arXiv:2405.09378v1 [math.FA] 15 May 2024

BOUNDEDNESS OF METAPLECTIC OPERATORS WITHIN L^p SPACES, APPLICATIONS TO PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS, AND TIME-FREQUENCY REPRESENTATIONS

GIANLUCA GIACCHI

Abstract. Housdorff-Young’s inequality establishes the boundedness of the Fourier transform from L^p to L^q spaces for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′, where p^′ denotes the Lebesgue-conjugate exponent of p. This paper extends this classical result by characterizing the L^p − L^q boundedness of all metaplectic operators, which play a significant role in harmonic analysis. We demonstrate that metaplectic operators are bounded on Lebesgue spaces if and only if their symplectic projection is either free or lower block triangular. As a byproduct, we identify metaplectic operators that serve as homeomorphisms of L^p spaces. To achieve this, we leverage a parametrization of the symplectic group by F. M. Dopico and C. R. Johnson involving products of complex exponentials with quadratic phase, Fourier multipliers, linear changes of variables, and partial Fourier transforms. Then, we use our findings to provide boundedness results within L^p spaces for pseudodifferential operators with symbols in Lebesgue spaces, and quantized by means of metaplectic operators. These quantizations consists of shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distributions, which play a fundamental role in measuring local phase-space concentration of signals. Using the Dopico-Johnson factorization, we infer a decomposition law for metaplectic operators on L^2(R^{2d} ) in terms of shift-invertible metaplectic operators, establish the density of shift-invertible symplectic matrices in Sp(2d, R), and prove that the lack of shift-invertibility prevents metaplectic Wigner distributions to define the so-called modulation spaces M^p(R^d ).

1. Introduction

The metaplectic group Mp(d, R) appeared in mathematics in the second half of 20th century. Initially explored by L. C. P. Van Hove in his Ph.D. thesis [30], it was later reintroduced in 1959 by I. E. Segal [28] and in 1962 by D. Shale [29], within the framework of quantum mechanics. Subsequently, A. Weyl extended its study to the realm of number theory in 1964 [31].

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 15A23,42C20,42A38,46F12,47G30 . Key words and phrases. Metaplectic operators, symplectic group, Lebesgue spaces, Fourier transform, Modulation spaces, time-frequency analysis, pseudodifferential operators, Weyl representation. 1

Algebraically, the metaplectic group Mp(d, R) is a realization of the double cover of the symplectic group Sp(d, R). From a mathematical analysis perspective, a metaplectic operator Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) is a unitary operator on L^2(R^d ) satisfying the intertwining relation: Ŝρ(x, ξ; τ)Ŝ^{−1} = ρ(S(x, ξ); τ), x, ξ ∈ R^d , τ ∈ R, where ρ(x, ξ; τ)g(t) = e^{2πiτ} e^{−iπx·ξ}e^{2πit·ξ}g(t − x), g ∈ L^2(R^d ), is the Schrödinger representation of the Heisenberg group.

Many aspects of harmonic analysis, such as frame theory [18, 7], quantum mechanics [13, 14], PDEs [26, 25] and Schrödinger equations [19], time-frequency analysis [10, 23], can be settled in the framework of metaplectic operators. Despite the very algebraic definition of the metaplectic group, any metaplectic operator Ŝ reduces to the composition of a few concrete operators, revealing a manageable structure for Mp(d, R): the Fourier transform

(1) Ff(ξ) = ∫ R^d f(x)e^{−2πix·ξ}dx, f ∈ S(R^d ), the products by chirps: (2) p_C f(x) = e^{iπCx·x}f(x), f ∈ L^2(R^d ), (C ∈ R^{d×d} symmetric), and the unitary linear changes of variables:

(3) T_Lf(x) = | det(L)|^{1/2}f(Lx), f ∈ L^2(R^d ),

(L ∈ R^{d×d} invertible) generate the group Mp(d, R), [19]. However, the properties of metaplectic operators are not always evident by their factorization in terms of the generators of Mp(d, R), and they may depend on how the operators in (1)-(3) are combined. Nevertheless, during the years, many different factorizations have been established, facilitating the study of metaplectic operators, according to the context. In this work, we use a parametrization of the symplectic group which is due to F. M. Dopico and C. R. Johnson [16, Theorem 3.2] to factorize metaplectic operators. Specifically, if Ŝ ∈ Sp(d, R), then there exist matrices P, Q ∈ R^{d×d} symmetric, L ∈ R^{d×d} invertible and indices J ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, such that

(4) Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J ,

up to a sign, where (5) m_P f(x) = F^{−1}(e^{iπP u·u}f̂)(x), f ∈ S(R^d ), and F_J is the partial Fourier transform with respect to the variables indexed by J , see Section 2 below. On the other side, their feature of being factorized by the operators in (1)-(3) does not limit the variability of the applications of metaplectic operators, which exhibit variegated behavior in the contexts. A prototypical example is provided by recent developments in the theory of time-frequency representations. In [11, 8, 22] the authors introduce a generalization of the cross-Wigner distribution, (6) W (f, g)(x, ξ) = ∫ R^d f(x + t/2)g(x − t/2)e^{−2πit·ξ}dt, x, ξ ∈ R^d , [32, 4, 27] using metaplectic operators. Properties such as covariance, belonging to the Cohen’s class, being generalized spectrograms, and the feature of measuring local time-frequency content were characterized in [12, 5, 7, 9] in terms of the block structure of symplectic projections. Moreover, a recent important contribution by H. Fuhr and I. Shafkulovska, c.f. [20], characterizes the boundedness of metaplectic operators on the so-called modulation spaces, in the Banach setting. For given 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and g ∈ S(R^d ) \ {0} fixed, the modulation space M^{p,q}(R^d ) is the space of tempered distributions f ∈ S^′(R^d ) such that W (f, g) ∈ L^{p,q}(R^{2d} ), where L^{p,q}(R^{2d} ) are the mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces. We write M^p(R^d ) = M^{p,p}(R^d ) if p = q. Notably, Ŝ : M^p(R^d ) → M^p(R^d ) for every 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and Ŝ : M^{p,q}(R^d ) → M^{p,q}(R^d ) for every 1 ≤ p ≠ q ≤ ∞ if and only if the projection S ∈ Sp(d, R) has block decomposition:

(7) S = ( A B C D ) , A, B, C, D ∈ R^{d×d} , with C = 0 (the matrix with all zero entries). Consequently, metaplectic operators exhibit optimal boundedness properties on modulation spaces M^p(R^d ). This is a concrete example of how a property of metaplectic operators, or related objects, can be inferred by the structure of the related projections on the symplectic group.

In this paper, we focus on the boundedness of metaplectic operators on Lebesgue spaces L^p(R^d ). The fact that metaplectic operators do not behave on Lebesgue spaces as well as they do on modulation spaces shall not surprise the reader. For example, it is well known that the Fourier transform is bounded from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ) if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′ is the Lebesgue conjugate exponent of p. In these instances, the operator norm of F was determined in 1975 by W. Beckner, c.f. [1], as ‖F‖_{B(L}p_{,L}p′_) = (p^{1/p}/(p^′)^{1/p′} )^{d/2}, for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. This result generalizes to metaplectic operators Ŝ with symplectic projections S having block decompositions (7) satisfying det(B) ≠ 0. In 1960, L. Hörmander proved that metaplectic multipliers (5), cannot be bounded from L^p(R^d ) to itself unless p = 2 or P = 0, as detailed in [24, Lemma 1.4]. If P is invertible, a direct consequence of the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem establishes their boundedness from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ) if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′.

The main contribution of this work is three-fold. First, we characterize boundedness of metaplectic operators within Lebesgue spaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) have projection S with block decomposition (7). Then:

(i) if B = 0, then Ŝ is a surjective quasi-isometry of L^p(R^d ), with ‖Ŝ‖_{B(L}p_) = | det(L)|^{1/2−1/p}. (ii) If B is invertible, then Ŝ : L^p(R^d ) → L^q(R^d ) is bounded if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′.

(iii) If B ≠ 0 is not invertible, then Ŝ : L^p(R^d ) → L^q(R^d ) is not bounded for any 0 < p, q ≤ ∞, p, q ≠ 2. The main tool to prove this result involves an intertwining relation which emphasises the interaction between partial Fourier transforms F_J and Fourier multipliers m_P , defined above.

Lemma 1.2. Let P ∈ R^{d×d} be symmetric and J ⊆ {1, . . . , d}. Let J^c = {1, . . . , d}\ J . Then, (8) m_P F_J = F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} (T_{I+IJ c P IJ} p_{−IJ P IJ} ), where F_J is the partial Fourier transform with respect to the variables indexed by J , the other operators appearing in (8) are defined as in (2), (3) and (5), and I_J is the matrix of the projection x ∈ R^d → {x ∈ R^d : x_j = 0 ∀j /∈ J }. The definition of I_J c is analogous.

Observe that the operator T_{I+IJ c P IJ} p_{−IJ P IJ} appearing in (8) is a homeomorphism of L^p(R^d ) for every p. So, the very core of right hand-side of (8) is the operator F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} , where the contributions of J and J^c appear separated.

For a given metaplectic operator Â ∈ Mp(2d, R), it is possible to construct a quantization that generalizes the Wigner distribution (6), by considering: (9) W_A(f, g) = Â(f ⊗ ḡ), f, g ∈ S(R^d ) (metaplectic Wigner distribution). Consequently, the pseudodifferential operator Op_A(a) : S(R^d ) → S^′(R^d ) with symbol s ∈ S^′(R^{2d} ) and quantization W_A is defined as: ⟨Op_A(a)f, g⟩ = ⟨a, W_A(g, f)⟩, f, g ∈ S(R^d ), An important class of quantizations (9) includes shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distributions, defined in [12] and characterized in [9] as: (10) W_A(f, g)(z) = | det(L)|^{1/2}Φ_C (Lz)W (f, Ŝg)(Lz), f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ), z ∈ R^{2d} , for some L ∈ GL(2d, R), C ∈ Sym(2d, R) and Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R). The boundedness of these bilinear operators within Lebesgue spaces depends on the choice of Ŝ. The second contribution of this work is using Theorem 1.1 to improve [9, Proposition 3.6]:

Theorem 1.3. Let 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. Let W_A be as in (10), with S having block decomposition (7). Let a ∈ L^q(R^{2d} ) and Op_A(a) : S(R^d ) → S^′(R^d ) be the associated metaplectic operator. The following statements hold true. (i) If B = 0, then Op_A(a) ∈ B(L^p(R^d )) if and only if q ≤ 2 and q ≤ p ≤ q^′. (ii) If det(B) ≠ 0, 1 ≤ q ≤ 2 and q ≤ p ≤ q^′, then Op_A(a) ∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^{p′} (R^d )).

The third and last contribution of this work is in the field of time-frequency representations. First, we prove a density result for shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distributions.

Theorem 1.4. The following statements hold true.

(i) The space Shp(2d, R) of shift-invertible symplectic matrices is dense in Sp(2d, R). (ii) For every A ∈ Sp(2d, R) there exists A^′ ∈ Sp(2d, R) shift-invertible and Ξ ∈ Sp(2d, R) free (see Section 2 below) such that A = ΞA^′. The Rihacek distribution W_0(f, g)(x, ξ) = f(x)ĝ(ξ)e^{−2πiξx} (f, g ∈ S(R^d )) is a non shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distribution and ‖W_0(f, g)‖_p ≍ ‖f‖_p. Stated differently, there exists W_A non shift-invertible so that ‖f‖_M p = ‖W (f, g)‖_p ≭ ‖W_A(f, g)‖_p (where g ∈ S(R^d ) is any non-zero function). However, it was still an open question whether this occurs for every non shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distribution. The last contribution of this work is the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Let W_A be a non shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distribution, i.e., W_A cannot be written in the form (10). Let g ∈ S(R^d ) \ {0}. Then, ‖W_A(f, g)‖_p ≭ ‖f‖_M p . This paper is structured as follows: Section 2 outlines the notation and introduces preliminary concepts regarding metaplectic operators. In section 3 we synthesize the elementary case of metaplectic operators on L^2(R), while subsequent sections explore the multivariate scenario. Section 4 presents a characterization of nonfree symplectic matrices and their associated metaplectic operators, drawing on a decomposition by F. M. Dopico and C. R. Johnson. In Section 5, we establish that compositions of linear changes of variables with chirp products encompass all metaplectic operators that serve as homeomorphisms of L^p. Furthermore, section 6 concludes the investigation by addressing the remaining cases and establishing the L^p (un-)boundedness of metaplectic operators. Section 7 explores applications to pseudodifferential operators quantized via shift-invertible metaplectic operators. Finally, in Section 8 we prove Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. In this work, we will use the following notation.

Linear algebra. We denote by xy = x · y the standard inner product in R^d . Sym(d, R) is the symmetric group of matrices d × d, and GL(d, R) is the group of d × d invertible matrices. The matrix I_d is the d × d identity and 0_d is the d × d matrix with all zero entries. When d can be omitted without causing confusion, we write I and 0, respectively. eig(P ) is the set of the eigenvalues of a matrix P ∈ R^{d×d} and diag(eig(P )) denotes the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries given by the eigenvalues of P .

Index notation. We will make extensive use of indices. To facilitate the reading, we introduce the following notation.

We denote set of indices with calligraphic capitals. If J ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, J^c = {1, . . . , d} \ J . Also, I_J ∈ R^{d×d} denotes the diagonal matrix with j-th diagonal entry equal to 1 if j ∈ J and 0 otherwise. Observe that if J = ∅, then I_J = 0. If J , K ⊆ {1, . . . , d} and P = (p_{j,k})^d_{i,j=1} ∈ R^{d×d} , then P_{J K} = (p_{j,k})_{j∈J ,k∈K}. Moreover, if x = (x_j )^d_{j=1} ∈ R^d and J = {1 ≤ j_1 < . . . < j_r ≤ d} ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, we write x_J = (x_{j1} , . . . , x_{jr} ) ∈ R^r and dx_J = dx_{j1} . . . dx_{jr} .

Function spaces. We denote by S(R^d ) the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing smooth functions on R^d . Its topological dual S^′(R^d ) is the space of tempered distributions. The sesquilinear inner product of L^2(R^d ), i.e., ⟨f, g⟩ = ∫ R^d f(x)g(x)dx, f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ), extends uniquely to a duality pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ : (f, g) ∈ S^′(R^d ) × S(R^d ) → ⟨f, g⟩ = f(ḡ) ∈ C , which is antilinear in the second component. The Dirac’s delta (point mass) distribution is the tempered distribution δ_0 ∈ S^′(R^d ) such that ⟨δ_0, g⟩ = g(0) for every g ∈ S(R^d ). If f, g ∈ S^′(R^d ), f ⊗ g denotes their tensor product. Notably, if f, g are functions, f ⊗ g(x, y) = f(x)g(y). If 0 < p, q ≤ ∞, B(L^p(R^d ), L^q(R^d )) denotes the space of bounded linear operators from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ). We also write B(L^p(R^d )) = B(L^p(R^d ), L^p(R^d )).

2.2. Symplectic group. A matrix S ∈ R^{2d×2d} is symplectic if

(11) S = ( A B C D ) , with the blocks A, B, C, D ∈ R^{d×d} satisfying the following relations:

(12) A^T C = C^T A, B^T D = D^T B, A^T D − C^T B = I, Observe that if A ∈ GL(d, R), (12) is equivalent to: CA^{−1} = A^{−T} C^T , B^T D = D^T B, D = A^{−T} + CA^{−1}B,

Furthermore, S ∈ Sp(d, R) if and only if

S^{−1} = ( D^T −B^T −C^T A^T ) . A free symplectic matrix is a symplectic matrix S with block decomposition (11) having det(B) ≠ 0.

The 2d × 2d symplectic group is denoted by Sp(d, R) and it is generated by the symplectic matrix of the standard symplectic form of R^{2d} :

(13) J = ( 0 I −I 0 ) , and by matrices in the form:

(14) V_P = ( I 0 P I ) , D_L = ( L^T 0 0 L^{−1} ) , where P ∈ Sym(d, R) and L ∈ GL(d, R). If J ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, we consider the symplectic interchange matrix:

(15) Π_J = ( I_J c I_J −I_J I_J c ) . Observe that I_J I_J c = 0, and I^2_J = I_J , so that

(16) Π^{−1}_J = Π^T_J = ( I_J c −I_J I_J I_J c )

The symplectic group can be parametrized in terms of the matrices in (14) and (15), as stated in the following result by F. M. Dopico and C. R. Johnson, see [16, Theorem 3.2].

Proposition 2.1. Let S ∈ Sp(d, R). Then, there exist (non unique) P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} such that:

(17) S = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J .

Definition 2.2. If S ∈ Sp(d, R). We refer to any factorization of S in the form (17) as to a Dopico-Johnson factorization of S.

Remark 2.3. As observed in [16], Proposition 2.1 has many formulations, varying according to the order in which the matrices V_Q, D_L, V^T_P and Π_J appear in (17).

2.3. Metaplectic operators. The Schrödinger representation of the Heisenberg group ρ is: ρ(x, ξ; τ)f(t) = e^{2πiτ} e^{−iπξx}e^{2πiξt}f(t − x), f ∈ L^2(R^d ), τ ∈ R, x, ξ ∈ R^d . For every S ∈ Sp(d, R) there exists Ŝ : L^2(R^d ) → L^2(R^d ) unitary such that: (18) Ŝρ(z; τ)Ŝ^{−1} = ρ(Sz; τ), z = (x, ξ) ∈ R^{2d} , τ ∈ R. Ŝ is called metaplectic operator. If Ŝ satisfies the intertwining relation (18), so does every operator in the form cŜ, with c ∈ C , |c| = 1. Nonetheless, the group {Ŝ : S ∈ Sp(d, R)} has a subgroup, denoted by Mp(d, R), containing exactly two metaplectic operators for each symplectic matrix. Mp(d, R) is called metaplectic group. The projection π^{Mp} : Mp(d, R) → Sp(d, R) is a group homomorphism with kernel ker(π^{Mp}) = {±Id_L2 }. This means that π^{Mp}(Ŝ_1) = π^{Mp}(Ŝ_2) if and only if Ŝ_1 = Ŝ_2 up to a sign.

To facilitate the reading, we transport the terminology from Sp(d, R) to Mp(d, R) and say that a metaplectic operator is free if its projection is free.

Proposition 2.4. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R). Then, Ŝ enjoys the following continuity properties:

(i) Ŝ : L^2(R^d ) → L^2(R^d ) is unitary. (ii) Ŝ : S(R^d ) → S(R^d ) is a homeomorphism. (iii) Ŝ extends to a homeomorphism of S^′(R^d ) as follows: ⟨Ŝf, g⟩ = ⟨f, Ŝ^{−1}g⟩, f ∈ S^′(R^d ), g ∈ S(R^d ). Examples of metaplectic operators are reported hereafter. In what follows it may be useful to denote some ot the components of a vector v ∈ R^d with different letters, and the matrices I_J can be used for the purpose: if x, ξ ∈ R^d , v = I_J ξ + I_J c x is the vector with coordinates:

v_j = { ξ_j if j ∈ J , x_j if j ∈ J^c.

Example 2.5. (i) The Fourier transform F, defined for every f ∈ S(R^d ) as

(Ff)(ξ) = f̂(ξ) = ∫ R^d f(x)e^{−2πiξx}dx, ξ ∈ R^d , is a metaplectic operator. Moreover, π^{Mp}(F) = J, where J is defined as in (13). (ii) More generally, if J = {j_1, . . . , j_r} ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, the partial Fourier transform with respect to the variables indexed by J is the operator F_J : S(R^d ) → S(R^d ) given by:

(F_J f)(I_J ξ + I_J c x) = ∫ R^r f(x)e^{−2πi ∑j∈J ξj xj} dx_J , x, ξ ∈ R^d .

Since F_J F_K = F_{J ∪K} for every J , K ⊆ {1, . . . , d} disjoint, a direct consequence of [5, Example 2.4] shows that π^{Mp}(F_J ) = Π_J , where Π_J is defined as in (16). Observe that F_∅ = Id_L2 and F_{{1,...,d}} = F.

(iii) For L ∈ GL(d, R), the rescaling operator T_Lf = | det(L)|^{1/2}f(L·) is metaplectic with projection π^{Mp}(T_L) = D_L, as defined in (14). (iv) Let Q ∈ Sym(d, R) and consider the chirp function: (19) Φ_Q(x) = e^{iπQx·x}, x ∈ R^d . The chirp product p_Qf = Φ_Qf is metaplectic with π^{Mp}(p_Q) = V_Q, defined as in (14).

(v) Analogously, for P ∈ Sym(d, R), the multipliers m_P f = F^{−1}Φ_{−P} ∗ f are metaplectic, with projections π^{Mp}(m_P ) = V^T_P .

Remark 2.6. Concerning the metaplectic multipliers defined in Example 2.5 (v), a straightforward computation, see e.g. [9, Lemma 4.5], shows that if P = Σ^T ΔΣ with Δ = diag(eig(P )) = diag(λ_1, . . . , λ_d), and Σ is the corresponding orthogonal matrix diagonalizing C, then:

(20) F^{−1}Φ_{−P} = γ_P T_Σ (^d⨂ j=1 ψ_j ) , where γ_P is a suitable constant, which depends on the non-zero eigenvalues of P ,

(21) ψ_j = { δ_0 if λ_j = 0, e^{iπ(·)2/λj} if λ_j ≠ 0, and T_Σ is defined as in Example 2.5 (iii).

In view of Proposition 2.1 and the fact that π^{Mp} is a homomorphism, the examples above provide the building blocks to construct metaplectic operators.

Proposition 2.7. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R). There exist (non unique) P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} such that:

(22) Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J ,

up to a sign.

Definition 2.8. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R). We refer to any factorization (22) as to a Dopico-Johnson factorization of Ŝ.

Obviously, the boundedness properties of a metaplectic operator cannot depend on the Dopico-Johnson factorization chosen to decompose it.

2.4. Modulation spaces. The Wigner distribution defined in (6) for L^2 functions can be extended to f, g ∈ S^′(R^d ) by means of metaplectic operators. Indeed, if F_2 = F_{{d+1,...,2d}} ∈ Mp(2d, R) is the partial Fourier transform with respect to the frequency variables and L_{1/2} = ( I I/2 I −I/2 ) , then (23) W (f, g) = F_2T_{L1/2} (f ⊗ ḡ), f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ). Since f ⊗ ḡ is defined for every f, g ∈ S^′(R^d ), (23) extends to f, g ∈ S^′(R^d ). If L_{st} = ( 0 I −I I ) , the short-time Fourier transform is defined as: (24) V_gf = F_2T_{Lst} (f ⊗ ḡ), f, g ∈ S^′(R^d ). If f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ), V_gf(x, ξ) = ∫ R^d f(t)g(t − x)e^{−2πiξt}dt, x, ξ ∈ R^d . If f ∈ S^′(R^d ) and g ∈ S(R^d ), W (f, g) and V_gf define uniformly continuous functions on R^{2d} . For 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and g ∈ S(R^d ) \ {0} fixed, the quantities: (25) ‖f‖_M p,q = ‖V_gf‖_Lp,q , f ∈ S^′(R^d ) define (quasi-)norms on the subspaces of S^′(R^d ), M^{p,q}(R^d ) = {f ∈ S^′(R^d ) : ‖f‖_M p,q < ∞}, which are called modulation spaces. Here, if F : R^{2d} → C is measurable, ‖F ‖_Lp,q = ‖y → ‖F (·, y)‖_p‖_q. These spaces were defined by H. G. Feichtinger in the Banach case (1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞) in [17], and later extended to the quasi-Banach setting (0 < p, q ≤ ∞) by Y. V. Galperin and S. Samarah in [21].

Different g ∈ S(R^d ) \ {0} yield to equivalent (quasi-)norms. If p = q we write M^p(R^d ) = M^{p,p}(R^d ). Moreover, it is observed in [15] that the Wigner distribution can be used to replace the short-time Fourier transform in (25): (26) ‖f‖_M p,q = ‖W (f, g)‖_Lp,q , f ∈ S^′(R^d ). The following relation between the short-time Fourier transform and the Wigner distribution is classical: (27) W (f, g)(x, ξ) = 2^de^{4πixξ}V_{Ig}f(2x, 2ξ), for f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ), x, ξ ∈ R^d , and Ig(t) = g(−t) is the flip operator.

In what follows, we will primarily use the Wigner distribution. The short-time Fourier transform will be employed mainly in the final section, which is more timefrequency analysis oriented, as it simplifies certain computations.

3. The one-dimensional case

We reserve one section to report on the trivial case d = 1, and in the next sections we will assume d > 1. Let S ∈ Sp(1, R) = {S ∈ GL(2, R) : det(S) = 1}, S = ( a b c d ) , a, b, c, d ∈ R, ad − bc = 1. We divide two cases.

Case b = 0. If b = 0, since det(S) = ad = 1, it must be: S = ( a 0 c a^{−1} ) . An easy computation shows that: S = ( 1 0 ca^{−1} 1 ) ( a 0 0 a^{−1} ) , so that the associated metaplectic operator Ŝ has Dopico-Johnson factorization Ŝ = p_{ca−1} T_{a−1} (see Examples 2.5 for the definitions of these operators), i.e., Ŝf(t) = |a|^{−1/2}e^{iπca−1t2} f(t/a) up to a sign, which is a surjective quasi-isometry of L^p(R) for every 0 < p ≤ ∞.

Case b ≠ 0. This is the case of free symplectic matrices. An easy computation shows that in this case S has Dopico-Johnson factorization: S = ( 1 0 db^{−1} 0 ) ( b 0 0 b^{−1} ) ( 0 1 −1 0 ) ( 1 0 b^{−1}a 1 ) , or, equivalently, the associated metaplectic operator is Ŝ = p_{db}−1 T_b−1 Fp_b−1_a (see Example 2.5 for the definitions of these operators), which is bounded from L^p(R) to L^q(R) if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′, due to the presence of the Fourier transform.

We conclude this section with a synthesis of the boundedness properties of metaplectic operators on L^p spaces in the straightforward univariate case.

Theorem 3.1. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) and S = π^{Mp}(d, R). Then, (i) If b = 0, Ŝ is a surjective quasi-isometry of L^p(R) for every 0 < p ≤ ∞, with ‖Ŝ‖_{B(L}p_) = |a|^{1/2−1/p}. (ii) If b ≠ 0, then Ŝ ∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^q(R^d )) if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′.

Surprisingly, the casuistry in the multivariate case is not wider.

4. Dopico-Johnson factorizations of (non-)free metaplectic operators

Let S ∈ Sp(d, R) be a free symplectic matrix. This means that the upper-right block of S in its block decomposition (11) is invertible. The classical factorization of the symplectic projection of a free metaplectic operator can be presented in two forms: S = V_{DB}−1 D_B−1 JV_{−B}−1_A (28) = V_{DB}−1 D_B−1 V^T_{AB}−T J, (29)

see (14) for the definitions of the matrices appearing in (28) and (29). Formula (28), from the metaplectic operators perspective, reads as Ŝ = p_{DB}−1 T_B−1 Fp_{−B}−1_A up to a sign. Hence, Ŝ inherits the boundedness properties of the Fourier transform, i.e. it is bounded from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ) if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′.

Theorem 4.1. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) be a free metaplectic operator. Then, Ŝ ∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^q(R^d )) if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′. In those cases, ‖Ŝ‖_{B(L}p_{,L}p′_) = | det(B)|^{−1/2+1/p} ( p1/p (p^′)^{1/p′} )_{d/2} . In this section, we characterize the Dopico-Johnson factorizations of free symplectic matrices, which yields to a deeper understanding of the complementary case in which det(B) = 0. Let S = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J any Dopico-Johnson factorization of S, where the matrices appearing in the product are defined as in (14) and (16). The property of being free cannot depend on the choice of the Dopico-Johnson factorization, which for fixed P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} can be computed explicitly: S = ( I 0 Q I ) ( L^{−1} 0 0 L^T ) ( I P 0 I ) ( I_J c I_J −I_J I_J c ) (30) = ( L^{−1} 0 QL^{−1} L^T ) ( I_J c − P I_J I_J + P I_J c −I_J I_J c ) (31) = ( L^{−1}(I_J c − P I_J ) L^{−1}(I_J + P I_J c ) QL^{−1}(I_J c − P I_J ) − L^T I_J QL^{−1}(I_J + P I_J c ) + L^T I_J c ) . (32)

The matrix (32) is free if and only if L^{−1}(I_J + P I_J c ) ∈ GL(d, R) or, equivalently, I_J + P I_J c ∈ GL(d, R). We simplify this latter condition further in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let P = (p_{jk})^d_{j,k=1} ∈ Sym(d, R) and J ⫋ {1, . . . , d}. Then, I_J + P I_J c ∈ GL(d, R) if and only if the submatrix P_J c_J c = (p_{jk})_{j,k∈J} c is invertible.

Proof. If J = ∅, then I_J +P I_J c = P_J c_J c = P and the equivalence follows trivially. Assume J ⫋ {1, . . . , d} and J ≠ ∅, and let 1 ≤ r < d be the cardinality of J . By the expression (32) and the invertibility of L, S is free if and only if I_J + P I_J c ∈ GL(d, R). We need to show that I_J + P I_J c ∈ GL(d, R) if and only if P_J c_J c ∈ GL(d, R). Let W_L, W_R ∈ GL(d, R) be the permutation matrices such that if A ∈ R^{d×d} , W_LAW_R = ( A_{J J} A_{J J} c A_J c_J A_J c_J c ) . Obviously, the matrix I_J + P I_J c is invertible if and only if W_L(I_J + P I_J c )W_R is invertible. Since (P I_J c )_{J J} c selects the columns of P I_J c indexed by J^c, we have (P I_J c )_{J J} c = P_{J J} c , and analogously (P I_J c )_J c_J c = P_J c_J c . Therefore,

W_L(I_J + P I_J c )W_R = W_LI_J W_R + W_LP I_J c W_R = ( I_{r×r} 0_{r×(d−r)} 0_{(d−r)×r} 0_{(d−r)×(d−r)} ) + ( 0_{r×r} (P I_J c )_{J J} c 0_{(d−r)×r} (P I_J c )_J c_J c )

= ( I_{r×r} 0_{r×(d−r)} 0_{(d−r)×r} 0_{(d−r)×(d−r)} ) + ( 0_{r×r} P_{J J} c 0_{(d−r)×r} P_J c_J c )

= ( I_{r×r} P_{J J} c 0_{(d−r)×r} P_J c_J c ) . By Schur’s formula,

| det(W_L(I_J + P I_J c )W_R)| = | det(P_J c_J c )|,

from which it follows that the matrix W_L(I_J + P I_J c )W_R is invertible if and only if P_J c_J c ∈ GL(d, R). This concludes the proof.

Corollary 4.3. Let S ∈ Sp(d, R). The following statements are equivalent. (i) S is free.

(ii) Every Dopico-Johnson factorizations of S satisfy one of the following properties: (ii.1) J = {1, . . . , d}. (ii.2) J ⫋ {1, . . . , d} and P_J c_J c ∈ GL(d, R). Proof. The implication (i) ⇒ (ii) follows trivially by the Dopico-Johnson factorization in (28), which has J = {1, . . . , d}. The converse is straighforward: assume that there exists a Dopico-Johnson factorization S = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J with J ⫋ {1, . . . , d} and P_J c_J c singular. Then, L^{−1}(I_J + P I_J c ) /∈ GL(d, R) by Lemma 4.2. Consequently, S is not free. If, instead, J = {1, . . . , d}, then B = L^{−1} ∈ GL(d, R). This concludes the proof.

Corollary 4.4. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R). Then, one of the following statements hold, then either:

(i) Ŝ is free, or (ii) Ŝ can be factorized as Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J , for some J ⫋ {1, . . . , d} and P ∈ Sym(d, R) such that P_J c_J c /∈ GL(d, R).

5. Homeomorphisms of L^p(R^d )

In view of Theorem 1.1, to conclude the characterization of L^p boundedness of metaplectic operators, it remains to understand the boundedness of non-free metaplectic operators, i.e. metaplectic operators that factorize as Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J for some P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⫋ {1, . . . , d} such that P_J c_J c is singular.

If Ŝ = p_QT_L, Ŝ is trivially a homeomorphism of L^p(R^d ) for every 0 < p ≤ ∞. The core of this section is proving the converse, i.e., if Ŝ is a homeomorphism of L^p(R^d ), then its only possible Dopico-Johnson factorization can be Ŝ = p_QT_L. Equivalently, from the symplectic group perspective, Ŝ is a homeomorphism of L^p(R^d ) for every 0 < p ≤ ∞ if and only if its projection S has block decomposition:

(33) S = ( A 0 C D ) , A, C, D ∈ R^{d×d} . For the benefit of the presentation, we begin emphasizing some well-known fact about symplectic matrices which decompose as in (33), and the related metaplectic operators.

Remark 5.1. Let S ∈ Sp(d, R) have block decomposition (33). The symplectic relations (12) for S can be rephrased as follows: { CA^{−1} ∈ Sym(d, R), D = A^{−T} . Moreover, a direct computation shows that S can be factorized as: (34) S = V_{CA}−1 D_A−1 , or (35) S = D_A−1 V_AT_C , where the matrices at the right hand-sides are defined as in (14). From the metaplectic operators perspective, (36) Ŝ = p_{CA}−1 T_A−1 , or (37) Ŝ = T_A−1 p_AT_C , up to a sign. As observed in Remark 2.3, in this work we consider the factorization (34). This choice is irrelevant: all of our findings can be rephrased by reverting the order of the two operators.

Remark 5.2. Let S ∈ Sp(d, R) have block representation (33). The factorization (34) is the unique representation of S as a product V_QD_L, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R). Indeed, if S = V_QD_L = V_Q′ D_L′ , using (14): V_QD_L = V_Q′ D_L′ ⇔ ( L^{−1} 0 QL^{−1} L^T ) = ( L^{′−1} 0 Q^′L^{′−1} L^{′T} ) , from which the uniqueness follows.

Remark 5.3. Let S ∈ Sp(d, R) have block representation (33). Formula (34) is also a Dopico-Johnson factorization of S. If we prove that any Dopico-Johnson factorization of S has P = 0 and J = ∅, Remark (5.2) would entail that S admits a unique Dopico-Johnson factorization, namely S = V_{CA}−1 D_A−1 , or equivalently, that (36) is the unique Dopico-Johnson factorization of Ŝ, up to a sign.

The factorization (34) is actually a characterization of symplectic matrices S ∈ Sp(d, R) having lower block triangular representation (33). Indeed, if S = V_QD_L for some Q ∈ Sym(d, R) and L ∈ GL(d, R), then S = ( L^{−1} 0 QL^{−1} L^T )

is in the form (33). In the following lemma, we prove that if S has block decomposition (33), then there cannot be P ∈ Sym(d, R) \ {0} and ∅ ≠ J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} so that V^T_P Π_J = I.

Lemma 5.4. Let S ∈ Sp(d, R) have block decomposition (11). The following are equivalent. (i) B = 0.

(ii) Every Dopico-Johnson factorization S = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J has P = 0 and J = ∅. (iii) Ŝ factorizes (uniquely) as Ŝ = p_QT_L, for some Q ∈ Sym(d, R) and L ∈ GL(d, R). Proof. The projection π^{Mp} is a homomorphism with ker(π^{Mp}) = {±Id_L2 }, whence the equivalence (ii) ⇔ (iii), the uniqueness in (iii) following by Remark 5.2.

Let us show the equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii). It is obvious that if every Dopico-Johnson factorization of S has J = ∅ and P = 0, then B = 0. We prove the converse. Assume that S = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J with J ≠ ∅. Clearly, B = L^{−1}(I_J + P I_J c ) = 0 if and only if I_J + P I_J c = 0. This matrix can be 0 if and only if J = ∅ and P = 0, and this is straightforward. Let us show the contradiction more precisely. In view of I_J + P I_J c = 0, (31) reads as:

(38) S = ( L^{−1} 0 QL^{−1} L^T ) ( I_J c − P I_J 0 −I_J I_J c ) . The matrix ( I_J c − P I_J 0 −I_J I_J c )

shall be symplectic, however I_J c /∈ GL(d, R), so that it cannot even be invertible. This proves that it must be J = ∅.

Next, we use this information to show that also P = 0. The identity (30), with J = ∅, reads as:

(39) S = ( I 0 Q I ) ( L^{−1} 0 0 L^T ) ( I P 0 I ) = ( L^{−1} L^{−1}P QL^{−1} QL^{−1}P + L^T ) . Since L ∈ GL(d, R), B = L^{−1}P = 0 if and only if P = 0. This completes the proof.

The following Lemma is the key tool we use in this work to find counterexamples.

Lemma 5.5. Let J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} and P ∈ Sym(d, R). Then, (40) Π^{−1}_J V^T_P Π_J = V^T_{IJ c P IJ c} D_{I+IJ c P IJ} V_{−IJ P IJ} . Consequently, up to a sign,

(41) m_P F_J = F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} (T_{I+IJ c P IJ} p_{−IJ P IJ} ).

Proof. Using that: I_J I_J c = I_J c I_J = 0, I^2_J = I_J , I^2_J c = I_J c and I_J + I_J c = I, and observing that I_J c P I_J c , I_J P I_J ∈ Sym(d, R) and I − I_J c P I_J ∈ GL(d, R) with (I − I_J c P I_J )^{−1} = I + I_J c P I_J , we have:

Π^{−1}_J V^T_P Π_J = ( I_J c −I_J I_J I_J c ) ( I P 0 I ) ( I_J c I_J −I_J I_J c )

= ( I_J c I_J c P − I_J I_J I_J P + I_J c ) ( I_J c I_J −I_J I_J c )

= ( I_J c − I_J c P I_J + I_J I_J c P I_J c −I_J P I_J I_J + I_J P I_J c + I_J c )

= ( I − I_J c P I_J I_J c P I_J c −I_J P I_J I + I_J P I_J c )

= ( I I_J c P I_J c 0 I ) ( I − I_J c P I_J 0 0 I + I_J P I_J c ) ( I 0 −I_J P I_J I )

= ( I I_J c P I_J c 0 I ) ( (I + I_J c P I_J )^{−1} 0 0 (I + I_J c P I_J )^T ) ( I 0 −I_J P I_J I ) , and the assertion follows.

Lemma 5.5 entails the following reduction result.

Corollary 5.6. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R), and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞. Let Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J be a Dopico-Johnson factorization of Ŝ. The following are equivalent: (i) Ŝ is bounded from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ). (ii) m_P F_J is bounded from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ). (iii) F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} is bounded from L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^d ).

Proof. The equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii) is trivial. Similarly, the equivalence (ii) ⇔ (iii) follows from (41), since T_{I+IJ c P IJ} p_{−IJ P IJ} is a homeomorphism of L^p(R^d ).

Theorem 5.7. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) have projection S = π^{Mp}(d, R), with block decomposition (11). The following statements are equivalent. (i) B = 0.

(ii) Ŝ : L^p(R^d ) → L^p(R^d ) is bounded for every 0 < p ≤ ∞.

(iii) Ŝ is a surjective quasi-isometry of L^p(R^d ) for every 0 < p ≤ ∞, with ‖Ŝ‖_{B(L}p_) = | det(A)|^{1/2−1/p}. (iv) Ŝ = p_QT_L for some (unique) Q ∈ Sym(d, R) and L ∈ GL(d, R). Namely, Q = CA^{−1} and L = A^{−1}.

Proof. The implications (i) ⇒ (ii), (iii), (iv) are proved in Lemma 5.4. The implications (iv) ⇒ (i), (ii), (iii) are trivial. The following diagram summarizes the implications that we have for free. (i) (ii)

(iv) (iii)

To sum up, (i) ⇒ (iv) ⇒ (iii) ⇒ (ii) follow by an elementary argument. To close the loop, we need to prove the implication (ii) ⇒ (i). Specifically, we show that if Ŝ is bounded on L^p(R^d ) for some p ≠ 2, and S = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J is any Dopico-Johnson factorization of S, then it must be the case that P = 0 and J = ∅. According to Lemma 5.4, this is equivalent to having B = 0. By contradiction, assume that Ŝ is bounded on Lp(Rd ) for some p ≠ 2 and that there exist P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} such that the corresponding Dopico-Johnson factorization Ŝ = V_QD_LV^T_P F_J has either P ≠ 0 or J ≠ ∅. By Corollary 5.6, the contradiction follows if we prove that F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} is unbounded on L^p(R^d ).

The case J = ∅ is classical and it is is due to L. Hörmander [24, Lemma 1.4].

Analogously, the case J^c = ∅ follows from: F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} = F, which is not bounded from L^p(R^d ) to itself for any p ≠ 2.

Let us consider the case J , J^c ≠ ∅. Consider f(x) = g(x_J )h(x_J c ), for g ∈ L^p(R^r ) and h ∈ L^p(R^{d−r} ) to be fixed, where 1 ≤ r < d is the cardinality of J . F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} f(ξ) = F_J (F^{−1}Φ_{−IJ c P IJ c} ∗ f)(ξ) = F_J F^{−1}(Φ_{−IJ c P IJ c} f̂)(ξ) = F^{−1}_J c (Φ_{−IJ c P IJ c} f̂)(ξ) = F^{−1}_J c (Φ_{−PJ cJ c} F_J c h)(ξ_J c )F_J g(ξ_J ).

(42) Since g depends only on the variables indexed by J , we use (now and in the following) the simplified notation: F_J g(ξ_J ) = ĝ(ξ_J ). Similarly, F^{−1}_J c (Φ_{−PJ cJ c} F_J c h)(ξ_J c ) = F^{−1}(Φ_{−PJ cJ c} ĥ)(ξ_J c ).

The contradiction follows by choosing g ∈ L^p(R^r ) so that ĝ /∈ L^p(R^r ). This proves the implication (ii) ⇒ (i), and we are done.

6. Unbounded metaplectic operators We observed that if Ŝ is free, then Ŝ ∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^q(R^d )) if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and q = p^′, and we characterized metaplectic homeomorphisms of L^p(R^d ). In view of Corollary 4.4, it remains to study the case in which Ŝ has Dopico-Johnson factorization Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J for some P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⫋ {1, . . . , d}, with P_J c_J c singular.

Theorem 6.1. Let Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) be a non-free metaplectic operator. Then, for every 0 < p, q ≤ ∞, Ŝ /∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^q(R^d )).

Proof. By Corollary 4.4, Ŝ has a Dopico-Johnson factorization Ŝ = p_QT_Lm_P F_J for some P, Q ∈ Sym(d, R), L ∈ GL(d, R) and J ⫋ {1, . . . , d}, with P_J c_J c singular.

Let 0 < p, q ≤ ∞. By Lemma 5.5, it is clearly enough to prove that the operator F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} is unbounded. By (42), choosing (43) f(x) = g(x_J )h(x_J c ), x ∈ R^{2d} , as in the proof of Theorem 5.7, we retrieve:

(44) F_J m_{IJ c P IJ c} f(ξ) = F^{−1}(Φ_{−PJ cJ c} ĥ)(ξ_J c )ĝ(ξ_J ). First, we prove the assertion for J ≠ ∅. Let 0 < r < d be the cardinality of J . Consider the diagonalization P_J c_J c = Σ^T ΔΣ, where Σ^T Σ = I and Δ = diag(eig(P_J c_J c )) = {λ_1, . . . , λ_{d−r}}. To simplify the notation, let us write η = ξ_J c . Interpreting the integrals in the distributional sense, F^{−1}(Φ_{−PJ cJ c} ĥ)(η) = ∫ R^{d−r} Φ_{−Δ}(Σx)ĥ(x)e^{2πiηx}dx = ∫ R^{d−r} Φ_{−Δ}(y)ĥ(Σ^T y)e^{2πiy·Ση}dy. Since h ∈ L^p(R^{d−r} ), the function h^′ := T_Σh belongs to L^p(R^{d−r} ). Continuing the computation: F^{−1}(Φ_{−PJ cJ c} ĥ)(η) = ∫ R^{d−r} Φ_{−Δ}(y) ^h^′(y)e^{2πiy·Ση}dy = F^{−1}(Φ_{−Δ} ^h^′)(Ση),

which belongs to L^q(R^{d−r} ) if and only if F^{−1}(Φ_{−Δ} ^h^′) ∈ L^q(R^{d−r} ). To conclude the proof it is enough to exhibit h^′ ∈ L^p(R^{d−r} ) so that F^{−1}(Φ_{−Δ} ^h^′) /∈ L^q(R^{d−r} ). Choose h^′ = ⨂_{d−r} k=1 h^′_k, with h^′_1, . . . , h^′_{d−r} ∈ L^p(R). Let K = {k = 1, . . . , d − r : λ_k = 0}, which is non-empty, since P_J c_J c is singular. Then,

F^{−1}(Φ_{−Δ} ^h^′)(η) = F^{−1}Φ_{−Δ} ∗ h^′(η)

= γ_{−Δ} ∏ k∈K δ_0 ∗ h^′_k(η_k) ∏ k /∈K e^{iπλk (·)2} ∗ h^′_k(η_k) = γ_{−Δ} ∏ k∈K h^′_k(η_k) ∏ k /∈K e^{iπλk (·)2} ∗ h^′_k(η_k), for a suitable constant γ_{−Δ} ∈ C . The assertion for the case J , J^c ≠ ∅ follows fixing k ∈ K, and choosing the corresponding h^′_k ∈ L^p(R) \ L^q (R). Remarkably, the same rationale applies when J = ∅. In this scenario, g does not appear in (43), and thus is absent in (44). Since the previous argument involved selecting h, rather than g, it equally establishes the claim for J = ∅.

7. Applications to pseudodifferential operators

Our motivation for investigating the L^p boundedness of metaplectic operators stems from the result highlighted in [9, Theorem 3.8], which addresses the boundedness of pseudodifferential operators. In the following, we prioritize presenting this result over delving into the details of the objects appearing in the Theorem below.

Theorem 7.1. Let q ≥ 1 and W_A be a shift-invertible distribution (see Definition 7.2 below). Assume that, for every 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, Ŝ : L^p(R^d ) → L^p(R^d )

(see (47) below) is a homeomorphism. Let a ∈ S^′(R^{2d} ) and Op_A(a) be the associated metaplectic pseudofifferential operator (see (46) below). Then, the mapping Op_A(a) ∈ BL(L^p(R^d )) if and only if q ≤ 2 and q ≤ p ≤ q^′.

Theorem 7.1 is a partial result for at least two reasons: it focuses on metaplectic operators that are homeomorphisms of L^p, and even under this restriction, it leaves unresolved the question of precisely characterizing these operators within this context.

For the purposes of the present work, we need a brief digression on metaplectic Wigner distributions. Apart from its importance in the context of time-frequency analysis, this discussion provides some example of how metaplectic operators are applied to define quantizations for pseudodifferential operators and how their properties are related to the structure of the blocks of their projections.

Consider a metaplectic operator on L^2(R^{2d} ), denoted by Â ∈ Mp(2d, R). The associated metaplectic Wigner distribution W_A is the time-frequency representation defined for every f, g ∈ S^′(R^d ) as (45) W_A(f, g) = Â(f ⊗ ḡ). For a comprehensive treatment of these distributions and their properties in terms of the symplectic projections of the corresponding metaplectic operators Â, we refer the reader to [7, 6, 9]. Notably, we stress that W_A : S(R^d ) × S(R^d ) → S(R^{2d} ) is bounded, W_A : L^2(R^d )×L^2(R^d ) → L^2(R^{2d} ) is bounded and W_A : S^′(R^d )×S^′(R^d ) → S^′(R^{2d} ) is bounded.

Metaplectic Wigner distributions are natural generalizations of the classical cross- Wigner distribution, defined in (6) for L^2 functions, which reads as: W (f, g)(x, ξ) = Â_{1/2}(f ⊗ ḡ), where the projection A_{1/2} ∈ Sp(2d, R) has d × d block decomposition:

A_{1/2} =

I_d/2 I_d/2 0_d 0_d 0_d 0_d I_d/2 −I_d/2 0_d 0_d I_d I_d −I_d I_d 0_d 0_d .

Metaplectic Wigner distributions provide quantization laws for pseudodifferential operators. Specifically, for given a ∈ S^′(R^{2d} ) (symbol) and W_A metaplectic Wigner distribution (quantization), the operator Op_A(a) : S(R^d ) → S^′(R^d ) defined by: (46) ⟨Op_A(a)f, g⟩ = ⟨a, W_A(g, f)⟩, f, g ∈ S(R^d ), is the pseudodifferential operator with symbol a and quantization W_A.

In [9] the authors proved Theorem 7.1, a boundedness result for pseudodifferential operators with symbols in Lebesgue spaces having as quantization a shiftinvertible metaplectic Wigner distribution. These time-frequency representations play a central role in characterizing the quasi-norms of modulation spaces.

Definition 7.2. A metaplectic Wigner distribution W_A is shift-invertible or, equivalently, Â and A = π^{Mp}(Â) are shift-invertible, if there exist L ∈ GL(d, R), C ∈ Sym(d, R) and Ŝ ∈ Mp(d, R) such that: (47) W_A(f, g)(z) = | det(L)|^{1/2}Φ_C (Lz)W (f, Ŝg)(Lz), f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ), z ∈ R^{2d} . We denote by Shp(2d, R) = {A ∈ Sp(2d, R) shift-invertible}, the set of shiftinvertible matrices.

The original definition of shift-invertibility was given in [12] in terms of the invertibility of the submatrix

E_A = ( A_{11} A_{13} A_{21} A_{23} )

of the projection

(48) A =

A_{11} A_{12} A_{13} A_{14} A_{21} A_{22} A_{23} A_{24} A_{31} A_{32} A_{33} A_{34} A_{41} A_{42} A_{43} A_{44} , A^{ij} ∈ R^{d×d} , i, j = 1, . . . , 4. Under the notation above, it was proved in [7, 9] that E_A ∈ GL(d, R) if and only if W_A enjoys the representation formula (47).

Remark 7.3. If W_A is shift-invertible, with expression (47), and a ∈ S^′(R^{2d} ), we can relate Op_A(a) to a pseudodifferential operator quantized by the cross-Wigner distribution. Indeed, ⟨Op_A(a)f, g⟩ = ⟨a, W_A(g, f)⟩ = ⟨p_{−C} T^{−1}_L a, W (g, Ŝf⟩ = ⟨ã^w(x, D)Ŝf, g⟩, where ã = p_{−C} T^{−1}_L a and

(49) ã^w(x, D)f(x) = ∫ R^{2d} e^{2πi(x−y)ξ}ã (x + y 2 , ξ ) f(y)dydξ, f ∈ S(R^d ). (see also [8]). Observe that the metaplectic operator ^̃S = p_{−C} T^{−1}_L is a homeomorphism of L^q(R^{2d} ) for every 0 < q ≤ ∞, so that a ∈ L^q(R^{2d} ) if and only if ã ∈ L^q(R^{2d} ), with ‖ã‖_q = C_{q,}~_S‖a‖_q.

We use the following result from [3], originally stated for the short-time Fourier transform, and formulated hereafter for the cross-Wigner distribution (6). Proposition 7.4. Let 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞.

(i) If q ≥ 2 and q^′ ≤ p ≤ q, W : L^{p′} (R^d ) × L^p(R^d ) → L^q(R^{2d} ) is bounded. (ii) If p > q or p < q^′, then W is not bounded from L^{p′} (R^d ) × L^p(R^d ) to L^q(R^{2d} ). Proof. It is a restatement of [3, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2] using (27).

Proposition 7.4 was generalized to metaplectic Wigner distributions (47) with Ŝ ∈ B(Lp(Rd )) in [9, Proposition 3.6]. The following result is a further generalization to the case in which Ŝ is either free or a homeomorphism of L^p(R^d ). Theorem 7.5. Let W_A be a shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distribution, as in (47), and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. Let S = π^{Mp}(Ŝ) have block decomposition (11). (i) If Ŝ ∈ B(L^p(R^d )), then W_A : (f, g) ∈ L^{p′} (R^d ) × L^p(R^d ) → W_A(f, g) ∈ L^q(R^{2d} ) is bounded if and only if q ≥ 2 and q^′ ≤ p ≤ q.

(ii) If Ŝ is free and q ≥ 2 and q^′ ≤ p ≤ q, then W_A : (f, g) ∈ L^p(R^d ) × L^p(R^d ) → W_A(f, g) ∈ L^q(R^{2d} ) is bounded.

Proof. Item (i) is the content of [9, Proposition 3.6]. We prove (ii) with a similar argument. For every f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ), Moyal’s identity: ‖W_A(f, g)‖^2 = ⟨W_A(f, g), W_A(f, g)⟩ = ⟨Â(f ⊗ g), Â(f ⊗ g)⟩ = ⟨f ⊗ g, f ⊗ g⟩ = ‖f‖^2‖g‖^2.

tells that ‖W_A(f, g)‖_2 = ‖f‖_2‖g‖_2. On the other hand, from (6) and Hölder’s inequality, for every 1 ≤ r ≤ 2, ‖W_A(f, g)‖_∞ = | det(L)|^{1/2}‖W (f, Ŝg)(L·)‖_∞ = | det(L)|^{1/2}‖W (f, Ŝg)‖_∞ ≲ ‖f‖_r‖Ŝg‖_r′ ≲ ‖f‖_r‖g‖_r. for every f, g ∈ L^2(R^d ) and every x, ξ ∈ R^d . Therefore, ‖W_A(f, Ŝg)‖_∞ ≤ C_{S,r}‖f‖_r‖g‖_r for every 1 ≤ r ≤ 2. By multilinear interpolation (see e.g. [2, Theorem 2.7]), W_A : L^p(R^d ) × L^p(R^d ) → L^q(R^{2d} ) is bounded for every q ≥ 2 and q^′ ≤ p ≤ q.

We are ready to formulate an improved version of Theorem 7.1.

Theorem 7.6. Let 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. Let W_A be a shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distribution as in (47) with S = π^{Mp}(Ŝ). Let a ∈ L^q(R^{2d} ) and Op_A(a) : S(R^d ) → S^′(R^d ) be the associated metaplectic operator. The following statements hold true. (i) If Ŝ = p_QT_L for some Q ∈ Sym(d, R) and L ∈ GL(d, R), then Op_A(a) ∈ B(L^p(R^d )) if and only if 1 ≤ q ≤ 2 and q ≤ p ≤ q^′.

(ii) If Ŝ is free, 1 ≤ q ≤ 2 and q ≤ p ≤ q^′, then Op_A(a) ∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^{p′} (R^d )).

Proof. (i) is a restatement of [9, Theorem 3.8] using Theorem 5.7. We prove (ii) with an elementary duality argument for (p, q) ≠ (+∞, 1), and using Remark 7.3 for the remaining case. For f, g ∈ S(R^d ), 1 ≤ q ≤ 2 and q ≤ p ≤ q^′, by Theorem 7.5 (ii), |⟨Op_A(a)f, g⟩| = |⟨a, W_A(g, f)⟩| ≤ ‖a‖_q‖W_A(g, f)‖_q′ ≲ ‖a‖_q‖f‖_p‖g‖_p, since q^′ ≥ 2. A standard density argument entails that: ‖Op_A(a)f‖_p′ ≲ ‖a‖_q‖f‖_p, f ∈ L^p(R^d ) and, consequently, that Op_A(a) ∈ B(L^p(R^d ), L^{p′} (R^d )).

This proves the assertion for all the couples (p, q) with (p, q) ≠ (+∞, 1). By (49), ‖Op_A(a)f‖_∞ ≤ ∫ R^{2d} | | |ã (x + y 2 , ξ )| ||Ŝf(y)|dydξ ≲ ‖Ŝf‖_∞ ∫ R^{2d} |ã(z, ξ)|dzdξ = ‖ã‖_1‖Ŝf‖_∞ ≲ ‖a‖_1‖f‖_1, where ã is defined as in Remark 7.3. This concludes the proof for (p, q) = (+∞, 1), thereby completing the proof of the theorem.

8. Representation formulae for Mp(2d, R) and applications to time-frequency analysis

Among all the metaplectic Wigner distributions, shift-invertible distributions revealed to play a central role in the measurement of local time-frequency content of signals [5, 7]. As a first contribution of this section, we employ the Dopico- Johnson factorization to demonstrate the density of shift-invertible matrices in Sp(2d, R). As a consequential insight, we unveil a factorization theorem asserting that any 4d × 4d symplectic matrix can be decomposed (albeit non-uniquely) as the product of a free symplectic matrix and a shift-invertible symplectic matrix.

Lemma 8.1. Let Â ∈ Mp(2d, R). The following are equivalent. (i) Â is shift-invertible.

(ii) Any Dopico-Johnson factorization A = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J of the symplectic projection of Â, with P, Q ∈ Sym(2d, R), L ∈ GL(2d, R) and J ⊆ {1, . . . , 2d}, has P_{12} ∈ GL(d, R), where:

(50) P = ( P_{11} P_{12} P^T_{12} P_{22} ) , P_{11}, P_{12}, P_{22} ∈ R^{d×d} , P_{11} = P^T_{11}, P_{22} = P^T_{22}.

Proof. Let A = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J be any Dopico-Johnson factorization of A, as in item (ii), and write J = J_1 ∪ J_2, with J_1 ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, J_2 ⊆ {d + 1, . . . , 2d}. Then,

Π_J =

I_J c_1 0 I_{J1} 0 0 I_J c_2 0 I_{J2} −I_{J1} 0 I_J c_1 0 0 −I_{J2} 0 I_J c_2

(see e.g., [5, Appendix B]). A straightforward computation shows that:

A = V_QD_L I_J c_1 − P_{11}I_{J1} −P_{12}I_{J2} I_{J1} + P_{11}I_J c_1 P_{12}I_{J2} −P^T_{12}I_{J1} I_J c_2 − P_{22}I_{J2} P^T_{12}I_J c_1 I_J c_2 + P_{22}I_{J2} −I_{J1} 0 I_J c_1 0 0 −I_{J2} 0 I_J c_2 . The product by D_L modifies the upper blocks with a left multiplication by L^{−1}, whereas the product by V_Q does not affect the upper blocks. Therefore,

E_A = L^{−1} ( I P_{11} 0 P^T_{12} ) ( I_J c_1 I_{J1} −I_{J1} I_J c_1 ) = L^{−1} ( I P_{11} 0 P^T_{12} ) Π_{J1} .

Hence, E_A ∈ GL(2d, R) if and only if P_{12} ∈ GL(d, R), and we are done.

Lemma (8.1) is interesting on its own, as it entails a decomposition law for Mp(2d, R), improving the well-known factorization of symplectic matrices in terms of free symplectic matrices (see e.g. [19]), and the density of Shp(2d, R) in Sp(2d, R).

Theorem 8.2. The following statements hold true. (i) Shp(2d, R) ⊆ Sp(2d, R) is dense.

(ii) For every A ∈ Sp(2d, R) there exists A^′ ∈ Shp(2d, R) and Ξ ∈ Sp(2d, R) free such that A = ΞA^′.

(iii) For every A ∈ Sp(2d, R) there exists A^{′′} ∈ Shp(2d, R) and Θ ∈ Sp(2d, R) such that A = A^{′′}Θ, where the block decomposition (11) of Θ has det(A) ≠ 0.

Proof. Let A = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J be a Dopico-Johnson factorization of A, with P ∈ Sym(2d, R) having block decomposition (50). For every 0 < τ < min{|λ| : λ ∈ eig(P_{12}) \ {0}} (where the minimum is +∞ if P_{12} = 0) P_{12} + τI is invertible. It follows that the matrix A_τ = V_QD_LV_{P +τ R}Π_J is shift-invertible, where: R = ( 0 I I 0 ) , and it can be easily related to A: A_τ = V_QD_LV^T_{P +τ R}Π_J

= V_QD_LV^T_{τ R}V^T_P Π_J

(51) = V_QV^T_{τ L}−1_{RL}−T D_LV^T_P Π_J = V_QV^T_{τ L}−1_{RL}−T V_{−Q}V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J = V_QV^T_{τ L}−1_{RL}−T V_{−Q}A. The matrices

Ξ_τ = V_QV^T_{τ L}−1_{RL}−T V_{−Q} = ( I − τL^{−1}RL^{−T} Q τL^{−1}RL^{−T} −τQL^{−1}RL^{−T} Q I + τQL^{−1}RL^{−T} )

are obviously free for every τ ≠ 0 sufficiently small. Observe that this is equivalent to having Ξ^{−1}_τ free for every τ ≠ 0 sufficiently small. Moreover, Ξ_τ → I_{2d} for τ → 0 component-wise. Consequently, A = Ξ^{−1}_τ A_τ for every τ ≠ 0 sufficiently small, with A_τ shift-invertible and Ξ^{−1}_τ free. This concludes the proof of (i) and (ii). To prove (iii), we continue the computation above from (51). Using Lemma 5.5, A_τ = V_QD_LV^T_P V^T_{τ R}Π_J = V_QD_LV^T_P Π_J (Π^{−1}_J V^T_{τ R}Π_J ) = A(V^T_{τ IJ c RIJ c} D_{I+τ IJ c RIJ} V_{−τ IJ RIJ} ), where: V^T_{τ IJ c RIJ c} D_{I+τ IJ c RIJ} V_{−τ IJ RIJ} = ( I − τI_J c RI_J τI_J c RI_J c −τI_J RI_J I + τI_J RI_J c ) . Since I + τI_J c RI_J is the inverse of I − τI_J c RI_J , (iii) follows, and we are done.

Lemma 8.1 states that shift-invertibility can be expressed in terms of Dopico- Johnson factorizations as the condition P_{12} ∈ GL(d, R) stated in (50). In [7], it was proved that if W_A is shift-invertible then for every g ∈ S(R^d ) \ {0}, (52) ‖f‖_M p ≍ ‖W_A(f, g)‖_p, f ∈ M^p(R^d ), showing that shift-invertibility is a fundamental property in measuring local timefrequency content.

Remark 8.3. We outlined the (quasi-)norm equivalence (52) for every 0 < p ≤ ∞, but it is far more general. It applies to every weighted modulation space M^{p,q}_m (R^d ) (0 < p, q ≤ ∞, m moderate weight function, see e.g., [10] for the more general definition of M^{p,q}_m ), under the further assumption A_{21} = 0 in (48). In the same work, it was observed that if either shift-invertiblity does not hold, or A_{21} ≠ 0, then there exists W_A such that: ‖f‖_M^{p,q}_m ≭ ‖W_A(f, g)‖_L^{p,q}_m , f ∈ M^{p,q}_m (R^d ) (L^{p,q}_m are the mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces).

Here, we prove rigorously that if W_A is not shift-invertible, then (52) fails for every 0 < p ≤ ∞.

Theorem 8.4. Let 0 < p ≤ ∞. Let W_A be a non shift-invertible metaplectic Wigner distribution. Then, there exists f ∈ M^p(R^d ) such that ‖W_A(f, g)‖_p ≭ ‖f‖_M p . Proof. Let A = D_LV_QV^T_P Π_J be a Dopico-Johnson factorization of A, with L ∈ GL(2d, R), P, Q ∈ Sym(2d, R) and J ⊆ {1, . . . , 2d}. Since A is not shift-invertible, P_{12} /∈ GL(d, R) by Lemma 8.1. Let us write J = J_1 ∪ J_2, with J_1 ⊆ {1, . . . , d} and J_2 ⊆ {d + 1, . . . , 2d}, and

P̃ = ( P_{11} 0 0 P_{22} ) , Q̃ = ( Q_{11} 0 0 Q_{22} ) , where P_{ij}, Q_{ij} , i, j = 1, . . . , 2 are the d × d blocks of P and Q, respectively. Let

(53) M = ( I + P_{12}Q^T_{12} −P_{12} −Q^T_{12} I ) ∈ GL(2d, R). It is easy to show that:

(54) A = D_LV~_QA^{−1}_{F T 2}D_M A_{F T 2}V^T_{P̃} Π_{J1} Π_{J2} ,

where A_{F T 2} ∈ Sp(2d, R) is the symplectic projection of the partial Fourier transform with respect to the frequency variables, F_2 = F_{{d+1,...,2d}}, i.e.,

A_{F T 2} =

I_d 0_d 0_d 0_d 0_d 0_d 0_d I_d 0_d 0_d I_d 0_d 0_d −I_d 0_d 0_d . From the metaplectic Wigner distributions perspective, (54) reads as:

W_A(f, g) = (T_Lp~_QI_2)(F_2T_M )(m_{P11} F_{J1} f ⊗ Fm_{P22} F_{J2}ḡ)

(up to a sign) where I_2F (x, ξ) = F (x, −ξ). The operator T_Lp~_QI_2 is a homeomorphims of L^p(R^{2d} ), whereas metaplectic operators are homeomorphisms of M^p(R^d ), as observed in [20]. Therefore, it is enough to prove the assertion for F_2T_M instead of Â.

The following integrals must be interpreted in the sense of distributions. Let φ ∈ S^′(R^d ) and ψ ∈ S(R^d ) \ {0} to be fixed. Using the change of variables −Q^T_{12}x + t = s, we have:

F_2T_M (φ ⊗ ψ)(x, ξ) = ∫ R^d φ(x + P_{12}Q^T_{12}x − P_{12}t)ψ(−Q^T_{12}x + t)e^{−2πiξt}dt = ∫ R^d φ(x − P_{12}s)ψ(s)e^{−2πiξ(s+QT12x)}ds = e^{−2πiξQT12x} ∫ R^d φ(x − P_{12}s)ψ(s)e^{−2πiξs}ds. Since P_{12} is symmetric, P_{12} = Σ^T ΔΣ, where Σ ∈ R^{d×d} is orthogonal and Δ is the corresponding diagonal matrix with diagonal entries given by the eigenvalues λ_1, . . . , λ_d of P_{12}. By Lemma 8.1, P_{12} /∈ GL(2d, R) so that the set J = {j : λ_j = 0} is non-empty. Without loss of generality, let us assume that λ_1, . . . , λ_r ≠ 0 and λ_{r+1}, . . . , λ_d = 0. Choosing ψ(t) = e^{−π|·|2} (with an abuse of notation, hereafter ψ denotes a Gaussian on R^n for any n), using the change of variables Σs = u, and denoting (y, η) = (Σx, Σξ), F_2T_M (φ ⊗ ψ̄)(x, ξ) = e^{−2πiξQT12x} ∫ R^d φ(x − Σ^T Δu)ψ(Σ^T u)e^{−2πiξΣT u}du = e^{−2πiξQT12x} ∫ R^d φ ∘ Σ^T (y(x) − Δu)ψ(u)e^{−2πiΣη(x)u}du. Let φ̃ = φ ∘ Σ^T (observe that rescalings preserve modulation spaces), then F_2T_M (φ ⊗ ψ̄)(x, ξ) = e^{−2πiξQT12x} ∫ R^d φ̃(y(x) − Δu)ψ(u)e^{−2πiη(ξ)u}du. Choosing φ̃(v) = φ̃_1(v_J c )φ̃_2(v_J ), we find:

F_2T_M (φ ⊗ ψ̄)(x, ξ) = e^{−2πiξQT12x}V_ψφ̃_1((Σx)_J , (Σξ)_J )φ̃_2((Σx)_J c )ψ((Σξ)_J c )

(55) Since the change of variables (y, η) = (Σx, Σξ) preserves the L^p (quasi-)norms, (56) ‖V_ψφ‖_p ≍ ‖φ̃_1‖_M p ‖φ̃_2‖_p‖ψ‖_p, and, since ‖φ̃_2‖_M p ≭ ‖φ̃_2‖_p, the assertion follows.

Remark 8.5. A rescaling T_LF is bounded on (a homeomorphism of) the mixednorm Lebesgue spaces L^{p,q}(R^{2d} ) (p ≠ q) if and only if L ∈ GL(2d, R) has block decomposition L = ( A B 0 D ) , A, B, D ∈ R^{d×d} . However, it is straightforward to verify that the operator T_M , with M defined as in (53), possesses the following boundedness property on tensor products: (57) ‖T_M (f ⊗ g)‖_Lp,q = ‖f‖_p‖g‖_q. Although we will not elaborate on this fact here, we conjecture that (57) can be utilized to study the boundedness of metaplectic Wigner distributions in greater detail. This could potentially used to characterize ‖W_A(f, g)‖_Lp,q ( 0 < p, q ≤ ∞) in terms of the function spaces to which f belongs.

Acknowledgements

The author is financially supported by the University of Bologna and HES-SO Valais-Wallis. The author thanks professors Nicola Arcozzi, Elena Cordero and Luigi Rodino for reading the manuscript and providing crucial suggestions.

References

[1] William Beckner. Inequalities in Fourier analysis. Annals of Mathematics, 102(1):159–182, 1975.

[2] Colin Bennett and Robert C Sharpley. Interpolation of operators. Academic press, 1988. [3] Paolo Boggiatto, Giuseppe De Donno, and Alessandro Oliaro. Weyl quantization of lebesgue spaces. Mathematische Nachrichten, 282(12):1656–1663, 2009.

[4] Leon Cohen. Generalized phase-space distribution functions. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 7(5):781–786, 1966.

[5] Elena Cordero and Gianluca Giacchi. Symplectic analysis of time-frequency spaces. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 177:154–177, 2023.

[6] Elena Cordero and Gianluca Giacchi. Excursus on modulation spaces via metaplectic operators and related time-frequency representations. Sampling Theory, Signal Processing, and Data Analysis, 22(1):9, 2024.

[7] Elena Cordero and Gianluca Giacchi. Metaplectic gabor frames and symplectic analysis of time-frequency spaces. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 68:101594, 2024.

[8] Elena Cordero, Gianluca Giacchi, and Luigi Rodino. Wigner analysis of operators. Part II:

Schrödinger equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.00505, 2022. Accepted. [9] Elena Cordero, Gianluca Giacchi, and Luigi Rodino. A unified approach to time-frequency representations and generalized spectrogram. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.03882, 2024.

[10] Elena Cordero and Luigi Rodino. Time-frequency analysis of operators, volume 75. Walter de Gruyter GmbH & Co KG, 2020.

[11] Elena Cordero and Luigi Rodino. Wigner analysis of operators. Part I: Pseudodifferential operators and wave fronts. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 58:85–123, 2022.

[12] Elena Cordero and Luigi Rodino. Characterization of modulation spaces by symplectic representations and applications to schrödinger equations. Journal of Functional Analysis, 284(9):109892, 2023.

[13] Maurice de Gosson. The quantum motion of half-densities and the derivation of Schrödinger’s equation. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General, 31(18):4239, 1998.

[14] Maurice de Gosson. On the Weyl representation of metaplectic operators. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 72:129–142, 2005.

[15] Maurice de Gosson. Symplectic methods in harmonic analysis and in mathematical physics, volume 7. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011.

[16] Froilán M. Dopico and Charles R. Johnson. Parametrization of the matrix symplectic group and applications. SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications, 31(2):650–673, 2009.

[17] Hans G. Feichtinger. Modulation spaces on locally compact abelian groups. Citeseer, 1983. [18] Hans G. Feichtinger, Michiel Hazewinkel, Norbert Kaiblinger, Ewa Matusiak, and Markus Neuhauser. Metaplectic operators on C^n . Quarterly Journal of Mathematics, 59(1):15–28, 2008.

[19] Gerald B. Folland. Harmonic analysis in phase space. Number 122. Princeton university press, 1989.

[20] Hartmut Führ and Irina Shafkulovska. The metaplectic action on modulation spaces. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 68:101604, 2024.

[21] Yevgeniy V, Galperin and Salti Samarah. Time-frequency analysis on modulation spaces M^{p,q}_m , 0 < p, q ≤ ∞. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 16(1):1–18, 2004.

[22] Gianluca Giacchi. Metaplectic wigner distributions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.06818, 2022.

Accepted.

[23] Karlheinz Gröchenig. Foundations of time-frequency analysis. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[24] Lars Hörmander. Estimates for translation invariant operators in L^p spaces. 1960. [25] Lars Hörmander. Symplectic classification of quadratic forms, and general mehler formulas.

Mathematische Zeitschrift, 219:413–449, 1995.

[26] Lars Hörmander. The analysis of linear partial differential operators III: Pseudo-differential operators. Springer Science & Business Media, 2007.

[27] Cohen Leon. Time-frequency analysis: theory and applications. USA: Pnentice Hall, 1995. [28] Irving Ezra Segal. Foundations of the theory of dynamical systems of infinitely many degrees of freedom. part i. Kgl. Danske Videnskab. Selskab, Mat.-fys. Medd., Vol: 31, No. 12, 1 1959.

[29] David Shale. Linear symmetries of free boson fields. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 103(1):149–167, 1962.

[30] Léon Charles Prudent Van Hove. Sur certaines représentations unitaires d’un groupe infini de transformations. PhD thesis, Bruxelles U., 1951.

[31] André Weil et al. Sur certains groupes d’opérateurs unitaires. Acta math, 111(143-211):14, 1964.

[32] Eugene Wigner. On the quantum correction for thermodynamic equilibrium. Physical review, 40(5):749, 1932.

Universitá di Bologna, Dipartimento di Matematica, Piazza di Porta San Donato 5, 40126 Bologna, Italy; University of Lausanne, Switzerland; HES-SO School of Engineering, Rue De L’Industrie 21, Sion, Switzerland; Centre Hospitalier Universitaire Vaudois, Switzerland

Email address: gianluca.giacchi2@unibo.it