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A bstract

The dom ain of application of quantization m ethods is traditionally restricted to
an ooth classical observables. W e show that the coherent states or \antiW ick" quan-—
tization enables us to construct airly reasonable quantum versions of irreqular cbserv—
ables living on the classicalphase space, such as the angle function, the tim e function
of a free particke and even a large set of distrdbutions com prising the tem pered distri-
butions.

1 Introduction

In thiswork, we reexam Ine the way In which G aussian (or standard) coherent states (CS)

allow a natural quantization (\B eéezjn—K lauder CS or antiW ick quantization") of the
complex plane C = fz = @+ ip)= 2g viewed as the phase space of the particle m otion
on the line. First, we extend the de nition of what should be considered as an acceptable
quantum observable. Then, we prove that m any classical singular functions give rise to
such reasonable quantum operators. M ore precisely, we apply the C S quantization schem e
to classical cbservables w hich are not an ooth fiinctions or, even m ore, which are, w ith m ild
restrictions, distrbutions on the plane. In particular, this departure from the canonical
quantization principles allow s us to put in a CS diagonal form the argum ent function C 3

z=rel T argz= and the tin e function of a free particke C 3 z 7 1?—? = oot = gp.
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W e also consider the D irac distribution on the plane and its derivatives, and this allow s us
to reach any kind of nite-dim ensional profctor on the H ibert space of quantum states.
Finally, we extend this quantization schem e to a set of distrbbutions which includes the
gpace of tem pered distrbutions.

Them otivation for enlarging the space of quantizable classical observable also stem s from
the fact that this coherent state quantization can have possibl applications in a wide
variety of physical problen s, like the long standing and controversial question of the de—
termm ination and the study of the tin e operator for an interacting particle (see [I] and
references therein). This aspect will be considered in this paper in the sin plest case of
the one-din ensionalm otion of a free partick (the quantization of g=p) or of the ham onic
oscillator (angle operator). O ur approach has also possble in plications In noncom m uta—
tive NC ) quantum m echanics, which isbeing currently studied for its possible application
in fractionalQuantum HallE ect FQHE): If one considers the Landau problem in a 2D
plane, the com m utators of the profcted x and y coordinate operators of a particle onto
the lowest Landau levelgive rise to noncom m utativiy in term s ofthe inverse ofthe applied
m agnetic eld [Z]. One is therefore led to study the planar NC quantum m echanics per
se, where the \classical" H ibert space itself corregponds to the H ibert gpace of quantum
states for the particle m otion on the line. The quantum H ibert space for this planar NC
system isthusidenti ed w ith the set ofallbounded operators in this classicalH ibert spacs,
w ith respect to a certain inner product [B]. O ne can then introduce a disk [3] or defects [4]
in the NC plane In tem s of these pro fctors in the classical H ibert space. T hese defects,
on tum, can give rise to certain edge states, relevant or FQHE .

2 The BerezinK lauder or antiW ick quantization of the
m otion of a particle on the line

Let us consider the quantum m otion of a particle on the real line. O n the classical level,
the phase space (W ith suiable physicalunits) readsasC = fz = pl—é (+ ip)g= R?. This
phase space is equipped w ith the ordinary Lebesgue m easure on the plane which coincides
w ith the sym plectic 2-om : X d?z where d°z = d< zd=z. Strictly lncluded in the H ibert
space L2 (C ;+ d?z) ofallcom plex-valued functions on the com plex plane which are square—
Integrable w ith respect to thism easure, there is the Fock-Bargm ann H ibert subspace F B

of all square integrable functions which are of the form (z;z) = e #g(z) where g(z) is
analytical entire. A s an orthonom albasis of this subspace we have chosen the nom alized
powers of the oonygate of the com plex variable z weighted by the G aussian function, ie.

n(z;2) pz— wih n 2 N. Nom alized coherent states are well known B, 6,7, [8]]



and read as the Pollow ing superposition of num ber eigenstates:
X _ w2 X 70
7i= 0 (Zziz)hi=e 2 pP—Tni; hzgi= 1: 1)
|
n n2N n:
W e here recall one fiindam ental feature ofthe states [I), nam ely the resolution ofthe uniy
in the H ibert space H having as orthonom albasis the set of 1i:
Z
1 D
— Rizijd’z= Iy : )
c
Theproperty [2) iscrucial for ourpurpose in setting the bridgebetw een the classicaland the
quantum world. It encodes the quality of coherent states of being canonical quantizers [9]
along a guideline established by K Jauder and Berezin (and also Toeplitz on a m ore abstract
m athem atical level). ThisBerezin-K lhuder-Toeplitz BK T ) (or anti-W ick, or anti-nom al)
ooherent states quantization, called hereafter C S quantization, consists in associating w ith
any classical observable f, that isa (usually supposed an ooth, but we w ill not retain here
this too restrictive attrlbute) function of phase space variables (g;p) or equivalently of
(z;z), the operatorvalued integral
Z
1 2
— f(z;z) pizid®z= A¢: 3)
c
T he resulting operator A ¢, if it exists, at least In a weak sense, acts on the H ibert space H .
Tt is worthy to be m ore explicit about what we m ean by \weak sense": the integral
Z 2
L .pd'z ..
f@iz)h if — =h RAcji; @)
c
should be nite forany 7 12 H (or 2 some dense subset In H ). One notices that if
is nom alized then [4) represents the m ean value of the finction f wih respect to the
~dependent probability distrbution z 7 $ %if on the phase space.

M ore m athem atical rigor is necessary here, and we w ill adopt the follow ing acceptance
criteria for a function (or distrbution) to belong to the class of quantizable classical ob—
servab les.

De nition 2.1. A function C 3 z 7T £f(z;z) 2 C and more generally a distribution
T 2 D°R?) isa CS quantizablk classical observablk abngthemap £ 7 A¢ de ned by @),
andmore generrlly by T 7T A-,

ifthemap C 3 z=pl—§(q+ i) @p) T hRrgl @esp. C 327 hzPpr gl isa
snooth ( 2 C! ) finction with respect to the (g;p) coordinates of the phase plne.

z
and, if we restore the dependence on ~ through z ! p=, we must get the right

sem iclassical Iim it, which means ﬂlathpz—:j-\fjsz—:i f(pz—:;pz—:)as~ ! 0. The



sam e asym ptotic behavior m ust hold in a distributional sense if we are quantizing
distridbutions.
The function f (resp. the distrdbution T) is an upper or contravariant symbol of the
operator A¢ (resp. At), and the mean valie e P r i (resp. hz A1 i) is the ower or
covariant symbolofthe operatorAs (resp.Ar). Themap £ 7 A¢ is linear and associates
w ith the function f (z) = 1 the identiy operator In H . N ote that the lower sym bol of the
operator A ¢ is the G aussian convolution of the function f (z;z):

Z
Z L Z #z0 3% P
p:ﬁf:p—_ = —e ~ f == . (5)

~

T his expression is of great in portance and is actually the reason behind the robustness of
C S quantization, since it iswellde ned for a very large class of non sm ooth fiinctions and
even for a class of distrbutions com prising the tem pered ones. Equation [0) illistrates
nicely the regularizing role of quantum m echanics versus classical singularities. N ote also
that the G aussian convolution helps to carry out the sam iclassical lim it, since the latter
can be extracted by using a saddle point approxim ation. For regular functions for w hich
A ¢ exists, the application of the saddl point approxin ation is trivial and we have

z Lz zZ z
p:ﬁf:p—_ f p=;p= as~! 0 (6)

For singular functions the sam iclassical lim i is less obvious and has to be veri ed for
each special case, som ething we w ill do system atically for those ones considered In the
follow ing sections. A Iso, this particular aspect of CS quantization can be very useful in
the context of the quantum m echanical problm of particles m oving in the NC plane, as
we had m entioned earlier [3]. Since in this context the quantum H ibert space com prises
the bounded operators in the classical H ibert space, one can recover the usual coordinate
space wave function by taking expectation values of these operators In the coherent state
fam ily [Il), ie. by obtaining the corresponding lower sym bol [L0].

Now let usm ake the CS quantization program m ore explicit. Expanding bras and kets
in [3) in tem s of the Fock states yields the expression of the operator A ¢ in tem s of its

In nitem atrix elem ents @A ¢)pno dfflnj‘kfjloi:

Z
X voa O 1 dZZ %% _n _n°
Af= Af)ponim™g; @Ae)apo = pﬁ' —e z z f(z;z): (7)
nh® ¢
nmn® 0

In the case where the classical cbservable is \isotropic", ie. f (z) h (jzf), then A¢ is
diagonal, w ith m atrix elem ents given by a kind of gam m a transfom :
Z
l u n
A f)pno = nnon_' due “"u" h) 8)
© 0



In the case w here the classical observabl is purely angulardependent, ie. £ (z) = g( ) for
z= %je' , them atrix elem ents @ ¢),,0 are cbtained through a Fourder transfom :

(Lﬂo.}. 1)
Bflano= —PE=——— G0 1 @) ; 9)
nho
def 1 R2 i . . . . . .
where g, @) = 3 o g()e™ d isthe Fourder coe cient of the 2 -periodic function
g. Thuswe have in this case:
s ® R (M.}_ 1)1'1 i
Ae= @ himj+ p==2—— cyhim+ gj+ c g P+ gimj : (10)
n=0 a=1n=0 n!(n+ C_[)'

Let us explore w hat this quantization m ap produces starting w ith som e elem entary func—
tions £ . W e have for the m ost basic one,

Z 5 X
oo .d'z P———2 . .
z gihzj— = n+ lhim+ 17 a 11)

c n

w hich is the lowering operator, ani= P nhn  1li. The adpint aY¥ is cbtained by replacing

zby z i [). From g= pl—i(z+ z) etp= p%i(z z), one easily infersby linearity that the

canonicalposition gand m om entum pm ap to the quantum ocbservables 191—5 @+ a¥Y) Q and

P%i @ a¥) P resgpectively. In consequence, the selfad pint operatorsQ and P cbtained
in this way obey the canonical comm utation rule ;P ]= iy , and for this reason fully
deserve the nam e of position and m om entum operators of the usual (galiltan) quantum

m echanics, together w ith all localization properties soeci ¢ to the latter.

3 Canonical quantization rules

At this point, it is worthy to recall what quantization of classical m echanics does m ean
n a comm only accgpted sense (or a recent review see [11l]). In this context, a classical
observable £ is supposed to be a am ooth function w ith regpect to the canonical variables.
In the above we have chosen units such that the P lanck constant is just put equal to
1. Here we reintroduce i since it param etrizes the link between classical and quantum

m echanics.

Van H ove canonical quantization rules [12]]

G iven a phase space w ith canonical coordinates @;p)



(1) to the classical observabl f (@;p) = 1 corresponds the identity operator in the (oro-—
Ective) H ibert space H of quantum states,

(1)) the correspondence that assigns to a classical observablk f @;p), a selfad pint oper—
atoron H isa linearm ap,

(iil) to the classical Poisson bracket corresponds, at last at the order ~, the quantum
com m utator, m ultiplied by i~:

with £5@p) 7 Ag forj= 1;2;3
we have ffl;f2g= f3 7 Bfl ;Af2]= i~Af3 + O(~)

(I7) som e conditions ofm Inin ality on the resulting observabl algebra.
T he last point can give rise to technical and interpretational di culties [I11]].

It is clear that points (1) and (i) are fl lled with the CS quantization, the second one
at least for cbservables ocbeying fairly m ild conditions. In order to better understand the
\asym ptotic" m eaning of C ondition (iii), Jet us quantize higher degree m onom ials, starting
withH = 5 @*+ ¢’) = ~%F, the classical harm onic oscillator H am iltonian . For the Jatter,
we get inm ediately from [g)):

X

Ay = ~Ayp =~ n+ 1)himj= ~N + ~Iy 12)
n 0O

where N = a¥a is the num ber operator. W e see on this elem entary exam pl that the CS
quantization does not t exactly with the canonical one, which consists in just replacing
gby Q and p by P in the expressions of the cbservables f (g;p) and next proceeding to a
sym m etrization In order to com ply w ith selfad pintness. In fact, the quantum H am itonian
obtained by this usual canonical procedure is equal to H = ~N + ~=2T; . In the present
case, there is a shift by ~=2 between the gpectrum of H and our coherent state quantized
Ham iltonian Ay . A ctually, it seam s that no physical experin ent can discrin nate between
those two spectra that di er from each otherby a sim ple shift (for a deepened discussion on
this point, see for instance [L3]), unless one couples the system w ith gravity which couples
to any system carrying energy and m om entum .

T his can be considered, on a quite elem entary level, as a facet of the cosm ological constant problem ,
since the inclusion ofa cosn ological constant corresponds to a shift In theHam ittonian H ! H + f Ex .
See [14]] or a review on this question.

In the sam e spirit, W igner showed in [15]] that the usual canonical com m utation relation Q ;P ]= i~Iis
not the only one com patible with the requirem ent that the quantum operators In the H eisenberg picture
obey the classical equations of m otion. In fact for the ham onic oscillator (w ith unit m ass and frequency)
a whole fam ily of com m utation relations param etrized by the ground state energy E ¢ are adm issble:

(Qw ;Pw 1 iD°= @EE, 1)°T a3)



Let us add for future references the quantization of the Ham ittonian of a free particle
m oving on the line. The Ham iltonian for the free particle of unit mass is H (q;p) = %.
W ith z= @+ ip)= 2= rel! the Ham iltonian is H (z;z) = r? sin® . U sing the expression
[1) we get the quantum H am iltonian operator
12 PaiDarat, T
Ay = > > hilm+ 29+ h+ 2ilmj + n hilnj : 14)

n=20

W e also observe that the lower sym bol is exactly equalto the classical H am ittonian for any
value of z

lzAy fi= r*sh? =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 of sm oothness on the
classical ocbservables, we feel free to CS quantize a larger class of fiinctions on the plane,
like the argum ent 2 0;2 Ymod2 of the complx variabl z = r& . The function
C3zT7 = argz is In nitewvalied wih a branch cut starting from the origih which is
a branching point. Com puting its quantum counterpart from [9) is straightforward and
yields the in nite m atrix:

X n+2n0 + 1 1

Rag= L +1i — nim%: (16)
om0 nn% n% n
n n

T he corresponding low er sym bol reads as the Fourier sine series:

n+n’ 0
. o . . L ' 3 X — + 1 Z0" n
Aagi © )PRagli )i= ie ol 2 1
nén®
b
= @) sing ; a7
=1
T he canonical com m utation relations Ry ;Py 1= il correspond to Eo = 1=2. The CS quantization gives
Eo = lwhichwould correspondto Ry ;Py 1= 2iIin theW ignerquantization schens,_amdsoéioulggntaﬂ

a (non-canonical) rede nition of position and m om entum , som ething lkkeP = Qy = 2;Q = Py = 2.At
this stage, ket us recall that the vacuum energy of a free scalar eld ofm assm is given by

ho9H Pi= h@j/d3k[!ka§ak + !kEo] Pi= Eo/d3k\/k2 +m?

and it is worth noting that the quantization am biguiy showed by W igner does not allow Eo = 0, with all
the in plications to the coam ological constant problem that such a sem iclassical com putation would have.



w here

2rf (3 + 1) q 2 g2
r) = ——2———Fi(=+ 1;9+ 1;r%e
Cq (1) q g+ 1) 1t (2 1q i)
T 2 2 r?=2
= 3 Iq21 (r°=2) + Iq+21 (r“=2) e : 18)

W e can also write an integral representation of the lower symbol using the convolution
)

r2Z2 h P_ ; i
d 1+ ret oS ) cos ( ) fl+ Erfrcos( Vg

0 0 e
2Py pi=
0
Let us verify that this lower symbolis C' asa fiinction of r and i confom ation w ith
our de nition [2]l. F irst we note that

dn e r2:2

G0 = — P(r‘q)In+%(r2=2)+Q(r;q)In+q+Tl(r2=2) ;

where P and Q are polynom ials in the variables (r;q) and (m ;n) are positive integers.
Then we use the asym ptotic orm ula for Jarge order of the B essel function [16]

1 xe

n n

P ;. d .
F [cq (r) sin (g )] absolutely con—

ag=1 ag=1
vergent, and thus hzj%ar(_]jzidj.]sincl forr> 0and 2 R. Thebehavior of the lower sym bol
[I7) is shown in Figure[ll. Tt is interesting to evaluate the asym ptotic behaviors of the
function [I7) at sm alland large r respectively. At sm allr, it oscillates around its average
valie wih amplitude equalto™  r:

P
Thism akes the series oy (@) sin (@ )land

| O
h(r; )Ragii )i r sin

At large r, we recover the Fourier series of the 2 -periodic angle finction:
]
h; )Ragi )i 2 —shg = or 2 0;2)
ag=1

The latter resul can be equally understood in temm s of classical lin it of these quantum

ob cts. Indeed, by re—in ecting into our form ula physical din ensions, we know that the
quantity 7% = r? acquires the din ension ofan action and shoul appear in the form ulas as
divided by the P lanck constant ~. Hence, thelimit r! 1 in ourprevious expressions can
also be considered as the classical Iim it ~ ! 0. Sihce we have at our digposal the num ber
operator N = a¥a, which is up to a constant shift the quantization of the classical action,



Figure 1: Lower symbol of the angle operator for r = £0:5;1;5g and 2 [0;2 ) and for
r; )2 0;11 D;2 ).

and an angle operator, we can exam ne their com m utator and is lower sym bol in order to
see to what extent we get som ething close to the expected canonical value, namely il .
T he com m utator reads as

+ 0
. X nzn 1 o O
Barg;N 1= 1 P hing: (20)
0610 nh!
Tts Iower sym bol is then given by
b
hr; )JRam/N I )i= 1  gcy () cosq iC( )i @1)
=1
with the same ¢q (r) as .n [17).
At anallr, the function C (r; ) oscillates around 0 w ith am plitude equaltop Tr:
P_
C(; ) r Cos

P
At large r, the function C (r; ) tends to the Fourier series 2 é: ; Cosq  whose convergence

has to be understood in the sense of distrdbutions. A pplying the Poisson summ ation for-
mula, wegetatr! 1 (or~! 0) the expected \canonical" behavior for 2 [0;2 ). The
fact that this com m utator is not exactly canonicalw as expected since we know from D irac
[L7] about the in possibility to get canonical com m utation rules for the quantum versions of
the classical canonical pair action-angle. O n a m ore general level, we know that there exist
such classical pairs for which m athem atics -e.g. the Pauli theorem 18] prevent the corre—
soonding quantum com m utator of being exactly canonical. W e w ill discuss this point in



m ore details w hen quantizing the tin e function in the next section. H owever, In the present
case, we obtain in the quasiclassical regim e the follow ing asym ptotic behavior:
X
h(r; )jRargiN 3@ )i it 2 1 ( 2n): @2)
n2z

O ne can cbserve that the com m utator sym bolbecom es \canonical® for 6 2 n;n 2 Z.
D irac singularities are located at the discontinuity points of the 2 periodic extension of
the lnear function £( ) = or 2 0;2 ).

5 Classical and quantum tim e of the free particle

T he quantization of the tin e function is, lke for the angle, an old, im portant, and con-
troversial question [I]. A side from conceptual problam s, the basic di culy encountered
in the construction ofa quantum tim e operator is sum m arized in the called P auli theorem
18,19, 20, [21]: one would expect naively the tin e operator T to be conjigated to the
Ham ittonian H . However if one assum es that H is a bounded from below operator, such
a comm utation relation [T;H ]= il cannot hold. The Ham iltonian for the free particle,
H (@p) = p°=2, mpliesq) = pt (up to the addition of a constant). W e can invert this
relation to get an expression of the classical tim e as a function on the phase space t= g=p.
Ifwe view the phase space as the com plex plane by setting z = @+ ip)= 2= re', then
the classical tim e function is t(z;z) = cot . Since the tim e function is only dependent
t(z;z) = g( ), its CS quantized version is given by [[0) . The coe cients ¢, are given
by

1 122 122
— g()e™ 4 = — cot( )oosm )+ i cot( )snm ): @3)
2 0 2 0 2 0

E?e rst Integral is sjrﬁ‘uilar and we wjﬂ%zunderstand it as a principal value, or instance,

o oot()d = Im o ocot( )d + 7, oot( )d .Forpariy reasons the realpart of
Gn 1s zero and
8
1 Z 4 < i ifm > 0 and even
cm=iz— cot( ) sin m )=. i ifm < 0 and even
0 " 0 othemwise:

T he tin e operator is thus given by:

XX pr B Lk

k= 1n=0 n'!'n+ 2k)!

10



and the lower sym bol is:
®

hzjA pi= () snh@g ); 25)
ag=1
w here
_ 2 . .
o) = 2p o2 I 91F1 1+ ql+ 2q;r%)
2 @+ 1=2)
(26)

P_
= 2 e TP I, @P=2)+ I 4y (P=2)

O ne can also prove that this lower symbolis C! exactly in the sam e way we proved that
hzJA oy 1 3s c! . It is also in portant to control the sem fclassical lin it, which appears as
r! 1

®
and 2 sin (2 ) = cot( )

ag=1

Cqr) 2 asr! 1 for 62 n;n2 7 27)

Figure 2: The classical tim e function and the lower sym bolofthe tin e operator orr= 2;8.

5.1 The com m utator

U sing the expressions of the tim e and H am iltonian operators, we can com pute the com —
mutatorC = R;Ag It

8

% 0 ifm n odd
2 i ifm = n
28)

m jRA Ay ]j’li=§ i(m np>( 1) ifm > n
1
iuiz—) ifm < n:




The question now is to evaluate the extent to which this commutator is di erent from
the canonical 1Ty . First we notice that this m atrix shares the sam e diagonal part as
the canonical com m utator and is well localized along is diagonal since asym ptotically the
coe cients are rapidly decr_eﬁsjng away from the diagonal. For instance, for large n, we
have 0jR+;Ax i const (L + 12n)2 "n 172, which goesto 0 m ore rapidly than e *==.
F igure[3 show sthis localization . In orderto go fiirther in the com parison ofour com m utator

i 20 40 60 80 101
= T T T T 1
20 120
40~ -40
60 -160
80 -180
101f, I I | | 1101
1 20 40 60 80 101

Figure 3: Visual representation of the absolute value of the m atrix elem ents of the com —
m utator truncated to order 100.

w ith the canonicalone, we num erically study its spectrum by truncating the in nitem atrix.
The results are shown in gureld and con m s that the spectrum of the com m utator C is
very close to that of the canonical spectrum  iw ith In nite degeneracy.

A

70.6} .

,o_g} .

-10fF

—12[

—14f

Figure 4: Im agihary part of the spectrum of the com m utator m atrix truncated to order
100.

To study further the departure from the canonical value of the com m utator, ket us de ne

12



the operatorD = RA+;Ag ] ( DI . First we note that D is a trace class operator, sihce
TrD = 0. W enote also that D isnot a H ibert-Schm idt operator because

1¥ ¥ 2 (+q 1Y

Tr DYD = =
2q=ln=0 n!+ 2q)!

is a divergent sum . W e have carried out a num erical analysis to nd the spectrum of the
operator D YD and we nd that this spectrum ﬁsbounded and seem s to verify (© YD)
0;1]. Thus the spectralnom ofD ,given by sup @O YD ) iswellde ned. Num erically
its value is equalto 1 as shown i Figure[d.

Amax

10

08
06

04l

0.2

Figure 5: Spectralnom ax 0fD = RA¢;Ay ] ( 1)I; as a function of the truncation
order N

The lower sym bol of the com m utator can be w ritten as the follow ing sum

p
iR Ay Jpi= i+ 1 ¢qr)cosq ) 29)
ag=1
w here 2
2 gl 2
= F 1+ 295 : 30
)= e (2q)!l 1 @l+ 2gr 30)

R estoring the ~ units, we can verify that this com m utator has the canonical form in the

sam iclassical Iim it ~ ! 0, since in this lin i we have ¢ (r) ( 1)% =ty ~Zg.

6 Quantization of distributions: D irac and others

Tt is com m only accepted that a \C S diagonal" representation ofthe type [3) ispossible only
for a restricted class of operators in H . T he reason is that we usually put too m uch restric—
tive conditions on the upper symbol f (z;z) viewed as a classical cbservable on the phase

13



space, and so it is subm itted to belong to the space of In nitely di erentiable functions on
R?.W e already noticed that a \reasonablk" phase or angk operator is easily built starting
from the classical discontinuous periodic angle function. W e are now going to show that
any sin ple progector ppo =* nim%has also a CS diagonal representation by extending
% class of classical cbservables to distributions on R? (for canonical coordinates (@;p) or
possbly on RT 0;2 ) (for @ et 1:2; ) coordinates). D ue to the general expression [7)
form atrix elem ents of the quantized version of an observable £, one can inm ediately think
to tem pered distributions on the plane only since the finctions

z;Z) 7T e #F gn o’ (31)
are rapidly decreasing C ! fiunctions on the plane w ith respect to the canonical coordinates
(@p), ie. they belong to the Schwartz space S R?), or equivalently w ith respect to the
coordinates (z;z). A ctually, we can extend the set of \acoeptable" cbservables to those dis-
tributions n D R ?) which ocbey the follow ing condition (sin ilar extensions to distributions
have been considered in [8], and R22,23] for the W eyl quantization).
P roposition 6.1. A distrdoution T 2 D ‘R?) isa CS quantizable classical observable if
there exists < 1 such that the product e 73 T 2 SOCRZ), ie. is a tem pered distribution.

U sing com plex coordinates is clarly m ore convenient and we w ill adopt the follow ing
de nitions and notations for tem pered distributions. F irstly any function f (z;z) which is
\slow Iy increasing" and locally integrable w ith respect to the Lebesgue m easure dz on
the plane de nes a regular tem pered distribbution T¢, ie. a continuous linear form on the
vector space S R?) equipped w ith the usualtopology of uniform convergence at each order
of partial derivatives m ultiplied by polynom ial of arbitrary degree R4]. This de nition
rests on them ap, 7

SR2)3 T We; 15" Pzfziz) (232); (32)

c
and the notation is kept for all tem pered distrdoutions T . A ccording to P roposition [6.],
this de nition can be extended to locally integrable functions f (z;z) which increase like
e ¥3 p(z;z) orsome < 1 and some polynom ialp, and it is easily understood In which
way this extends to distributions. A ctually, the latter can be characterized as derivatives
(In the distribbutional sense) of such functions. W e recall here that partial derivatives of
distrbutions are given by

e o
@zr @z

e e°

T; = (17° T;—
@z @z°

(33)

W e also recall that the multiplication of distrbutions T by am ooth functions (z;z) 2
ct CRZ) is understood through:

C'®?)3 7 hT; iS Hr; i: (34)



O foourse, alloom pactly supported distribbutions like D irac and its derivatives, are tem pered
and so are CS quantizablke clssical observablk. T he D irac distribbution supported by the
origin of the com plex plane is denoted asusualby (and abusively in the present context
by (ziz)) : 7
c'®%)3 Th;i &z @iz @S ©0;0: (35)
c

Let usnow CS quantize the D irac distrdution along the recipe provided by Egs. [3) and
@) :

Z Z
1 T X 1 d*z 7% _n _n a1 0
— (z;z) pizidz = S —e I "z (z;z) him™j
c 0 nho ¢
nmn 0
1. ) ) 1
=— %= 0iz=0j= — qo: (36)

W e thus nd that the ground state (@s a proctor) is the quantized version of the D irac
distrbution supported by the origin of the phase space. The obtention of all possble
diagonal profctors n, = himjor even all possble cblique profctors ph0 = him%is
based on the quantization ofpartial derivatives ofthe distrdoution. F irst let us com pute
the various derivatives of the D irac distrdbution:

2 @p o 5
ULy = — z;z) Rihzijd z
ab . @Zb Qza ( 7 ) ¥ J
X bla! 1
= ( lyﬁaﬁ'pn—W' n bn® a nno: 37)
nm® 0 : -

Once this quantity U, at hand, one can invert the formula in order to get the oblique
Profctor .4 = ¥+ sihrjas:
p— Xt

rrsp = rlc+ s)!( 1)° Upjor s i (38)
' Lo Plst Pl Pt P

and its upper sym bolare given by the distrbution supported by the origin:
Xr 1 @rts @p

L PlEtP)E P! @zFs ez

P
fry s;r (z;z) = ri(r+ s)l( l)s

(z;z) = (39)

N ote that thisdistribbution, as iswellknow n, can be approached, in the sense ofthe topology

on D OCRZ), by an ooth functions, like linear com binations of derivatives of G aussians. T he
diagonalprofctors ., are then obtained trivially by setting s= 0 in [38) to get

Xr 1

rr = — Upp : (40)
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A gain In the context ofquan’EJm m echanics in the NC plane, one notes that one can de ne
a prokction operators P = 12:0 rr to de ne an analogue of a disk [3]. On the other

hand, the rem oval of the \disk" from the classical H ibert space de nes an analogue of a
defect in the NC plane H@].

U sing the expressions of the profctors and the lineariy of the quantization m ap A, one
can om ally construct an inversion (dequantization) operatorA ! given by:

® R ®
A to)= hr+ sJ0 Fifpssyr (@jz)+ r$ r+ s + hri0 ¥ify, (z;z)  (41)

r=0s=1 r=0

T his Inversion m ap also enables us to construct a star product  on the classical phase
space verifying A 4g= A¢ A4 (See for instance P5] or a general review on deform ation
quantization,and 26,[27,28,[29] for m ore m aterial based on coherent states)

f g=Al(Ang):

Note that this star product involves the upper symbols, in contrast to the Voros star
product 26,27,128,29], which involves the lower sym bols.

M any of the ideas around this com bination of coherent states w ith distributions pertain
to the dom ain of Quantum Optics. They are already present in the original works by
Sudarshan [8], G lJauber B3], K lauder [30]], C ahill [31], M iller [32]] and others. In Q uantum
O pticsthebasic idea isthat replacing the non diagonal representation ofquantum operators
(usually, In this context, one focuses on the density operators ) given by
Z
A= FuadnmA pikile]
C2
R

by a diagonalone, also called the P -representation, A = d?zP (z;z) ihz7j can sin plify
considerably som e calculations. A lhough this can be considered as the CS quantization
ofP (z;z), the spirit is quite di erent since their approach is the inverse of ours: given A,
then the question isto nd P (z;z). The m aih results cbtained in this direction is that
one can form ally w rite a P -representation for each quantum operator A, which is given by
8]

. A i onml o,
P(z= re ;z)= A I et mC ) mn) g 42)
2 rm+m)!
m n=0
orby [B0]
P_ %24 2
P z= @@+ )= 25z =F ' Exjy)e z  where K (;y)=F hzia #il: @3)
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Here F is the Fourder transform from the (p;q)-space to the (x;y)-space, and F ! is its
Inverse. However the question of the validiy of such formulas is m athem atically non
trivial: the convergence in the sense of distrdbutions of [41l[42) is a di cul problem , and

for nstance has been partially studied by M iller .n [32]] M anifestly, the work done in this
direction was concentrated on the dequantization problem ( nding an associated classical
function to each quantum operator) and thiswasdone In a quite pragm atic spirit in order to
sin plify com putations. Let usnote that the existence of such a wellde ned dequantization
procedure is by no m eans a physical requirem ent since the quantum realm is by de nition
richer than the classical one. A m ore physical requirem ent is that the sam iIclassical lim it
iswell behaved, a property that we have placed at the center of our work.

7 A pplication of coherent state form ulation in a planar N C
Sy stem

A swas introduced in 3] the classicalH ibert space H  fora planarnoncom m utative system
satisfying Ri;R4]= 1 i3 is denti ed as the boson Fock space

n

L. e .. "
H: = Span. fjnlggzé ;i —p:'jh (44)
n!

constructed out of the bosonic creation and annihilation operators b p12: R, + iRy) and

P resgpectively satisfying b;b’]1= 1. On the other hand the quantum H ibert space Hy is
denti ed as the set of bounded operators on H ¢

Ho = f &9 :te ( ®;9)Y @9N<1lg (45)

H ere the Inner product between any pair of statesj ) and j ) 2 Hg isde ned asa trace In
the classical H ibert space H ¢
(J)=t=(¥) (46)

N ote that we are denoting the vectors belonging to H ¢ and H o by ji and ) respectively.
Thus the coherent state i introduced in [), which provides an overcom plete system
for the quantum H ibert space of states for a particle m oving In a line, now corresoonds
to the over-com plete basis or the classical H ibert space H ¢ [44) as well, as these two
H ibert spaces are really isom orphic to each other. C onsequently, the inner product can be
calculated by using either the countable basis hi or coherent state fam ily
X z d?z
(;)=(3)=t (¥ )= mj Y ni= —hzj ¥ Fi: @7)
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U sing this one can identify the nom alized m om entum eigenstate as
r__

B= e p'P= fe’ P 48)
which are nothing but the operatorvaluied planewave statesa direct generalization from
the com m utative case. T he fact that these planew aves are really them om entum eigenstates
can be checked easily by considering the ad pint action ofm om entum on thestate j ) 2 Hg

el
6,7 ®i9) = : Ry ®i9)] (49)
to get
plePrtc = I g ot o pebit 50)
The ad pint action ofthem om entum [49) along w ith Jeft action ofthe coordinate operator
R; on the elem ents of the quantum H ibert space H g
2 &) = 2 &) (51)

describes the com plete action of the phase space operators (x‘f;p'f) on H satisfying the
noncom m utative Heisenberg algebra R]. Now using the fact that bgi = zgi we can
Introduce F;z) = Fkihzjas an upgraded version of the overcom plete coherent states In H o
satisfying

b¥;z) = z¥;z):
@iz¥%) = o (P’ = jepif-e * 7T 52)
Follow ing [L0]], we can now construct the position’ representation ofa state § ) =  (R;9)
2Hg as
(ziz3 )= tc (ihz] RKR;¥)) = hzj K;9) %l 53)

which clearly corresponds to a lower symbol of the operator [R;y). In particular the
position representation of the m om entum eigenstates [48)) tums out to be
r___

(2izp)= e o 7 et p=p+ oy (54)

U sing this one can easily show that
Z

Pp %2 p) iz = e * T = (2%20%;2) (55)
In plying that ) really form s a total fam ily solving the dentity In H g

7
FpP) e i= 1o (56)

18



O n the other hand

dzd:
2 o iz 2izp%) = e ¥ 2 p9%6 2 pY (57)

show Ing that the naive resolution of identity, the counterpart of [2) n Hy, fails in this

case
dzdz

(zizk;z) 6 1g (58)

However, as we have m entioned in the preceding section, that lower symbols should be
com posaed through the Voros star product (26,[29)) as

!
2 @2

t(ziz) 29(@z;z) = £(z;z)e g(z;z) (59)
O nce done that, we can readily verify that
dzdz ., ) 5 0
o Fiz)?2@ZizP)= " p) (60)

so that the approprate resolution of identity in H o is given by

dzdz .
¥iz) ? (z;zi= 1lg (61)
Finally notethatany element j ) = (%;¥) 2 Hg can be expanded in tem s of the oblique
operators p ;, as,
X X
x;y) = nim j himnj m; mmn (62)
m n m ;n

In plying that the oblique profgctors £ ,, ;g provide a complte set of states in Hg . AL
tematively it ©llow s from [38) that states %;z) 2 H o also provide an overcom plte set if
the coe cient involve the derivatives of D irac’s distribution fiinction in \position space"
which should also com pose through Voros star product.

E xtension of this analysis lnvolving the form ulation of NC Q uantum M echanics in 3D is
rather non-trivial as the rotational Invariance isbroken In presence of such a constant (hon—
transform Ing) antisymm etric m atrix 5 satisfying Ri;®4] = 1 i3 as the dualvector © =
£ % 15k 5k9 Ispointed to a particular direction in space and w hich can only be restored
by a twisted in plem entation of the rotation group (SO (3)) In a Hopf algebraic setting
[35]. H owever one has to sacri ce the vectorial transform ation property of the coordinate
operators n D 3, which can now be identi ed as the prin itive linear operators in a de—
form ed H opfalgebra [36]. Further work in this direction is in progress and w illbe reported
later.
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8 Concluding rem arks

In this paper, we have established that the CS quantization m ap enables us to quantize
singular classical functions, and, m ore generally, distrbutions including tem pered distri-
butions. M ore precisely, we are able to construct a reasonable and well behaved quantum

angl and tin e operator for the free particle m oving on the line. In particular our tin e
operator is hem itian, veri es the canonical com m utation relation with the Ham iltonian
up to order ~, and has the right sem classical lin . Let us point out the relevance of our
work to the study ofa \phase space form ulation" of quantum m echanics, w hich enables to
m In ic at the level of fiinctions and distrbutions the algebraic m anjpulations on operators
w ithin the quantum context. In particular, by carrying out the CS quantization of C arte—
sian pow ers of planes, we could so have at our digposal an interesting \functional portrai"
n term s ofa \star" product on distribbutions for the quantum logic based on m anjpulations
of tensor products of quantum states.
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