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Abstract. LetM be a discrete-time normal martingale that has the chaotic representation prop-

erty. Then, from the space of square integrable functionals of M , one can construct generalized

functionals of M . In this paper, by using a type of weights, we introduce a class of continuous

linear operators acting on generalized functionals of M , which we call generalized weighted num-

ber (GWN) operators. We prove that GWN operators can be represented in terms of generalized

annihilation and creation operators (acting on generalized functionals of M). We also examine

commutation relations between a GWN operator and a generalized annihilation (or creation)

operator, and obtain several formulas expressing such commutation relations.
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1 Introduction

Hida’s white noise analysis is essentially a theory of infinite dimensional calculus on general-

ized functionals of Brownian motion [8, 10, 16]. In 1988, Itô introduced his analysis of Poisson

functionals [11], which can be viewed as a theory of infinite dimensional calculus on generalized

functionals of Poisson martingale. As is known, both Brownian motion and Poisson martin-

gale are continuous-time normal martingales. There are theories of infinite dimensional calculus

on generalized functionals of some other continuous-time processes in the literature (see, e.g.

[1, 3, 9, 5, 14] and references therein).

In recent years, there has been much interest in functionals of discrete-time normal mar-

tingales. Privault [18] developed his chaotic calculus for functionals of a discrete-time normal

∗Author to whom correspondence should be addressed. Electronic addresses: wangcs@nwnu.edu.cn
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martingale. Nourdin et al. [15] considered a normal approximation of Rademacher functionals

(functionals of a special discrete-time normal martingale). Wang et al. [19] investigated the

annihilation and creation operators acting on square integrable functionals of a special class of

discrete-time normal martingales from a perspective of quantum probability. Krokowski et al.

[13] obtained the Berry-Esseen bounds for multivariate normal approximation of functionals of

Rademacher functionals.

Recall that a Gel’fand triple consists of three spaces in the way that E ⊂ H ⊂ E∗, where

H is a Hilbert space, E is a countably-Hilbertian nuclear space that is embedded continuously

and densely into H, and E∗ is the the strong topology dual of E . A Gel’fand triple is said to be

complex if the three spaces involved are complex.

Let M be a discrete-time normal martingale having the chaotic representation property and

L2(M) the complex Hilbert space of square integrable functionals of M . Then, from L2(M)

and some positive self-adjoint operator A densely-defined in it [20], one can construct a complex

Gel’fand triple

S(M) ⊂ L2(M) ⊂ S∗(M). (1.1)

Conventionally, elements of S∗(M) are called generalized functionals of M , while elements of

S(M) are known as testing functionals of M . In 2015, Wang and Chen [20] established a char-

acterization theorem for generalized functionals of M , i.e. elements of S∗(M), via the Fock

transform. Two years later, they [22] obtained a similar result for continuous linear operators

from S(M) to S∗(M) via the 2D-Fock transform.

It is known [2, 17] that quantum Markov semigroups (QMS), which are quantum analogs of

classical Markov semigroups in the theory of probability, play an important role in describing

the irreversible evolution of a quantum system interacting with the environment, i.e., an open

quantum system. Following the ideas of [24], one can consider, in the framework of L2(M), the

existence of a QMS with a formal generator of the following form

L(X) = i[H,X ]

−
1

2

∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)
[
X
(
∂∗j ∂k

)∗
∂∗j ∂k − 2

(
∂∗j ∂k

)∗
X∂∗j ∂k +

(
∂∗j ∂k

)∗
∂∗j ∂kX

]
,

(1.2)

where [·, ·] means the Lie bracket, {∂k, ∂∗k | k ≥ 0} are annihilation and creation operators on

L2(M) (see Appendix for their definitions), H is a self-adjoint operator densely-defined in L2(M),

w is some nonnegative function on N×N, and the variable X ranges over all bounded operators

on L2(M). From a physical point of view, a QMS with a formal generator of form (1.2) belongs

to the category of quantum exclusion semigroups, and might serve as a model describing an

open quantum system consisting of an arbitrary number of identical Fermi particles, where H

represents the Hamiltonian of the system and ∂∗j ∂k represents the jump of particles from site k

to site j with the jump rate
√
w(j, k).

To prove the existence of a QMS with a formal generator of form (1.2), one needs to deal with

the double operator series

∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)
(
∂∗j ∂k

)∗
∂∗j ∂k =

∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)∂∗k∂j∂
∗
j ∂k (1.3)
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and its sum operator in the framework of L2(M). Recently, to deal with a double operator series

like (1.3) and its sum operator, Wang et al. [24] actually introduced the notion of weighted

number operator in L2(M) (for short, WN operators in L2(M), or WN operators). And, also

in the same paper, they actually obtained diagonal representations of WN operators and their

commutation relations with {∂k, ∂∗k | k ≥ 0}.

In the mathematical descriptions of quantum physics, many observables and quantities are

not bona fide Hilbert space operators, but can only be regarded as generalized operators (e.g.,

operators on the dual of a nuclear space). This observation, together with the fact that S(M) ⊂

L2(M) ⊂ S∗(M) is a complex Gel’fand triple, implies that operators on S∗(M) can have potential

application in quantum physics. On the other hand, being defined in L2(M), WN operators

obviously belong to the category of Hilbert space operators. Hence, it is natural and meaningful

to extend the work of [24] on WN operators to the more general case of S∗(M). In this paper, we

would like to make such an extension. More specifically, we would like to introduce S∗(M)-analogs

of WN operators, and examine their properties in the framework of S∗(M).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe in detail the Gel’fand triple

indicated in (1.1) and recall its main properties. Section 3 is our main work. Here, by using

a type of weight functions, we first introduce a class of continuous linear operators on S∗(M),

which we call generalized weighted number operators on S∗(M) (for short, GWN operators on

S∗(M), or GWN operators). We then compare GWN operators and WN operators, and prove

a formula that gives a representation of GWN operators in terms of generalized annihilation

and creation operators on S∗(M). Additionally, in the same section, we examine commutation

relations between GWN operators and generalized annihilation (creation) operators on S∗(M),

and prove several formulas expressing such commutation relations. Finally in Section 4, we

provide an appendix about WN operators and their main properties, which were essentially

introduced and proven in [24].

Throughout this paper, N stands for the set of all nonnegative integers and Γ the finite power

set of N, namely

Γ = { σ | σ ⊂ N and #(σ) <∞}, (1.4)

where #(σ) means the cardinality of σ as a set. By convention, R denotes the real numbers,

while R+ means the nonnegative real numbers. Unless otherwise specified, letters like j, k and n

always mean nonnegative integers.

2 Preliminaries

In what follows, we always assume that (Ω,F , P ) is a given probability space. As usual, we denote

by L2(Ω,F , P ) the Hilbert space of all square integrable complex-valued measurable functions

on (Ω,F , P ), and use 〈·, ·〉 and ‖ · ‖ to mean the usual inner product and norm of L2(Ω,F , P ),

respectively. By convention, 〈·, ·〉 is conjugate-linear in its first argument and linear in its second

argument.
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2.1 Discrete-time normal martingale

A sequence M = (Mn)n≥0 of real-valued random variables on (Ω,F , P ) is called a discrete-time

normal martingale if {Mn | n ≥ 0} ⊂ L2(Ω,F , P ) and

(i) M = (Mn)n≥0 is a centred martingale with respect to the filtration (Fn)n≥0, where Fn =

σ(Mk; 0 ≤ k ≤ n);

(ii) E[M2
0 |F−1] = 1 and E[M2

n|Fn−1] =M2
n−1 + 1 for n ≥ 1,

where F−1 = {∅,Ω} and E[·|Fn] means the conditional expectation given Fn.

Let ψ = (ψn)n≥0 be a sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables on (Ω,F , P )

satisfying that F = (ψn;n ≥ 0) and

P
{
ψn =

√
(1− θn)/θn

}
= θn, P

{
ψn = −

√
θn/(1− θn)

}
= 1− θn, n ≥ 0, (2.1)

where (θn)n≥0 is a given sequence of positive numbers with the property that 0 < θn < 1 for all

n ≥ 0. Then, by putting Mn =
∑n

k=0 ψk, n ≥ 0, one immediately gets a discrete-time normal

martingaleM = (Mn)n≥0, which we call the discrete-time normal martingale associated with the

sequence ψ = (ψn)n≥0.

Let M = (Mn)n≥0 be a discrete-time normal martingale on (Ω,F , P ). Then, from M , one

can construct another sequence Z = (Zn)n≥0 of random variables as follows:

Z0 =M0, Zn =Mn −Mn−1, n ≥ 1. (2.2)

It can be verified that Z admits the following properties:

E[Zn|Fn−1] = 0 and E[Z2
n|Fn−1] = 1, n ≥ 0, (2.3)

which means that Z can be viewed as a discrete-time (dependent) noise. In what follows, we call

Z the discrete-time normal noise associated with M .

Based on the discrete-time normal noise associated with M , one can further construct a

countable system {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} of random variables on (Ω,F , P ) in the following manner

Z∅ ≡ 1 and Zσ =
∏

j∈σ

Zj, σ ∈ Γ, σ 6= ∅. (2.4)

Let F∞ = σ(Mn;n ≥ 0) be the σ-field over Ω generated by M = (Mn)n≥0 and L2(Ω,F∞, P ) the

space of square integrable complex-valued measurable functions on (Ω,F∞, P ), which is a closed

subspace of L2(Ω,F , P ). If the system {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} is a total subset of L2(Ω,F∞, P ), then M is

said to have the chaotic representation property. In that case, the system {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} is actually

an orthonormal basis (ONB) for L2(Ω,F∞, P ).

It is known [18] that the sequence ψ = (ψn)n≥0 shown above has the chaotic representation

property. Thus, the discrete-time normal martingale associated with ψ = (ψn)n≥0 also has

the chaotic representation property. There are sufficient conditions for a discrete-time normal

martingale to have the chaotic representation property (see, e.g., [6] and references therein).
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2.2 Generalized functionals of discrete-time normal martingale

From now on, we always assume that M = (Mn)n≥0 is a fixed discrete-time normal martingale

on (Ω,F , P ) that has the chaotic representation property and Z = (Zn)n≥0 is the discrete-time

normal noise associated with M . For brevity, we set

L2(M) ≡ L2(Ω,F∞, P ) (2.5)

and call its elements square integrable functionals of M , where F∞ = σ(Mn;n ≥ 0) as indicated

above. Note that L2(M) shares the same inner product 〈·, ·〉 with L2(Ω,F , P ), and moreover it

has a countable ONB {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ}, which is known as the canonical ONB for L2(M).

Let σ 7→ λσ be the positive integer-valued function on Γ defined by

λσ =

{ ∏
k∈σ(k + 1), σ 6= ∅, σ ∈ Γ;

1, σ = ∅, σ ∈ Γ.
(2.6)

It can be verified that, for any real number r > 1, the positive term series
∑

σ∈Γ λ
−r
σ converges

and moreover its sum satisfies that

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−r
σ ≤ exp

[ ∞∑

k=1

k−r

]
<∞. (2.7)

Denote by |Zσ〉〈Zσ| the Dirac operator associated with the basis vector Zσ for σ ∈ Γ. Then one

gets a positive self-adjoint operator A =
∑

σ∈Γ λσ|Zσ〉〈Zσ| densely-defined in L2(M), which can

be used to construct a Gel’fand triple as follows.

For a nonnegative integer p ≥ 0, we write Sp(M) for the domain of the operator Ap, namely

Sp(M) = DomAp =
{
ξ ∈ L2(M)

∣∣∣
∑

σ∈Γ

λ2pσ |〈Zσ, ξ〉|
2 <∞

}
, (2.8)

and define a two-variable function 〈·, ·〉p on Sp(M) as

〈ξ, η〉p =
∑

σ∈Γ

λ2pσ 〈Zσ, ξ〉〈Zσ, η〉, ξ, η ∈ Sp(M). (2.9)

It is not hard to check that, with 〈·, ·〉p as its inner product, Sp(M) becomes a complex Hilbert

space. We write ‖ · ‖p =
√
〈·, ·〉p, which obviously has a representation of the form

‖ξ‖2p =
∑

σ∈Γ

λ2pσ |〈Zσ, ξ〉|
2, ξ ∈ Sp(M). (2.10)

It is can be shown that {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} ⊂ Sp(M) and moreover {λ−p
σ Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} forms a countable

ONB for Sp(M).

Due to the fact that λσ ≥ 1 for all σ ∈ Γ, one has Sq(M) ⊂ Sp(M) and ‖ ·‖p ≤ ‖ ·‖q whenever

0 ≤ p ≤ q. Put

S(M) =
⋂

p≥0

Sp(M) (2.11)

and endow it with the topology generated by the Hilbertian norm sequence (‖ · ‖p)p≥0. Then

S(M) forms a countably Hilbertian nuclear space [4, 7, 20]. Note that, for each p ≥ 0, Sp(M) is

just the completion of S(M) with respect to ‖ · ‖p.

5



For a nonnegative integer p ≥ 0, we denote by S∗
p (M) the dual of Sp(M) and by ‖ · ‖−p the

norm of S∗
p (M). Then S∗

p (M) ⊂ S∗
q (M) and ‖ · ‖−p ≥ ‖ · ‖−q whenever 0 ≤ p ≤ q. Let S∗(M) be

the dual of S(M) and endow it with the strong topology. Then, as an immediate consequence of

the general theory of countably Hilbertian nuclear spaces (see, e.g. [4] or [7]), one has

S∗(M) =
⋃

p≥0

S∗
p (M), (2.12)

and moreover the inductive limit topology over S∗(M) given by space sequence S∗
p (M), p ≥ 0

coincides with the strong topology.

We mention that, by identifying L2(M) with its dual, one comes to a Gel’fand triple of the

following form

S(M) ⊂ L2(M) ⊂ S∗(M), (2.13)

which is referred to as the Gel’fand triple based on functionals of M .

Remark 2.1. Elements of S∗(M) are known as generalized functionals of M , while elements of

S(M) are referred to as testing functionals of M .

Accordingly, S∗(M) and S(M) are the generalized functional space and the testing functional

space of M , respectively. It turns out [20] that S∗(M) can accommodate many quantities of

theoretical interest that can not be covered by L2(M). In the following, we denote by 〈〈·, ·〉〉 the

canonical bilinear form on S∗(M)× S(M) given by

〈〈Φ, ξ〉〉 = Φ(ξ), Φ ∈ S∗(M), ξ ∈ S(M). (2.14)

Note that 〈〈·, ·〉〉 is different from the inner product 〈·, ·〉 in L2(M). For Φ ∈ S∗(M), its Fock

transform is the function Φ̂ on Γ given by

Φ̂(σ) = 〈〈Φ, Zσ〉〉, σ ∈ Γ. (2.15)

It is known [20] that generalized functionals of M are completely determined by their Fock

transforms, namely for Φ, Ψ ∈ S∗(M), Φ = Ψ if and only if Φ̂ = Ψ̂. The following lemma comes

from [20] (see Theorem 14 and Theorem 15 therein), which characterizes generalized functionals

of M through their Fock transforms.

Lemma 2.1. Let F be a function on Γ. Then F is the Fock transform of an element Φ of S∗(M)

if and only if it satisfies

|F (σ)| ≤ Cλpσ, σ ∈ Γ (2.16)

for some constants C ≥ 0 and p ≥ 0. In that case, for q > p+ 1
2 , one has

‖Φ‖−q ≤ C

[∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(q−p)
σ

] 1
2

(2.17)

and in particular Φ ∈ S∗
q (M).

A sequence (Φn)n≥1 in S∗(M) is said to converge strongly to an element Φ of S∗(M) if

converges to Φ in the strong topology of S∗(M). Theorem 10 of [21] provides a criterion for

checking whether or not a sequence (Φn)n≥0 in S∗(M) converges strongly.
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3 Main work

In this section, we show our main work in the present paper. We continue to use the notions,

assumptions and notation made in previous sections.

3.1 Definition of generalized weighted number operators

In the first subsection, we first introduce a class of continuous linear operator on S∗(M), which we

call 2D-generalized weighted number (2D-GWN) operators. And then we compare these operators

with the 2D-weighted number (2D-WN) operators introduced in [24], which are densely-defined

in L2(M). Finally, we prove a regularity property of 2D-GWN operators.

Definition 3.1. A nonnegative function w on N× N is called a 2D-weight if it satisfies that

sup
k≥0

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k) <∞. (3.1)

For a 2D-weight w, a function ϑw on Γ, called the spectral function associated with w, is

defined as

ϑw(σ) =
∞∑

j=0

1σ(j)w(j, j) +
∞∑

j,k=0

(
1− 1σ(j)

)
1σ(k)w(j, k), σ ∈ Γ, (3.2)

where 1σ(·) means the indicator of σ as a subset of N. The next proposition shows that ϑw is

dominated by the function σ 7→ #(σ) on Γ.

Proposition 3.1. Let w be a 2D-weight and ϑw the spectral function associated with w. Then,

it holds true that

0 ≤ ϑw(σ) ≤ 2αw#(σ), σ ∈ Γ, (3.3)

where αw = supk≥0

∑∞
j=0 w(j, k) and #(σ) means the cardinality of σ.

Proof. Clearly, ϑw(σ) ≥ 0 for all σ ∈ Γ. On the other hand, for all σ ∈ Γ, careful estimates give

ϑw(σ) =

∞∑

j=0

1σ(j)w(j, j) +

∞∑

j,k=0

(
1− 1σ(j)

)
1σ(k)w(j, k)

≤ αw

∞∑

j=0

1σ(j) +

∞∑

k=0

1σ(k)

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)

≤ 2αw#(σ).

This completes the proof.

Theorem 3.2. Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, there exists a unique continuous linear operator

Kw : S∗(M) → S∗(M) such that

K̂wΦ(σ) = ϑw(σ)Φ̂(σ), σ ∈ Γ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.4)

where ϑw is the spectral function associated with w.
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Proof. Clearly, the operator Kw is unique if it exists. Next we show its existence. Let Φ ∈ S∗(M).

By Lemma 2.1, there exist constants C ≥ 0 and p ≥ 0 such that

|Φ̂(σ)| ≤ Cλpσ, σ ∈ Γ,

which, together with inequalities ϑw(σ) ≤ 2αw#(σ) and #(σ) ≤ λσ, implies that the function

σ 7→ ϑw(σ)Φ̂(σ) satisfies the following relation

|ϑw(σ)Φ̂(σ)| ≤ 2αwCλ
p+1
σ , σ ∈ Γ.

Thus, again by Lemma 2.1, there exists a unique ΨΦ ∈ S∗(M) such that

Ψ̂Φ(σ) = ϑw(σ)Φ̂(σ), σ ∈ Γ.

Now consider the mapping Kw : S∗(M) → S∗(M) given by KwΦ = ΨΦ, Φ ∈ S∗(M). It is not

hard to verify that Kw is linear and satisfies (3.4). Next, we show that Kw is continuous.

Let p ≥ 0 and denote by jp : S∗
p (M) → S∗(M) the inclusion mapping given by jp(Φ) = Φ,

Φ ∈ S∗
p (M). Then, for each Φ ∈ S∗

p (M), we have

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ | ̂Kw ◦ jp(Φ)(σ)|

2 =
∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ |K̂wΦ(σ)|

2

=
∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ (ϑw(σ))

2|Φ̂(σ)|2

≤ 4α2
w

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2p
σ |Φ̂(σ)|2,

which implies that Kw ◦ jp(Φ) ∈ S∗
p+1(M) and ‖Kw ◦ jp(Φ)‖−(p+1) ≤ 2αw‖Φ‖−p. Thus Kw ◦ jp is

actually a bounded linear operator from S∗
p (M) to S∗

p+1(M), which means that Kw ◦ jp : S∗
p (M) →

S∗(M) is continuous.

Since the choice of the above p ≥ 0 is arbitrary, we actually arrive at a conclusion that the

composition mapping Kw ◦ jp : S∗
p (M) → S∗(M) is continuous for all p ≥ 0. Therefore, the

mapping Kw : S∗(M) → S∗(M) is continuous with respect to the inductive limit topology over its

domain S∗(M). Since the strong topology over S∗(M) coincides with the inductive limit topology

over S∗(M), we finally come to the conclusion that Kw is continuous.

Definition 3.2. The operator Kw : S∗(M) → S∗(M) indicated in Theorem 3.2 is called the

2D-generalized weighted number operator on S∗(M) associated with w (for short, the 2D-GWN

operator associated with w, or the 2D-GWN operator on S∗(M), or the GWN operator).

Recall that L2(M) is the Hilbert space of square integrable functionals of M , which is con-

tained in S∗(M). According to Appendix (Section 4), for a 2D-weight w, the 2D-weighted number

(2D-WN) operator Sw associated with w is the one densely-defined in L2(M), which can be equiv-

alently redefined as

Swξ =
∑

σ∈Γ

ϑw(σ)〈Zσ, ξ〉Zσ, ξ ∈ DomSw (3.5)

with the domain DomSw given by

DomSw =
{
ξ ∈ L2(M)

∣∣∣
∑

σ∈Γ

(ϑw(σ))
2|〈Zσ, ξ〉|

2 <∞
}
. (3.6)
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The next proposition shows close links between the 2D-GWN operator Kw on S∗(M) and the

2D-WN operator Sw in L2(M), which justifies Definition 3.2.

Proposition 3.3. Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, the 2D-GWN operator Kw on S∗(M) and the

2D-WN operator Sw in L2(M) admit the following relation

(RSw)ξ = (KwR)ξ, ξ ∈ DomSw, (3.7)

where R is the Riesz mapping from L2(M) to its dual.

DomSw
R

−−−−→ S∗(M)

Sw

y
yKw

L2(M) −−−−→
R

S∗(M)

(3.8)

Proof. Let ξ ∈ DomSw. Then, for all σ ∈ Γ, by using (3.5) and (3.4), we have

R̂(Swξ)(σ) = 〈Swξ, Zσ〉 = ϑw(σ)〈ξ, Zσ〉 = ϑw(σ)R̂ξ(σ) = K̂w(Rξ)(σ),

which implies that R(Swξ) = Kw(Rξ), namely (RSw)ξ = (KwR)ξ.

In general, the 2D-WN operator Sw is not bounded (hence not continuous) and its domain

DomSw is a proper subspace of L2(M) (see Lemma 4.1 and Remark 4.1 in Appendix for details).

However, as an S∗(M)-version of Sw, the 2D-GWN operator Kw is defined on the whole space

S∗(M) and is always continuous, which might make it convenient to apply Kw in many cases.

The next theorem further shows the regularity of Kw.

Theorem 3.4. Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, for each p ≥ 0, one has Kw(S∗
p (M)) ⊂ S∗

p+1(M),

and moreover it holds that

‖KwΦ‖−(p+1) ≤ 2αw‖Φ‖−p, Φ ∈ S∗
p (M), (3.9)

where αw = supk≥0

∑∞
j=0 w(j, k).

Proof. Let Φ ∈ S∗
p (M) be given. Then, by using Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 3.1, we find

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ |K̂wΦ(σ)|

2 =
∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ (ϑw(σ))

2|Φ̂(σ)|2 ≤ 4α2
w

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2p
σ |Φ̂(σ)|2,

which together Lemma 2.1 implies that KwΦ ∈ S∗
p+1(M) and ‖KwΦ‖−(p+1) ≤ 2αw‖Φ‖−p.

3.2 Representation of generalized weighted number operators

As is seen in Subsection 3.1, 2D-GWN operators are actually a type of “diagonal operators” on

S∗(M). In the present subsection, we first show that 2D-GWN operators can be expressed in

terms of generalized annihilation and creation operators on S∗(M). And then we prove several

further results about a special class of 2D-GWN operators, which we call 1D-GWN operators.

First, we recall the definition of generalized annihilation and creation operators on S∗(M)

and their basic properties (Cf Subsection 3.1 of [23]). For k ≥ 0, the generalized annihilation

operator associated with k is the continuous linear operator ak on S∗(M) determined by

âkΦ(σ) = [1− 1σ(k)]Φ̂(σ ∪ k), σ ∈ Γ, Φ ∈ S∗(M) (3.10)

9



and the generalized creation operators associated with k is the continuous linear operator a†k on

S∗(M) determined by

â
†
kΦ(σ) = 1σ(k)Φ̂(σ \ k), σ ∈ Γ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.11)

where σ∪k = σ∪{k}, σ \k = σ \{k} and Ψ̂ means the Fock transform of a generalized functional

Ψ ∈ S∗(M).

Let ∂k and ∂∗k be the annihilation and creation operators on L2(M) associated with k ≥ 0

(see Appendix for details). Then it can be shown that

R∂k = akR, R∂∗k = a
†
kR, (3.12)

where R denotes the Riesz mapping from L2(M) to its dual. The above relations suggest that

ak and a
†
k can be viewed as S∗(M)-versions of ∂k and ∂∗k, respectively. However, it should be

emphasized that ∂k and ∂∗k are bounded (continuous) linear operators on L2(M), while ak and

a
†
k are continuous linear operators on S∗(M). Additionally, ∂∗k is the adjoint of ∂k, while a

†
k is

not the adjoint of ak. In fact, the adjoint of ak is a continuous linear operator on the testing

functional space S(M).

Just like annihilation and creation operators on L2(M), generalized annihilation and creation

operators on S∗(M) also satisfy a canonical anti-commutation relation (CAR) in equal time,

namely it holds true that

a
†
kak + aka

†
k = I, k ≥ 0, (3.13)

where I means the identity operator on S∗(M). Additionally, one can also verify that

ajak = akaj , a
†
ja

†
k = a

†
ka

†
j, a

†
jak = aka

†
j (j 6= k) (3.14)

and

ajaj = 0, a
†
ja

†
j = 0, (3.15)

where j, k ≥ 0 and the righthand sides of (3.15) mean the null operator on S∗(M).

We now consider series in S∗(M). A double series
∑∞

j,k=0 Φjk in S∗(M) is said to converge

naturally if its sequence of square-array partial sums

Φ(n) =

n∑

j,k=0

Φjk, n ≥ 0

converges strongly in S∗(M) as n→ ∞. In that case, we write
∑∞

j,k=0 Φjk = limn→∞ Φ(n).

Proposition 3.5. Let σ ∈ Γ and Φ ∈ S∗(M). Then, for j, k ≥ 0, one has

̂
a
†
kaja

†
jakΦ(σ) =

{
(1 − 1σ(j))1σ(k)Φ̂(σ), j 6= k;

1σ(j)Φ̂(σ), j = k,
(3.16)

where
̂

a
†
kaja

†
jakΦ denotes the Fock transform of a†kaja

†
jakΦ. In particular, a†jaja

†
jaj = a

†
jaj for all

j ≥ 0.

10



Proof. When j 6= k, we have 1σ\k(j) = 1σ(j), which together with (3.10) and (3.11) gives

̂
a
†
kaja

†
jakΦ(σ) = 1σ(k)(1 − 1σ(j))

̂
a
†
jakΦ((σ \ k) ∪ j)

= 1σ(k)(1 − 1σ(j))âkΦ(σ \ k)

= 1σ(k)(1 − 1σ(j))Φ̂(σ).

When j = k, we can similarly get
̂

a
†
kaja

†
jakΦ(σ) =

̂
a
†
jaja

†
jajΦ(σ) = 1σ(j)Φ̂(σ). Finally, a simple

calculation shows that
̂
a
†
jajΦ(σ) = 1σ(j)Φ̂(σ), thus

̂
a
†
jaja

†
jajΦ(σ) =

̂
a
†
jajΦ(σ),

which together with the arbitrariness of σ ∈ Γ and Φ ∈ S∗(M) implies that a†jaja
†
jaj = a

†
jaj .

The following theorem gives a formula that expresses a 2D-GWN operator in terms of gener-

alized annihilation and creation operators.

Theorem 3.6. Let w be a 2D-weight and Kw the 2D-GWN operator. Then, it holds true that

KwΦ =
∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)a†kaja
†
jakΦ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.17)

where the double series on the righthand side converges naturally.

Proof. Let Φ ∈ S∗(M). We need to show that the series on the righthand side converges naturally

to KwΦ. To this end, we write

Ψn =

n∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)a†kaja
†
jakΦ, n ≥ 0.

By Proposition 3.5, we have

Ψ̂n(σ) =

n∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)
̂

a
†
kaja

†
jakΦ(σ)

=

n∑

j=0

[
1σ(j)w(j, j) +

n∑

k=0,k 6=j

(1− 1σ(j))1σ(k)w(j, k)
]
Φ̂(σ)

=
[ n∑

j=0

1σ(j)w(j, j) +
n∑

j,k=0

(1− 1σ(j))1σ(k)w(j, k)
]
Φ̂(σ),

where σ ∈ Γ. This together with Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 implies that

lim
n→∞

Ψ̂n(σ) = ϑw(σ)Φ̂(σ) = K̂wΦ(σ), ∀σ ∈ Γ.

On the other hand, by the characterization theorem of generalized functionals (Lemma 2.1), there

exist constants C ≥ 0 and p ≥ 0 such that

|Φ̂(σ)| ≤ Cλpσ, σ ∈ Γ,
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which, together with inequalities ϑw(σ) ≤ 2αw#(σ) and #(σ) ≤ λσ, yields

sup
n≥0

|Ψ̂n(σ)| = sup
n≥0

[ n∑

j=0

1σ(j)w(j, j) +
n∑

j,k=0

(1− 1σ(j))1σ(k)w(j, k)
]
|Φ̂(σ)|

≤ ϑw(σ)|Φ̂(σ)|

≤ 2αwCλ
p+1
σ ,

where σ ∈ Γ. Therefore, using the criterion for convergence of generalized functional sequences

(see Theorem 10 of [21]), we come to the conclusion that Ψn → KwΦ strongly as n→ ∞, namely

(3.17) holds true.

Remark 3.1. Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, according to Appendix (Section 4), the 2D-WN

operator Sw in L2(M) has a representation of the form

Swξ =

∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)∂∗k∂j∂
∗
j ∂kξ, ξ ∈ DomSw. (3.18)

Comparing (3.17) and (3.18), one can further see the similarity as well as the difference between

the 2D-GWN operator Kw on S∗(M) and the 2D-WN operator Sw in L2(M).

We now turn our attention to a special class of 2D-GWN operators, which are actually deter-

mined by one-variable functions on N.

Theorem 3.7. Let u be a bounded nonnegative function on N. Then there exists a unique

continuous linear operator Nu : S∗(M) → S∗(M) such that

N̂uΦ(σ) = #u(σ)Φ̂(σ), σ ∈ Γ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.19)

where #u(σ) =
∑∞

k=0 1σ(k)u(k).

Proof. Define a nonnegative function w(u) on N× N as follows

w(u)(j, k) =

{
u(k), j = k, (j, k) ∈ N× N;

0, j 6= k, (j, k) ∈ N× N.

It is easy to verify that w(u) is a 2D-weight and supk≥0

∑∞
j=0 w

(u)(j, k) = supk≥0 u(k). And

moreover the spectral function ϑw(u) associated with w(u) coincides with the function #u(·),

namely

ϑw(u)(σ) = #u(σ), σ ∈ Γ.

Now put Nu = Kw(u) . Then Nu is the desired operator.

Definition 3.3. For a bounded nonnegative function u on N, the operator Nu indicated in

Theorem 3.7 is called the 1D-generalized weighted number operator (for short, the 1D-GWN

operator) on S∗(M) associated with u.

As can be seen in the proof of Theorem 3.7, 1D-GWN operators are actually a special class

of 2D GWN operator on S∗(M). Hence they can be expected to have better properties. This is

indeed the case.
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Theorem 3.8. Let Nu be the 1D-GWN operator on S∗(M) associated with a bounded nonnegative

function u on N. Then, for each p ≥ 0, one has Nu(S∗
p (M)) ⊂ S∗

p+1(M) and moreover

‖NuΦ‖−(p+1) ≤ βu‖Φ‖−p, Φ ∈ S∗
p (M). (3.20)

where βu = supk≥0 u(k).

Proof. Let Φ ∈ S∗
p (M). By using Theorem 3.7, we find

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ |N̂uΦ(σ)|

2 =
∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ (#u(σ))

2|Φ̂(σ)|2 ≤ β2
u

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ (#(σ))2|Φ̂(σ)|2,

which together with #(σ) ≤ λσ implies that
∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2(p+1)
σ |N̂uΦ(σ)|

2 ≤ β2
u

∑

σ∈Γ

λ−2p
σ |Φ̂(σ)|2,

which means that NuΦ ∈ S∗
p+1(M) and ‖NuΦ‖−(p+1) ≤ βu‖Φ‖−p.

Remark 3.2. By using Theorem 3.4, one can only get ‖NuΦ‖−(p+1) ≤ 2βu‖Φ‖−p, which is not

as good as (3.20).

Theorem 3.9. Let Nu be the 1D-GWN operator associated with a bounded nonnegative function

u on N. Then, Nu has a representation of the following form

NuΦ =
∞∑

k=0

u(k)a†kakΦ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.21)

where the series on the righthand side converges strongly.

Proof. Let Φ ∈ S∗(M). According to Proposition 3.5 and the proof of Theorem 3.7, we have

n∑

k=0

u(k)a†kakΦ =

n∑

k=0

u(k)a†kaka
†
kakΦ =

n∑

j,k=0

w(u)(j, k)a†kaja
†
jakΦ, n ≥ 1,

Thus, by Theorem 3.6 and the proof of Theorem 3.7, we get to know that

∞∑

k=0

u(k)a†kakΦ =
∞∑

j,k=0

w(u)(j, k)a†kaja
†
jakΦ = Kw(u)Φ = NuΦ,

where the first series converges strongly because the second one converges naturally.

Corollary 3.10. There exists a unique continuous linear operator N : S∗(M) → S∗(M) such

that

N̂Φ(σ) = #(σ)Φ̂(σ), σ ∈ Γ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.22)

where #(σ) denotes the cardinality of σ as a set.

Proof. Let N = Nu0 , where u0 is the constant function on N given by u0(j) = 1, ∀ j ∈ N. Then,

by Theorem 3.7, we know that N is the desired.

Remark 3.3. We call N the generalized number operator on S∗(M).

From Theorem 3.9 and the proof of Corollary 3.10, one can get a representation of N in terms

of the family {ak, a
†
k | k ≥ 0}, namely

NΦ =

∞∑

k=0

a
†
kakΦ, Φ ∈ S∗(M), (3.23)

where the series on the righthand side converges strongly.
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3.3 Commutation relations

In this subsection, we examine commutation relations between GWN operators and generalized

annihilation (creation) operators.

Theorem 3.11. Let Nu be the 1D-GWN operator associated with a bounded nonnegative function

u on N. Then, for all k ≥ 0, it holds true that

Nuak = akNu − u(k)ak, Nua
†
k = a

†
kNu + u(k)a†k, Nua

†
kak = a

†
kakNu. (3.24)

Proof. Let k ≥ 0. For all Φ ∈ S∗(M) and σ ∈ Γ, by using properties of Nu and ak, we have

̂(akNu)Φ(σ) = ̂ak(NuΦ)(σ) = (1− 1σ(k))N̂uΦ(σ ∪ k) = (1− 1σ(k))#u(σ ∪ k)Φ̂(σ ∪ k),

which together with (1− 1σ(k))#u(σ ∪ k) = (1 − 1σ(k))#u(σ) + (1− 1σ(k))u(k) gives

̂(akNu)Φ(σ) = (1− 1σ(k))#u(σ)Φ̂(σ ∪ k) + (1 − 1σ(k))u(k)Φ̂(σ ∪ k)

= #u(σ)âkΦ(σ) + u(k)âkΦ(σ)

= ̂Nu(akΦ)(σ) + u(k)âkΦ(σ)

= ̂(Nuak)Φ(σ) + u(k)âkΦ(σ).

Thus akNu = Nuak + u(k)ak, which is equivalent to Nuak = akNu − u(k)ak. Similarly, we can

verify the second equality. Finally, by using the first and second equalities, we get

Nua
†
kak = a

†
kNuak + u(k)a†kak = a

†
k(akNu − u(k)ak) + u(k)a†kak = a

†
kakNu.

This completes the proof.

Comparing Theorem 3.11 and Lemma 4.3, one can see that the commutation relations between

Nu and ak (respectively, a†k) are quite similar to those between Nu and ∂k (respectively, ∂∗k).

However, the commutation relations between Nu and ak (respectively, a†k) hold true on the whole

space S∗(M), while the commutation relations between between Nu and ∂k (respectively, ∂∗k)

hold true only on DomNu, which is a dense subspace of L2(M).

Corollary 3.12. The generalized number operator N admits the following commutation relations

Nak = akN− ak, Na
†
k = a

†
kN+ a

†
k, Na

†
kak = a

†
kakN. (3.25)

As is seen, there are relatively simple commutation relations between 1D-GWN operators and

generalized annihilation (creation) operators. Next, we turn our attention to the case of 2D-GWN

operators.

Proposition 3.13. Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, for all k ≥ 0 and σ ∈ Γ, it holds true that

(1− 1σ(k))ϑw(σ ∪ k) = (1− 1σ(k))
[
ϑw(σ)−#w(k,·)(σ)−#w(·,k)(σ) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
, (3.26)

where #w(k,·)(σ) =
∑∞

n=0 1σ(n)w(k, n) and #w(·,k)(σ) =
∑∞

j=0 1σ(j)w(j, k).
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Proof. Let k ≥ 0 and σ ∈ Γ. Then, by careful calculations, we find

(1 − 1σ(k))
∞∑

j=0

1σ∪k(j)w(j, j) = (1− 1σ(k))
[ ∞∑

j=0

1σ(j)w(j, j) + w(k, k)
]

and

(1−1σ(k))
∞∑

j,n=0

(1− 1σ∪k(j))1σ∪k(n)w(j, n)

= (1 − 1σ(k))
[ ∞∑

j,n=0

(1− 1σ(j))1σ(n)w(j, n) −
∞∑

n=0

1σ(n)w(k, n)

+

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k) −
∞∑

j=0

1σ(j)w(j, k) − w(k, k)
]

= (1 − 1σ(k))
[ ∞∑

j,n=0

(1− 1σ(j))1σ(n)w(j, n) −#w(k,·)(σ)−#w(·,k)(σ) − w(k, k) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
.

It then follows from these two equalities that

(1− 1σ(k))ϑw(σ ∪ k) = (1− 1σ(k))
[ ∞∑

j=0

1σ∪k(j)w(j, j) +

∞∑

j,n=0

(1− 1σ∪k(j))1σ∪k(n)w(j, n)
]

= (1− 1σ(k))
[
ϑw(σ) −#w(k,·)(σ) −#w(·,k)(σ) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]

This completes the proof.

Theorem 3.14. Let w be a 2D-weight and Kw the 2D-GWN operator associated with w. Then,

for all k ≥ 0, it holds true that

Kwak = akKw + akNw(k,·) + akNw(·,k) −
[
2w(k, k) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
ak. (3.27)

Proof. Let k ≥ 0. Then, for all Φ ∈ S∗(M) and σ ∈ Γ, using properties of the involved operators,

we have

âkKwΦ(σ) = (1− 1σ(k))K̂wΦ(σ ∪ k) = (1 − 1σ(k))ϑw(σ ∪ k)Φ̂(σ ∪ k),

which together with Proposition 3.13 gives

âkKwΦ(σ) = (1 − 1σ(k))
[
ϑw(σ)−#w(k,·)(σ) −#w(·,k)(σ) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
Φ̂(σ ∪ k)

=
[
ϑw(σ) −#w(k,·)(σ)−#w(·,k)(σ) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
âkΦ(σ)

= K̂wakΦ(σ)− ̂Nw(k,·)akΦ(σ)− ̂Nw(·,k)akΦ(σ) +
[ ∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
âkΦ(σ).

Thus, by the arbitrariness of Φ and σ in the above equality, we come to the following equality

akKw = Kwak −Nw(k,·)ak −Nw(·,k)ak +
[ ∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
ak,
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which, together with Nw(k,·)ak = akNw(k,·) − w(k, k)ak and Nw(·,k)ak = akNw(·,k) − w(k, k)ak,

(see Theorem 3.11), yields

akKw = Kwak − akNw(k,·) − akNw(·,k) +
[
2w(k, k) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
ak,

which implies (3.27).

Proposition 3.15. Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, for all k ≥ 0 and σ ∈ Γ, it holds true that

1σ(k)ϑw(σ \ k) = 1σ(k)
[
ϑw(σ) + #w(k,·)(σ) + #w(·,k)(σ) − 2w(k, k)−

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
, (3.28)

where #w(k,·)(σ) =
∑∞

n=0 1σ(n)w(k, n) and #w(·,k)(σ) =
∑∞

j=0 1σ(j)w(j, k).

Proof. The proof is much similar to that of Proposition 3.13. Here, we omit it for brevity.

Theorem 3.16. Let w be a 2D-weight and Kw the 2D-GWN operator associated with w. Then,

for all k ≥ 0, it holds true that

Kwa
†
k = a

†
kKw − a

†
kNw(k,·) − a

†
kNw(·,k) +

[ ∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
a
†
k. (3.29)

Proof. Let k ≥ 0. For all Φ ∈ S∗(M) and σ ∈ Γ, using properties of the involved operators as

well as Proposition 3.15, we get

̂
a
†
kKwΦ(σ) = 1σ(k)ϑw(σ \ k)Φ̂(σ \ k)

= 1σ(k)
[
ϑw(σ) + #w(k,·)(σ) + #w(·,k)(σ) − 2w(k, k)−

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
Φ̂(σ \ k)

=
[
ϑw(σ) + #w(k,·)(σ) + #w(·,k)(σ) − 2w(k, k)−

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
â
†
kΦ(σ)

=
̂
Kwa

†
kΦ(σ) +

̂
Nw(k,·)a

†
kΦ(σ) +

̂
Nw(·,k)a

†
kΦ(σ) −

[
2w(k, k) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
â
†
kΦ(σ).

Thus, by the arbitrariness of Φ and σ in the above equality, we have

a
†
kKw = Kwa

†
k +Nw(k,·)a

†
k +Nw(·,k)a

†
k −

[
2w(k, k) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
a
†
k,

which, together with Nw(k,·)a
†
k = a

†
kNw(k,·) + w(k, k)a†k and Nw(·,k)a

†
k = a

†
kNw(·,k) + w(k, k)a†k,

(see Theorem 3.11), gives

a
†
kKw = Kwa

†
k + a

†
kNw(k,·) + a

†
kNw(·,k) −

[ ∞∑

j=0

w(j, k)
]
a
†
k,

which is equivalent to (3.29).

Remark 3.4. Again comparing Theorem 3.14, Theorem 3.16 and Lemma 4.4, one can find

that the commutation relations between Kw and ak (respectively, a†k) are quite similar to those

between Sw and ∂k (respectively, ∂∗k). However, the commutation relations between Kw and ak

(respectively, a†k) hold true on the whole space S∗(M), while the commutation relations between

Sw and ∂k (respectively, ∂∗k) hold true only on DomN , which is a proper subspace of L2(M).
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Theorem 3.17. Let w be a 2D-weight and Kw the 2D-GWN operator associated with w. Then,

for all k ≥ 0, it holds true that

Kwa
†
kak = a

†
kakKw, (3.30)

namely Kw commutes with a
†
kak.

Proof. From all Φ ∈ S∗(M) and σ ∈ Γ, by Proposition 3.5 we have
̂
a
†
kakΦ(σ) = 1σ(k)Φ̂(σ), which

together with Theorem 3.2 implies that

̂
Kwa

†
kakΦ(σ) = ϑw(σ)

̂
a
†
kakΦ(σ) = ϑw(σ)1σ(k)Φ̂(σ) = 1σ(k)K̂wΦ(σ) =

̂
a
†
kakKwΦ(σ).

Thus Kwa
†
kak = a

†
kakKw.

4 Appendix

In the appendix, we collect some notions and facts about weighted number (WN) operators in

L2(M), which were essentially introduced and proven in [24] (see Section IV therein). We continue

to use the notation, notions and assumptions made in Section 2.

Recall that L2(M) is the complex Hilbert space consisting of all square integrable functionals

of M , and {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} its canonical orthonormal basis (for details, see (2.5) and the paragraph

standing with it). For each nonnegative integer k ≥ 0, there exists a bounded operator ∂k on

L2(M) such that

∂kZσ = 1σ(k)Zσ\k, ∂∗kZσ = (1− 1σ(k))Zσ∪k, σ ∈ Γ, (4.1)

where σ \ k = σ \ {k}, σ ∪ k = σ ∪ {k} and ∂∗k denotes the adjoint of ∂k. Usually, ∂k and ∂∗k are

known as the annihilation and creation operators on L2(M) associated with k, respectively.

Annihilation and creation operators {∂k, ∂∗k | k ≥ 0} on L2(M) satisfy commutation relations

of the following form

∂k∂l = ∂l∂k, ∂∗k∂
∗
l = ∂∗l ∂

∗
k , ∂∗k∂l = ∂l∂

∗
k (k 6= l) (4.2)

and

∂∗k∂k + ∂k∂
∗
k = I, (4.3)

where I means the identity operator on L2(M). In the physical literature, (4.3) is usually known

as the canonical anti-commutation relation (CAR) in equal time.

A double vector series
∑∞

j,k=0 ξjk in L2(M) is said to converge naturally if its sequence of

square-array partial sums

sn =

n∑

j,k=0

ξjk =

n∑

j=0

n∑

k=0

ξjk, n ≥ 0

converges in L2(M) as n → ∞. In that case, one writes
∑∞

j,k=0 ξjk = limn→∞ sn. Let w be a

2D-weight (see Definition 3.1 for its definition). Then, for each σ ∈ Γ, the following double vector

series converges naturally
∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)∂∗k∂j∂
∗
j ∂kZσ. (4.4)
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Given a 2D-weight w, the 2D-weighted number operator (for short, the 2D-WN operator or

the WN operator) Sw associated with w is the one in L2(M) defined by

Swξ =

∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)∂∗k∂j∂
∗
j ∂kξ, ξ ∈ DomSw (4.5)

with

DomSw =
{
ξ ∈ L2(M)

∣∣∣
∞∑

j,k=0

w(j, k)∂∗k∂j∂
∗
j ∂kξ converges naturally

}
. (4.6)

It follows immediately from (4.5) that {Zσ | σ ∈ Γ} ⊂ DomSw, which implies that Sw is densely-

defined in L2(M).

Lemma 4.1. (Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3 of [24]) Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, a vector

ξ ∈ L2(M) falls into DomSw if and only if it satisfies that

∑

σ∈Γ

(
ϑw(σ)

)2
|〈Zσ, ξ〉|

2 <∞, (4.7)

where ϑw is the spectral function associated with w (see Definition 3.1). In that case, one has

Swξ =
∑

σ∈Γ

ϑw(σ)〈Zσ , ξ〉Zσ. (4.8)

Additionally, Sw is bounded if and only if supσ∈Γ ϑw(σ) <∞.

Remark 4.1. Due to the above lemma, the 2D-WN operator Sw associated with a 2D-weight w

can be equivalently redefined as

Swξ =
∑

σ∈Γ

ϑw(σ)〈Zσ, ξ〉Zσ, ξ ∈ DomSw (4.9)

with

DomSw =
{
ξ ∈ L2(M)

∣∣∣
∑

σ∈Γ

(ϑw(σ))
2|〈Zσ, ξ〉|

2 <∞
}
, (4.10)

which implies that Sw is positive and self-adjoint.

For a bounded nonnegative function u on N, the 1D-weighted number operator (for short, the

1D-WN operator) Nu associated with u is the one in L2(M) defined by

Nuξ =
∑

σ∈Γ

#u(σ)〈Zσ , ξ〉Zσ, DomNu (4.11)

with

DomNu =
{
ξ ∈ L2(M)

∣∣∣
∑

σ∈Γ

(
#u(σ)

)2
|〈Zσ, ξ〉|

2 <∞
}
, (4.12)

where #u(σ) =
∑∞

k=0 1σ(k)u(k).

Let u be a bounded nonnegative function on N. Then, there exists a 2D-weight w(u) on N×N

such that

w(u)(j, k) =

{
u(j), j = k, (j, k) ∈ N× N;

0, j 6= k, (j, k) ∈ N× N
(4.13)
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and Nu = Sw(u) , which together with (4.4) gives a representation of Nu of the following form

Nuξ =
∞∑

k=0

u(k)∂∗k∂kξ, ξ ∈ DomNu. (4.14)

Thus, 1D-WN operators are actually a special class of 2D-WN operators.

The 1D-WN operator Nu associated with the constant function u(k) ≡ 1 is usually known as

the number operator and is denoted by N . Clearly, the number operator N can also be directly

defined as

Nξ =
∑

σ∈Γ

#(σ)〈Zσ , ξ〉Zσ, DomN, (4.15)

where the domain DomN is given by

DomN =
{
ξ ∈ L2(M)

∣∣∣
∑

σ∈Γ

(
#(σ)

)2
|〈Zσ, ξ〉|

2 <∞
}
. (4.16)

The next result shows that the domain of the number operator N can play an important role in

comparing two WN operators.

Lemma 4.2. (Theorem 4.6 of [24]) Let w be a 2D-weight. Then DomN is a core for Sw. In

particular, for all bounded nonnegative function u on N, DomN is a core for Nu.

From (4.5), one can see that 2D-WN operators are essentially generated by annihilation and

creation operators {∂k, ∂∗k | k ≥ 0} on L2(M). This, together with the commutation relations

described by (4.2) and (4.3), suggests that a 2D-WN operator Sw and an annihilation operator

∂k (or a creation operator ∂∗k) must satisfy some kind of meaningful commutation relations. This

is indeed the case.

Lemma 4.3. (Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.8 of [24]) Let u be a bounded nonnegative function

on N. Then, for all n ≥ 0, DomNu is an invariant subspace of both ∂n and ∂∗n, and moreover it

holds true on DomNu that

Nu∂n = ∂nNu − u(n)∂n, Nu∂
∗
n = ∂∗nNu + u(n)∂∗n. (4.17)

Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, for each n ≥ 0, both w(n, ·) and w(·, n) are bounded nonnegative

functions on N, hence Nw(n,·) and Nw(·,n) make sense as the 1D-WN operators associated with

w(n, ·) and w(·, n) respectively.

Lemma 4.4. (Theorem 4.10 and Theorem 4.11 of [24]) Let w be a 2D-weight. Then, for all

n ≥ 0, it holds true on DomN that

Sw∂n = ∂nSw + ∂nNw(·,n) + ∂nNw(n,·) −
[
2w(n, n) +

∞∑

j=0

w(j, n)
]
∂n (4.18)

and

Sw∂
∗
n = ∂∗nSw − ∂∗nNw(·,n) − ∂∗nNw(n,·) +

( ∞∑

j=0

w(j, n)
)
∂∗n. (4.19)

It should be emphasized that, in general, the commutation relations described by (4.17), (4.18)

and (4.19) make no sense on the whole space L2(M).
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