arXiv:2406.06989v1 [math-ph] 11 Jun 2024

REGULARIZED QUANTUM MOTION IN A BOUNDED SET: HILBERTIAN ASPECTS

FABIO BAGARELLO^{a,b}, JEAN-PIERRE GAZEAU^c, AND CAMILLO TRAPANI^d

Abstract. It is known that the momentum operator canonically conjugated to the position operator for a particle moving in some bounded interval of the line (with Dirichlet boundary conditions) is not essentially self-adjoint: it has a continuous set of self-adjoint extensions. We prove that essential self-adjointness can be recovered by symmetrically weighting the momentum operator with a positive bounded function approximating the indicator function of the considered interval. This weighted momentum operator is consistently obtained from a similarly weighted classical momentum through the so-called Weyl-Heisenberg covariant integral quantization of functions or distributions.

Keywords: selfadjointness, Weyl-Heisenberg group, integral quantization. MSC: 81Q10, 81S30, 81R05, 81R30.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Weyl Heisenberg covariant integral quantization of the motion on the line: a survey 3 2.1. Quantization 3 2.2. Semi-classical portrait 8 3. Quantization and semi-classical portraits of weighted or truncated observables 9 4. The question of self-adjointness 11 4.1. Prelude 11 4.2. Mathematical setting and results 12 5. Modifying the momentum operator 14 5.1. Self-adjointness of AP A 16 5.2. Further analysis 17 6. Conclusion 19 Acknowledgments 20 Conflict of interest 20 References 20

Date: June 14, 2024. 1

1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to study functional analysis aspects of quantum and semi-classical descriptions of the motion of a particle in a bounded Borel set in R, e.g., an interval, when these quantum models are derived from the Weyl-Heisenberg covariant integral quantization [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Briefly, the latter procedure is the linear map

(1.1) fpq, pq ÞÑ A_f “ ż R^2 dq dp 2π fpq, pq e^{ippQ´qP q}Q_0e^{´ippQ´qP q} , transforming the function (or distribution) fpq, pq of phase space variables pq, pq P R^2 into the operator A_f acting in the Hilbert space L^2pR, dxq. The operator Q_0 has unit trace, and the operator e^{ippQ´qP q} ” Upq, pq is the familiar unitary Weyl operator built form the self-adjoint position Q and momentum P operators. The map (1.1) transforms f “ 1 into the identity operator 1, and is Weyl covariant:

Upq_0, p_0q A_f Upq_0, p_0q^: “ A_{T pq0,p0qf} , pT pq_0, p_0qfq pq, pq :“ f pq ´ q_0, p ´ p_0q .

This quantization allows a lot of freedom: arbitrariness in the choice of Q_0, and wide range of objects f to be quantized (e.g. from smooth functions to tempered distributions). In particular, if one deals with the motion of a particle, mass m, in an interval E, nothing prevents us to restrict the map (1.1) to functions mainly localised on E, more precisely through the weighting (1.2) fpq, pq ÞÑ u_E pqqfpq, pq , where u_E is the indicator function of E or a positive smooth approximation

of it. Hence the kinetic energy of the particle, K “ p^2 2m is transformed

into a variable mass one, u_E pqqK “ p^2 2mpqq , mpqq “ m u_E pqq

, which becomes

infinite outside E. In this sense, the mechanical model is different from the infinite square well for which the potential V , and consequently the mechanical energy K ` V , are infinite outside the well.

Also note that our regularisation procedure is distinct from well-known approaches in use in quantum mechanics in dealing with singular potentials, for instance those connected with point interactions [6, 7, 8].

Now, the noticeable outcome of the present work is the proof of the following (Theorem 5).

Let apxq be a positive bounded function on R and P “ ´i d dx the (essen-

tially) self-adjoint momentum operator in L^2pR, dxq. Then the symmetric apxqP apxq is self-adjoint.

This looks quite a reasonable result, but its proof is not given in the literature, in our knowledge, at least in the way we prove it. Actually, products of functions of the position operator Q and of the momentum P have been considered in the literature not so often and not so recently and mostly as tools for facing other problems like in [9]. For instance, B. Simon in [10] considers the problem of when an operator of the form fpQqgpP q, with f, g bounded functions, is trace class. No general results for the self-adjointness of fpQqgpP qfpQq when f, g are possibly unbounded, but reasonable functions, are know to us.

From a physical side, the interest of this result (Theorem 5) is the following: through the quantization (1.1), the weight function u_E gives rise to the function apxq. The latter is meant to replace (and regularize) the boundaries of E, to get something smoother. Surprisingly enough, this regularizing procedure creates other several mathematical subtleties, which are those on which we focus (and solve) in this paper. For this reason we believe that this paper could be interesting both for its mathematical and for its physical aspects.

The material of our quantization procedure and the resulting semi-classical portraits are summarized in Section 2. The application to the quantization of weighted or truncated observables for the motion in bounded or semibounded sets and subsequent semi-classical portraits is implemented in Section 3. Hilbertian aspects and analysis of relevant operators are developed in Section 4. Specific examples are examined in Section 5. Our results and subsequent questions are indicated in Section 6.

2. Weyl Heisenberg covariant integral quantization of the motion on the line: a survey

In this section, we give an outline of the Weyl Heisenberg covariant integral quantization, and the subsequent semi-classical portrait, of the motion on the line for which the phase space of the pairs (position q, momentum p within the context of Hamiltonian mechanics, time b, frequency ω within the context of Signal analysis) is the Euclidean plane R^2 “ tq, pu (resp. R^2 “ tb, ωu) equipped with the Lebesgue measure dq dp (resp. db dω). All justifications and details are found in [1, 2, 3]. In this paper we keep the notations pq, pq with no considerations of physical dimensions, hence the Planck constant ℏ is put equal to 1.

Note that the mathematical content of this section is not really not new. For instance one can refer to the contributions by Werner [11], Feichtinger and Kozek [12], Luef and Skrettingland [13]. We should also refer to the pioneer works by Klauder [14, 15], Berezin [16], Daubechies and Grossmann [17, 18] on the integral quantization based on standard coherent state.

2.1. Quantization. Precisely, we transform a function fpq, pq into an operator A_f in some separable Hilbert space H through a linear map which sends the function f “ 1 to the identity operator in H and which respects the basic translational symmetry of the phase space R^2 . From now on H “ L^2pR, dxq ” L^2pRq. Let Q and P be the essentially self-adjoint position and momentum operators defined on the Schwartz space (their common core domain) SpRq Ă H as Qϕpxq “ xϕpxq and P ϕpxq “ ´i d dx ϕpxq respectively, with rQ, P s “ 1. The Weyl or displacement operator is the unitary operator defined by (2.1) Upq, pq “ e^{ippQ´qP q} , U^{´1}pq, pq “ U^:pq, pq “ Up´q, ´pq , with the alternative “disentanglement” formulae, (2.2) Upq, pq “ e^{´i qp2} e^{ipQ} e^{´iqP} “ e^{i qp2} e^{´iqP} e^{ipQ} , and the composition property, (2.3) Upq, pq Upq^1, p^1q “ e^{´ i2 pqp1´pq1q} Upq ` q^1, p ` p^1q From the above one sees that the map pq, pq ÞÑ Upq, pq is a non commutative unitary projective representation of the abelian translation group R^2 . It is just the non trivial part of the von Neumann unitary irreducible representation of the Weyl-Heisenberg (WH) group G_{WH} G_{WH} Q pζ, q, pq ÞÑ e^{iζ} Upq, pq , (2.4)

pζ, q, pqpζ^1, q^1, p^1q “ ^ ζ ` ζ^1´ 1 2 pqp^1 ´ pq^1q, q ` q^1, p ` p^1 ˙ . (2.5)

Given a unit trace operator Q_0 on H, TrpQ_0q “ 1, its unitarily displaced versions resolve the identity in H (in a weak sense):

(2.6) ż R^2 dq dp 2π Qpq, pq “ 1 , Qpq, pq :“ Upq, pqQ_0U^:pq, pq .

For instance, for the one-rank projector Q_0 “ |ψyxψ|, }ψ} “ 1, one obtains

(2.7) ż R^2 dq dp 2π |q, py_{ψψ}xq, p| “ 1 , |q, py_ψ :“ Upq, pq|ψy , i.e. the familiar resolution of the identity by the overcomplete family of coherent states |q, py_ψ.

The fundamental property (2.6) results from the application of the Schur’s Lemma. It allows to define the integral quantization of a function (or tempered distribution, see for details [1]) on the phase space as the linear map

(2.8) fpq, pq ÞÑ A_f “ ż R^2 dq dp 2π fpq, pq Qpq, pq whenever this integral exists in a weak sense. Hence the identity 1 is the quantized version of the function f “ 1 while Q_0 is the quantum version of the Dirac peak 2πδpq, pq.

The map is covariant in the following sense: (2.9) Upq_0, p_0q A_f Upq_0, p_0q^: “ A_{T pq0,p0qf} , where (2.10) pT pq_0, p_0qfq pq, pq :“ f pq ´ q_0, p ´ p_0q .

This property justifies the name “Weyl-Heisenberg covariant quantization”: no point in the phase space is privileged.

Let us now introduce the WH transform of the operator Q_0

(2.11) Πpq, pq “ Tr pUp´q, ´pqQ_0q .

This defines a bounded function on the phase space, }Π}_8 “ 1, such as Πp0, 0q “ 1. It can be viewed as an apodization [23] on the plane, which determines the extent of our coarse graining of the phase space. In a certain sense this function corresponds to the Cohen “f” function [24] (for more details see [25] and references therein) or to Agarwal-Wolf filter functions [26].

The inverse WH-transform to (2.11) exists due to the two remarkable properties [1, 3] of the displacement operator Upq, pq,

(2.12) ż R^2 Upq, pq dq dp 2π “ 2P and Tr pUpq, pqq “ 2πδpq, pq ,

where P “ P^{´1} is the parity operator defined as PUpq, pqP “ Up´q, ´pq. Consistently to (2.12), its trace is put equal to TrpPq “ 1{2. Hence one gets Q_0 from Π:

(2.13) Q_0 “ ż R^2 dq dp 2π Πpq, pq Upq, pq . Many features of our quantization procedure are better captured if one uses an alternative quantization formula through the so-called symplectic Fourier transform. The latter is defined for f P L^1pRq or, more generally, for f a tempered distribution, i.e. in S^1pR^2 q, as

(2.14) F_srfspq, pq “ ż R^2

e^{´ipqp1´q1pq} fpq^1, p^1q dq^1 dp^1 2πℏ . It is involutive, F_s rF_srfss “ f like its dual defined as F_srfspq, pq “ F_srfsp´q, ´pq.

By replacing Q_0 in (2.8) by its expression (2.13) in terms of Πpq, pq one easily find the alternative form of the quantization map:

(2.15) f ÞÑ A_f “ ż R^2 dq dp 2π F_srfspq, pq Πpq, pqUpq, pq . Note that if Q_0 is symmetric, i.e. Πp´q, ´pq “ Πpq, pq, a real function fpq, pq is mapped to a symmetric operator A_f . Moreover, if the unit traceclass Q_0 is non-negative, i.e., is a density operator, then a real semi-bounded function fpq, pq is mapped to a self-adjoint operator A_f through the Friedrich extension [27] of its associated semi-bounded quadratic form.

The formula (2.15) allows to make more easily explicit the action A_f as the integral operator

(2.16) L^2pR, dxq Q ϕpxq ÞÑ pA_f ϕqpxq “ ż_{`8} ´8 dx^1 A_f px, x^1q ϕpx^1q , with kernel given by

(2.17) A_f px, x^1q “ 1 2π ż_{`8} ´8 dq pf_ppq, x^1 ´ xq pΠ_p ^ x ´ x^1, q´ x ` x^1 2 ˙ . Here the symbol pf_p stands for partial Fourier transform of f with respect its second variable p:

(2.18) pf_ppq, yq “ 1 ? 2π ż_{`8} ´8 dp fpq, pq e^{´iyp} . Of course we suppose that the kernel (2.17) and involved partial distributions are well defined, at least in the sense of distributions.

Particular functions. If f factorises as fpq, pq “ upqqvppq, then the kernel (2.17) factorises as (2.19) A_{uv}px, x^1q “ pvpx^1 ´ xq F_upx, x^1q , with

(2.20) F_upx, x^1q “ 1 2π ż_{`8} ´8 dq upqq pΠ_p ^ x ´ x^1, q´ x ` x^1 2 ˙ . Hence, in the case vppq “ p^n, for a nonnegative integer n, standard distribution calculus leads to the formula:

(2.21) A_{up}n “ ? 2π nÿ m“0 ^ n m ˙ p´iq^{n´m} B^{n´m} By^{n´m} F_upQ, yq ˇ ˇ ˇ y“Q P^m , where we suppose that all manipulations in the above are valid (integrations, derivations,...) at least on the level of distributional calculus, which entails a supplementary conditions on Q_0 through (2.11).

There results that if f depends on q only, fpq, pq ” upqq, its quantization is the multiplication operator in H : (2.22) A_u “ w_upQq , w_upxq “ ? 2πF_upx, xq “ 1 ? 2π u ˚ FrΠp0, ¨qspxq ” u ˚ γpxq ,

where F is the inverse 1-d Fourier transform, and “˚” stands for convolution with respect to the second variable p¨q. We have introduced in (2.22) the convenient notation:

(2.23) γpxq :“ 1 ? 2π pΠ_pp0, ´xq “ 1? 2π FrΠp0, ¨qspxq ,

where the 1-d Fourier transform concerns the second variable p¨q.

If fpq, pq ” vppq is a function of p only, then A_v depends on P only through the convolution:

(2.24) A_v “ vpP q , vppq “ 1 ? 2π v ˚ FrΠp¨, 0qsppq ” v ˚ ϖppq , with

(2.25) ϖppq :“ 1 ? 2π FrΠp¨, 0qsppq .

For the simplest cases upqq “ q and vppq “ p one obtains

(2.26) A_q “ Q ´ i B Bp Πp0, pq ˇ ˇ ˇ_{p“0} , A^p “ P ` i B Bq Πpq, 0q ˇ ˇ ˇ_{q“0} ,

and so the expected canonical commutation rule rA_q, A_ps “ i1. This result is actually the direct consequence of the underlying Weyl-Heisenberg covariance when one expresses Eq.(2.9) on the level of infinitesimal generators. Also the additive constants appearing in (2.26) vanish if moreover Π is even, Πp´q, ´pq “ Πpq, pq.

The two following cases have also to be considered in regard to the content of this paper.

A_{up} “ w_upQqP ` c_upQq , c_upxq :“ ´i ? 2π B By F_upx, yq ˇ ˇ ˇ y“x , (2.27)

A_{up}2 “ w_upQqP^2 ` 2c_upQqP ` d_upQq , d_upxq :“´ ? 2π B^2 B^2y F_upx, yq ˇ ˇ y“x . (2.28)

Particular Π or Q_0.

(i) If Π “ 1, then Q_0 “ 2P, and F_srΠspq, pq “ 2πδpq, pq.

(ii) If Q_0 “ |ψyxψ|, with }ψ} “ 1, then

(2.29) Πpq, pq “ e^{´i qp2} pFrψs ˚ Frt_{´q}ψsq ppq ,

where Frt_{´q}ψsppq “ e^{iqp}Frψsppq. The corresponding integral kernel is given by

(2.30) A_f px, x^1q “ 1 ? 2π ż_{`8} ´8 dq pf_ωpq, x^1 ´ xq ψpx ´ qq ψpx^1 ´ qq

The symplectic Fourier transform of (2.29) reads

F_srΠspq, pq “ ż_8 ´8 dy e^{´iyp} ψ ´ y 2 ´ q ¯ ψ ´ ´ y 2 ´ q ¯

” 2πW_ψp´q, ´pq , (2.31)

where W_ψ is the Wigner function [19, 20] of the pure state |ψyxψ|. It is well known [21, 22] that the latter is a probability distribution on the plane with measure dq dp only if ψpxq has the form (2.32) ψpxq “ N e^{´ax2`bx`c} , a, b, c P C , Repaq ą 0, where N is a suitable normalization constant.

2.2. Semi-classical portrait. The quantization formula (2.15) allows to prove an interesting trace formula (when applicable to f). From Tr pUpq, pqq “ 2πδpq, pq we obtain

(2.33) Tr pA_f q “ F_srfsp0q “ ż R^2 fpq, pq dq dp 2π . By using (2.33) we derive the quantum phase space, i.e., semi-classical, portrait of the operator as an autocorrelation averaging of the original f. More precisely, starting from a function (or distribution) fpq, pq and through its quantum version A_f , one defines the new function qfpq, pq as

Tr pQpq, pqA_f q “ ż R^2 Tr ` Qpq, pq Qpq^1, p^1q ˘ fpq^1, p^1q dq^1 dp^1 2π :“ qfpq, pq . (2.34)

The map pq^1, p^1q ÞÑ Tr pQpq, pq Qpq^1, p^1qq might be a probability distribution if this expression is non negative. Now, this map is better understood from the equivalent formula,

(2.35) qfpq, pq “ ż R^2 ´ F_s rΠs ˚ F_s ” rΠ ı¯ pq^1 ´ q, p^1 ´ pq fpq^1, p^1q dq^1 dp^1 4π^2 , where rΠpq, pq :“ Πp´q, ´pq. In particular we have for the coordinate functions q “ q ` q_0 and qp “ p ` p_0, for some constants q_0 and p_0.

Eq. (2.35) represents the convolution („ local averaging) of the original f with the autocorrelation of the symplectic Fourier transform of the (normalised) weight Πpq, pq. Hence, we are incline to choose windows Πpq, pq, or equivalently Q_0, such that

(2.36) F_s rΠs

is a probability distribution on the phase space R^2 equipped with the measure dq dp 2π . That Q_0 be a density operator, i.e.,

(2.37) Q_0 “ ÿ i p_i|ψ_iyxψ_i| , }ψ} “ 1 , 0 ď p_i ď 1 , ÿ i p_i “ 1 ,

is not a sufficient condition^1 as it is shown with the pure case state (2.31). The condition is not necessary either, since the uniform Weyl-Wigner choice Πpq, pq “ 1 yields F_s r1s pq, pq “ 2πδpq, pq and Q_0 “ 2P, which is not a density operator. Note that qf “ f in this case.

With a true probabilistic content, the meaning of the convolution

(2.38) F_s rΠs ˚ F_s ” rΠ ı is clear: it is the probability distribution for the difference of two vectors in the phase space plane, viewed as independent random variables, and thus is

1Contrarily to what it was claimed in [2]

perfectly adapted to the abelian and homogeneous structure of the classical phase space: no origin should be privileged.

3. Quantization and semi-classical portraits of weighted or truncated observables

We consider classical motions which are geometrically restricted to hold within some bounded Borel subset E, e.g. the interval E “ ra, bs, of the configuration space R. A standard method to construct a positive smooth approximation of the characteristic (or indicator) function χ_E of E is the following (see for instance [30]). Let us choose a positive function ω_E P C^8 which is zero for x R E and is normalised in the sense that ş R ω_E pxq dx “ ş E ω_E pxq dx “ 1. For σ ą 0 we define

(3.1) ω_{E,σ} “ 1 σ ω_E ´ x σ ¯ . The functions ω_{E,σ} are positive, normalised, C^8, and they vanish for x R σE. Let (3.2) u_{E,σ}pxq :“ ω_{E,σ} ˚ χ_E pxq “ ż E ω_{E,σ}px ´ yq dy . It can be shown that u_{E,σ} Ñ χ_E as σ Ñ 0 almost everywhere, and, moreover, that the convergence is uniform on E̊.

We then smoothly truncate all classical observables to E (3.3) fpq, pq ÞÑ u_{E,σ}pqqfpq, pq ” f_{E,σ}pq, pq . In particular, the original canonical coordinates q and p become the truncated observables u_{E,σ}pqqq and u_{E,σ}pqqp respectively.

We further proceed with the Weyl-Heisenberg quantization (2.8) or (2.15) of the truncated observables f_{E,σ}, and obtain the pE, σq-modified operator, (3.4) f_{E,σ}pq, pq ÞÑ A_{fE,σ} “ 1 2π ż R^2 dq dp Πpq, pq F_srf_{E,σ}spq, pq Upq, pq . Quantization formulae given in Section 2 apply here with the change f ÞÑ f_{E,σ}. Let us start with the quantization of the case f “ 1, i.e., f_{E,σ}pq, pq “ u_{E,σ}pqq. It yields the “window” or “localisation” [31] multiplication operator:

(3.5) A_{uE,σ} “ pu_{E,σ} ˚ γqpQq “ ż R dy γpQ ´ yq u_{E,σ} ” w_{uE,σ} pQq , with the notation (2.23). The window function w_E pxq will play a fundamental rôle in the sequel. Its Fourier transform is given by

(3.6) ŵ_{E,σ}ppq “ ? 2π û_{E,σ}ppq γ̂ppq “ û_{E,σ}ppq Πp0, ´pq . For our present purpose, we also give the quantum counterparts of the pE, σqtruncated position, momentum and momentum squared („ kinetic energy). They are deduced from (2.27) and (2.28), and read as: (3.7) A_{qE,σ} “ w_{E,σ}pQqQ ` b_{E,σ}pQq , b_{E,σ}pxq “ pu_{E,σ} ˚ Qγqpxq ,

(3.8) A_{pE,σ} “ w_{E,σ}pQqP ` c_{E,σ}pQq , c_{E,σ} pxq “ ´i ? 2π B By F_{uE,σ} px, yq ˇ ˇ ˇ_{y“x} ,

(3.9) A_p2_{E,σ} “ w_{E,σ}pQqP^2`2c_{E,σ}pQqP `d_{E,σ} pQq , d_{E,σ} pxq “´ ? 2π B^2 B^2y F_{uE,σ} px, yq ˇ ˇ y“x . The modification of the basic commutation rule follows:

(3.10) “ A_{qE,σ} , A_{pE,σ} ‰ “ i “ w^1_{E,σ}pQqQ ` w_{E,σ}pQq ` w_{E,σ}pQqb^1_{E,σ} pQq ‰ , which corresponds to a deformed version of the uncertainty inequality for these operators.

Of course, the validity of the above formulas depends on the regularity properties of the function pΠ_ppx, yq which appears in the expression (2.17) of the integral kernel of A_f . From now on we make the following minimal assumptions.

Assumption 1. The apodisation function (or tempered distribution) Πpq, pq is chosen such that its symplectic Fourier transform,

(3.11) F_s rΠs pq, pq “ ż R^2

dq^1 dp^1 2π e^{´ipqp1´pq1q} Πpq^1, p^1q ,

is non-negative and so, from the normalisation Πp0, 0q “ 1, is a probability distribution on R^2 equipped with the measure^{dq dp}_{2π} .

Assumption 2. The partial Fourier transform of Πpq, pq,

(3.12) pΠ_ppq, yq “ 1 ? 2π ż_{`8} ´8 dp e^{´iyp} Πpq, pq , is at least twice continuously differentiable on R^2 .

Assumption 3. The partial Fourier transform pΠ_ppq, yq is non-negative at q “ 0:

(3.13) pΠ_pp0, yq ě 0 @y P R .

Note that it results from Assumptions (3.12) and (3.13) that the window function w_{E,σ} pxq, given by the convolution (4.1), is non-negative and goes to 0 as x Ñ ˘8.

Also note that the Hilbert space in which act the above “pE, σq-modified” operators is left unchanged. Thus, in position representation, one continues to deal with H “ L^2pRq. Nevertheless, our approach gives rise to a smoothing of the constraint boundary BE, i.e., a “fuzzy” boundary, and also, if the function γ or Πp0, ¨q is smooth enough, a smoothing of all restricted observable f_{E,σ}pq, pq introduced in the quantization map (3.4), including the limit at σ “ 0, i.e, when u_{E,0} “ χ_E . Indeed, there is no mechanics outside the set σE ^R defined by the position constraint on the classical level. It is however not the same on the quantum level since our quantization method allows to go beyond the boundary of this set in a way which can be smoothly rapidly decreasing, depending on the function Πp0, pq.

Consistently, the semi-classical phase space portrait of the operator (3.4) is given by (2.35). An equivalent form of the latter reads as more condensed:

(3.14) qf_{E,σ}pq, pq “ 1 2π ´ F_s ” Π rΠ ı ˚ f_{E,σ} ¯ pq, pq . It should be found to be concentrated on the classical E ^ R, and so viewed as a new classical observable defined on the full phase space R^2 where q and p keep their status of canonical variables.

Thus, we have the sequence

virtual fpq, pq Ñ truncated f_{E,σ}pq, pq Ó regularised qf_{E,σ}pq, pq Ð quantum A_{fE,σ} ,

(3.15)

allowing to establish a semi-classical dynamics à la Klauder [28, 29], mainly concentrated on E ^ R as σ Ñ 0. In other words, qf_{E,σ}pq, pq is a different regularization of the original fpq, pq, which takes the place of f_{E,σ}pq, pq.

Note that we can confine our study to the elementary case of the interval,

(3.16) E “ pα, βq ,

since these intervals generate the σ-algebra of Borel sets of the real line. This particular case allows us to compare the well-known quantum mechanics of a free particle moving in the infinite square well with boundaries the point α and β with the new functional material described in the above. Then we have to compare the Hilbert space L^2pα, βq with the range R_E of the bounded positive multiplication operator a w_{E,σ}pQq defined by the square root of the window operator:

(3.17) L^2pRq Q ϕpxq ÞÑ a w_{E,σ}pxqϕpxq P R_E Ă L^2pRq .

The closure R_E of this range is a sub-Hilbert space of L^2pRq, which is itself a subspace of L^2pR, w_E pxqdxq.

4. The question of self-adjointness

4.1. Prelude. Through the material presented above we are faced to the following situation. Our quantization procedure has yielded the non-negative window multiplication operator w_{uE,σ} pQq given by: w_{uE,σ} pQq “ A_{uE,σ} “ pu_{E,σ} ˚ γqpQq “ ż R dy γpQ ´ yq u_{E,σ}pyq , with γpxq “^{1?}_{2π} FrΠp0, ¨qspxq. The quantisation of the pE, σq-truncated position yields the symmetric bounded, i.e. self-adjoint multiplication operator: A_{qE,σ} “ w_{E,σ}pQqQ ` b_{E,σ}pQq , b_{E,σ}pxq “ pu_{E,σ} ˚ Qγqpxq .

The quantisation of the pE, σq-truncated momentum yields the symmetric operator: A_{pE,σ} “ 1 2 tw_{E,σ}pQq, P u` i 2 w^1_{E,σ}pQq`c_{E,σ} pQq , c_{E,σ} pxq “ ´i ? 2π B By F_{uE,σ} px, yq ˇ ˇ y“x , where F_upx, x^1q “^1_{2π} ş_{`8} ´8 dq upqq pΠ_p ´ x ´ x^1, q ´^{x`x1}_2 ¯ . The quantisation of the pE, σq-truncated momentum squared („ kinetic energy) yields the symmetric operator:

A_p2_{E,σ} “ 1 2 � w_{E,σ}pQq, P^2 ( ` i 2 w^2_{E,σ}pQq ` tc_{E,σ}pQq, P u` i 2 c^1_{E,σ} pQq ` d_{E,σ} pQq , with d_{E,σ}pxq “´ ? 2π^{B2}_{B2y} F_{uE,σ} px, yq ˇ ˇ_{y“x}.

Note that the purely Q-dependent terms appearing in the expressions of A_{pE,σ} and A_p2_{E,σ} are bounded multiplication operators and do not play any significant role in the self-adjointness properties of these two operators.

Hence, we are led to examine the fundamental questions: Are self-adjointness of P and P^2 preserved under such regularisations, or, equivalently, are the symmetric operators

(4.1) P ÞÑ a w_{E,σ}pQqP a w_{E,σ}pQq , P^2 ÞÑ a w_{E,σ}pQqP^2 a w_{E,σ}pQq self-adjoint? This is the problem we will consider, at a rather general level, in the rest of the paper.

4.2. Mathematical setting and results. Let us examine this question on the level of standard operator analysis. Let H be a Hilbert space. If X is a linear operator, we denote by DpXq, NpXq, RpXq, the domain, the kernel and the image of X, respectively.

Assume that A is a bounded everywhere defined symmetric operator and P a self-adjoint operator with domain DpP q, not necessarily coinciding with the momentum operator.

We are interested in determining conditions for AP A to be self-adjoint. Of course, in view of (4.1), A will be identified later with a w_{E,σ}pQq, while P will be identified with the momentum operator, or with its square.

Clearly, DpAP Aq “ DpP Aq “ tx P H : Ax P DpP qu.

It is easily seen that the density of DpP Aq and the boundedness of A imply that pAP q^˚ “ P A and therefore AP is closable and AP “ pP Aq^˚.

Lemma 1. Let P A be densely defined. The following statements hold. (i) P A is closed and pAP Aq^˚ “ pP Aq^˚A. (ii) If AP is closed, then AP A is self-adjoint.

(iii) If A has an everywhere defined bounded inverse, then AP A is selfadjoint.

Proof. (i): The operator P A is closed. Indeed, if x_n Ñ x and P Ax_n Ñ y, then since Ax_n Ñ Ax it follows that Ax P DpP q and P Ax_n Ñ P Ax. The density of DpP Aq also implies that pAP Aq^˚ exists and we have

(4.2) y P DppAP Aq^˚q ô xpAP Aqx, yy “ xP Ax, Ayy “ xx, pAP Aq^˚yy The second equality holds if and only if Ay P DppP Aq^˚q and pAP Aq^˚y “ pP Aq^˚Ay.

(ii): If AP is closed then, AP “ AP “ pP Aq^˚. This implies that AP A “ pP Aq^˚A “ pAP Aq^˚, by (i).

(iii): If A^{´1} exists in BpHq, AP is closed, as it is easily checked.˝

Thus, the self-adjointness of AP A is guaranteed if one of the equivalent conditions (a): AP closed or (b): pP Aq^˚ “ AP , is satisfied.

Remark 2. Let us suppose that A is injective but has a densely defined unbounded inverse A^{´1} i.e., 0 R ρpAq, the resolvent of A. The operator A^{´1} is self-adjoint. The study of the closedness of AP is more complicated in this case, since A is not bounded from below. Assume that x_n Ñ x and AP x_n Ñ y, then we can’t conclude that tP x_nu is convergent without further assumptions. But if tP x_nu converges to some z P H, we have

AP x_n Ñ y and P x_n Ñ z.

Since A^{´1} is closed we obtain that y P DpA^{´1}q and z “ A^{´1}y. The closedness of P implies that x P DpP q and z “ P x. Then, A^{´1}y “ z “ P x and, finally y “ AP x. Example 3. Let us suppose that DpP Aq “ DpP q and P Af ´ AP f “ Bf, for every f P DpP q, with B bounded and BDpP q Ă DpP q. We prove that AP is closed. Indeed, let f_n Ñ f with AP f_n Ñ g Then Af_n Ñ Af and P Af_n ´ AP f_n “ Bf_n converges because of the boundedness of B. Hence, tP Af_nu is convergent. Since P A is closed , we get f P DpP Aq “ DpP q and P Af “ lim_{nÑ8} P Af_n. Therefore, AP f_n Ñ P Af ` Bf. Thus f P DpAP q and g “ P Af ` Bg. Then AP is closed and, by (ii) of Lemma 1, AP A is self-adjoint.

We now turn to the main problem.

Theorem 4. Suppose that RpAq is closed and NpAq Ă DpP q, P NpAq Ă NpAq. Then AP “ pP Aq^˚.

Proof. First notice that the assumptions imply that H “ NpAq ‘ RpAq. Moreover, since RpAq is closed, there exists γ ą 0 such that }Ay} ě γ}Qy} where Q denotes the projection operator onto RpAq (consequence of [32, Theorem 4.13]). Let z P DppP Aq^˚q and y P DpP q X RpAq, then y “ Ax for some x P H. The element x can be written as x “ px ´ x_0q ` x_0 with x_0 P NpAq and x ´ x_0 P RpAq and clearly y “ Apx ´ x_0q. Hence

xP y, zy “ xP Apx ´ x_0q, zy “ xx ´ x_0, pP Aq^˚zy and so

|xP y, zy| ď }x ´ x_0}}pP Aq^˚z} “ }Qpx ´ x_0q}}pP Aq^˚z} ď γ^{´1}}Ax}}pP Aq^˚z} “ γ^{´1}}y}}pP Aq^˚z}.

Every element of DpP q is the sum of an element of NpAq Ă DpP q and one of RpAq X DpP q. The operator P is bounded on NpAq. Thus, |xP y, zy| ď C}y}, @y P DpP q. Therefore z P DpP q and in conclusion pP Aq^˚ “ AP .˝ It is easy to prove that Proposition 4. RpAq is closed if and only if there exists m ą 0 such that }Ax} ě m}x}, @x P H.

Proposition 5. If ADpP Aq contains a core D for P , then AP A is selfadjoint.

Proof. Let y P DppAP Aq^˚q. Then there exists y^˚ P H such that xAP Ax, yy “ xx, y^˚y, @x P DpP Aq. Now, xz, y^˚y “ xA^{´1}Az, y^˚y, @z P H, and so y^˚ P DpA^{´1}q. Then, xAP Ax, yy “ xP Ax, Ayy “ xx, y^˚y “ xA^{´1}Ax, y^˚y “ xAx, A^{´1}y^˚y, @x P DpP Aq. The equality xP Ax, Ayy “ xAx, A^{´1}y^˚y, @x P DpP Aq implies that Ay P DppP æ_{ADpP Aq}q^˚q.

If ADpP Aq contains a core D for P , DppP æ_{ADpP Aq}q^˚q “ DpP q, and therefore AP A is self-adjoint.˝

5. Modifying the momentum operator With the above results at hand, we now examine the cases encountered in Eq. (3.8) and in (4.1).

Let H “ L^2pRq. Let P “ ´i d dx , defined on DpP q “ W^{1,2}pRq, where, for D Ă R, W^{k,p}pDq :“ " f P C^kpDq | }f}_{k,p} “

´ř_k j“0 }f^{pjq}}^p

¯_{1{p} ă 8 * . It is well-known that P is self-adjoint on DpP q, and that C^8_c pRq (or the Schwartz space SpRq) is a core for P . Let A be the multiplication operator by a measurable essentially bounded real valued function apxq. Thus, pAfqpxq “ apxqfpxq for every f P L^2pRq. Clearly A is bounded and }A} “ }a}_8.

By Proposition 4, RpAq is closed if, and only if, inf_{xPR} apxq ą 0. Therefore, if apxq is a positive function with lim_{|x|Ñ8} apxq “ 0, RpAq is not closed and Theorem 4 cannot be applied.

We remind that the following statements are equivalent [33, Sec. 4.1, Example 1] (1) RpAq is dense.

(2) apxq ‰ 0 almost everywhere in R (3) A is injective.

In this case, the inverse A^{´1} is the multiplication operator defined by the function a_1pxq “ " apxq^{´1} if apxq ‰ 0 0 if apxq “ 0.

We suppose now that a is bounded and sufficiently smooth in the sense that a is a member of the following class of functions

A :“ ta P L^8pRq : aϕ P W^{1,2}pRq, @ϕ P C^8_c pRqu.

If a P A then the operator P A is densely defined, since DpP Aq contains C^8_c pRq.

It is easily seen that C^1pRq X L^8pRq Ă A and W^{1,2}pRq X L^8pRq Ă A On the other hand, the operator AP is densely defined for every a P L^8pRq; indeed, DpAP q “ DpP q “ W^{1,2}pRq.

Remark 6. Using the density of C^8_c pRq in the Hilbert space W^{1,2}pRq one can prove that if a P A then af P W^{1,2}pRq for every f P W^{1,2}pRq.

We examine here the problem of the closedness of the operator AP when a is nonnegative function apxq and a P C^1pRq X L^8pRq. We follow in this concrete case the strategy outlined in Section 4.

Let tf_nu be a sequence in DpAP q “ W^{1,2}pRq such that f_n Ñ f and AP f_n Ñ g, with respect to the L^2-norm. We want to investigate under which conditions on apxq we can conclude that f P DpAP q and g “ AP f.

Let ϵ ą 0 and let F_0 “ tx P R : apxq ą ϵu.

Then, ż F_0 ˇ ´iapxqf^1_npxq ` iapxqf^1_mpxq

ˇ_2 dx ě ϵ^2 ż F_0 ˇ f^1_npxq ´ f^1_mpxq

ˇ_2 dx. Therefore, the sequence tf^1_nu converges in L^2pF_0q. Let h be its limit. Since }AP f_n ´ g} Ñ 0, there exists a subsequence tf_{nk} u such that ´iapxqf^1_{nk} pxq

converges to gpxq a.e. Hence we conclude that hpxq “ gpxq ´iapxq almost every-

where in F_0.

So if there exists ϵ ą 0 such that F_0 “ R, we deduce, taking into account that P is closed, that f P W^{1,2}pRq and AP f “ g; that is, AP is closed. This is not surprising because the equality F_0 “ R implies that the multiplication operator A is bounded with bounded inverse. The same conclusion holds if RzF_0 is a null-set rather than the empty set.

5.1. Self-adjointness of AP A. Given a bounded measurable function a on R, we define the modified momentum operator P_a as the operator acting as

pP_afqpxq “ ´iapxq d dx papxqfpxqq. As seen before if a P C^1pRq X L^8pRq then P_a is densely defined and symmetric. We will study the self-adjointness of P_a. As a first step, we compute pP Aq^˚, because if we can prove that pP Aq^˚ “ AP then from (i) of Lemma 1 it follows that P_a is self-adjoint.

Observe that g P DppP Aq^˚q if and only if there exists h P L^2pRq such that, for every f P DpP Aq, xP Af, gy “ ż R ´i d dx papxqfpxqq ¨ gpxqdx “ ż R fpxqhpxqdx. If g P W^{1,2}pRq, then we can write xP Af, gy “ ż R ´i d dx papxqfpxqq ¨ gpxqdx “ ´ipapxqfpxqq ¨ gpxq ˇ ˇ^8_{´8} ` i ż R apxqfpxqg^1pxqdx. “ ż R fpxq ¨ p´iapxqg^1pxqqdx,

where g^1 denotes the weak derivative of g.

The first term in the integration by parts is 0 because the product of functions in W^{1,2}pRq is in W^{1,2}pRq and if u P W^{1,2}pRq then lim_{|x|Ñ8} upxq “ 0 [34, Corollaries VIII.8, VIII.9]. This proves that

tg P W^{1,2}pRq : ag^1 P L^2pRqu Ď DppP Aq^˚q.

We notice that, since a P L^8pRq and g P W^{1,2}pRq, then, automatically, ag^1 P L^2pRq. Thus, in conclusion

Lemma 7. Let a P A. Then W^{1,2}pRq Ă DppP Aq^˚q and pP Aq^˚g “ ´iag^1, for all g P W^{1,2}pRq.

In general, we do not know if DppP Aq^˚q “ W^{1,2}pRq. Thus, we begin with considering the following set of functions:

F “ ta P A : DppP Aq^˚q “ W^{1,2}pRqu.

The set F is nonempty, since it contains every nonzero constant function. If a P F, then

DppP Aq^˚Aq “ tf P L^2pRq : af P W^{1,2}pRqu “ DpAP Aq. But as seen in Section 1, pAP Aq^˚ “ pP Aq^˚A. In conclusion, Proposition 8. If a P F, the operator AP A is self-adjoint.

The next step consists in giving conditions for a function a P C^1pRq X L^8pRq to belong to F.

Example 9. If A has a bounded inverse and C^8_c pRq Ă RpP Aq “ ADpP Aq, then a P F.

In general A^{´1} (if it exists) is unbounded. In this case we get what follows. Proposition 10. If A has an inverse A^{´1} and C^8_c pRq Ă RpP Aq, then every g P DppP Aq^˚ admits a regular distributional derivative g^1. Proof. The assumption implies that A^{´1} is densely defined. For every ϕ P C^8_c pRq there exists a unique f P DpP Aq such that ϕ “ Af. Hence, if h “ pP Aq^˚g, xP ϕ, gy “ xP Af, gy “ ż R ´i d dx papxqfpxqq ¨ gpxqdx “ ż R fpxqhpxqdx “ xA^{´1}ϕ, pP Aq^˚gy “ ż R ϕpxqapxq^{´1}hpxqdx This implies that the distributional derivative g^1 of g (which exists since g P L^2pRq) is a regular distribution and g^1 “ ´a^{´1}h.˝ Remark 11. From the previous proof we don’t get g^1 P L^2pRq; so, we can’t conclude that g P W^{1,2}pRq. But of course, ag^1 P L^2pRq. Proposition 12. Under the assumption of Proposition 10, we have (5.1) DppP Aq^˚q “ tg P L^2pRq : g^1 P L^2pRqu “ W^{1,2}pRq. 5.2. Further analysis. As seen before, when looking for the adjoint of a differential operator one tries to use integration by parts, which holds for functions in W^{1,2}pRq ([34], Cor. VIII.9). For finding the adjoint of P_a :“ ´iapxq^d_{dx} papxq¨q we should determine the functions g P L^2pRq for which there exists a function h P L^2pRq such that (5.2) ż R apxqpapxqfpxqq^1gpxqdx “ ż R fpxqhpxqdx, and for using integration by parts we need to show first that we are dealing with functions in W^{1,2}pRq. We begin our analysis by considering this question.

Question: does equality (5.2) imply that apxqgpxq has a weak derivative in L^2pRq; i.e. apxqgpxq P W^{1,2}pRq?

Taking into account that apxq ą 0 we rewrite ż R papxqfpxqq^1apxqgpxqdx “ ż R apxqfpxq hpxq apxq dx. If taf; f P DpP_aqu Ą C^8_c pRq, then from the previous equation we obtain ż R ϕ^1pxqapxqgpxqdx “ ż R ϕpxq hpxq apxq dx, @ϕ P C^8_c pRq

which implies that apxqgpxq has a distributional derivative papxqgpxqq^1 “ hpxq apxq . If this derivative is in L^2pRq, then ag P W^{1,2}pRq. In this case, g P DpP^˚_a q and pP^˚_a gqpxq “ hpxq “ apxqpapxqgpxqq^1 .

Therefore we obtain the following concrete realization of Proposition 5. Proposition 13. If C^8_c pRq Ă RpP Aq, then P_a is self-adjoint. Proof. As shown before the integration by parts is allowed. Then we only need a standard calculation, taking into account (see Remark 6) that if a P A and fpxq P W^{1,2}pRq, then lim_{|x|Ñ8} apxqfpxq “ 0. Moreover from the previous discussion it follows that we have to require that pagq^1 is an L^2-function. Then we conclude that if taf; f P DpP_aqu Ą C^8_c pRq, then DpP^˚_a q “ tg P L^2pRq : ag P W^{1,2}pRqu and this is exactly the domain of P_a. ˝ Remark 14. We notice that Proposition 13 can be deduced directly from Proposition 12.

Let a P A and suppose that a ą 0, Then the operator A^{´1} exists and it is possibly unbounded. We prove that in this case C^8_c pRq Ă RpP Aq. Indeed, for every ϕ P C^8_c pRq the function h :“ ϕ a belongs to DpP Aq, since ah “ a ϕ a “ ϕ P W^{1,2}pRq. Therefore the condition taf; f P DpP_aqu Ą C^8_c pRq is satisfied. Thus we get Theorem 5. Let apxq P A; a ą 0 almost everywhere. Then the operator P_a is self-adjoint.

Under the same conditions we can prove that operator P^2_a :“ ´apxq^{d2}_{dx2} apxq is self-adjoint.

Let us now see how the window function used in [4], obtained from u_{E,0} “ χ_E , E “ pα, βq, through coherent state quantization, i.e., when |ψy in (2.29) is given by the Gaussian ψpxq “

`_1 π ˘_{1{4} e^{´x2{2}, fits in our scheme (up to an irrelevant factor).

Example 15. Let apxq “ ş_8 x´β e^{´t2} dt´ ş_8 x´α e^{´t2} dt, with α ă β. Clearly a P C^8pRq and one can also write apxq “ ż_{x´α} x´β e^{´t2} dt “ ż_β α e^{´pt´xq2} dt .

Observe that apxq ą 0 for every x P R.

A simple estimation shows that apxq “ ż_{x´α} x´β e^{´t2} dt ď β ´ α;

Hence, a P L^8pRq.

(5.3) a^1pxq “ ´e^{´px´βq2} ` e^{´px´αq2} ě 0

when x ď^{β`α}_2 ; so that a attains its maximum in^{β`α}_2 . On the other hand,

inf_{xPR} apxq “ 0. Hence the function 1 apxq is everywhere defined in R but it is

unbounded. Therefore A^{´1} exists but is unbounded. The domain of P A is dense since it contains C^8_c pRq. The function a is also in L^2pRq as well as its derivative; so a P W^{1,2}pRq. Finally, we observe that a P A. Proposition 5 applies then ve can conclude that the corresponding operator P_a is selfadjoint.

Remark 16. As mentioned at the very beginning of this paper, the momentum operator for a particle moving in a bounded interval ra, bs (with Dirichlet boundary conditions) is not (essentially) self-adjoint. It is clear that we can regard this operator as being of the form AP A where P is, as above, the momentum on the real line and A is the multiplication operator by the characteristic function of ra, bs. It is clear as well that this case is not covered by any assumption we have made on the function a used for compressing the operator P .

6. Conclusion

In this work we have examined the question of the stability of self-adjointness when a self-adjoint operator P is replaced with AP A, where A is a bounded everywhere defined symmetric operator. This problem is raised within the context of Weyl-Heisenberg covariant integral quantization of truncated classical observables, for instance by replacing the momentum p of a particle moving on the line with its truncated version χ_E pqqp, where E “ pα, βq, and it is connected to the analysis of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, [35, 36, 37]. We have proved that in this case the quantum version AP A of χ_E pqqp is self-adjoint. The natural next step to be considered is to determine spectral features of AP A with regard to the spectrum of some self-adjoint extension of the momentum operator of a particle constrained to move within a bounded set in R, like the interval pα, βq, and more generally to compare the evolution operators e^{´iP 2} in L^2ppα, βqq and e^{´iAP 2A} in L^2pRq.

Acknowledgments. J.-P. Gazeau is indebted to the Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica, Università di Palermo, and to the Gruppo Nazionale di Analisi Matematica la Probabilità e le loro Applicazioni of Indam, for financial support. F. B. acknowledges the University of Palermo, and the Gruppo Nazionale di Fisica Matematica of Indam. C. T. acknowledges the University of Palermo, and the Gruppo Nazionale di Analisi Matematica la Probabilità e le loro Applicazioni of Indam.

Conflict of interest. On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that there is no conflict of interest.

References

[1] H. Bergeron and J.-P. Gazeau, Integral quantizations with two basic examples, Annals of Physics (NY) 2014 344 43-68; arXiv:1308.2348 [quant-ph, math-ph] 1, 2, 2.1, 2.1 [2] J.-P. Gazeau, From classical to quantum models: the regularising rôle of integrals, symmetry and probabilities, Found. Phys. 2018, 48, 1648; https://doi.org/10.1007/s10701-018-0219-3; arXiv:1801.02604v1 [quant-ph] 1, 2, 1 [3] H. Bergeron, E.M.F. Curado, J.-P. Gazeau, and Ligia M.C.S. Rodrigues, Weyl- Heisenberg integral quantization(s): a compendium (2017) arXiv:1703.08443 [quantph] 1, 2, 2.1 [4] J.-P. Gazeau, T. Koide, and D. Noguera, Quantum Position-Dependent Mass and Smooth Boundary Forces from Constrained Geometries, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 2019 52 445203; arXiv:1902.07305v3 [quant-ph] 1, 5.2 [5] J.-P. Gazeau, V. Hussin, J. Moran, and K. Zelaya, Quantum and semi-classical aspects of confined systems with variable mass, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 2020 53 505306; arXiv:2005.14231 [quant-ph] 1 [6] P. Šeba, Some remarks on the δ^1-interaction in one dimension, Rep. Math. Phys. 1986 24, 111-120. 1 [7] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, R. HØegh-Krohn, and H. Holden H. (1988) The One-Center δ-Interaction in One Dimension. In: Solvable Models in Quantum Mechanics. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg 1988. 1 [8] J. F. Brasche, P. Exner, Y. A. Kuperin, P. Šeba, Schrödinger-operators with singular interactions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 1994, 184, 112-139.

[9] A. M. Arthurs, Momentum Operators in Quantum Mechanics Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 60, (1968), 1105-1109. 1 [10] B. Simon, Trace Ideals and Their Applications, II ed., American Mathematical Society, Providence, 2005 [11] R. Werner, Quantum harmonic analysis on phase space, J. Math. Phys. 1984, 25, 1404-1411. 1 [12] H. G. Feichtinger and K. Werner, Quantization of TF lattice-invariant operators on elementary LCA groups, In : Hans G. Feichtinger, T. Strohmer (Eds.), Gabor Analysis and Algorithms, in: Appl. Numer. Harmon. Anal., Birkhäuser, Boston, 1998; pp. 233- 266. 1 [13] F. Luef and E. Skrettingland, Convolutions for localization operators, J. Math. Pures Appl. 2018, 118, 288-316. 2 [14] J. R. Klauder, Continuous-Representation Theory II. Generalized Relation Between Quantum and Classical Dynamics, J. Math. Phys. 1963, 4 1058-1073. 2 [15] J. R. Klauder, Continuous-Representation Theory III. On Functional Quantization of Classical Systems, J. Math. Phys. 1964, 5, 177-187. 2

[16] F. A. Berezin, General concept of quantization, Commun. Math. Phys. 1975, 40,153- 174. 2 [17] I. Daubechies and A. Grossmann, An integral transform related to quantization, J.

Math. Phys. 1980, 21, 2080-2090. 2 [18] I. Daubechies, A. Grossmann, and J. Reignier, An integral transform related to quantization. II. Some mathematical properties, J. Math. Phys. 1983, 24, 239-254. 2 [19] E. P. Wigner, On the quantum correction for thermodynamic equilibrium, Phys. Rev.

40 (1932) 749-759. 2 [20] M. de Gosson, The Wigner Transform, Advanced Textbooks in Mathematics, World Scientific, 2017 2 [21] R. L. Hudson, When is the Wigner quasi-probability density non-negative?, Rep.

Math. Phys. 6 (1974) 249-252. 2.1 [22] F. Soto and P. Claverie, When is the Wigner function of multidimensional systems nonnegative?, J. Math. Phys. 24 (1983) 97-100. 2.1 [23] An apodization function (also called a tapering function or window function) is a function used to smoothly bring a sampled signal down to zero at the edges of the sampled region. 2.1 [24] L. Cohen, Generalized Phase-Space Distribution Functions, J. Math. Phys. 7 (1966) 781-786. 2.1 [25] L. Cohen, The Weyl Operator and its Generalization, Pseudo-Differential Operators:

Theory and Applications 9, Birkhaüser, 2013. 2.1 [26] B. S. Agarwal and E. Wolf, Calculus for Functions of Noncommuting Operators and General Phase-Space Methods in Quantum Mechanics, Phys. Rev. D 2 (1970) 2161 (I), 2187 (II), 2206 (III). 2.1 2.1 [27] N. I. Akhiezer and I. M. Glazman, Theory of Linear Operators in Hilbert Space (Pitman, 1981). 2.1 2.1 [28] J. R. Klauder, Enhanced Quantization: A Primer, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012) 285304–1–8 ; [arXiv:1204.2870]; 3 [29] J. R. Klauder, Enhanced Quantization: Particles, Fields and Gravity, World Scientific, (2015). 3 [30] W. F Donoghue Jr., Distributions and Fourier Transforms (Academic Press, New York, 1969) 3 [31] Z. He and M. W. Wong, Localization operators associated to square integrable group representations, Panamer. Math. J. 6 (1996), 93-104. 3 [32] W. Rudin, Functional Analysis, (McGraw-Hill, 1991) 4.2 [33] J.Weidmann, Linear Operators in Hilbert Spaces, Springer 1980. 5 [34] H. Brezis, Analyse fonctionnelle, Masson, 1987. 5.1, 5.2 [35] C. M. Bender, PT Symmetry in Quantum and Classical Physics, World Scientific, Singapore, (2019) 6 [36] F. Bagarello, J.-P. Gazeau, F. H. Szafraniec, and M. Znojil Eds., Non-selfadjoint operators in quantum physics: Mathematical aspects, John Wiley and Sons (2015) 6 [37] F. Bagarello, Pseudo-bosons and their coherent states, Springer (2022) 6

A Dipartimento di Ingegneria,, Università di Palermo, I-90128 Palermo, Italy

B INFN, Sezione di Catania, Italy

C Université Paris Cité, CNRS, Astroparticule et Cosmologie, F-75013 Paris

D Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica,, Università di Palermo, 90123 Palermo, Italy Email address: e-mail: fabio.bagarello@unipa.it, gazeau@apc.in2p3.fr, camillo.trapani@unipa.it