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Abstract

The quantum time of arrival (TOA) problem requires statistics of the measured arrival times
given only the initial state of a particle. Following the standard framework of quantum theory, the
problem translates into finding an appropriate quantum image of the classical arrival time TC(q, p),
usually in operator form T̂. In this paper, we consider the problem anew within the phase space
formulation of quantummechanics. The resulting quantum image is a real-valued and time-reversal
symmetric function TM (q, p) in formal series of h̄2 with the classical arrival time as the leading
term. It is obtained directly from the Moyal bracket relation with the system Hamiltonian and
is hence interpreted as a Moyal deformation of the classical TOA. We investigate its properties
and discuss how it bypasses the known obstructions to quantization by showing the isomorphism
between TM (q, p) and the rigged Hilbert space TOA operator constructed in [Eur. Phys. J. Plus
138, 153 (2023)] which always satisfy the time-energy canonical commutation relation (TECCR)
for arbitrary analytic potentials.

1 Introduction

The incorporation of time as a quantum dynamical observable, dubbed the quantum time problem
(QTP), has remained unsolved since the birth of quantum mechanics. Diverse theoretical approaches
have been proposed, but a consensus has yet to be reached [1, 2]. In the standard formulation of
quantum theory, time is only considered an external parameter, just as in classical mechanics. However,
the interpretation of the principle of time-energy uncertainty [4] and questions involving the occurrence
and duration of quantum processes, e.g. decay, dwell, transitions, arrivals, and tunneling, require a
dynamical treatment of time [3]. The advent of experimental attosecond ionization techniques makes
the problem more important than ever as theories involving time can now be tested up to a quintillionth
of a second (10−18s) [5–7].

To gain a better perspective on the quantum time problem, the physics community often considers
the arrival time of an elementary particle due to its conceptual simplicity [8–41]. The problem proceeds
as follows. Consider an experiment involving a structureless particle of mass µ and momentum p
prepared in an initial state ψ(q) at t = 0 in the presence of an interaction potential V (q). The
particle is fired towards a detector at q = 0 , which announces the particle’s arrival at the origin. The
corresponding arrival time is then recorded. If we repeat the same experiment several times, how do
we obtain the statistics of measured arrival times [17,38]? In classical mechanics, the problem is easily
solved using the classical arrival time expression given by

TC(q, p) = −sgn(p)

√

µ

2

∫ q

0

dq′
√

H(q, p) − V (q′)
, (1)

where sgn(p) is the signum function. It is obtained simply by inverting the particle’s equation of motion.
However, if we follow the usual prescription for observables in quantum theory, the quantum TOA
problem translates into finding an appropriate quantum image of the classical arrival time (1). This
quantum image then serves as a mathematical tool for extracting expectation values and probability

∗dlpablico@up.edu.ph
†eagalapon@up.edu.ph

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00222v2


distributions subject to experimental comparisons. But this begs a crucial question: How do we
construct such a quantum image?

In the standard Hilbert space formulation of quantum mechanics, quantum images of classical
observables are represented by hermitian operators in the underlying state space. But the continuous
spectrum of time observables and the possible singularity of their eigenfunctions require the extension
of quantum theory to the rigged Hilbert space (RHS) [18,19,42–44]. In this framework, TOA operators
generally appear as integral operators of the form

(T̂ϕ)(q) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dq′ 〈q|T̂|q′〉ϕ(q′), (2)

in configuration space. In Ref. [19], quantized time of arrival (QTOA) operators T̂Q of the form given
by Eq. (2) are constructed using Weyl, Born-Jordan, and symmetric quantizations of the classical
arrival time. The kernels of the operators all appear as

〈q|T̂Q|q
′〉 =

µ

ih
TQ(q, q′) sgn(q − q′), (3)

where the explicit form of the kernel factor TQ(q, q′) depends on which quantization rule Q is used.
Quantum images constructed this way are hermitian and time-reversal symmetric. They also correctly
satisfy the quantum-classical correspondence in the classical limit h̄ → 0. Nevertheless, quantized
TOA operators generally fail to satisfy the required conjugacy with the system Hamiltonian, called
the time-energy canonical commutation relation (TECCR), given by

[Ĥ, T̂] = ih̄1, (4)

for arbitrary analytic potentials. Only the Weyl QTOA operator satisfies Eq. (4) but is limited to
linear systems that are up to quadratic in position [3]. The general insufficiency of the theory of
quantized TOA operators is often attributed to the known obstructions to quantization [46–49], which
rejects the notion of quantizing every classical polynomial observable consistently in phase space so
that the Poisson-bracket-commutator correspondence is always satisfied. It is then clear that canonical
quantization is inadequate if one requires the correct algebra of time observables in accordance to Eq.
(4).

An alternative approach has been introduced in Ref. [18] independent of canonical quantization,
called supraquantization. The basic idea is to construct quantum images of the classical arrival time
directly from the axioms of quantum mechanics and the known properties and algebra of time ob-
servables. Here, the classical observable only serves as a boundary condition, not the starting point
of calculations, unlike canonical quantization. The constructed quantum image, the supraquantized
TOA operator T̂S , and its kernel 〈q|T̂S |q

′〉 also share the same general form as Eqs. (2) and (3),
respectively. The difference, however, lies on the kernel factor TS(q, q′) which appears as a solution of
the following second-order partial differential equation,

−
h̄2

2µ

∂2TS(q, q′)

∂q2
+
h̄2

2µ

∂2TS(q, q′)

∂q′2
+ [V (q) − V (q′)]TS(q, q′) = 0, (5)

called the time kernel equation (TKE) subject to the boundary conditions, TS(q, q) = q/2 and
TS(q,−q) = 0. The time kernel equation arises by imposing the canonical commutation relation (4) on
the operator T̂S . It admits a unique solution for entire analytic interaction potentials [45, 54].

As shown recently in Ref. [44], the solution of the TKE admits the expansion

TS(q, q′) =

∞
∑

n=0

TS,n(q, q′), (6)

where TS,0(q, q
′) coincides with the Weyl map of the classical arrival time’s expansion around the

free-particle arrival time. The succeeding terms TS,n(q, q′) are obtained recursively from

TS,n(q, q′) =

(

µ

2h̄2

) n
∑

r=1

1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ q+q′

0

ds V (2r+1)
(s

2

)

∫ q−q′

0

dww2r+1 TS,n−r(s, w)G(s, w), (7)
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where

G(s, w) = 0F1

(

; 1;

(

µ

2h̄2

)

((q − q′)2 − w2)

[

V

(

q + q′

2

)

− V
(s

2

)

])

, (8)

with TS,0(q, q
′) being the initial condition. The operator T̂S then appears as an infinite series of

integral operators with the leading term as the Weyl quantization of the classical arrival time T̂W , i.e.,
T̂S = T̂W + T̂1 + T̂2.... The succeeding terms, T̂n for n ≥ 1, have been interpreted as the quantum
corrections to T̂W in rigged Hilbert space. These quantum corrections vanish for linear systems so that
the supraquantized TOA operator coincides with the Weyl-quantized TOA operator for such systems.

Now, the theory of supraquantization is, in fact, not the only possible alternative path to quanti-
zation. There is also the more well-known phase space formulation of quantum mechanics, or simply
the quantum phase space (QPS), jointly formulated by Weyl, Wigner, and Moyal (WWM) [50, 51].
It is a logically complete and self-standing formulation of quantum mechanics and has been proven
to be useful to all areas of physics, including quantum optics, nuclear physics, quantum information,
collision theory, and non-linear physics, among others [52].

The QPS is based on (i) Weyl’s correspondence between Hilbert space operators and phase-space
functions, (ii) Wigner’s quasi-probability distribution, and (iii) Moyal’s ⋆-product and bracket between
two phase-space functions [51]. In this framework, the symplectic phase space of classical mechanics is
deformed into a non-commutative phase space generated by the position and momentum observables.
This makes it ideal for the quantum TOA problem where one considers the non-commutative algebra
of time observables with respect to the system Hamiltonian. It also allows canonical transformations
similar to classical mechanics, which may provide a deeper understanding of the uncertainty principle
[53]. In addition, it places the position and momentum observables on equal footing so that the
QPS may offer a more universal approach to the quantum TOA problem. Conversion to position or
momentum representations can be easily done simply by integration over the other space.

We are then motivated to explore the application of the QPS formulation to the quantum TOA
problem, which has yet to be done in the literature. Specifically, we aim to (i) introduce an alternative
framework for obtaining quantum images of the classical arrival time independent of quantization and
operator-based formulations, (ii) test the theoretical predictions of the theory of supraquantization by
comparison with that of the current phase space approach, and (iii) identify possible modifications
to the theory of quantized TOA operators if one wishes to incorporate the correct algebra of time
observables.

Relevant to our objectives is the fact that in quantum phase space, the Moyal bracket, not the
Poisson bracket, corresponds to the commutator relation between two operators [50, 51, 61]. This
allows us to recast the algebra of time observables in operator formulation (4) as the Moyal bracket
between two c-number functions

{

H(q, p), TM (q, p)
}

MB
= 1, (9)

where H(q, p) is the system Hamiltonian and TM (q, p) is the required TOA phase space function. In
essence, this paper generally revolves around the construction and investigation of TM (q, p). Specifi-
cally, we will show that it is a real-valued and time-reversal symmetric function in formal series in the
deformation parameter h̄2. The leading term coincides with the classical arrival time and the succeed-
ing terms are interpreted as quantum corrections in phase space. We then determine the corresponding
operator in rigged Hilbert space and show that TM (q, p) leads exactly to the supraquantized TOA op-
erator T̂S constructed before independent of canonical quantization and phase space methods [18,44].
This suggests the isomorphism between the two approaches leading essentially to the same theoretical
predictions.

This work is organized as follows. Section (2) reviews the Poisson bracket between time and energy
in classical phase space. A derivation of the classical arrival time from the required classical algebra is
presented. In Section (3), we construct the quantum image of the classical arrival time directly from
the Moyal bracket relation with the system Hamiltonian. Its properties are also discussed. Section (4)
provides a comparison between the quantum phase space approach and the theory of supraquantization
by Weyl correspondence. Finally we provide brief concluding remarks in Section (5).
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2 The Poisson bracket and the classical arrival time

Let us first consider a classical structureless point particle initially located at some specific point
(q(t = 0), p(t = 0)) in phase space. Its dynamics is dictated by the Hamiltonian

H(q, p) =
p2

2µ
+ V (q), (10)

for a given interaction potential V (q). The arrival time corresponding to the first crossing at the arrival
point is simply described by Eq. (1) which holds for right or left moving classical particle. It is finite
and real-valued in all classically accessible regions in phase space.

A more rigorous derivation of the classical expression TC(q, p), including the existence conditions
and its characterization as a function of the phase space variables q and p, have been provided by Leon,
et al. in Ref. [17]. They showed that the Hamilton equations define an integrable flow with a system
of holonomic coordinates (q(t), p(t)) in phase space for each instant of time, i.e., q(t) = q(q0, p0; t), and
p(t) = p(q0, p0; t). This suggests that the system arrives at a point (q(t), p(t)) given a set of initial
coordinates (q0, p0). These points can then be used to define the arrival time and hence qualified as a
derived variable in phase space. From the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, one then arrives at Eq. (1).

However, there is another derivation of TC(q, p) which is dependent on the conjugacy relation with
the system Hamiltonian H(q, p) in classical phase space. To start, recall that a classical particle moves
along the trajectories defined by H(q, p) = E = constant as t increases [17]. In the TOA problem, this
implies TC(q, p) evolving in step with the parametric time t according to dTC(q, p)/dt = −1. From
Liouville’s equation, this evolution suggests an algebra described by the following classical conjugacy
relation

{

H(q, p), TC(q, p)
}

PB
= 1. (11)

The derived Poisson bracket determines how TC(q, p) changes under a transformation generated by
the Hamiltonian H(q, p).

We can expand Eq. (11) to obtain the following partial differential equation

∂V (q)

∂q

∂TC(q, p)

∂p
−
p

µ

∂TC(q, p)

∂q
= 1. (12)

In the absence of a potential, i.e., V (q) = 0, the well-known free-particle arrival time at the origin
TF (q, p) = −µq/p readily emerges. We rewrite Eq. (12) as an integral equation of the form

TC(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
∂TC(q′, p)

∂p
, (13)

whose solution can be obtained by the method of successive approximation. We can choose the first
term as our zeroth-order approximation of Eq. (13), i.e., TC,0(q, p) = −µq/p so that the boundary con-
dition, TF (q, p), immediately emerges in the limit of vanishing potential. The nth-order approximation
for n ≥ 1 can be obtained from the recurrence relation

TC,n(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
∂TC,n−1(q′, p)

∂p
, (14)

with TC,0(q, p) serving as the initial condition. Comparing Eqs. (13) and (14), we identify the relation
TC(q, p) = limn→∞ TC,n(q, p).

The solution of Eq. (14) is given in Appendix (A) so that in the limit n→ ∞, we arrive at

τM,0(q, p) = lim
n→∞

TC,n(q, p) = −

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k − 1)!!

k!

µk+1

p2k+1

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
k
. (15)

The above infinite series converges absolutely and uniformly to the classical arrival time (1) when
|V (q)−V (q′)| < p2/2µ. Hence, TC(q, p) is derived. We highlight the differences between the expansion
τM,0(q, p) and the classical arrival time TC(q, p). In the theory of TOA operators, τM,0(q, p) is called
the local time of arrival (LTOA) while TC(q, p) as the global time of arrival (GTOA) [18, 19]. The
classical time of arrival holds in the entire region Ω = Ωq×Ωp, while the local time of arrival τM,0(q, p)
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holds only in some local neighborhood of ωq of Ωq where it is real-valued. This defines the inclusion
τM,0(q, p) ⊂ TC(q, p). Hence, TC(q, p) is the analytic continuation of τM,0(q, p) in Ω/ω, where ω =
ωq × ωp.

For the case p 6= 0 and V (q) continuous at q, there exists a neighborhood of q determined by |V (q)−
V (q′)| < p2/2µ such that τM,0(q, p) converges absolutely and uniformly to TC(q, p), i.e. TC(q, p) =
τM,0(q, p) in the region ω ⊂ Ω. This is exactly the case when we are able to close the above infinite
series as the classical arrival time. Outside the region ωq, the LTOA τM,0(q, p) diverges implying non-
arrival at the arrival point. An example of a diverging LTOA is the time of arrival involving a tunneling
quantum particle where it has no classical counterpart. That is, in the presence of a potential barrier,
a classical particle with insufficient energy can never arrive at the arrival point.

In the general theory of quantized TOA operators, canonical quantization is done on the LTOA
[3,19,32]. This is done because, unlike the classical TOA where it can be complex and multiple valued,
the LTOA is single and real valued within its entire region of convergence in phase space. The resulting
TOA operator is still considered as the quantum image of the classical arrival time since the latter is
the analytic continuation of the former.

3 The Moyal bracket and the quantum image of the classical

arrival time

By Dirac’s correspondence between Poisson brackets in classical mechanics and commutator brackets
in quantum mechanics, Eq. (11) corresponds to the canonical commutation relation [Ĥ, T̂] = ih̄1.
However, the existence of obstructions to quantization already rejects this correspondence for any
arbitrary functions, except for linear functions in phase space [46–49].

In their seminal works, Moyal and Groenewold have shown how to formulate quantum mechanics
in a more natural and logical manner using real-valued functions on phase space [46, 56]. In doing so,
they found that quantum commutators correspond to a more complicated type of bracket called the
Moyal bracket, and not the Poisson bracket. The Moyal bracket has the properties of a Lie bracket and
is interpreted as a generalization and deformation of the Poisson bracket. Phase-space functions then
form a Lie algebra with this bracket [61] so that the Moyal bracket algebra is the unique one-parameter
deformation of the Poisson bracket algebra [51]. The operator representation of this algebra provides
the usual formulation of quantum mechanics.

Moyal and Groenewold’s success has led to the development of deformation quantization implying
quantum mechanics as a theory of functions and distributions in phase space endowed with deformed
products and brackets [57]. This means that one can view quantum mechanics as a formal deformation
of classical mechanics [58].

In our quest to obtain an algebra-preserving quantum image of the classical arrival time, it then
seems natural to use the Moyal bracket instead of quantizing the time observable from the Poisson
bracket. We do this in the current section. We begin our analysis by imposing the known properties
of quantum observables and specific features of arrival time functions.

3.1 General form of the algebra-preserving TOA phase space function

Our main goal is to solve the phase space TOA function TM (q, p) that satisfies that canonical conjugacy
relation

{

H(q, p), TM (q, p)
}

MB
= 1. For convenince, we call TM (q, p) as the Moyal time of arrival. We

start by assuming the following general form in formal series in h̄,

TM (q, p) =
∞
∑

n=0

h̄n TM,n(q, p), (16)

where each TM,n(q, p) is real, independent of h̄ and satisfies the condition

TM,n(q, p) = 0; for all n < 0. (17)

The leading term is simply τM,0(q, p) ⊂ TC(q, p) so that the Moyal arrival time TM (q, p) immediately
reduces to the classical arrival time in the limit of vanishing h̄, thus preserving the correspondence
between quantum and classical observables.
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Similar form as Eq. (16) has already been postulated before by Tosiek and Brzykcy as the general
form of quantum observables represented by real, albeit smooth, phase space functions [59]. A similar
expansion has been used by Blaszak and Domanski in their construction of quantum Hamiltonians in
Ref. [60]. We are extending their results to time of arrivals wherein we may encounter singularities
for some specific values of q or p. The divergences, if encountered, may be safely manipulated in the
distributional sense.

Next important property we impose on TM (q, p) is time-reversal symmetry. We argue that theo-
retical predictions obtained from TM (q, p) should still be consistent and physically significant even if
events run backwards in time or all motions are reversed. For example, we consider the simplest case
where a particle travels in a free region from the −q axis to the origin. The corresponding arrival time
is described by TF (q, p) = −µq/p so that when q = q0 and p = p0, we simply arrive at the classical
time of flight of a free particle. Now, the same measurement should be extracted in the case where
both the motion of the particle and the starting and arrival points are reversed. This happens when
TF (q, p) satisfies the condition TF (q, p) = −TF (q,−p), which is indeed the case.

In fact, time-reversal symmetry appears for the general case where an interaction potential V (q)
is present. This is already apparent from the classical and local arrival times, TC(q, p) and τM,0(q, p),
given by Eqs. (1) and (15), respectively. Since both of these TOA observables are of the same class as
the general observable TM (q, p), with the former from the limit V (q) → 0 and the latter from h̄ → 0,
TM (q, p) should satisfy the same symmetry condition

TM (q, p) = −TM (q,−p). (18)

In essence, we have exploited the so-called transfer principle introduced in Ref. [18]. It suggests
that each element of a class of observables shares a common set of properties with the rest of its
class. Thus, we can transfer a particular property of a specific element of the class to the rest without
discrimination. Since we have identified that time-reversal symmetry is satisfied by the free and
classical interacting cases, we are assured that the same symmetry condition holds true for other TOA
observables of the same class, such as TM (q, p). It is an open problem whether or not time-reversal
symmetry is satisfied by all class of time observables.

An immediate consequence of time-reversal symmetry is that TM (q, p) and its expansion around the
free TOA are odd in p. This is already evident in the three TOAs, TF (q, p), TC(q, p), and τM,0(q, p).
Among all possible phase space functions that may satisfy the Moyal bracket relation with the system
Hamiltonian, time-reversal symmetry chooses which among them is allowed as a TOA phase space
function.

3.2 Explicit calculation of the phase space TOA function

We now proceed to solve TM (q, p). The full expansion of the required Moyal bracket is given by

1 =
{

H(q, p), TM (q, p)
}

MB
=

∞
∑

r=0

(

h̄

2

)2r
(−1)r

(2r + 1)!

[

∂

∂qH

∂

∂pT
−

∂

∂pH

∂

∂qT

]2r+1

H(q, p) TM (q, p),

(19)
where the differential operators ∂/∂qH and ∂/∂pH act only on the Hamiltonian H(q, p) while ∂/∂qT
and ∂/∂pT act only on TM,n(q, p).

In many cases, the infinite series of differential operators is simply expressed in terms of the sine of
the Poisson bracket differential operator, i.e., sin (∂/∂qH ∂/∂pT − ∂/∂pH ∂∂qT ) [61]. For our current
purposes, we need to evaluate, or at least simplify, Eq. (19) for a given Hamiltonian. We substitute
our assumed solution into Eq. (19) which leads to

1 =
∞
∑

r=0

∞
∑

n=0

h̄2r+n

22r
(−1)r

(2r + 1)!

[

∂

∂qH

∂

∂pT
−

∂

∂pH

∂

∂qT

]2r+1

H(q, p) TM,n(q, p). (20)

This expansion can be simplified by recognizing the vanishing of the factors ∂n+mH(q, p)/∂qn ∂pm = 0
for all n,m ≥ 1 with H(q, p) = p2/2µ+ V (q). Hence, Eq. (20) reads as

1 =

∞
∑

r=0

∞
∑

n=0

h̄2r+n

22r
(−1)r

(2r + 1)!

[

∂2r+1

∂q2r+1
H

∂2r+1

∂p2r+1
T

−
∂2r+1

∂p2r+1
H

∂2r+1

∂q2r+1
T

]

H(q, p) TM,n(q, p). (21)
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Separating the even and odd terms in the summation along n, interchanging the order of summations
between r and n using the identity

∞
∑

n=0

∞
∑

k=0

A(k, n) =
∞
∑

n=0

n
∑

k=0

A(k, n− k), (22)

and imposing uniqueness of power series with respect to h̄, we arrive at the following set of equations,

1 = {H(q, p), TM,0(q, p)}PB, (23)

0 =

∞
∑

n=1

h̄2n
2n
∑

r=0

1

22r
(−1)r

(2r + 1)!

[

∂2r+1

∂q2r+1
H

∂2r+1

∂p2r+1
T

−
∂2r+1

∂p2r+1
H

∂2r+1

∂q2r+1
T

]

H(q, p) TM,2n−2r(q, p), (24)

0 =
∞
∑

n=0

h̄2n+1
2n+1
∑

r=0

1

22r
(−1)r

(2r + 1)!

[

∂2r+1

∂q2r+1
H

∂2r+1

∂p2r+1
T

−
∂2r+1

∂p2r+1
H

∂2r+1

∂q2r+1
T

]

H(q, p) TM,2n−2r+1(q, p). (25)

One readily identifies Eq. (23) as the Poisson bracket between the system Hamiltonian and the
classical arrival time, i.e., TM,0(q, p) = τM,0(q, p) ⊂ TC(q, p), which we have solved in Section (2).
Hence, TM,0(q, p) is already known. Our immediate goal then is to determine the factors TM,2n(q, p)
and TM,2n+1(q, p) from the partial differential equations set by Eqs. (24) and (25), respectively.

3.2.1 Odd powers of h̄

Let us solve TM,2n+1(q, p) first. A quick look on Eq. (25) suggests the vanishing of the finite sum
along r for n ≥ 0. Isolating the r = 0 term, shifting index from r → r − 1, and using the following
simplifications

∂H(q, p)

∂q
=
∂V (q)

∂q
;

∂H(q, p)

∂p
=
p

µ
;

∂2r+1H(q, p)

∂p2r+1
= 0; r ≥ 1, (26)

we arrive at the following partial differential equation

∂TM,2n+1(q, p)

∂q
=
µ

p

∂V (q)

∂q

∂TM,2n+1(q, p)

∂p
+
µ

p

2n
∑

r=0

(

1

2

)2r
(−1)r

(2r + 3)!

∂2r+3V (q)

∂q2r+3

∂2r+3 TM,2n−2r−1(q, p)

∂p2r+3
.

(27)
To solve the above recurrence relation, we need to identify the appropriate initial condition first.

This is done by setting n = 0 and using the boundary condition TM,−1(q, p) = 0 in accordance to Eq.
(17). We then find

∂TM,1(q, p)

∂q
=
µ

p

∂V (q)

∂q

∂TM,1(q, p)

∂p
. (28)

Equation (28) is a first-order partial differential equation with two possible general solutions. The first
solution is obtained by the method of characteristics and is given by

TM,1(q, p) = F

(

p2

2µ
+ V (q) + C

)

= F (H(q, p) + C) , (29)

where F (H(q, p) + C) is any function of the Hamiltonian plus some arbitrary constant C. Note,
however, that this solution is even in p violating the time-reversal symmetry requirement (see Eq.
(18)). Hence, it cannot be an acceptable solution. On the other hand, the other possible solution is
simply TM,1(q, p) = C for some constant C. Nonetheless, a non-zero C solution is also not allowed for
the same reason. We are then left with the trivial solution, TM,1(q, p) = 0, which could accommodate
both Eqs. (18) and (28). This solution ultimately suggests the vanishing of the term h̄ TM,1(q, p) in
Eq. (16).

We repeat the same analysis for n ≥ 1, while imposing the boundary condition TM,−n(q, p) = 0
and initial condition TM,1(q, p) = 0. In general, we arrive at the following form

∂TM,2n+1(q, p)

∂q
=
µ

p

∂V (q)

∂q

∂TM,2n+1(q, p)

∂p
. (30)
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Similar to Eq. (28), time-reversal symmetry requirement only allows the solution

TM,2n+1(q, p) = 0. (31)

Hence, odd powers of h̄ do not contribute to TM (q, p). We can then rewrite the Moyal arrival time
TM (q, p) as

TM (q, p) =

∞
∑

n=0

h̄2n TM,2n(q, p), (32)

showing only an even dependence on h̄.

3.2.2 Even powers of h̄

Our next goal is to solve for TM,2n(q, p) from Eq. (24). Uniqueness of power series leads to the
vanishing of the finite sum along r. We separate the r = 0 term, and use the same simplifications
defined by Eq. (26). We then determine the following partial differential equation

∂TM,2n(q, p)

∂q
=
µ

p

∂V (q)

∂q

∂TM,2n(q, p)

∂p
+
µ

p

2n
∑

r=0

(

1

2

)2r
(−1)r

(2r + 1)!

∂2r+1 V (q)

∂q2r+1

∂2r+1 TM,2(n−r)(q, p)

∂p2r+1
,

(33)
for all n ≥ 1. We convert the above differential equation into an integral equation by integrating both
sides of Eq. (33) along q′ from 0 to q. We arrive at the integral equation

TM,2n(q, p) =
µ

p

2n
∑

r=0

(−1)r

22r (2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 TM,2(n−r)(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
. (34)

Equation (34) can also be solved by the method of successive approximation, similar to the methods
of Section (2). Let our zeroth-order approximation be

F0(q, p) =
µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r (2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 TM,2(n−r)(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
, (35)

which is independent of TM,2n(q′, p). The mth-order approximation is determined from the recurrence
relation,

Fm(q, p) = F0(q, p) +
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
∂Fm−1(q′, p)

∂p
, (36)

for m ≥ 1. Equation (34) then corresponds to Eq. (36) in the limit m → ∞. Hence, the required
solution TM,2n(q, p) is determined from the relation TM,2n(q, p) = lim

m→∞
Fm(q, p).

As shown in Appendix (B), we arrive at the following general form for arbitrary m,

Fm(q, p) = µ

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r (2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
m
∑

j=0

(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j

j!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
1

p

∂2r+1V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1TM,2(n−r)(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(37)

In the limit m→ ∞, we finally get the solution

TM,2n(q, p) = µ
2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r (2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′exp

[

(

V (q) − V (q′)
)µ

p

∂

∂p

]

1

p

∂2r+1V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1TM,2(n−r)(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(38)

This equation is a recurrence equation whose initial condition is the local time of arrival TM,0(q, p) =
τM,0(q, p). The nth term is known as long as the preceding terms are identified.

Defining τM,n(q, p) = TM,2n(q, p), the TOA phase-space function TM (q, p) that satisfies the Moyal
bracket relation with the system Hamiltonian formally appears as

TM (q, p) = τM,0(q, p) +

∞
∑

n=1

h̄2n τM,n(q, p), (39)
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where each τM,n(q, p) can be obtained recursively from

τM,n(q, p) = µ
n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r (2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′ exp

[

(

V (q) − V (q′)
)µ

p

∂

∂p

]

1

p

∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(40)

For reference, the first two h̄−dependent terms are given by

h̄2τM,1(q, p) = −
µ

24
h̄2

∫ q

0

dq′ exp

[

(V (q) − V (q′))
µ

p

∂

∂ p

]

1

p

∂3 V (q′)

∂q′3
∂3 τM,0(q′, p)

∂p3
, (41)

h̄4τM,2(q, p) = −
µ

24
h̄4

∫ q

0

dq′ exp

[

(V (q) − V (q′))
µ

p

∂

∂ p

]

1

p

∂3 V (q′)

∂q′3
∂3 τM,1(q′, p)

∂p3

+
µ

16 · 5!
h̄4

∫ q

0

dq′ exp

[

(V (q) − V (q′))
µ

p

∂

∂ p

]

1

p

∂5 V (q′)

∂q′5
∂5 τM,0(q′, p)

∂p5
,

(42)

which can be simplified further for a given potential V (q).
Now, if the Moyal bracket can be interpreted as the formal deformation of the Poisson bracket, we

interpret the quantum image TM (q, p) as the Moyal deformation of the classical arrival time TC(q, p),
with τM,0(q, p) ⊂ TC(q, p).

Also, one may notice the decreasing contribution of the terms h̄2n τM,n(q, p) with increasing n and
their vanishing in the classical limit h̄→ 0. It would be intuitive to interpret the terms h̄2n τM,n(q, p) as
quantum corrections to the classical arrival time in phase space. When the algebra of time observables
is ignored, we can approximate the full quantum image as a partial sum TM (q, p) ≈ τM,0(q, p) +
h̄2τM,1(q, p) + ... + h̄2nτM,n(q, p), with the approximation getting more accurate as more terms are
added.

In addition, the terms h̄2n τM,n(q, p) vanishes for linear systems but generally non-vanishing for
nonlinear systems. For linear systems of the form V (q) = a+ bq + cq2, the factor ∂2r+1 V (q′)/∂q′2r+1

is always zero for r ≥ 1. Hence, there are no quantum corrections to the corresponding classical
time of arrival so that TM (q, p) = TC(q, p). For this case, both the classical and quantum observables
coincide, and the dynamical algebras they satisfy are the same. This is expected since the Moyal
bracket reduces to the Poisson bracket if either H(q, p) or TM (q, p) is of quadratic or of lower order in
the (q, p) variables. Within the quantum phase-space formulation, the classical and local arrival times
are already sufficient for specific quantum arrival time problems involving a free particle, a particle
in a gravitational field, and a particle in the presence of a harmonic oscillator, among others. The
required algebra in accordance with Eq. (4) is guaranteed.

On the other hand, the factors ∂2r+1 V (q′)/∂q′2r+1 in Eq. (40) are generally nonzero for nonlinear
systems of the form V (q) =

∑∞

n=0 anq
n, where at least the coefficient a3 is non-vanishing. This

makes sense since the Poisson and Moyal brackets no longer coincide. In the quantum TOA problem,
obstructions to quantization [48, 49] arise if one ignores the h̄-dependent terms in Eq. (39). These
obstructions can then be bypassed by incorporating the h̄-dependent terms not predicted by the theory
of quantized TOA operators.

3.2.3 Satisfying time-reversal symmetry

Although we have solved for the Moyal arrival time TM (q, p), we have yet to show that it satisfies the
time-reversal symmetry. For this case, showing its dependence on odd powers of p suffices.

For n = 1, we expand Eq. (41) and perform the indicated partial derivatives involving the
LTOA with respect to p. The evaluation can be facilitated by rewriting τM,0(q, p) as τM,0(q, p) =
−
∑∞

k=0Q(q)p−2k−1 for some function Q(q) which is not important for our current purposes. Equa-
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tion (41) then leads to

h̄2τM,1(q, p) =
µ

24
h̄2

∫ q

0

dq′
∞
∑

k=0

Q(q′)
∂3 V (q′)

∂q′3
exp

[

(V (q) − V (q′))
µ

p

∂

∂ p

]

1

p

∂3 p−2k−1

∂p3

=
µ

24
h̄2

∫ q

0

dq′
∞
∑

k=0

Q(q′)
∂3 V (q′)

∂q′3

∞
∑

l=0

µl

l!
(V (q) − V (q′))

l
(

1

p

∂

∂ p

)l+1
∂2 p−2k−1

∂p2

= h̄2
∫ q

0

dq′
∞
∑

k,l=0

Q
(1)
k,l (q

′) p−2k−2l−5,

(43)

where we have written all q′-dependent factors as Q
(1)
k,l (q

′) for convenience. The last line already

shows an odd p-dependence. For some appropriate neighborhood, the term h̄2τM,1(q, p) converges to
p−5 F1

(

q, p2
)

where F1

(

q, p2
)

is a particular function dependent on the even powers of p. Therefore,

h̄2τM,1(q, p) is odd in p.
For n = 2, Eqs. (40) and (43) also lead to

h̄4τM,2(q, p) =

∫ q

0

dq′
∞
∑

k,l=0

Q
(1)
k,l (q

′) p−2k−2l−9, (44)

so that the third term of TM (q, p) converges to h̄4τ2(q, p) = p−9 F2

(

q, p2
)

. For arbitrary n, one can
show that

h̄2nτM,n(q, p) = h̄2n
∫ q

0

dq′
∞
∑

k,l=0

Q
(n)
k,l (q′) p−2k−2l−4n−1, (45)

which clearly illustrates the odd-dependence of h̄2nτM,n(q, p) on p. Hence, TM (q, p) satisfies the con-
dition TM (q, p) = −TM (q,−p).

We have now satisfied our first objective and demonstrated how one obtains the quantum image
of the classsical arrival time using the quantum phase space formulation. Of course, our approach
is not limited to arrival times and can be extended to other observables satisfying specific conjugacy
relations.

4 Weyl mapping of the Moyal time of arrival function

We now determine the TOA operator corresponding to TM (q, p). We call this operator the Moyal TOA
operator T̂M to differentiate it initially from the supraquantized and Weyl-quantized TOA operators,
T̂S and T̂W , respectively.

In the standard formulation of quantum phase space, observables are usually represented by smooth
functions and its operator correspondence is defined in the usual Hilbert space setting of quantum
mechanics. In the quantum TOA problem, however, TM (q, p) is singular in p. Nevertheless, the
existence and characterization of TM (q, p) as a phase space observable follows from TC(q, p). In fact,
we argue that the divergence in p is necessary since a particle with zero momentum does not arrive
at the desired arrival point. Besides, the singularity along p = 0 poses no problem as long as we
manipulate TM (q, p) in the distributional sense.

The proper operator equivalence of our phase space approach is then defined within the rigged
Hilbert space (RHS) formulation of quantum theory. It is basically a Hilbert space endowed with the
theory of distributions [42, 43]. Formally, the RHS offers a proper treatment of observables that are
generally unbounded so that their spectrum have in general continuous part. These observables then
have eigenfunctions that are non-normalizable and non-square integrable, thus are clearly outside of
the usual Hilbert space of quantum mechanics. These singular objects, however, can be treated as
distributions in RHS [44], which is ideal to our current purposes.

We now consider a structureless particle in the real line described by the Hilbert space H = L2(R).
We can choose a rigging defined by Φ× ⊃ L2(R) ⊃ Φ, where Φ is the fundamental space of infinitely
differentiable functions in the real line with compact supports and Φ× is the space of functionals on
Φ. The standard Hilbert space formulation of quantum mechanics is obtained by taking the closures
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in Φ with respect to the metric L2(R) [18,19]. In this framework, our arrival time observable TM (q, p)
appears as the mapping T̂M : Φ → Φ× and is formally defined by the following integral operator

(T̂M ϕ)(q) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dq′ 〈q|T̂M |q′〉ϕ(q′), (46)

in coordinate representation. Our goal then is to determine the appropriate kernel 〈q|T̂M |q′〉 that
corresponds to TM (q, p).

4.1 Weyl map of the boundary conditions

Following Weyl’s prescription [50,51], the kernel 〈q|T̂M |q′〉 can be obtained from TM (q, p) through the
mapping

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 =
1

2πh̄

∫ ∞

−∞

dp TM

(

q + q′

2
, p

)

exp

[

i

h̄
(q − q′)p

]

. (47)

Meanwhile, the Moyal arrival time TM (q, p) can be obtained from the inverse transform of Eq. (47),

TM (q, p) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dν
〈

q +
ν

2

∣

∣

∣
T̂M

∣

∣

∣
q −

ν

2

〉

e−iνp/h̄. (48)

The last two relations provide a one-to-one correspondence between RHS and quantum phase-space
observables.

The form of TM (q, p) expressed as an infinite series in powers of h̄2 suggests the following kernel of
the Moyal TOA operator

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 =

∞
∑

n=0

〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉, (49)

where each 〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉 is the Weyl map of h̄2nτM,n(q, p) in accordance to Eq. (47).

We begin by determining the Weyl map of the boundary conditions we have imposed on TM (q, p).
This is done to identify the specific conditions satisfied by 〈q|T̂M |q′〉 and compare it with the conditions
satisfied by the kernel 〈q|T̂S |q

′〉 of the supraquantized TOA operator. Taking the complex conjugate
of Eq. (47) and imposing hermiticity given by TM (q, p) = TM (q, p)∗, we arrive at

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 = 〈q′|T̂M |q〉∗. (50)

On the other hand, changing variables from p to −p in Eq. (47) and imposing time-reversal symmetry,
TM (q, p) = −TM (q,−p), we also determine the following condition

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 = −〈q|T̂M |q′〉∗. (51)

In addition, we should be able to recover the known expression for the free particle case in the limit
of vanishing potential. Direct substitution of TF (q, p) = −µq/p to Eq. (47) gives the kernel

〈q|T̂F |q
′〉 = −

µ

2πh̄
(q + q′)

∫ ∞

−∞

dp p−1 exp

[

i

h̄
(q − q′)p

]

. (52)

The integral along p is easily evaluated using the following distributional identity [62]

∫ ∞

−∞

x−m eixνdx = π
im νm−1 sgn(ν)

(m− 1)!
. (53)

Hence, Eq. (52) simplifies to

〈q|T̂F |q
′〉 =

µ

ih̄
sgn(q − q′)

(

q + q′

4

)

, (54)

which gives the time kernel of the TOA operator T̂F following Eq. (46). The Moyal kernel 〈q|T̂M |q′〉
should then satisfy the relation

lim
V (q)→0

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 → 〈q|T̂F |q
′〉. (55)
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The above conditions can already help us deduce the general form of 〈q|T̂M |q′〉 for arbitrary po-
tentials. Recall that time-reversal symmetry requires TM (q, p) to be odd in p. Hence, we can write
TM (q, p) = −

∑∞

n=0 h̄
2nFn(q) p−2n−1 for some function Fn(q). Equation (47) then leads to

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 = −
µ

2πh̄

∞
∑

n=0

Fn(q, q′)

∫ ∞

−∞

dp p−2k−1 exp

[

i

h̄
(q − q′)p

]

. (56)

Again, we use the same distributional identity defined by Eq. (53) to get the following general form

〈q|T̂M |q′〉 =
µ

ih̄
sgn(q − q′)TM (q, q′), (57)

for some kernel factor TM (q, q′). For the free particle case, Eq. (54) already suggests the time kernel
factor TF (q, q′) = (q + q′)/4 so that TM (q, q′) → TF (q, q′) in the limit V (q) → 0.

Comparing Eqs. (49) and (57), we can then rewrite the kernel factor TM (q, q′) as the expansion

TM (q, q′) =
∞
∑

n=0

TM,n(q, q′). (58)

Furthermore, imposing Eqs. (50) and (51) gives the following conditions on TM (q, q′),

TM (q, q′) = TM (q, q′)∗ ; TM (q, q′) = TM (q′, q), (59)

ensuring that hermiticity and time-reversal symmetry are satisfied. Finally, we can use the above
conditions, coupled with the free-particle time kernel factor TF (q, q′) to obtain the following additional
boundary conditions on TM (q, q′),

TM (q, q) =
q

2
; TM (q,−q) = 0. (60)

Interestingly, all conditions derived for 〈q|T̂M |q′〉 and TM (q, q′) are exactly the same boundary
conditions for the kernel 〈q|T̂S |q

′〉 and TS(q, q′), respectively, in the theory of supraquantization. In
the next section, we determine explicitly the functional form of TM (q, q′) from the Weyl map of
TM (q, p).

4.2 Weyl map of the LTOA

We now quantize the LTOA given by Eq. (15). Following Eq. (47), we find the following kernel

〈q|T̂M,0|q
′〉 = −

µ

h̄

∫
q+q′

2

0

ds

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k − 1)!!

k!
µk

(

V

(

q + q′

2

)

− V (s)

)k ∫ ∞

−∞

dp
e

i
h̄
(q−q′)p

p2k+1
. (61)

The integral along p can be evaluated using Eq. (53) in the distributional sense. Hence, we arrive at

〈q|T̂M,0|q
′〉 =

µ

ih̄
sgn(q − q′)

1

4

∫ q+q′

0

ds

∞
∑

k=0

(

µ

2h̄2

)k
(q − q′)2k

k! k!

(

V

(

q + q′

2

)

− V
(s

2

)

)k

. (62)

The sum along k can be closed as a specific hypergeometric function defined by

0F1(; b; z) =

∞
∑

k=0

zk

(b)kk!
. (63)

We then arrive at the kernel 〈q|T̂M,0|q
′〉 = (µ/ih̄) sgn(q − q′)TM,0(q, q′) where we identify TM,0(q, q

′)
as

TM,0(q, q′) =
1

4

∫ q+q′

0

ds 0F1

(

; 1;

(

µ

2h̄2

)

(q − q′)2
[

V

(

q + q′

2

)

− V
(s

2

)

])

. (64)

Indeed, 〈q|T̂M,0|q
′〉 is of the form predicted by Eq. (57) and correctly satisfies the conditions set by

Eqs. (50) and (51).
Equation (64) corresponds to the time kernel factor of the Weyl-quantized TOA operator T̂W , e.g.,

TW (q, q′) = TM,0(q, q
′) introduced in Ref. [3] and has been applied to several TOA problems in the

literature (see for instance [3, 18–21, 24, 27, 37, 37–40]). It also coincides with the leading time kernel
factor of the supraquantized TOA operator TS,0(q, q

′). Hence, we arrive at the relation TW (q, q′) =
TM,0(q, q

′) = TS,0(q, q
′).
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4.3 Weyl map of the quantum corrections

Next is to determine the Weyl map of the terms h̄2nτM,n(q, p). We do so by iteration. We start

from obtaining the Weyl maps of h̄2τM,1(q, p), and h̄4τM,2(q, p), to get 〈q|T̂M,1|q
′〉, and 〈q|T̂M,2|q

′〉,

respectively. We then infer a general form for 〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉 for arbitrary n. The inferred solution will

be validated formally by mathematical induction. Comparison with the results of supraquantization
will then be made.

For n = 1, substitution of Eq. (41) into Eq. (47) leads to

〈q|T̂M,1|q
′〉 = −

µh̄

48π

∞
∑

l=0

µl

l!

∫
q+q′

2

0

ds

[

V

(

q + q′

2

)

− V (s)

]l
∂3V (q′)

∂q′3
J(q, q′, s), (65)

where the factor J(q, q′, s) involves a distributional integral along p defined by

J(q, q′, s) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp e
i
h̄
(q−q′)p

(

1

p

∂

∂p

)l
1

p

∂3τ0(s, p)

∂p3
. (66)

Performing the indicated partial derivatives involving the LTOA, one arrives at the following result

(

1

p

∂

∂p

)l
1

p

∂3τ0(s, p)

∂p3
=

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k+l (2k + 2)(2k + 2l + 3)!!

k!

µk

p2k+2l+5

∫ s

0

ds′ (V (s) − V (s′))
k
. (67)

Thus, we can rewrite Eq. (66) as

J(q, q′, s) =

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k+l (2k + 2)(2k + 2l + 3)!!

k!
µk

∫ s

0

ds′ (V (s) − V (s′))
k
∫ ∞

−∞

dp e
i
h̄
(q−q′)p p−2k−2l−5.

(68)
The integral along p can now be evaluated using the same distributional integral given by Eq. (53) so
that we arrive at

J(q, q′, s) =
πi

4h̄4
sgn(q − q′)

∞
∑

k=0

(2k + 2)

k!

µk

(2h̄2)k+l

(q − q′)2k+2l+4

(k + l+ 2)!

∫ s

0

ds′ (V (s) − V (s′))
k
. (69)

Substitution of J(q, q′, s) into Eq. (65) results into a coupled double sum. They can be decoupled
by rewriting the factor (q − q′)2k+2l+4/(k + l + 2)! in Eq. (69) as an integral of the form given by

(q − q′)2k+2l+4

(k + l + 2)!
=

2

k! l! (k + 1)

∫ q−q′

0

dww2k+3
(

(q − q′)2 − w2
)l
. (70)

Upon substituting Eqs. (69) and (70) in Eq. (65), we now arrive at

〈q|T̂M,1|q
′〉 =

µ

ih̄
sgn(q − q′)

µ

48h̄2

∫ q+q′

0

ds
∂3V (s/2)

∂s3

∫ q−q′

0

dw w3

{

1

4

∫ s

0

ds′
∞
∑

k=0

(

µ

2h̄2

)k
w2k

k! k!

×

(

V
(s

2

)

− V

(

s′

2

))k }
[

∞
∑

l=0

(

µ

2h̄2

)k (

(q − q′) − w2
)l

l! l!

(

V

(

q + q′

2

)

− V
(s

2

)

)l
]

.

(71)

Notice that the two infinite series can now be closed as two specific hypergeometric functions (see
Eq. (63)). Specifically, the factor inside the curly brackets is identified as the leading time kernel
factor TM,0(s, w) in (s, w) coordinates, in accordance to Eq. (64). On the other hand, the factor inside
the square brackets is exactly the expansion of Eq. (8). Hence, the Weyl map of the term h̄2τM,1 (q, p)

appears as 〈q|T̂M,1|q
′〉 = (µ/ih̄) sgn(q − q′)TM,1(q, q

′) where

TM,1(q, q
′) =

µ

48h̄2

∫ q+q′

0

ds
∂3V (s/2)

∂s3

∫ q−q′

0

dw w3 TM,0(s, w) G(s, w), (72)
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with G(s, w) defined by Eq. (8). Since h̄2τM,1(q, p) is interpreted as the leading quantum correction
to the local arrival time, τM,0(q, p), the kernel factor TM,1(q, q′) can be interpreted too as the leading
correction to the Weyl-quantized time kernel factor TW (q, q′) = TM,0(q, q′).

Following similar calculations, the Weyl map of h̄4τM,2(q, p) given by Eq. (42) assumes a similar

form given by 〈q|T̂M,2|q
′〉 = (µ/ih̄) sgn(q − q′)TM,2(q, q

′) with the kernel factor

TM,2(q, q′) =
1

4 · 3!

(

µ

2h̄2

)
∫ q+q′

0

ds
∂3V (s/2)

∂s3

∫ q−q′

0

dw w3 TM,1(s, w)G(s, w)

+
1

16 · 5!

(

µ

2h̄2

)
∫ q+q′

0

ds
∂5V (s/2)

∂s5

∫ q−q′

0

dww5 TM,0(s, w)G(s, w).

(73)

Note that the explicit forms of the kernels 〈q|T̂M,1|q
′〉 and 〈q|T̂M,2|q

′〉 allow us infer the following time
kernel for n ≥ 1

〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉 =

µ

ih̄
sgn(q − q′)TM,n(q, q′), (74)

where the nth kernel factor TM,n(q, q′) assumes the form

TM,n(q, q′) =

(

µ

2h̄2

) n
∑

r=1

1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ q+q′

0

ds
∂s2r+1

∂s2r+1
V
(s

2

)

∫ q−q′

0

dw w2r+1 TM,n−r(s, w)G(s, w).

(75)
The leading kernel factor TM,0(q, q

′) serves as the initial condition of Eq. (75). The convergence of
the above result is guaranteed by the continuity of the potential V (q) and the absolute convergence of
the hypergeometric function pFq(a; b; z) for p < q.

It is easy to check that Eqs. (74) and (75) satisfy the required hermiticity and time-reversal
symmetry conditions discussed in Sec. (4.1). Additionally, setting n = 1 and n = 2, we obtain
correctly Eqs. (72) and (73), respectively. The above result is formally proven by mathematical
induction, as shown in Appendix (C). That is, we assume TM,n(q, q′) to be valid for some n = k, the
next iterate n = k + 1 also holds true.

Now, what we have obtained is exactly Eq. (7), the unique solution of the time kernel equation
predicted by the theory of supraquantization. Thus, we have the equalities TM,n(q, q′) = TS,n(q, q′)

and 〈q|T̂M |q′〉 = 〈q|T̂S |q
′〉. Our results imply that the solution of the TKE is simply the Weyl map of

the Moyal arrival time TM (q, p) obtained from the Moyal bracket relation with the system Hamiltonian.
We can then conclude that the Moyal and supraquantized TOA operators are the same,

T̂M = T̂S . (76)

This further suggests the equality of the theoretical predictions obtained from TM (q, p) using phase
space techniques and T̂S using RHS operator techniques, satisfying our second objective. Notice that
even in the phase space formulation of quantum theory, the solution of the quantum TOA problem,
especially for nonlinear systems, is nontrivial due to the non-commutative algebra satisfied by the
Hamiltonian and the arrival time observable.

Now, the leading term of the algebra-preserving TOA operator is simply the Weyl-quantized TOA
operator. The succeeding terms of T̂M cannot be accounted for by the theory of quantized TOA
operators but are properly accounted for in the current approach. It is now clear what we need to
modify in the theory of quantized TOA operators. First, the time-energy conjugacy relation should
be represented by the Moyal bracket, not the Poisson bracket, in phase space. Second, the Weyl
quantization of TC(q, p) must be replaced by the Weyl mapping of TM (q, p). Hence, our third objective
is satisfied.

4.4 An alternative derivation of the time kernel equation from phase space

For completeness, we derive explicitly the time kernel equation from the Weyl map of TM (q, p). Using
Eqs. (39), (47) and (57), we find

µ

ih̄
sgn(q − q′)TM (q, q′) =

∞
∑

n=0

h̄2n

2πh̄

∫ ∞

−∞

dp τM,n

(

q + q′

2
, p

)

exp

[

i

h̄
(q − q′)p

]

. (77)
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We isolate the leading term, n = 0, and rewrite it as (µ/ih̄) sgn(q− q′)TM,0(q, q′). Substitution of Eq.
(34) into Eq. (77) followed by a change of variables u = q + q′ and v = q − q′, we find

sgn(v)

ih̄
TM (u, v) =

sgn(v)

ih̄
TM,0(u, v) +

∞
∑

n=1

h̄2n

2πh̄

n
∑

r=0

(−1)r+1

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ u
2

0

ds
∂2r+1V (s)

∂s2r+1

×

∫ ∞

−∞

dp
eivp/h̄

p

∂2r+1τM,n−r(s, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(78)

We take the partial derivative with respect to v of both sides of the above equation, impose the
known boundary conditions TM (u, 0) = u/4 and TM (0, v) = 0, and perform integration by parts 2r+1
times in the integral along p. We arrive at

sgn(v)
∂TM (u, v)

∂v
= sgn(v)

∂TM,0(u, v)

∂v
+

∞
∑

n=1

h̄2n

2πh̄

n
∑

r=0

(−1)r+1

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ u
2

0

ds
∂2r+1V (s)

∂s2r+1

(

iv

h̄

)2r+1

×

∫ ∞

−∞

dp eivp/h̄ τM,n−r(s, p).

(79)

Note that the integral along p can be rewritten as

h̄2n

2πh̄

∫ ∞

−∞

dp eivp/h̄ τn−r(s, p) =
µ

ih̄
sgn(v)TM,n−r(s, v), (80)

which results from Eqs. (47) and (57). Taking the partial derivative with respect to u of both sides of
Eq. (79), one finds

∂2TM (u, v)

∂u∂v
=
∂2TM,0(u, v)

∂u∂v
+

µ

2h̄2

∞
∑

n=1

n
∑

r=0

v2r+1

22r(2r + 1)!

∂2r+1V (u/2)

∂2r+1
TM,n−r(u, v). (81)

Using Eq. (64), the leading term involving ∂2T0(u, v)/∂u∂v evaluates to

∂2T0(u, v)

∂u∂v
=

µ

2h̄2
v
∂V (u/2)

∂u
T0(u, v). (82)

Hence, we can rewrite Eq. (81) as follows

∂2TM (u, v)

∂u∂v
=

µ

2h̄2

∞
∑

n=0

n
∑

r=0

v2r+1

22r(2r + 1)!

∂2r+1V (u/2)

∂2r+1
TM,n−r(u, v). (83)

We can simplify the above equation by decoupling the two infinite series using the identity

∞
∑

n=0

n
∑

r=0

B(r, n) =

∞
∑

n=0

∞
∑

r=0

B(r, n+ r), (84)

and keeping in mind that the complete form the Moyal kernel factor is TM (u, v) =
∑∞

n=0 TM,n(u, v).
Hence, we find

∂2TM (u, v)

∂u∂v
=

µ

2h̄2

∞
∑

r=0

v2r+1

22r(2r + 1)!

∂2r+1V (u/2)

∂2r+1
TM (u, v). (85)

Finally, we recognize that the infinite sum along r can be cast into the difference between two shifted
potentials, that is,

V

(

u+ v

2

)

− V

(

u− v

2

)

=

∞
∑

r=0

v2r+1

22r(2r + 1)!

∂2r+1V (u/2)

∂2r+1
. (86)

Thus, we finally arrive at the following partial differential equation

2h̄2

µ

∂2TM (u, v)

∂u∂v
=

(

V

(

u+ v

2

)

− V

(

u− v

2

))

TM (u, v), (87)
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which is exactly the time kernel equation in (u, v) coordinates. Going back to the original (q, q′)
coordinates, we rederive the original TKE given by Eq. (5) with the corresponding boundary conditions
TM (q, q) = q/2 and TM (q,−q) = 0. Since the TKE admits only one unique solution [45, 54], we then
conclude TM (q, q′) = TS(q, q′) so that T̂M = T̂S . This completely proves the isomorphism between
the quantum phase space approach by Weyl, Wigner, and Moyal and the theory of supraquantization
within the quantum TOA problem.

5 Conclusions

We have considered the quantum arrival time problem of a structureless particle within the phase
space formulation of quantum theory by Weyl, Wigner, and Moyal with three objectives in mind.

Our first objective was to introduce an alternative framework for obtaining quantum images of the
classical arrival time independent of quantization and operator-based formulations. This is facilitated
by rewriting the canonical commutation relation [Ĥ, T̂] = ih̄1 as the Moyal bracket between time
and energy, that is,

{

H(q, p), TM (q, p)
}

MB
= 1. Imposing the necessary conditions of arrival time

observables, we then showed that the required quantum image TM (q, p) is a real-valued and time-
reversal symmetric function in formal series in the deformation parameter h̄2, that is, TM (q, p) =
τM,0(q, p) +

∑∞

n=1 h̄
2n τM,n(q, p). The leading term coincides with the classical arrival time and the

succeeding terms can be obtained recursively in closed-form from Eq. (40). The h̄-dependent terms
vanish for linear systems but are generally non-vanishing for nonlinear systems. Since the Moyal
bracket is a formal deformation of the Poisson bracket, we have also interpreted TM (q, p) as the Moyal
deformation of the classical arrival time. Our method could be extended to obtaining quantum images
of other observables satisfying different commutation relation.

Our second objective was to test the theoretical predictions of the theory of supraquantization
introduced in Refs. [18, 44] by comparison with the current phase space approach. This was done by
taking the Weyl map of TM (q, p) to determine the corresponding operator T̂M , which we have called
the Moyal TOA operator. Within the rigged Hilbert space formulation of quantum theory, the Moyal
operator T̂M is exactly equal to the supraquantized TOA operator T̂S constructed independently of
canonical quantization. The equality of the two operators highlights the isomorphism between the
quantum phase space and the theory of supraquantization.

Finally, our third objective was to identify possible modifications to the theory of quantized TOA
operators if one wishes to incorporate the correct algebra of time observables. Our results suggest
that the time-energy conjugacy relation should be represented by the Moyal bracket, not the Poisson
bracket, in phase space. Moreover, the equality (inequality) of the Weyl-quantized and supraquantized
TOA operators for linear (nonlinear) systems is due to the equality (inequality) of the corresponding
Poisson and Moyal brackets. Hence, if we wish to incorporate the proper algebra of arrival time
observables, the Weyl quantization of the classical arrival time TC(q, p) must be replaced by the Weyl
mapping of the Moyal arrival time TM (q, p).

Elsewhere, we will extract the physical significance of the Moyal arrival time TM (q, p) by considering
more specific TOA problems, such as the quantum tunneling time problem, and compare it with the
theoretical predictions obtained from the classical expression TC(q, p).
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Appendix

A Derivation and validation of the LTOA from the Poisson bracket relation

with the hamiltonian

We start from the recurrence relation given by Eq. (14),

TC,n(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
∂TC,n−1(q′, p)

∂p
. (A.1)

For n = 1, we find

TC,1(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ2

p3

∫ q

0

dq′ q′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
, (A.2)

where we have used the initial condition TC,0(q, p) = −µq/p. Integration by parts leads to

TC,1(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ2

p3

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′)) . (A.3)

For n = 2, Eqs. (A.1) and (A.3) give

TC,2(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ2

p3

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′)) −
3µ3

p5

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′

∫ q′

0

dq′′ (V (q′) − V (q′′)) . (A.4)

We interchange the order of integrations using the following identity

∫ α

0

dx

∫ x

0

dy f(x, y) =

∫ α

0

dy

∫ α

y

dx f(x, y), (A.5)

and rewrite the integrand using the relation

∂

∂q′
[

V (q′) − V (q′′)
]n

= n
[

V (q′) − V (q′′)
]n−1 ∂V (q′)

∂q′
. (A.6)

The double integral could be simplified to get

TC,2(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ2

p3

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′)) −
3µ3

p5

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
2
. (A.7)

Note that the interchange is valid due to the continuity of the potential V (q) and the convergence
of the integrals. A similar argument is given every time we interchange the order integrations in the
current section.

For n = 3, substitution of Eq. (A.7) into (A.1) gives

TC,3(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ2

p3

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′)) −
3µ3

p5

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
2

(A.8)

+
15µ4

2p7

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′

∫ q′

0

dq′′ (V (q′) − V (q′′))
2
. (A.9)

Again, we interchange the order of integrations in accordance to Eq. (A.5), rewrite the integrand using
Eq. (A.6), then perform the indicated operations, we find

TC,3(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ2

p3

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′)) −
3µ3

p5

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
2

(A.10)

+
5µ4

2p7

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
3
. (A.11)

Repeating similar steps for higher n’s, we identify the following general form

TC,n(q, p) = −

n
∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k − 1)!!

k!

µk+1

p2k+1

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
k
, (A.12)
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for n ≥ 1. Taking the limit n→ ∞ immediately leads to the LTOA given by Eq. (15).
For completeness, we validate Eq. (A.12) by mathematical induction. We assume that the above

equation is valid for some n = j ≥ 1 and show that it still holds true for the next iterate n = j + 1.
For n = j + 1, Eq. (A.12) becomes

TC,j+1(q, p) = −

j+1
∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k − 1)!!

k!

µk+1

p2k+1

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
k
. (A.13)

Isolating the leading term, k = 0, and shifting index from k to k − 1 leads to

TC,j+1(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ

p

j
∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k + 1)!!

(k + 1)!

µk+1

p2k+2

∫ q

0

dq′ (V (q) − V (q′))
k+1

. (A.14)

Our goal is to obtain the correct recurrence relation for TC,j+1(q, p) in accordance to Eq. (A.1). Notice
that the integrand can be rewritten as some specific integral given by

(V (q) − V (q′))
k+1

=

∫ q

q′
dq′′

∂

∂q′′

[

(V (q′′) − V (q′))
k+1

]

. (A.15)

Using Eq. (A.5) and (A.15), followed by some straightforward simplifications, Eq. (A.14) can be
rewritten as

TC,j+1(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′′
∂V (q′′)

∂q′′
∂

∂p

[

−

j
∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k − 1)!!

k!

µk+1

p2k+1

∫ q′′

0

dq′ (V (q′′) − V (q′))
k

]

.

(A.16)
By comparison with Eq. (A.12), the factor inside the square brackets is identified as TC,j(q

′′, p). Hence,
we finally find,

TC,j+1(q, p) = −
µq

p
+
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′′
∂V (q′′)

∂q′′
∂TC,j(q

′′, p)

∂p
, (A.17)

which is the correct recurrence relation for the n = j + 1 case, in agreement with Eq. (A.1).

B Derivation and validation of the Moyal deformation of the LTOA

Recall Eq. (36) given by

Fm(q, p) = F0(q, p) +
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
∂Fm−1(q′, p)

∂p
, (B.1)

with the initial condition

F0(q, p) =
µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r (2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q′, p)

∂p2r+1
. (B.2)

We want to solve Eq. (B.1). To start, we set m = 1 in Eq. (B.1) followed by the substitution of
F0(q, p). The resulting double integral can be simplified with the help of the identities defined by Eqs.
(A.5) and (A.6). We get the following first-order approximation

F1(q, p) = F0(q, p) +
µ

p

∂

∂p

[

µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
(

V (q) − V (q′)
)∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1

]

.

(B.3)
This equation can be further simplified to

F1(q, p) =

1
∑

j=0

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j ∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(B.4)
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For m = 2, substitution of Eq. (B.3) into Eq. (B.1) gives

F2(q, p) = F1(q, p) +
µ

p

∂

∂p

[

µ

p

∂

∂p

(

µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∂2r+1

∂p2r+1

∫ q

0

dq′′
∂V (q′′)

∂q′′

×

∫ q′′

0

dq′
∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

(

V (q′′) − V (q′)
)

τM,n−r(q′, p)

)]

.

(B.5)

Again, interchanging the order of integrations and rewriting the integrand using Eqs. (A.5) and (A.6),
respectively, we find

F2(q, p) =

2
∑

j=0

1

j!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j ∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(B.6)
Similar calculations for m = 3 gives

F3(q, p) =

3
∑

j=0

1

j!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
µ

p

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j ∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(B.7)
A quick glance on Eqs. (B.3), (B.6), and (B.7) allow us infer the following general form

Fm(q, p) =

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
m
∑

j=0

1

j!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
µ

p

(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j ∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,n−r(q′, p)

∂p2r+1
,

(B.8)
which confirms Eq. (37). The two finite sums are independent of each other so we can place the sum
along j inside the integral. In the limit m→ ∞, the series can be closed leading to Eq. (40).

For completeness, we also validate Eq. (B.8) similar to the methods of Appendix A. We assume
that Eq. (B.8) is valid for m = k. We need to show that our expression is still valid for the case
m = k + 1. For the latter case, Eq. (B.8) gives

Fk+1(q, p) =

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
k+1
∑

j=0

1

j!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
µ

p

(

V (q)−V (q′)
)j ∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1τM,n−r(q′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(B.9)
We isolate the leading term, j = 0, and shift index from j to j − 1. We find

Fk+1(q, p) = F0(q, p) +

2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q

0

dq′
k

∑

j=0

1

(j + 1)!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j+1
µ

p

(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j+1

×
∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1τM,n−r(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1
.

(B.10)

We use Eq. (A.15) to rewrite the factor
(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j+1

into an integral, followed by an in-
terchange in the order of integrations in accordance to Eq. (A.5). After some rearrangements and
evaluations, we derive

Fk+1(q, p) = F0(q, p) +

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′′)

∂q′′

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)[ 2n
∑

r=1

(−1)r

22r(2r + 1)!

∫ q′′

0

dq′
k

∑

j=0

1

(j)!

(

µ

p

∂

∂p

)j
µ

p

×
(

V (q) − V (q′)
)j ∂2r+1 V (q′)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1τM,n−r(q
′, p)

∂p2r+1

]

.

(B.11)

One immediately notice that the factor inside of the square brackets is simply Fk(q, p) based on
Eq. (B.8). The above equation then simplifies to

Fk+1(q, p) = F0(q, p) +
µ

p

∫ q

0

dq′
∂V (q′)

∂q′
∂Fk(q′, p)

∂p
, (B.12)

which is the correct recurrence relation for the m = k + 1 case as indicated by Eq. (B.1).
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C Validation of the time kernel factor corrections

We validate the kernel 〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉 = (µ/ih̄) sgn(q − q′)TM,n(q, q′) where

TM,n(q, q′) =

(

µ

2h̄2

) n
∑

r=1

1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ u

0

ds V (2r+1)
(s

2

)

∫ v

0

dw w2r+1 TM,n−r(s, w)G(s, w), (C.13)

with u = q + q′, v = q − q′, and

G(s, w) = 0F1

(

; 1;

(

µ

2h̄2

)

(v2 − w2)
[

V
(u

2

)

− V
(s

2

)]

)

. (C.14)

We assume 〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉 to be valid for some n = k and show that the resulting expression holds true

for the next iterate n = k + 1. For n = k+ 1, we have 〈q|T̂M,k+1|q
′〉 = (µ/ih̄) sgn(q − q′)TM,k+1(q, q′)

with the corresponding time kernel factor

TM,k+1(q, q′) =

(

µ

2h̄2

) k+1
∑

r=1

1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ u

0

ds V (2r+1)
(s

2

)

∫ v

0

dw w2r+1 TM,k−r+1(s, w)G(s, w).

(C.15)
We take the inverse Weyl map of the above kernel using Eq. (48). This gives

h̄2(k+1)τM,k+1 (q, p) =
µ2

2ih̄3

k+1
∑

r=1

1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ ∞

−∞

dv sgn(v)e−ivp/h̄

∫ 2q

0

ds
∂2r+1V (s/2)

∂q′2r+1

×

∫ v

0

dww2r+1 TM,k+1−r(s, w)G(s, w).

(C.16)

The absolute convergence of G(s, w) and the continuity of the interaction potential V (q) and its
derivatives allow us to interchange safely the order of integrations along s and v. We then perform
integration by parts along the v-integral with u = sgn(v)F (v), where F (v) is the whole integral along
w, and dv = e−ivp/h̄. Equation (C.16) evaluates to

h̄2(k+1)τM,k+1 (q, p) = −
µ2

2ph̄2

k+1
∑

r=0

1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ 2q

0

ds
∂2r+1V (s/2)

∂q′2r+1

×

∫ ∞

−∞

dv sgn(v)e−ivp/h̄ v2r+1 TM,k+1−r(s,v).

(C.17)

By the Leibniz integral rule, we can rewrite the v-integral in terms of a derivative under an integral
sign. Hence,

h̄2(k+1)τM,k+1 (q, p) = −
µ2

2ph̄2

k+1
∑

r=0

(ih̄)
2r+1

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ 2q

0

ds
∂2r+1V (s/2)

∂q′2r+1

×
∂2r+1

∂p2r+1

∫ ∞

−∞

dv sgn(v)e−ivp/h̄ TM,k+1−r(s,v).

(C.18)

We determine that the integral along v can be rewritten in terms of the phase space function
h̄2(k+1−r)τM,k+1−r (q′, p) following Eq. (48). Hence, we arrive at

τM,k+1 (q, p) =
µ

p

k+1
∑

r=0

(−1)
r

(2r + 1)!

1

22r

∫ 2q

0

ds
∂2r+1V (s/2)

∂q′2r+1

∂2r+1 τM,k+1−r (q′, p)

∂p2r+1
. (C.19)

which is the known integral equation satisfied by τM,k+1 (q, p) for n = k+ 1 in accordance to Eq. (34).

Hence, the inferred kernel factor 〈q|T̂M,n|q
′〉 leads to the original phase space function and is validated.
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[60] M. B laszak, Z. Domański, Phase space quantum mechanics. Ann. Phys. 327, 167–211, (2012)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2011.09.006

[61] T. F. Jordan, E.C.G. Sudarshan, Lie Group Dynamical Formalism and the Relation be-
tween Quantum Mechanics and Classical Mechanics. Rev. Mod. Phys. 33, 515, (1961)
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.33.515

[62] I.M. Gel’fand, G. E.Shilov, Generalized Functions, Vol. 1. (Academic Press, London, 1964)

24

https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(78)90224-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00399745
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2013.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2011.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.33.515

	Introduction
	The Poisson bracket and the classical arrival time
	The Moyal bracket and the quantum image of the classical arrival time 
	General form of the algebra-preserving TOA phase space function
	Explicit calculation of the phase space TOA function
	Odd powers of '26-9muh
	Even powers of '26-9muh
	Satisfying time-reversal symmetry


	Weyl mapping of the Moyal time of arrival function
	Weyl map of the boundary conditions
	Weyl map of the LTOA
	Weyl map of the quantum corrections
	An alternative derivation of the time kernel equation from phase space

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgment
	Derivation and validation of the LTOA from the Poisson bracket relation with the hamiltonian
	Derivation and validation of the Moyal deformation of the LTOA 
	Validation of the time kernel factor corrections


