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ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS, LAGUERRE FOCK SPACE
AND QUASI-CLASSICAL ASYMPTOTICS

MIROSLAV ENGLIS AND S. TWAREQUE ALI

ABSTRACT. Continuing our earlier investigation of the Hermite case [J. Math.
Phys. 55 (2014), 042102], we study an unorthodox variant of the Berezin-
Toeplitz quantization scheme associated with Laguerre polynomials. In partic-
ular, we describe a “Laguerre analogue” of the classical Fock (Segal-Bargmann)
space and the relevant semi-classical asymptotics of its Toeplitz operators;
the former actually turns out to coincide with the Hilbert space appearing in
the construction of the well-known Barut-Girardello coherent states. Further
extension to the case of Legendre polynomials is likewise discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the very well studied methods of quantizing Kahler manifolds is the
Berezin-Toeplitz quantization [9, [10]. In the simplest case of a phase space (2
admitting a global real-valued potential ¥ (so that the Kéhler form is given by
w = 00V¥), one considers the L? space

(1) L? = {f measurable on () : / |f]2e™ /P < 0o} (h > 0),
Q

its subspace Lﬁol’ ,, of functions holomorphic on € (the weighted Bergman space),
and the orthogonal projection Py, : Lj, — Lg, ;- For a bounded measurable function
f on Q, the Toeplitz operator T on Lﬁol,h with symbol f is then defined by

(2) Tyu = Pp(fu).

This is, in fact, an integral operator: more precisely, the space L, turns out to
be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space [6] possessing a reproducing kernel K}, (z,y),
and (2) can be rewritten as

(3) Tyu(z) = /Q w(y) F (@) K, 5) e YO/ wo(y)n.

When the manifold 2 is not simply connected, one has to assume that the coho-
mology class of w is integral, so that there exists a Hermitian line bundle £ with
the canonical connection whose curvature form coincides with w; and the spaces
Ly (and Lj) get replaced by the space of all holomorphic (or all measurable,

respectively) square-integrable sections of L& k = % =1,2,3,.... In any case,
under reasonable technical assumptions on €2 and w, the Toeplitz operators satisfy
(4) TyTy ~ Ty + hTcy(r.g) + W Tea(rg) +-- as h\0,

with some bidifferential operators C; such that Ci(f,g) — Ci(g, f) = ={f, 9},
implying in particular that the “correspondence principle”

ih
5 T:T, - T, T ~ —T
(5) flg gtf o {f.9}
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holds; here {-, -} denotes the Poisson bracket. Furthermore, the bidifferential oper-
ators C; can be expressed in terms of covariant derivatives, with contractions of the
curvature tensor and its covariant derivatives as coeflicients, thus encoding various
geometric properties of (2, w) in an intriguing way. The positive parameter h plays
the role of the Planck constant.

The purpose of the present paper, which is a sequel to [3], is to highlight an
operator calculus of a completely different flavour, which nonetheless bears certain
resemblance to (@) and (@), and arises in a quite unexpected setting — namely,
in connection with orthogonal polynomials. To be more specific, let H,(z) stand
for the standard Hermite polynomials, and, for 0 < € < 1, set

o0

(6) Ke(z,y) = Z (| Hy ||~ Ho () Hy (y), z,y €R.

n=0

Here ||H,,| denotes the norm in L2(R,e~*" dx), where the {H,} form an orthogo-
nal basis. Then K. is a positive-definite function, and, hence, determines uniquely
a Hilbert space H, of functions on R for which K, is the reproducing kernel [6];
this space has been studied in [19] and was also encountered in [4] when studying
“squeezed” coherent states and their representations in terms of Hermite polyno-
mials of a complex variable. (The definition of this kernel may perhaps seem a bit
artificial at first glance, but so must have seemed ({]) when it first came around in
Berezin’s papers!) For a (reasonable) function f on R, set

(7) Tyu(z) = / u() (W) Ko y) e dy.

This certainly resembles the expression ([B]) for Toeplitz operators, however, note
that this time there is no L? space around like () which would contain H. as a
closed subspace (in fact, the set {f(z)e™*"/2 : f € H.} is a dense, rather than
proper closed, subset of L%(R)), so there is no projection like P}, around and the
original definition (2) makes no sense. In particular, there is no reason a priori
even to expect () to be defined, not to say bounded, on some space (whereas with
@) it immediately follows that ||T|| is not greater than the norm of the operator of
“multiplication by f” on L?, hence ||T¢|| < ||flloo). It may therefore come as a bit
of a surprise that (7) actually yields, for f € L>°(R), a bounded operator on L?(R),
and, moreover, Ty enjoys a nice asymptotic behaviour as € /1, which we saw in
[3] to correspond, in a very natural sense, to the semiclassical limit h N\, 0 in the
original quantization setting.

Furthermore, it turns out that the space H. actually consists, up to a trivial
equivalence, precisely of restrictions to R of holomorphic functions forming a very
standard reproducing kernel space on the entire complex plane C. Namely, in addi-
tion to being an orthogonal basis in L?(R, e*|m|2d:1:), the Hermite polynomials also
satisfy an orthogonality relation over C [19] 24] :

(8)
. e V1—¢?
/ H,(2)H,,(z) e T TRV dy = TE nl2" e " S pm, z=x+yi,
C

€

It follows that the multiplication operator

\/% 152222
(I —en)i/amia JG)

M: f(z) —
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maps the space H, onto the space of holomorphic functions on C with reproducing

kernel

2¢ 2¢ _2¢
Ty &) = qraye

that is, onto the standard Fock (Segal-Bargmann) space
]:6 = L}2101((Ca d:ué)

F.(z,w) :=

of all entire functions on C square-integrable with respect to the Gaussian measure
dpe(z) :== em2elzl*/(1=0) g

where dz stands for the Lebesgue area measure on C. Now F. is precisely the
space Li j, as in () for @ = C equipped with the standard (i.e. Euclidean) Kéhler

structure. Using the above correspondence between F, and L?(R, e_|m|2d:§), one can
thus transfer the Toeplitz operators (B)) on F, into operators on L%(R, e’mzda:) and,
via another multiplication operator, on L?(R). The latter turn out to belong to the
standard Weyl calculus, and it was shown in [3] that in this way one can actually re-
cover, from this seemingly totally unrelated Ansatz involving Hermite polynomials,
the whole Berezin-Toeplitz quantization (on C) reviewed in the beginnning.

In the present paper, we show that all the above, in some sense, remains in force
also for the Laguerre polynomials L,, in the place of H,,. In particular, we establish
the existence of a certain analogue, associated to the Laguerre polynomials, of the
Fock spaces F, and study the semi-classical asymptotics of the Toeplitz operators
there. Surprisingly, this “Laguerre Fock space” turns out to coincide with the space
of entire functions discovered by Barut and Girardello [7] in the construction of
coherent states that nowadays bear their name. (Similar spaces were also obtained
in [I] while working with ensembles of non-Hermitian matrices and in [I7], 19} 23].)
The associated Toeplitz operators and their asymptotics just mentioned, however,
up to the authors’ knowledge seem not to have previously appeared in the literature:
it turns out that they again satisfy the correspondence principle (H), but with the
Poisson bracket coming from the flat metric on the punctured complex plane C\ {0}
(which is somewhat surprising). We also discuss the case of Legendre polynomials,
where things turn to work out somewhat differently.

The necessary standard material on Laguerre polynomials is reviewed in Sec-
tion 2, and the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces are introduced there
as well. The Laguerre Fock space is discussed in Section 3, and its Toeplitz op-
erators in Section 5. A result exhibiting the Laguerre polynomials as a certain
“squeezed” basis of the Laguerre Fock space is discussed in Section 4. The case of
Legendre polynomials is analyzed in Section 6, and some concluding remarks and
speculations are collected in the final Sections 7 and 8.

2. LAGUERRE POLYNOMIALS

The Laguerre polynomials L, (z), n =0,1,2,..., are defined by the formula

e d"
Lnlx) = v qom

n_ —x

x

They are orthonormal on the half-line R} = (0, 400) with respect to the weight e~7;
thus the functions

In(x) := e_I/QLn(x), n=20,1,2,...,
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form an orthonormal basis of L?(Ry). They can also be obtained from the gener-
ating function

(9) ZLn(x)z": 1_26%, zeC,z| <1
n=0
The series
- n T - n Le(x7 y)
(10)  Le(z,y) = ZOE L (x)Ln(y), Le(z,y) = ZOE In(7)ln(y) = e(z+y)/2
converge for all z,y > 0, and
1 e 2,/
(11) Le(y) = p—e R (25,
—€ —€

where
k

1) = ()

is the modified Bessel function; see e.g. [5 §6.2]. The differential equation for
Laguerre polynomials

xL(x) + (1 —x)L] (z) + nL,(x) =0

is equivalent to the equation

(12) Al, = nly, Au(z) = —zu” (x) —u/(z) + < u(x),

4

for the functions I, (z).
Drawing inspiration from (3)), we may define, for a function (“symbol”) f on R,

the corresponding “Toeplitz operator” T}E), 0<e<1,on L3(Ry) by

T u(w) = | " u) )Ll y) dy.

As in [3], these turn out to be actually bounded operators, and possess a kind of
“semi-classical” asymptotic expansion as € 1.

Theorem 1. For f € L>°(R.) the operator T}e) is bounded on L?(R.).
Proof. By (I0)

T]EE)u = Z €' (fu,lp)ly.

n

Thus, for any 0 < € < 1,

TS ul? = 3" | fu, 1) 12 < D 1(fu, 1) = Il Full® < £l

so [T51 < [ £l 0

Theorem 2. We have
e _ A
T;" = "My,
where A is as in (I2), € is understood in the sense of the spectral theorem, and

My stands for the operator of “multiplication by f”. Consequently, ase /1,
(lo

(13) T\ ~ i if)kAk(fu).
k=0 ’
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Proof. We have

Tou = /0 T uw)iw) > ()l dy

n

=D " uf,ln

Of course, using the familiar series
o .
(1—ey
loge = — —_—

one could easily pass in ([I3]) from powers of log e to powers of (1 — ¢).
The beginning of the asymptotic expansion (I3]) reads T;e)u = fut+(1—e)A(fu)+
O((1 —¢€)?), or

(14) T\ = My + (1 - ) AM; + O((1 - €)?).

Using the similar formulas for g and fg and subtracting, we arrive at
(15) TOT — T = (1 — ) MpAM, + O((1 - €)?),
and, upon a routine computation,

(16) TyTy—T, Ty = (1—¢)[(x—1)(g(x ") — f(zg") ) [+2x(fg'—gf) D] +O((1—€)?),

where we introduced the notation

dzr

for the differentiation operator on R. Comparing these formulas with (&) and (@)
— the role of the Planck constant being now played by the quantity 1 —e — we see
that, first of all, the role of the Poisson bracket is now played by the (second-
order) expression g(zf') — f(zg’)’; and, secondly, that in addition to the “Toeplitz”
operators T(E) the differentiation operator D appears too.

As with Hermlte polynomials, one also again has Hilbert spaces for which L.
and L. are the reproducing kernels:

Le:= {f = anLn : Ze_n|fn|2 < 00}7
Lo={f=> fuln: D e "|fal* < oo}

n

Here L, is a space of functions on Ry, dense in L?(R,). It turns out that just
as for the Hermite polynomials in [3], £. again extends to a space of holomorphic
functions on all of C.
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Theorem 3. Fach f € L. extends to an entire function on C, and L is the space
of (the restrictions to Ry of ) holomorphic functions on C with reproducing kernel

o0

Le(z,y) = Z €"Ly(x)L,(y) = 1 i 6e (21\/f76) z,y € C.
n=0

Proof. By (@) and Cauchy estimates, we have for each 0 <r <1 and z € C

xz 1 |z|r
17 "L, < < T
(7) @) < sp [gTe ] < el
Thus
|z|r/(1—7r)
e
> | fuln(@)] < Z | far™
|z|r/(1=r) 1/2
€ —2n
< I£le. (Ze"r )
elzlr/(1—=r)
<
1- \/ —€

whenever 7 € (1/€,1). Thus the series
= Z Jnln (17)

converges for any € C, and uniformly on compact subsets. The rest follows as in
the proof of Theorem 2 in [3]. O

3. THE LAGUERRE FOCK SPACE

It turns out that the Laguerre polynomials also satisfy an orthogonality relation
over the complex plane, similarly to (&) for the Hermite polynomials.
Recall that the modified Bessel function of the third kind Ky is defined by

(18) Ret > 0

t)z/1 ﬁda@

(see [8, 7.12(19)]). One has Ko(t) ~ log 1 as t \, 0, while

(19) Ko(t) ~ 1/% et ast— +oo.

Lemma 4. For any k=0,1,2,...,

(20) /OO 2tF Ko(2v/t) dt = k!2.

0
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Proof. Making the indicated changes of variables and using Fubini,

/OO 2F KoV dt = (t— &)

0
_ / t2k+12—2kK0(t) dt
0
—tx
1

P2htlg=2k _ € g4 t— L
/0 — (t— 1)

:/ o2k, —2k—2 L2k +2) (@ — s 1/2)
1

2 —1

1
ds
— [ 9-2kghtip(o) 4 2), [ —>
/0 N (2k+2) 1—5 2sy/s
T(5)k!

I(k+32)

=272k71P(2k 4 2) = k!

by the doubling formula for the Gamma function. O

Remark. Another way to arrive at (20) is the following: starting with the double

integral
o0 o0
k!2:/ / e Te Yakyk dx dy,
o Jo

we make the change of variable s = x +y, p = xy, so dsdp = |x — y|dxdy =

\/582 — 4p dx dy. This yields

dp

oz [t [
0 op /8% —dp
= 2/ P Ko(2y/p) dp
0
by the change of variable s — 2s,/p. Note that 2K,(2v/?) is the unique function
whose moments are given by (20), in view of Carleman’s criterion [2] p. 85], since
>, k!7Y/% = oo by Stirling’s formula.

Iterating the above argument, it is also clear how to construct functions on R
whose moments will be k!3, or k!*, and so forth. O

Our main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 5. Let 0 < € < 1 and denote for brevity

21 =
(21) S
Then for m,n=20,1,2,...,
— - 2
(22) /Ln(z)Lm(z) etz KO( Ve |z|) dz= e Omn.-
C 1—ce€ 2c

Proof. By virtue of the last lemma,
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Using the generating function (@), we thus have

Z t"sm/Ln(z)Lm(z)echrczKo(%pDdz
o

m,n=0
_ (1 t)l(l 8)/6%+ﬁ+cz+cEKo(ff|z|)dz
- - C
_ 1 [t i/ s KpAEE L
_ (1_t)(1—s)j;0(t_l+c) (S_1+c) /cﬁﬁ (2L12)) d2
. > t J S k(s'kﬂ' es} e
T a-tH-s) Z (t—1+c) (3_1+C) ]-J!k;/O t* Ko(TLVE) dt
7,k=0

L — 3 iros kg 1 — e\ 2k+2

A1) Z (t—1+c) (s—1+0) §5ﬂ'k( e )

(23)

B e

where the interchange of the integration and summation in the first equality is
legitimate for

1:/E\/E’ ’si1’+c<1:/§/z

— hence, for ¢, s in some neighbourhood of zero — thanks to (I7) and (I3). Now

(l_t)(1_5>[1_ (1_6)2(tj1+0)(351+c)} -

€

=l
S c
t—1

- (t_1)(s_1)_@(Htc_@(wsc_@
R e e (R R L e
—(1—¢)— 1;6515
-
by (). Thus (Z3) equals
0= ?Wé(%) _ > t
and (22) follows. O

Corollary 6. The multiplication operator
My : f(2) > €T £(2)
maps the space L. unitarily onto the space

£ = L3 ,,(C,dv.)
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of entire functions on C square-integrable with respect to the measure

2y/€
1—¢

2¢
(1—-e)r

where dz stands for the Lebesgue area measure.

(24) dve(z) == KO( |z|) dz,

The space £ = L} ,(C,dv,) thus plays an analogous role for the Laguerre poly-
nomials as the Fock space F, played for the Hermite polynomials; we will call £,
the Laguerre Fock space.

The last corollary and (1)) imply that the reproducing kernel of £ is equal to

1 (2\/a:_ye)

1—¢ 1—¢

which can be verified also directly using the monomial basis. (Namely, quite gener-
ally, if a multiplication operator My : f — ¢f is unitary from a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space H; into another reproducing kernel Hilbert space Hs, then the cor-
responding reproducing kernels are related by K (z,y) = ¢(z) K, (z,y)d(y); this is
immediate e.g. from the standard formula K (z,y) = > e;(v)e;(y) for reproducing
kernel in terms of an arbitrary orthonormal basis {e;}. As for the second claim,

Lemma [ shows that { EJ;] ———1% } 2o is an orthonormal basis in £, and the claim
€ 2

follows again by the formula just mentioned.)

So far we have worked with the ordinary Laguerre polynomials L, (z); it should
be noted, however, that everything we did in this section extends in a routine
manner also to the generalized Laguerre polynomials L*(z), a > —1, defined by

eTr— d"

n!  dz™

n+oa _—x

Lo(x) = e

They are orthogonal on the half-line Ry = (0, +00) with respect to the weight e =%z
Fn+a+1)

n' 677’7/’17

/ Lo(x)Lo (x) e a dx =
0

and can also be obtained from the generating function

a n 1 Tz
ZL _ﬁ)a“ 2=l (EE(C,|Z|<1

The ordinary Laguerre polynomials correspond to @ = 0. Similarly to our Lemma 4,
one checks that the modified Bessel functions of the third kind

F(%) t\ o —tx 2 oa—3% 1
Ka(t)—m(i) /1 & (ZZ? —1) 2d$, ];:{et>07 Oé>_§

satisfies

(25) /Ooo 2572 Ko (2Vt) dt = KT (k + o+ 1).
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With the ¢ from (2II), the computation

Z s m/Loc La cz+cz| |a ( e| |) >

m,n=0

(C

L ¢ T(_s B e o
= (1 _t)aJrl(l a+1 Z (t— 1 +C) (S— 1 +C) ~/(Cﬁy |Z| Ka(175|2|)dz
L (S ST R 2¢/c
= 22 S K (V) dt
(1_t)a+1(1_s)a+1jk_0(t_1”) (5_1”) j;k!/o P Ko (P5VT)
1 — [ t ir s ko Dlk+a+1) /1 — e\ 2kt2ta
T (A= t)etI(l = g)atl j;o(t—l +C) (5—1 ) 2 F ! ( Ve )

—€\2te Q T —€)? —a—1
1 ) ) a _thai(?—/j)aﬂ 1 - ; ) (tjl—i_c)(—l—i_c)}

(
_ (1 - )2+aI‘(a —21— 1)7r(1 B 6)7(171(1 B S?t)fafl
(

shows as before that
[ BRI TR el (G

generalizing (22]). The same multiplication operator as before

My ¢ f(=) — eT £(2)

l-enT(n+a+1)
2elt3 n!

—n
5mn€ Y

|)dz =

thus maps the space
EEO‘):{f:anLni M e ful? = ||f|| @ < oo}

unitarily onto the space
£(0¢) = Lhol(ca dye(a))
of entire functions on C square-integrable with respect to the measure
2e1t3 2./€
v (z) = —— O‘Ka(— )d
The reproducing kernel of £ equals (cf. [8, §10.12(20)])
1 _ 2+/xye
— a/2 ( )
l_e(xye) Lo 1—¢/’
where I, again denotes the modified Bessel function of the first kind. In particular,

each f € £ again actually extends to an entire function on C, and £ is the
space of (the restrictions to Ry of) holomorphic functions on C with reproducing

kernel e~ T é(”y)(xye)*a/zla(zl—f?).
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Remarkably, the space 22"’ is a very well-known object, which first appeared in
Section VI of the paper by Barut and Girardello [7] on coherent states associated
with SU(1,1); cf. the formulas (6.2) and (6.3) there. (Our « corresponds to —2P—1
in the notation of [7]; recall that the Bessel function satisfies K,, = K_,, for any v.
Also we note that our Lemma 4 and (28] are just a special case of the formula (3.26)
there, however we have included the simple direct verification here for convenience.)
It is noteworthy that Laguerre polynomials turn out to be related to this space of
Barut and Girardello in the same way as Hermite polynomials were shown in [4] to
be related to the standard Fock-Segal-Bargmann space. More recently, the space
£ has been studied in some detail in [19]. Another interesting point in this
connection is the existence of families of complex orthogonal polynomials in z,7Z,
with real coefficients, which span, for example, the space L?(C, dy.), of which F, =
L2 .,(C,du,) is a subspace. These polynomials are also known as complex Hermite
polynomials (see, e.g., [I4]), and are determined completely by the measure djs..
A general procedure for constructing such a family of polynomials, starting with a
measure, has been developed in [I5] [16]. It would be interesting to work out the

analogous complex orthogonal polynomials starting with the measure due(o‘).

4. THE LAGUERRE “SQUEEZE” OPERATOR

In [], it was shown that the Hermite polynomial basis in the Fock space actually
arises as a “squeezed” variant of the standard monomial basis, namely, the former
is obtained from the latter by a certain “squeezing” unitary operator. We show
that all this persists also in the context of Laguerre polynomials and the Laguerre
Fock space of Barut and Girardello described in the preceding section.

For simplicity, we treat only the case a = 0, leaving the extension to the gener-
alized Laguerre polynomials LS to the interested reader.

It is immediate from Lemma 4 that

(g oy = e

is an orthonormal basis of L2 ,(C, Ko(]2]) dz).

On the other hand from Theorem 5, by the simple change of variable z — 1=¢

27

it transpires that

{\/%en/zeﬁz/zljn(;\_/;z) }j:o = {Ecn(2)}nlo

is another orthonormal basis of the same space.

Theorem 7. Denote

QI(z) = 272 — 202 f2)

Then the operator

satisfies
Ueen:Ee,na Yn=0,1,2,...,

i.e. maps the basis {en}22 o into the basis {Een} .
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Note that, by a simple computation,

d d
gen = —(n+1ent1, 2£z£en = —ne,_1,

from which one easily checks that QQ = T'— T where T'f(z) = 5 f(2) is the operator
of multiplication by % on L{ (C, Ko(|z|) dz). Thus iQ is self-adjoint, and U, is
unitary. However, to see that U.e, = E. , requires more work.

Proof. Recall once again the generating function for Legendre polynomials

(I1-a) Z a"Ly(z) = ea17, la| <1,z € C.
n=0
Taking in particular a = z—;} (so |a| < 1 corresponds to Rew > 0), we have
a _ l1-w
1= 7 and
2 = w—1\n w,
w—l—lz(w—Fl) Ln(z) =27,
=0
or
2 = (w—1\"
(26) = (“’—) e */2L,(2) = e W¥/2.
w1 = \w A 1

On the other hand, taking a = z—:% (so |a] < 1 now corresponds to w in the

disc with diameter (e, ) in the right half-planc), we similarly get

2(1 —ew) ~=/w—114e\" _ Cew
27 22 (2) = eZ—ew) %,
27) (w+1)(1_e)§(w+11_e) ¢ (2) =e

Now from the differential equation for Legendre polynomials
2L (2)+ (1 = 2)L (2) = —nLn(2)

we obtain upon a simple computation using just the Leibniz rule
z d d
“ 9 %Y —z/2 — —z/2
(2 2dzzdz)e L,(z) = (2n+1)e **L,(2),
ie. Qe */%Ly(2)) = (2n + 1)e™*/2L,, (). Hence
14 e) gt
1—e¢€

Ue(e 2L, (2)) = ( e 2L, (2).

Substituting this into (26]) yields

2 T+esa/w—11+e\n
U. —wz/2 _ ( ) —z/2Ln
=¢ w+1\/1—e; wrll—c) © (2)

_ 2 /1+e(w—|—1)(1—e)62(i:1€uw)z
w+lV1l1—€ 2(1-ew)
V1—¢?

— 672(5:1:1”) z
1—cw

by @27). Expanding the exponential on the left-hand side shows that it equals
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On the other hand, using one more time the generating function for Legendre
polynomials, this time with a = ew, shows that

oo 0 ) )
VRS uEa () = S VTR, (1)
n=0 "0

2€

2

1 cw 1-c
— /1 — 2%/ eTwT1 2 ?
1—ew
V1—¢2

— 7672(5:1:”)Z.
1—cw

Consequently,

i wUezen(z) = i w"Ee ,(2).
n=0 n=0

Comparing coefficients at like powers of w and replacing € by /€, the theorem
follows. O

Note that the operator T and its adjoint T mentioned before the last proof coin-
cide (up to a different normalization) with the generators £ and £_, respectively,
of the action of the Lie algebra su(1,1) on £, defined in (6.19) in [7]. The reader
is referred to Section V in [4] for further discussion and physical interpretation of
the “squeezing” procedure in the Hermite case. By analogy we shall refer to U,
as the Laguerre squeeze operator, although at this point we do not have a physical
meaning for this squeezing. Furthermore, using the squeeze operator, we could
also derive a family of squeezed Barut-Girardello coherent states, or express the
Barut-Girardello states themselves in terms of the squeezed basis, just as was done
for the canonical coherent states in [4].

5. TOEPLITZ OPERATORS ON THE LAGUERRE FOCK SPACE

For a “symbol” f € L°°(C), the associated Toeplitz operator T}e) = T on the
Laguerre Fock space £, is again given by

(28) T\ =P(fu), ues.,

where P. : L?(C,dv.) — £ is the orthogonal projection. Our aim in this section is
to find the “semi-classical” asymptotics like (@) of these operators (with h = 1 —¢).
There are well-established methods to handle this for measures dv. with power-like
dependence on ¢, that is, of the form dv.(z) = F(2)“9G(z)dz with some fixed
positive weights F, G and some real-valued function c(e€) of ¢, ¢(¢) — +o0 ase N 1;
however, our dv, in (24]) are plainly not quite of this type, so we need to work from
scratch.

Recall that, quite generally, on a family of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces
L2 (2, dpe) of holomorphic functions with some measures dp., 0 < € < 1, on a do-
main © € C”, establishing an asymptotic expansion like ) for T;Ty is actually
tantamount to establishing the asymptotic behaviour of the Berezin transform

Kz, 0)
Bef(z) = | flw)—=———dpe(w),
Q K(z,2)
where K (z,w) is the reproducing kernel of L? (Q,dp.). Indeed, from the defi-
nition (28)) it is immediate that TyT, = Tt, whenever g is holomorphic or (upon
taking adjoints) f is anti-holomorphic. Thus the bidifferential operators C;(f, g)
in @) involve only holomorphic derivatives of f and anti-holomorphic derivatives
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of g. It is therefore enough to determine C;(f,g) for holomorphic f and anti-
holomorphic g. For such f, g, let us apply both sides of () to the reproducing
kernel K. ., = K.(-,w) at w € §, and evaluate at w. Since TyK,,, = g(w)K v
for anti-holomorphic g by the reproducong property of K, the left-hand side of ()
gives just f(w)g(w)K.(w,w); while the right-hand side, in view of (28], becomes

Zhﬂ/ Ci(f,9)(2)|Ke(z,w)|*dpe(z Zh B.| O] (W) K (w, w).
(Remember that h = 1 — ¢.) Consequently, we get, at least formally,
> WCi(f,9) = B (f9),
3=0

with the inverse being understood in the sense of formal power series in h = 1 — e.
In other words, if B, has an asymptotic expansion

oo

(29) Bex )Y (1-¢)Q,
j=0

with some differential operators @);, and

'R (1—ePR;,  Ry=) Rjapd*d’,
j=0

a,B
is the inverse of ([29)) (as a formal power series in 1 — ¢€), then
(30) Ci(f.9) =D Riap(0°1)(@"g).
a,p

(Here the summations extend over all multiindices «, 3.)
See [12] for more details of the above argument.

Example. For the ordinary Fock space Fj = Lﬁol(C,e_WP/h%), h > 0, the

reproducing kernel is given by Kp(z,w) = e*®/h o

Buf(z /f Y| ==/ gy — A/ f ()

is just the heat solution operator at time ¢t = %. Its formal inverse B,;l is thus

e P24 and

(GRS
Ci(f,9) = T(a MNP g),
recovering the well-known formula for the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization on C.

Returning to our Laguerre Fock space, we are thus confronted with finding the
asymptotics as € /1 of the associated Berezin transform

2\/€|z|\ 1 2v/e2w\ |2 dve(w)
(31) Bef(Z):IQ(1_€> /Cf(w)}lo( l—eﬂ 1—¢’
where we have used the formula for the reproducing kernel of £, from the end of
Section 3.
It turns out to be more convenient, instead of € € (0, 1), to use the parameter
2
=T
Thus € 1 corresponds to o — +00. We will write B, instead of B, from now on.
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Theorem 8. Let z € C, z # 0. For any f € L>(C) which is C* in a neighbour-
hood of z, we have

(32) B.f(z) =~ Zoijjf(z) as o — 400,
=0

for some differential operators Q; on C\ {0}, j =0,1,2,... (not depending on f
and z). Explicitly,

QOZIu Ql:|Z|A7

33 _
(33) Q1= 3A+ (20+720)A + A%

For z=0 and f € L*(C) smooth near the origin, we have

(34) B.f(0) ~ i a” P AT £(0) as o — +o00.

Note that the asymptotics are thus discontinuous at z = 0; this can be viewed
as an analogue of the familiar Stokes phenomenon in complex analysis.

Proof. For z =0, B becomes simply

- [ s = =5 [
-5 [ Kol du

For any 6 > 0 and « > 1, we have

}/leﬁ f(w)Ko(a|w|)dw} < |f|0027r/5OO Ko(ar)rdr

> —ar 205 —«
swm%/e 2 dr = || oo 228 0612
Fy 0]

for some finite cs, thanks to (I9)). This decays faster than any negative power of «
as o — +00.

On the other hand, for |z| < § with § small enough we may replace f by its
Taylor expansion at the origin, giving

1 Waﬁwm/ -
—_— wJE dVE(W).
1 _ej,kZ:O j'kﬁ' |w|<8

Again, modulo an exponentially small error, the last integral equals, as we have
seen in Section 3,

Baf(2) =

1-—

eJ

4 1—¢€)%
/w]Ek dve(w) = jki( .6) 412,
C

Hence

0 j 9k — €)%
Baf(o)%zaaf() (1 ) j|2

Gl T
4,k=0
0 (1 2/@Ak o
-FUetio S et

as a — +00, establishing (34)).
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For the rest of the proof, we thus assume z # 0. The change of variable
w=(1+1y)?z, Rey > —1,
then transforms (B1) into

Buf ()= 1o [ S0P I+ TalzDo((1 + p)alz)
IO(O‘|Z|) Rey>—1
2
x o= Kolall + y|z]) [22(1 + y)[* dy,
or, introducing
A= alz]
for convenience,
272
) Bof() = ey [ SO0 o0 Ko +uN) 1+

Using the integral representation

= — —dt
7T~/_1 V1—t2

for Iy and the formula (I8)) for Ky, this can be rewritten as

7T310(A) .
2)\2 Baf(z) -

/ /1 /1 /oo (( )2 )eft)\(lJr@)75)\(1+y)71)\|1+y|2 | |2
f((l+y)z 1+ y|*dxdsdtdy.
Rey>—-1J-1/-1/1 V(I =2)(1 —s2)(22 - 1)

Making one more change of variables

t=T2-1, s=8—-1, z=X?+1,

the right-hand side becomes

/Rey> 1/ / /\/2—1+y2—?s|é;(r2yfx2)

x A=W =(HNT* =(14+)S* ~ 1+ XA g% 416 4T dy

V2 V2
Ee)‘/ / / /F(y,T,S,X)
(36) Rey>—1J—-v2J-v2JR
X

e*(‘y‘2+T2+52+X2+T(y,T,S,X)))\ dX dS dT dy,

where

o S(L+y)22)1 +yl?
(37) BV e BT R PE O)
T(y,T,8, X) =T+ Sy + X*(y+ 7+ |y*).

Note that the factor at A in the exponent in the integrand in (BG]) has a global
maximum at the origin T = S = X = y = 0, and vanishes there precisely to
the second order. Asymptotics as A — 400 of such integrals is obtained by the
standard stationary phase (WJKB) method; in the present case, this can be made
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quite explicit as follows. Recall first of all that by the formula for the solution of
the heat equation,

5/2 2 g2 2
(3) / G(y, T, S, X)e~ W+ +5*+X)\ 1% 48 4T dy = €2/4N G(0)
CxR3

™

~
~

X1 492 92 R P
2 i )[ + 55 + 5] GO,

+ J—
oydy  OT? 952
Arguing as in the beginning of this proof, one sees that this holds also for integration
over any open subset containing the origin, instead of the whole CxR3; in particular,
we can apply it to the integral ([B6]), with

G:=Fe T
(note that this depends also on \). We thus obtain, at least formally,

////F@ (ly| +T2+S2+X2+T)>\dXdeTdy
™2 S N 492 92 92 9P i (-T)F
~(3) 2 oy {ayay+ﬁ+@+@} (F )}T:s:x:y:o'
7,k=0

Note that as 7 vanishes to third order at the origin, one gets nonzero summands
only for 0 < 3k < 2j. Rearranging the series we thus get

(38)
A\ 5/2 73],
(E) 2;2)((9) Baf(z)~

yom - 9% 92 9?2 \jitm (=T)F
Z Z L?y@y (W+W+ 8X2)} (m+ ) I T=s=x=y=0

Though our argument so far has been just formal, the formula obtained is valid
and can be proved fully rigorously, see [13] pp. 126-127].
Restoring F' and T from (B7)), we see that the right-hand side of (B8] has the

form
(39) D AT R (),
m=0
where R,,, are some differential operators on C\ {0} with C*° coefficients (in fact,
R, is of order 2m). Explicit calculations (using computer for m = 2) yield
Rof =27%2f  Raf =272(3f +|2|Af),
Rof =272 (351 + 312PAf + 121720 + Z0)Af + 3[2[*A%f).

Observe that in view of the reproducing property of the reproducing kernel, one has
B,1 = 1 for all a (where 1 denotes the function constant one). Consequently,

taking f =1 in (B8],

A\ 5273 I(A m
(41) () 2)\26’\ Z A (=)
Dividing (B8]) by (@Il), we finally obtain

2\/_Zm o AN (R f)(2) >
2V23 0 oA (Roy, 1 (2) =,

(40)

Baf(z) ~
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with some differential operators Q; on C\ {0}, proving (32). (Note that the division
of formal power series above makes sense, since 21/2R¢1 = 1.) Finally, lengthy but
routine calculation using ({Q) yields ([B3)). O

Remark. A somewhat simpler way (which would require some justification however
to make it completely rigorous) to get explicit expressions for the R,, and Q,,
above is as follows. Recall that as z — oo, the functions Iy and K, possess the
asymptotic expansions

e? > Cm
42 Io(2) ~ Cm
(42) WD)~ e D
T oz s (_1)mcm
(43) Ko(2) =y [5-¢ mz::o .
where
B _Temtd?
™ omlam  plomp
see [8, vol. II, §7.13.1, (5) and (7)]. Substituting these into (35) yields
mlo(A) o ca(=1'a ,\/ (1 +y)%2) “Alyl?
B.(z) = e . — e Nl gy
22 2 e L T P
L Vme i cjer(=1)'er 6n5n[ f((A+y)*2) }
NORE = nJ Tk 1+ ) (1 +9)F ] y—0

Comparing this with (89) yields immediately

o cice(=D)'er Jpmn f((A+y)*2)
Rmf( )—jJrkJr%;n_m 7’”'\/5 "o [(1+y)j+l(1+y)k+l:|y:0a

which is a much simpler expression than in (38]).
We pause to note that it is amusing to check that the asymptotics of Ip()\)
implicit from (1)) coincide with [@2). O

Returning to our Toeplitz operator asymptotics on the Laguerre Fock space,
we see from (33) and (B0) that

ih
TiTy — TyTy = 5 _Tis.g)

where
ih — € _ —
U0} = 27 1:1(009 ~ D 0g) + O2)

(recall that h = 1 — €). Thus what we have is a quantization of the Kéhler metric
dzdz

44 —.

In view of the singularity at z = 0, we are in effect quantizing not C but C\ {0},

where ([@4]) is just the pullback of the (appropriately rescaled) Euclidean metrice

on the universal cover C of C\ {0}. (This accounts for the discontinuity of the

asymptotics at z = 0: physically, the origin does not belong to our phase space

and the asymptotics there have no physical relevance.) A potential for this metric

is given by ¥(z) = 2|z|, so the traditional Berezin-Toeplitz quantization would be

using the spaces

Lia(C\ {0}, 672/ hdz) = L3\ (C e /M dz),  h >0,
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as described in the Introduction. (The equality of the last two spaces follows from
the well-known fact — easily checked using the Laurent expansion and polar co-
ordinates — that any holomorphic and square-integrable function in a punctured
neighbourhood of the origin has a removable singularity there.) The latter can be
carried out as in Example 2.16 in [I1], and we leave to the reader the (amusing)
comparison of the outcomes of the two approaches.

We conclude this section by mentioning that, analogously as in Section 6 in [3],
one can in principle derive the asymptotics of the Toeplitz operators on £, also by
using the standard Weyl calculus on L?(R). Namely, the integral operator

Vi f(z / f(x)Br(z,z)dx
where

ul3) = @) L e 0
:eﬁz 2L\/g(z,:17)

1 Ve, 2/zzel/4
= e 1-e 2(1 f) I(7>

1— /e 1—+/e
is a unitary isomorphism of L?(R.) onto L2 _,(C, dv.) (taking the orthonormal basis
{l,}, of L?*(R,) into the orthonormal basis {€"/2e*/(1=9) L, (2)},, of the latter).
Composing it with the obvious unitary isomorphism

Q: fl) — a2 f(logx)
of L?(R) onto L?(R), we thus obtain the operator

VLQf (= /f (2)B1 (2, )¢/ da

sending L?(R) unitarily onto £..

One can now, in principle, again consider the Toeplitz operators Ty, ¢ € L>°(C),
on L2 (C,dv.) and try to identify the transferred operator Q*V;T,V.Q with
some Weyl operator on L?(R). Proceeding as in Section 6 in [3], we find that
Q*ViTyV,Q = W, with a given by

a(“””;y,x—y) = [oen e R e due)

x_ _14E 14+ Ve
2¢ ez 20-vo°© +5- 2(17\/62)61/
— Ve

- Ze¥/21/4 VZer/2el/4
0(2\/_ )10(2 ) ( \/_| |)

1—6
/¢
1—4/e 1— /e
whence

= K
(I(S, 77) (1 — E)( 271' / ¢ 0
: \2el/2ps8 L 1/2¢s
/ e irne” f\i cosh 3 (2 ee e Z)Io(iz6 © eZ> drdz.
R 1—y/e 1— e
One can now again replace Iy and Ky by their integral representations (or, at least

on a heuristic level, by their asymptotic expansions (@2 and ([@3))) and proceed as
before to obtain an asymptotic expansion for a(s,n) as e /1. Invoking the standard

2\/_ |Z|) — 1= 6(z—i—z) s
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composition rules for the Weyl calculus would then lead to the asymptotics (@) of
the Toeplitz product T¢T,. We omit the details.

6. LEGENDRE POLYNOMIALS

Another family of orthogonal polynomials susceptible to a similar treatment
as with H,(x) and L,(x) are the Legendre polynomials P,(x), n = 0,1,2,...
defined by

)

P,(z) := (;éln d%(l — )"

These polynomials form an orthogonal basis on L?(—1,1):

/1 P, (z) Py (x)dx = O .

1 m + %
The corresponding series
~ ad 1
(45) P.(x,y) = Ze"(n—l— 5)Pn(x)Pn(y), 2,y € (~1,1),
n=0

can be summed to the rather complicated expression

P.(cos 2¢, cos 260) =

(m!n!

1—e¢ Z (m 4+ n)!(2)m+4n (4esin? ¢sin® )™ (4e cos? ¢ cos? O)™
2(1+¢)? i )? (1 4 ¢)2mt2n 7

see [B, (7.5.6)]. (Incidentally, the series like K., L. and P, are called the “Poisson
kernels” for the corresponding orthogonal polynomials in [5]. The series on the
right-hand side in the last formula is Appell’s hypergeometric function Fy in Horn’s
notation [8 §5.7.1].)

The differential equation is

(1 —2?)P!(x) — 2zP.(x) + n(n +1)P,(z) = 0,

implying that
AP, =nP,

for

1 1
(46) A= \/—D(1—x2)D+ =51
(D = d/dz, and the square root is understood in the spectral-theoretic sense).

As before, it follows that the corresponding “Toeplitz” operators

T}e)u(x) = /_1 u(y) f(y)Pe(z,y) dy, 0<e<l,
satisfy ([3]), with the operator A from (@). There are also the corresponding
Hilbert spaces P of functions on (—1,1) having P. for their reproducing kernel;
however, unlike the situation for Hermite and Laguerre polynomials, in this case
P. no longer extend to a reproducing kernel Hilbert space on a larger set.

Proposition 9. There exists no domain § in C containing the interval (—1,1) and
such that for each 0 < € < 1, P. would consist of restrictions to (—1,1) of functions
in some reproducing kernel Hilbert space of holomorphic functions on 2.
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Proof. Assume, to the contrary, that such a domain 2 and reproducing kernel
Hilbert spaces 73697 0 < € < 1, exist. For each e, the function 156 (z,y) then extends
to a function (still denoted 156) on all of Q x ©, holomorphic in x,¥, which is the
reproducing kernel of P**; furthermore, by the standard formula for the reproducing
kernel in terms of an orthonormal basis, the series [@h]) converges for any z,y € .
Thus, in particular, the series

o0

Y+ 3)e" | Pa(a))?

n=0

converges for any € € (0,1) and = € Q. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(S @) < (SE) (S Ereer?) < %MZM DIERIAGI

it thus follows that for any x € (2, the series ), 2" P, (z) converges for any |z| < 1.
However, using the familiar generating function for Legendre polynomials

Zz”Pn(x) =(1—2zz+ 2272, [z <1, -1 <z <1,

n=0

we quickly see that the series on the left-hand side converges precisely for

|z] <min(|z + Va? - 1], |z — Va2 —1)).
Since
|z + Va2 =1 |z — V2?2 -1 =1,
the series can thus converge for all |z| < 1 only if both z++v2? — L and z — V22 — 1
lie on the unit circle, that is, if and only if z € [-1,1]. O

Remark. For a given € € (0,1), the domain of convergence of the series (48] is
given by (cf. [8] §5.7])

(1=2)(1 =) +](1+ ) (1 +y)[/? <2412
Thus P. actually extends to a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of holomorphic
functions on the ellipse
Qei={zeC: |l —z|+1+z < (1+e)/Ve}
which however shrinks to the interval [-1,1] as e 1.

A more explicit description of the space P, for a given € was given in [I9]. One can

treat in the same way also the Jacobi polynomials P,E‘”i ), a, > —1 (of which P,
are the special case a = 8 = 0); we omit the details.

7. FINAL REMARKS: OTHER SEQUENCES

The choice of the powers €™ in (@), (I0) and (@5) may admittedly seem rather
haphazard. It is in fact possible to give a fairly complete picture of what happens,
from the point of view of existence of the reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces like H.,
L. and P., when it is replaced by other sequences of positive coefficients.

Theorem 10. Let ¢, be a sequence of positive numbers. Then the following are
equivalent:
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(a) The series P.(x,y) := Y, cnPn(x)P,(y) converges for all x,y € [—1,1] and
P.(z,y) is the reproducing kernel of the Hilbert space

Pe:={f= anpn : Zc;l|fn|2 = ”f”%c < oo}

of functions on [—1,1].
(b) >, n < 00.

Proof. (a) = (b) This is immediate upon taking x = y = 1, since P, (1) =1 Vn.
(b) = (a) Since

(47) |Po(z)] <1 VnVz € [-1,1]

(this follows e.g. from the first formula in [8, 10.10(42)]), clearly P.(z,y) converges

for all z,y € [-1,1], and thus P., := P.(-,y) belongs to P, for each y € [—1,1].

The rest of the argument is the same as in the proof of Proposition 1 in [3]: namely,
for any f € P., we have using again (@7

/ /
S Pl < (e 1al) (S ealPa)?) = Il Py < o0

showing that the series > fnPn(y) =: f(y) converges and f — f(y) = (f, Pey)p.
is a bounded linear functional on P.. Thus P, is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space
with reproducing kernel P,.(x,y), as asserted. O

Theorem 11. Let ¢, be a sequence of positive numbers. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) The series Le(z,y) := Y, cnLn(x)Lyp(y) converges for all z,y > 0 and
L.(z,y) is the reproducing kernel of the Hilbert space

Lo={f=faLln: > ey |fal> = | flZ, < oo}

of functions on [0,00).
(b) >, cn < o0.
Proof. (a) = (b) Immediate upon taking = y = 0, since L,(0) =1 Vn.
(b) = (a) Recall that the Legendre polynomials are related by the formula
—1)"
L,(x) = #‘IJ(—TL, 1, 2), x #£0,
n!

to the confluent hypergeometric function ¥ [8, 10.12(14)]. The latter possesses the
asymptotic behaviour [8, 6.13(8)]

48)  W(a,c,x) = k5 TaE 1T 2 cos(km — 2v/mE — T) - [1 4 O(|x|V/?)]

c _

as t := § —a — +oo. For z > 0, the cosine is bounded by 1 in modulus, thus by
Stirling’s formula

|Ln ()| < Cyn™ 14
for all n large enough, and the convergence of L.(x,y) follows. The rest of the proof
is the same as for the preceding theorem. ([

Remark. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem [3 one can show that L.(x,y) in
fact converges for all z,y € C, and L. extends to a space of holomorphic functions
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on all of C, as soon as Y., ¢, 2" < oo for some r € (0,1). The latter condition
can in fact be relaxed to

(49) chea\/ﬁ < 00 Ya >0

(or, equivalently, e/ Vi, 0) by using @S).

Hp (x) Hn (y)
nl2m\/m
converges for z = y = 0 if and only if Y ° | ¢2,,/y/n < 00; unfortunately, handling
the ¢, with odd n seems more difficult. We can however offer the following result.

For the spaces of Hermite polynomials, it is easy to see that ) ¢y

Theorem 12. Let ¢, be a sequence of positive numbers. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) The two series He(z,y) :== >, cnHy(2)Hy (y)(nl27/7) 71 and HY (z,y) ==
>, Cnsr1 Hp(2)Hy, (y) (n!127/7) =1 converge for all z,y € R and H(z,y) is
the reproducing kernel of the Hilbert space

He=1{f = fulnl2"Va)"V/2H, : Z cn [ Fal® =2 [I£113, < o0}
of functions on R.
(b) XZin e < oo

Proof. (a) = (b) As already mentioned, taking x = y = 0, Ha2,41(0) = 0 and
H,(0) = M imply that

oo > chn '222n Zczn— ~ ch n_1/2

the same argument for H# gives " ca,11n™ /2 < 0o, and (b) follows.

(b) = (a) According to a result of Schwid [22, Theorem VIII(a)] and Stirling’s
formula,
Vnl2ngl/2

as n — +o0o. For z real, the cosine is bounded, so

= 21/47r_1/2ez2/2n_1/4[1 +0(n™ )] [cos (%n —2zV2n + 1) + O(n_l/z)}

’ < Cyn~ V4 for n large enough,

’\/n'2"7r1/2

and the convergence of H,.(z,y) for any z,y € R follows. The assertion for H (x,y)
is obtained upon replacing {c,} by {¢nt1}- O

Remark. Tt follows from the proof of Theorem 2 in [3] that, again, H.(z,y) in fact
converges for all z,y € C, and H,. extends to a space of holomorphic functions on
all of C, as soon as the sequence {c,} satisfies (49).

For Legendre polynomials, the condition for P.(x,y) to converge for all z,y € C,
and for P, to extend to a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of holomorphic functions

on all of C, can similarly be shown to be c,l/ 0.
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8. CONCLUSION

Generally, if we we start with a family of real polynomials p,(z), z € R, n =
0,1,2,...,00, which are orthonormal with respect to a measure du over R, the
sum Y7 o pn(2)pn(y) is usually divergent. However, there exist families of poly-
nomials, such as the ones considered in this paper, for which the sum K (z,y) =
> o€ (2)pn(y), 0 < e <1, coverges for all ,y. In that case K(z,y) defines
a reproducing kernel and the polynomials €2 p,, () constitute an orthonormal basis
for the corresponding Hilbert space $.. However, although $. C L?(R,du), it is
in general not a Hilbert subspace. On the other hand, if we write the same poly-
nomials in a complex variable, €2p,(z), z € C, it often turns out that the sum
K(z,2") = Y0 0 €"pn(2)pn(2'), z,2" € C, is convergent in some domain of the
complex plane, in which it defines a reproducing kernel. Moreover, the correspond-
ing reproducing kernel Hilbert space turns out to be a (holomorphic) subspace of
an L2-space over this domain. This is the general situation which is known to hap-
pen, for example, for the Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi polynomials. Additionally,
a large number of other interesting questions emerge, related to such families of
polynomials and reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. In this paper and in [3], we
have looked at the questions of Berezin-Toeplitz quantization using the real kernel
K (z,y) and its semi-classical approximation, and to certain physical questions re-
lated to “squeezing” of coherent states. In a future publication we plan to look at
the problems of the associated non-linear coherent states and complex orthogonal
polynomials related to such systems.
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