2-D COVARIANT AFFINE INTEGRAL QUANTIZATION(S)

JEAN PIERRE GAZEAU, TOMOI KOIDE, AND ROMAIN MURENZI

ABsTrRACT. Covariant affine integral quantization is studied and applied to the
motion of a particle in a punctured plane RZ := R?\{0}, for which the phase space
is RZ x R%. We examine the consequences of different quantizer operators built
from weight functions on RZ x R?. To illustrate the procedure, we examine two
examples of weights. The first one corresponds to 2-D coherent state families,
while the second one corresponds to the affine inversion in the punctured plane.
The later yields the usual canonical quantization and a quasi-probability distribu-
tion (2-D affine Wigner function) which is real, marginal in both position q and
momentum p.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is known that canonical quantization can meet problems when the phase space
associated with the considered classical system has a non trivial geometry/topology,
e.g., periodic geometries [1], non-commutative geometries [2]|, or when some impass-
able boundaries are imposed. In this work we consider an elementary example of
this type, namely the phase space for the motion of a point particle in the punctured
plane R? := {r e R? , r # 0} = R?\{0}. With this example, we generalise the content
of a previous article by two of the present authors [3]. The later was devoted to the
covariant affine integral quantization of the phase space for the motion of a point
particle on the open half-line R} := {z € R, z > 0}. We also extend the content of
the more recent || devoted to the non-inertial effect on the motion in the rotating
plane, for which we applied a particular case of the general procedure exposed here,
namely the 2-D affine coherent state quantization.

The fact that the phase space in the 1-D case is the open half-plane, and that the
later has the group structure of affine transformations of the line, make natural the
choice of quantization respecting this affine symmetry instead of the Weyl-Heisenberg
symmetry. The latter is based on the translational symmetry of the plane. For a
particle moving in the punctured plane, the geometry of the phase space is R2 x
R? and this manifold can also be equipped with a group structure which makes it
isomorphic to the similitude group SIM(2) in two dimensions, hence our interest
in exploring the corresponding covariant integral quantization. As is shown in the
present article, and similarly to the 1D-case, an important issue of our quantization
procedure is the regularisation of the singularity at the origin with the appearance
of an extra repulsive, centrifugal-like, potential ~ 1/r2, r := |r|, in the quantum
version of the kinetic term p?, p := ||p||, p being the momentum of the particle. This
term complements the kinetic operator —A which would be obtained through the
standard (canonical) quantization, namely q — Q, p — P, with [Q;, Pj] = 0;;iAl,
and f (q,p) — Symf (Q,P). Since with our method the strength of such a repulsive
potential can be adjusted at will, essential self-adjointness of the regularized quantum
kinetic term can be guaranteed as well, allowing to ignore boundary conditions and
to deal with a “unique physics" [5]. On the contrary, a simple application of the
canonical quantization cannot cure any kind of singularity present in the classical
model, and this drawback is often reflected in the non-essential self-adjointness of
some basic observables for the corresponding quantum model.

Let us present a more explicit discussion about this important point. Classical
physical examples of the punctured plane as a configuration space may be found
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with the motion in a rotating plane (see the recent [1| and references therein) or, of
course, in magnetism, where one of the most celebrated illustrations is the Aharonov-
Bohm model [6]. The physics of a magnetic flux in an infinitely thin solenoid (called
Aharonov-Bohm flux or Aharonov-Bohm vortex) has been investigated both from
theoretical and experimental points of view [6, 7, 8, 9]. To be more precise, let us
consider the motion of a charged particle, mass m, charge q, confined to a plane and
submitted to the action of the singular magnetic field B(r) = ®d(r)k = V x A(r)
where A is the vector potential and k is the unit vector perpendicular to the plane,
® is the magnetic flux through the infinitely thin solenoid, i.e. ® = [ B(r)-dS =
§ A(r) - dr. Components of A(r) can be chosen as

d y Pz

o r2’ TV 2r 27
where (i,j,l%) form a direct orthonormal frame. The Lagrangian [10] for the motion
of the particle in such a field is given by

(1.1) Ay = r=a1+yJ,

(1.2) L= %mf2+qf-A/c.

The momentum conjugate to r is

oL .
(1.3) p—g—mrJrqA/c,

which is not a gauge invariant quantity, as it is well known. On the other hand, the
mechanical momentum of the particle

(1.4) mr=p—qAjc,
is gauge invariant and therefore has greater physical significance. The Hamiltonian
is given by
. 1
(1.5) H:H(f,P)ZP‘f—ﬁz%(P—quF-
With the expression (1.1) at hand, we write this Hamiltonian as the classical observ-
able
(1.6)

1 1 qa ap, [ a \*1
H(@p) = oA/ = g =L IR ()L jal = Ipl.

where we have replaced r with q, a notation more common for phase space variables.
Due to the presence of the infinitely thin solenoid, the origin of the plane has to be
considered as a singularity, and the classical phase space is R2 x R? and not just R*.
That geometry is precisely that one for the similitude group in two dimensions.

The organisation of the paper is as follows.

In Section 2 we give a concise presentation of the method of covariant integral
quantisation in view of application to the main content of the paper where is in-
volved the 2-D affine group. In Section 3 we describe the main features of this group,
also named the similitude group of the plane and denoted by SIM(2), and its unitary
irreducible representation U which is used in this paper for implementing the corre-
sponding integral quantisation. In Section 4 we build bounded self-adjoint operators
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from weight functions defined on the phase space, i.e. on SIM(2), through a kind of
“2D-affine transform”, and establish a set of interesting properties, like integral ker-
nels, inverse 2D-affine transform, connection with affine coherent states, symmetry
inversion on the plane, etc. In Section 5 are given two basic examples of weight func-
tions and corresponding operators. In Section 6 we implement the covariant affine
integral quantisation from weights by setting general formulas for arbitrary functions
(or distributions) on the 2-D affine group SIM(2) and by making explicit the basic
operators corresponding to position, momentum, dilation in the punctured plane,
angular momentum, etc. Section 7 is devoted to what we name quantum phase space
portrait of the operator corresponding to a function on SIM(2), which means a new
function on SIM(2) averaging the latter one through a trace operation. This gives
the key for interpreting within a probabilistic approach the covariant integral quanti-
sation in terms of a sort of an initial coarse-graining, encoded by the weight function,
on SIM(2). In Section 8 we consider the specific integral quantization based on the
Inverse Affine Operator and its interesting quantum phase space portraits. In the
conclusion, Section 9, we mention some applications to quantum mechanics of the
results presented here and also interesting perspectives concerning the generalisation
of our approach to the N-D affine group.

In Appendix A we derive a useful formula for the Dirac distribution in the plane.
In Appendix B our quantisation method is implemented in the particular case where
we use the so-called 2-D affine coherent states (ACS), completing in this way the
technical content of [4].

2. COVARIANT INTEGRAL QUANTIZATIONS

In this section, we give a short reminder of what we understand by “covariant
integral quantization". More details can be found in previous papers, like in the
recent [11]. To some extent, this procedure is related to the so-called Berezin-Toeplitz
quantization (see for instance the reviews [12, 13]).

Lie group representations [14]| offer a wide range of possibilities for implementing
integral quantization(s). Let G be a Lie group with left Haar measure du(g), and let
g — U (g) be a unitary irreducible representation (UIR) of G in a Hilbert space H.
Let us consider a bounded operator M on H and suppose that the operator defined
by the operator-valued integral

(2.) Rim | M@)dnlo). M(6) = U @MU (o)

is bounded in H. From the left invariance of du(g) we have

(22 U @) RV (0) = | Moug) (o) = R.

so R commutes with all operators U(g), g € G. Thus, from Schur’s Lemma, R = ¢y,

where ¢y is a constant which is supposed to be non zero. We also suppose that
there exists a unit trace non-negative operator (~ density operator) pg such that this
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constant is given by the convergent integral

(23) n = | T (poM (9)) dis o)
Hence, the family of operators M (g) provides the resolution of the identity on H,
dp (g
(24 [Moa@ =1 we=22,
G M

and the subsequent quantization of complex-valued functions (or distributions, if

well-defined) on G
(2.5) fro s = [ M) 0) (o).
G

This operator-valued integral is understood in the weak sense, i.e., as the sesquilinear
form,

(2.6) By(61, ) = fX (61 IM(9)|62) F(g) di(g)

The form By is assumed to be defined on a dense subspace of H. If M is self-adjoint
and if f is real and at least semi-bounded, the Friedrichs extension [15, Thm. X.23|
of By univocally defines a self-adjoint operator. However, if f is not semi-bounded,
there is no natural choice of a self-adjoint operator associated with By. In this case,
we can consider directly the symmetric operator Ay through its action and related
domain in the representation Hilbert space, enabling us to obtain a meaningful self-
adjoint extension (unique for particular operators).
The linear map (2.5), function — operator in H, is covariant in the sense that

(2.7) U(9)AsU(9)" = Ay, (g)f -

In the case when f € L?(G,du(g)), the action (84.(g)f)(¢’) := f(g~'g’) defines the
(left) regular representation of G. Thus, the original symmetry, as is exemplified by
the group structure and the arbitrariness in choosing any point in the group mani-
fold as representing the group identity, is preserved through the above quantisation
procedure.

The other face of integral quantization concerns a consistent analysis of the op-
erator Ay, its semi-classical portrait. It is implemented through the study of the
so-called lower (Lieb) or covariant (Berezin) symbols. Suppose that M is a density
operator M = p on ‘H. Then the operators p(g) are also density, and this allows to

~

build a new function f(g), called lower or covariant symbol, as
(28 flo)= Ay = | To(ol) ol ) £ )a01a).

The map f — f/is a generalization of the Berezin or heat kernel transform on G (see
[16] and references therein). Choosing for M a density operator p has multiple ad-
vantages, peculiarly in regard to probabilistic aspects both on classical and quantum
levels [17]. Finally, under reasonable conditions on p, we expect that the limit f - f
holds in a certain sense as some parameters like & and others tend to some “classical”
value.
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3. THE SIMILITUDE GROUP SIM(2) (OR 2-D AFFINE GROUP) AND ITS
REPRESENTATION U

3.1. Phase space and 2-D affine group. As seen in Section 1, the space I' =
R2 x R? = {(q,p)|q € R2, p € R?} can be viewed as the phase space of the (time)
evolution of a physical quantity such the position of a particle moving in the punc-
tured plane. It can be identified with the similitude group acting on the plane, also
called the 2D affine group, denoted SIM(2). From now on, all considered quantities
have no physical dimension.

In the sequel, Cartesian coordinates of a vector x in R2 or R? will be denoted as
X = x1€1 + Ioes.

The group SIM(2) is formed of translations by b € R?, dilations by a > 0, and
rotations by € € [0,27) mod (27). The action of an element (a,é,b) of SIM(2) on
R? is given by:

(3.1) (a,0,b)x =aR(0)x+ b,

cos —sinf
where R(6) = (sin@ cos 6

the column vector x. The composition law reads as,
(3.2) (a,0,b)(d',0',b') = (ad’,0 + 0',aR(6)b’ + b),

and the inverse is given by

(3.3) (a,0,b)" G J) .

Our phase space notations (q,p) = (a,6,b) for the motion of a particle in the
punctured plane R2 = {x € R?|x # 0} are introduced as

1
(3.4) q:57q:(q,9),b5p,

where (g, 0) are polar coordinates for q

> is the rotation matrix in two dimensions acting on

Vectors as complex numbers. In the sequel, we consider vectors q and p as biuni-
vocally associated with the complex numbers z(q) = ge' = q and z(p) = p (same
notation) respectively, and 1 = 1. Thus, the multiplication of 2 vectors reads as

(3.5) aq =(q,0)(¢,0") = (¢',0 +0'),
(in polar coordinates, and understood mod 27 for the angular part), and for the
inverse,

(3.6) ql= G,-@) .

The multiplication law for the SIM(2) group reads:

(3.7) (a,p)(d,p) = (qq/, g + p>
where q* = (¢, —0) = Z(q) and the inverse,
(3.8) (a,p)"' = (a7 ', —a*p) .
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Hence, SIM(2) is the semidirect product of the two abelian groups R} x SO(2) and
R2:

(3.9) SIM(2) = (R} x SO(2)) x R* ~ C4 x C.

The left action of SIM(2) on itself is derived from (3.8) as

(3.10)  SIM(2) 5 (qo,Po) : (4, P) — (d',p) = (do,Po)(q, P) = <qoq,% +p> .
0

The group SIM(2) is not unimodular. The left invariant Haar measure with respect
to (3.10) is given by:

(3.11) d%qd’p.
b : 2.0 _ 232 2y d%p 2 2
This is easily proved from d°q’ = ¢jd*q and d“p’ = E’ and both d°q and d“p are
2
rotationally invariant. We also notice that _2q is invariant under complex multipli-
q

cation and inversion.

3.2. 2-D affine UIR. The 2-D affine group SIM(2) has one unitary irreducible rep-
resentation U. It is square integrable and this is the rationale behind continuous 2-D
wavelet analysis [18, 19, 20] in two dimensions. This representation is realized in the
Hilbert space H = L*(R%,d?x) as

elPx X
(3.12) (Ulg, p)Y)(x) = —¢ (= | .
q q
Despite that H = L?(R2%,d?x) and L?(R? d%x) are indistinguishable, we will
preferably use in the sequel the notation SRi dx in place of SRZ dx when the inte-

gration variable lies in the punctured plane.
The most immediate (and well-known) orthonormal basis of H is that one which
is built from Laguerre polynomials and trigonometric functions,

n!

(313) eg%(x) = m 67% f]}'anl L1(,La) (f]}')eim@ s
(3.14) f e (x) € (X)X = SOy mEN, meZ, x=|x],
R

where @ > —1 is a free parameter, and (n + «)! = I'(n + o + 1). Actually, since we
wish to deal with functions which, with a certain number of their derivatives, vanish
at the origin, the parameter « should be imposed to be larger than some «ag > 0.
The matrix elements Ué(:rz,n’m’ (q,p) := <e£LO;r)L|U(q, p)|e£§‘2ﬂ

with respect to this basis have the elaborate expression given, for m’ > m, in terms

,» of the representation U
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of the integral involving Laguerre Polynomials and Bessel functions

sm—m/ —im'0 —i(m—m')y 1 /1
(3.15) 7@ i e e \/ nln/l

nmnme (4 P) = @2 n+ ) +a)l
0 1,1

X J dz e_<§+ﬂ>x 2 L (x) Lﬁﬁ‘) (2) It —m(—pT)
0

where p = (p,1). Note the relations Jy_pm(—pz) = (=1)™ """ J_mn(pz) and
Tt —m(=pz) = (=1)™ =" ] (—pzx) if m' —m < 0.
One easily verifies the unitarity

(3.16) Ul (@ —q'p) = (U(O‘)T) (@.p) = U, (D) -

nm,n’m’

These matrix elements obey orthogonality relations for the SIM(2) group. Since
this group is not unimodular, there exists a positive self-adjoint and invertible oper-
ator Cpy, named Duflo-Moore operator, such that [20] the relation

(3.17) L Lqd®p(U(q, p)vr|é1) T, D)Tald2) = (Comvr [Convn)doldr)

holds for any 1, ¥, ¢1, and ¢o in H.

It is defined as the multiplication operator

27 27
(3.18) Comp(x) := —1(x) = =1h(x),

x Q
where Q(x) := x1(x), with Q¥ (x) = z(x), is the basic position operator with
the |x) = dx’s as eigendistributions. Thus, the admissibility condition for ¢ € H
amounts to

d?x
(319) fConl? = (20? | ol < ce.
*
ie.,
(3.20) Ve L*(R2,d%*x) n L2 <R2 dz—x>
: #9 #1702 >

which implies that lim+w(x) = 0. For the sequel, due to the non-unimodular nature
x—0

of SIM(2), that operator Cpy is expected to play an important role. A first important
and direct consequence of Eq (3.17) is the resolution of the identity in H:

1
(3:21) e | dadpUla p)o)wl (@ p) 1.
|Com®[? Jr
satisfied by the family of 2-D affine coherent states (ACS)
(3:22) U(q,p)[¥) = [¥qp) -

built from the admissible vector i through the unitary affine transport U.
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Note that the equation (3.17) implies for the matrix elements the integral formula,

(3.23)
f Cad®p U)o (@PVUL o (@P) = 477 Sy Sma ey | (1/Q7)e)

which is valid for all a > 0.
Finally for a trace class operator A, we can use indifferently the 2D affine coherent
state decomposition of the identity (3.21) or the basis(3.13) for the computation

TCon o Lqu/ 2pU(d,p )| AU, ') [¥)
+0  +©
(3.25) SDIDIRCHIPECH

n=0m=—00

(3.24) Tr (A) =

4. BOUNDED SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS FROM WEIGHT FUNCTIONS

A general method to get density or more general (symmetric) bounded operators
consists in proceeding with the following “SIM(2) transform”. Let us choose like in

[21] (see also [22, 27, 28] for the Weyl-Heisenberg group, and [29] for the unit disk)
a (weight) function w(q, p) on the phase space I' such that the integral
(4.1) LCDiAU(q, P)Coy @(a, p) dgdp := M7,

exists in the weak sense. In this article, we use the qualifier “weight” in a loose sense
because w might assume negative values. The non-unimodularity of SIM(2) justifies
the double presence of the inverse of the Duflo-Moore operator, at the difference of
the situation one meets with the Weyl-Heisenberg group in [22|. Note that in the
case of the Heisenberg group, the operator M% is referred as the Fourier transform
of w on the group, and this transform is invertible under some conditions [23, 24].
For other groups like semi-direct products see for instance [25, 26]. In our case, the
group manifold and the phase space coincide. Moreover, we will need throughout the
sequel extra assumptions like positiveness, finiteness, differentiability up to a certain
order, of the functions defined by the integrals

(4.2) Qy(u) i f 2 ;B—gap (W, +q), Q)= (),

where @), is the partial 2-D Fourier transform of w with respect to the variable p.
This transform is defined as

(43) Eylax) = 5 [ dpePw(ap),
Hence, to start with a minimal set of reasonable properties of w, we impose the
following.

Assumption 4.1. (i) The function w(q,p) is C* onT.
ii) It defines a tempered distribution with respect to the variable p for all q # 0.
(iii) The operator M%is defined by (4.1) as a self-adjoint bounded operator on H.

We now establish the nature of M® as an integral operator in H.
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Proposition 4.1. With the assumptions 4.1, the action of M¥ on ¢ in H is given
in the form of the linear integral operator

(4.4) (M=6)(x) = [ M= (x,x) 6(x) a2,
R%
where the kernel M is given by
= 1 22 . /x
(4.5) M= (x,x') = G @y (;, —x) .

Proof. Tt is sufficient to restrict the demonstration to the dense linear space C§°(R2)
of smooth functions with compact support in the punctured plane. Let ¢, ¢2 in
CP(R2). We have from the action on the right of U(q,p) and of the Duflo-Moore
operators

(D1 |MZ|p2)
- f ’q f d%p w(aq, p)é1|CplyU(a, )Cilylé)
R2 R2

=j d2q f d’p w(q,p>j 2% 1) (CoL4U (q, p)Cikyd) (%)
R2 R2 R2

_ 2 2 2 T x X
- [ raf e etan [ am e ()

2
SE M= IR HETE

9. 2
27T*q

— | 1 d? ~
Jo; =0 { o [ o (3) v ‘X)}
2

= |, 0 {fR d*x M (x, X’)¢2(x’)} M) = =8y (3, x)

X
*

2
*

after changing the variable x/q — %/, all permutations of integrals being legitimate
due to our assumptions on ¢1, ¢2, and w(q, p). =

m]

The self-adjointness assumption on M¥ entails the following symmetry of its inte-
gral kernel:

(4.6) M= (x, X,) = M=(x/,x),
and this allows us to establish a symmetry property on its corresponding function .

Proposition 4.2. The function w(q,p) which defines the bounded self-adjoint M®
obeys the following symmetry:
-1

(4.7) w(q,p) = q—lgw (a !, —q*p).
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Proof. Although (4.7) is a straightforward consequence of the integral representation
(4.1) of M@ = M@ and the inverse formula (3.8), let us derive it from the symmetry
property (4.6) of the integral kernel given by (4.5). Thus, we find that the function

w must satisfy
14

~ (X " . (% ,
wp ;,—X :pr ;,—X s

and so, by a simple change of variables in the integral,

. Dy 1
d2p ePX 5 (q’ p) _ jR2 d2p elp.x? w(q—17 _q* p)-

R2
Hence, the equality (4.7) results from inverse Fourier transform. =

Let us now establish a necessary condition on w to have a unit trace operator M«.

Proposition 4.3. (i) We have the trace formula:
(4.8) Tr (ConU(a, p)Chy) = 0(a — 1)d(p) ,

where §(x) := d(x1) 6(x2).
(ii) Suppose that the operator M is unit trace class, Tr(M®) = 1. Then its
corresponding function w(q, p) obeys

(4.9) w=(1,0) = 1.

Proof. From the definition (4.1) of the operator M¥ the first step of the proof consists
in determining the trace of the operator Cp1,U(q, p)Cpy;. For that we use the (3.24)
with an admissible vector ¢. We have

_ _ 1 _ _
Tr (ComU (9, P)Cppg) L d*q’ d?p'@|UN(d, ') CpaU(a, P)Con U(d', ) |9

~[Com]?
d%x 22 eP*q) <i/> P (é) X
q qq

B 1 f d2q/f
(2m)2¢*|Com? | Jrz ¢ Jr
xf dzplefipl'x<%1>.
RZ

2
*

-1 2m)2 ¢
Integrating on p’ gives (27)%0 <x d ) = ( W)z 4 d(q — 1), which allows to fix
q x
q = 1. Then the change of variable ¢ — y = i/ allows to separate the two
C 2
remaining integrals. That one on |(y)|?/y? yields %. Finally,
i

Tr (ConU(a, P)Crap) = 0(a — 1)d(p) -
Then,
Tr(M%) = L Tr (CBI{AU(q, p)CBI{/I) w(q,p)dgdp = w(1,0).
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m]

Note that the condition (4.9) can be also written as a condition on the function Q_s.

wy _ 1 2, 2~ _ 1 —
(4.10) (M) = o ng Px (1, —x) = 50 5(1) = 1.
We now present the inverse SIM(2) transform which allows to build the weight w
from the operator M®.

Proposition 4.4. Given the operator M as defined in (4.1), and the action of M¥®
on ¢ in H as given in the form of the integral operator

(4.11) (M) (x) = | MT(x,x) ¢(x) dx’,
R%
where the kernel M is given by

= 1 22 X
(4.12) M (x, %) = —Wwp( —x),

21 x X’
one retrieves the function w through the following inversion formula:

(4.13) w(q,p) = éTr{U(q, p)M=}.

Proof. From the definition (4.1) of M® and the assumption 4.1 one can permute trace
and integral to obtain

Tr{U(q,p)M*} = sz d*q’ ij d®p' Tr {U(a,p) Cpp, U(d,p) Oppr} w(d p')-
*
One proves easily the commutation rule
_ 1 _
(4.14) Tr{U(q,p) Cprs} = aTr{CD}M Ulq,p)} -

Hence, by using the above, the affine composition law (3.7) and the trace formula

(4.8),

1 _ _
Tr{U(a,p)M7} = | d*q JRZ d’p’ Tr {Cpy, Ula, p) U(d,p') Cpys} w(d,p)
*

L o, 2. -1 , P’ -1 I,
:—J dqf dpTr{ChryUlad,— +p | Cpy, w(qd',p)

q Jr? R2 q

1 2 ./ 2_/ / p/ A
:—J dqf d°p’d(ad' —1) 6 (= +p) w(d,p).

q Jr? R2 q

From the formulas resulting from change of variables in Dirac delta distributions,

/ 1 / 1 p/ 2 / *
5(qq—1):?5 4 § o P =¢* (p' +q*p) ,

we get

(4.15) Tr{U(q,p)M7} = %w G —q* p) =qw(q,p),

the last equality resulting from (4.7). =
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5. EXAMPLES OF WEIGHT FUNCTIONS AND CORRESPONDING OPERATORS

We consider here two elementary examples of weights. The first one is derived
from the 2-D affine coherent states and the second one is derived from the so-called
inversion of operator.

5.1. Weight related to a pure state. The function w, associated to the pure
state [¢)(1] is given by the following proposition, whose proof is straighforward.

Proposition 5.1. The operator M®v corresponding to the function

(5.1) wy(q,p) = M'

is the pure state |)3| and vice-versa.

The partial Fourier transform of this function w is given by

(5.2) Bl v) = 27 Y(—) 6 ().

u

In particular, we have the following relations:
(5.3) Wy p(l, —x) = 27 [ (x)|?, wy(1,0) = Y =1.

The weight (5.1) satisfies (4.7) and (4.9), as expected. For the former property, we
can check:

L at—atp) = - U(a™' —a*p) ¥lv) _ WlU(a,p)vy _ {Ula,p)¥lY)
2 () ) e g1 q q
= wy(a,P).

5.2. Weight related to the inversion in the punctured plane. Let us define
the unitary inversion operator Z as

(5.4 @00 = 2305 )

and the function wg)y as yielding the operator

(5.5) MZaw = 2T |

The factor 2 has been chosen in order to have Tr[M®aw] = 1.

Proposition 5.2. The function wqyy is given by:

p ——
(5.6) waw(q,p)=5ﬂ[U(q,p)I]= o

where \/q := (\/6, g) ifq=1(q,0),0<6<2nm.
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Proof. Let us prove Equation (5.6) by using (4.13) and (3.21) with an admissible ).
Tr (U(q,p)7)

1
B Wj d*q’ j ' Wqpr U (@, P) L[t

HCDMwH f fRz & /f % Pgqp (x) (Ul p)Ihgp) (%)

(27T) d2 ' d2 X q Ip-xX q
[ 5], e (E) () el D)

where the appearance of the § comes from the integration on the variable p’. Let us
use the following identity for the Dirac distribution on the punctured plane plane,
for which a proof is given in Appendix A, Eq. (A.11),

5<g—x> :%[5(X—\/a)+5<x+\/a)]a

X

and where the second Dirac in the r.h.s. has to be taken into account solely if
q = (g, 0) lies in its second Riemann sheet, i.e., for 27 < 6 < 47. Then,

61 TlapD) -5 o0 [ Ly (M) () v e,

2(Coue|? q
from the definition of Cpys and after the last change q' — q” = i,, which yields
d2qd’ d2q”
q;l = q’g The equality (5.6) follows. :

]

The unitary operator Z is nilpotent. From (5.7) with g = 1 and p = 0, one checks
again that its trace is

(5.8) Tr(Z) = .

Note that the two inverse Duflo-Moore operators appearing in the integral (4.1)
simplify to the factor 1/(27)? since 1/4/QZ1/4/Q = I. Section 8 is devoted to the
study of this important particular case.

6. COVARIANT AFFINE INTEGRAL QUANTIZATION FROM WEIGHT FUNCTION

6.1. General results. We now establish general formulas for the integral quantiza-
tion issued from a function w(q, p) on I' ~ SIM(2) yielding the bounded self-adjoint
operator M% defined in (4.1). This allows us to build a family of operators obtained
from M% through the 2-D affine UIR transport:

(6.1) M®(q,p) = U(q, p)M*U'(q,p).
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Then, the corresponding integral quantization (2.5) with G = SIM(2) and M = M#
is given by:

@ d*’qd? @
(6.2) feA —f AP f(q,p)M7(a,p),
F CMw
where cp= has to be determined from the condition:
(6.3) T =,

As indicated in (2.6), the function or distribution f on I' should allow to define the
operator-valued integral A}” as the sesquilinear form,

2 2
(64 By(on.62) = | IR fla.p) on M@, p)] ).

for all ¢1, ¢ in the dense linear subspace Ci° (R2).
When it is defined in the above sense, the quantization map (6.2) is covariant with
respect to the unitary 2-D affine action U:

(6.5) U (a0, Po) A7 U (a0, Po) = AF g pos -
with

66)  (Wa0po)f) (@p) = f (@0 po) (@ p)) = f (% a(p - po>) ,

{l being the left regular representation of the affine group when f e LT, d2qd?p).
Let us now describe the AF as an integral operator in H if the function or distribution
f allows such a characterization.

Proposition 6.1. Besides the assumptions 4.1 on the function w(q,p), let us sup-
pose that the function Qg(u) defined in (4.2) obeys

(6.7) 0<Q(l) <o,

and that the function f defines A}” as a quadratic form in the sense of (6.4). Then
the action of A;’? on ¢ in CL(R2) is given in the form of the linear integral operator

(6.8) (AF ) = || AT () o)
*

where the kernel A}” reads as

2m d%q x x'\
6.9 A7 (x,x) = — — MZ (—,—) ,x —x
(6.9) Fxx) em= Jrz ¢ a’ q Jila )

1 22 d?q X s (X
6.10 = — — — | =, — i — .
( ) v 22 B2 e TWp <$,= Cl) fp (qax x>

Here fp 1s the partial Fourier transform of f with respect to the variable p as it was

defined in Eq. (4.3).
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Proof. Let ¢1, ¢2 be two elements in the dense linear subspace C°(R2). Supposing
that the expression (¢1|AF |¢2) makes sense as a quadratic form, we have from the

action of UT(q, p) on the right and of U(q, p) on the left,
(¢1]ATF [¢2)

- [ axam | AP 1 p) (Ul MU (@, p)n) ()
R2 r c

* M=

* CMW

20y 42 .
f d*x ¢1(x) f de’f Mf(q7p) e'P* Mw( ) TP o (q X')
R2 R2 r
33‘

1 — d%2q d2 2 bl X
- d*x ¢1(X)f d*x’ f CA%P (g, p) e (@) ( - > ¢2(q x')
T JRZ R2 r om= ¢z’ ax'’ q

2,/ 2
[Laxaraed [ 98 [ S0l faad =02 (25 oaax),
R2 RZ T R

2 2 M= ¢ ax’ q

After the change of variable x’ — x” = qx’ we get,

(91]AF [¢2)
__ 2" 01 d’q .
- fRz d*x §1(x) * fRi o) L@ 2 hlax —x) & (f—g)

*

= J d*x ¢y (x) j d2X'.A7fﬂ (x,x) ga(x).
R2 R2

Therefore
1 22 d?q X X
/ p—
A7) =255 [ GHhax 08, (5.3
X d’q dqd’ .
and proceeding with q — ' = —5 = —3, We have the alternative formula,
a’ q

1 a2 d?q X A (X
Aw , / - - j 1 ~ <_’ _ ) -, / _ .
Foox) = e o7 @K YI(gx
The constant cy= can be fixed by choosing f(q,p) = 1, so fp <§,x’ — x> = 2mo(x' —
x), and then,

27 d%q X
w / - = i e -~ 5 /o = 6 o
AP =20 | (5 —a) o6 —x) = 5(x' —x).
which gives,
d%q
(6.11) ene — 2 fRz a1 —a) =2m (1) < 0,
*
which justifies (6.7). o

6.2. Quantization examples.
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6.2.1. Position dependent functions f. Suppose that f does not depend on p, f(q,p) =
u(q). From

fp(qv x — X) = 27T’LL(q) 5(X, - X) s

and after integration one obtains for (6.9)

2 2
Az ex) = T itx =) [ iiwm(if)mw
Rg

M= 2 y? y'y

472 d2 X
6.12 = S(x-% f —Mw ( >
(6.12) X ) - vy uly

Thus, the quantum version of the function u(q) is the multiplication operator
(6.13)

42 d%y 2 d%y .
Ay = —— fR L M= (y,y) u (Q)— = e, y)U(%)-

CM®@ 2 y Yy CM®@ RZ y

This can be viewed as a convolution, on the multiplicative group R? = R} x SO(2),

of the function wu(x) with 2—” "~ wp(1, —x) followed by the replacement x +— Q. This
2D-affine convolution product is defined by

d?x’ X
(6.14) (roars 2060 = | S p600 (5)
*
With this notation, we write the result as
1
(6.15) Ayq9(x) = CM—w(w #aff u)(X)(x),

where w(x) = wp(1, —x).
Some interesting particular cases occur here:

(1) u(q) is a simple power of ¢, say u(q) = ¢”. Then we have
2 j d’y QB( )

6.16 =" | =L &, -y Q=
( ) qP Ri y2+5 p( ) ( )

CM=
together with necessary conditions of convergence for the integral 3(1).
(2) u(q) = q stands for the classical vector position in the plane, 5 1)(1) = 0,

Qﬁ

@ 2m d2y R Q
(6.17) Aq = CM—w w2 7 @wp(1, —y) ;
2r [ &y .
T ome Ri?%(l,—y) (y QyxQ)
27

- 2_7T< Q2,1,0)(1) Q(2,0,1)(1)> (Ql)
em= \—22,01)(1) Qe1,0)(1))\Q2)"
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where we have generalized the notation (4.2) for the following integrals

’y . n v
618 Q)= [ 5% -y i Do) = (o),
*

with y = <§1>
2

6.2.2. Separable functions f. Suppose that f is separable, i.e., f(q,p) = u(q) v(p).
The formula (6.10) simplifies to

(6.19) atayo(p) (%5 X))
1 22 quA , . (/X bl
“ar | F i () o (F)
L@(X/_x)w_zf d*q (% _q>u<§>_
M= a? Jrz g P \x q

: —-> *af f U> (%),

| B x ~
= —CMw 'I)(X — X) p (wp (
where the dot inside parenthesis stands for the integration variable in the affine
convolution product, and ¢ is the Fourier transform of v.

In particular, if v(p) = p;"*, i=1 or 2,

X

R
X/

~ _ 1 2 —iy'x,.n _ _'na_n — N ﬁ .
(6:20) o(y) = o fRz d*x ez = 27 (—i) aygl‘W) =2m (i) 5(93—Z)ay2n5(yz)'
Hence,
(6.21)
- in2m 2% (i), 2 /. /x
A%y pr = Corm ?5(33 3—i — 33372')5%; (2'; — ;) e (wp (;, —.) faff u) (x).

Applying the corresponding operator on ¢ € C* (Ri) yields the expansion in powers
of the operator P; = —id/dx;:

(6.22)
) 2 n s on—s 1 R i
tears1 2§ () (3 ) ] e

s=0 =Q

For the lowest powers s, this formula particularizes as follows.
(1) f(a,p) = u(a)p

(6.23)
2 ~
Auiap = m—i(wpa, —) #aps u)(Q) P+
AL (1 =) gy 0)(Q) + 22 L (V&) (1 —) #aps 0)(Q)
M= Q* Wpll, aff M= Q* Wp ’ aff :
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(2) For u(Q) =1, that is, f(q,p) = p, then the previous one simplifies to

; (1)
i Q7 (1)
6.24 Ap=P+ — 2+ 2 :
(629 Q- ( Qo(1) )
where we have introduced another family of integrals:
1 d*q
(6.25) Q) (x) = L@ — L va)(x,—q).

(3) For u(Q) = 1 and f(q,p) = p? (kinetic energy), (6.22) yields:

(1) 1) (2
_ P2 9 e (1) Q , e -Q°(1) Q1) 1
(6.26) Ap2 = P~ +2i [2+ Qo(1) o P—(4+4 (1) + Q0(1) 51
where the new family of integrals appears:
2) d’q
(6.27) 0 (x) = fRz o Uv.va,)(x —q).

(4) f(a,p) =q-p = q@1p1 + g2p2 (generator of dilations in the plane).
By introducing the family of integrals

d2 1% v
(6.28) nﬁ;{m,m(x)—jw T VB~ a5

and using(6.18), we get:
(6.29)

2T .
Agp = . <Q(2,1,0)(1)(Q P +20) + Q01 Q x P +i (Qg)1 o)( )-er — Qg)(] 1)(1) e2)> .

™
(5) f(a,p) =4 x p = qip2 — ¢2p1 (angular momentum).
The result is given in terms of the integrals (6.18) and (6.28) as
(6.30)
2m

Aqxp = - ST (2210(1)Q x P+ Q201(Q - P+ 20) — i)y (1) - e1 + 94, /(1) - 2)) .

M=
Simplified expressions for the above formulas are always possible with a suitable
choice of the weight function w.

7. QUANTUM PHASE SPACE PORTRAITS

Given a function w(q,p) on the phase space I' and yielding a self-adjoint unit
trace operator M%, the quantum phase space portrait of an operator A in H reads
as

(7.1) A(a,p) := Tr (AU(q,p) MT U'(q,p)) = Tr (AM%(q,p)) -

The most interesting aspect of this notion in terms of probabilistic interpretation
holds when the operator A is precisely the affine integral quantized version A of a
classical f(q,p) with the same function w (actually we could define the transform
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with 2 different ones, one for the “analysis” and the other for the “reconstruction”).
Then, we get the transform of the type (2.8)

f(a.p) — f(a.p) = AT (q,p)
(72) j d2q/ d2p/
I

/
p @ w
f (qq’,— +p> Tr (M?(d', p))M7) .
CM= q
This expression (which can be viewed as a convolution on SIM(2)) has the meaning
of an averaging of the classical f if the function

1
(73) (@P) > ——Tr (M (q.p)M7) .
is a true probability distribution on I', i.e. is positive since we know from the reso-
lution of the identity that its integral is 1. In fact, this is a kind of Husimi function
[30]. The expression of Tr (M®(q, p)M7) is easily derived from the kernel expression
(4.5) and reads as

(7.4)
w oy _ 1 2 2, p(x—y) &~ (X _X\ ~ (Y _
Tr (M(q, )M )_(27T)2q2 Laidxjmidye “P\y 4 w”<x’ y>’

d?qd?p

Integrating this expression on I' with the measure and using (4.10) (i.e.,

CMw
Q_o/27r = Tr(M¥) = 1) and (6.11), we get 1, which means that 1 = 1, as expected.
For instance, one easily shows that, for the coherent state weight with respect to
the fiducial vector ¢ (5.1), we have Tr (M@ (q, p)MZ%) = [(U(q, p)v|v)|*.

The lower symbol of a function f(q,p) = u(q) is a function of q only.

2x
(7.5) u(q) = L@ SM—W @p(1,x) (wWp(1,-) *am w) (gx).

It is expected more regular. Note the two marginal integrations allowing the respec-
tive distributions on R2 and R?:

d’p 1

(7.6) q— — Tr (M¥(q,p)M%) = — d2x7%p(1,x) wp(1,qx)

R2 CM= CM™ ng

1
(7.7) = — | &®’kw(l,k)w(l,—q*k),
CM= JR2
and,
d2
p— e (MZ(q, p)M®)

(7.8) R M=

_ d*x Q(x) Ay {w (l,u>] ,
2mep= R2 X u=(1-x*)p

where (x) is defined in (4.2).
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8. QUANTIZATION AND SEMI-CLASSICAL PORTRAIT THROUGH THE INVERSION
MAP

In this section we investigate the integral quantization and the subsequent semi-
classical portrait yielded by the operator M®«w = 27 introduced in (5.5), where
T is the unitary inversion operator defined on L?(R2?,d?x) as it was introduced in
Eq. (5.4).

8.1. Quantization through the inversion map.

Proposition 8.1. The integral kernel (6.10) of the operator A}”“W which is the quan-

tization of the function f(q,p) through the function way given in (5.6) has the fol-
lowing expression,

(8.1) AT (x, %) = %fp (\/Q x — x) .

Proof. The computation of the partial Fourier transform of the function wgw(q, p) =
e~ PVa

yields

- b4 2 b4
WaW;p (;a—Q>:?5 q- </

It follows for the integral ©(u) defined by (4.2) and the constant (6.11) the simple
values

(8.2) Qu) = =, cv=aw = (27)%,
and so for the kernel (6.10),

1 -
AT (x,x") = %fp (VXX/,X/ —x> :
[m]

[m]
We derive from Proposition 8.1 the following interesting results holding for this par-
ticular type of integral quantization.

Proposition 8.2. (i) The quantization of a function of q, f(q,p) = u(q) pro-
vided by the weight wayy is u(Q).
(ii) Similarly, the quantization of a function of p, f(q,p) = v(p), provided by
the weight wayy is v(P) (in the general sense of pseudo-differential operators
yielded by the Fourier transform of tempered distributions),

(83 (A v) 09 = 52 || e u(p) ).

(iii) More generally, the quantization of a separable function f(q,p) = u(q)v(p)
provided by the weight wgayy is the integral operator

(8.4) (A oy ) (0) = % JRQ X —x)u (VxR $(x).
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(iv) In particular, the quantization of u(q)py’, = 1,2,, n € N, yields the symmet-
ric operator,

(8.5) T = 3 () Crhel Y [u (V)] B

and for the dilation,
(8.6) AgyY =D.

Proof. The proof is made through a direct application of Eq. (8.1) and application
of elementary distribution theory. o

[m]
Therefore, this affine integral quantization is the exact counterpart of the Weyl-
Wigner integral quantization [22] and can be termed as canonical as well. However,
the choice of such a procedure would lead to three difficulties, at least,

(1) Since the quantization of the kinetic energy of the free particle on the punc-
tured plane is just

(8.7) ATV = P2,

and thus does not produce an essentially self-adjoint operator, the correspond-
ing quantum dynamics depends on boundary conditions at the origin x = 0.
There exists an irreducible ambiguity since different physics are possible on
the quantum level.

(2) No classical singularity is cured on the quantum level since

(88) AT —u(Q), AT = o(P),

a feature of the Weyl-Wigner integral quantization as well.

(3) The semi-classical portraits of quantum operators along Eqs. (7.1) and (7.2)
cannot be given a probabilistic interpretation, a feature of the Weyl-Wigner
integral quantization as well.

The last point is developed below for rank-one operators |¢)(@|, i.e. pure states.

8.2. Affine Wigner-like quasi-probability. The affine Wigner-like quasi-probability
AWy corresponding to the state ¢ is the application of the general expression (7.1)
to the projector |p){¢|:

2

(8.9)  AWs(q,p) := ($IM7¥(q, p)|¢) = 2f dQXWeip(X%) i—z i <q_2> '

2
R2, X

Proposition 8.3. Let us consider a unit norm vector ¢ € L*(R2,d?x) n L'(R2, d%x)
and the corresponding quasi-probability distribution AWg(q,p). The latter verifies
the following properties.

(i) It is real
(8.10) AWy(a,p) = AWs(q,p) -
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(ii) It is a quasi-probability,

d?q d’p
8.11 ————AWy(q,p) = 1.
(811) | R awsap)
(iii) It satisfies the correct marginalization with respect to variables q and p re-
spectively,

2 A N .
s12) [ CSawian) - 0EF, de) -5 [ Pae ),

2 4r2 T o

2
(8.13) fRz ZTEAqu(q, p) = |¢(a)f*.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are direct consequences of the fact that the operator M¥aw(q, p)
is self-adjoint and unit trace. (iii) results from elementary integral calculus on (8.9)
with changes of variable and Fourier transforms in the plane. Fubini applies due to
the assumption that ¢ € L'(R?,d?x), and

|, #alawaapl < ol

*
[m]

[m]
Note that the marginal (8.13) reflects the existence of the singularity at the origin of
the punctured plane.

8.3. Semi-classical portrait with affine Wigner weight. For the affine Wigner
weight (5.6) the formula (7.4) is not really manageable. The direct calculation start-
ing from (3.24) yields:
d’x .
(8.14) Tr (MZY(q, p)MTW) = §(q — 1) j —2X P (x5)
RZ T
where the remaining divergent integral should be understood after regularisation as
a distribution
We derive from (7.2) and (8.14) the semi-classical portrait of the operator AT
reads as the integral transform:
- L[ d®% i (x_1) 2 1
(815) f(qup)__f _2€|p (X X)fp (qax__> .
s ng X X
In particular, the semi-classical portrait or lower symbol of the quantization of a
function of q alone, f(q,p) = u(q), is this function:

(8.16) i(q) = u(q).
On the other hand, we get for a function of p alone, f(q,p) = v(p):

(8.17) ¥(p) = = f X ip(x-1) 5 <x - l) = u(p).

T Jrz 2 x
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9. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have explored the possibilities offered by the 2-D affine covariant
integral quantization beyond the cases of the open half-line [3] and affine coherent
states. The latter was considered in [4] and is reviewed in Appendix B. Such a gener-
alization enables us to apply the integral quantization of the motion of a point particle
in the punctured plane R2, a case for which the standard Weyl-Heisenberg approach
might be viewed as not appropriate. The corresponding position-momentum phase
space is the manifold R2 x R? whose the group structure makes it isomorphic to
SIM(2). Hence, the central objects are the affine group SIM(2), the weight func-
tion w(q,p) defined on RZ x R? ~ SIM(2) and its partial Fourier transform with
respect to the momentum variable p. This 2-D affine quantization is implemented
on functions (or distributions) on the phase space R2 x R2.

In our opinion, the most attractive meaning to be given to the weight function lies
in its partial Fourier transform through its appearance in the semi-classical expression
(7.4). In the case of the Weyl-Heisenberg integral quantization [28], an interpretation
was given in terms of probability distribution for the difference of two vectors in
the phase plane, viewed as independent random variables. It would be interesting
to find a similar interpretation in terms of probability distribution for the product
(q,p) (d',p’) ! of two group elements of SIM(2) also viewed as independent random
variables.

In our approach, semi-classical portraits are defined in a systematic manner and
then the quasi-probability distributions can be generalized in a unified procedure
reproducing the well-known Wigner and Husimi functions. Moreover, we can inves-
tigate the modification of the quasi-distributions due to the non-trivial geometry of
the phase space.

In a parent paper, we will consider some applications of the above formalism to
the dynamics of physical systems for which the origin of the configuration space is
forbidden, like we have for the Aharonov-Bohm model sketched in the introduction,
or the rotating frame. Indeed, through a suitable choice of the weight function, our
procedure allows to regularise on the quantum level the origin of the punctured plane
viewed as a classical singularity, e.g., see the related discussion following Eq. (B.12).

On the mathematical side, we may extend our quantisation procedure for affine
symmetries to higher dimensions. In n dimensions, the group SIM(n) is the semidirect
product

(9.1) SIM(n) = (R} x SO(n)) x R™.
The corresponding phase space is the left coset
(9.2) SIM(n)/SO(n — 1) ~ (Rf x §"7!) x R® ~ R} x R".

The application of the integral quantization based on a notion of square-integrability
of UIR of a group with respect to a subgroup (see [20] and references therein) can
be adapted to the above situation to produce regularizing quantizations from weight
functions on (9.2) akin to the content of the present work. We notice that the only
cases for which the manifold (9.2) is also a group hold for n =1, n = 2, and n = 4.
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The latter case reads as
(9.3) SIM(4)/SO(3) ~ (R} x S) x R* = H, = H.

where H is the quaternion field. Composition law and inverse for this group are given
by:

(9:4) (a,p)(d,p) = (ad,a 'P'+p), (ap)'=(a" —ap),
where q is the quaternionic conjugate of q.

APPENDIX A. A 2D-DIRAC FORMULA

We start by calculating the following Fourier transform in the distribution sense.
On one hand we have

20 ip(2-x) _ 425 (9 _
(A1) fde pe 4746 (x x> .
Alternatively, we first change the argument of the exponential as
q q p R(0)p
(A.2) p'<——X)=p-——p-X=—*-q—p-X=L-q—p-x,
X X X x
with = (x,0). Now we change
0 d?
(AB) p/ = R< )p ) dzp/ = —2pv
x x
to obtain finally
(A.4) d?*p P (3%) = 42 d%p’ P (ax%) — 42,25 (a— X2) .
R2 R2
Thus
q 2 2
(A.5) (5(;—x>:x5(x —q) .

Now, we must be cautious with square roots of q as they appear above as roots of
x2 — q = 0. We should not forget that x and q are confined to the punctured plane
R2 ~ C,. So, let us proceed with the change of variables

(A.6) x = (2,0) -y = (y,w) = x* = (2%,20), 6e[0,21) = we [0,4n).
Thus we deal here with the two sheets of the Riemann surface for the variable y:
(A7) Ri={y=(@w),0<w<2r}, Ro:={y=(y,w), 21 <w < A4r},
with the cut {y = —y, y € RT}. From

+00 27 1 +00 47
f d2x:f :L"dxf d@:—f dyf dw,
R 0 0 2 Jo 0

we derive the decomposition formula

(A.8) Jd2x_1U d—y+f d—y].
R 210r, ¥ Ry Y

2
*
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This formula gives a precise sense to the Dirac distribution & (x2 — q):

(A.9) x5 (x2 - q) p(x) = iq [o(va) + p(—v/a)]

R2 2

for all test function in some suitable space, e.g. C® functions on R2 which rapidly
decrease at 0 and o0, and where +,/q are defined for q = (¢,0), 6 € [0,27), as

(A.10) va=a'?| = (a02). —va=q’

Eventually, we get from (A.5) a formula relevant to the present paper:

(A1) |, x5 (x=2) w) = 5 [o(va) + (vl

APPENDIX B. QUANTIZATION WITH 2-D AFFINE COHERENT STATES (ACS) : A
SUMMARY

qeR2
2
%

In this appendix, which completes the technical content of [1], we particularize
the general method of 2-D affine covariant integral quantisation to the case when the
quantiser operator is the projector [1)){(1)| on an admissible fiducial vector, defined
by the function (5.1), as it was described in Subsection 5.1.

B.1. Quantization with ACS. Let us implement the integral quantization scheme
described in this paper by restricting the method to the specific case of the rank-one
density operator or projector M®v = |1/ (1p| where 1) is a unit-norm admissible state,

d?x
or fiducial vector, or wavelet, i.e., is in L?(R2,d?x) n L? <Rz, —2> We have from
x

(4.2) and (5.2):

T 2 — 2
B ow=nw) -2 [ To@e (D), - Sdwar

"2
U 2 q u

Proposition B.1. With implicit assumptions on the existence of derivatives of ¥
and of their (square) integrability, we have

(B.2) (V1) = —20(1) — i2r <g¢|¢> ,
. P
(B.3) (AQ)(1)) = 4Q(1) + Sir <6¢|¢> — 21 (P*Y[y) ,
which tmplies for 1 real:
Q(l)(l)
(B.4) 2+ a0 -0,
and,

(B.5) 444

(1) (2)
P+ oy - 2P,
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Proof. For (B.2),

m 2 (4 T i v (9
wEl Q) E LR D)

- -20(1) ~ 2 [ Paa” Va{Tl@vla) = -200) - i2x (guld ).

For (B.3),
(B.6)
vow. | % [ S (D)
* u=1

Il
1
/~
§M| B~
~
N
3

2 d2 2 —_—
+ —wfz “1(a) q—ﬁvg ,ngﬂ)]
R u=1

u? 2 ¢
d2 -
=4 x2m ng q—2q¢(<1) (q) + 4 x 27rf d*q¢(q) 3—2qu (a)+

+ 27 fRz d2qw(q) Vg qu

*

= 49Q(1) + 8ir <g¢\¢> — 2 (P*Y[y) .

Note that <%¢|1/1> is purely imaginary and cancels for real 1. o

[m]
Therefore, by applying the general formalism, we recover a set of results already
given in previous works, e.g. in [31] in the 1-D affine case, and in [4] in the 2-D case.
As was pointed out after stating the orthogonality relations (3.17), the action of the
UIR operators U(q, p) on ¢ produces all affine coherent states, i.e. wavelets, defined
as |q,p) = U(q,p)[t). Given a certain function f(q,p) on the phase space, the
corresponding affine coherent state (ACS) quantization reads as

d*qd*p
(B.7) f = A= | faplapaplGhs
which arises from the resolution of the identity
*qd’p
(B3) | la-pxapl A2 -1,

where we adopt for convenience the simplified notations of [31],

2X
(B.9) = [ 6o S5 = 8L

x2+6 o

*
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d*x 2 Q(8,01,0) (1)
(Bl()) CBV1V2 = J‘Ri ;172—+B|¢(X)| x1V1$2V2 — 577: , CB()O = CB .
Thus, a necessary condition to have (B.8) true is that ¢y < 00, which implies ¥(0) = 0,
a well-known requirement in wavelet analysis.
Choosing 1 real, and using equations (B.4) and (B.5) in the quantization formulas
established in Subsection 6.1, one gets easily:

c €210
(B.11) Ap =P, Ap =20 4,=2qQ.

€0 €o
Whereas Q is essentially self-adjoint, we recall that the operator P is symmetric but
has no self-adjoint extension.

The quantization of the kinetic energy gives
(B.12) Ap =P+ KQ %, K =2m(P™[y),

We see that a repulsive potential oc 1/Q? is obtained with strength K > 0. In a semi-
classical interpretation, this extra centrifugal term prevents the particle to reach the
singular point, whatever the value of its angular momentum [4]. With a suitable
choice of 1, we can make this coefficient large enough, namely K > 1 [5, 32, 33|, to
make (B.12) an essentially self-adjoint kinetic operator, i.e. no boundary condition
is needed, and then quantum dynamics of the free motion on the punctured plane is
unique. Whilst canonical quantization, based on Weyl-Heisenberg symmetry which
is unnatural in the present case, introduces ambiguity on the quantum level, ACS
quantization with suitable fiducial vector removes this ambiguity.

The quantum states and their dynamics have semi-classical phase space represen-
tations through symbols. For the state |¢) the corresponding symbol reads

{(a,p|$)

B.13 ) = =7

( ) (q7 p) (27T)2 ’

with the associated probability distribution on phase space given by
1

B.14 T = — 2,

(B.14) o(a:P) = F—I(a.pi0)

Having the (energy) eigenstates of some quantum Hamiltonian H at our disposal, the
most natural one being in this context the quantized Aj of a classical Hamiltonian
h(q,p), we can compute the time evolution

1

ot —iHE) N\ (2
(B.15) Yy(q,p,t) : 27TCOI<q,p|e (o)l

for any state ¢.
The map (2.8), yielding lower symbols from classical f reads in the present case:

- 9 2 2./ . R
fla,p) = (2m) j d q2 j x| dly PV f (¢, y —x)x
co Jrz ¢* ¢° Jr2 R2

(@) (@) (@) @)

(B.16)
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where fp stands for the partial inverse Fourier transform introduced in (4.3), and
with implicit hypotheses on f and 1 allowing derivations, Fourier transform and
permutation of integrals allowed by the Fubini theorem.

For functions f depending on q only, expression (B.16) simplifies to a lower symbol
depending on q only:

(B.17) fla) = (2;)2 fRi ;22,/2 f(d) fRz d*xq)? (2) v <§> '

*

For instance, any power of ¢ = 4/ q% + q% is transformed into the same power up to a
constant factor

~ CRC_B_92
(B.18) ¢ ghf = P2

For f(q,p) = p, we prove that:

(B.19) P=p
For f(q,p) = p?, we have:

5 2 2 2
(B.20) P=p+=, 7 =2(P%).

q

Another interesting formula in the semi-classical context concerns the Fubini-Study
metric derived from the symbol of total differential d with respect to parameters q
and p affine coherent states,

(B.21) do(q,p)? = |d|a, p)|* — {a, p|d|a, p)|*

Choosing a 1 such that c_g9; = 0 gives:

(B.22) KK, pld|a, p)|* = g10[atdp] + g3dp3 + 2q1g2dpidpo] -

For the squared norm of d|q, p),

(B:23) do(q,p)* = ¢ (A% + B*g3)dqi + ¢ *(B’qi + A%¢3)dgs+
+2¢ (A% = B))q1¢2 + C(¢} — ¢3))dardgo+
+ ((E* = Zoo))ai + F2g3)dpi + (F2qi + (B? = 2501)¢3)dps+
+2((E* = F? — 20 )q1q2 + G(¢5 — ¢3))dpidpe,
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where:
(B.24) a-|, Y v Tl
s, Y v T
c-|, S R IS SR
D= fRi Py (¥ (y))yi,
li—-J%id?y(w(yﬂzyS,
F=| dy@(y) ..
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ABSTRACT. A few errors have been identified in the article [Adv. Oper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A set of errors have been identified in the article [1] and they are cor-
rected in this erratum. Furthermore, some notations have been modified
(and simplified) in order to avoid any confusion.

2. ABOUT “VECTORS AS COMPLEX NUMBERS” IN SUBSECTION 3.1

In the paragraph

Vectors as complex numbers. the sentence

In the sequel, we consider vectors q and p as biunivocally
associated with the complex numbers z(q) = qe? = q and
z(p) = p (same notation) respectively, and 1 = 1.

should be modified and completed as

Date: October 13, 2021.
Key words and phrases. Integral quantization and Affine symmetry and Coherent states
and Punctured plane and Phase-space representations .
1
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In the sequel, we consider vectors q = (q1,q2) and p =
(p1,p2), with coordinates q;, p;, 1 = 1,2, with respect to an or-
thonormal basis {e1,e3}, as biunivocally associated with com-
plex numbers through the multiplication rule qq' = (q1q] —
925, 195 + q2q1). Thus e1q = q for all q whereas esey =
—eq, 0 ea(q1,q2) = (—q2,q1). Within the context of this pa-
per, one thus avoids the confusion between this “imaginary”
ey and the “i” appearing in canonical quantization p — P =
—iV, where V = <i, i) The Euclidean inner prod-
dq1” 0qe

uct is indifferently denoted Re(q*q’) = q - q'. Consistently,
e q=qi and ex-q = qo. Also note that we are indifferently
using e1 = (1,0) or 1 when there is no risk of confusion. For

instance, we will occasionally write F(q)|y_e, = F(1).

3. MODIFICATION OF NOTATIONS AND CORRECTIONS IN SUBSUBSECTION
6.2.2 “SEPARABLE FUNCTIONS f”

(1) After Eq. (6.23) the following should be added:

%WN@ML~%—Kgfw@—%gfmwr>Lﬂ.

More generally and from now on, the gradient vector VF(q)
of a function F(q), is as well viewed as the complex number

<ai;1F<q)’ 8—22F(q)> associated with {61792}-

(2) Consistently with the above, Eqgs. (6.24) and (6.25) can be replaced
by the simpler one:

wor ().

(3) Similarly, Egs. (6.26) and (6.27) should, after correction, be replaced
by the simpler one:

2i QVQo(l)] 1 [ e - VQo(l) AQO(l):|
AW—P2+—[2 2| P — |4+4 + :
P M T [T %) )
(4) Egs. (6.28) and (6.29) should be replaced by:
= 27 . :
AZp = —= (210)(1(Q- P +2) ~ Q0@ x P+ i(er- V10)(1) — e2- V01 (1)

(5) Finally, Egs. (6.30) should be replaced by:

2w
CM=

w =
qxp

(2021,0DQ X P+ Qpo1n(1)(Q P +2i) +i(e1-VQp201)(1) + e2-VQp210)(1))) -
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4. OTHER CORRECTIONS

(1) In the first formula of the proof of Proposition 1, the two last lines
should read

fm|

1
M7 (x,x') = %z%p <X —x) ,

2T o x'’

dzxm{f dzx/,Mw(ij/)@(X/)} ;
R2

2
* *

(2) Equation (4.14), namely Tr {U(q, p) C’E)le} = %Tr {C’E)le U(q, p)},
should be replaced with

_ 1
U(a,p) Cpyy = gCD}wU(q,p)-

(3) Section 5, 2d-3d line, ‘ ‘inversion of operator” should read “inversion
operator”.
(4) Below Eq. (6.15), replace w(x) = @y (1, —x) with w(x) = 27 @wp(1, —x)
(5) Replace Eq. (6.18) (where parentheses where missing in subscripts)
by
d’y v v _
Q(Bﬂ/l,l/z)(u) = - Wwp (u’ _y) CARCO Q(B,O,O) (u) = Qﬁ(u)v
*

(6) In Eq. (6.22) the binomial coefficient () is wrong and should be
replaced with (7)
(7) Replace Eq. (B2) with the following one:

(VQ)(1) = —20(1)e; — i27r<éP¢|1,Z)> .

(8) Replace Eq. (B3) with the following one:

(AQ)(1)) = 49(1) + 8ir <e1 : <éP> ¢|¢> —2r (P*Y[y) .
(9) Replace Eq. (B4) with the following one:

Q0(1)

any

2e; +

(10) Replace Eq. (B5) with the following one:

e - QW1 Q@)

4+4 Q) + Q1)

= —21(P*Yy).

(11) In the proof below Eq. (B5) replace % with éP.
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