which is equivalent to {(z,z) =0
forallz € X),

(ii) causal if < is a partial order, i.e., if x <y < x implies x = y for all
x,y € X, and

(iii) globally hyperbolic if (X, ¢) is causal, < is closed and all causal dia-
monds are compact, cf. [Min23].
Finally, we introduce

Definition 2.5 (Causal convexity). A subset A C X of a Lorentzian pre-
length space X is causally convex if for all z,y € A one has that J(x,y) C A.



3 Convergence

In this section we will define e-nets for Lorentzian pre-length spaces and
build the Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff convergence on top of them. In
doing so we will consider correspondences between different Lorentzian pre-
length spaces. In the case of metric spaces, a reformulation of Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence using correspondences is classical, see e.g. [BBIOI,
Subsec. 7.3.3]; in the setting of Lorentzian metric spaces this approach was
recently employed in [MS24, Sec. 4] and [BMS24] but without using causal
diamonds. Our approach is tailored to obtain a Lorentzian pre-compactness
result. To this aim we focus on coverings by e-nets made out of causal
diamonds.

Throughout this section, (X,¢) is a Lorentzian pre-length space. For
notational convenience, we define

Definition 3.1 (Set of vertices). Let S := {J; := J(pi,q;) : i € Q} be a set
of causal diamonds of X. Then the set of vertices of S is defined as

V(S) :={z € X :x is a vertex of a causal diamond of S,

i.e., x =p; or x = q; for some i € Q}.

Definition 3.2 (e-net). Let € > 0 and A C X. An e-net S for A is a
collection of causal diamonds S = (J;)icq satisfying:

(i) 7(J;) <e, for alli e §;
(ii) A C Uecq Ji-

Without loss of generality, we will always assume that J; N A # O for all
1€ Q.

Directly from the definition we obtain

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < e < ¢ and A C X. Let S be an e-net for A and S’
an &' -net for A. Then S and SU S’ are &'-nets for A.

Now we recall the notion of correspondence and its distortion, following
the classical metric [BBIO1, Subsec. 7.3.3] and Lorentzian case [MS24, Sec.
4] and [BMS24].

Definition 3.4 (Correspondences and their distortions). Let X,Y be sets.
A binary relation R C X XY is a correspondence if

(i) for all x € X there is a y € Y such that (x,y) € R and

(ii) for ally € Y there is a x € X such that (z,y) € R.



The distortion of a correspondence R between two Lorentzian pre-length
spaces (X, £), (Y, p) is

dis(R) :=  sup  [l(z,2") — p(y,y"),
(z.y),(¢' Yy )ER
with the convention that £oo—=4o00 = 0 and 00— Foo = Foo— o0 = +00.
However, later we will only use this construction when the time separation
functions do not attain the value +oco, hence the only relevant cases are
—00 — (—00) =0 and | — 00 — z| = |z — (—00)| = +0o0, for all z € R.

Note that, if R has finite distortion, then it preserves the causal relations,
ie., z <z if and only of y < ¢/ for all (z,y), (2',y) € R.

Definition 3.5 (Composition of correspondences). Let X,Y, Z be sets, R C
X XY a correspondence between X and Y, and Q CY X Z a correspondence
between Y and Z. Then the composition Q o R of R and Q is defined as

QoR:={(x,z) e X x Z:3y €Y such that (z,y) € R, (y,2) € Q}.

Clearly, @ o R is a correspondence between X and Z and if all three
spaces are Lorentzian pre-length spaces, then the distortion satisfies a useful
sub-additivity property under composition [MS24, Lem. 4.8], i.e.,

(2) dis(Q o R) < dis(Q) + dis(R) .
The inverse R~ of a correspondence R between X and Y is defined as
R :={(y,r) €Y x X : (z,y) € R}.

Clearly, R~! is a correspondence between Y and X, If both X and Y are
Lorentzian pre-length spaces, then dis(R~!) = dis(R). Any correspondence
R yields a map f: X — Y, by choosing f(z) € Y such that (z, f(z)) € R.
It is clear that

dis(f) = sup [0(z,2") — p(f (@), f(y))] < dis(R).

Conversely, a surjective map f: X — Y gives rise to a correspondence R :=
{(z, f(z)) : x € X} of X and Y, with the same distortion of f.

Using the notation above, we next define the Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff
convergence, for subsets of Lorentzian pre-length spaces.

Definition 3.6 (LGH-convergence of subsets). Let (X, ¢,) and (X, ) be
Lorentzian pre-length spaces, for n € N. For each n € N, let A, be a
subset of Xy, and let A be a subset of X. We say that A, converges to A in
Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff sense (LGH for short), and write Ay, Lei A,
if for all € > 0 there exist ng € N and finite e-nets S for A in X and S, for
Ay in X, (for all n > ng) such that

10



(i) ’Sn’ - ‘5‘7

(ii) For all n > ng, there exists a correspondence R, of V(S,) and V(S),
with dis(Ry,) — 0 as n — oo.

(iii) (Extension property of correspondences) For all | € N, each }-net
in the limit can be enlarged to include an H%l—net while preserving
convergence of the vertices. More precisely: for every | € N;[ > 1
let S' and S!, be %—nets for A and A,, respectively, as above. Let
fLovi(Sh — V(S!) be a map realizing a correspondence of V(S')
and V(SL). Then there exist an extension frll',"lz V(SHuv(sHh) —
V(St)u V(S,ljl) of fL, with dis(fffl) < dis(fl,), for some n' > n.

(iv) (Forward density) Every collection of }-nets as above is forward dense

in the limit space, in the following sense. For everyl € N,1 > 1, let S*
be a 1-net for A. Set V := U2, V(S') to be the total set of vertices.
Then, for each x € A\V, there exists a sequence (x)r € V such that
rr < a1 < x and x — .

We say that A, LG A strongly if for each x € A\V, there exists a sequence
(xg)r € V such that ), < xp11 < x and xp — x. Such a reinforcement of
point (iv) will be called timelike forward density.

Example 3.7. Note that the requirement of finite e-nets rules out e.g. a
spacelike strip in Minkowski spacetime.

As discussed in the introduction, there is no canonical cover of a pointed,
unbounded, Lorentzian space. Therefore, it is convenient to specify a cover
when discussing convergence of pointed, unbounded, Lorentzian pre-length
spaces.

Definition 3.8 (Lorentzian pre-length spaces with a cover). A covered
Lorentzian pre-length space (X,¢,0,U) is a pointed Lorentzian pre-length
space (X, ¢,0), o € X, with a countable cover U = (Uy)ren such that

(i) Ugen Uk = X
(ii) Uy C Ugy1, for all k € N;
(iii) o € Uy, for all k € N;
(iv) sup, yep, T(T,y) < oo, for all k € N.

If all Ugs are relatively compact, we say that the cover U is proper. A
Lorentzian pre-length space with a proper cover is said to be properly cov-
ered.

11



Remark 3.9 (Analogies and differences with pointed metric spaces). Let us
stress that the key structure in Definition 3.8, added on top of a Lorentzian
pre-length space, is the covering U = (Uk)ken. The only assumption on
the marked point o € X is to be contained in each element of the cover-
ing; a careful reader will notice that, throughout the paper, one could take
any other marked point o' € Uy without affecting the arguments and the
convergence. In this sense, one may argue that specifying the marked point
o € X 1is slightly redundant. We decided to keep it in the notation, although
not strictly necessary, in order to stress that all the elements of the cover-
ing must contain the marked point o, and for analogy with pointed metric
spaces. Indeed, for a non-compact metric space (X,d), it is convenient to fix
a marked point . A natural covering of X is then given by the metric balls
Bn(Z) centered at T and diverging radii N € N. For a Lorentzian manifold,
there is not such a natural exhaustion by bounded subsets around a marked
point (observe that the sub-level sets of the time separation are typically non-
compact, as for instance it is the case in Minkowski spacetime). Fizing an
exhaustion by “bounded” subsets also in Lorentzian signature will be key in
the pre-compactness results proved below.

Remark 3.10 (A covered Lorentzian pre-length space is chronological).
The time separation function of a covered Lorentzian pre-length space is
finite-valued and hence zero on the diagonal. In particular, the space is
chronological, i.e., x € x for all x € X.

Lemma 3.11 (Covering of spacetimes). Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic

spacetime with continuous Lorentzian metric, where I is an open relation®.

Fiz o € M. Then there is a cover U = (Uy)ken of M such that
(i) Each Uy is open, causally convex and relatively compact;
(ii) o € Uy C Ugy1, for all k € N.

In particular (M, €y, 0,U) is a properly covered Lorentzian pre-length space
in the sense of Definition 3.8.

Proof: As the manifold topology of M is second countable and locally
compact there is a countable cover V = (V;);en by open and relatively com-
pact sets. Fix ¢ € N such that o € V. Set Uy := I+(U§':o Vi) n I‘(U;:O Vi).
Then Uy is open, causally convex and by globally hyperbolicity it is rela-
tively compact as U;»:(]Vi is relatively compact. Moreover, o € Uy as by
openness of V; we can find a small chronological diamond centered at o that
is contained in V;. For kK € N,k > 1 set

U = I+(Uk_1 UVe) NI (Up—1 U V).

*For example, by using piecewise C'-curves [GKSS20] or via causal plainness [CG12]
or use nearly timelike curves [Lin24].
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Then again each Uy is open, causally convex and relatively compact. It
remains to show monotonicity. To this end let u € Ui_1, then by openness
of Uy_1 we find a small chronological diamond centered at u that is contained
in Uy,_1. Thus u € I (Up_1) NI~ (Up_1) C Ug. Analogously, one establishes
that Vi, € Uy and hence M = Upeny Vi € Upen Ux € M, hence U = (Uy)ren
covers M. Finally, note that 7 is continuous and finite-valued on M, hence
bounded on each Uy by relative compactness. This shows that U/ is a cover
in the sense of Definition 3.8 and finishes the proof. O

Finally, we are in a position to define pointed Lorentzian Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence for covered Lorentzian pre-length spaces.

Definition 3.12 (pLGH-convergence of covered Lorentzian pre-length spaces).
Let (X,¢,0,U) and ((Xn,ﬁn,on,un))neN be covered Lorentzian pre-length
spaces withU = (Uy, o) ken andUy, = (Ukn)ken. We say that ((Xn,ﬁn,on,un))
converges to (X,¢,0,U) in the (resp.strong) pointed Lorentzian Gromouv-
Hausdorff sense (pLGH, for short), and write

neN

(X, by 0, Un) PLGH (X, 4,0,U) (resp. strongly)

if for each k € N it holds that Uy, ,, Lei Uk,0o (resp. strongly) as n — oo.
We conclude this section by considering convergence of Lorentzian prod-
ucts where the metric fibers Gromov—Hausdorff converge.

Example 3.13 (Convergence of Lorentzian products). Let ((X,,,d,))nen be
a sequence of compact metric spaces that converges in the Gromov—Hausdorff
sense to a compact metric space (Xoo,doo). Consider the Lorentzian products
Y, = [-1,1] x X,, with time separation functions

V=12 —dy(2,2)2 t <t dy(z,2") <t —t,

—00 otherwise ,

Cao((t, ), (7)) == {

where t,t' € [-1,1], z,2’ € X,, forn € NU {oc}. Clearly, each product
(Y, £y,) is a Lorentzian pre-length space with the product topology, which is

finer than the chronological topology (see [AGKS23] for more details). We

claim that [0,1] x X, wey [0,1] x X& strongly. To see this, let 0 < e < 1.

By the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence, see e.g. [BBI01, Prop. 7.4.12], there
are metric 5-nets S;, C X, forn € NU{oo} such that (for large n € N) they

have the same (finite) cardinality and S5, S S&, as n — o0o. Thus, without
loss of generality we assume that SS = {s{",..., s} for some fited N € N
and all n € NU {oo}.

Set L := [3], t; == 4% fori= —1,...,L, and set x?f = (ti,S;L’E) for
i=0,...,L,7=1,...,N,ne NU{oo} and

T = {J(x?fl’j,x?fzj) :1=0,...,L—1;7=1,...,N}.
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Then J™¢ is a collection of causal diamonds J, which satisfy 1,(J) =
Tn(x?—,sl,j’x?—flj) =tita —ti—1 = ¢, for alln € NU {oo}.

Next, we show that [0,1] x X, € U jcrneJ, for alln € NU{oo}. Let
y = (t,z) € [0,1] x X,,, then there is an i € {0,...,L} such that t; <t <
tit1 cmdj € {1 , N} such that d(w,s?’e) < 5. Consequently, we have
dn(z,57°) < § < mln(ti“ —t,t —t;) and hence

laal o 7) = \/(t —ti1)? — d(,87)2 > 0,
e,y € J;,rn( i 1]) for alln € NU {oco}. Analogously, one shows that y €
Jy, ( z+2j) for alln € NU{oo}. In conclusion, we have e-nets for [0, 1] x X,
of the same cardinality and considering the obvious correspondences we see
that their distortions are estimated via

(.%'ZJ 7$ ’ ’) - 600(1.;)3’87'%'@0’%?)

= |/ (tsr = 1;)2 = dn(s]7%,857°)2 = [ (ter — 1)? — doo(s"%,557°)?
7 j j

This holds if the points are causally related. However, we see that z'f

loo(275%,2575) > 0, i.e., they are causally related, then so are x” STy
eventually. So the dzstortzons converge as dy(s; e xj, 7)) = deo(sT s; ,sjf) 8)

by assumption. Moreover, the extension property of the correspondences is
clear by the construction. To show timelike forward density, let y = (t,x) €
[0,1] X X that is not a vertex of an ——net (le N [ >1). In particular, we

have t > 0. There is a sequence (Si)k in Ul 1 olo such that s — x in X
Now, for every k € N we canﬁnd aty €[4 3, 1] such that ty, < t, t =t — 0
and (tg, sk) is a vertex of an T—net. Clearly, (tk,sk) — y in Y. It is now
straightforward to extract a monotone subsequence.

A similar construction is carried out later for smooth globally hyper-
bolic spacetimes in the context of the geometric pre-compactness theorem,
see Lemma 8.2.

4 Uniqueness of limits

In analogy with Gromov—Hausdorff convergence of general metric spaces,
also in the Lorentzian signature, limits may not be unique. The key fact
in positive signature is that the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence of
compact metric spaces is unique (up to isometry), cf. e.g. [BBIO1, 7.3.30].
In the non-compact case, the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff limit of complete
metric spaces is unique, see for instance [BBIO1, Thm. 8.1.7]. In Lorentzian
signature, the natural analog of proper metric spaces are globally hyperbolic
Lorentzian pre-length spaces, while the natural analog of complete metric
spaces are forward complete Lorentzian pre-length spaces. Inspired by this
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analogy, in this section we will show that Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff
limits are unique in a suitable class of forward complete Lorentzian pre-
length spaces.

First, we introduce the point distinction property (cf. [MS24, Def. 1.1,(iii)]
for a similar property required for 7).

Definition 4.1 (Point distinction property). Let (X, ¢) be a Lorentzian pre-
length space and S C X. We say that S has the point distinction property
if, for all x,y € X with x # y, there exists z € S such that

(PDP) Uz, z) £ Ly, z) or Uz,x) #L(z,y).
We say that X has the point distinction property, if S = X does so.

Remark 4.2. Note that the point distinction property (PDP) holds for S =
X if X is distinguishing (cf. e.g. [ACS20, Def. 3.4)), i.e., if T (z) = I (y)
or I”(z) = I~ (y) implies x = y. In the setting of Lorentzian length spaces
distinguishability is implied by strong causality [ACS20, Thm. 3.17].

In our setting, the point distinction property (PDP) implies causality,
i.e., that the causal relation is a partial order.

Lemma 4.3 (PDP implies causality). Let (X,£) be a Lorentzian pre-length
space satisfying the point distinction property (PDP). Then (X,{) is causal,
i.e., < is antisymmetric, hence a partial order.

Proof: Letx <y <z andz € X. Since ¢(x,y) > 0 and £(y,x) > 0, then
Uz, z) < Uy, x) +(x,2) < Ly, 2) < L(z,y) + Ly, 2) < Uz, 2).

Similarly, one shows that ¢(z,z) = ¢(z,y). Consequently, the point distinc-
tion property (PDP) implies that = = y. O

We next introduce the notion of isometry between Lorentzian pre-length
spaces.

Definition 4.4 (Isometry). Let (X,{) and (X,0) be two Lorentzian pre-
length spaces. A map f: X — X is

(i) f-preserving if
U(f(2), f(y)) = L(x,y) VayeX,
(ii) T-preserving if
7(f(2), f(y) =7(x,y) Vo,yeX,

and
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(iii) an isometry if it is (-preserving and bijective.

Clearly, if X has the point-distinction property (PDP), then an a /-
preserving map is injective.

Next we recall the notion of forward completeness — a concept first
introduced in [BBC™24] for Lorentzian spaces and later elaborated in [Gig25]
in the general framework of partially ordered spaces.

Definition 4.5 (Forward completeness). Let (X,¢) be a Lorentzian pre-
length space and let (xy)r C X be a sequence. We say that

o (z1)r is monotone increasing and bounded if there exists & € X such
that x < xpy1 <z, for all k € N.

e (X,0) is forward complete if every monotone increasing and bounded
sequence (Tk)keN CONVErges.

Remark 4.6 (Global hyperbolicity implies forward completeness). A glob-
ally hyperbolic Lorentzian pre-length space is forward complete as any se-
quence xy < Tpy1 < & s contained in the compact causal diamond J(xg, T)
and < being a partial-order implies that any converging subsequence con-
verges to the same limit (see also [BBCT 2/, Rem. 2.10]).

Next, we give a sufficient condition guaranteeing that limits are unique
within the class of globally hyperbolic Lorentzian pre-length spaces with
metrizable chronological topology, continuous time separation function and
satisfying the point-distinction-property (PDP) (actually, we prove a more
general statement, where globally hyperbolic is relaxed to forward complete,
properly covered, with closed anti-symmetric causal relation). Of course,
uniqueness will be always understood up to isometry.

Theorem 4.7 (Sufficient condition for uniqueness of limits). Let

((Xn,ﬁn, on,un))neN, be a sequence of covered Lorentzian pre-length spaces
satisfying the following property: For any strong pLGH-limit (X, ¢, 0,U) it
holds that, for all € > 0 and for all finite e-nets S, for U, € U, in X,,
there exists a finite e-net S for U € U in X such that properties (i)—
(iv) of Definition 3.6 hold. Then, the strong pLGH-limit of the sequence
((Xn,ﬁn,on,un))neN is unique in the class X of forward complete, prop-
erly covered Lorentzian pre-length spaces with continuous time separation
functions T, closed anti-symmetric causal relation, metrizable chronological
topology and that satisfy the point-distinction property (PDP).

Proof: Let (X,/,0,U) and (X,,6,U) be both strong pLGH limits of
the sequence ((Xn,fn,on,un))neN, where both (X, ¢,0,U) and (X,¢,0,U)
are forward complete, properly covered, having closed and anti-symmetric
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causal relations, satisfy the point distinction property (PDP), have metriz-
able chronological topologies and have continuous time separation functions
7 and T, respectively.

We show that each of the covering sets Uy € U, U, € U are isometric.
Fix k € N and write U := Uy € U, U := Uy € U and U,, := Up,, € Up,.
Moreover, we write ¢ and 7 instead of /|y« and T|yxy, respectively, and
analogously just ¢ and 7. By assumption, for each [ € N, > 1 we ob-
tain %—nets St for Uy, S' for U and S for U, together with correspon-
dences R!, RL between V(S!) and V(S'), and between V(S%) and V(S'),
respectively. Thus we obtain a correspondence R, o (RL)~! between V(S')
and V(S') with dis(R% o (R!)™!) < dis(RL) + dis(RL) — 0 by (2) for all
Il € N, > 1. Consequently, up to a subsequence, we have a correspondence
Q! between V(S') and V(S') with dis(Q,) < L. This gives bijective maps
flevi(sh — V(S with dis(f}) < 1 We denote the inverse of f., as
g = (f1)~r: V(SY) — V(SY). Further, by the extension property (cf. Def-
inition 3.6,(iii)) f! can be defined on V' := U§I:1 V(S') without increasing
its distortion (and similarly for g!,, which is still the inverse of f on V!).

We claim that f! is <- and <-preserving, for n large enough. Let z,y €
V! with z < y (or < y). Then £(fl(z), fi(y)) > —dis(f*) + £(z,y), and
the right-hand-side becomes positive for % < l(z,y) (or greater than —o0).
Since V! only has finitely many points, the claim follows.

Next, let us view f4 as a map into V := |52, V/(S"). By the extension
property (cf. Definition 3.6,(iii)), we can achieve that each f!*! extends

., while preserving dis(f;t!) < L (up to taking a further subsequence).
Consequently, we obtain a map

S|

fu: V=V with dis(f,) < =,
where V = |J, V! = |, V(9)).

Clearly, f, is injective, <- and <-preserving: indeed, for each z,y € V
there is an | € N such that z,y € V! and f, = f. on V. Moreover, each

g+ extends gL, so we obtain

SEES

gn:V =V with dis(g,) <

)

in an analogous manner. Clearly, g, = f '

Next, we extend f, to U as follows. By the timelike forward density
property (cf. Definition 3.6,(iv)), for x € U\V there is a monotone sequence
x) < Tpy1 < x converging to z. Let 7 € VN JT(x), which exists since V
covers U. This yields a monotone sequence

T = fulzg) € T < at = fn($+) ev.

By forward completeness, the sequence (& )y converges to some € J(i~, zt),
for some 2= € V. Setting f,(z) := & gives a well-defined map, by forward
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completeness and causality; moreover f,, is <-preserving. We claim that for
all x,y € U we have x < y if and only if f,(z) < f.(y). To see this let
x <y and without loss of generality we only consider the case z,y ¢ V (the
case where both are in V follows since f,: V — V preserves < and we can
consider the mixed case as special case of u,v € V by choosing constant
sequences). Let zp < 241 < 2, yp < ypy1 < y for all k € N and z — =z,
yr — y. Then zp < x < y, hence x; < y for all k¥ € N and so for each
k € N, there is a Iy € N such that for all [ > I we have y; € It (z) (as
y — y € I (x)). Consequently, we get f,(z1) < fn(y;) for all k € N and
[ > li. Letting | — oo, using the closedness of < and the definition of f,,(y)
we obtain f,(xr) < fn(y). Similarly, letting k& — oo yields f,(z) < fn(y)
as required. For the converse assume f,(x) < f,(y) and let (zx)g, (y;); as
above. Analogously, to the first implication we get f,(zr) < fu(x) < fu(y),
and hence f,(zx) < fu(y;) for all k € N and all [ large. As f,;! = g, on
YV preserves < we have zj, < y; for all k € N and [ large. Taking the limit
I — 0o and then k — oo yields z < y as claimed.

Finally, we show that dis(f,,) < % Let z,y € U and let xp — =, yp = ¥y
be sequences as above if x € V or y ¢ V, and otherwise choose constant
sequences. Then we only need to consider the case x < y and hence only
estimate the difference of the 7s, i.e.,

17(x,y) = 7(fn(@), fa(W)| <IT(2,y) — 7(2, Y1)
+ 7@k, yi) = T(fu k), falyr))]
+ |7~—(fn(xk))’ fn(yk)) - 7~—(fn(x)’ fn(y))| )

where the first and the last term can be made arbitrarily small due the
continuity of 7, 7 and since f,(xr) = fn(x), fu(yr) = fn(y) by construction.
Moreover, the middle term is bounded by dis(f,) < % Consequently, we
get that dis(f,,) < 1 for all n € Nyn > 1.

Applying the same procedure to g, produces a map g,: U — U with
dis(gn) < % We claim that g, = f,, 1. To see this we only need to consider
points & € U\V. Let & € U\V, then there is a sequence i}, < Zpy1 < & with
gn(jk) - gn(j) As gy, = fn_l on f} we obtain fn_l(jk) < fn_l(jk-i-l) < gn(j)
and f,1(Gx) — gn(Z). Thus by the definition of f,, (and it being well-
defined) we get that

fn(gn(j)) = hlgn fn(fgl(jk)) = h]gnjk =z,

as claimed.
We are now ready to show that U and U _are isometric. To this aim, we
prove that there exists a limit map f: V — U with dis(f) = 0, obtained as

a limit of (fn)n for n — oo. We use compactness of U and U. Enumerate
Vand V as V = {si}r and V = {5 },. Then for each k there is a sequence
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(nk ) such that fur (sg) converges in U and i (3)) converges in U. We
call this limits f(sx) and g(Sk), respectively. We can also arrange it so that
(nF+1),,, is a subsequence of (nF),, for all k € N. We claim that f preserves
£. Similarly to the above we only need to estimate the differences of the 7s
(since f(sg) < f(s;) if and only if s; < s; as can be shown in the same way
as for fy,), thus let s, s; € V with s < s, and without loss of generality

that k <. Then
7 (skss1) = 7(f(sk), f(s2))] = Tim |7 (sk,51) = 7(fy,

l
m—00 m

where we used the continuity of 7 and dis(f,: ) < n% Analogously, we

have that g preserves (. Now we can extend f from V to U as above while
preserving ¢: for each x € U\V there is a monotone sequence T L Tpp1 K T
converging to x, then as before 3limy_,o f(z) =: f(z) € U and we have
dis(f) = 0. Performing the same procedure for g produces a map g: U—=TU
with dis(g) = 0 with g, = f7!|;. To see the latter, observe that by
definition
9(3k) = lim_ g, (35) = lim f 1 (5) .

Hence, applying f,,» and taking the limit as m — oo, we obtain f(g(3x)) =
Sk

At this pomt we directly show that g5 —! along similar lines as the
proof of g, = f,, L above. Let T € U and &) < xk+1 <L & €Viorallk eV
with Z — . Then g(Z) < 9(Tr4+1) < 9(Z), which converges by definition
to g(z). Thus by definition of f we get f(g(Z)) = lim f(g(Z)) = limz = Z,
where we used g|~ = _1|1~)

The construction above was carried out for a fixed pair of covering sets
U=U,e€Uand U =U; € U. Tt is clear that starting from Uy and Uo,
it is possible to iterate the procedure by adding vertices V1 and Vk+1
to obtain maps f¥: U, — Uy and ¢*: U, — Uj with fk“] = f* and

g" |- 0, = = ¢*, for all k € N. This yields global, (-preserving maps f: X — X
and g: X — X. Then f = ¢~! and the two spaces are isometric. O

Uniqueness of the limit is also guaranteed in case one can find a timelike
forward dense set of vertices of e-nets in the sequence of spaces X,,. However,
first we need the following lemma (cf. [MS24, Thm. 3.3] for a similar result
in the setting of bounded Lorentzian metric spaces).

Lemma 4.8 (Distance preserving self-maps and surjectivity). Let (X, /) be a
Lorentzian pre-length space, where the chronological topology is metrizable, T
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1s continuous and vanishes on the diagonal. Let h: X — X be a T-preserving
map and let K C X be compact with h(K) C K. Then the interior of K is
contained in the image of K, i.e., K° C h(K).

Proof: First of all, observe that since h is 7-preserving, it is continuous
with respect to the chronological topology. Assume by contradiction that
there exists z € K°\h(K).

Step 1: There is a neighborhood of z disjoint from A(K).

If not, there is a sequence z, — z with z,, € h(K) for all n € N. Writing z, =
h(z},) for z/, € K, we can assume by compactness of K, that z/, — 2/ € K.
Thus, by continuity of h, we would have z = lim,, z,, = lim,, h(z,) = h(2') €
h(K) — a contradiction. So there exists a chronological neighborhood of z

that does not intersect h(K).

Step 2: First, we consider the case that
(3) z € I (p) C K°\h(K), for some p € K.

We consider the sequences (h™(z))n, (h™(p))n, obtained by applying it-
eratively h, starting from z and p, respectively. By compactness of K,
there exists an increasing subsequence (ng)x such that A" (z) — Z € K,
h™(p) — p € K. Recalling that h preserves 7, we infer that

0<7(pz)= kll{go T(h"™ (p), k" (2)) = 7(p, 2) ,

by continuity of 7. Consequently, for k large enough, it holds that 0 <
7(h™(p), Z). Therefore, for m > k large enough, we infer that

0 < 7(h™(p), k™" (2)) = 7(p, K" " (2)),

which implies h"m~"(z) € h(K) NI (p) since n, — ng > 0. This is a
contradiction to I (p) N h(K) = 0, i.e., equation (3).

The case z € I~ (p) C K°\h(K), for some p € K, and the general case
(finite intersections) are analogous. O

Proposition 4.9 (Uniqueness if the set of vertices is dense in the se-
quence). Let ((Xn,én,on,l/{n))neN be a sequence of covered Lorentzian pre-
length spaces with continuous time separation functions 7,. For each Uy, €
U, and each | € N1 > 1, let S\, be a %—net for U, corresponding to %—
nets of a possible limit. If V,, == U2, V(S!) is timelike forward dense in
Uk, then the strong pLGH-limit of ((Xn,ﬁn,on,l/{n))neN (if it exists) is
unique in the class X of properly covered Lorentzian pre-length spaces with
continuous time separation functions T, closed anti-symmetric causal rela-
tion?, metrizable chronological topology and that satisfy the point-distinction
property (PDP).

3Recall that being forward complete, properly covered, with closed anti-symmetric causal
relation is implied by global hyperbolicity.
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Proof: We first proceed as in the proof of Theorem 4.7. Let
(Xn,fn,on,un) pL—GI>{ (X,f, O,Z/{) and (Xn,fn,On,un) —

where the convergences are in the strong sense and both (X, ¢, 0,U) and
(X' 2, 6,1;{) are forward complete, properly covered Lorentzian pre-length
spaces with closed anti-symmetric causal relations, metrizable chronological
topologies, satisfy the point-distinction property (PDP) and have continuous
time separation functions 7 and 7, respectively. We show that each of the
covering sets Uys € U, Upr € U (M € N) are isometric. Fix M € N and
write U := Uy € U, U := Uy € U and U, = Umn € Uy,. Moreover, we
write ¢ and 7 instead of ¢|yxy and 7|y, respectively, and analogously just
/ and 7.

Fix € N,1 > 1, and let S!, S! be finite %—nets for U and U, respectively,
together with a bijective map f.: V(S!) — V(S!) realizing the correspon-
dence of the set of vertices and dis(f.) < % Similarly, for each I’ € N, I’ > 1,
there are finite ll/—nets Sl/,gf; for U and U, respectively, together with a
bijective map g& : V(S') — V(S%) such that dis(g%) < 1. As in the proof
of Theorem 4.7 we can extend f. and ¢/, to bijective maps

[o¢] o0 1
V= ! RES ! i is(frn) < —
fa:V HV(S Y lUlV(Sn), with dis(f,) <

_ o0 B B o0 _ 1

l 1 . .
V= V — = V with d < =
gn: V ll_ll (S%) Vb ll 1| (S,)s it is(gn) "

We construct a map hy,: V — U with dis(h,) < 2 Letz e V. If fo(z) € Va
we set hy(z) := g5 (fn(x)) € V. Otherwise, there is, by the assumption of
timelike forward density, a sequence & € V, with & — fn(z) and z;, <
Tp1 < fo(x) for all kK € N. Moreover, there is a z € V,, with fulz) < Z. As
g, ! preserves the causal relations we get a sequence g, ' (z3,) < g5 (2r41) <
g, 1(2). Consequently, by forward completeness, this sequence converges and
we set limy_,o0 g5, ' (Z) =t hn(z). This is well-defined: Let &}, < &}, <
fn(x) with Z}, — fn(x). Then, for each r € N, there is a k, € N such that for
all k > k, we have that &/, < %), < f,(x), hence g, 1(7.) < g, }(Z1). Taking
the limit k¥ — oo and using the closedness of < implies that g, !(x.) < h,(z)
for all r € N. Taking now the limit r — oo yields lim, oo g, 1(72) < hy ().
Swapping the roles of (%), and (i..), yields h,(x) < lim, o g, *(Z.) and
0 hy(z) = lim, o0 g, 1(Z)) as < is a partial order.

At this point we claim that dis(h,) < % Let 2,y € V. The case
fn(), fu(y) € Vy is straightforward. We only consider the case f, (), fn(y) &
Vn (the mixed case can be handled in a simpler manner, cf. the proof of The-
orem 4.7). Also we can assume that < y, hence f,(z) < f,(y) and only
estimate the difference of the time separation functions. By construction,

21



there are sequences (Zx)g, (Ur)k in Y, such that I — fu(@), 9 — fu(y)
and Tj, < Tpy1 < fu(2), U € Ji41 < fn(y). Then, we estimate

17(2,y) — T(hn(2), b ()] < [7(2,y) — To(fu(@), fu(y))]
+ T (fa(@), fr(y)) — Tn(Zk, Ti))|
+ |70 (Ers 1) — 790 (E8), 97 ()]
+17(9, (@), 95 (k) = T(hn (), B ()] -

The first term on the left-hand-side is bounded by dis(f,) < 1 and the
third one by dis(g,') = dis(g,) < L. The second term converges to zero
as T, is continuous and Ty — f,(x), g — fn(y). Similarly, the last term
converges to zero as 7 is continuous and g, 1 (Zx) — hn(2), g9, (Tr) — hn(y)
by construction. This shows that dis(h},) < 2.

Swapping the roles of f,, and g, we obtain a map hy,: V — U as hy (i) =
limg 00 f5 H(z1), Wwhere g,(%) € V,, and zp < Tpi1 < gn(T), 21 — gn(T).
At this point we can conclude the proof as in Theorem 4.7, i.e., by extending
h, to hy: U — U while preserving dis(h,) < % and then by extending it
to U while preserving dis(h,) < % Analogously, we extend h,, to U while
preserving dis(h,) < 2. Then, as in the proof of Theorem 4.7 we take the
limit 7 — oo to obtain maps h: U — U, h: U — U with dis(h) = dis(h) = 0,
i.e., they are /- and Z—preserving, respectively.

Finally (and again as in the proof of Theorem 4.7) we do this iteratively
for each covering set, while extending the previous maps. This gives global ¢-
and /-preserving maps h: X — X and h: X — X, which are continuous and
injective as X and X satisfy the point distinction property (PDP). Setting
F:=hoh: X — X yields a (-preserving map such that for each covering set
U as above we have F(U) C U, and U is compact as X is properly covered.
Thus we can apply Lemma 4.8 to conclude that U C F(U), which shows
surjectivity of F' as the Us cover X and F(U) C U. This yields surjectivity
of h and shows that h is an isometry. U

Note that we could have used Lemma 4.8 at the end of the proof of
Theorem 4.7 too, but we opted for the more direct way of exhibiting the
inverse maps explicitly. It seems not clear how one would establish h=ht
here directly.

5 Quotients of Lorentzian pre-length spaces

In this section we show that, by identifying points that cannot be distin-
guished by the time separation function ¢, one can always assume that the
point distinction property (PDP) holds. Such a procedure does not af-
fect convergence. For an analogous construction in the setting of bounded
Lorentzian metric spaces, see [MS24, Subsec. 1.3].
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Definition 5.1 (Identifying points with same time separations). Let (X, /)
be a Lorentzian pre-length space and define the following relation ~ on X

(4) x~y e la,z) =0y, 2), Uz,x) =L(z,y) Vz€ X.

Proposition 5.2 (Quotient time separation). Let (X, ¢) be a Lorentzian pre-
length space. Then the relation ~ defined in (4) is an equivalence relation
and the quotient X/. is a Lorentzian pre-length space with the quotient
topology and the time separation function

(21, []) = Az, y)

where [x],[y] are the equivalence classes of x,y € X. Finally, (X/,0)
satisfies the point distinction property (PDP).

Proof: Clearly ~ is symmetric, transitive and reflexive. Moreover, ¢~
is well-defined and the quotient topology is finer than the chronological
topology on X/ as 7~ (I*([z])) = Usep I*(x), where m: X — X/ is the
quotient map. ]

If a sequence converges in the pointed Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff
sense to a limit X, it also converges to its time separation quotient X/ .

Theorem 5.3 (Time separation quotient preserves limits). If

(Xn, ln,0n,Uy) PLGH (X,4,0,U) (resp. strongly),
then
(Xny by O0ns Uy PLGH (X)o7 7(0), (w(Ug))k) (resp. strongly),
where U = (Ug)ken and m: X — X~ is the quotient map.

Proof: Any e-net for a subset A C X is an e-net for 7(4) C X/. with
respect to £~. Moreover, the distortion of correspondences does not change,
the extension property of correspondences holds trivially and forward den-
sity of the vertices follows from the continuity of . O

Remark 5.4. Taking the time separation quotient collapses points which are
not causally related or only null related to the past/future to three distinct
points. These points might or might not be part of the space. Let (X,{) be a
Lorentzian pre-length space satisfying the point distinction property (PDP).
Then we can characterize the following three points which possibly lie in X :

(i) The point i° is characterized as
0(x,i%) = (1% z) = —00  Vze X\{i°},

and £(i%,i%) = 0. Such i° is called spacelike boundary in [MS2/, Rem.
1.2,2] in the setting of bounded Lorentzian metric spaces.
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(i) The future null infinity n. is characterized as
Uz,n) =0, £n%,2)=-0c VYzeX\{nl},
and £(n%,n%) = 0.
(iii) The past null infinity n® is characterized as
l(x,n’) = —oc0, Ln%,z)=0 VreX\{n'},

and £(n° ,n%) = 0.

6 Pre-compactness

Here we give a first pre-compactness result in a completely general setting.
To start, we introduce the timelike diameter of a subset of a Lorentzian
pre-length space.

Definition 6.1 (Timelike diameter). Let (X, /) be a Lorentzian pre-length
space and let A C X be a subset. The timelike diameter of A is defined by

diam”(A) := sup 7(z,y).
z,y€A
Theorem 6.2 (Pre-compactness I). Let X be a class of covered Lorentzian
pre-length spaces such that each (X, 0,0,U) € X, with coveringU = (Ug)ren,
satisfies the following properties.

(i) For each fized k € N, the timelike diameter of Uy, is uniformly bounded;
i.e., diam” (Uy) < T for a constant Ty, > 0 (independent of X ).

(ii) For allk € N and e > 0, there exists a (finite) constant N = N (k,e) >
0 (independent of X ) such that Uy admits an e-net Sf of cardinality
at most N.

(i4i) For all k € N and € > 0, it holds that S* C Sk+1.

Then any sequence in X has a converging subsequence; i.e., for any sequence
((Xn,ﬁn, On’u"))neN C X there exists a subsequence (nj); C N and a covered
Lorentzian pre-length space (X, {,0,U) such that

(Xnjs by 0ng s Un;) pLGH (X, l,0,U) strongly, as j — oc.

Proof: Fix a sequence ((Xn,fn, On’u”))neN C X and write Uy, = (Ug n)keN
for n € N. We will inductively construct the limit space X by constructing
a cover U = (U, o) ken-
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Step 1: Constructing a limit of (Uyy,)n.
For all m € N,m > 1 there is a %—net S1,n,m for Uy p, with

Sl,n,m = {J(xin,m’ y%,n,m)’ SRR J(fﬂivwm yfﬁz,::z)} :

By assumption, [S1,,,| < N(1, L) =t Ni,,. By a diagonal argument, we
can assume that, up to subsequences:

. i J : i J
3 i (o Van) 3 0 (0 s )
3 lim En(xlm,m,on), 3 lim fn(yl,n,m,on),
n—oo n—oo
3 lim fn(On,an,m)a 3 lim fn(On,?h,n,m)a
n—00 n—00

for all 4, j € N. Thus, we define the (countable) space Uj « as
1 1 N N
Uto0 = {xl,oo,layl,oo,l’ R <1>o11’y1 éolp L1,00,25 - ~yU{0so}-

Step 2: Induction step k — 1 — k.

We assume that we have constructed Uy o C ... C Up_1 . By assumption,
the e-nets for Uy 5, are contained in the e-nets for Uy, ,, (for all n € N). Ar-
guing as in the first step (by using a diagonal procedure twice), we preserve
the convergence properties with respect to Ui_1, and overall we get that
for all i,j € N

. i j . i J
] nh—l;l;)lo gn(xlvnvm’ yl,n,m) ’ s nh—>ngo En (yl,n,m? iELn,m) ’
El 11m En(an,m? On) 3 3 11m En(yLn,m? On) 9
n—00 n—00
Hnlgréoﬁn(on,wlvmm), th_{n Cn(0n, Y1 1m) »
L 1 1 Ng,io | Nia 2!
where Uy oo = Uk—1,00 U {%} o 15 Uk 0,15 - - - s T oo 1 Yhoo 10 oo 20 - e

Step 3: Construction of the limit space.
We set Xoo := Upen Uk 00 With covering Uy, = (Ug,00)o0- The time separa-
tion function £, is given as

— J
E ('Ik;oom’yk/oom/ _nh—>II;o€n xk n,m’yk/nm/),
. 7 i
Coo (U o s Thooms) = B Ly s T
[ _ : [
EOO (xk7oo7m, l‘k/, m! — hm En xk;7n7m’ 7n,nﬂbl) )

i J
600 (yk,oo,mv yk’, m/

i _ 7
Eoo(xk ,00,ms Ooc0) = nhjgogn Lkm,msOn)
) = lim 4, (y; )
00 ykoom? oo n\Yk n)

14
L

(i
OO(OOO’xkoom
(

):
):

):
)_TL*)OO
S
):

):

):

goo Oooaykoom



for all 4, j,k,k’,m,m’ € N. From this definition it readily follows that £,
satisfies the reverse triangle inequality and foo(z,z) > 0 for all x € X .
Finally, we use the chronological topology on X, hence (Xo, ) is a

Lorentzian pre-length space.

Step 4: X, pL—GI;I Xeo-

Convergence of the vertices is clear by construction. Since X, only consists
of the vertices and the distinguished point o, the covering property, and
the timelike forward density property are trivially satisfied. Moreover, the
extension property holds by construction. This finishes the proof. O

7 Completion of a Lorentzian pre-length space

In the pre-compactness theorem 6.2 the limit is countable and not a con-
tinuum, hence one might wish to complete it. This is particularly relevant
when showing that the limit of globally hyperbolic spaces is globally hy-
perbolic (cf. Theorem A.15, in the appendix). To that aim, in this section
we introduce the forward completion of a Lorentzian pre-length space (cf.
[Gig25] in the general framework of partially ordered spaces, building on the
classical Dedekind completion).

Definition 7.1. Let (X, {) be a Lorentzian pre-length space. A forward com-
pletion of X is a Lorentzian pre-length space (X,{) satisfying the following
properties:

(i) (X,0) is forward complete (cf. Definition 4.5);
(i) J*(x) C X is closed, for all T € X;

(i4i) There exists an isometric embedding of (X, £) into (X, £) such that X
is forward dense in X, i.e., for all x € X there exists a sequence (xy )k
in X such that xp <1 <T and xp — T.

Theorem 7.2 (Existence of a forward completion). Let (X, ¥) be a Lorentzian
pre-length space. Then X admits a completion (X, {). Moreover, there exists
at most one completion (X,£) (up to isometry), such that:

(i) The time separation function T is continuous;

(ii) The causal relation < is a closed partial order;

(iii) For all z € X\X, it holds that T € I%(z).

Proof: Step 1. Construction of the Lorentzian pre-length space.
Define

Y := {(z1)r € X" such that z; < 2;,1 < z Vk € N and for some z € X}.
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We define a time separation function £ on Y as follows. Let (x)k, (yx)r € Y,
then we set

O ((x1)k, (Y1) = limsup £(zy, yr) -

k,l—oc0

The function ¢ is valued in {—oc} U [0,00] and ¢'((x)k, (zx)r) > 0 for all
(xr)k € Y. Indeed, £(xy, x) € {0,00} for all k € N, thus

(), (21))) = limsup £(xy, 2;) > limsup £(zg, 71) > 0.
k,l—o0 k—o0
We next show that ¢ satisfies the reverse triangle inequality.
Let (z)k, (y1)1, (z+)r € Y. Then, for all k,l,7 € N, we have that {(zy,y;) +
Ly, zr) < l(xp, 2,). Thus,

L i=limsup L, ) + 0, ) ) < 0((@)ks (20),)
k,l,r—o00

We know that L < ¢((zg)k, (v1)i1) + €' ((y1)1, (2r)r); we claim that actually
equality holds. Let us first consider the case L = —oo. The monotonicity of
the sequence (y;);, implies that if ¢(zy,y;) = —oo, then ¢(xy,yy) = —oo for
all I’ < 1. Thus, L = —oo implies that ¢'((xg)k, (v1)1)) + ¢ ((y)i, (z)r)) =
—oo and the reverse triangle inequality is trivially satisfied. To prove the
claim for L € R, assume by contradiction that there is an € > 0 such that
L+e < V((zk)k, (w)) + ¢ ((w)i, (2r)r). There are ko,lo, 790 € N such that
for all k > ko,1 > lg,r > 7o we have £(xy,y) + €(y1,2,) < L + §. Moreover,
there are subsequences (ky)n, (I )nss (Lnrr )nrry (P ) with

U2, y1,,) > (k)i (W) —

g(ylnmzrn///) > gl((yl)h (ZT’)T’)) -

)

O L

Take n,n’,n”,n"" large enough such that k, > ko, > lo, Ly > Ly, e >
ro. Then l(zy,,y1,) < l(zk,, 1, ) and we can estimate

L+e <((zu)k, (W) + € ()i, (z)r))

13
S g(xkna yln/) + g(yln// ) Zrn///) + 5

g
S g(xkrw yln//) + g(yln// ) ZT’nm) + 5

<L+e,

which is a contradiction since L € R.
Step 2. Construction of an equivalence relation ~ on Y.
Define an equivalence relation ~ on Y as follows: (xg)r ~ (yg)x if there is
a z € X and subsequences (zy,); and (yg,); of (zx)r and (y )k, respectively
such that
Ty <Yy < Ty < Yk, <2 VIEN.
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In particular, the sequence (z;); given by

Tk, [=0mod 2,
zp =
l Yk, {=1mod 2,

is in Y. Clearly, ~ is reflexive and symmetric by shifting the index of the
sequence by +1. To show transitivity, let (xg)k, (Yx)k, (2x)x € Y with bounds

z,y, z, respectively. If (zg)r ~ (yr)k and (yx)x ~ (2)k, let (zx,)1, (ks
(Yn, )1, (21,)1 be the corresponding subsequences such that, for all [ € N:

xk‘l S ykl S xk:l_H S ykl“ 9 ynl S Zk‘l S ynl+1 S Zk?H_l S Z.

Then, for [ = 0 we can find ny, such that n{, > ko =: k(. Hence:

1’% < yk(’) < yn6 < Zn6 < yn6+1 < xn6+2 .
Setting k] := n{, + 2, we obtain the desired subsequences iteratively; since
all zis are bounded by z, we conclude.

Step 3. Endowing the quotient X := Y/ ~ with the quotient time
separation £.
Define X := Y/ ~ and

(2], ly]) =€ (z,y),

where [z] is the equivalence class of x € Y. First, we show that the
time separation function ¢ is well-defined. It suffices to fix one slot, so
let (2})r ~ (2x)r in Y and without loss of generality we can assume that

Uk, ym) = C((2k )k (Ym)m) and £y, yor) = € (23 )k (Ym)m) (otherwise
take subsequences). By assumption, there are subsequences (z,);, (w%l)l of
(xk)r and (z},)k, respectively, such that

xp, < x;gl < T, < x;lﬂ VieN.
By the reverse triangle inequality, we infer that
U@y Ymr) < gy, xh) + (@, Ymr) < (g, Ypr) and
E(xkl-q-l’ym) < g(x%l’xkl-ﬂ) + E(xkl-q-l’ym) < E(x;cl’ym) .

Now taking the limit superior as I, m’ — oo in the first inequality we get

(@) (Ym)m) < Hmsup &g, Yo ) < € ((@0)k, (Ym)m))

Il,m/ —o00

and taking the limit superior as [, m — oo in the second one we get

5/((mk)k, (Ym)m) < limsup e(x;cpym) < 5’((962%7 (Ym)m)) -

l,m—o0

In summary, this gives ¢ ((zx)k, (Ym)m) = € (Z})k: (Ym)m)-
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Step 4. X is forward complete.
Now, we topologize X with the chronocausal topology (i.e., the topology
generated by the subbase I*(y), X\J¥(y) for y € Y) and show that (X, )
is forward complete. It suffices to work in (Y,#): Let y™ < y™*! < z in
Y for all m € N, where y™ = (y')r, 2 = (2r)r with y < it < 2™
and 2 < zpyp1 < 2 for some 2™, 2 € X for all k,m € N. The assumption

y™ < y™*t1 < z implies that there are subsequences such that ¢ (yz;, ny“) —
l

O (y™,y™r) > 0 and ﬁ(ygfﬂ, zey) = L' (y" 1, 2) > 0. In particular, since £
l

takes values in {—oo} U [0, +00), we get that for all m € N there is [ € N
such that for all [ > [[* we have E(yz},yz}ﬂ) > 0 and there is [* > [ such
1

that for all [ > [ we have E(ygfrl, Z’ff') > 0. By always choosing l;:{ > k] we
1

can without loss of generality assume that l;:{ = kj. This yields that

Y, < yZlf“ <z, forall meN, > .

Moreover, we can choose (I8, and (If*);, to be non-decreasing in m.
We define the limit y = (yi)r inductively:

First, we set yg := ygﬂ <z < 2. Then, we assume that we already have
lO l

0
defined y, for r = 0,...,n such that
(i) yr <ypy1 < zZforr=0,...,n—1, and

(i) yr=yp ) for some increasing function {: {0,...,n} — N.

U(r

Let I(n + 1) > max(l(n), ;') such that k;(n) < ki(nt1)- Then, we set

=t < <z
Ynt1 - yk‘z(n+1) = Zkf/(nﬂ) =%,

hence we get that

n+1 < ynJrl

— n
Yn = Yk < yk;(n) Ki(n1)

= Yn+1 -
Consequently, y := (yn)n € Y.

Now we show that y™ — y in Y with respect to the chronological topol-
ogy. Let w € I (y), i.e., £'(w,y) >0 and w = (wg) with wy < wiyq < 0
for some w € X. There are subsequences such that

0<e:=/(w,y)=limsup l(wy,y,) = . liLn Uwi,, Yr,,) -

k,r—o00

In particular, there are ty,ng € N such that for all ¢ > ¢y,n > ng we have
U(wy,, yr,) > 5 > 0. Let s > ki, ), then

Do ™

g(wkw y;’no) > U(wg,, yl:?((ino)) = l(wg,, yrno) =
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Consequently, we get

¢ (w,y") = limsup £(wg, ys"°) > limsup £(wy,, ys"®) >

k,s—00 t,s—00

>0,

N ™

ie, w < y™o. Hence for all v > r,, we have w < y™o < Y ie.,
Y e It (w) for all 7/ > 1y, as required.
Similarly, let w € I (y), then there are subsequences such that

0<e:=/0(y,w)=limsupl(y,,wy) = lm L(y,., ,wg,).

k,r—o00 t,n—00

In particular, there are £y, ng € N such that, for all ¢ > tg,n > ng, we have
C(Yr, wr,) > 5 > 0. Then for t > tg, n > ng and s > ky(,.,) we get that

T < " = <...< Wy, -
Ys = ykll(m) Ki(rn+1) Yrp+1 = S Yrpyr K Wy

Thus we obtain £(yg", wi,) > £(Yr,,,, Wk,) > 5 and so

Oy, w) > limsup £(yL", wg,) > = > 0.

8,t—00

N ™

This means that y"™ € I~ (w) for all n > ng. Consequently, for 7’ € N we
have 1’ < 1, for somen € Nwithn > ng, soy” <y < w,soy” € I~ (w) as
required. This concludes the proof of y™ — y in the chronological topology.

It remains to show that 4™ — y with respect to the causal topology. Let

y & JH(w), ie.,

k’llir_)noog(wkayn) = —00.
Thus, there are kp,n9 € N such that, for all £ > ky and n > ng, we
have {(wg,yn) = —oo. Let n > ng and r > ki(,, then y' < y%:) <
yZzJ(rnlﬂ) = Yn+1- So for all k > ko,n > ng and 7 > ky(,y we have £(wy,y,") <
{(wk, Ynt1) = —00, hence ¢'(w,y" 1) = —co and y"* & J*(w) for n > ng.

Now assume that y ¢ J~ (w), then analogously as in the previous case
we have

lim  4(yn,wg) = —o0,
k,n—00
and so {(yp,wy) = —oo for all n > ng, k > ko for some ng, kg € N. Assume

by contradiction that there is a sequence m, ,* oo such that y™ € J~ (w)
for all » € N. Thus, there are subsequences such that for all » € N there are
to(r), so(r) € N with £(y;"", wg,) > 0 for all £ > to(r),s > so(r). Then, let
r € Nand s > so(r). If to(r) < 1(m,) then by the above

0 S g(yz;(mT awks) = —00,

)

a contradiction. If, on the other hand, to(r) > I(m,) we have

0 < tlypr ) < LT wn) = =00,

)
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again a contradiction. This concludes the proof of the forward completeness
of (X,4).
Step 5. Forward dense isometric embedding of X into X.

We can embed X into X as constant sequences and show that these are
forward dense in (X, /). Let

(5) y= (k€Y.

Define the sequence (y™),, in Y by setting

(6) Y™ = (Ym)k -

In other words, for every m € N, the element y" € Y is given by the constant
sequence (Y, )x, where y,, is the m'™ term in the sequence defining y € Y
as in (5).

First, we show that y™ < y™*! <y, for all m € N. Indeed, by construc-
tion, £'(y™, y"™ ) = L(Ym, Ym+1) > 0 and ' (y™, y) = lim supy,_, o0 €(Ym, Yx) >
0, as eventually & > m.

We now prove that y™ — y, as m — oo. Let w € [ (y), w =
(wg)r € Y. Then there are subsequences such that 0 < ¢ := ¢'(w,y) =
limg o0 £(Wk, , Y, ). Thus, there are sg,typ € N such that, for all s > sg,t >
to, we have £(wg,,Ym,) > 5 > 0. Then, for s > sq, it holds that

U (w,y™) = limsup £(wg, Ym,) > limsup £(wy,, Ym,) > 5 >0,

k—o00 t—o00

Do | M

i.e., y™s € I'T(w) for all s > sg. Consequently, for all m’ € N with mg, < m’
we have w < y™o < y™  and so y™ € I'(w) as required.

Now let w € I*(y). Analogously to the previous case, there are sub-
sequences such that 0 < ¢ := ¢/(y,w) = limg 00 £(Ym,, Wk, ). Thus, there
exist so,%o € N such that £(ym,,,wy,) > 5 > 0, for all s > sg,t > ty. Then,
for s > sg, we get

O (y"s w) = limsup (Y., wi) > limsup £(ym,, wy,) > = >0,

k—o0 t—o00

| ™

ie, y™ € I (w) for all s > sy. Consequently, for all m’ € N there is an
s > sg such that m’ < mg, hence ym/ < y™ < w, and so ym/ € I (w) as
required.

It remains to check convergence for the open sets X\J*(w). First, as-
sume that y ¢ J*(w), then for k,n € N large we have £(wy,yy) = —oo.
This immediately implies that —oo = £(wy, yx) = £(wy, (y¥)r), for all large
n,k € N hence y* ¢ J*(w) for all large k € N. Similar, if y ¢ J~(w), then
—00 = Lyp,wn) = L((y*)g,wy) for k,n € N large, hence y* ¢ J~(w) for
k € N large. This concludes the proof that y™ — y in Y.
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Step 6. Uniqueness.

Assume there exist two completions (X, /) and (Y/,Z,) such that the asser-
tions (i)—(iii) hold. We construct a map f: X — X' as follows.

On X, f is the identity between the inclusions X € X and X C X
Next we define f on X \ X. For z € X\X, let 7, — Z with 2, € X
and zp <41 <7z, for all k € N. By item (iii) we have I+( ) # 0; so let
w E I;%(:E) and let @ = lim w;, where w; < w1 <w. Then, there exists [ € N
such that £ < w;. Consequently, for all £ € N, we have z; <Z << w;. Then,
in X we also have Tk E’ Tkl E’ wy. Thus, by forward completeness of 7/,
the sequence (zy)r C X' converges to some point Z € X . Set f(z) =7

We next show that f is well-defined. Let y, < yp11 < with y, — Z in
X be another sequence of elements in X converging to Z in X and to ¢’ in
X' Letw e I%,(”) with w; — w, wy < w, w; € X for all [ € N. Therefore,

there exists g € N such that, for all I > ly, we have § & w;. Since x —
in X, for every [ > ly there exists k; € N such that for all k¥ > k; we have
Yk < 7 Zwy, ie., yp < w;. Taking the limit as k — oo in X' and using
the closedness of <', we get f(z) = @' < wj; taking the limit as | — oo
yields f(z) < w. Finally, letting @ — § thanks to item (iii), we obtain that
f(i)g/ y'. By swapping the roles of the sequences (xy)r and (yx)g, yields
the reverse inequality /< #'. Since by item (79) the causal relation <'isa
partial order, we conclude that Z’' = 3/, proving that f is well defined.

Since X embeds isometrically into both X and 7/, we can identify them
via the map f, and suppress f in the rest of the argument. Since X is dense
and the time separations are continuous, we get that 7 = 7. It remains to
show ¢ = 7' or, equivalently, that the causal relations coincide. Assume by
contradiction that there exist z,7 € X with

U(z,5) = —00 < 0="0(z,5) =7(z,7).

Then, assertion (iii) implies that there exists a sequence zj, € X with 3, &< Z
for all £k € N. Let y; — ¥, where y; € X. Since xkzlfglﬂ for all k£ € N,
there is an [ € N such that

xp <Ky, foralll> .

Taking the limit as [ — oo and using closedness of <, we get z, <y. Then
taking the limit as k — oo gives the contradiction z <g. Thus ¢ = 7 and
the proof is complete. ]

Finally, we establish that taking the completion does not affect conver-
gence (under mild conditions that will always be satisfied in the applications

below). Let (X, ln, 0n,Uy) — pLGH (X,2,0,U). We say that X consists only
of vertices, if for all covering sets Uy, € U,, and U, € U, there exist ——nets
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St for Uy, and corresponding %—nets for U}, ,, together with correspondences
satisfying points (i) — (iii) of Definition 3.6 such that

(7) orulJvish=u

For example, this is the case in the pre-compactness Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 7.3 (Forward completion preserves convergence).

Let (Xp, b, 0n,Un) —> pLGH (X, 4,0,U) strongly and let (X,£) be a completion
of (X,0). Assume that

o X is first countable, or

e X consists only of vertices, i.e., (7) holds.

Then (Xp, Ly, 0n,Up) — pLGH (X, l,0 JU), where U = (Up)ren, U = (Uk)ren,

and Uy, is the closure of Uy, in X.

Proof: Fix k € N and let € > 0, then there exists a finite e-net for Uy,
which we denote by (J(Pz,%))z 1- By Theorem 7.2 we have J(pl,qz) —
J(pi,qi) fori =1,..., N. Consequently, (J(pi,¢;))i; is an e-net for Uy: As
Uk © Uzj\il J(pi, ;) we get that

N N
U ph% = UJ(piv%')'
i=1 i=1

Moreover, £(p;,q;) = £(pi,q;) for all i = 1,..., N and the time separations
of the vertices still converge, as they are unchanged. Thus, it only remains
to show the extension property for correspondences and forward density. In
fact, the extension property for correspondences is preserved as we do not
need to change the set of vertices by the above.

To show forward density, let y € U \V, where V is a collection of vertices
of ——nets for Uy, that is timelike forward dense in U. As X is forward dense
in X we have y = lim,,_s00 ™, where y™ € X with y™ < y™t! < y for
all m € N. If y™ € V for infinitely many m € N, then we found the
desired approximating sequence (if X consists only of vertices this is the
case anyways). If not, by the strong convergence, there are sequences (s;*)x
in V such that s < s | < y™ for all m,k € N and limg_, 53" = y™.
Since limy 50 s,l§ = y1 and 82 < y¥ < y', there is a k; € N such that for
all k > k1 we have 50 < Sk Continuing iteratively, we obtain a sequence
(spr) with s < sm++1 < y™*! for all m € N,m > 1. Then, since X is
first countable taking the limit m — oo yields s}’ — y as required. O
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Remark 7.4. Loosing strong convergence in Theorem 7.3 above is not a
serious issue, as the main purpose of strong convergence is to establishing
uniqueness of limits (see Theorem 4.7); however, the uniqueness of a com-
pletion already follows from Theorem 7.2, thus establishing the uniqueness
of limits also in this case.

Corollary 7.5 (Converging sequence has forward complete limit that sat-
isfies PDP). Let (Xy,, ln, 0n,Uy) pLGH (X,2,0,U) strongly. Assume that

e X consists only of vertices, i.e., (7) holds, or
e there erists a first countable completion X of (X, /).

Then there exists a causal, forward complete, limit Lorentzian pre-length
space (X, ) that satisfies the point distinction property (PDP) and each
JE () is closed in X for all T € X.

Proof: Let (X,f) be a completion of (X,¢), which exists by Theorem
7.2, then it is forward complete and each J¥(Z) is closed in X for all Z €

X. By Theorem 7.3, we get (X, 4y, 0n,Uy) pLGH (X,0,0,U). Taking the
time separation quotient of (X, ¥), we obtain a Lorentzian pre-length space
(7’, Z’) that satisfies the point distinction property (PDP) and is still a limit
by Theorem 5.3. Moreover, the causal futures and pasts J=(z') are closed in
X forall 7 € X' by continuity of the quotient map w. Causality of (7’, ZI)
follows from Lemma 4.3. U

We can now apply the above to show that any globally hyperbolic space-
time arises as a pointed Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff limit of finite spaces.
This might have implications to approaches to Quantum Gravity like causal
set theory [BLMS87] (cf. [Surl9] for a recent review), see also Subsection
10.4. An analogous local result was proved in the context of bounded
Lorentzian metric spaces [MS24, Cor. 4.32], which implies that any causal
diamond in a smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime can be approximated
by finite bounded Lorentzian metric spaces (called causets).

Theorem 7.6. Each smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime is the strong pointed
Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff limit of finite (discrete) Lorentzian pre-length
spaces. In fact, the same holds true for any globally hyperbolic spacetime with
continuous Lorentzian metric, provided I is an open relation.

Proof: Fix some o € M and let U = (Uy)ren be a cover given by Lemma
3.11. Then each Uy is a globally hyperbolic spacetime itself (as it is open
and causally convex). Moreover, as the Alexandrov topology is the manifold
topology (by strong causality) it is separable. Denote by D a countable
dense subset of M, where without loss of generality we can assume that
o € D. Next we show that, for all ¢ > 0 and p € M there are d,d € D
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such that p € I(d,d') and 7(d,d") < e. To see these two claims, let p € M
and let O C M be an open neighborhood of p such that 7 < e on O x O.
By strong causality, there are p* € M such that p € I(p~,pt) C O. As
I(p~,p) # 0 # I(p,p") there are d € I(p~,p) N D, d € I(p,p™) N D, hence
p € I(d,d"). Consequently, for all ¢ > 0, we have

k

with 7(pf,¢¢) < e and p§,q¢; € D for all 4, i.e.,

Sp=AJWi,q;) 1 =0,...,Ng}

is a finite e-net for U,. We want to make sure that we use all elements of D
as vertices, so we consider

S¢ = {J(di,d;) : 7(di,d;) < &5, < k.

Then, S U SIF% is still a finite e-net for U,. Now, setting

- n 1 1
Upn = |J VISP UV(S),

m=1

we have that (Ukn,ﬁlgmx(jkn) e (

Uk, l|u, v, ) strongly as n — oo since
the vertices and the time separations of the vertices are unchanged At
this point we make the Ukms increasing by setting Uy, ,, := Ul 0 U, n- Then
setting

Xp=Uypyn and X := U Uk,

n,keN
gives

pLGH

(X ) X0 x X0 0, (Ugn)ren) — (X, lxxx,0,(Ug)x) strongly.

Finally, we show that X is dense in M. To this end it suffices to show
~ L
that D C Uy 1 V(S;). Let d = d; € D, then since I (d) is open, non-

empty and 7(d,d) = 0 there is a d’' = d; € I (d) with T(d, d') < L for some
1

n € N,n > 1. Then J(d,d') € S <(i,j) and so d € V(S;ax(”)) By Remark

4.6, (M,4,) is a first countable forward completion of (X,¢|xxx), hence

by Theorem 7.3 we have (Xy, 0| x,xx,,0, (Ugn)ken) — pLGH (M, Lg,0,Ud). In
fact, by construction the vertices are timelike forward dense, yielding strong
convergence. O
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8 Geometric pre-compactness

The goal of this section is to apply the Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff conver-
gence developed in the paper, in particular the pre-compactness theorem, to
smooth spacetimes. An interesting feature of the geometric pre-compactness
result proved below is that it heavily relies on the causal structure, and it
has no immediate counterpart in Riemannian signature.

We start with the case of a Lorentzian product of the real line with a
Riemannian manifold. Let (3,h) be a compact Riemannian manifold; in
particular, (3, h) is totally bounded. Here, total boundedness means that for
all € > 0 there exists a finite (metric) e-net S; C ¥ ie., ¥ = [J,cq. BY" (s)
and |S.| < N(g) < oo, where d” is the metric induced by h. Now we consider
the product spacetime M := R x ¥ with Lorentzian metric —dt? + h, which
is globally hyperbolic since X is complete. Set 3, := {t} x ¥ for t € R.

Lemma 8.1 (Cover by causal diamonds in the future of ¥g). Let A C
Jt(24,) for some tg > 0. Then for all 0 < & < ty, for all (metric) e-nets S
in ¥ we have A C I'T({0} x S).

Proof: Let a= (t,0) € A, then t > ty. Let 0 < ¢ <ty and S be an e-net
in ¥. Thus there is an s € S such that d"(o,s) < e. Let v: [0,1] — M,
v(s) := (ts,7(s)), where 4: [0, 1] — X is a minimizing geodesic from 7(0) = s
to 7(1) = o with |¥], = d"(s, ). Now clearly ~ is a future directed timelike
curve from (0, s) to a = (t,0). O

In the next lemma we obtain a bound on the cardinality of (Lorentzian)
e-nets in terms of the cardinality of (metric) e-nets of ¥ and the time lapse.

Lemma 8.2 (Bounding the cardinality of Lorentzian e-nets). Let 0 < t_ <
ty and let A C JT (2 )NJ (Be,). Let 0 < e < t_ and let sy,...,sN
be an 5-net in X. Then there is a Lorentzian e-net of cardinality at most

[%] - N covering A, where [z] is the smallest integer greater or equal

z € R.

Proof: Set L := [t+;€t_1 and t; :=t_ + 5 for i = —1,..., L. Moreover,

set x; j = (t;,s;) fori =0,...,L, j=1,...,N and
J = {J(wi_Lj,xHQJ):i:O,...,L—l;j = 1,...,N}.

Then J is a collection of causal diamonds J(z;_1 j,%it2;), which satisfy
T(J(.%'Z’_Lj,xﬂ_lj)) = T(m'i_Lj,.%'H_Q,j) = tjy2 — t;—1 = €. Note that t_; =
t_—e>0.

Next, we show that A C |J;c,J. Let a = (t,0) € A, then there is
an i € {0,...,L} such that t; <t < t;4; and j € {1,..., N} such that
d"(o, ;) < 5. Define v: [0,1] — M as y(s) = (st + (1 — s)t;—1,7(s)), where
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7:10,1] — ¥ is a minimizing geodesic from ¥(0) = s; to (1) = o with
|75 = d"(s;, o). Therefore

g2 g2

9(757) = _(t - tifl)Q + dh(sj?o-)Q < _5 + 3 = 0,
as t > t;. Thus a € J"(z;_1;). Similarly, defining X: [0,1] — M by setting
A(s) := (stiza + (1 — s)t,7(s)) for s € [0,1] gives a future directed timelike
curve from a to w2 ; ast < t;1 and

.. 2 2
90 8) = ~(tise =17 + d"(s5,0)? < =5 + 5 =0,
O

Corollary 8.3 (Scaled product metric). Let C' > 0 and consider the Lorentzian
metric

(8) pc = —C*dt* +h onR x X.

Then the corresponding bound on the cardinality of an e-net as in Lemma

8.2 is f”;ﬂ - N¢, where N¢ is the cardinality of an %—net in X.

Next, we establish a geometric pre-compactness theorem for a general
class of globally hyperbolic spacetimes. Recall that (see [BS05, Thm. 1.1]
and [MS11, Lem. 3.5]) every globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g) isometri-
cally splits as

(R x X, —pdt* + hy),

where : R x ¥ — (0,1] is smooth, ¥ is a smooth spacelike Cauchy-
hypersurface and h; is a t-dependent Riemannian metric on {t} x X. For
notational simplicity we will write (X, hg) for ({0} xX, hg). The following ge-
ometric pre-compactness theorem for globally hyperbolic spacetimes builds
on top of such a splitting and on the abstract pre-compactness for pLGH
convergence established before. Recall that, given two Lorentzian metrics
g,g' on M, the notation g < ¢’ means that

g(v,v) <0 = ¢ (v,v) <0, forallveTM.

Theorem 8.4 (Geometric pre-compactness). Let C': (0,00) — (0,00) and
N: (0,00) = N be given functions. Consider the following family Mc n of
smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes
Men ={R x X, —Bdt*+hy) : ¥ is a compact smooth manifold,
B: R x 3 — (0,1] is a smooth function,
Ve > 03e-net S in ¥ w.r.t. d with |S| < N(e),
VT >0: pPc(T) = —5dt2 + hy on [—T, T] X E},
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where pc(ry is defined as in (8). Then, for each T > 0, there exists a
uniform bound on the cardinality of Lorentzian e-nets needed to cover the
slab [=T,T] x . More precisely: Let T > 0 and € > 0. Then for every
(R x X, —Bdt? + hy) € Mcy there is a Lorentzian e-net of cardinality at

most
)
3e 3
covering [T, T] x 3.

Moreover, Mc N 1is sequentially pre-compact; i.e., for each sequence
in Mc,n there is a subsequence that strongly pLGH-converges to a cov-
ered Lorentzian pre-length space that satisfies the point distinction property
(PDP). This limit can be forward completed and is still the limit of such
a subsequence. Also, there exists at most one smooth globally hyperbolic
spacetime arising as such a strong limit (up to smooth isometry).

Proof: Step 1. Pre-compactness.
Let T >0, ¢ >0, and let (R x ¥,g) € Mc ., where g = —(dt? + hy. By
Corollary 8.3 applied to po(ry = —C(T)2dt? + hyg, there is a (Lorentzian)

e-net J for [-T,T] x ¥ of cardinality %} - N (C(g)s). By construction,
each J € J is of the form J((s,z),(t,z)) with - T <s<t<T,t—s=c¢

and z € ¥. Since pc(r) X g on [T, T] x X, then

ooy ((8,2), (t,2)) € Jy((s, ), (t,)), forall JeJ.

In particular, the union over J € J of Jy((s,z), (t,z)) covers [=T,T] x X.
Since by assumption § < 1, it is clear that 74(J) <t —s=¢, forall J € J.
In conclusion, J is an e-net for [T, 7] x ¥ with respect to 7.

Finally, we show that M¢ n satisfies the assumptions of the general pre-
compactness theorem 6.2. Let (M, g) € Mc n, fix a point o € ¥, and set
0:=(0,0) € M. Let k € N,k > 1, and set Uy, := [—k, k] x 2. Then the time-
like diameter of Uy, is uniformly bounded by 2k (independently from (M, g))
as f <1 and Uy C Upyq for all k € N,k > 1. Thus each (M, £y, 0, (Ug)i>1)
is a covered Lorentzian pre-length space satisfying the assumptions of Theo-
rem 6.2. Therefore, Theorem 6.2 yields a subsequence strongly converging to
a covered Lorentzian pre-length space. Then, Theorem 5.3 establishes that
this subsequence also strongly convergences to the time separation quotient
(which satisfies the point distinction property (PDP)). Moreover, Theo-
rem 7.2 and Proposition 7.3 give that the subsequence converges also to the
forward completion of the limit.

Step 2. Uniqueness of the limit in the class of smooth globally hyper-
bolic spacetimes.
Assume there are two smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes, arising as
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pLGH strong limits of the converging subsequence. Observe that the chrono-
logical topologies coincide with the manifold topologies; moreover, Proposi-
tion 4.9 ensures that the induced Lorentzian pre-length spaces are isometric
(as the vertices are timelike forward dense in each covering set Uy). In partic-
ular, the manifolds are homeomorphic (since isometries are continuous) and
have the same dimension (as manifolds) by invariance of domain. Thanks
to the Hawking-King-McCarthy theorem [HKMT76] (cf. [MSO08, Prop. 3.34],
[BEE96, Thm. 4.17]) such a time separation preserving homeomorphism is
actually a smooth isometry, yielding the claimed uniqueness. O

Remark 8.5. Notice that the condition pc(ry =< —Bdt? + hy is conformally
invariant; in particular, it does not depend on the curvature of (R x X,g).
The interesting feature of Theorem 8.4 is that it implies that a control on the
causality and a control of the cardinality of (metric) e-nets of the spacelike
slice (X, hg) allows to control the cardinality of e-nets for the spacetime. This
feature heavily relies on the causal structure and is markedly Lorentzian; we
are not aware of pre-compactness results in Riemannian signature having
this flavour.

9 Measured pLGH convergence

Let us start by defining a measured Lorentzian pre-length space, as a Lorentzian
pre-length space (in the sense of Definition 2.3) endowed with a reference
non-negative Borel measure. Recall that a topology is said to be Polish if it
can be induced by a complete and separable metric.

Definition 9.1 (Measured Lorentzian pre-length space). Let (X,¢) be a
Lorentzian pre-length space whose topology is Polish and such that causal
diamonds are Borel. Let m be a non-negative Borel measure, finite on causal
diamonds. Then the triplet (X,¢,m) is called measured Lorentzian pre-
length space.

Next, we discuss how to induce a measure into an e-net. Recall Definition
3.1 of vertices of a family of causal diamonds, and Definition 3.2 of e-net for
a set.

Definition 9.2 (Measured e-net). Let (X,¢,m) be a measured Lorentzian
pre-length space. Lete > 0 and A C X be a Borel subset. Let S = (J;)ien =
(J(pl-, Qi))ieN be a countable (or finite) e-net for A. Define the measure

o] i—1
©) ms =3 em(( AN ) Gy, + 6
i=1 j=1

The pair (S,mg) is called measured e-net for A.
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Note that (9) defines a measure. Indeed mg is the monotone limit of the

increasing family of finite measures Y | tm ((J, NA)\ Ué;le) (0p; + 0g;)-

We next give a measured version of the LGH convergence of subsets.
Roughly, we add the weak convergence of measures to the LGH convergence
(see Definition 3.6). The weak convergence of measures is understood in

duality with real valued continuous functions with compact support.

Definition 9.3 (Measured LGH-convergence of subsets). Let (X, {,, my,),
n € N, and (X, ¢,m) be measured Lorentzian pre-length spaces. For eachn €
N, let A, be a Borel subset of X,, and let A be a Borel subset of X. We say
that A,, converges to A in the (resp. strong) measured Lorentzian Gromov-

Hausdorff sense (mLGH for short), and write A, mLGH 4 (resp. strongly) if
A, S8 A (resp. strongly) and if there exist Borel maps g\,: V/(S!) — V(S!)
realizing a 1/1—correspondence of V(S%) and V(S') such that

(10) llim lim (g )ymg =miA  weakly as measures.
— 00 N—00 n

Here mLA denotes the restriction of the measure m to the Borel set A.

We can now define a measured version of the pointed Lorentzian Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence (Definition 3.12).

Definition 9.4 (Measured pLGH-convergence of covered measured Lorentzian
pre-length spaces). Let (X, by, My, 0n,Uy), n € N, and (X, ¢, m,0,U) be cov-
ered measured Lorentzian pre-length spaces, with U = (U oo)ren and Uy, =
(Ukn)ken families of Borel subsets. We say that ((Xn,ﬁn,mn,on,un))neN
converges to (X, £, m,0,U) in the (resp. strong) pointed measured Lorentzian
Gromov-Hausdorff sense (pmGH for short), and write

(Xns by Wy, 0, Uy) p%H (X, 0,m,0,U) (resp. strongly),

if for each k € N it holds that Uy, mLGH Uk,0o (resp. strongly) as n — oo.
From the construction of the measure mg as in (9) and following the
proof of Theorem 7.6, one can show the next result.

Theorem 9.5. Each smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g) endowed
with a continuous weighted measure m = exp(®) dvoly, ® € CO(M), is the
strong pointed measured Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff limit of countable
(discrete) measured Lorentzian pre-length spaces. In fact, each covering set
of the approrimating sequence can be chosen to be finite.

We next refine the pre-compactness Theorem 6.2, obtaining a pre-compactness
result for the pmLGH convergence.
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Theorem 9.6 (Pre-compactness for pmLGH). Let X be a class of covered
measures Lorentzian pre-length spaces such that each (X,¢,m,o,U) € X,
with covering U = (Uy)ken, satisfies the assumptions (i), (ii), (iii) of Theo-
rem 6.2, and moreover:

(itv) For all k € N there exists Cy, > 1 such that CL,C <m(Ug) < C.

Then any sequence in X has a converging subsequence in pmLGH-sense;
i.e., for any sequence ((Xy, ln, My, 0n,Uy))n C X there exists a subsequence
(n;); C N and a covered measured Lorentzian pre-length space (X, ¢, m,o0,U)
such that

LGH .
(X lnjs M, 0 Un;) i (X, 0,m,0,U) strongly, as j — 0.

R

Proof. Let (X, n, My, 0n,Uy))n C X. By Theorem 6.2 we know that there
exists a subsequence (n;); C N and a covered Lorentzian pre-length space
(Xoos Yoo, 000, Uso) such that

pLGH

(an7£nj70nj7unj) — (X007€OO70007UOO) StrongIY7 as j — Q.

By the construction performed in the proof of Theorem 6.2, we have
that:

(a) X is a countable set.

(b) For every m > 1, and every k € N, Uy o admits a finite 1/m-net
Skoom> @ =1,..., Ni,, with a finite set of vertices

V(Skpo,m) - {xﬁc,oo,nwylzc,oo,m}iilv---yNk,m'
Moreover, the family of vertices is increasing, i.e,
V(Sk,oo,m) - V(Sk,oo,m+1)7
and U}, « is obtained as the union of such vertices:
o0
Uk,oo = U V(Sk,oo,m)
m=1
(c¢) For every m > 1, and every k € N, there exists maps
gom * V(Skjm) =V (Skioom)

with distortion less than 1/m, where V(S j.m) denotes the set of ver-
tices of the 1/m-net Sy, ;, for Uy ; C Xn;s Uk,j € Un;. Moreover,

(11)  V(Skjm—1) CV(Skjm) and gk jmlv(s,,n_1) = Ikjm—1
(12)  V(Sk-1,4m) C V(Skjm) and gk jmlv(s, . m) = Gk—1,jm-
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We endow X, with the discrete topology, i.e., every point is an open set.

Since X is countable, such a topology is Polish.

We need to show that Uy, mLGH Uk,o0, up to a further subsequence. We

already know that Uk,n]. Iﬂ){ Uk, so0 it is enough to show that, up to a
subsequence in j,

(13) lim lim (g jm)ims, ;,, = MeoLUk oo  Weakly as measures,
m~>00]—)oo 3Js ,J,m s
where my is a suitable measure on X, to be constructed.

Step 1. Case k = 1.

Due to the finiteness of the set, a measure on V(5] ,m) can be identified
with a non-negative function defined on it (giving the weights of the Dirac
masses on the vertices). With such an identification, assumption (iv) guar-
antees that (g1 jm)yms, ;, defines a non-negative function on V(S1,00m)
bounded by Cy < oo, uniformly in j € N; actually, using assumption (iv)
together with the fact that every 1/m-net S1 j , is a covering of Uy ,; C Xy,
we get that

1 ‘
(14) TN < Z (91,5,m)gms, ;. (x) < C1,  for all j,m € N.
1 JBEV(Sl,oo,m)

Then, the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem in R, coupled with a diagonal ar-
gument, implies the existence of a real valued function pq p, @ V(S1,00m) —
[0, C1], such that

lim (917j,m)ﬁmsl,j,m () = p1m(x), forall z € V(S100,m)-
]HOO

Recalling (11) and that Ui oo = ey V (S1,00,m), @ diagonal argument pro-
duces a function

p1:Uieo = [0,C1], P1V (St com) = P1m  for allm € N,
such that

(15) lim lim (g1,j,m)sms; ;.. () = p1(z), forall z € Uy -

m—0o0 j—00

Define the measure my o, on Uy, associated to py:

mLOO = Z pl(.%') 53[;

:BEULOO
Observe that (15) yields

(16) lim lim (g1,j,m)gms, ;,, = M weakly as measures.
M=—300 j 00 I ,jsm 5
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Moreover, (14) ensures that

Ci <My00(Ur,00) < Ch.
1

Let us recall that we consider the weak convergence of measures in duality
with compactly supported continuous functions; since the X, is endowed
with the discrete topology, such functions vanish identically on the comple-
ment of a finite set.

Step 2. Inductive construction and conclusion.
Assume that, for some k > 2, we constructed a measure my_1 o, on Up_1 00
such that

17 lim lim (gg_1.5.m)sm L o=my_ weakly as measures.
( ) m*)OOJ*)OO(gk lvjym)ﬁ Sk—l,j,m k 1700 y
Arguing as in step 1 and recalling (12), we can construct a measure my o
on Uy, o such that
mk,oo'—Uk—l,oo =Mr_1,0

and such that, up to a further subsequence in j, it holds:

lim lim (gg,; m)ﬁmsk o =my o weakly as measures.
m—00 j—00 b b ’

Moreover, arguing as step 1, we have that

1
(18) oA <M o0(Ugoo) < Cf, forall k € N.
k
Since, by construction Xoo = Jpen Uk,o0 and Uk oo € Upy1,00, We can
define my, on X, by setting

mOOLUk,Oo =My o

The desired (13) now follows by the above constructions. Moreover, (18)
ensures that my is finite on causal diamonds in X . ]

10 Applications

In this final section we give four applications of the Lorentzian Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence developed above. First, we show that Chrusciel-
Grant approximations [CG12] of continuous spacetimes are an instance of
the Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence of their underlying Lorentzian
pre-length spaces. Second, we show that timelike sectional curvature bounds
are stable under Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence. Third, we in-
troduce blow-up tangents and finally, we prove a precise statement about
the main conjecture of causal set theory, an approach to Quantum Gravity.
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10.1 Chrusciel-Grant approximations viewed as Lorentzian
Gromov—Hausdorff convergence

Given a continuous Lorentzian metric g on a smooth manifold M, Chrusciel
and Grant [CG12] showed that there are sequences of smooth Lorentzian
metrics (Jn)n, (Gn)n that converge locally uniformly to g and have nested
lightcones, i.e., g, =X g = g, for all n € N. Moreover, any continuous
spacetime is a Lorentzian pre-length space in the sense of Definition 2.3 (see
also [KS18, Subsec. 5.1] and [Lin24] for works using the original definition
of Lorentzian pre-length space given in [KS18]).

Using a refined approximation from the outside given in [MS22, Ap-
pendix A] (and that the time separation functions converge) we show

Theorem 10.1 (Pointed Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff convergence for
continuous spacetimes). Let (M, g) be a continuous, causally plain* and glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetime and fix o € M. Then there is an approximation
Gn — g locally uniformly from the outside (i.e., such that g < Gny1 = Gn for
all n € N) and there are coverings U, U, of M with respect to g, gn such

that (M, €y, , 0,Uy) pLGH (M, £g,0,U) strongly.

Proof: We use the approximation g, given by [MS22, Prop. A.1] which
satisfies g, — ¢ locally uniformly, ¢ < gn+1 =< Gn, —9(v,v) < —gn(v,v)
for all g-causal v € TM, and —gp4+1(v,v) < —gn(v,v) for all g, i-causal
veTM, for all n € N.

By stability of global hyperbolicity for continuous metrics [Sim16, Thm.
4.5] there is a smooth metric § such that (M, §) is globally hyperbolic and
g < §. Fix o € M, then Lemma 3.11 gives a covering U with respect to
g. We claim that & = (Uy)gen is also a valid cover for g, for each n € N.
Clearly, the first three points of Definition 3.8 are satisfied. Each Uy is
relatively compact, hence by [Sam16, Lem. 1.4] there is a ny € N such that
for all n > ny we have g, < § on Uy. In particular, 7, := T, is bounded
(uniformly in n) on Uy and 7, — 7 uniformly on U}, by [MS22, Prop. A.2].

We will cover U}, be g-chronological diamonds which have small timelike
diameter with respect to 7y and vertices contained in a countable dense set
D. To see that this is possible let x € M and € > 0. Then there are
x* € D such that = € Iy (27, 2") with 7o(z~,2") < e. By strong causality
of (M,g) and since I, (z~,x") is an open neighborhood of z, there are
i* € Iyy(z=,27) N D such that z € I,(Z~,3T) C I(z~,z*). Then

(@, ") <7o(e, )+ 7@, 3 + (@t 2t) < m(x7,2t) <e,

as claimed.

4Using the modified time separation function of [Lin24] and adapting the proof of
[MS22, Lem. A.1] one could drop this assumption.
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Consequently, for every € > 0 there is a finite covering (I, (p;, qi))fv:fl of
U}, where 19(p;,q;) < e for all i =1,..., N.. Thus, we obtain

N¢ N¢ Ne
U ST € |J Lypis i) € | Jo(0ivai) € | Jp (03 @i)
=1 =1

i=1

and 7(p;, qi) < T(pi> @) < 10(pi,qi) < € for all n € N. So (Jy4(p;, qi))ﬁ\ﬁl and
(Jy,. (pi, @)=, are finite e-nets of the same cardinality for Uy, with respect to
¢ and £, respectively. As 7, — 7 on Uy, it remains to show that £,, — £ on the
set of vertices. Here the only relevant case is if p, g are vertices with p £, ¢q. If
p <g,, ¢ for infinitely many n € N then by [SAm16, Thm. 1.5] we would have
p <4 ¢ — a contradiction. Hence p <, ¢ and so the above convergence of
Tp to 7 applies. This immediately implies that (M, ¢, 0,U) converges to the
collection of all vertices of %—nets (I € N,I > 1). Continuing as in the proof
of Theorem 7.6, we have by Theorem 7.3 that (M,£,,0,U) also converges
to any forward completion of this set of vertices. Notice that (M,{,) is
one of such forward completions, since (M,g) is globally hyperbolic and
hence forward complete by Remark 4.6. Moreover, by construction the set
of vertices is timelike forward dense in M, yielding strong convergence. [

10.2 Stability of timelike sectional curvature bounds

In this subsection we show stability of lower timelike sectional curvature
bounds in the form of the four-point condition. Other (more-or-less) equiv-
alent notions of synthetic timelike sectional curvature bounds will be stable
as well, provided that the approximating spaces have curvature bounds in
the global sense and that the limit has a continuous time separation function.

Before we introduce the timelike four-point condition [BKR24|, we in-
troduce the two-dimensional Lorentzian model spaces of constant curvature
K € R (see e.g. [O'N83]) as

St(=)  K>0,
L*(K) := q R} K =0,
Hi(A%) K <0,
which have diameter Dy := \/f_K if K < 0 and Dg := oo otherwise.

Here 5‘% (r) is the simply connected covering manifold of the two-dimensional
Lorentzian pseudosphere of radius r > 0 (r = 1 is de Sitter space), R? is two-
dimensional Minkowski spacetime and H?(r) is the simply connected cover-
ing manifold of two-dimensional Lorentzian pseudohyperbolic space (r = 1
is anti-de Sitter space).
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Definition 10.2 (Four-point configurations). Let (X,¢) be a Lorentzian
pre-length space.

(i) A timelike future endpoint-causal four-point configuration is a quadru-
ple (y,x,21,22) € X* such that y < v < 21 < 23.

(ii) Similarly, a timelike past endpoint-causal four-point configuration is
a quadruple (2o, z1,2,y) € X* such that z < 21 < . < y.

(11i) Given a timelike future endpoint-causal four-point configuration (y,x, z1, 22)
and K € R, a four-point comparison configuration in L2%(K) is a
quadruple (4,7, 21, Z2) € L2(K)* such that

(a) 7(y,x) =7(y,2),

(b) 7(y,2z)=7y,z) (1=1,2),

(c) T(x,z) =7(x,%) (i=1,2), and

(d) z1, Zo lie on opposite sides of the line through ¥y, T.

(iv) Similarly, one defines a four-point comparison configuration for a time-
like past endpoint-causal four-point configuration.

Next we recall the definition of synthetic timelike sectional lower curva-
ture bounds in the form of the four-point condition as defined by Beran—
Kunzinger-Rott [BKR24, Def. 4.6] following a similar construction in the
positive signature case, cf. e.g. [AKP23].

Definition 10.3 (Four-point condition). Let (X,¢) be a Lorentzian pre-
length space and K € R. A > K-comparison neighborhood is an open set
U C X such that

(i) the time separation function T is continuous on the open set (U x U)N
=40, Dg)) and

(ii) for every timelike future endpoint-causal four-point configuration (y, z, z1, 22)
in U with 7(y, 22) < D and its comparison configuration (y, T, z1,Z2)
in L2(K) one has

(19) 7(21,22) 2’7_'(21,22).

Moreover, for every timelike past endpoint-causal four-point configu-
ration (za,21,x,y) in U with 7(22,y) < Dk and its comparison con-
figuration (22, %1, 7, %) in L2(K) one has

T(ZQ, 21) > f(?z, 21) .

Finally, we say that (X, ) has timelike sectional curvature bounded below
by K if X can be covered by > K -comparison neighborhoods and we say that
(X,£) has global timelike sectional curvature bounded below by K if X is
a > K-comparison neighborhood.
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The four-point condition is equivalent to the other synthetic timelike
sectional curvature bounds for large classes of Lorentzian pre-length spaces,
and hence to smooth timelike sectional curvature bounds, see [BKR24, Thm.
5.1] and [BKOR25].

We are now in a position to establish stability of the global four-point
condition under pointed Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence. An
analogous statement in the setting of bounded Lorentzian metric spaces
[MS24] has been established in the local case in [MS24, Thm. 6.7] and in
the global case in [BHNR23, Thm. 4.2].

Theorem 10.4 (Stability of the four-point condition).

Let (X, b, 0n,Uy) pLGHI (X,24,0,U). Assume that each (X, ¢y) has global
timelike sectional curvature bounded below by K € R and that T is contin-

uous. Then (X, ) has global timelike sectional curvature bounded below by
K.

Proof: Let y < © < 21 < 29 be a timelike future endpoint-causal
four-point configuration with 7(y,z22) < Dk and (y,Z,Z1,22) a compari-
son configuration in L2(K). As the covering sets are increasing there is
one fixed Uy € U such that y,x, 21,20 € Ug. First, we consider the case
that all four points are vertices of causal diamonds given by the conver-
gence. Hence, there are corresponding points y", 2", 27, 25 € X,, such that
their time separations converge. In particular, for large n € N they form
a timelike future endpoint-causal four-point configuration (y",z", 27, 2%)
with 7,(y", 25) < Dg. Consequently, for these n we have by Equation
(19) that 7,(27,2%) > 7(z],2%), where (y",z", 2], 2zy) form a comparison
four-point configuration in L2(K). Since the side-lengths of the comparison
configurations also converge, we infer that the right-hand-side converges to
7(z1,Z2), whereas the left-hand-side converges to 7(z1,22). Thus, we con-
clude 7(z1, 22) > 7(z1, 22). The analogous argument works for timelike past
endpoint-causal four-point configurations. Finally, for general (y,z, 21, 22),
one approximates them by vertices (they are dense by the definition of the
convergence) and uses continuity of 7 to conclude the proof. O

10.3 Blow-up tangents

The study of blow-up tangents (or tangent cones) has been very useful to
study the infinitesimal structure of non-smooth metric measure spaces with
curvature bounds [BBIO1, CC97, OS94]. Here we initiate this program by
providing such a notion in the Lorentzian setting and establish existence
under suitable local assumptions.

Definition 10.5 (Scaling a Lorentzian pre-length space). Let (X,¢) be a
Lorentzian pre-length space and A > 0. Denote by A(X,¢) the topological
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space X with time separation function M. For a pointed Lorentzian pre-
length space (X, ¥, 0), we define a A-blow-up around o as

X2 = 10}, o),

where 0® < 0 < oi, T(o’l,oﬁ‘r) < % and with time separation A, i.e., it

is the pointed Lorentzian pre-length space (XS‘, M, 0). Finally, for a covered
Lorentzian pre-length space (X, ¢, 0,U) we define the A-blow-up around o as

(X2, M\, 0) with covering U := (Up N X2 pen, where U = (Uy)ren-
We easily see that A-blow-ups exist under fairly natural assumptions.

Lemma 10.6 (Existence of A-blow-up). Let A > 0 and let (X,¢,0) be a
pointed Lorentzian pre-length space where T is upper semi-continuous with
respect to the Alexandrov topology and finite at (0,0). If, o € I*(0), then
there exists a A-blow-up XS‘ of o.

At this point we can introduce the timelike blow-up tangent by taking
the limit A — oo in A-blow-ups around a fixed base point.

Definition 10.7 (Timelike blow-up tangent). Let (X, ¢,0,U) be a covered
Lorentzian pre-length space. A pointed Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff strong
limit (as X\ — 00) of A-blow-ups (X*, M, 0,U™) around o is called a blow-up
tangent of (X, /,0).

Blow-up tangents do not exist in general (as in the positive signature
case). However we obtain subsequential existence, under a suitable local
control on e-nets. To this aim, we next introduce a Lorentzian counterpart
to the doubling property for a metric space cf. [Hei01, Sec. 10.13].

Definition 10.8 (Doubling property of causal diamonds). Let (X,¢) be a
Lorentzian pre-length space and U C X. Then U is said to have the doubling
property if there exists a constant N € N, called the doubling constant, such
that every causal diamond J(x,y) C U can be covered by N causal diamonds

J(xi,yi) with 7(z;,y;) < w and z;,y; €U (i=1,...,N).

Theorem 10.9 (Subsequential existence of blow-up tangents). Let (X, ¢, 0,U)
be a covered Lorentzian pre-length space, where each covering set U, € U

has the doubling property with doubling constant Ny € N. Then any se-

quence (X, M\, 0,UM)y of A-blow-ups around o admits a subsequence which

converges in the strong pointed Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff sense (for

A — 00).

Proof: We verify that the assumptions of the general pre-compactness
theorem 6.2 are satisfied. First, for all £ € N and A > 0, we have

A

diam*™ (U) = Ar(0},0}) < X

=1

)
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where U,? = Up N X). Let e > 0 and [ € N such that % < e. Then by the
doubling property we have

N
Uy C J(ot,0}) C U J(piy 4i)
i=1

. 7(02,02) 1 NE
where p;,q; € Uy satisfy 7(pi,q;) < —5— < y5- Thus (J(pi, i),y 1s
a finite e-net for U,g‘ with respect to A, since A7(p;,q;) < % < e. Finally,
we extend these e-nets to have e-nets for U,?H with uniformly bounded
cardinality. Thus we can apply the first pre-compactness theorem 6.2 to

conclude the proof. O

Theorem 10.9 opens up the possibility to study blow-up tangents in
relation to timelike sectional and Ricci curvature bounds and relate them
to the timelike tangent cones defined as Minkowski cones over the space of
directions, see [BS23, Subsec. 3.1].

10.4 The Hauptvermutung of causal set theory

Causal set theory is an approach to Quantum Gravity based on the principle
that, at the fundamental level, spacetime is a discrete partially ordered
set and the continuum spacetime emerges macroscopically from order and
volume, see e.g. [Surl9] for an introduction. To make this program viable
the so-called Hauptvermutung (main conjecture) has to hold [BLMS87]. In
short, if two spacetimes (M, g) and (M’, ¢’) approximate a given causal set
(C, <) (up to some scale) then (M, g) and (M’, ¢’) should be “close” (up to
some scale). One of the obstacles to tackling this problem was that there
was no notion of “closeness” of spacetimes and no notion of convergence of
causal sets or spacetimes. With the pointed Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff
convergence developed in this article, we can now prove a precise statement.
However, it does not yet provide a complete solution to the conjecture, as
it involves converging sequences and no fixed scale. A similar approach
has been taken recently by Miiller in [Miil25] using his notion of Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence of Cauchy slabs [Miil22]. Before we come to the
statement we briefly recall the basics of causal sets viewed as Lorentzian
pre-length spaces.

As shown in [KS18, Subsec. 5.3] causal sets are Lorentzian pre-length
spaces. Indeed for a partially ordered set (C, <), one can define £(z,y) to be
the length of the longest chain connecting x to y. This yields the Lorentzian
pre-length space (C,¢) with the discrete topology. Causal sets are partially
ordered sets that are locally finite, i.e., each causal diamond contains only
finitely many points. Moreover, a causal set (C, <) faithfully embeds into a
spacetime (M, g) if there is a map ¢: C'— M that is <-preserving, i.e., for
all z,y € C we have ¢(z) <4 ¢(y).
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Theorem 10.10 (Smooth globally hyperbolic limits of causal sets are unique).
Let (Cpy <n)n be a sequence of causal sets such that their induced Lorentzian
pre-length spaces (Cy,,£y,) (pointed) Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff converge
strongly to two smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes (M,g) and (M’',g")
(using some covering of the Cys and M, M'). Moreover, assume that each
(Ch, <y) faithfully embeds into both spacetimes. Then (M,g) and (M',q")
are isometric as smooth spacetimes.

Proof: We construct covers U, of C,, such that each covering set Uy, ,, € U,
is finite (by local finiteness). Using the faithful embeddings, we can construct
corresponding covers of (M, g) and (M’, ¢’). By finiteness of the covering sets
in C),, the set of vertices of %—nets for Uy, ,, always contains Uy, ,, (for [ large).
Consequently, these vertices are trivially dense and we can apply Proposition
4.9 to conclude that (M, £,) and (M’,{y) are isometric as Lorentzian pre-
length spaces and hence M and M’ are homeomorphic. Thus, they have the
same manifold dimension (by invariance of domain) and so we can apply
the Hawking-King-McCarthy theorem [HKMT76] (cf. [MS08, Prop. 3.34],
[BEE96, Thm. 4.17]) to conclude that they are smoothly isometric. O
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A Limits of globally hyperbolic spacetimes

The goal of this appendix is to show that there is a way to obtain that
the limit of smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes is a globally hyperbolic
Lorentzian pre-length space (if the limit is non-degenerate). However, this
uses a different topological set-up than the main part of the article. Thus we
opted to include it in a separate appendix, which might be of independent
interest.
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The idea is to use a uniform structure, see e.g. [Kel75, Ch. 6], on the
limit space to define a topology and, more importantly, a notion of Cauchy
sequences and hence a completion with respect to such a uniform structure.
This should be compared with [BMS24], performing a similar procedure in
the different setting of Lorentzian metric spaces. For the reader’s conve-
nience and the sake of completeness, we briefly recall the definition of a
uniform structure. Uniform spaces, i.e., spaces with a uniform structure,
can be viewed as intermediate structures between topological spaces and
metric spaces. They are topological spaces, additionally having an intrinsic
notion of (relative) “closeness” of points, which allows to define uniformly
continuous maps and Cauchy sequences.

Definition A.1 (Uniform space). A uniform space (X, ) is a set X with a
uniform structure (or uniformity) i, where L consists of a family of subsets
of X x X, satisfying the following properties.

(i) Each U € A contains the diagonal, i.e., A := {(z,x):x € X} CU,

(i) The uniformity is closed under inversion, i.e., for all U € i, we have
U1 i={(x,y) € X x X : (y,2) € U} € 4L

(iii) Each U € Y contains an element of the uniformity of “half” the size,
i.e., there is V € L with

VoV i={(z,2) € X x X : Jy € X such that (z,y),(y,z) e V} CU.

(iv) The uniformity is closed under intersection, i.e., if UV € i then
UnNV e and

(v) it is closed under supersets, i.e., if U € h and V D U, then V € 4.

Finally, for U € sl and x € X we define
Ulz] ={ye X : (z,y) € U}.

A uniform space has the natural topology generated by the neighbor-
hoods Ulz] for x € X,U € 4. A map f: (X,4) — (Y,Y) between uniform
spaces is uniformly continuous if for all V' € U there is U € il such that
fU) ={(f(z), f(a')) : (x,2") € U} C V. Moreover, uniform spaces a are
the natural setting for Cauchy nets (or sequences) and hence for defining
completeness.

Definition A.2 (Cauchy nets). Let (X,4) be a uniform space. A net
(Ta)aca in X is a Cauchy net if for all U € U there is ag such that for
all o, B > ag we have that (zq,x3) € U. The uniform space (X,4l) is
complete if every Cauchy net converges.

o1



Each uniform space (X,4) has a completion, i.e., a complete uniform
space (U, ) such that X embeds densely and uniformly continuously into
X, cf. e.g. [Kel75, Ch. 6, Thm. 28].

Next, we define a uniform structure on a Lorentzian pre-length space
(X,?), given by a distinguished subset S C X. For z € X we denote by
£, and £* the time separation from z and to x, respectively. To be precise,
Ly, 070 X — {—00}U[0, 00| are defined as ¢, (y) := ¢(z,y) and £*(y) := {(y, x)
for y € X.

Lemma A.3 (Uniform structure on Lorentzian pre-length space). Let (X, /)
be a Lorentzian pre-length space with T finite-valued and ) # S C X. Then
there is a uniform structure g on X generated by the basic entourages
(subbase)

Vs ={(y,2) € X x X = [(ly = £)(s)| <6, [(¢ = £7)(s)| <},

for s € S and 6 > 0. The uniform structure g is pseudo-metrizable if S is
countable and metrizable if additionally S has the point distinction property
(PDP).

Proof: The uniform structure consists of all finite intersections of sets Vy’

for s € S and 6 > 0. If S is countable then the topology induced by g

is pseudo-metrizable by [Kel75, Thm. 6.13]. If additionally S distinguishes

points then so does ig: Let z,y € X with x # y, then there is an s € S such

that without loss of generality ¢(x,s) < {(y,s). Let 0 < & < {(y,s) — £(z, s)

(this works even for £(z, s) = —o0), then VJ[z]NV{[y] = 0. This also implies
2 2

that s is metrizable. O
. pLGH
Proposition A.4 (Topology and convergence). Let (X, lpn,0n,Uy,) —

(X,0,0,U). Then there exists a natural pseudo-metrizable uniform structure
on X.

Proof: Let U, = (Ugn)ken and U = (Uy oo)rken. Then, by the pointed
Lorentzian Gromov—Hausdorff convergence, there are countable sets S5, C
X, and S C X consisting of the union of %—nets of Uy and Uy «, respec-
tively (I,k € N) such that the ¢,-distances of the vertices converge to the
corresponding /-distances and vice versa. The uniform structure is then
given by iUg. O

Definition A.5 (Limit topology and uniform structure). Assume that

LGH . .
(Xny by On s Uy,) pLG] (X, l0,U). We call the uniform structure and its
topology on X constructed from the collection of %—nets as i Proposition
A./ a limit uniform structure and a limit topology given by the approxi-

mating sequence ((Xn7 lp, 0p, Un)) neN’
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We have seen that it is useful to consider the vertices of %—nets (l eN) to
construct a uniform structure from this collection. At this point one might
want to consider the completion with respect to this uniform structure.
In particular, when showing that the limit of globally hyperbolic spaces is
globally hyperbolic (cf. Theorem A.15 below).

Definition A.6. Let (X,¢) be a Lorentzian pre-length space with finite-
valued time separation 7 and S C X countable. Then the completion of X
with respect to g is denoted by X .

For the completion with respect to the uniform structure g only 7 is
essential not £. Hence when taking the time separation quotient as in Section
5 we will do so with respect to 7. This leads to

Definition A.7 (7-point distinction property). Let (X,¢) be a Lorentzian
pre-length space and fix a subset S C X. We say that S has the T-point
distinction property if for all x,y € X with x # y there is a z € S such that

(TPDP) T(z,2) #7(y,2) or 7(z,x) # 7(2,y).

See [MS24, Def. 1.1,(iii)] in the setting of (bounded) Lorentzian metric
spaces.

Lemma A.8. Let (X,/¢) be a Lorentzian pre-length space with finite-valued
time separation 7. Let S C X be countable. If T is uniformly continuous
with respect to g, then the completion X of X is a Lorentzian pre-length
space, with closed causal relation <. Moreover, we can also take the quotient
with respect to T and so without loss of generality (X, ) satisfies the T-point
distinction property (TPDP), hence is causal.

Proof: By uniform continuity we can uniquely extend 7 to the comple-
tion X and denote it by 7. From the reverse triangle inequality on X we
immediately get that 7 satisfies the reverse triangle inequality for all points
7,79,z € X with 7(z,y) > 0, 7(¢, 2) > 0. To obtain a useful causal relation
on X we follow [MS24, Def. 5.1, Thm. 5.7]. Define z <7 if

Vze X: 7(z,9) >7(2,7) and 7(z,2) >7(y,%2).

This is clearly a reflexive and transitive relation on X x X, and by continuity
of 7 it is also closed. Also, it contains the chronological relation < :=
771((0,00)). To see this let 7(Z,7) > 0. Let z € X. If 7(z,z) > 0, then by
the reverse triangle inequality for chronologically related points we obtain
7(z,9) > 7(z,2)+7(z,y) > 7(z,z). UT(z,2) =0, then 7(2,y) > 0 =T7(2,T)
anyway. Analogously, one shows the other inequality and so z <.
Moreover, T satisfies the reverse triangle inequality for all points 7 <3 < z.
To see this, note that if 7(z,y), 7(y, Z) are both zero or both positive, the
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required inequality is trivial or already established above, respectively. So
without loss of generality let 7(z,y) = 0, 7(y, 2) > 0. Then7(z,9)+7(y, 2) =
7(y,2z) < 7(z,z) as <y (by the defining inequality of <).

Finally, we define £: X x X — {—oo} U [0,00) as

1E.5) = {?(f,y) <7,

—00 otherwise .

Then / satisfies the reverse triangle inequality for all points in X. Moreover,
by continuity of 7, the topology is finer than the chronological one and so
(X,0) is a Lorentzian pre-length space.

Finally, taking the quotient with respect to 7 as in Section 5, where the
quotient was taken with respect to £, we see that all constructions above are
well-defined, so we can without loss of generality assume that (X, £) satisfies
the 7-point distinction property (7PDP). It remains to show that causality
holds. Let # <7y <Z. Then by definition of the causal relation < we have
for all z € X that 7(2,9) = 7(2,%) and 7(z, ) = 7(¥, Z), hence by (7PDP)
T =9, as required. O

Definition A.9 (Completion of a Lorentzian pre-length space). Let (X, ¢)
be a Lorentzian pre-length space with finite-valued 7. Let S C X be countable
and let T be uniformly continuous with respect to lg. Then the completion
of (X,), denoted by (X,£), is the completion of X given by Lemma A.8.

Next, we prove that taking the completion does not affect convergence.

Theorem A.10. Let (X, £, 0n,Uy) pLGH (X,2,0,U) strongly, where T is

uniformly continuous. Then (X, Ly, 0n,Uy,) PLGH (X,0,0,U), where (X,0)
is the completion of (X,¢) and U = (Uy)ren, where U = (Ui, )ren.

Proof: First, the covering is U = (Up)ren, where Uy, is the closure of
U, in X. Fix k € N and let € > 0, then there exists a finite %—net for Uy
with % < ¢ with vertices in the countable set used to construct the uniform
structure on X. Denote this 2-net by (J(p;,q;))Y;. Note that as < is closed

we have J(z,9) = J(z,3) for all 7,57 € X. Consequently, (Jg(pi,qi))i]il is
an e-net for Uy. As Uy, C Uf\il J(pi,q;) we get that

N N
Ui C U J(pirqi) = U J=(pis @) -
i=1 i=1
Moreover, as T(p;, ¢;) = 7(ps, ;) foralli = 1,..., N and the time separations

of the vertices still converge as they are unchanged, the distortion of the
correspondences do not change. This immediately also gives the extension
property for the correspondences. Finally, timelike forward density of S
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in X gives the corresponding forwardness in X by density of X in X and
the uniform structure being countably generated, cf. the proof of Theorem
7.3. O

Coming back to the main goal of this appendix, we first start at the level
of the discrete approximations.

Lemma A.11. Let (X, s, 0n,Uy) pLGH (X, l,0,U). Let g be a limit
uniform structure. Then for all p,q € S with p < q, every sequence (yg)x
in I(p,q) NS has a Cauchy subsequence.

Proof: Let p < q, p,q € S and let (yx)r be a sequence in I(p,q). Let
P = Tj,q = Tj,Yp = Ty, for fixed i,7 € N and all k € N. For n € N let
LA Y be corresponding points in X, i.e., such that for I, € {7, j}

T(Tp, 1) :nli_{réoTn(xf,x?),

T(xryyk) - nh_>m Tn(x?axgzk)’
7Yk, Tr) = 11_>H010 Tn(x:%k,x?) .

For fixed k € N it holds that 7, (2}, 7, ) — 7(p,yx) > 0, and 7, (z7,, , ) —
7(Yk,q) > 0 as n — oo. Thus, eventually for large n, z7;, € I(2,27), which
is relatively compact by assumption. By a double diagonal procedure and
continuity of 7,, we can choose a subsequence (m’,}ﬂkl) with limit z7;, , in such
a way that for all n,r,l € N

’Tn (xmkl ) Ly

ra(a a0, ) — Tl 2l )| <

We claim that (yk, )i = (2m,, )i is a Cauchy sequence (in I(p,q)). Let £ >0
and » € N. Choose N € N such that % < £. Then by the above we have

2
for all [,I’ > N that
(Tykl - Tykl,)(xr) = ‘T(ykme) - T(yklmx?")‘
= | Jim 7 (yp, ) — lim 7 (yf, 27))]
= lm |70 (yi,, 27) = Tk, 27))|
< lim ’Tn(ylrclpx:}) - Tn(xnmwx?)’
n—oo
+ |7 (2, 27) = To(Yg,» 27)] <.
n—00 " l
Analogously, one shows that (7% — 7%%)(z,) < . By construction, the

points are timelike related and so it suffices to consider the difference of the
TS. ]
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Finally, we show that the limit of globally hyperbolic spaces is globally
hyperbolic if the limit is non-degenerate, i.e., if it does not contain chrono-
logically isolated points, cf. [KP67, Subsec. 1.4] and [MS24, Fig. 1, p. 6].

Definition A.12 (Isolated points).

(i) A Lorentzian pre-length space (X,f) is said to have a future/past
chronologically isolated point if there is x € X with IT(x) = 0 or
I~ (x) =0, respectively.

(ii)) A Lorentzian pre-length space (X,{) without chronologically isolated
points does not have future or past chronologically isolated points.

Remark A.13. Let (X,¢) be a Lorentzian pre-length space. If X is lo-
calizable [KS18, Def. 3.16] or every point of X is an interior point of a
timelike curve, then X has no chronologically isolated points. Moreover, if
X satisfies the T-point distinction property (TPDP), then there is at most
one future and past chronologically isolated point. Minguzzi and Suhr call
such a point spacelike boundary and denote it by i® [MS2/, Rem. 1.2.2].
See also Remark 5.4 in the main part of the present article.

We will use the following characterization of global hyperbolicity, which
is well-known for smooth spacetimes and has been recently studied in rela-
tion to non-smooth approaches to Lorentzian geometry in [BM25].

Lemma A.14 (Characterization of global hyperbolicity). Let (X,¢) be a
Lorentzian pre-length space without chronologically isolated points and with
closed causal relation <. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) The causal diamonds J(p,q) are compact for all p,q € X.

(i) The chronological diamonds I(p,q) are relatively compact for allp < q.

Proof: First, if J(p,q) is compact, then I(p,q) C J(p,q) and so I(p,q) is
compact as a closed subset of a compact set.

Second, assume that the chronological diamonds are relatively compact
and let p < ¢ (otherwise there is nothing to prove). Let p~ < p < q < ¢7,
then J(p,q) is a closed subset of the compact set I(p~,g™). O

We denote by I%(A) := J,c4 I*(a) for a subset A C X.

Theorem A.15 (Global hyperbolicity is preserved in the timelike interior).

Let (Xp, ln, 0n,Uy) pLGH (X,2,0,U), where T is uniformly continuous (with
respect to a limit uniform structure). If all (X, t,) are globally hyperbolic,
then the timelike interior I%(Y)ﬂ];?(Y) of the completion X of X is globally
hyperbolic.

o6



Proof: First, let S = (s;,)m be a countable dense set used to construct
the limit uniform structure ${g on X. Let Z,7" € I;%(Y) N I;?(Y) with
z<x. We claim that I~(Z,z') is relatively compact, which suffices by
Lemma A.14 as the causal relation < is closed on X by Lemma A.8. Let
(Zk)r be a sequence in Ix(z,T').

Case l: z =2,% =2',Z, =z, € S for all k € N.
By Lemma A.11, (zj); has a Cauchy subsequence, hence this converges in

X.

Case 2: z=uz,2 =2' € 8.

In this case we have that for all k € N : 7, = lim;_,o xf, where (xf“')l is
a Cauchy sequence in X. Eventually, each sequence (xf)l lies in I(x,2'),
hence we are in the setting of Case 1 above. Thus, by a diagonal argument
we obtain a Cauchy subsequence of (z); and the claim follows.

Case 3: The general case.
By density of S in I%(Y) N I;?(Y) there are s~ € I—(z) NS and st €
I:?(E’) N S. Then for all k£ € N we have ) € Iz(s",s') and so the claim
follows by Case 2 above.

Finally, note that X is causal by Lemma A.8, hence globally hyperbolic.
O

A direct consequence of the theorem above is that if the completion X
has no chronologically isolated points, then the timelike interior of X is X
itself. Hence it is globally hyperbolic.

Corollary A.16. Let (X,, Ly, 0n,Uy) pLGH (X,4,0,U), where each (X, ¢y)
is globally hyperbolic and T is uniformly continuous (with respect to a limit
uniform structure). If the completion X of X has no chronologically isolated
points, then it is globally hyperbolic.

References

[AB22] B. Allen and A. Burtscher. Properties of the null distance and space-
time convergence. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (10):7729-7808, 2022.
doi:10.1093/imrn /rnaa311.

[ABS22] L. Aké Hau, S. Burgos, and D. A. Solis. Causal completions as
Lorentzian pre-length spaces. Gen. Relativity Gravitation, 54(9):Paper
No. 108, 20, 2022. doi:10.1007/s10714-022-02980-x.

[ACS20] L. Aké Hau, A. J. Cabrera Pacheco, and D. A. Solis. On the causal
hierarchy of Lorentzian length spaces. Classical and Quantum Gravity,
37(21):215013, 2020. doi:10.1088/1361-6382/abb25f.

o7


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnaa311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10714-022-02980-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abb25f

[AGKS23]

[AKP23]

[BBC+24]

[BBIO1]

[BEE96]

[BFH23]

[BGH24]

[BGPY92

[BH99)

[BHNR23]

[BKOR25]

[BKR24]

[BLMSS7]

S. B. Alexander, M. Graf, M. Kunzinger, and C. Simann. Gener-
alized cones as Lorentzian length spaces: causality, curvature, and
singularity theorems. Comm. Anal. Geom., 31(6):1469-1528, 2023.
doi:10.4310/cag.2023.v31.n6.ab.

S. Alexander, V. Kapovitch, and A. Petrunin. Alexandrov geometry:
foundations. 2023. doi:10.48550/arXiv.1903.08539. arXiv:1903.08539
[math.DG].

T. Beran, M. Braun, M. Calisti, N. Gigli, R. J. McCann, A. Ohanyan,
F. Rott, and C. Simann. A nonlinear d’Alembert comparison theorem
and causal differential calculus on metric measure spacetimes. 2024,
2408.15968. d0i:10.48550/arXiv.2408.15968.

D. Burago, Y. Burago, and S. Ivanov. A course in metric geometry,
volume 33 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathemat-
ical Society, Providence, RI, 2001. doi:10.1090/gsm/033.

J. K. Beem, P. E. Ehrlich, and K. L. Easley. Global Lorentzian geom-
etry, volume 202 of Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied
Mathematics. Marcel Dekker Inc., New York, second edition, 1996.

S. Burgos, J. L. Flores, and J. Herrera. The c-completion of Lorentzian
metric spaces. Classical Quantum Gravity, 40(20):Paper No. 205013,
25, 2023. doi:10.1088/1361-6382/acf7ab.

A. Burtscher and L. Garcia-Heveling. Time functions on Lorentzian
length spaces. Annales Henri Poincaré, online first, 2024.
doi:10.1007/s00023-024-01461-y.

Y. Burago, M. Gromov, and G. Perelman. A. D. Aleksandrov spaces
with curvatures bounded below. Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, 47(2(284)):3-51,
222, 1992. doi:10.1070/RM1992v047n02ABEH000877.

M. R. Bridson and A. Haefliger. Metric spaces of non-positive curva-
ture, volume 319 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften
[Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, 1999. doi:10.1007/978-3-662-12494-9.

T. Beran, J. Harvey, L. Napper, and F. Rott. A Toponogov globalisa-
tion result for Lorentzian length spaces. Mathematische Annalen, to
appear, 2023. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2309.12733.

T. Beran, M. Kunzinger, A. Ohanyan, and F. Rott. The equivalence of
smooth and synthetic notions of timelike sectional curvature bounds.
Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 153(02):783-797,
2025. doi:10.1090/proc/17022.

T. Beran, M. Kunzinger, and F. Rott. On curvature bounds in
Lorentzian length spaces. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 110(2):Paper No.
12971, 41, 2024. doi:10.1112 /jlms.12971.

L. Bombelli, J. Lee, D. Meyer, and R. D. Sorkin. Space-time
as a causal set. Phys. Rev. Lett., 59(5):521-524, 1987. URL
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.521.

o8


http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/cag.2023.v31.n6.a5
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1903.08539
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.15968
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2408.15968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/gsm/033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acf7a5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-024-01461-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/RM1992v047n02ABEH000877
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-12494-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2309.12733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/proc/17022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jlms.12971
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.521

[BM23]

[BM25]

[BMdOS22]

[BMdOS24]

[BMS24]

[BNR23]

[BO24]

[BORS23]

[BR24]

[Bra23|

[Bra24]
[Bra25]

[BS05]

[BS23]

M. Braun and R. J. McCann. Causal convergence condi-
tions through wvariable timelike Ricci curvature bounds.  2023.
doi:10.48550/arXiv.2312.17158.

A. Bykov and E. Minguzzi. Global hyperbolicity and mani-
fold topology from the Lorentzian distance. 2025, 2503.04382.
d0i:10.48550/arXiv.2503.04382.

W. Barrera, L. Montes de Oca, and D. A. Solis. Comparison
theorems for Lorentzian length spaces with lower timelike curva-
ture bounds.  General Relativity and Gravitation, 54(9), 2022.
doi:10.1007/s10714-022-02989-2.

W. Barrera, L. Montes de Oca, and D. A. Solis. On the space of com-
pact diamonds of Lorentzian length spaces. Classical Quantum Grav-
ity, 41(6):Paper No. 065012, 27, 2024. doi:10.1088/1361-6382/ad2289.

A. Bykov, E. Minguzzi, and S. Suhr. Lorentzian metric spaces
and gh-convergence: the unbounded case. 2024, 2412.04311.
do0i:10.48550/arXiv.2412.04311.

T. Beran, L. Napper, and F. Rott. Alexandrov’s patchwork and the
Bonnet-Myers theorem for Lorentzian length spaces. Transactions of
the AMS, to appear., 2023. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2302.11615.

M. Braun and S.-i. Ohta. Optimal transport and timelike lower Ricci
curvature bounds on Finsler spacetimes. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
377(5):3529-3576, 2024. doi:10.1090/tran/9126.

T. Beran, A. Ohanyan, F. Rott, and D. A. Solis. The splitting theo-
rem for globally hyperbolic Lorentzian length spaces with non-negative
timelike curvature. Lett. Math. Phys., 113(2):Paper No. 48, 47, 2023.
do0i:10.1007/s11005-023-01668-w.

T. Beran and F. Rott. Gluing constructions for Lorentzian
length spaces. Manuscripta  Math., 173(1-2):667-710, 2024.
doi:10.1007/s00229-023-01469-4.

M. Braun. Rényi’s entropy on Lorentzian spaces. Timelike curvature-
dimension conditions. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 177:46-128, 2023.
do0i:10.1016/j.matpur.2023.06.009.

M. Braun. Nonsmooth d’Alembertian for Lorentz distance functions.
2024. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2408.16525.

M. Braun. New perspectives on the d’Alembertian from general rela-
tivity. An invitation. 2025. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2501.19071.

A. N. Bernal and M. Sanchez. Smoothness of time functions and
the metric splitting of globally hyperbolic spacetimes. Comm. Math.
Phys., 257(1):43-50, 2005. doi:10.1007/s00220-005-1346-1.

T. Beran and C. Sdmann. Hyperbolic angles in Lorentzian length
spaces and timelike curvature bounds. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2),
107(5):1823-1880, 2023. doi:10.1112/jlms.12726.

99


http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2312.17158
http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.04382
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2503.04382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10714-022-02989-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ad2289
http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.04311
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2412.04311
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.11615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/tran/9126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11005-023-01668-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00229-023-01469-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2023.06.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2408.16525
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2501.19071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-005-1346-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jlms.12726

[Bus67]

[CC97]

[CCO00a]

[CCO0b)]

[CG12]

[CM22]

[CM24a]

[CM24b]

[CMM24]

[Gig25]

[GKS19]

[GKSS20]

[Gro99]

[Hei01]

[HKM?76]

H. Busemann. Timelike spaces. Dissertationes Math. Rozprawy Mat.,
53:52, 1967. ISSN: 0012-3862.

J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci
curvature bounded below. I. J. Differential Geom., 46(3):406-480,
1997. URL http://projecteuclid.org/euclid. jdg/1214459974.

J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci
curvature bounded below. II. J. Differential Geom., 54(1):13-35, 2000.
URL http://projecteuclid.org/euclid. jdg/1214342145.

J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci
curvature bounded below. III. J. Differential Geom., 54(1):37-74,
2000. URL http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214342146.

P. T. Chrusciel and J. D. E. Grant. On Lorentzian causality with
continuous metrics. Classical Quantum Gravity, 29(14):145001, 32,
2012. doi:10.1088/0264-9381,/29/14/145001.

F. Cavalletti and A. Mondino. A review of Lorentzian synthetic the-
ory of timelike Ricci curvature bounds. Gen. Relativity Gravitation,
54(11):Paper No. 137, 39, 2022. doi:10.1007/s10714-022-03004-4.

F. Cavalletti and A. Mondino. Optimal transport in Lorentzian
synthetic spaces, synthetic timelike Ricci curvature lower bounds
and applications. Camb. J. Math., 12(2):417-534, 2024.
d0i:10.4310/¢jm.2024.v12.n2.a3.

F. Cavalletti and A. Mondino. A sharp isoperimetric-type inequality
for Lorentzian spaces satisfying timelike Ricci lower bounds. 2024.
doi:10.48550/arXiv.2401.03949.

F. Cavalletti, D. Manini, and A. Mondino. Optimal trans-
port on null hypersurfaces and the null energy condition. 2024.
d0i:10.48550/arXiv.2408.08986.

N. Gigli. Hyperbolic Banach spaces I — Directed completion of partial
orders. 2025. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2503.10467.

J. D. E. Grant, M. Kunzinger, and C. Samann. Inextendibility of
spacetimes and Lorentzian length spaces. Ann. Global Anal. Geom.,
55(1):133-147, 2019. doi:10.1007/s10455-018-9637-x.

J. D. E. Grant, M. Kunzinger, C. Simann, and R. Steinbauer. The
future is not always open. Lett. Math. Phys., 110(1):83-103, 2020.
do0i:10.1007/s11005-019-01213-8.

M. Gromov. Metric structures for Riemannian and non-Riemannian
spaces, volume 152 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkh&user Boston,
Inc., Boston, MA, 1999. doi:10.1007/978-0-8176-4583-0.

J. Heinonen. Lectures on analysis on metric spaces. Universitext.
Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001. doi:10.1007/978-1-4613-0131-8.

S. W. Hawking, A. R. King, and P. J. McCarthy. A new topology
for curved space-time which incorporates the causal, differential, and
conformal structures. J. Mathematical Phys., 17(2):174-181, 1976.
doi:10.1063/1.522874.

60


http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214459974
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214342145
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214342146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/14/145001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10714-022-03004-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/cjm.2024.v12.n2.a3
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2401.03949
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2408.08986
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2503.10467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10455-018-9637-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11005-019-01213-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-8176-4583-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-0131-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.522874

[Kel75]

[Ket24]

[KP67]

[KS18]

[KS22]

[Lin24]

[LV09)]

[McC20]

[McC24]

[McC25]

[Min23]

[MS08]

[MS11]

[MS22]

J. L. Kelley. General topology. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 27.
Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1975. Reprint of the 1955 edition
[Van Nostrand, Toronto, Ont.].

C. Ketterer. Characterization of the null energy condition via displace-
ment convexity of entropy. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 109(1):Paper No.
€12846, 24, 2024. doi:10.1112/jlms.12846.

E. H. Kronheimer and R. Penrose. On the structure of
causal spaces. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 63:481-501, 1967.
doi:10.1017/s030500410004144x.

M. Kunzinger and C. Samann. Lorentzian length spaces. Ann. Glob.
Anal. Geom., 54(3):399-447, 2018. doi:10.1007/s10455-018-9633-1.

M. Kunzinger and R. Steinbauer. Null distance and convergence of
Lorentzian length spaces. Annales Henri Poincaré, 23(12):4319-4342,
2022. doi:10.1007/s00023-022-01198-6.

E. Ling. A lower semicontinuous time separation function
for C° spacetimes. Annales Henri Poincare, to appear, 2024.
doi:10.1007/s00023-024-01490-7.

J. Lott and C. Villani. Ricci curvature for metric-measure spaces
via optimal transport. Ann. of Math. (2), 169(3):903-991, 2009.
d0i:10.4007/annals.2009.169.903.

R. McCann. Displacement concavity of Boltzmann’s entropy charac-
terizes positive energy in general relativity. Camb. J. Math., 8(3):609—
681, 2020. doi:10.4310/CJIM.2020.v8.n3.a4.

R. J. McCann. A synthetic null energy condition. Comm. Math. Phys.,
405(2):Paper No. 38, 24, 2024. doi:10.1007/s00220-023-04908-1.

R. J. McCann. Trading linearity for ellipticity: a nonsmooth approach
to einstein’s theory of gravity and the lorentzian splitting theorems.
2025. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2501.00702.

E. Minguzzi. Further observations on the definition of global hyperbol-
icity under low regularity. Classical Quantum Gravity, 40(18):Paper
No. 185001, 9, 2023. doi:10.1088/1361-6382/acdd40.

E. Minguzzi and M. Sanchez. The causal hierarchy of space-
times. In Recent developments in pseudo-Riemannian geometry, ESI
Lect. Math. Phys., pages 299-358. Eur. Math. Soc., Ziirich, 2008.
doi:10.4171/051-1/9.

O. Miiller and M. Sénchez. Lorentzian manifolds isometrically em-
beddable in LY. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 363(10):5367-5379, 2011.
do0i:10.1090/50002-9947-2011-05299-2.

R. J. McCann and C. Sdmann. A Lorentzian analog for Hausdorff
dimension and measure. Pure and Applied Analysis, 4(2):367-400,
2022. doi:10.2140/paa.2022.4.367.

61


http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jlms.12846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s030500410004144x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10455-018-9633-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-022-01198-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-024-01490-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2009.169.903
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CJM.2020.v8.n3.a4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-023-04908-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2501.00702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acdd40
http://dx.doi.org/10.4171/051-1/9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-2011-05299-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/paa.2022.4.367

[MS23]

[MS24]

[Miil22]
[Miil25]

[Nol04]

[O’N83]

[0894]

[Sdm16]

[Sdm24]

[S524]
[Stu06al
[Stu06b]
[Sur19]

[SV16]

[Vil09]

A. Mondino and S. Suhr. An optimal transport formulation of the
Einstein equations of general relativity. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS),
25(3):933-994, 2023. doi:10.4171/jems/1188.

E. Minguzzi and S. Suhr. Lorentzian metric spaces and their Gromov-
Hausdorff convergence. Lett. Math. Phys., 114(3):Paper No. 73, 63,
2024. doi:10.1007/s11005-024-01813-z.

O. Miiller. Gromov-Hausdorff distances for Lorentzian length spaces.
2022. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2209.12736.

O. Miiller. On the Hauptvermutung of causal set theory. 2025.
d0i:10.48550/arXiv.2503.01719.

J. Noldus. A Lorentzian Gromov-Hausdorff notion of dis-
tance. Classical Quantum  Gravity, 21(4):839-850, 2004.
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/21 /4 /007.

B. O’Neill. Semi-Riemannian geometry with applications to relativity,
volume 103 of Pure and Applied Mathematics. Academic Press, Inc.
[Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers], New York, 1983.

Y. Otsu and T. Shioya. The Riemannian structure of Alexan-
drov spaces. J. Differential Geom., 39(3):629-658, 1994. URL
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid. jdg/1214455075.

C. Samann.  Global hyperbolicity for spacetimes with contin-
uous metrics. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 17(6):1429-1455, 2016.
doi:10.1007/s00023-015-0425-x.

C. Samann. A brief introduction to non-regular spacetime ge-
ometry. Internationale Mathematische Nachrichten, 256, 2024.
doi:10.48550/arXiv.2404.18651.

A. Sakovich and C. Sormani. Introducing various notions of distances
between space-times. 2024. doi:10.48550/arXiv.2410.16800.

K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. I. Acta
Math., 196(1):65-131, 2006. doi:10.1007/s11511-006-0002-8.

K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. II. Acta
Math., 196(1):133-177, 2006. doi:10.1007/s11511-006-0003-7.

S. Surya. The causal set approach to quantum gravity. Living Reviews
in Relativity, 22(5), 2019. doi:10.1007/s41114-019-0023-1.

C. Sormani and C. Vega. Null distance on a space-
time. Classical Quantum Gravity, 33(8):085001, 29, 2016.
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/33/7,/085001.

C. Villani. Optimal transport. Old and new, volume 338 of
Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Prin-
ciples of Mathematical Sciences].  Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009.
do0i:10.1007/978-3-540-71050-9.

62


http://dx.doi.org/10.4171/jems/1188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11005-024-01813-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2209.12736
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2503.01719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/4/007
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214455075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-015-0425-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2404.18651
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2410.16800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11511-006-0002-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11511-006-0003-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41114-019-0023-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/7/085001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-71050-9

	Introduction
	Lorentzian pre-length spaces
	Convergence
	Uniqueness of limits
	Quotients of Lorentzian pre-length spaces
	Pre-compactness
	Completion of a Lorentzian pre-length space
	Geometric pre-compactness
	Measured pLGH convergence
	Applications
	Limits of globally hyperbolic spacetimes
	References

