arXiv:2304.00153v1 [math-ph] 31 Mar 2023

CONTINUUM LIMIT FOR A DISCRETE HODGE-DIRAC OPERATOR ON SQUARE LATTICES.

PABLO MIRANDA AND DANIEL PARRA

Abstract. We study the continuum limit for Dirac-Hodge operators defined on the n dimensional square lattice hZ^n as h goes to 0. This result extends to a first order discrete differential operator the known convergence of discrete Schrödinger operators to their continuous counterpart. To be able to define such a discrete analog, we start by defining an alternative framework for a higher–dimensional discrete differential calculus. We believe that this framework, that generalize the standard one defined on simplicial complexes, could be of independent interest. We then express our operator as a differential operator acting on discrete forms to finally be able to show the limit to the continuous Dirac-Hodge operator.

Keywords: Continuum limit, Discrete Dirac operator, Higher order cochains, Discrete differential calculus.

Mathematics Subject Classification: 47A10, 81Q35, 47A58.

1. Introduction and Main Result

The aim of this paper is to study the continuum limit for a first order discrete differential operator on hZ^n as the mesh size h goes to 0. Such type of results have attracted growing attention following [NT21] in which Nakamura and Tadano showed that discrete Schrödinger operators of the form −Δ + V on L^2(hZ^d) converge to the corresponding Schrödinger operator −Δ + V on L^2(R^d ) in the norm resolvent sense. Such kind of convergence, sometimes called generalized convergence to emphasize that operators are defined in different Hilbert spaces (see [PZ22] and references therein), is useful for studiying manifolds representing networks of thin tubes in the limiting process as they shrink to its underlying graph [Pos12].

In the aftermath of the aforementioned result, some related techniques have been applied to the study of Fourier Multipliers [CGJ21] and of Laplacians on the half-space [CGJ22a], and for quantum graphs on the Euclidean space [ENT22]. In contrast with these positive and natural results, the study of discrete counterparts of Dirac operators has yielded different results. In [SU21] the authors showed that a discrete Dirac operator on ℓ^2(hZ^2)^2, written in terms of first–order discrete forward or backward differences, converge only in the strong resolvent sense. This was then confirmed in [CGJ22b] where they showed that in order to obtain the norm resolvent convergence a diagonal term of order 2 (i.e. a Laplacian) is needed to be added (this is related to the so called fermion doubling. Our operator does not present that phenomenon. See Lemma 3.1).

Motivated by this asymmetry between the discrete and continuous setting, the strategy of this manuscript is different. Following the study of the Gauss-Bonnet operator for graphs initiated in [AT15] and continued in [Ath+21; Par17; MPR23] we adopt the point view of considering on Z^n a discrete differential calculus. First, this gives rise to a discrete exterior derivative d_h acting on the Hilbert space of square–integrable cochains 1

ℓ^2(X(hZ^n)) (see Section 2.2 for a precise definition), and to the corresponding bounded self-adjoint Gauss-Bonnet operator d_h + d^∗_h (we refer to Section 2 for more detailed presentation). Afterwrds, we show that this is equivalent to considering the exterior derivative and the Hodge-Dirac operator acting on discrete differential forms in Z^n (see Section 3). By construction, this operator exhibits supersymmetry (as we discuss at the end of Section 2.1) and is of Dirac-type in the sense that (d_h + d^∗_h)^2 corresponds to the discrete Hodge-Laplacian.

One of the first obstacles to defining our Gauss-Bonnet operator is that it usually involves the use of the setting of simplicial complexes. However, as one can easily attest visually, Z^n does not have simplices of dimension 2 or greater (see [Lim20] for a general overview in that direction) so we need to start by presenting an alternative to this setting that allows us to encompass the structure of Z^n as well as to make sense of the varying of the mesh size h.

Let d be the standard boundary operator in R^n given by the exterior derivative (see Section 4.2 for some properties of this operator). It follows that d + d^∗ is unitarily equivalent to an operator acting in

�_n j=0 L^2(R^n ; C (^{nj} )). The aim of this article is to construct

an embedding T_h of ℓ^2(X(hZ^n)) into

�_n j=0 L^2(R^n ; C (^{nj} )), and prove that T_h(d_h + d^∗_h)T^∗_h converges in the norm resolvent sense to d + d^∗. More specifically, the main result of this article is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ∈ N. Then, for every h > 0 there exists an embedding

T_h : ℓ^2(X(hZ^n)) → n� j=0 L^2 � R^n ; C (^{nj} ) �

such that for every z ∈ C satisfying Im(z) ≠ 0 we have

||T_h(d_h + d^∗_h − z)^{−1}T^∗_h − (d + d^∗ − z)^{−1}|| = O(h) as h → 0 .

Let us now briefly discuss the organization of this paper. In Section 2 we introduce an abstract definition of a discrete differential calculus that should encompass the simplicial complex setting as well as giving place to higher order cochains in Z^n. We then go on to show that it gives rise to a Hodge Theory. We believe that this definition could be of independent interest to study higher order discrete differentials forms. Finally, we demonstrate how this setting can be used in the study of Z^n and briefly discuss why the case n = 1 plays a particular role.

In Section 3 we construct an intermediary space to show that the Gauss-Bonnet operator defined in Section 2 is unitarily equivalent to a Hodge-Dirac operator acting on discrete differential forms in Z^n. This equivalence allows us to exploit the machinery of differential forms which, together with the fact that we have global coordinates, much enhances our ability to study the corresponding operator. In particular, we show why it is natural to take

�_n j=0 L^2 � R^n ; C (^{nj} ) � as the space for the limiting operator. Finally, in Section 4 we introduce the parameter h and the partial isometry T_h. Then, after some preparatory results, we show the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Higher order differential structure on Z^n

The discrete Hodge-Laplacian, as a higher dimensional analog of the usual graph Laplacian, was first introduced by Eckmann [Eck45]. It was defined over combinatorial simplicial complexes and allows one to obtain a discrete Hodge Theory. Furthermore, Dodziuk showed in [Dod76] that such discrete Hodge Theory approximates the Hodge Theory of a Riemannian manifold if one considers finer triangularizations of the given manifold. In that setting, the spectral theory of Hodge-Laplacian or Hodge-Dirac operators has already been considered, see [GW16; HJ13; Che20; Che18; Ath+21] for some particular questions that are not far away of the perspective of this manuscript. However, all those examples are concerned with such discrete differential operators on simplicial complexes and such structure becomes trivial on Z^n for cochains of order 2 or higher. With that in mind, in this section we introduce slightly more general assumptions, compared with that of a simplicial complex, that still allows us to have our discrete differential operators and, in the Z^n case, to define non-trivial higher order cochains.

2.1. Abstract combinatorial differential structure. In order to motivate our definition below, we start by recalling the framework of discrete diferential operators on simplicial complexes.

An abstract simplicial complex K over a set V is a collection of finite subsets of V closed under inclusion. An element F ∈ K is of dimension i if it has cardinality i + 1 and is called an i-simplex. An element in F is called a vertice of F . By choosing an ordering of its vertices we say that we have an oriented simplex [F ]. If there exist an even permutation transforming one ordering into another we say that they define the same orientation. If the permutation is odd, the orientations are considered to be oppposite and denoted by [F ]. The complex vector space C^i(K) of i-cochains of K is defined as the space of functions on i-simplices that satisfy

f([F ]) = −f([F ]) .

Then the simplicial coboundary maps d_i : C^i(K) → C^{i+1}(K) are defined by

d_if([x_0, x_1, . . . , x_{i+1}]) = i+1� j=0 (−1)^j f([x_0, . . . , x̂_j , . . . x_{i+1}])

where x̂_j indicates that we have omitted the j-th vertex.

Motivated by this formalism but aiming to cover the case of Z^n we propose the following definition where we denote by P(V ) the set of all subsets of a set V .

Definition 2.1. We call X a combinatorial differential complex of dimension n over V if there exist:

(1) ı : X → P(V ) such that for every A ∈ P(V ) we have that either ♯ı^{−1}(A) = 0 or ♯ı^{−1}(A) = 2. This define an involution on X by ı(s) = ı(s).

(2) X = ∪^n_{j=0}X^j with every X^j non-empty, such that v ∈ X^0 ⇒ ♯ı(v) = 1 and e ∈ X^1 ⇒ ♯ı(e) = 2. Without loss of generality we can assume that X^0 = V × Z_2 and hence define sgn : X^0 → {−1, 1} that satisfies sgn(v) = − sgn(v).

(3) For j ≥ 1, there exists ∂ : X^j → P(X^{j−1}) that satisfies for s ∈ X^j , ∂(s) = ∂(s).

Furthermore if j ≥ 2 we ask ∂(∂(s)) to be an involutive set while for e ∈ X^1, ∂(e) = {v_1, v_2}, to satisfy sgn v_1 sgn v_2 = −1.

If r ∈ ∂(s) we say that r is contained in s according to orientation and denoted this by r ⊂ s. We assume that r ⊂ s for only finitely many s.

Example 2.2. As intended, a simplicial complex is indeed a combinatorial differential complex. The ı operator takes an ordered simplex, forget its order and gives the subjacent set. The ∂ operator takes an ordered simplex and gives us the set of ordered faces. Note that we have taken the convention of giving two orientations to singletons. This should be understand as an inward copy of the vertex and an outward copy of the vertex. Then, an edge would be compose of two vertices, one taken with an outward signature, the origin, and one taken with the inward signature, the target.

Remark 2.3. Although quite general, Definition 2.1 still does not admits some cases that one could be interested in studying. In particular, Item 1 implies that we are working with non-oriented combinatorial differential complexes without loops. On one hand, the study of oriented discrete structures, that gives rise to non-symmetric differential operators, and hence non-self-adjoint Laplacian, is at the same time very interesting and not well explored from a purely spectral theoretical point of view. On the other hand, although for a infinite graph it seems rather harmless to not allow loops, in practice these kind of phenomena appears quite naturally when making a quotient and hence need to be dealt in order to develop a theory of periodic combinatorial differential complexes. Since in this article we are confined to the Z^n case, we need not to deal with such technicalities. Finally, one can also notice that the assumption that r ⊂ s for only finitely many s corresponds in the graph case, to be working with locally finite graphs. Again, this is not compulsory, but it suffices for this article aims. We refer to [Kel15] for a survey of problems that could be of interest in the setting of combinatorial differential complexes with unbounded geometry.

Our task now is from Definition 2.1 to reproduce the usual discrete differential calculus. With that aim, we start by defining for 1 ≤ j ≤ n the vector space of j−cochains

C^j(X) = {f : X^j → C : f(s) = −f(s)}

and the discrete exterior derivative

d_j : C^j(X) → C^{j+1}(X) by d_jf(s) = � r⊂s f(r) .

We stress that this definition for the exterior derivative relies only in what we consider to be the discrete differential structure. However, to go one step further we need to introduce a measure on X:

m : X → R_{>0} ; m(s) = m(s) .

Let us denote by C^j_c (X) the subspace of j−cochains of finite support. On it we can introduce an inner product by

⟨f, g⟩_Xj := 1 2 � r∈X^j

m(r)f(r)g(r) .

This inner product defines the Hilbert space ℓ^2(X^j ) by taking the closure of C^j_c (K) on C^j(K). A sufficient condition for d_j : ℓ^2(X^j ) → ℓ^2(X^{j+1}) to be bounded is given by

sup_{s∈Xj} { � s⊂r m(r) m(s)

} < ∞.

Hence, as a natural generalization of the degree of a vertex, we can define

deg_m : X → R_{>0} ; deg_m(s) = � s⊂r m(r) m(s) . We turn now to determine the adjoint d^∗_j : ℓ^2(X^{j+1}) → ℓ^2(X^j ) by computing for f ∈ C^j_c (X) and g ∈ C^{j+1}_c (X)

⟨d_j f, g⟩_Xj+1 = 1 2 � s∈X^{j+1}

m(s)df(s)g(s) = 1 2 � s∈X^{j+1}

m(s)g(s) � r⊂s f(r) (1)

= 1 2 � r∈X^j

m(r)f(r) � r⊂s m(s) m(r) g(s) . (2) Hence we have

(3) d^∗_j g(r) = � r⊂s m(s) m(r) g(s)

once we notice that for r ∈ X^j such that r /∈ ∂(s) for every s ∈ X^{j+1} the sum in (3) vanishes and hence the step from (1) to (2) is fully justified.

The Hodge-Laplacian of order j acting on ℓ^2(X^j ) can then be defined by (4) Δ_j(X) = d^∗_j d_j + d_{j−1}d^∗_{j−1} .

This structure defined for each order can be put together defining on ℓ^2(X) = ⊕^n_{j=0}ℓ^2(X^j ) the discrete exterior derivative d := ⊕^{n−1}_{j=0} d_j .

Using this notation we can state the following lemma. Lemma 2.4. The operator d : ℓ^2(X) → ℓ^2(X) satisfies d^2 = 0 .

Proof. It is enough to note that for f ∈ ℓ^2(X^j ) and s ∈ X^{j+2} we have

(d^2f)(s) = [d_{j+1}(d_j f)] (s) = � r⊂s d_j f(r) = � r⊂s � t⊂r f(t) = � t∈∂(∂(s))

f(t) = 0

by recalling Item 3. □ The discrete Gauss-Bonnet operator is then given by D := d + d^∗. From Lemma 2.4 one can check that D^2 = ⊕^n_{j=0}Δ_j(X) := Δ(X), where Δ(X) is the full Hodge-Laplacian.

To complete the necessary ingredients to state a Hodge theory on X we only need the following Corollary. Corollary 2.5.

Ker(Δ_j (X)) = Ker(d_j ) ∩ Ker(d^∗_{j−1}) Proof. Let f ∈ Ker(Δ_j). By (4) we have (5) d^∗_j d_jf = −d_{j−1}d^∗_{j−1}f . Applying d_j to both sides of (5) we get from Lemma 2.4 that d_j d^∗_j d_j f = 0 .

From the properties of the adjoint we get that f ∈ Ker(d_j ). Applying d^∗_{j−1} to both side of (5) we get the other inclusion. □ Putting all this information together we get the desired Hodge decomposition given by ℓ2(X^j ) = Ran(d_{j−1}) ⊕ Ker(Δ_j (X)) ⊕ Ran(d^∗_j ) .

To close this Section, let us ilustrate the supersymmetry, as per [Tha92], exihibited by d + d^∗. For this, we define ℓ^2(X)_{even} = � j even

ℓ^2(X^j ) ; ℓ^2(X)_{odd} = � j odd

ℓ^2(X^j )

which satisfy ℓ^2(X) = ℓ^2(X)_{even} ⊕ ℓ^2(X)_{odd}. Furthermore,

(6) τf = � f if f ∈ ℓ^2(X)_{even} −f if f ∈ ℓ^2(X)_{odd} defines an involution on ℓ^2(X) such that the restriction of D to ℓ^2(X)_{odd} anticommutes with τ. Given m ≥ 0, the Dirac operator on X is given by D_m = D + τm .

For simplicity, in this paper we consider only the massless case m = 0.

2.2. Application to Z^n. As indicated in Section 1, our aim is to endow Z^n with a discrete differential structure that, in contrast with the simplicial one, is not trivial for dimensions j ≥ 2.

Theorem 2.6. There exist a combinatorial differential structure over Z^n, as per Definition 2.1, such that ℓ^2(X^j ) is infinite dimensional for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Let us denote by {δ_1, . . . , δ_n} the canonical basis of Z^n. An hyper-cube s ⊂ Z^n of dimension j has 2^j vertices. In particular, there exists a unique way of describing s by a 2^j -tuple (x_1, x_2, . . . x_2j_{−1}, x_2j ) that satisfies x_{i+1} − x_i = ±δ_l with x_{i+1} − x_i = δ_{li} and l_i < l_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ j. This is considered an orientation on s and by convention we refer to this orientation as positive. The opposite orientation is given by

(x_{j+1}, x_j , x_{j−1}, . . . , x_2, x_1, x_2j , x_2j_{−1}, . . . , x_{j+2}) = (x̃_1, . . . , x̃_2j )

and satisfies x̃_{i+1} − x̃_i = −δ_{ℓ̃i} and ℓ̃_i > ℓ̃_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ j. Hence, an oriented hyper-cube s of dimension j in Z^n can be described by a “base” point in Z^n which given by the first element in the 2^j -tuple, and j elements of the canonical basis ordered on either increasing or decreasing fashion. Increasing and decreasing correspond to the positive and negative orientations, respectively. Denoting the base point by ⌊s⌋ we thus write

(7) s ≡ (⌊s⌋; δ_{l1} , . . . , δ_{lj} ) .

In particular, in the first hyperoctant a positive oriented hyber-cube s satisfies that ⌊s⌋ is the smallest vertice. In contrast, for a negatively oriented one ⌊s⌋ is its biggest vertice.

For j = 1, the notation (x; δ_ℓ) conflates (x, x + δ_ℓ) with (x, x − δ_ℓ). In the first case the singleton δ_ℓ needs to be understood as ordered in an increasing fashion while in the later case in decreasing order. For j = 0, we repeat our convention of considering each x ∈ Z^n with an outward and inward orientation. We denote these orientation by (x; −) and (x; +) respectively.

Let P^{j,n} be the set of functions

(8) P^{j,n} := {I : {1, . . . , j} → {1, . . . , n}; I strictly monotone}

By (7) a simplex s of dimension j defines an element ŝ in P^{j,n}. Hence we can also use the following notation

(9) (⌊s⌋; δ_{ŝ(1)}, . . . , δ_{ŝ(j)}) ≡ (⌊s⌋; ŝ) .

On P^{j,n} we can define an involution by

ŝ^∗(i) = ŝ(j − i + 1) ,

and a signature by taking +1 if it is increasing and −1 if it is decreasing. By assumption we have that sgn(s) = sgn(ŝ). We set

⌈s⌉ := ⌊s⌋ + sgn(s) j� i=1 δ_{ŝ(i)} .

This notation allow us to relate an hyper-cube and its opposite orientation by s = (⌈s⌉; ŝ^∗) =: (−1)s .

We set X(Z^n) as the set of oriented hyper-cubes. It is easy to see that it satisfies Item 1 of Definition 2.1 by taking ı : X(Z^n) → P(Z^n) which for every hyper-cube gives its set of vertices. Denoting by X^j the set of oriented hyper-cubes of dimension j we can write X(Z^n) = ∪^n_{j=0}X^j in order to satisfy Item 2 of Definition 2.1. We have left to define ∂ : X^{j+1} → P(X^j ) .

With that aim, starting by the application (9) and for 1 ≤ i_0 ≤ j, we define_{i0}ŝ ∈ P^{j−1,n} by i_0ŝ(i) = � ŝ(i) if i < i_0 ; ŝ(i + 1) if i_0 ≤ i .

For j ≥ 2 and s ∈ X^j ⊂ X(Z^n) we define (10) ∂(s) := ∪^j_{i=1}{(−1)^{j−i}(⌊s⌋;_iŝ)} � ∪^j_{i=1}{(−1)^i(⌈s⌉; (_iŝ)^∗)} .

Let us illustrate this definition by an example. Let s be a cube, s = (x; δ_1, δ_2, δ_3). Then, ∂(s) is composed of 6 faces. Three of these faces contain x = ⌊s⌋ : (11) (x; δ_1, δ_2) ; (x; δ_1, δ_3) ; (x; δ_2, δ_3) ; while three contain x + δ_1 + δ_2 + δ_3 = ⌈s⌉ :

(12) (x + δ_1 + δ_2 + δ_3; δ_3, δ_2) ; (x + δ_1 + δ_2 + δ_3; δ_3, δ_1) ; (x + δ_1 + δ_2 + δ_3; δ_2, δ_1) .

We complete our definition for s ∈ X^1 by ∂(x, y) = {(x; −), (y; +)}. We can now state the result that would show that this definition is in accordance with Item 3 of Definition 2.1 Proposition 2.7. Let s ∈ X^j ⊂ X(Z^n), with j ≥ 2. Then ∂(s) = ∂(s) and if r ∈ ∂(∂(s)), we have that r ∈ ∂(∂(s)).

The proof of Proposition 2.7 is rather long and elementary so we posponed to the Appendix A.

We have hence endowed Z^n with a combinatorial differential structure. By extension, we also have this structure for hZ^n := {(hz_1, . . . , hz_n) : z_l ∈ Z} with h > 0. We denote

X(hZ^n) = n� j=0 X^j_h .

The only ingredient missing for having the Gauss-Bonnet operator is the measure m : X(hZ^n) → R_{>0} . For s ∈ X^j_h we set

m(s) = h^{−2j} .

This measure is chosen in order to ensure that the norm of δ_{s0} , the delta function over s_0 ∈ X^j_h, correspond to the volume of the (shrunken) j-hyper-cube. Indeed we can notice that

||δ_{s0} || = � � s∈X m(s)|δ_{s0} (s)|^2

� 1_2

= (m(s_0))^{12} = h^{−j} .

It follows that we have the following combinatorial differential operators on ℓ^2(X(hZ^n)):

(13) (d_hf)(s) = � r⊂s f(r) ; (d^∗_hf)(s) = 1 h^2 � s⊂r f(r) .

One can check, using for example Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.2, that the spectrum of d_h + d^∗_h is given by � − √ 4n h , √ 4n h � . For ease of notation, when h = 1 we denote the corresponding Hilbert space by ℓ^2(X(Z^n)) and drop the h subscript.

2.3. The particular case Z^1. The study of 1-dimensional discrete Dirac operator clearly outweigh its higher dimensional counterpart as can be attested for example by [BMT20; Cas+20; POO21] and reference therein. In the topic of the continuum limit, [SU21] focus in the n = 2 and argue that for n = 1 the discrete Dirac operator on ℓ^2(Z)^2 is given by

D_m = � m D_− D_+ −m �

where D_+f(x) = f(x + 1) − f(x) and D_− = D^∗_+, is unitarily equivalent to a Schrödinger operator on ℓ^2(Z). From this, one can use the result from [NT21] to study its continuum limit. From another point view, in contrast with the modifications needed for bigger dimension, [CGJ22b] shows that for n = 1 the continuum limit holds in the norm resolvent sense for D_m . These results coincide with the present work in the sense that D_m is unitarily equivalent to d + d^∗ + mτ, where τ was defined on (6). This equivalence can be implemented by the unitary operator U : ℓ^2(X(Z)) → ℓ^2(Z)^2 is given by

(Uf)(x) = (f({x, +}), f(x, x + 1)) .

3. The operator d acting on discrete differential forms

In this section we construct a unitary representation of ℓ^2(X(Z^n)) which will be useful for the subsequent computations. For this construction we use standard notation from multilinear algebra and differential geometry.

First, for 0 ≤ j ≤ n let

�_j

(Z^n) be the vector space of alternating j-linear complex valued functions on (Z^n)^j , where we identify

�_0

(Z^n) with C . We refer to a ω ∈

�_j (Z^n) as a j-form. We define dx^l ∈

�_1

(Z^n) by

dx^l(δ_k) = � 1 if l = k 0 if l ≠ k .

A basis for

�_1

(Z^n) is given by {dx^1, . . . , dx^n}. The wedge product ∧ :

�_k (Z^n) × �_j

(Z^n) →

�_{k+j} (Z^n) for η ∈

�_k

(Z^n) and ω ∈

�_j (Z^n) is given by

η ∧ ω(μ_1, . . . , μ_{k+j}) = 1 k!j! � σ∈S_{k+j}

sgn(σ)η(μ_{σ(1)} , . . . , μ_{σ(k)})ω(μ_{σ(k+1)}, . . . , μ_{σ(k+j)}) .

Then, a basis for

�_j (Z^n) is given by

{ω ∈

�_j (Z^n) : ω = dx^{l1} ∧ . . . ∧ dx^{lj} and l_1 < · · · < l_j } .

Let P^{j,n}_+ be the elements in P^{j,n} (defined in (8)) that are strictly increasing. For I ∈ P^{j,n}_+ we define dx^I := dx^{I(1)} ∧ . . . ∧ dx^{I(j)}. Using this basis we can define an inner product on

�_j

(Z^n) by:

(14) ⟨dx^I ; dx^{I′} ⟩�j_{(Zn)} := � 1 if I = I^′ 0 if else . Let Ω^j (Z^n) := {ω : Z^n →

�_j

(Z^n)} be the vector space sections over

�_j (Z^n). We denote by Ω^j_c(Z^n) the subspace of compactly supported sections. Each ω in Ω^j(Z^n) can be written by

(15) ω(μ) = � I∈P^{j,n}_+

ω_I (μ)dx^I ,

where ω_I : Z^n → C . On Ω^j_c(Z^n) we consider the inner product induced by the inner product on

�_j

(Z^n) given by (14). Using (15) one can check that

(16) ⟨ω, η⟩_Ωj_{c (Zn)} = � μ∈Z^n � I∈P^{j,n}_+

ω_I (μ)η_I (μ) .

The completion of Ω^j_c(Z^n) under the norm defined by (16) is ℓ^2(Z^n;

�_j

(Z^n)).

Let us introduce the operator d̃ in Ω^j (Z^n) using the standard ideas of differential forms. First, for a function ω : Z^n → C set

D_lω(μ) = ω(μ + δ_l) − ω(μ).

Let d̃_0 : Ω^0(Z^n) → Ω^1(Z^n) be the exterior derivative defined by

(17) d̃_0ω = n� l=1 (D_lω)dx_l.

We are interested in comparing d from (13) to d̃. With that in mind, let us define, for every 0 ≤ j ≤ n, the unitary operator U_j : ℓ^2(X^j ) → ℓ^2(Z^n;

�_j

(Z^n)) by

(18) (U_j f)(μ) := � I∈P^{j,i}_+

f(μ; δ_{I(1)}, . . . , δ_{I(j)}) dx^I .

Noticing that for f ∈ ℓ^2(X^0)

[(U_1 ∘ d_0)f](μ) = j� i=1 (d_0f)(μ; δ_j )dx^i = j� i=1 (d_0f)(μ, μ + δ_i)dx^i = j� i=1 (f(μ + δ_i) − f(μ))dx^i

= j� i=1 D_if(μ)dx^i

(19)

we obtain that U_1 ∘ d_0 = d̃_0 ∘ U_0.

The operator d̃_j : Ω^j(Z^n) → Ω^{j+1}(Z^n) is defined by

(20) d̃_j( � I∈P^{j,n}_+

ω_I dx^I ) = � I∈P^{j,n}_+

(d̃_0ω_I ) ∧ dx^I .

Arguing as in (19) one can check that we have the following commutative diagram ℓ^2(X^j ) ℓ^2(Z^n;

�_j

(Z^n))

ℓ^2(X^{j+1}) ℓ^2(Z^n;

�_{j+1} (Z^n)).

U_jd^j d̃_j U_{j+1}

To have a global perspective we define the total exterior derivative d̃ as the off–diagonal operator given by d̃ : ⊕^{n−1}_{j=0} Ω^j(Z^n) → ⊕^n_{j=1}Ω^j(Z^n) .

and from the family of unitary operators U_j , the diagonal operator

U : ℓ^2(X(Z^n)) → n� j=0 ℓ^2(Z^n;

�_j (Z^n)) .

Then, we can summarize the results so far by

(21) d̃ ∘ U = U ∘ d .

We turn now our attention to d̃^∗. For this, let us consider I ∈ P^{j,n}_+ and define J_I : {j + 1, . . . , n} → {1, . . . , n} \ {I(1), . . . , I(j)} to be the only strictly increasing function between those two sets. Then we denote by IJ_I the permutation given by

IJ_I (i) = � I(i) i ≤ j J_I (i) j < i . The Hodge star operator is defined as the operator ∗ :

�_j (Z^n) →

�_{n−j} (Z^n) determined by ∗dx^I = sign(IJ_I )dx^{JI} .

Then, we can compute the adjoint operator d̃^∗ : Ω^{j+1}(Z^n) → Ω^j(Z^n) as

(22) d̃^∗ = (−1)^{ni+1} ∗ d̃ ∗ .

Let us denote by Δ the discrete Laplacian on Z^n given by:

(Δf)(μ) = n� l=1 f(μ + δ_l) + f(μ − δ_l) − 2f(μ) ,

and consider the bounded operator Δ̃ on ℓ^2(Z^n;

�_j

(Z^n)) defined by Δ̃ � ω_I dx^I � = � (Δω_I )dx^I .

The following result shows that the Hodge-Laplacian on Z^n is unitary equivalent to a family of usual Laplacians on Z^n. Lemma 3.1. (d̃ + d̃^∗)^2 = Δ̃ Proof. First notice that by (21) we know that d̃^2 = 0. It follows that (d̃+d̃^∗)^2 = d̃d̃^∗ +d̃^∗d̃ and hence we will prove (d̃d̃^∗ + d̃^∗d̃) = Δ̃. Consider the quadratic form of the operator Δ̃ given by ⟨ � I (Δω_I )dx^I ; � I ω_I dx^I ⟩ = � μ∈Z^n � I (Δω_I (μ))ω_I (μ)

= � μ∈Z^n � I n� α=1 ((D^2_αω_I )(μ − e_α))ω_I (μ)

= � μ∈Z^n � I n� α=1 |D_αω_I (μ)|^2 .

(23)

Now, let us compute the quadratic form of d̃d̃^∗ + d̃^∗d̃. Using (22) we obtain that ⟨(d̃d̃^∗)ω, ω⟩ = ⟨d̃ ∗ ω; d̃ ∗ ω⟩ = ⟨d̃ � I sign(IJ_I )ω_I dx^J ; d̃ � I sign(IJ_I )ω_I dx^{JI} ⟩ = ⟨ � I sign(IJ_I ) n� α=1 D_αω_I dx^α ∧ dx^{JI} ; � I sign(IJ_I ) n� α=1 D_αω_I dx^α ∧ dx^{JI} ⟩ = � μ∈Z^n � I � α≠J_I (i) j+1≤i≤n

|D_αω_I (μ)|^2

= � μ∈Z^n � I j� i=1 |D_{I(i)}ω_I (μ)|^2.

(24)

Similarly

⟨(d̃^∗d̃)ω, ω⟩ = ⟨d̃ω; d̃ω⟩ = ⟨ � I n� α=1 D_αω_I dx^α ∧ dx^J ; � I n� α=1 D_αω_I dx^α ∧ dx^J ⟩ = � μ∈Z^n � I � α≠I(i) 1≤i≤j

|D_αω_I (μ)|^2

= � μ∈Z^n � I n� i=j+1

|D_{JI (i)}ω_I (μ)|^2.

(25)

Adding (24) and (25) we obtain (23). □ This result is useful for the present article because it allows the following representation of the resolvent of d + d^∗:

Corollary 3.2. For Im(z) ≠ 0 the resolvent operators of d̃ + d̃^∗ and Δ̃ satisfies

(d̃ + d̃^∗ − z)^{−1} = (d̃ + d̃^∗ + z)(Δ̃ − z^2)^{−1}.

4. Continuum limit 4.1. Introducing the mesh size h. Now we are ready to introduce the parameter h. As in the last part of section Section 2 we consider the spaces

�_n j=0 ℓ^2(hZ^n;

�_j (hZ^n)) and �_n

j=0 ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � with internal products given respectively by

⟨ω, η⟩_{ℓ2 (hZn;}�j_{(hZn))} = 1 h^{2j} � μ∈hZ^n;I∈P^{j,n}_+

ω_I (μ)η_I (μ),

⟨f, g⟩_{ℓ2} �_{hZn;C} ( n_j )� = � μ∈hZ^n;1≤l≤(^n_j )

f_l(μ)g_l(μ).

To define a unitary operator between these spaces we introduce the lexicographic order in P^{j,n}_+ , which is given by: I < I^′ if and only if there exists 1 ≤ l ≤ j such that

I(i) =I^′(i), i < l, I(l) <I^′(l).

Therefore we have P^{j,n}_+ = {I^j_1 < · · · < I^j(_{nj} )}. For 0 ≤ j ≤ n, using (15), we set

Ũ_{j,h} : ℓ^2(hZ^n;

�_j (hZ^n)) → ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � , by (26) (Ũ_{j,h}ω)_l(μ) := 1 h^j ω_Ij_l (μ), 1 ≤ l ≤ � n j � . This gives a unitary operator whose adjoint is given by

(27) (Ũ^∗_{j,h}f)(μ) := h^j

(^n_j )� l=1 f_l(μ)dx^{Ijl}

Using the same definitions of (13), (17) and (20) together with (18) and (26) give us the comutative diagram ℓ^2(hX^j ) ℓ^2(hZ^n;

�_j

(hZ^n)) ℓ^2(hZ^n; C (^{nj} ))

ℓ^2(hX^{j+1}) ℓ^2(hZ^n;

�_{j+1} (hZ^n)) ℓ^2(hZ^n; C (^{nj+1}))

U_jd^{j,h} Ũ_{j,h} d̃_{j,h}Ũ_{j+1,h}d̃_{j,h}Ũ ∗_{j,h} U_{j+1}Ũ_{j+1,h}

Defining the diagonal operator Ũ_h :

�_n

j=0 Ũ_{j,h} we are led to study the convergence of

the operator

H_h := Ũ_hU(d_h + d^∗_h)U^∗Ũ^∗_h : n� j=0 ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � → n� j=0 ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � . This operator can be written in the operator-valued matrix form

H_h = Ũ_hU

� � � � � � � � � �

0 d^∗_{0,h} 0 . . . 0 0 0 d_{0,h} 0 d^∗_{1,h} . . . 0 0 0 0 d_{1,h} 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . . . . ... . . . . . . 0 0 0 · · · 0 d^∗_{j−1,h} 0 0 0 0 · · · d_{j−1,h} 0 d^∗_{j,h} 0 0 0 · · · 0 d_{j,h} 0

� � � � � � � � � � U^∗Ũ^∗_h .

Now we turn to construct the passage to the continuum. For this, we denote an element in �_n

j=0 ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � by f_{j,l} for 1 ≤ j ≤ n; 1 ≤ l ≤

�_n j � and set F :

�_n

j=0 ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � → �_n

j=0 L^2 � h^{−1}T^n; C (^{nj} ) �

(F f)_{j,l}(ξ) := h^n � μ∈hZ^n

e^{−2πiξ·μ}f_{j,l}(μ) , 0 ≤ j ≤ n, 1 ≤ l ≤ � n j � . The next lemma describe F H_hF^∗ as matrix-value multiplication operator. This characterization will enable us to adapt use the results from [NT21] to obtain the desired limit.

Lemma 4.1. The operator F H_hF^∗ can be written as a 2^n ×2^n- matrix whose coefficients are linear combinations of elements of the form:

a_{h,l}(ξ) :=

(−1 + e^{−2πihξl} ) h , 1 ≤ l ≤ n.

Proof. For fixed 0 ≤ j ≤ n let us consider the operator d̃_jŨ^∗_{j,h} applied to f = (f_{j,l}) ∈

ℓ^2 � hZ^n; C (^{nj} ) � . Using (20) and (27)

(d̃_{j,h}Ũ^∗_{j,h}f)(μ) = h^j

(^n_j )� l (d̃_{0,h}f_{j,l})(μ) ∧ dx^{Ijl}

= h^j

(^n_j )� l n� α=1 (f_{j,l}(μ + hδ_α) − f_{j,l}(μ))dx^α ∧ dx^{Ijl}

= h^j � 1≤l̃≤(^n_j )

� � � � � � � α,l dx^α∧dx^{Ij}l =(±)dx^I j+1 l̃ (f_{j,l}(μ + hδ_α) − f_{j,l}(μ))

� � � � � � (±)dx^{Ij+1~}l .

From this computation and (26) we see that the (l̃, l) coefficient of the

�_n j+1 � × �_n j � operator

matrix Ũ_{j+1,h}d̃_jŨ^∗_{j,h} is � 1≤α≤n

dx^α∧dx^{Ij}l =(±)dx^I j+1 l̃ (f_{j,l}(μ + hδ_α) − f_{j,l}(μ)) h .

We finish the proof by recalling that F (f_{j,l}(· + hδ_α) − f_{j,l}(·)) = h a_{h,α}F f_{j,l}. □

Our problem is to study the convergence of (F H_hF^∗ − z)^{−1}. Using Corollary 3.2 we immediately see that for Im(z) > 0

(F H_hF^∗ − z)^{−1}(ξ) = 1 r_z(ξ)

F H_hF^∗ + z r_z(ξ)

(28)

where

r_z(ξ) := n� l=1 |a_{h,l}(ξ)|^2 − z^2.

4.2. The limit operator and some auxiliary results. For the limit operator we will consider the operator exterior derivative d in Ω(R^n ). Then, we define the operator H in �_n

j=0 L^2 � R^n ; C (^{nj} ) � with domain

�_n j=0 H^1 � R^n ; C (^{nj} ) � , the first order Sobolev space, and

is given by the operator-valued matrix

H =

� � � � � � � � � � �

0 d^∗_0 0 . . . 0 0 0 d_0 0 d^∗_1 . . . 0 0 0 0 d_1 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . 0 0 0 · · · 0 d^∗_{j−1} 0 0 0 0 · · · d_{j−1} 0 d^∗_j 0 0 0 · · · 0 d_j 0

� � � � � � � � � � �

Defining the Fourier transform F :

�_n

j=0 L^2 � R^n ; C (^{nj} ) � → �_n j=0 L^2 � R^n ; C (^{nj} ) � by (Ff)_{j,l}(ξ) = � R^n

e^{−2πix·ξ}f_{j,l}(x)dx, 1 ≤ j ≤ n; 1 ≤ l ≤ � n j � , in a completely analogous manner as we did before, we can see that for Im(z) > 0

(29) (FHF^∗ − z)^{−1}(ξ) = 1 R_z(ξ)

FHF^∗ + z R_z(ξ)

where R_z(ξ) := 4π^2|ξ|^2 − z^2. This time the coefficients of the matrix of FHF^∗ are obtained by replacing a_{h,l} of Lemma 4.1 by

A_l(ξ) := 2iπξ_l 1 ≤ l ≤ n .

Next, using the construction from [NT21] define the partial isometry P_h :

�_n j=1 � L^2(R^n ); C (^{nj} ) � → �_n j=1 � ℓ^2(hZ^n); C (^{nj} ) � (P_hu)(μ) = h^{−2} � R^n

φ_{h,μ}(x)u(x)dx,

where φ_{h,μ}(x) := φ(h^{−1}(x − μ)), and φ is any function in S(R^n ) satisfying � μ∈Z^n

|φ̂(ξ + μ)|^2 = 1, ξ ∈ R^n ,

(30)

supp(φ̂) ⊂ (−1, 1)^n.

(31)

Set also Q_h := F P_hF^∗.

The following two lemmas are small modifications of [NT21, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3]. For ease of reading, we include the main ideas of the proofs here.

Lemma 4.2. For each z ∈ C \ R, there exists a positive constant C such that

‖(1 − P^∗_h P_h)(H − z)^{−1}‖ ≤ Ch.

Proof. Since (1 − P^∗_h P_h)(H − z)^{−1} = F^∗[1 − Q^∗_hQ_h](FHF^∗ − z)^{−1}F, is enough to prove the result for each entry in the difference matrix of [1 − Q^∗_hQ_h](FHF^∗ − z)^{−1}. By (29) and Lemma 4.1 each entry of (FHF^∗ − z)^{−1} is a linear combination of elements in {zR_z(ξ)^{−1}, A_1(ξ)R_z (ξ)^{−1}, . . . , A_n(ξ)R_z(ξ)^{−1}}. We will just study A_l(ξ)R_z(ξ)^{−1} for a

fixed l since the proof for zR_z(ξ)^{−1} is similar. For ψ ∈ L^2(R^n ) set g(ξ) =

A_l(ξ) |2πξ|^2 − z ψ(ξ).

It is possible to show that (see the Appendix in [NT21])

(1 − Q^∗_hQ_h) g(ξ) = g(ξ) − � μ∈{0,±1}^n

φ̂(hξ)φ̂(hξ + μ)g(ξ + h^{−1}μ)

= (1 − |φ̂(hξ)|^2)g(ξ) − � 0≠μ∈{0,±1}^n

φ̂(hξ)φ̂(hξ + μ)g(ξ + h^{−1}μ).

For the first term, by (30) and (31)

‖(1 − |φ̂(hξ)|^2)g‖ ≤ sup_{|ξ|>h−1δ} � � � � A_l(ξ) |2πξ|^2 − z � � � � ‖ψ‖ ≤ Ch‖ψ‖,

for some δ > 0. For the terms in the sum using (30) and (31) again we se that φ̂(hξ)φ̂(hξ + μ) = 0 for |hξ + μ| ≤ δ. Thus for each μ ∈ {0, ±1}^n

‖φ̂(hξ)φ̂(hξ + μ)g(ξ + h^{−1}μ)‖ ≤ sup_{|ξ+h−1μ|>δ} � � � � A_l(ξ + h^{−1}μ) |2π(ξ + h^{−1}μ)|^2 − z � � � � ‖ψ‖ ≤ Ch‖ψ‖. □ Lemma 4.3. For each z ∈ C \ R, there exists a positive constant C such that

‖(H_h − z)^{−1}P_h − P_h(H − z)^{−1}‖ ≤ Ch

Proof. First write

‖(H_h − z)^{−1}P_h − P_h(H − z)^{−1}‖ = ‖Q^∗_hF (H_h − z)^{−1}F^∗Q_h − Q^∗_hQ_hF(H − z)^{−1}F^∗‖.

As is the previous lemma it is enough to prove that the inequality holds for each entry in the matrix of Q^∗_hF (H_h − λ)^{−1}F^∗Q_h − Q^∗_hQ_hF(H − λ)^{−1}F^∗. Then, taking into account (28) and (29), for a fixed l, we consider ‖Q^∗_h a_{h,l} r_z

Q_h − Q^∗_hQ_h

A_l R_z

‖. Let ψ in S(R^n ), then it is possible to show that (see the Appendix in [NT21])

(32) � Q^∗_h a_l r_z

Q_h − Q^∗_hQ_h

A_l R_z � ψ = � μ∈{0,±1}^n

φ̂(hξ)φ̂(hξ + μ)B_h(ξ + h^{−1}μ)ψ(ξ + h^{−1}μ),

where B_h = a_{h,l} r_z − A_l R_z

= a_{h,l}

R_z − r_z r_zR_z + a_{h,l} − A_l R_z

. Using the Taylor expansion and (30) and (31) we easily get

|φ̂(hξ)|^2 � � � a_{h,l} − A_l

R_z � � � ≤ Ch|φ̂(hξ)|^2, and |φ̂(hξ)|^2|a_{h,l}| � � � � R_z − r_z r_zR_z � � � � ≤ Ch|φ̂(hξ)|^2.

In the same way, from (30) and (31), for μ ∈ {0, ±1}^n

(33) |φ̂(hξ)φ̂(hξ + μ)D_h(ξ + h^{−1}μ)| ≤ Ch, ξ ∈ R^n . Thus, using (33) in (32) we finish the proof. □ 4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let T_h : ℓ^2(X_h) →

�_n

j=0 L^2(R^n ; C (^{nj} )) be the operator

T_h := P^∗_h Ũ_hU .

Being Ũ_hU unitary, and P_h a partial isometry with full range, T_h is an isometry.

Noticing that T_h(d_h + d^∗_h − z)T^∗_h = P^∗_h (H_h − z)P_h we write

P^∗_h (H_h −z)^{−1}P_h −(H −z)^{−1} = P^∗_h � (H_h − λ)^{−1}P_h − P_h(H − λ)^{−1} � −(1−P^∗_h P_h)(H −λ)^{−1}

from where one can conclude by taking into account Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 2.7 Because the definition of ∂ involves (_iŝ)^∗ we need a better understanding of how the involution and restriction are related before attempting to prove Proposition 2.7.

Lemma A.1. Let ŝ be given by (9). Let 1 ≤ i_0 ≤ j and 1 ≤ i_1 ≤ j − 1. Then the following statements hold:

(1)_{i0} (ŝ^∗) = (_{j−i0+1}ŝ)^∗ (2) (_{i0} (ŝ^∗))^∗ = (_{j−i0+1}ŝ) (3) i_1 (i0ŝ) = � � � (i_0−1)(i1ŝ) if i1 < i0 ;

i_0 ((i^1+1)ŝ) if i0 ≤ i1 .

Proof. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ j − 1, then on one hand we have

i_0 (ŝ

∗)(i) = � ŝ^∗(i) i < i_0 ŝ^∗(i + 1) i_0 ≤ i = � ŝ(j − i + 1) i < i_0 ŝ(j − i) i_0 ≤ i while in the other we can compute (_{j−i0+1}ŝ)^∗(i) =_{j−i0+1}ŝ(j − i) = � ŝ(j − i) j − i < j − i_0 + 1 ŝ(j − i + 1) j − i_0 + 1 ≤ j − i = � ŝ(j − i) i_0 ≤ i ŝ(j − i + 1) i < i_0 which proves Item 1. Further, Item 2 is a direct consequence of Item 1. To prove Item 3 we fix 1 ≤ i_0 ≤ j and 1 ≤ i_1 ≤ j − 1 and first consider the case i_1 < i_0. We first compute

i_1 (i0ŝ)(i) = � i_0ŝ(i) i < i1

i_0ŝ(i + 1) i1 ≤ i = � � � � � ŝ(i) i < i_1 ŝ(i + 1) i_1 ≤ i ≤ i_0 − 2 ŝ(i + 2) i_0 − 1 ≤ i and then compare it with

i_0−1(i1ŝ)(i) = � i_1ŝ(i) i < i0 − 1

i_1ŝ(i + 1) i0 − 1 ≤ i

which will coincide with the previous expression and hence show that Item 3 holds for i_1 < i_0. The computations for i_0 ≤ i_1 follow the same structure and are omitted. □ Proof of Proposition 2.7. Let us first show that ∂(s) = ∂(s). By (10) and using Items 1 and 2 from Lemma A.1 we can check that:

∂(s) = ∪^j_{i=1} {(−1)^{j−i}(⌊s⌋;_i(ŝ^∗))} � ∪^j_{i=1}{(−1)^i(⌈s⌉; (_i(ŝ^∗))^∗)} = ∪^j_{i=1} {(−1)^{j−i}(⌈s⌉⌊; (_{j−i+1}ŝ)^∗)} � ∪^j_{i=1}{(−1)^i(⌊s⌋;_{j−i+1}ŝ)} = ∪^j_{m=1} {(−1)^{m−1}(⌈s⌉⌊; (_mŝ)^∗)} � ∪^j_{m=1}{(−1)^{j−m+1}(⌊s⌋;_mŝ)} = ∪^j_{m=1} {(−1)^m(⌈s⌉⌊; (_mŝ)^∗)} � ∪^j_{m=1}{(−1)^{j−m}(⌊s⌋;_mŝ)} = ∂(s) .

It remains to show that ∂(∂(s)) = ∂(∂(s)). For this we introduce the following notation for 1 ≤ i ≤ j and s ∈ X^j A_i(s) := (−1)^{j−i}(⌊s⌋;_iŝ) B_i(s) := (−1)^i(⌈s⌉ : (_iŝ)^∗) .

It follows that

∂(∂(s)) = ∪^{j−1}_{l=1} ∪^j_{i=1} {A_l(A_i(s)) ∪ B_l(A_i(s)) ∪ A_l(B_i(s)) ∪ B_l(B_i(s))} .

Let us now consider s ∈ X^j . Without lose of generality we will assume that s = (⌊s⌋; δ_1, . . . , δ_j ). From the proof of Lemma A.1 on can see that if i_1 < i_0, then_{i1} (_{i0}ŝ) skips the i_0 and i_1 terms. We start by identifying the faces r ∈ ∂(∂(s)) that satisfies ⌊r⌋ = ⌊s⌋. There are given for 1 ≤ i ≤ j and 1 ≤ l ≤ j − 1 such that j − i is even and j − l is odd by

A_l(A_i)(s) = A_l((−1)^{j−i}(⌊s⌋;_iŝ) = (−1)^{j−1−l}(⌊s⌋;_l(_iŝ)) = � (⌊s⌋;_l(_iŝ)) if l < i (⌊s⌋;_i(_{l+1}ŝ)) if i ≤ l ;

and for 1 ≤ i ≤ j and 1 ≤ l ≤ j − 1 such that j − i is odd and l is even by

B_l(A_i)(s) = B_l((−1)^{j−i}(⌊s⌋;_iŝ) =B_l((⌈s⌉ − δ_i; (_iŝ)^∗)

=(−1)^l(⌊s⌋; (_l((_iŝ)^∗))^∗)

=(⌊s⌋;_{j−l}(_iŝ)) = � (⌊s⌋;_{j−l}(_iŝ)) if j − l < i (⌊s⌋;_i(_{j−l+1}ŝ)) if i ≤ j − l .

In both cases we have faces that start at ⌊s⌋ but have two directions less than s. To check that we have all possible^{j∗(j−1)}_2 combinations we first consider the case j = 2k for k ∈ N. We have that the faces r ∈ ∂(∂(s)) that satisfies ⌊r⌋ = ⌊s⌋ are given by

� ∪^k_{p=1} ∪^k_{m=1} A_{2p−1}(A_{2m}(s))

� � � ∪^{k−1}_{p=1} ∪^k_{m=1} B_{2p}(A_{2m−1}(s)) � = � ∪^k_{p=1} ∪^k_{m=p} (⌊s⌋;_{2p−1}(_{2m}ŝ))

� � �

∪^k_{p=1} ∪^{p−1}_{m=1} (⌊s⌋;_{2m}(_{2p}ŝ)) � � � ∪^{k−1}_{p=1} ∪^k_{m=k−p+1} (⌊s⌋;_{2k−2p}(_{2m−1}ŝ))

� � �

∪^{k−1}_{p=1} ∪^{k−p}_{m=1} (⌊s⌋;_{2m−1}(_{2k−2p+1}ŝ)) � = � ∪^k_{p=1} ∪^k_{m=p} (⌊s⌋;_{2p−1}(_{2m}ŝ))

� � �

∪^k_{p=1} ∪^{p−1}_{m=1} (⌊s⌋;_{2m}(_{2p}ŝ)) � � � ∪^{k−1}_{p=1} ∪^k_{m=p+1} (⌊s⌋;_{2p}(_{2m−1}ŝ))

� � �

∪^{k−1}_{p=1} ∪^p_{m=1} (⌊s⌋;_{2m−1}(_{2p+1}ŝ)) � = � ∪^{j−1}_{l=1} ∪^j_{i=l+1} (⌊s⌋;_l(_iŝ)) � .

Similar computations work for j = 2k + 1 as well for the treatment of the other types of faces. We do not enter into the detail of each one but we will discuss where the terms come from with the aid of the following table.

r i such that l such that ⌊r⌋ 1 A_l(A_i(s)) j − i is even j − l is odd ⌊s⌋ 2 B_l(A_i(s)) j − i is odd l is even ⌊s⌋ 3 A_l(A_i(s)) j − i is even j − l is even ⌈s⌉ − δ_{x1} − δ_{x2} 4 B_l(A_i(s)) j − i is odd l is odd ⌈s⌉ − δ_{x1} − δ_{x2} 5 A_l(A_i(s)) j − i is odd j − l is even ⌊s⌋ + δ_{x1} 6 B_l(A_i(s)) j − i is even l is odd ⌊s⌋ + δ_{x1} 7 A_l(B_i(s)) i is odd j − l is odd ⌊s⌋ + δ_{x1} 8 B_l(B_i(s)) i is even l is even ⌊s⌋ + δ_{x1} 9 A_l(A_i(s)) j − i is odd j − l is odd ⌈s⌉ − δ_{x1} 10 B_l(A_i(s)) j − i is even l is even ⌈s⌉ − δ_{x1} 11 A_l(B_i(s)) i is odd j − l is even ⌈s⌉ − δ_{x1} 12 B_l(B_i(s)) i is even l is odd ⌈s⌉ − δ_{x1} 13 A_l(B_i(s)) i is even j − l is even ⌊s⌋ + δ_{x1} + δ_{x2} 14 B_l(B_i(s)) i is odd l is odd ⌊s⌋ + δ_{x1} + δ_{x2} 15 A_l(B_i(s)) i is even j − l is odd ⌈s⌉ 16 B_l(B_i(s)) i is odd l is even ⌈s⌉

The first two rows corresponds to the calculations we have already done. Rows 3 and 4 will give rise two the opposite faces of the first two rows. In all, the first two rows are all the faces that contain ⌊s⌋, either as ⌊r⌋ or ⌈r⌉. The next 8 rows describe the faces that contain a vertices at distance 1 from ⌊s⌋. Again we have that the first rows, rows 5 to 8, are positively oriented while the second half, rows 9 to 12 correspond to theirs opposite faces. Finally, rows 13 to 16 are symmetric to the the first 4 rows but its faces contain ⌈s⌉ instead of ⌊s⌋. □

Data availability: There are no data associated with this manuscript. Conflict of interest: On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states there is no conflict of interest.

Acknowledgments: P. Miranda was supported by the Chilean Fondecyt Grant 1201857. D. Parra was supported by the Chilean Fondecyt Grant 3210686.

References

[AT15] Colette Anné and Nabila Torki-Hamza. ‘The Gauss-Bonnet operator of an infinite graph’. Anal. Math. Phys. 5 (2) (2015), pp. 137–159 (cit. on p. 1).

[Ath+21] Nassim Athmouni et al. ‘The magnetic discrete Laplacian inferred from the Gauß-Bonnet operator and application’. Ann. Funct. Anal. 12 (2) (2021), Paper No. 33, 30 (cit. on pp. 1, 3).

[BMT20] Olivier Bourget, Gregorio R. Moreno Flores and Amal Taarabt. ‘One-dimensional discrete Dirac operators in a decaying random potential I: Spectrum and dynamics’. Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 23 (2) (2020), Paper No. 20, 51 (cit. on p. 9).

[Cas+20] B. Cassano et al. ‘Location of eigenvalues of non-self-adjoint discrete Dirac operators’. Ann. Henri Poincaré 21 (7) (2020), pp. 2193–2217 (cit. on p. 9).

[CGJ21] Horia Cornean, Henrik Garde and Arne Jensen. ‘Norm resolvent convergence of discretized Fourier multipliers’. J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 27 (4) (2021), Paper No. 71, 31 (cit. on p. 1).

[CGJ22a] Horia Cornean, Henrik Garde and Arne Jensen. Discrete approximations to Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians on a half-space and norm resolvent convergence. 2022. eprint: arXiv:2211.01974 (cit. on p. 1).

[CGJ22b] Horia D. Cornean, Henrik Garde and Arne Jensen. Discrete approximations to Dirac operators and norm resolvent convergence. 2022. eprint: arXiv:2203.07826 (cit. on pp. 1, 9).

[Che18] Yassin Chebbi. ‘The discrete Laplacian of a 2-simplicial complex’. Potential Anal. 49 (2) (2018), pp. 331–358 (cit. on p. 3).

[Che20] Yassin Chebbi. ‘Spectral gap of the discrete Laplacian on triangulations’. J.

Math. Phys. 61 (10) (2020), pp. 103507, 16 (cit. on p. 3).

[Dod76] Jozef Dodziuk. ‘Finite-difference approach to the Hodge theory of harmonic forms’. Amer. J. Math. 98 (1) (1976), pp. 79–104 (cit. on p. 3).

[Eck45] Beno Eckmann. ‘Harmonische Funktionen und Randwertaufgaben in einem Komplex’. Comment. Math. Helv. 17 (1945), pp. 240–255 (cit. on p. 3).

[ENT22] Pavel Exner, Shu Nakamura and Yukihide Tadano. ‘Continuum limit of the lattice quantum graph Hamiltonian’. Lett. Math. Phys. 112 (4) (2022), Paper No. 83, 15 (cit. on p. 1).

[GW16] Anna Gundert and Uli Wagner. ‘On eigenvalues of random complexes’. Israel J. Math. 216 (2) (2016), pp. 545–582 (cit. on p. 3).

[HJ13] Danijela Horak and Jürgen Jost. ‘Spectra of combinatorial Laplace operators on simplicial complexes’. Adv. Math. 244 (2013), pp. 303–336 (cit. on p. 3).

[Kel15] Matthias Keller. ‘Intrinsic metrics on graphs: a survey’. In: Mathematical technology of networks. Vol. 128. Springer Proc. Math. Stat. Springer, Cham, 2015, pp. 81–119 (cit. on p. 4).

[Lim20] Lek-Heng Lim. ‘Hodge Laplacians on graphs’. SIAM Rev. 62 (3) (2020), pp. 685–715 (cit. on p. 2).

[MPR23] Pablo Miranda, Daniel Parra and Georgi Raikov. ‘Spectral asymptotics at thresholds for a Dirac-type operator on Z^2’. J. Funct. Anal. 284 (2) (2023), Paper No. 109743 (cit. on p. 1).

[NT21] Shu Nakamura and Yukihide Tadano. ‘On a continuum limit of discrete Schrödinger operators on square lattice’. J. Spectr. Theory 11 (1) (2021), pp. 355–367 (cit. on pp. 1, 9, 14, 16, 17).

[Par17] D. Parra. ‘Spectral and scattering theory for Gauss-Bonnet operators on perturbed topological crystals’. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 452 (2) (2017), pp. 792– 813 (cit. on p. 1).

[POO21] Roberto A. Prado, César R. de Oliveira and Edmundo C. de Oliveira. ‘Density of states and Lifshitz tails for discrete 1D random Dirac operators’. Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 24 (3) (2021), Paper No. 30, 29 (cit. on p. 9).

[Pos12] Olaf Post. Spectral analysis on graph-like spaces. Vol. 2039. Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Heidelberg, 2012, pp. xvi+431 (cit. on p. 1).

[PZ22] Olaf Post and Sebastian Zimmer. Generalised norm resolvent convergence:

comparison of different concepts. 2022. eprint: arXiv:2202.03234 (cit. on p. 1).

[SU21] Karl Michael Schmidt and Tomio Umeda. Continuum limits for discrete Dirac operators on 2D square lattices. 2021. eprint: arXiv:2109.04052 (cit. on pp. 1, 9).

[Tha92] Bernd Thaller. The Dirac equation. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1992, pp. xviii+357 (cit. on p. 6).

Departamento de Matemática y Ciencia de la Computación, Universidad de Santiago de Chile, Las Sophoras 173. Santiago, Chile.

Email address: pablo.miranda.r@usach.cl

Departamento de Matemática y Ciencia de la Computación, Universidad de Santiago de Chile, Las Sophoras 173. Santiago, Chile.

Email address: daniel.parra.v@usach.cl