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Existence Theorems for Ordered Variants of
Weyl Quantization

By

Daniel A. DUBIN*, Mark A. HENNINGS** and Thomas B. SMITH***

Abstract

We consider some mathematical properties of Weyl-like quantizations based on two families of
orderings of ¢'®f**9: the first family, Wq.0, interpolates between Wick (A =1) and antiWick (1=
—1) ordering, while the second family, W, interpolates between the Q- {#=1) and P- (u=—1)
orderings. The ordering W, common to both families is the unordered Weyl system.

The most important property is that of the existence of quantizations. For all orderings Wo,m
and for Wg,0 with —1<A<0 quantization is a well-defined map from the tempered distributions on
phase space into the continuous linear operators from 4 (IR) into J (R)". For the orderings Wa,0
with 0 <A<1 we have to restrict the class of wave functions from «§ (R) to a certain dense subset
of it, and the resulting quantization procedure sends tempered distributions on phase space into
sesquilinear forms on this subspace. For Wick ordering itself we have not been able to find any
useable quantization scheme, and we doubt whether any one exists that is based on tempered
distributions.

We also consider questions of boundedness, and determine the matrix coefficients for the
quantizations of phase space functions of radius or of angle. In particular, we consider various
quantizations of the angle function in phase space.

1. Introduction

In a series of earlier papers [6, 7, 14, 15, 20], we have considered the problem
of Weyl quantization in polar coordinates. Our principal purpose has been the
analysis of the properties of the Weyl quantized angle function in phase space,
which we have proposed as a quantum phase operator. With that purpose in
mind, our analysis was based on the function space of Schwartz and its dual,
the space of tempered distributions. The phase space functions to be quantized
are supposed to be tempered distributions, and their quantizations are linear

maps from S (R) to 4" (R).
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The proposal to consider the Weyl quantized angle function as a phase operator
was made independently by Royer [17, 18], who suggested at the same time that
one ought to consider non-Weyl quantizations of the angle function as well. In
support of this suggestion, he calculated the matrix elements (with respect to
the standard Hermite basis) of some other quantizations.

What has not been discussed until now is the mathematical structure
surrounding non-Weyl quantization of angle functions, based on Schwartz space
as in the Weyl case. Thus, although non-Weyl quantizations have been
discussed in a mathematically rigorous way before, the particular details needed
for this application have not. The purpose of this paper is to fill some of that

gap.

The non-Weyl quantizations we shall consider are obtained from the
generalized two-parameter Weyl group

1 1,
A (@2+b2) Zi(u+1ab i
Waw (a, b) =e* e2 0!0Qg1aF, (1.1)

where a, b€ R and A, u€ [—1, 1], and where Q and P are the usual operators
of position and momentum in the Schrodinger representation. We note that this
two-parameter family contains the standard Weyl group

Lisp ion s .
W (a, b) __—:ef’abeiertaPzei(aP-f'bQ). (1 ) 2)

The family of quantizations obtained from the one-parameter subfamily {Wu:
—1<px<1} is known as the PQ-family of quantizations. The P-ordering of an
operator-valued function of P and @ is the operator obtained by writing it
formally with all incidences of the P operators to the right of all incidences of
the @ operators. The reverse is true for the @Q-ordering. Using the
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula for exponentials, it is easy to show that the
P- and Q-orderings of the Weyl group Wy, are

W1 (a, b) =e"? ¢, (1.3.2)
W (@, b) =e'? ¢, (1.3.b)
respectively.

The family of quantizations obtained from the one-parameter subfamily {Wq,o:
—1<A<1} is known as the Wick/anti-Wick family of quantizations, or
WAW-family for short. If we write P and @ in terms of the lowering and
raising operators

A=%(Q+iP), A+=71—2—(Q—-iP), (1.4)

then the Wick-ordering of an operator-valued function of P and @ is the
operator obtained by writing it formally with all incidences of the A operators
to the right of all incidences of the A* operators, with the reverse being true for
the anti-Wick ordering. Again, simple considerations enable us to show that the
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Wick and anti-Wick orderings of the Weyl group W0 (a, b) are
Wao (@, b) =e4"e~, (1.5.a)
Wi (@, b) =e g4, (1.5.p)
respectively, where z=—j§—(—a +ib).

The first question we must address is the one of how to use these variations on
the Weyl group to obtain viable quantization schemes. Our starting point is the
formula

A0 [1)=5= [[[FT] (@, 1) W (o, b)daab, (1.6)

to obtain the quantization A, [T] of the function 7. Here ¥ (T) denotes the
Fourier transform (in two dimensions) of T. We shall be taking Fourier
transforms in one and two dimensions frequently, and using the same symbol ¥
each time — our convention for the Fourier transform in #» dimensions is

(FH] (31, ..., ys) = (27) _%jn;nH(xl, ooy ) eI G e, (1.7)

We shall use without comment the facts that # and its inverse are unitary
operators on L?(IR") and topological isomorphisms & (R”) and (after a suitable
extension) of its dual.

Equation (1.6), in the case A=p=0, is the formula given by Weyl, who points
out that it is not to be taken literally. What this means is that it needs to be
reworked into a form that is capable of rigorous mathematical interpretation.
This process is done as follows. We define Auu [T] in terms of its matrix
coefficients with respect to wave functions which are suitably smooth. The
choice of the appropriate class of wave functions will be discussed later — for
now we shall assume that a suitable choice has been made. Thus our definition
is going to be weak, and the integral in (1.6) will be defined weakly — this is
going to be necessary if we wish T to be a tempered distribution.

Before we proceed to show how this is to be done, we need to clarify some
notation. We always use angular brackets to denote inner products, and choose
the first (leftmost) factor to be antilinear. However we also need a notation for
the (real) bilinear pairing between & (IR") and its dual, which we shall write as

[T, HI, TES (R"), HES (R"). (1.8)

We shall use this symbol most often when the domain is phase space, and we
shall reserve the symbol I for R? so interpreted.

For suitable functions f, gE€L%(R), consider the function

(a,b) = & Wawla, b)f). (1.9)
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As we shall see below, by “suitable” we mean functions f, ¢ such that the above
function belongs to & (IR?). We can then define a function Yu. (Z®f) €S (1)
such that

[F G @8] (a, 5) =5=g. Wa (a, b))). (1.10)

We can then hope to define Auu [T] by setting
(g, Auw [T =IT; Guw @®N]. (1.11)

At least formally, then, the above definitions are such that

(g, Auw[TIN) =IT: Guw @&N)]
=2—171'-,/L2 [Z(T)] (a, b) (g, Waum (a, b)f)dadb,

and it is in this way that the formula (1.6) is interpreted weakly to define the
operator A [T]. In what follows we shall see that it is sufficient, in nearly all
cases, to assume that f and g simply belong to & (R), in which case duu [T]
defines a linear map from S(R) to S (R). However, in some cases, it is
necessary to restrict f and g to belonging to a much more restrictive space than
S (R). For this reason, and others which will become clear, it is necessary to
deal with the PQ-family and the WAW-family separately.

2. Quantization for the AW-Family

As we shall see, the PQ-family poses no problems as far as questions of
existence of qtuantizations go. The WAW-family is different in this regard, for
the WAW-family 4,0 is more regular than Weyl quantization for —1 <1 <0,
while it is less well-behaved than Weyl quantization for 0 <A <1, while the
quantization 4q,p does not exist in any useful sense for a general tempered
distribution. The subfamily of the WAW-family corresponding to —1<A<0 is
called the antiWick-family (or AW-family), while the other half of the family
(for 0<A<1) is called the Wick-family (or W-family). With this in mind, we
shall start our discussion with the best case, namely the AW-family.

At the end of the previous section, we showed how quantization can be defined
rigorously, subject to certain conditions being satisfied. That these conditions
can be satisfied in the case of the AW-family is dealt with by the next
proposition.

Proposition 2.1.  For every f, g€ (R) and all —1<AL0 the function

(W a0 (E®f)] (a, b) ={g, Wan(a, b)f) (2.1.2)
belongs to S (IR?), and the map
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(1,8) = Gao @) =5=F Wao @8] (2.1.5)

is a jointly continuous sesquilinear map from S(R) X S (R) to S (1I). Thus we can
define Ao [T] as a linear map from S(R) to S (R) for any TE S (1) via the
formula

[Ac.0 [TIf; g1 =T, Gu0 E®N]. 2.1.0)

These quantization schemes are related to Weyl quantization through the convolution
formula

Y0.0=0:* %00, (2.2.2)

where Qi 1s the Gaussian

— 1 (z2492)/2
Ql(x,y)_ﬂlllex v, (22.b)

Proof. Note that Q_4 is the kernel of the semigroup generated by the
negative of the Laplacian in two dimensions. We also need the one-dimensional
heat kernel

1 2
e:z /R

Q/I(x):m ,

and for convenience we introduce the following notation for the unitary groups
generated by the Schrodinger operators P and @,

Taf (&) = f(xt+a), Mof (x) =e'%f (),

respectively. The proof involves a number of standard manipulations of
integrals, which we shall omit — the reader can readily supply them.

Firstly we show that

(g, Wan (@, b)) =v2Te 2 (F1 (g% (F8T.1))) b).

Now we take the Fourier transform of this identity with respect to the second
variable only, obtaining

2—175‘/;& (g Wao (a, b)f>e_iqbdb=e%lazj;kq/z (q—k)g<k—%)f (k+%>dk,

from which we deduce that Wao (Z ®f) belongs to &S (R?). This implies that
Y00 (Z ® f) belongs to S (II). It is now easy to obtain the convolution
relationship between %o and Y. From this result follows the required
continuity of the sesquilinear map %0, and hence the quantization Ag, is
well-defined. |
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This answers the question of existence. For the remainder of this section we
shall consider the properties of the AW-quantizations in respect of marginal
distributions and the taking of adjoints. These results are known in other
contexts — these quantizations do not yield the correct marginals, but they do
have desirable conjugation properties — what we are doing now is checking
that the necessary manipulations are valid in the setting of tempered
distributions.

For the marginals, continuing to restrict our attention to the case —1<A<0, we
consider a tempered distribution # € S  (R). Then the distributions 1 ® 4 and
1 ®1 both belong to S (1), so we can calculate dao[1 ®4] and dao [k ®1]. If
we do so, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 2.2. For an arbitrary tempered distribution h€ S8 (R) and —1
<A<0, we have the following identities between linear maps from S (R) to S (R):

Aoo[1®n]=(*q) (Q), (2.3.a)
Bun[h®1]=(n*gq) (P). (2.3.b)

These define the marginals for the AW-quantizations. While the A W-quantizations
do map a function of q into a function of the operator Q, it does not maup h to h (Q).
A similar statement holds for functions of p alome. As has been seen clsewhere, the
Weyl quantization 4,0 does not suffer from this defect.

To obtain the properties of the adjoint we need the following integral identity:

(%% (@®n)]*=Q,*9(f®g), f,8€SR).
From this result we obtain the following:
Proposition 2.3. For any TE€ S (1), its adjoint T*€ S (1) is given by

the formula

% f1=11; F1, red(l). (2.4.2)
We have that

ldeoT*1F g1 =460 (T]g f] (2.4.p)

for f, s€S(R) and —1<2<0. If T is sufficiently regular, so that Au 0 [T] is a
bounded operator on L% (IR), then so is Aqo [T*], and

Ao [T*]=440[T]* (2.4.¢)

Thus, if T = T* is real-valued and sufficiently regular, then Auy [T] is
self-adjoint.
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It is possible to investigate the behaviour of the marginals with respect to A
and A* rather that P and Q. Indeed, it is possible to show that if T€4S (II) is
such that T(p, q) is an analytic function of p—+ig, then

A0 [T1 =400 [T]I=TGV2ZAY) (2.5.2)

for any —1<21<0, while if S€J (1) is such that S (p, ¢) is an antianalytic
function of p+iq, then

Auo [S1=400[S]=S(—iv/24) (2.5.pb)

for any —1<2<0. This is particularly easy to prove, since any T € (II)
such that T (p, ¢) =T (p +1ig) is analytic (or antianalytic) is polynomially
bounded as a function (since it belongs to & (II)), and hence must in fact be a
polynomial in p+ig (p —ig), and the required calculations for polynomials are
straightforward. If we wish to deal with more complicated functions of p+ig, it
would be necessary to reformulate our quantization scheme in a manner which
did not concentrate on quantizing elements of S (II). As to the relevance of
this to quantum theory, since measurements of P and @ are certainly possible
we should expect the marginals for AW-quantization with respect to P and @ to
appear whenever the classical limit was relevant. In an older terminology,
AW-quantization is not wholly consonant with the correspondence principle.
This point has been emphasized by Berezin and Shubin [3].

3. Polar AW-Quantization

We continue our discussion of AW-quantization by considering how it differs
from Weyl quantization in respect of functions of the radius or of the angle in
phase space. Since AW-quantization is obtained from Weyl quantization by the
simple addition of an operation of convolution, it is to be expected that
techniques which worked for Weyl quantization will also work for
AW-quantization. This is indeed the case. In particular, we may calculate the
matrix coefficients of such operators with respect to the standard Hermite basis
in L2(R). Although our methods differ from those of Royer [17, 18], our results
are the same.

We follow the methods we used in our paper on polar coordinates for Weyl
quantization [6]. Matrix elements with respect to the Hermite-Gaussian
functions {h,: =0} can be calculated using the generating function

= & = _i— <—lz ——l‘z
619 = L) =nbexp e Le). (3.1)

Taking the convolution of @; with the known result
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%o (Gs®G)]1 (b, ) “exp[—gst‘*‘ (gtip)s+ (g—ip)t—p*—¢*] (3.2)

we deduce that

B0 (G 8G)1 0. 0) =gy exn| —§ 1 ikor+- 0 tit)s y ZiD)L_prbe]

(3.3)

Now we introduce polar coordinates by substituting p=7 cosB, ¢ =7 sinf in the
above. Using polar coordinates enables us to find relatively simple expressions
for the matrix coefficients of the AW-quantizations of functions of the radius or
of the angle with respect to the Hermite-Gaussian functions. While there is no a
priori reason for us to expect the AW-quantization results to resemble the Weyl
results closely, it turns out that they do so.

As in the Weyl quantization case, radial quantization is particularly easy to
deal with, so we consider it first. We have that

fj;[@(m) (Gs®G,) 1 (rcosB, rsinB)dB

2 e~ ]ZNY[ PRESE. ]LN<1 ;) 3.4)

for any — 1 <A <0. We now integrate this expression against a tempered
distribution which depends on the radius alone. In order to ensure that all
quantities which occur are well-defined, it is sufficient that we restrict attention
to functions f : IR*— IR for which all the integrals

Oan= j; we““h(%) FWA=Du)du (3.5)

exist for all —1<A<0 and »n=0. Such a function defines a phase space function
of the radius alone by setting

frad(P: Q)zf(vpz+q2)- (36)

Then Ao [fraal exists as a densely defined operator on L? (IR) whose domain
contains all the Hermite-Gaussian functions. Moreover, the Hermite-Gaussians
are its eigenfunctions, and

A(A,O) [frad]hn= (—1>n<%—}__§>npl,nhn, ‘VLZO, —'1<Z<O. (37)

Just as for Weyl quantization, AW-radial quantization leads to operators with a
discrete spectrum of (in general) unit multiplicity and oscillator eigenfunctions.
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We note that the case A= —1 is not singular, although the above calculations
seem to show that it is. This is because the eigenvalues of 4,0 [fraﬂ] are

Ew=(D"124) om0, (3.8.2)

and we can calculate that

E_1»,=1lim E;,n=% j; we‘“f(fZ_ﬁ)u”du, n=0, (3.8.p)

i-—1

so we deduce that A1) [frad] is still diagonal, with

AcroUuadia= ([ (mwan)hm, 120, (3.8.0)

We have not considered placing sharper controls on the functions f in order
that Ao [fraad be of any particular operator class (for example mapping S (R)
to itself), but this would not be particularly difficult to do. Summarizing these
results, the quantization scheme 4, behaves well in respect of radial elements
(when —1<21<0) and the operators Ao [fraa] are of the same sort as the
operators A, [ fraa) of Weyl quantization.

Integrating %q.0 (és ® G,;) over the radial variable will enable us to find the
matrix elements for the operators Ao [ fane) , Where for a function f€ L2 [—x, 7]
we set

(3.9)

fang (rcospB, rsinB) = { g(ﬁ) r>0

r=0.

This was done for the standard Weyl quantization scheme in [6], and we were
able to find an expression for the matrix elements in terms of ratios of gamma
functions and the Fourier coefficients of f, namely

fo=o [ @ ap kel 3.10)

In the case at hand, analogous calculations to those in [6] yield a similar result,

fw [Gun (G ®G1)] (reosh, rsin5)7d7=§1_ 5t B Am,ngl)s t o n=m)B
0 \ T o n>0 (1__2)7(m+n)

(3.11.a)
for any —1<4<0, where
__.min(m,n) I‘(%,%+%1,L_]+1> 1+ 2\
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We can proceed to simplify this expression as in [6]. There are two special
cases worth noting:

—_— n
Ann(2) =L1~—'U—, n=0, (3.12.a)
2
T'gm+m+1
Amn(—1) =(—21n—,jﬂz‘,—)— m, n=>0. (3.12.b)
Our general solution is that
Ama(R) = L
’ 2maxmm min (m, n) | (3lm —n|)
min(m,n)
x" 2 () (= pmmai gLl —ml, Ti+s),  (3.13.2)
j=0 M 2 2
where
1 | even
s=12 7 (3.13.b)
0 7 odd.

From this we can readily deduce the matrix coefficients for Ao [fang), namely

= oimen [max(m, n) ] " g
[Ai.o [fang] oy hm] =272 min (m, n) ! 1-2) Lom+m

I'(Gj+s;)
I'Glm—n|+3i+s;)

y {mingm <min (m,n) (3.14)

]. > (,__/2) min(m,n) —j

j=0

for m, n=0 and —1<4<0. We note that putting A=0 in the above regains the
matrix coefficients for Weyl quantization. Thus the AW-quantization coeffi-
cients are comparatively simple extensions of the Weyl quantization coefficients.

We note in passing that a number of authors have proposed the (Toeplitz)
operator X, with matrix elements

ym—n+1

<h«m, th> = [1—6mn]%4t,;n_, m, ”20,

as a phase operator. We have previously shown that X is not the Weyl
quantization of any function fang. The same result holds here, since it is not
difficult to show from its matrix elements that no function f exists for which
A0 [fang) =X for some —1<2<0.
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4. The AW-Phase Operator Kernel

The question as to which quantization scheme is “preferred” by nature is, in a
certain sense, empty of content. Quantum theory tells us that all self-adjoint
operators containing the Hermite-Gaussian functions in their domain are
measurable in principle. There is a caveat about the possible accuracy of the
measurements that can be made, especially for operators with a continuous
spectrum, but the important point is that no mention is made of how the
operator was originally obtained. Thus, if different quantization schemes lead to
different self-adjoint operators for a given distribution T, these different
operators can all be measured in principle. What is problematical is determining
what observables they represent, and to this question there is no general
answer. No more is there an answer to the question of what operator is being
measured when faced with a jumble of laboratory equipment with banks of dials
and flashing lights attended by people we know are scientists since — in the
best traditions of cinematic science fiction— they are wearing white lab coats.

Nonetheless, any quantization of a function of the angle has some connection to
what might loosely be called quantum phase phenomena. This statement can be
strengthened somewhat by a result concerning coherent light which we have
proved and will publish elsewhere [8]. Suppose that we take it that the laser
model originally suggested by Dicke [4] and by Graham and Haken [11],
upgraded and treated rigorously by Hepp and Lieb [16], Sewell [19] and
recently by Alli and Sewell [1], does indeed describe the “ideal” coherent
radiation (as the thermodynamic limit of the Bose gas describes *“ideal”
condensation, that of the strong coupling BCS model describes an idealized type
of superconductivity, and so on). Our result is that the operator A« [T] may
be treated in this model in the same way as the base photon operators A and A™*
are. Moreover, if we do so, the intensive global observable it determines is

T®, q).

This means that if the Weyl dequantization of an operator is a function of angle
alone, it must have something to do with the phase of the coherent light. If we
first (A, ) ~quantize a function of angle alone, and then Weyl-dequantize the
resulting operator, we get a function of both the angle and the radius, so such
operators determine intensive variables which depend both on the intensity and
the phase of the laser light. However, in many cases, the limit as 7 tends to
can be taken, and will yield a well-defined function of angle. This will be a
global observable associated with the (A, g)-quantization at high (infinite)
intensities.

We do not mean for this discussion to be definitive, but only to suggest the
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importance of considering the operators A, [fang), and Aaw [@] in particular,
where ¢= Oung, where

e (@) =4, —n<B<m, (4.1.2)
so that

B, >0, —x<B<lm,

4.1.b
0, r=0. ( )

¢ (rcosB, rsinf) ={
Note that we give values to ¢ along the negative real axis (the cut associated
with the principal branch of the arctangent), even at the origin. Thus we have
defined ¢ on the whole plane II, even though it is not continuous everywhere
there. Clearly, the definition of the value of ¢ in the negative real axis is
somewhat arbitrary, but does not make any difference since, as a tempered
distribution, such a level of uncertainty has no effect on the definition of ¢.

Of course, we could use the results of the previous section to obtain explicit
expressions for the matrix coefficients of Au,n[¢@] with respect to the Hermite-
Gaussian functions when —1<A=<0, but we shall not do so here. What we shall
do is derive an expression for the integral kernel of 4,0 [¢] when —1<2<0.
The derivation of this kernel requires some integral identities.

Lemma 4.1. The following identities hold:
jI; sgn () g, (q—y)dq =erf(—J4vW), 4.2.2)

f sgn (9) g, (=) e ™ag=c P sgn (y) {e vl — J_ ;“ ('EZ fg)dé}

(4.2.1b)
for any —1<2<0.

Proof. The first identity is straightforward to establish, and we omit the
details. Consider now the quantity

A, = leyf e~ da— Izluf -2 Ja
(4,5, 9) =e Ly dq W, dq

lal— Vil
It may be verified that A satisfies the differential equation

6A y —/Lz‘z+l-

04 /1«/77:{2

and the boundary condition
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lim A (4, %, y) =sgn (y)e 17,

A—-0+

From this it follows that

_1
jxé sgn (@) g, (g—y)e ldg=¢"7"A (A, x,)

=¥ s ) o= L [ exo(—gr—2%)ad],

as required. |

We can now use these results to derive the integral kernel representation of
Ao le] for —1<2<0.

Theorem 4.1. The operator Ag.o (@), where —1 <A <0, has integral kernel
representation given by

Mo lol: 21=F fLert (20561 6)ay t.3)

__hmffmzsgn(y){ Izul_:/: ;M (—E 4Sz>d€:}

81w (x)g(y'l‘i)f ( )dxdy
2 2
for any f. €S (R) . Here g1, is the convergence factor

L < <L,

gro (x) = { g—l' (4.4)

, otherwise,
and the integrals are meant in the sense of Lebesgue.

Proof. 1t is convenient notationally to introduce the function Hy, €3 (R?),
where

Hyg (x, y) =g<y+%>f (y‘%)
so that

V21% 0.0 (T®f) =F1'Hye,

where the subscript on the Fourier transform indicates that it is a one-
dimensional Fourier transform taken with respect to the first variable only. We
shall adopt a similar notational convention with the one-dimensional Fourier
transform with respect to the second variable, and with respect to
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one-dimensional convolutions. With this understanding we note that

Yoo @) =F ' [(F0:®1) * (g2 *2 Hro) 1.

We now use the technical result found in the Appendix in [6] to deduce that

j;& 00, ) [Guo @®N] 0, @) ap

. L
=%sgn (@) lg*2Hsel 0, @) —%sgn (@) lim f grw ) [g2 %2 Hygl (x, g) e #gy,
—oo¥ R

and the preceding Lemma can now be used to identify the two expressions given
above with the desired two expressions in the result. &

5. The AW-Phase Operator Is Bounded

In the previous section, we performed the convolution of @; with %0 z® f)
before integrating against the angle function ¢. It is clearly equivalent to
calculate the convolution of @; with ¢ first, since then Ay, [¢] is the standard
Weyl quantization of the resulting distribution. Our first task will be to identify
this convolution.

Proposition 5.1. If we define the scaled beta function Bz (x,y) by the formula

_ (v 1w
B (x, ) ——xj; t2+x2e dt 1 #0, (5.1)
then
lo* Q] () =0 (3) 5 [san ) —eri( o) [+5:6.0. (5.2)

The proof, which we shall omit, is a fairly straightforward consequence of the
lemma to be found in the Appendix of [6]. It is clear that the Weyl
quantizations of the first two terms on the right-hand side of equation (5.2)
yield bounded operators on L?(IR), and so we need to concentrate on the third
term. By first differentiating, and then integrating, with respect to A4, we can
show that

_a/m (W (L)
Bi(x, )= 2 j;e ﬂerfﬁdﬂ,

from which we can deduce that

[Awo[Bif &1 =%Llll(%2xe—%”zz [erf(y%) —sgn (y) 1Hsg (%, 9) dxdy)du
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. o
+%ﬂ;&z" 11—t sgn (y) Hy (v, ) dady.

Let us investigate these two terms separately. We need to develop a
generalization of the technique used in [6].

For any h€L>(0, ©) and a>0, consider the function kne: (0, ) X (0, o) =R
defined by

+y) T (x+ <ax<
nale, ) ={ T TG, 0<ay, (5.3)
0, 0<y<aw.
Then direct calculation shows us that
[Hrnatlir < Hpbtan @ H < Tfal,  (5.4.2)
AL 5 5

=1 2 ] e
ST ena o lay <[ § —tan @) | < Ful. G.a.0)

We can thus use the Schur test [13] to define a bounded operator K; () from
L= (0, o) to itself, such that [|K, (@) | < 7|4l (and, in particular, ||K, (1) “S%”hﬂm)
by setting

s (@] ()= [ na o )ay=[ eIy 5 )
for any u €L* (0, ). Next we introduce the continuous linear maps Py: L2 (IR)
— 12(0, o) given by

[P.g] (x) =g (x), (5.6.a)
(P-g] (x) =g (—x), (5.6.b)

for g € L? (R) and #> 0. Putting these various maps together, we obtain a
continuous linear map X, (@) from L?(R) to itself, with |4} (@) |<7|h . (and

I 4 (1) llﬁ—gllhllm), by setting |

(Ky(@)P_g] (x), x>0,
(A (@) g] (x) =7 0, x=0, 2€L’(R). (5.7)
(K4 (@) Pogl (—x), x<0,

It is now a piece of lengthy, but elementary, analysis to show the following
result:

Proposition 5.2. If, for any — 1 <2 <0, we consider the function h (1) €
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L= (0,00) given by

()] () =1—et™ £>0, (5.8)

then

1,22
./.Tmz 57 (1—e#) sgn () Hy, (x, ) dxdy

=rig, san (@) o s () —eri( o)1) —2e, How . (6.9)

From these above results, it is now straightforward to show the following
result.

Theorem 5.1. The linear operator Aao (@] is bounded on L*(R) for any
—1<2<0, with

l4u.o0 [o]1<37+/]2] 274 (5.10)

and we have the integral representation

(g, 4aolelp

={g, doo [§0]f> —n{g, X (P)o [sgn @) _erf</%|_>]f> +i(Fg, Hraw (1)9]‘)

g [ (frare s 0 —eri( 22)] 0 (5+5) ) (=5 asar)aw
(5.11)

We note finally that the map A + h (1) is continuous from [— 1, 0) to
L= (0, o), and hence the map 1 + H,u (1) from [—1, 0) to £ L2 (R)) is
norm-continuous. We can also show that the map A — erf (%) is norm-

1

continuous on [—1, 0), and so we deduce that the map A = Aqu,p [¢] is norm-
continuous on [—1, 0), in addition to being weakly continuous on [—1, 0]. It is
not clear whether the map 2 = Au,0 [¢] is norm-continuous at 0, since two of the
operators which add together in equation (5.11) to form A [@] are, while the
other two are not, cancellation of these discontinuities could conceivably occur.

It has taken some considerable analysis to show that Au,0 [(0] is bounded when
—1 < A4 <0, and the consequence is that it is highly likely that the upper
bound we have established on the norms of these operators is not sharp. This
mirrors the currently-known situation for the Weyl quantization A, [@] itself,

where the best that is known at present is that n'SHA(o,o; [90] "3377[ , Whereas we
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have good reason to believe that the actual norm of this operator is 7.
6. W-Quantization

Having considered the AW-family at some length, it is now the turn of the
W-family. The first thing that we have to establish is the framework for a
useful quantization scheme. In the case of the AW-family, we could show that
Wawn (& ®f) belonged to S (R?) for all f, g €S (R) whenever — 1 <2 0.
However this is no longer necessarily the case for the W-family, since we now
have to deal with increasing Gaussian functions. What we must do, therefore, is
define an appropriate space 2 (R) of functions, which contains all Hermite-
Gaussian functions, such that # .0 (2 ®f) belongs to & (IR’) whenever f and g
belong to 2.(IR). To make the correct definition, we introduce the following
operators. For any a= 0, define the linear map ex: S(R) = €~ (R) by the
formula

leaf] (1) =79 (x),  FES(R). 6.1)

Note that operator e, leaves a test function smooth, only affecting its fall-off
properties. We make the following definition.

Definition 6.1. By the space 2. (R) we shall mean the following subset of
S(R):

2R ={feS(R): esFeqa fES (R) whenever 0<a<1, 20, 1—a)p<1}.
6.2)

The utility of the space 2 (IR) is based upon the following result.

Lemma 6.1. The function W a0 (T ®f) belongs to S (R for all f, g €
>(R) and 0<a<l.

Proof. After a number of standard calculations we can show that
1
[Won @8] (0, ) =yZTet [g_sa 1 [ (Fg-a®1) -
(G-18 %2 W00 (eﬂgeaf®eﬁgeag))]] (—b,a)

for any f, g€ X (R), 0<a<1 and 0<B< (1 —a) % Since Woo (a, b) is a
unitary map, it follows that

| (g-15 %2 W0, (epFeag ®esFeaf)) (b, @) | <llesFeaf| * llesFeasl,

and hence
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| (W 0o @®F)) (9] S‘/—%—Eexp [—gz—z—m%] lesFeafll * lesFeasl.

In particular, by setting 8= (@ '—a) ™}, we see that

(W a0 (Z®f)) (a, b) =e%a(a2+b2) (W 0,00 (T®f)) (a,b)
is a bounded function for any 0<a<1.

By simple generalizations of the results for Weyl quantization, it is possible to
show that any function (.0 (Z2®f) is smooth, and moreover any multi-
derivative of such a function, and any polynomial times such a function, is a
linear combination of functions of the same type. Since we have seen that all
functions of this type are bounded, it now follows that every function of this
type belongs S (IR?), as required. ]

Consequently we deduce that %0 (Z®f) belongs to S(II) for any f, g€ 2 (R)
and 0 <A <1. Thus any T €S (II) defines a sesquilinear form Aue [T] on
> (R) by the formula

[Aao [T]] (&) =T %a.0 (F®2)], f,e€Z[R), (6.3)
for any 0<A<1.

Note that we can only define Agg [T] as a form on 2 (R), and not as an
operator. This is mainly because we have not attempted to impose a topology on
> (R). Although our definition of 2. (R) seems rather restrictive, this space is
a dense linear subspace of & (R), and does contain a large number of useful
functions.

Proposition 6.1. The space 2. (R) is a dense linear subspace of S (R)
which contains all the Hermite-Gaussian functions and their tranmslates. In
particular, 2. (R) contains the gemerating fumction G, of the Hermite-Gaussian
functions.

Proof. For any n=0 and ¢ € R the translate (k) (x) of the n'® Hermite-

1
. . . —s(x+a)? . . .
Gaussian function is equal to e 27*" times a polynomial of degree » in x. Thus,

if 0<@<1, the function (eqTh,) (x) is a linear combination of the functions
hj<v1—a<x+‘i‘f_—(x')), 0<j<n.

Consequently (FeqaTahn) (x)is a linear combination of the functions

_iax x .
e 1‘ah,-< ) 0<5j<n,

Ji—a
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and so, if 0<B8< (1—a) 7%, then
e -1— _iax
(eﬂgeag-ahn) (x) e A B]ﬂe lt'af'Qn,a,ﬁ (x),
where Qna,s(x) is a polynomial of degree # in x, and hence es¥ eaTuhn belongs to
S(R) for all such a,B. Thus we deduce that Zuh, belongs to 2 (R)
for all e €R and all # =0, and hence 2 (IR) is a dense linear subspace of S (R),
as required. [ |

We can now apply this result to the case of angular quantization. Because

) (Gs®G,) exists and belongs to S (II) for all s, tER and 0<A<1, we can
calculate the numbers

[4(1,0) [fang]] (Gs, Gy)

for any f€L%?[—m, «] and s, t €RR, and we can use this result to obtain the
matrix coefficients of the sesquilinear form Age [fanel With respect to the
Hermite-Gaussian functions. When we perform these calculations, we obtain the
following result:

Corollary 6.1. IffeL?[—rx, ] and 0<A<] then

1
2§(m+n) ] Tim—n .
(400 U] | i, ) =2 A (2]

(1 _ /2) %(m+n> Smn <6 : 4)

for all m, n=0. This is the natural extension of our previous results for the matriz
coefficients in the anti Wick ordering case.

However, the fact that these matrix coefficients diverge as A tends to 1 would
indicate that we cannot create an appropriate sesquilinear form Awe [¢] on
2. (IR). Consequently, although we can approach the Wick ordering case
arbitrarily closely, we cannot find a successful quantization scheme of this sort
which works exactly for Wick ordering.

Recall that the quantization of the phase angle ¢ was a bounded operator
on L2(R) for all orderings between Weyl and anti-Wick ordering. Assume that
for some 0 <A <1 the form Auq [¢] defines a linear operator from 2 (R) to
L?(R) (which, by an abuse of notation, we shall also denote by A0 L@]) such
that

[Auolel] (f, &) ={f, danlelg, g€ 2 (R).
Then we would deduce that

(hn, Ao [@]he) = [AG0 [@]] (Bn, ho) = (1—2) —%ﬂinSm,I(ﬁn, n=0,
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where, as in [6], we define

En;1=\/§—'_,ir<%n+1), 50,

We deduce from this that

1, 3
| n, Ao [@)hoy| ~ (1—2) 7271, n—> 0,

Hence the sequence ({(in, A0 [@lho))z>0 does not belong to % for any 0<A<1.
Hence, although we can define 4a0 [@] as a sesquilinear form on 22 (R). it is
not possible to interpret this form as coming from a linear map from 2 (R) to
L?(R). In this sense we see that the quantization schemes that we have obtained
for the series from Weyl to Wick ordering are much less satisfactory than those
schemes we have obtained for the series from anti-Wick to Weyl ordering.

7. Smooth AW-Observables

We have seen that, while we can provide some form of quantization Au,n @] for
any —1<A<1, it is only in the case —1=<A<0 that the resulting quantization
takes the form of a unbounded linear operator on L? (R) (which is in fact
bounded) . For this section, therefore, we shall again restrict our attention to the
case —1 <2 <0, and ask whether the space ¥ (R) of Schwartz functions is
preserved under any of these quantizations of phase angle. When this is the
case, the map A0 [@] will then provide us with a continuous linear map from
the Fréchet space S (R) to itself.

Since S (R) is the natural domain for all polynomials in the operators @ and P,
its elements have claim to be the set of wave functions which can actually be
prepared. Moreover, the usual formulation of quantum mechanics can be recast
in terms of operators which leave & (IR) invariant [5]. Of course, not all of the
standard operators considered in quantum mechanics have this property, but all
operators can be deformed slightly in such a way that the resulting deforma-
tions do preserve & (R).

It is then desirable within this view of quantum mechanics that an operator
should leave the space 4 (IR) invariant, and consequently it is disappointing
that the Weyl quantization A, [¢] of the phase angle does not do so. However,
since the quantizations Au.p [@] are, in some sense, deformations of the Weyl
quantization A [¢], it is worth considering whether any of these anti-Wick
quantizations preserve 4 (R).

We start with the simplest case, namely that of 41,0 [qo], and here the result is
positive.
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Proposition 7.1. In the antiWick ordering case 2= —1 we have A1.0 [¢]
EL(BMR)).

Proof. We are going to make use of the seminorms
pe(f) = N+1) ], fESM), k=0,

where N is the number operator, which define the usual Fréchet topology on
S (R) (The intersection of the domains @ (N*) for all integers =0 is equal to
S(R).)

Direct calculation shows us that

~Limem | ~
<hm, Ao [(P] Bn) = im_n5m+n;12 2™ (m;n*_n>§0m-n1 m, n=0,

1
so, since there exists a constant A >0 such that £, <A (G+1)% for allj = 0, we

see that
1 <hm, A(—I,O) [(D] hn> l S Aﬁz—%(m+n+1) / (m +1,/:;L+1)V”+1 ]@m-nl

~Lontn+n 1 (fm+u+1
< AyZYEm \/‘27“”5( ) T

for all m, n=0. If we define the polynomials.

G @) =11 G+, G (x) =kf;I: ®=7), kEN,

j=1

then we see that

i ><m+n+1>= ntnt+1)! :<m+n+1>§1?+1(%)
K m m—B) T+ m—k ) ntl >

m=k, n=0,
and hence

G m) |, Acso (@) ) P24 (0 ) 02 ) <2470, )

om+n+1 m—k
for all m 2k and n=>0. Since {; (m) =0 for all 0<m<k—1, it follows that
| ) || my Amr0 [@Tha) |2 < 242838, (), k, m, n=0,

where we write {5 (x) =1. Since {&; (x): j=0} is a basis for the space of all
polynomials, for any k€N we can find constants a (j) for 0<j <2k such that

(x+1) %= za G) G ().
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Hence

n D) o, s o) P < 243l ()| C5 ()
<247 20 )] s ()
<24%( o ()]) (n-+ 2+ 1),

so we can certainly find a constant A [k] >0 such that
m=+1) 2%y Acro @] ) 2 < A[R]2(n+1) %42, m, n=0.
Thus we deduce that A1,0 (@], ES(R) for all w=0, with

pi(b-r,0 [@]hy)? < %JTZA [e+1]2 (n+1)%+ E=>0.

Hence, if f€ES (R) then 410 [@lfES R), with

2
pe(Aro [@]f) S%A e+ 1]pess(f)
for any k=0, which establishes the required result. -]

In previous sections, it proved an important and useful technique to compare
Aqoe with Awg. For example we showed (essentially) that dgo[T] =
Ao [T * Q). and proved that Auo L] was bounded by explicitly calculating
the difference between Au [¢] and A [¢]. However, this technique is of no
use to us here, since we already know [6] that Ao [@] does not leave S (R)
invariant. However, since we have just shown that Aciple] is an
endomorphism of & (R), it will be interesting, and will prove useful, to compare
doo [@] with A10[¢] instead.

Lemma 7.1. We have that

f, oo l@le) =
G, A [l + 56, lert( o) —ert @0+ [ 97, YuFDaw, 0.1

where the operator Y,» is defined by the formula

[Want] )= [, =07 ¥ ert(E50) s g 7.2)

for any n=0, u>0 and g€JS[R).
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The proof is a simple consequence of identities already given in this paper, and
we shall omit it. We already know that the function A0 [¢] belongs to
¥ (b (R)), and it is clear, since the error function is smooth and all of its
derivatives are bounded, that the map erf (—Q—) — erf (Q) also belongs to

VIl

Z(S(R)). Thus we only need concentrate on the last term.

Proposition 7.2. The function Y,”,g belongs to S (R) for any u>0, n=0
and g€SR). -
Proof. Since simple calculations show us that
p[Yung] 0) = [Yinerg] () +[V,0Qs] (),
(Vungl ) =2V yn-18] ) = [Yunerg] (0) = [Yung']l @),

for any £>0, =0 and g €S (R), it is clear that each such function Y,.g is
smooth, and it merely remains to show that each such function is bounded to
deduce the result. Now since

N . o _1
| Y] )] < el [ l=glre 0 ap=—2 el "o,
uz

the result follows. |

From this it is easy to show that the function

b= [ Vg Gap

belongs to S (R) for any >0, a€ER, g€ S (R), =0 and 0<A<1, and so it
follows that Ada.n [plg €S (R) for any —1<A<0 and g€JS (R). Since Ao [¢]
is self-adjoint as an element of £ (L?(R)), it is symmetric as an endomorphism
of S(R), and so, by the Helliger-Toeplitz Theorem, it is a continuous endomor-
phism of S (R). We have proved the following result:

Theorem 7.1. The operator Au.) (@] belongs to £ (S (R)) for any —1<21<0,
8. PQ-Quantization
Having considered quantization for the WAW-family, we turn now to the

question of quantization for the PQ-family A, where —1 <y <1. Proceeding
in the same manner as for WAW-quantization we can show that:

o @901 (b ) =5 [ 8(a+ 0+ 2) £ (4= 1= E)ea. (8.1)
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Consequently %, (& ®f) belongs to S (1) for all f, g €S (R), and the map
(f, &) * %Gow (F®f) from S (R) XS (R) to S(II) is jointly continuous and
sesquilinear; hence the existence of PQ-quantization presents no difficulties, and
we obtain the quantization scheme Aoy S’ () =€ (S (R), S (R)) given by
the formula

ow Tl g1=1T; Yow @®N], TeS (1), £, g€SMR). (8.2)

Having established existence, we consider the properties of the behaviour of
these quantization schemes with respect to marginals and to the taking of
adjoints. From the identities

I S0 @201 6. 0= 01 @), 8.3.2
L o0 @01 6. 0)s= 2 B) () ). (8.3.b)
for f, g€ S (R) we deduce that
Aow[1®1]1=1{Q), (8.4.2)
Aow[h®1]=n(P), (8.4.p)

for any h € S (R). This demonstrates that the PQ-quantizations have the
correct marginals, as well as being well-defined in the J-class based scheme.
However they do not behave well with respect to the taking of adjoints and so
are, in these various respects, complementary to the WAW-quantizations. To
determine the behaviour of these quantizations with respect to taking adjoints,
we note that

[g(O,ﬂ) (g_r®f)] (Py 4) = [g(o,—u) (]7®g)] (Pv Q) (8- 5)
for f, g€JS (R), and hence it follows that
Ao [T £1= Ao [T]e: F] (8.6)

for TELS (1) and f, g€ S (R). This result can be interpreted most clearly in
the case where A [7T] is a bounded operator on L?(R), in which case we see
that

Aow[TI*=A40-w» [T*]. (8.7)

Except in very special cases, therefore, or in general in the case of Weyl
quantization, the operator A [T] will not be self-adjoint if T="T%*.

Note that this result, while disappointing from the point of view of self-
adjointness, has certain advantages, for it gives us a method of deducing a
property for the quantization scheme A, from a corresponding property for
the scheme A,. In general, then, it is only necessary to consider half the
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PQ-family, say the range; —1<u<0.

We turn now to the particular case of the phase operator. We start by showing
that the operator Aq,-1 [¢] is bounded (and hence Aoy [¢] is bounded as
well). It will be observed that even this result is by no means straightforward
to prove. The analysis begins with the observation that

Ba-o (O] 6.0 = 57 @) (Fo) (e, fg€3M®. (8.8

and this in turn leads to the particularly simple expression
=_l_ o ipg ’
[Aw-n[T]eg] (@) mfmT(P, q) (Fg) p)e?dp, TES (1), g€SR). (8.9)

We recall the Fresnel integrals

C(x) =f:cos<%t2)dt, S (x) =j;xsin<'72£t2)dt, (8.10)

noting that C and S are continuous odd functions, both of which tend to 1 as «
tends to ©°, so there exists a constant K >0 such that

|C (x) +iS (x) | <K, rER.
Some standard analysis enables us to establish the following result

Lemma 8.1. If £> 0, and if hEL'(R) NL2(R)is such that F'heL' (R),
then

[ son @)% @) rap=—V2E [ ) (c+i) (5, S )ax. (8.10)

This technical lemma turns out to be what we want to prove the boundedness of
Aw-1» [¢]. To proceed further we shall have to employ geometric and group
theoretic methods, as we did when proving similar results for Weyl
quantization. By this we mean using the unitary rescaling map E: € ¥ (L2(R))
defined for any £€>0 by

—_ 1 2
[Eef] () —7_§—f({g>, feL2(R), (8.12)

and the metaplectic unitary transformations Us € € (I?(R)) for any real &,
originally introduced in [6], where

[Uef] () =e 2% (x), fEL*(R). (8.13)
Then if £>0 and f, g€ (R),we see that
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[ sen0+80)sen @) [0 @®H1 (5, ) pda
R

=—J2 _&e_%iezz (C+iS) (x\/——f;> (Fsgn (Q) Ue-1Eeg) (x) (FUe1%g) (x)da,
so that
i jf 5 (p+&g) sen (g) [Go-» @®N] (o, q)dpdq‘ﬁlﬁ/?‘ Il - Nl
Taking the complex conjugate of this inequality, we also deduce that
‘ f f S (b—&9)san (@) [%o-» @®N] (. 9) dpdq'SK«/? Il - gl

In earlier work on Weyl quantization we needed to consider the distributions
Dg for 0Sa <7 which are symplectic distortions of sgn ®sgn, namely

1 r>0,0<8<a

1 r>0, —n<B —nta

Dg(rcosB, rsinB) =y —1 >0, a<B<r (8.14)
—1 >0, —r+a<B<0
0 r=0

so that
Dz_rcrane 09) =sgn (p—E&g) sgn (g)
for any §€R. From the above we now deduce that

IlAw-v [Dalf, 211 < KVZIAl - |l 6l f g€ ),

for 0<a<12t- and %<a<n‘. Clearly

A [Do] =—1, Ap-» [D%-I =sgn (Q) © sgn (P), A1 [Dz] =1,

so we deduce that the family {4w-n [Dal: 0<a <7} is a uniformly bounded
subset of £(L*(R)), and since

Ao l¢)=Fmsen (@ —5 [ Aov D der

it follows that the operator A,y [¢] is bounded.

Proving the general result that A, [¢] is bounded for any —1<u<1 is more
complicated. We shall omit the details. It is possible, however, to extend the
techniques used in [6] to establish the following identity:
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i[A(o,u) [D—%-n:—arctane]f & ]

=2l1-isen ()] [, [c+isen (205 (5| Fom @UaT 6] 9011 )

2 1—
"%(Ueg, ﬂEue<T1%)Uef> (8.15)

for any 0<|u|<1 and E€R\{0}, where the function E,: EL*(0,%) is given by
the formula

Eyelq) =¢ 2% (8.16)

From this it is now possible to show that the family of operators {Awum [Dal: 0
<a<r} is uniformly bounded for any —1<x <1, and hence it follows that
Ao [@] is bounded for any —1<p<1. Indeed, we can deduce from this that
the family of maps {Aww [@]: —1<pu<1} is also uniformly bounded.

However, as has already been indicated, the adjoint of A«-1 (@] is equal to
Ao @], and so one does not expect Ao,-1 [¢] to be self-adjoint. We can prove
this by calculating the expectation value of this operator in the state ho. For

(A0 [oVhal (@) =Tsen (@) ho(e) —hola) [ e 5 [1—e2ay,

so that

o

] 1
(ho, Ao—v (@] he) = “% )¢ g

171 [1—e%erfe (x) ]dx.
Now since

erfe (x) <1

for all x>0, it is clear that (ho, Aw,—1 [@]he is not real, and hence Aq,-1 [@] is
not self-adjoint, as required. Finally, we note that this sort of quantization does
not behave well in respect of radial functions. For example, we see that

1 35
(4

Nz

and so A,—1» [ (ho) raal o is not a scalar multiple of ko, and hence Acw—n [ (o) raa)
is not diagonal with respect to the Hermite-Gaussian functions.

[A(o,—n [ (o) raa] 1o (q) =

9. Conclusion

Thus we have seen that the Weyl quantization enjoys a special position amongst
the various quantization schemes that we have considered, in that it is the only
one of the various schemes which enjoys all of the following properties:
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e A0 provides the correct marginal distributions,

° Ao [T] is self-adjoint whenever T is real,

° Ao [fraa] is diagonal with respect to the Hermite-Gaussians for all
suitable functions f,

° Ao @] is a bounded operator on L?(R).

After the Weyl quantization scheme, the AW-quantization are the most
well-behaved, satisfying all of the above properties except for the first one.
However the AW-quantization have the added property that Au,n [¢] is also a
continuous endomorphism of & (R) for —1 <2 <0. Although we still prefer to
use Weyl quantization, particularly in the light of its central role in the laser
model as discussed by Alli and Sewell [1], in view of general view that
quantum mechanics should be expressed in terms of observables which are
endomorphisms of & (R). the fact that Awe [¢@] can be approximated, at least
weakly, by AW-quantizations of ¢ is of interest in itself.
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Correction to Vol. 35, No. 1:
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page 1; the first line of the footnote should be replaced by
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