
ar
X

iv
:0

80
5.

18
47

v2
  [

qu
an

t-
ph

] 
 3

 D
ec

 2
00

8

Coherentstatequantization ofangle,time,and moreirregular

functionsand distributions

BiswajitChakrabortya,Jean PierreGazeaub and Ahm ed Youssefb �

a S.N.Bose NationalCentre forBasic Sciences,

JD Block,SectorIII,SaltLake,Kolkata-700098,India
b Laboratoire APC,Universit�e Paris7-DenisDiderot,

10,rue A.Dom on etL.Duquet75205 ParisCedex 13,France

February 20,2024

A bstract

The dom ain ofapplication ofquantization m ethods is traditionally restricted to

sm ooth classicalobservables.W e show thatthe coherentstatesor\anti-W ick" quan-

tization enablesusto constructfairly reasonablequantum versionsofirregularobserv-

ablesliving on the classicalphasespace,such astheanglefunction,the tim e function

ofa free particle and even a largesetofdistributionscom prising the tem pered distri-

butions.

1 Introduction

In thiswork,we reexam ine theway in which G aussian (orstandard)coherentstates(CS)

allow a naturalquantization (\Berezin-K lauder CS or anti-W ick quantization") of the

com plex plane C = fz = (q+ ip)=
p
2g viewed as the phase space ofthe particle m otion

on the line.First,we extend thede�nition ofwhatshould beconsidered asan acceptable

quantum observable. Then,we prove that m any classicalsingular functions give rise to

such reasonablequantum operators.M oreprecisely,weapply theCS quantization schem e

to classicalobservableswhich arenotsm ooth functionsor,even m ore,which are,with m ild

restrictions,distributions on the plane. In particular,this departure from the canonical

quantization principlesallowsusto putin a CS diagonalform theargum entfunction C 3

z = rei� 7! argz = � and the tim e function ofa free particle C 3 z 7! iz+ �z
z� �z

= cot� = q=p.

�
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W ealso considertheDiracdistribution on theplaneand itsderivatives,and thisallowsus

to reach any kind of�nite-dim ensionalprojectoron the Hilbertspace ofquantum states.

Finally,we extend this quantization schem e to a set ofdistributions which includes the

space oftem pered distributions.

Them otivation forenlarging thespaceofquantizable classicalobservablealso stem sfrom

the fact that this coherent state quantization can have possible applications in a wide

variety ofphysicalproblem s,like the long standing and controversialquestion ofthe de-

term ination and the study ofthe tim e operator for an interacting particle (see [1]and

references therein). This aspect willbe considered in this paper in the sim plest case of

theone-dim ensionalm otion ofa freeparticle (the quantization ofq=p)oroftheharm onic

oscillator (angle operator). O urapproach hasalso possible im plications in noncom m uta-

tive(NC)quantum m echanics,which isbeing currently studied foritspossibleapplication

in fractionalQ uantum HallE�ect(FQ HE):Ifone considersthe Landau problem in a 2D

plane,the com m utators ofthe projected x and y coordinate operators ofa particle onto

thelowestLandau levelgiveriseto noncom m utativity in term softheinverseoftheapplied

m agnetic �eld [2]. O ne is therefore led to study the planar NC quantum m echanics per

se,where the \classical" Hilbertspace itselfcorrespondsto the Hilbertspace ofquantum

statesforthe particle m otion on the line. The quantum Hilbertspace forthisplanarNC

system isthusidenti�ed with thesetofallbounded operatorsin thisclassicalHilbertspace,

with respectto a certain innerproduct[3].O necan then introducea disk [3]ordefects[4]

in the NC plane in term softhese projectorsin the classicalHilbertspace.These defects,

on turn,can give rise to certain edge states,relevantforFQ HE.

2 T he B erezin-K lauder or anti-W ick quantization of the

m otion ofa particle on the line

Letusconsiderthe quantum m otion ofa particle on the realline. O n the classicallevel,

the phase space (with suitable physicalunits)readsasC = fz = 1p
2
(q+ ip)g �= R

2. This

phasespaceisequipped with theordinary Lebesguem easureon theplanewhich coincides

with the sym plectic 2-form : 1

�
d2z where d2z = d<zd=z.Strictly included in the Hilbert

spaceL2(C;1
�
d2z)ofallcom plex-valued functionson thecom plex planewhich aresquare-

integrable with respectto thism easure,thereistheFock-Bargm ann HilbertsubspaceF B

ofallsquare integrable functionswhich are ofthe form �(z;�z)= e�
jzj

2

2 g(�z)where g(z)is

analyticalentire.Asan orthonorm albasisofthissubspacewehavechosen thenorm alized

powersofthe conjugate ofthe com plex variable z weighted by the G aussian function,i.e.

�n(z;�z)� e�
jzj

2

2
�znp
n!
with n 2 N. Norm alized coherent states are wellknown [5,6,7,8]
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and read asthefollowing superposition ofnum bereigenstates:

jzi=
X

n

�n(z;�z)jni= e
�

jzj
2

2

X

n2N

zn
p
n!
jni; hzjzi= 1: (1)

W ehererecallonefundam entalfeatureofthestates(1),nam ely theresolution oftheunity

in the Hilbertspace H having asorthonorm albasisthe setofjni:

1

�

Z

C

jzihzjd2z = IH : (2)

Theproperty(2)iscrucialforourpurposein settingthebridgebetween theclassicaland the

quantum world.Itencodesthequality ofcoherentstatesofbeing canonicalquantizers [9]

along aguidelineestablished by K lauderand Berezin (and alsoToeplitzon am oreabstract

m athem aticallevel).ThisBerezin-Klauder-Toeplitz(BKT)(oranti-W ick,oranti-norm al)

coherentstatesquantization,called hereafterCS quantization,consistsin associating with

any classicalobservablef,thatisa (usually supposed sm ooth,butwewillnotretain here

this too restrictive attribute) function ofphase space variables (q;p) or equivalently of

(z;�z),the operator-valued integral

1

�

Z

C

f(z;�z)jzihzjd2z = A f : (3)

TheresultingoperatorA f,ifitexists,atleastin aweak sense,actson theHilbertspaceH .

Itisworthy to bem oreexplicitaboutwhatwe m ean by \weak sense":theintegral

Z

C

f(z;�z)jh jzij2
d2z

�
= h jA fj i; (4)

should be �nite for any j i 2 H (or 2 som e dense subset in H ). O ne notices that if 

is norm alized then (4) represents the m ean value ofthe function f with respect to the

 -dependentprobability distribution z 7! jh jzij2 on thephasespace.

M ore m athem aticalrigor is necessary here,and we willadopt the following acceptance

criteria for a function (or distribution)to belong to the class ofquantizable classicalob-

servables.

D e�nition 2.1. A function C 3 z 7! f(z;�z) 2 C and m ore generally a distribution

T 2 D 0(R2)isa CS quantizableclassicalobservable along the m ap f 7! A f de�ned by (3),

and m ore generally by T 7! A T,

� ifthe m ap C 3 z = 1p
2
(q+ ip)� (q;p)7! hzjA fjzi (resp. C 3 z 7! hzjA Tjzi) is a

sm ooth (� 2 C 1 )function with respectto the (q;p)coordinates ofthe phase plane.

� and, if we restore the dependence on ~ through z !
z
p
~

, we m ust get the right

sem i-classical lim it, which m eans that h zp
~
jA fj

zp
~
i � f( zp

~
; �zp

~
)as~ ! 0. The
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sam e asym ptotic behavior m ust hold in a distributionalsense ifwe are quantizing

distributions.

The function f (resp. the distribution T) is an upper or contravariant sym bolof the

operator A f (resp. A T),and the m ean value hzjA fjzi (resp. hzjA Tjzi) is the lower or

covariantsym boloftheoperatorA f (resp.A T).Them ap f 7! A f islinearand associates

with the function f(z)= 1 the identity operatorin H .Note thatthe lowersym bolofthe

operatorA f isthe G aussian convolution ofthe function f(z;�z):

�
z
p
~

jA fj
z
p
~

�

=

Z
d2z0

�~
e
�
jz�z 0j

2

~ f

�
�z0
p
~

;
z0

p
~

�

: (5)

Thisexpression isofgreatim portanceand isactually thereason behind therobustnessof

CS quantization,sinceitiswellde�ned fora very largeclassofnon sm ooth functionsand

even for a class ofdistributions com prising the tem pered ones. Equation (5) illustrates

nicely the regularizing role ofquantum m echanicsversusclassicalsingularities. Note also

thatthe G aussian convolution helpsto carry outthe sem i-classicallim it,since the latter

can be extracted by using a saddle pointapproxim ation. Forregularfunctionsforwhich

A f exists,the application ofthesaddle pointapproxim ation istrivialand we have

�
z
p
~

jA fj
z
p
~

�

� f

�
z
p
~

;
�z
p
~

�

as~ ! 0 (6)

For singular functions the sem i-classicallim it is less obvious and has to be veri�ed for

each specialcase,som ething we willdo system atically for those ones considered in the

following sections. Also,this particular aspect ofCS quantization can be very usefulin

the context ofthe quantum m echanicalproblem ofparticles m oving in the NC plane,as

we had m entioned earlier [3]. Since in thiscontextthe quantum Hilbertspace com prises

thebounded operatorsin theclassicalHilbertspace,onecan recovertheusualcoordinate

space wave function by taking expectation valuesofthese operatorsin the coherentstate

fam ily (1),i.e.by obtaining the corresponding lowersym bol[10].

Now let us m ake the CS quantization program m ore explicit. Expanding bras and kets

in (3)in term softhe Fock statesyieldsthe expression ofthe operatorA f in term sofits

in�nitem atrix elem ents(A f)nn0
def
= hnjA fjn

0i:

A f =
X

n;n0� 0

(A f)nn0jnihn
0j; (A f)nn0 =

1
p
n!n0!

Z

C

d2z

�
e
� jzj2

z
n �zn

0

f(z;�z): (7)

In the case where the classicalobservable is \isotropic",i.e. f(z) � h(jzj2),then A f is

diagonal,with m atrix elem entsgiven by a kind ofgam m a transform :

(A f)nn0 = �nn0
1

n!

Z
1

0

due
� u

u
n
h(u) (8)
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In thecasewheretheclassicalobservableispurely angular-dependent,i.e.f(z)= g(�)for

z = jzjei�,the m atrix elem ents(A f)nn0 are obtained through a Fouriertransform :

(A f)nn0 =
�(n+ n

0

2
+ 1)

p
n!n0!

cn0� n(g); (9)

where cm (g)
def
= 1

2�

R2�
0

g(�)e� im �d� is the Fourier coe�cient ofthe 2�-periodic function

g.Thuswehave in thiscase:

A f =

1X

n= 0

c0jnihnj+

1X

q= 1

1X

n= 0

�(
2n+ q

2
+ 1)

p
n!(n + q)!

h

cqjnihn + qj+ c� qjn + qihnj

i

: (10)

Letusexplore whatthisquantization m ap producesstarting with som e elem entary func-

tionsf.W e have forthe m ostbasic one,

Z

C

zjzihzj
d2z

�
=
X

n

p
n + 1jnihn + 1j� a (11)

which isthelowering operator,ajni=
p
njn � 1i.Theadjointay isobtained by replacing

z by �z in (11).From q= 1p
2
(z+ �z)etp = 1p

2i
(z� �z),oneeasily infersby linearity thatthe

canonicalposition qand m om entum pm ap tothequantum observables 1p
2
(a+ ay)� Q and

1p
2i
(a� ay)� P respectively.In consequence,theself-adjointoperatorsQ and P obtained

in this way obey the canonicalcom m utation rule [Q ;P ]= iIH ,and for this reason fully

deserve the nam e ofposition and m om entum operators ofthe usual(galilean) quantum

m echanics,togetherwith alllocalization propertiesspeci�cto the latter.

3 C anonicalquantization rules

At this point,it is worthy to recallwhat quantization ofclassicalm echanics does m ean

in a com m only accepted sense (for a recent review see [11]). In this context,a classical

observable f issupposed to be a sm ooth function with respectto the canonicalvariables.

In the above we have chosen units such that the Planck constant is just put equalto

1. Here we reintroduce it since it param etrizes the link between classicaland quantum

m echanics.

Van H ove canonicalquantization rules [12]

G iven a phasespace with canonicalcoordinates(qqq;ppp)
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(i) to the classicalobservable f(qqq;ppp)= 1 correspondsthe identity operatorin the (pro-

jective)Hilbertspace H ofquantum states,

(ii) the correspondence thatassignsto a classicalobservable f(qqq;ppp),a self-adjointoper-

atoron H isa linearm ap,

(iii) to the classicalPoisson bracket corresponds,atleastattheorder ~,the quantum

com m utator,m ultiplied by i~:

with fj(qqq;ppp)7! A fj forj= 1;2;3

we have ff1;f2g= f3 7! [A f1;A f2]= i~A f3 + o(~)

(iv) som e conditionsofm inim ality on the resulting observable algebra.

Thelastpointcan give riseto technicaland interpretationaldi�culties[11].

It is clear that points (i) and (ii) are ful�lled with the CS quantization,the second one

atleastforobservablesobeying fairly m ild conditions. In orderto betterunderstand the

\asym ptotic" m eaning ofCondition (iii),letusquantizehigherdegreem onom ials,starting

with H = ~

2
(p2+ q2)= ~jzj2,theclassicalharm onicoscillatorHam iltonian.Forthelatter,

we getim m ediately from (8):

A H = ~A jzj2 = ~

X

n� 0

(n + 1)jnihnj= ~N + ~IH (12)

where N = aya isthe num beroperator. W e see on thiselem entary exam ple thatthe CS

quantization does not�texactly with the canonicalone,which consists in justreplacing

q by Q and p by P in the expressionsofthe observablesf(q;p)and nextproceeding to a

sym m etrization in ordertocom ply with self-adjointness.In fact,thequantum Ham iltonian

obtained by thisusualcanonicalprocedure is equalto Ĥ = ~N + ~=2IH . In the present

case,there isa shiftby ~=2 between the spectrum ofĤ and ourcoherentstate quantized

Ham iltonian A H .Actually,itseem sthatno physicalexperim entcan discrim inatebetween

thosetwo spectrathatdi�erfrom each otherby asim pleshift(foradeepened discussion on

thispoint,seeforinstance[13]),unlessonecouplesthesystem with gravity which couples

to any system carrying energy and m om entum .1

1
This can be considered,on a quite elem entary level,as a facet ofthe cosm ologicalconstantproblem ,

sincetheinclusion ofa cosm ologicalconstant� correspondsto a shiftin theHam iltonian H ! H +
R

d
3
x�.

See [14]fora review on thisquestion.

In the sam e spirit,W ignershowed in [15]thatthe usualcanonicalcom m utation relation [Q ;P ]= i~Iis

not the only one com patible with the requirem ent that the quantum operators in the Heisenberg picture

obey the classicalequationsofm otion. In factforthe harm onic oscillator (with unitm assand frequency)

a whole fam ily ofcom m utation relationsparam etrized by the ground state energy E 0 are adm issible:

([Q W ;PW ]� iI)
2
= � (2E 0 � 1)

2
I (13)
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Let us add for future references the quantization of the Ham iltonian ofa free particle

m oving on the line. The Ham iltonian for the free particle ofunit m ass is H (q;p) =
p2

2
.

W ith z = (q+ ip)=
p
2 = rei� the Ham iltonian isH (z;�z)= r2sin2�.Using the expression

(7)we getthequantum Ham iltonian operator

A H =
1

2

1X

n= 0

"

�

p
(n + 1)(n + 2)

2

h

jnihn + 2j+ jn + 2ihnj

i

+ njnihnj

#

: (14)

W ealso observethatthelowersym bolisexactly equalto theclassicalHam iltonian forany

value ofz

hzjA H jzi= r
2sin2� = H (z;�z): (15)

4 M ore upper and lower sym bols: the angle operator

Since we do not retain in our quantization schem e the condition ofsm oothness on the

classicalobservables,we feelfree to CS quantize a larger class offunctionson the plane,

like the argum ent � 2 [0;2�)m od2� of the com plex variable z = rei�. The function

C 3 z 7! � = argz is in�nite-valued with a branch cutstarting from the origin which is

a branching point. Com puting its quantum counterpart from (9) is straightforward and

yieldsthein�nitem atrix:

A arg = � IH + i
X

n6= n0

�

�
n+ n0

2
+ 1

�

p
n!n0!

1

n0� n
jnihn0j: (16)

Thecorresponding lowersym bolreadsastheFouriersineseries:

hzjA argjzi� h(r;�)jAargj(r;�)i= � + ie
� jzj2

X

n6= n0

�

�
n+ n0

2
+ 1

�

n!n0!

zn
0

�zn

n0� n

= � �

1X

q= 1

cq(r)sinq� ; (17)

The canonicalcom m utation relations [Q W ;PW ]= iIcorrespond to E 0 = 1=2. The CS quantization gives

E 0 = 1which would correspond to[Q W ;PW ]= � 2iIin theW ignerquantization schem e,and soshould entail

a (non-canonical!) rede�nition ofposition and m om entum ,som ething like P = Q W =
p
2;Q = PW =

p
2.At

thisstage,letusrecallthatthe vacuum energy ofa free scalar�eld ofm assm isgiven by

h0jH j0i= h0j

Z

d
3
k

h

!ka
y

k
ak + !kE 0

i

j0i= E 0

Z

d
3
k

q

~k2 + m 2

and itisworth noting thatthe quantization am biguity showed by W ignerdoesnotallow E 0 = 0,with all

the im plicationsto the cosm ologicalconstantproblem thatsuch a sem i-classicalcom putation would have.
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where

cq(r) =
2rq

q

�(
q

2
+ 1)

�(q+ 1)
1F1(

q

2
+ 1;q+ 1;r2)e� r

2

=

p
�r

q

�

Iq�1
2

(r2=2)+ Iq+ 1

2

(r2=2)

�

e
� r2=2

: (18)

W e can also write an integralrepresentation ofthe lower sym bolusing the convolution

(5)

hzjA argjzi=
e� r

2

�

Z 2�

0

d� �

h

1+
p
�re

r2 cos2(�� �)cos(� � �)f1+ Erf[rcos(� � �)]g

i

:

Letusverify thatthislower sym bolisC1 asa function ofr and � in conform ation with

ourde�nition 2.1.Firstwe note that

dn

drn
cq(r)=

e� r
2=2

rm

�

P (r;q)I
n+

q�1

2

(r2=2)+ Q (r;q)I
n+

q+ 1

2

(r2=2)

�

;

where P and Q are polynom ials in the variables (r;q) and (m ;n) are positive integers.

Then we usethe asym ptotic form ula forlarge orderofthe Besselfunction [16]

I�(x)�
1

p
2��

�
xe

2�

��
forlarge � : (19)

Thism akestheseries
P 1

q= 1

dn

drn
[cq(r)sin(q�)]and

P 1

q= 1

dn

d�n
[cq(r)sin(q�)]absolutely con-

vergent,and thushzjA argjziisC
1 forr> 0 and � 2 R.Thebehaviorofthelowersym bol

(17) is shown in Figure 1. It is interesting to evaluate the asym ptotic behaviors ofthe

function (17)atsm alland large r respectively.Atsm allr,itoscillatesaround itsaverage

value � with am plitude equalto
p
�r:

h(r;�)jAargj(r;�)i� � �
p
�r sin�

Atlarge r,we recovertheFourierseriesofthe2�-periodic angle function:

h(r;�)jAargj(r;�)i� � � 2

1X

q= 1

1

q
sinq� = � for � 2 [0;2�)

The latter result can be equally understood in term s ofclassicallim it ofthese quantum

objects. Indeed,by re-injecting into our form ula physicaldim ensions,we know that the

quantity jzj2 = r2 acquiresthedim ension ofan action and should appearin theform ulasas

divided by thePlanck constant~.Hence,thelim itr! 1 in ourpreviousexpressionscan

also beconsidered asthe classicallim it~ ! 0.Since we have atourdisposalthe num ber

operatorN = aya,which isup to a constantshiftthe quantization oftheclassicalaction,

8
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Figure 1: Lower sym bolofthe angle operator for r = f0:5;1;5g and � 2 [0;2�) and for

(r;�)2 [0;1]� [0;2�).

and an angleoperator,wecan exam inetheircom m utatorand itslowersym bolin orderto

see to whatextent we get som ething close to the expected canonicalvalue,nam ely iIH .

Thecom m utatorreadsas

[A arg;N ]= i
X

n6= n0

�

�
n+ n0

2
+ 1

�

p
n!n0!

jnihn0j: (20)

Itslowersym bolisthen given by

h(r;�)j[Aarg;N ]j(r;�)i= i

1X

q= 1

qcq(r)cosq� � iC(r;�); (21)

with the sam ecq(r)asin (17).

Atsm allr,the function C(r;�)oscillatesaround 0 with am plitude equalto
p
�r:

C(r;�)�
p
�r cos�

Atlarger,thefunction C(r;�)tendsto theFourierseries2
P

1

q= 1cosq� whoseconvergence

hasto be understood in the sense ofdistributions. Applying the Poisson sum m ation for-

m ula,we getatr! 1 (or~ ! 0)the expected \canonical" behaviorfor� 2 [0;2�).The

factthatthiscom m utatorisnotexactly canonicalwasexpected sinceweknow from Dirac

[17]abouttheim possibility togetcanonicalcom m utation rulesforthequantum versionsof

theclassicalcanonicalpairaction-angle.O n a m oregenerallevel,weknow thatthereexist

such classicalpairsforwhich m athem atics-e.g. the Paulitheorem -[18]preventthe corre-

sponding quantum com m utator ofbeing exactly canonical. W e willdiscussthis pointin

9



m oredetailswhen quantizingthetim efunction in thenextsection.However,in thepresent

case,we obtain in the quasi-classicalregim e the following asym ptotic behavior:

h(r;�)j[Aarg;N ]j(r;�)i� � i+ 2�i
X

n2Z

�(� � 2�n): (22)

O ne can observe that the com m utator sym bolbecom es \canonical" for � 6= 2�n;n 2 Z.

Dirac singularities are located atthe discontinuity points ofthe 2� periodic extension of

the linearfunction f(�)= � for� 2 [0;2�).

5 C lassicaland quantum tim e ofthe free particle

The quantization ofthe tim e function is,like for the angle,an old,im portant,and con-

troversialquestion [1]. Aside from conceptualproblem s,the basic di�culty encountered

in theconstruction ofa quantum tim eoperatorissum m arized in thecalled Paulitheorem

[18,19,20,21]: one would expect naively the tim e operator T to be conjugated to the

Ham iltonian H . However ifone assum esthatH isa bounded from below operator,such

a com m utation relation [T;H ]= � iIcannothold. The Ham iltonian forthe free particle,

H (q;p)= p2=2,im pliesq(t)= pt (up to the addition ofa constant). W e can invertthis

relation to getan expression oftheclassicaltim easa function on thephasespacet= q=p.

Ifwe view the phase space asthe com plex plane by setting z = (q+ ip)=
p
2 = rei�,then

the classicaltim e function ist(z;�z)= cot�. Since the tim e function isonly � dependent

t(z;�z) = g(�),its CS quantized version is given by (10) . The coe�cients c m are given

by

cm (g)=

1

2�

Z 2�

0

g(�)e� im �
d� =

1

2�

Z 2�

0

cot(�)cos(m �)+ i
1

2�

Z 2�

0

cot(�)sin(m �): (23)

The �rstintegralis singular and we willunderstand itas a principalvalue,forinstance,
R
2�

0
cot(�)d� = lim�! 0

R
�� �

�
cot(�)d� +

R
2�� �

�+ �
cot(�)d�.Forparity reasonstherealpartof

cm iszero and

cm = i
1

2�

Z
2�

0

cot(�)sin(m �)=

8
<

:

i ifm > 0 and even

� i ifm < 0 and even

0 otherwise:

Thetim e operatoristhusgiven by:

A t= i

1X

k= 1

1X

n= 0

(n + k)!
p
n!(n + 2k)!

h

jnihn + 2kj� jn + 2kihnj

i

; (24)
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and thelowersym bolis:

hzjA tjzi=

1X

q= 1

cq(r)sin(2q�); (25)

where

cq(r) = 2
p
�e

� r2
�
r

2

�2q
1F1(1+ q;1+ 2q;r2)

�(q+ 1=2)

= 2
p
�e

� r2=2
�
Iq� 1=2(r

2
=2)+ Iq+ 3=2(r

2
=2)

�
: (26)

O ne can also prove thatthislowersym bolisC1 exactly in the sam e way we proved that

hzjA argjziisC
1 .Itisalso im portantto controlthesem i-classicallim it,which appearsas

r! 1

cq(r)� 2 asr! 1 and 2

1X

q= 1

sin(2q�)= cot(�) for� 6= 2�n;n 2 Z (27)

1 2 3 4 5 6

-10

-5

5

10

Figure2:Theclassicaltim efunction and thelowersym bolofthetim eoperatorforr= 2;8.

5.1 T he com m utator

Using the expressions ofthe tim e and Ham iltonian operators,we can com pute the com -

m utatorC = [A t;A H ]:

hm j[A t;A H ]jni=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

0 ifm � n odd

� i ifm = n

i
(m � n)(m + n

2
� 1)

4
p
m !n!

ifm > n

� i
(m � n)(m + n

2
� 1)

4
p
m !n!

ifm < n:

(28)
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The question now is to evaluate the extent to which this com m utator is di�erent from

the canonical� iIH . First we notice that this m atrix shares the sam e diagonalpart as

thecanonicalcom m utatorand iswelllocalized along itsdiagonalsinceasym ptotically the

coe�cients are rapidly decreasing away from the diagonal. For instance,for large n,we

haveh0j[A t;A H ]jni� const
p
(1+ 12n)2� nn� 1=2,which goesto0m orerapidly than e� n=3.

Figure3showsthislocalization.In ordertogofurtherin thecom parison ofourcom m utator

1 20 40 60 80 101

1

20

40

60

80

101

1 20 40 60 80 101

1

20

40

60

80

101

Figure 3: Visualrepresentation ofthe absolute value ofthe m atrix elem ents ofthe com -

m utatortruncated to order100.

with thecanonicalone,wenum erically studyitsspectrum bytruncatingthein�nitem atrix.

Theresultsare shown in �gure 4 and con�rm sthatthe spectrum ofthe com m utatorC is

very close to thatofthe canonicalspectrum � iwith in�nitedegeneracy.

20 40 60 80 100
n

-1.4

-1.2

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

Λn

Figure 4: Im aginary part ofthe spectrum ofthe com m utator m atrix truncated to order

100.

To study furtherthe departure from the canonicalvalue ofthe com m utator,letusde�ne

12



the operatorD = [A t;A H ]� (� i)IH .Firstwe note thatD isa trace classoperator,since

TrD = 0.W e note also thatD isnota Hilbert-Schm idtoperatorbecause

Tr

�

D
y
D

�

=
1

2

1X

q= 1

1X

n= 0

q2((n + q� 1)!)
2

n!(n + 2q)!

isa divergentsum . W e have carried outa num ericalanalysisto �nd the spectrum ofthe

operatorD yD and we �nd thatthisspectrum isbounded and seem sto verify �(D yD )�

[0;1]. Thusthe spectralnorm ofD ,given by
p
sup �(D yD )iswellde�ned. Num erically

itsvalue isequalto 1 asshown in Figure 5.

0 50 100 150 200
N

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Λmax

Figure 5: Spectralnorm �m ax ofD = [A t;A H ]� (� i)IH as a function ofthe truncation

orderN

Thelowersym bolofthe com m utatorcan bewritten asthe following sum

hzj[A t;A H ]jzi= � i+ i

1X

q= 1

cq(r)cos(2q�) (29)

where

cq(r)= e
� r2 r

2qq!

(2q)!
1F1

�
q;1+ 2q;r2

�
: (30)

Restoring the ~ units,we can verify thatthis com m utator hasthe canonicalform in the

sem i-classicallim it~ ! 0,since in thislim itwe have cq(r)� (� 1)qe� r
2=~2 + ~

2
q

r2
.

6 Q uantization ofdistributions: D irac and others

Itiscom m only accepted thata\CS diagonal"representation ofthetype(3)ispossibleonly

fora restricted classofoperatorsin H .Thereason isthatweusually puttoo m uch restric-

tive conditionson the uppersym bolf(z;�z)viewed asa classicalobservable on the phase

13



space,and so itissubm itted to belong to thespaceofin�nitely di�erentiablefunctionson

R
2.W ealready noticed thata \reasonable" phaseorangleoperatoriseasily builtstarting

from the classicaldiscontinuous periodic angle function. W e are now going to show that

any sim ple projector � nn0
def
= jnihn0jhas also a CS diagonalrepresentation by extending

theclassofclassicalobservablesto distributionson R2 (forcanonicalcoordinates(q;p)or

possibly on R
+ � [0;2�) (for(u

def
= r2;�)coordinates). Due to the generalexpression (7)

form atrix elem entsofthequantized version ofan observablef,onecan im m ediately think

to tem pered distributionson theplane only since thefunctions

(z;z)7! e
� jzj2

z
n �zn

0

(31)

arerapidly decreasing C 1 functionson theplanewith respectto thecanonicalcoordinates

(q;p),i.e. they belong to the Schwartz space S(R2),or equivalently with respect to the

coordinates(z;�z).Actually,wecan extend thesetof\acceptable" observablestothosedis-

tributionsin D 0(R2)which obey thefollowing condition (sim ilarextensionsto distributions

have been considered in [8],and [22,23]forthe W eylquantization).

P roposition 6.1. A distribution T 2 D 0(R2) is a CS quantizable classicalobservable if

there exists� < 1 such thatthe producte� �jzj
2

T 2 S0(R2),i.e.isa tem pered distribution.

Using com plex coordinates is clearly m ore convenient and we willadopt the following

de�nitionsand notationsfortem pered distributions.Firstly any function f(z;�z)which is

\slowly increasing" and locally integrable with respect to the Lebesgue m easure d2z on

the plane de�nesa regulartem pered distribution Tf,i.e. a continuouslinearform on the

vectorspaceS(R2)equipped with theusualtopology ofuniform convergenceateach order

ofpartialderivatives m ultiplied by polynom ialofarbitrary degree [24]. This de�nition

restson them ap,

S(R2)3  7! hTf; i
def
=

Z

C

d
2
zf(z;�z) (z;�z); (32)

and the notation is kept for alltem pered distributionsT. According to Proposition 6.1,

this de�nition can be extended to locally integrable functions f(z;�z) which increase like

e�jzj
2

p(z;�z)forsom e � < 1 and som e polynom ialp,and itis easily understood in which

way thisextendsto distributions. Actually,the lattercan be characterized asderivatives

(in the distributionalsense) ofsuch functions. W e recallhere that partialderivatives of

distributionsaregiven by

�
@r

@zr

@s

@�zs
T; 

�

= (� 1)r+ s
�

T;
@r

@zr

@s

@�zs
 

�

: (33)

W e also recallthat the m ultiplication ofdistributions T by sm ooth functions �(z;�z) 2

C 1 (R2)isunderstood through:

C
1 (R2)3  7! h�T; i

def
= hT;� i: (34)

14



O fcourse,allcom pactly supported distributionslikeDiracand itsderivatives,aretem pered

and so are CS quantizable classicalobservable. The Dirac distribution supported by the

origin ofthecom plex planeisdenoted asusualby � (and abusively in thepresentcontext

by �(z;�z)):

C
1 (R2)3  7! h�; i�

Z

C

d
2
z�(z;�z) (z;�z)

def
=  (0;0): (35)

Letusnow CS quantize the Dirac distribution along the recipe provided by Eqs.(3)and

(7):

1

�

Z

C

�(z;�z)jzihzjd2z =
X

n;n0� 0

1
p
n!n0!

Z

C

d2z

�
e
� jzj2

z
n �zn

0

�(z;�z)jnihn0j

=
1

�
jz = 0ihz = 0j=

1

�
� 00: (36)

W e thus�nd thatthe ground state (asa projector)isthe quantized version ofthe Dirac

distribution supported by the origin ofthe phase space. The obtention ofallpossible

diagonalprojectors � nn = jnihnjoreven allpossible oblique projectors� nn0 = jnihn0jis

based on thequantization ofpartialderivativesofthe� distribution.Firstletuscom pute

the variousderivativesofthe Dirac distribution:

Ua;b =

Z

C

�
@b

@zb

@a

@�za
�(z;�z)

�

jzihzjd2z

=
X

n;n0� 0

(� 1)n+ a
b!a!

(b� n)!

1
p
n!n0!

�n� b;n0� a � nn0: (37)

O nce this quantity Ua;b at hand,one can invert the form ula in order to get the oblique

projector� r+ s;r = jr+ sihrjas:

� r+ s;r =
p
r!(r+ s)!(� 1)s

rX

p= 0

1

p!(s+ p)!(r� p)!
Up;p+ s; (38)

and itsuppersym bolare given by the distribution supported by the origin:

fr+ s;r(z;�z)=
p
r!(r+ s)!(� 1)s

rX

p= 0

1

p!(s+ p)!(r� p)!

�
@p+ s

@zp+ s

@p

@�zp
�(z;�z)

�

: (39)

Notethatthisdistribution,asiswellknown,can beapproached,in thesenseofthetopology

on D 0(R2),by sm ooth functions,like linearcom binationsofderivativesofG aussians.The

diagonalprojectors� r;r are then obtained trivially by setting s= 0 in (38)to get

� r;r =

rX

p= 0

1

p!

�
r

p

�

Up;p: (40)
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Again in thecontextofquantum m echanicsin theNC plane,onenotesthatonecan de�ne

a projection operators P =
P N

r= 0
� r;r to de�ne an analogue ofa disk [3]. O n the other

hand,the rem ovalofthe \disk" from the classicalHilbertspace de�nesan analogue ofa

defectin the NC plane[4].

Using the expressionsofthe projectors and the linearity ofthe quantization m ap A,one

can form ally constructan inversion (dequantization)operatorA � 1 given by:

A
� 1(O )=

1X

r= 0

1X

s= 1

�
hr+ sjO jrifr+ s;r(z;�z)+ r$ r+ s

�
+

1X

r= 0

hrjO jrifr;r(z;�z) (41)

This inversion m ap also enables us to construct a star product � on the classicalphase

space verifying A f� g= A f A g (See for instance [25]for a generalreview on deform ation

quantization,and [26,27,28,29]form ore m aterialbased on coherentstates)

f � g = A
� 1(A f A g):

Note that this star product involves the upper sym bols, in contrast to the Voros star

product[26,27,28,29],which involvesthe lowersym bols.

M any ofthe ideas around this com bination ofcoherent states with distributions pertain

to the dom ain ofQ uantum O ptics. They are already present in the originalworks by

Sudarshan [8],G lauber[33],K lauder[30],Cahill[31],M iller[32]and others.In Q uantum

O pticsthebasicideaisthatreplacingthenon diagonalrepresentation ofquantum operators

(usually,in thiscontext,one focuseson the density operators�)given by

A =

Z

C2

d
2
z1d

2
z2hz1jA jz2ijz1ihz2j

by a diagonalone,also called the P -representation,A =
R

C
d2zP (z;�z)jzihzj,can sim plify

considerably som e calculations. Although this can be considered as the CS quantization

ofP (z;�z),the spiritisquite di�erentsince theirapproach isthe inverse ofours:given A,

then the question is to �nd P (z;�z). The m ain results obtained in this direction is that

onecan form ally writea P -representation foreach quantum operatorA,which isgiven by

[8]

P (z = re
i�
;�z)=

1X

m ;n= 0

hnjA jm i
p
n!m !

2�r(n + m )!
e
r2+ i(m � n)(�� �)

�
(m + n)(r) (42)

orby [30]

P

�

z = (q+ ip)=
p
2;�z

�

= F � 1

�

~A(x;y)e
x
2
+ y

2

2

�

where ~A(x;y)= F [hzjA jzi]: (43)
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Here F is the Fourier transform from the (p;q)-space to the (x;y)-space,and F � 1 is its

inverse. However the question of the validity of such form ulas is m athem atically non

trivial: the convergence in the sense ofdistributionsof(41,42)isa di�cultproblem ,and

forinstance hasbeen partially studied by M illerin [32]M anifestly,the work done in this

direction wasconcentrated on the dequantization problem (�nding an associated classical

function toeach quantum operator)and thiswasdonein aquitepragm aticspiritin orderto

sim plify com putations.Letusnotethattheexistenceofsuch awell-de�ned dequantization

procedureisby no m eansa physicalrequirem entsincethequantum realm isby de�nition

richerthan the classicalone. A m ore physicalrequirem entisthatthe sem i-classicallim it

iswellbehaved,a property thatwe have placed atthe centerofourwork.

7 A pplication ofcoherent state form ulation in a planar N C

system

Aswasintroduced in [3]theclassicalHilbertspaceH C foraplanarnoncom m utativesystem

satisfying [̂xi;x̂j]= i��ij isidenti�ed astheboson Fock space

H C = Span
C
fjnign= 1n= 0 ;jni�

(by)n
p
n!
j0i (44)

constructed outofthe bosonic creation and annihilation operatorsb� 1p
2�
(̂x1 + îx2)and

by respectively satisfying [b;by]= 1. O n the otherhand the quantum Hilbertspace H Q is

identi�ed asthe setofbounded operatorson H C :

H Q = f (̂x;ŷ):trC( (̂x;̂y)
y
 (̂x;ŷ))< 1 g (45)

Heretheinnerproductbetween any pairofstatesj )and j�)2 H Q isde�ned asa tracein

the classicalHilbertspace H C

( j�)= trC( 
y
�) (46)

Notethatwearedenoting thevectorsbelonging to H C and H Q by j:iand j:)respectively.

Thus the coherent state jzi introduced in (1), which provides an overcom plete system

for the quantum Hilbertspace ofstates for a particle m oving in a line,now corresponds

to the over-com plete basis for the classicalHilbert space H C (44) as well, as these two

Hilbertspacesarereally isom orphicto each other.Consequently,theinnerproductcan be

calculated by using eitherthe countable basisjniorcoherentstate fam ily

( ;�)= ( j�)= trC ( 
y
�)=

X

n

hnj y�jni=

Z
d2z

�
hzj y�jzi: (47)
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Using thisone can identify the norm alized m om entum eigenstate as

j~p)=

r
�

2�
e
ipix̂i; (~p0j~p)= �

2(~p0� ~p) (48)

which are nothing butthe operator-valued plane-wave states-a directgeneralization from

thecom m utativecase.Thefactthattheseplanewavesarereallythem om entum eigenstates

can bechecked easily by consideringtheadjointaction ofm om entum on thestatej )2 H Q

[2]

p̂
q

i
 (̂x;̂y)=

1

�
�ij[̂xj; (̂x;ŷ)] (49)

to get

p̂
q

i
e
ipk x̂k =

1

�
�ij[̂xj;e

ipk x̂k]= pie
ipk x̂k (50)

Theadjointaction ofthem om entum (49)along with leftaction ofthecoordinateoperator

x̂i on theelem entsofthequantum Hilbertspace H Q

x̂
q

i
 (̂x;̂y)= x̂i (̂x;ŷ) (51)

describes the com plete action ofthe phase space operators (̂x
q

i
;p̂

q

i
) on H Q satisfying the

noncom m utative Heisenberg algebra [2]. Now using the fact that bjzi = zjzi we can

introducejz;�z)= jzihzjasan upgraded version oftheovercom plete coherentstatesin H Q

satisfying

bjz;�z) = zjz;�z):

(z;�zjz0z0) = trC (jzihzjz
0ihz0j)= jhzjzij2 = e

� jz� z0j2 (52)

Following [10],we can now constructthe ‘position’representation ofa state j )=  (̂x;ŷ)

2 H Q as

(z;�zj )= trC (jzihzj (̂x;̂y))= hzj (̂x;ŷ)jzi (53)

which clearly corresponds to a lower sym bolofthe operator  (̂x;ŷ). In particular the

position representation ofthe m om entum eigenstates(48)turnsoutto be

(z;�zj~p)=

r
�

2�
e
�

�

4
~p2
e
i

q

�

2
(�zp+ z�p)

;p = p1 + ip2 (54)

Using thisone can easily show that

Z

d
2
p(z0;�z0j~p)(~pjz;�z)= e

� jz� z0j2 = (z0;�z0jz;�z) (55)

im plying thatj~p)really form sa totalfam ily solving theidentity in H Q

Z

d
2
pj~p)(~pj= 1Q (56)
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O n theotherhand

Z
d�zdz

�
(~pjz;�z)(z;�zj~p0)= e

�
�

2
~p2
�
2(~p� ~p

0)6= �
2(~p� ~p

0) (57)

showing that the naive resolution ofidentity,the counterpart of(2) in H Q ,fails in this

case Z
d�zdz

�
(z;�zjz;�z)6= 1Q (58)

However,as we have m entioned in the preceding section,that lower sym bols should be

com posed through theVorosstarproduct([26,29])as

f(z;�z)?g(z;�z)= f(z;�z)e
 �
@z
�!
@ �zg(z;�z) (59)

O ncedone that,we can readily verify that

Z
d�zdz

�
(~p0jz;�z)?(z;�zj~p)= �

2(~p� ~p
0) (60)

so thattheappropriate resolution ofidentity in H Q isgiven by

Z
d�zdz

�
jz;�z)?(z;�zj= 1Q (61)

Finally notethatany elem entj )=  (~x;~y)2 H Q can beexpanded in term softheoblique

operators� m ;n as,

 (~x;~y)=
X

m :n

jm ihm j jnihnj�
X

m ;n

 m ;n� m ;n (62)

im plying thatthe oblique projectors f� m ;ng provide a com plete setofstates in H Q . Al-

ternatively itfollowsfrom (38)thatstatesjz;�z)2 H Q also provide an overcom plete setif

the coe�cient involve the derivatives ofDirac’s distribution function in \position space"

which should also com posethrough Vorosstarproduct.

Extension ofthis analysis involving the form ulation ofNC Q uantum M echanics in 3D is

rathernon-trivialastherotationalinvarianceisbroken in presenceofsuch a constant(non-

transform ing) antisym m etric m atrix �ij satisfying [̂xi;̂xj]= i�ij as the dualvector ~� =

f�i�
1

2
�ijk�jkg ispointed to a particulardirection in spaceand which can only berestored

by a twisted im plem entation ofthe rotation group (SO (3)) in a Hopfalgebraic setting

[35].Howeverone hasto sacri�ce the vectorialtransform ation property ofthe coordinate

operators in D� 3,which can now be identi�ed as the prim itive linear operators in a de-

form ed Hopfalgebra [36].Furtherwork in thisdirection isin progressand willbereported

later.
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8 C oncluding rem arks

In this paper,we have established that the CS quantization m ap enables us to quantize

singular classicalfunctions,and,m ore generally,distributions including tem pered distri-

butions.M ore precisely,we are able to constructa reasonable and wellbehaved quantum

angle and tim e operator for the free particle m oving on the line. In particular our tim e

operator is herm itian,veri�es the canonicalcom m utation relation with the Ham iltonian

up to order~,and hasthe rightsem i-classicallim it.Letuspointouttherelevance ofour

work to thestudy ofa \phasespaceform ulation" ofquantum m echanics,which enablesto

m im icattheleveloffunctionsand distributionsthealgebraic m anipulationson operators

within thequantum context.In particular,by carrying outthe CS quantization ofCarte-

sian powersofplanes,wecould so haveatourdisposalan interesting \functionalportrait"

in term sofa \star" producton distributionsforthequantum logicbased on m anipulations

oftensorproductsofquantum states.

A cknow ledgm ent

O neofus,BC would like to thank F.G .Scholtz and S.Vaidya fordiscussion.

R eferences

[1] Y.Aharonov and D.Bohm ,Phys.Rev.122 1649-1658 (1961);D.H.K obeand V.C.

Aguilera-Navarro Derivation ofthe energy-tim euncertainty relation,Phys.Rev.A 50,

933-937 (1994);P.Pfeiferand J.Frohlich,Rev.M od.Phys.67,759 (1995);P.Busch

The Tim e-Energy Uncertainty Relation,arXiv:quant-ph/0105049 v2 10 O ct2004.

[2] R.Szabo,Quantum Field Theory on Noncom m utative space,Phys.Rep.378,207-299

(2003)

[3] F.G .Scholtz,B.Chakraborty,J.G ovaerts and S.Vaidya,Spectrum ofthe noncom -

m utative sphericalwell,J.Phys.A 40 14581-14592 (2007)

[4] A.Pinzuland A.Stern,Edge statesfrom defectson the noncom m utative plane,M od.

Phys.Lett.A 18,2509-2516 (2003)

[5] E.Schr�odinger,Der stetige �Ubergang von der M ikro-zur M akrom echanik,Naturwiss.

14,664-666 (1926).

[6] J.R.K lauder,The Action Option and the Feynm an Quantization ofSpinor Fieldsin

Term s ofOrdinary c-Num bers,AnnalsofPhysics11,123-168 (1960);J.R.K lauder,

20

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0105049


Continuous-Representation Theory I.Postulates ofcontinuous-representation theory,

J.M ath.Phys.4,1055-1058 (1963).

[7] R.J.G lauber,Photons correlations,Phys.Rev.Lett.10,84-86 (1963).

[8] E.C.G .Sudarshan,Equivalence ofSem iclassicaland Quantum M echanicalDescrip-

tionsofStatisticalLightBeam s,Phys.Rev.Letters10,277 (1963).

[9] F.A.Berezin,Generalconcept ofquantization,Com m un.M ath.Phys.40,153-174

(1975).

[10] J.M .G racia-Bondia and J.C.Varilly,Algebra ofdistributionssuitableforphase space

quantum m echanics,J.M ath.Phys.29,869 (1998).

[11] S.T.Aliand M .Englis,Quantization m ethods: a guide for physicists and analysts,

m ath-ph/0405065v1 (2004).

[12] L.Van Hove,Sur le probl�em e des relations entre les transform ations unitaires de la

M �ecanique quantique et les transform ations canoniques de la M �ecanique classique,

Bull.Acad.Roy.Belg.,cl.desSci.37,610-620 (1961).

[13] H.A.K astrup,A new look atthequantum m echanicsofthe harm onic oscillator,Ann.

Phys.(Leipzig)7-8,439-528 (2007).

[14] S.W einberg,The cosm ologicalconstantproblem ,Rev.M od.Phys.61,1-23 (1989).

[15] E.P.W igner,Do the equationsofm otion determ ine the quantum m echanicalcom m u-

tation relations?,Phys.Rev.77,711 (1950).

[16] G .N.W atson,A treatise on the theory ofBesselfunctions,Cam bridgeM athem atical

Library (1995).

[17] P.A.M .Dirac Proc.R.Soc.London Ser.A 114,243-265 (1927).

[18] W .Pauli,Die allgem einen Prinzipien derW ellenm echanik,Hanbuck derPhysik,vol.

1,SpringerVerlag,Berlin (1958).

[19] E.G alapon,Proc.R.Soc.Lond.A 458,451-472 (2002).

[20] R.G iannitrapani,[arXiv:quant-ph/0302056](2002).

[21] M .Toller,gr-qc/9605052 v1 (1996).

[22] P.Boggiatto,E.Cordero Anti-W ick quantization oftem pered distributions,Progress

in analysis,Vol.I,II,Berlin (2001),655-662,W orld Sci.Publ.,RiverEdge,NJ (2003).

[23] P.Boggiatto,E.Cordero,K .G r�ochenigGeneralized Anti-W ickOperatorswith Sym bols

in DistributionalSobolev spaces,IntegralEquationsO peratorTheory 48,no.4,427-

442 (2004).

21

http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0405065
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0302056
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9605052


[24] L.Schwartz,M �ethodes m ath�em atiquespour lessciencesphysiques,Herm ann (1961).

[25] A.C.Hirshfeld,P.Henselder,Deform ation Quantization in the Teaching ofQuantum

M echanics,quant-ph/0208163 (2002).

[26] A.Voros,W entzel-Kram ers-Brillouin m ethod in the Bargm an representation,Phys.

Rev.A 40,6814-6825 (2002).

[27] M .Daoud,Extended Voros productin the coherentstates fram ework,Phys.Lett.A

309,167-175 (2003).

[28] G .Alexanian,A.Pinzul,A.Stern,Generalized coherentstateapproach to starproducts

and applications to the fuzzy sphere,Nuc.Phys.B 600,531-547 (2001).

[29] A.P.Balachandran,S.K urkcuoglu and S.Vaidya,Lectures on Fuzzy and Fuzzy SUSY

Physics,W orld Scienti�c,Singapore(2007).

[30] J.R.K lauder,Fundam entals ofQuantum Optics,(1968).

[31] K .E.Cahill,Coherent-State Representations forthe Photon Density,Phys.Rev.138,

B1566 (1965).

[32] M .M .M iller,Convergence ofthe Sudarshan Expansion for the DiagonalCoherent-

State W eightFunctional,J.M ath.Phys.9,1270 (1968).

[33] R.J.G lauber,The quantum theory ofopticalcoherence,Phys.Rev.130,2529 (1963).

[34] R.J.G lauber,Coherentand incoherentstatesofradiation �eld,Phys.Rev.131,2766

(1963).

[35] Seeforexam pletherecentreview:E.Akofor,A.P.Balachandran,A.Joseph,Quantum

Fieldson the Groenewold-M oyalPlane,Int.J.M od.Phys.A23:1637-1677 (2008)and

thereferencestherein.

[36] P.G Castro,B.Chakraborty,and F.Toppan,W igneroscillator,twisted Hopfalgebras,

and second quantization,J.M ath.Phys.49 082106 (2008)

22

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0208163

	Introduction
	 The Berezin-Klauder or anti-Wick quantization of the motion of a particle on the line
	 Canonical quantization rules
	More upper and lower symbols: the angle operator
	Classical and quantum time of the free particle
	The commutator

	Quantization of distributions: Dirac and others
	Application of coherent state formulation in a planar NC system
	Concluding remarks

