
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

06
11

14
7v

1 
 1

4 
N

ov
 2

00
6

How often isthecoordinateofaharmonic

oscillatorpositive?

BorisTsirelson

A bstract

The coordinate of a harm onic oscillator is m easured at a tim e

chosen atrandom am ong three equiprobable instants:now,afterone

third ofthe period,orafter two thirds. The (total) probability that

the outcom e ispositive dependson the state ofthe oscillator. In the

classicalcase the probability is 1
2
� 1

6
,butin the quantum case itis

0:50� 0:21.

Introduction

Thecoordinateq(t)ofa harm onicoscillatordependson thetim et,

q(t)= q0cost+ p0sint;

where q0;p0 arethe initialcoordinate and m om entum ;the m assisassum ed
to equal1,and the period | to equal2�. In the classicalsetup q0 and p0

arenum bers,whilein thequantum setup they areoperators,

Q(t)= Q cost+ P sint; [Q;P]= i

(assum ing also ~ = 1). Here isa question trivialin the classicalsetup but
nontrivialin the quantum setup. W e choose � at random from the three-
elem entsetf0;2�=3;4�=3g and check,whetherq(�)> 0 ornot.The(total,
unconditional)probability oftheeventq(�)> 0 dependson theinitialstate
oftheoscillator.Thequestion:whatisthem axim um oftheprobability over

1Thisresearchwassupportedbythe israel science foundation (grantNo.683/05).
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allstates? In theclassicalsetup theprobability iseither1=3 or2=3.

q0

p0

2/3

2/3

2/3 1/3

1/3

1/3

In thequantum setup theprobability is

prob( )= 1

3
h jE (0)+ E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3)j i;

here  isthe state vector,E (t)= �(Q(t)),and �(q)= 1 ifq > 0,otherwise
0. Thus,we wantto �nd the upperbound ofthe spectrum ofthe operator
E (0)+ E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3). The question is nontrivial,because the three
term sdo notcom m ute.Notethatweperform a quantum m easurem entonly
once(atatim echosen beforehand),thereforetheim pactofthem easurem ent
on thestateisirrelevant.

A num ericcom putation reported in Sect.1 showsthattheupperbound,
sup prob( ),ofthe spectrum isclose to 0:71. A rigorousresultofSect.2
statesthatsup prob( )< 1.Sect.3generalizesthisresulttoE (0)+ E (s)+
E (t).

1 U sing the W igner quasi-distribution

The W igner function (or quasi-distribution density) W  :R 2 ! R corre-
sponding to a state vector  has severalequivalent (som etim es, up to a
coe�cient)de�nitions. The ‘tom ographic’de�nition (see also [2],Sect.6.2,
Th.6.1),stipulating thatW  returnscorrectone-dim ensionaldistributions,
isbased on theequality

(1.1)

ZZ

f(aq+ bp)W  (q;p)dqdp= h jf(aQ + bP)j i

foralla;b2 R and allbounded m easurable functionsf :R ! R.However,
thereisa catch:W  need notbeintegrable,thatis,

RR
jW  (q;p)jdqdp= 1

forsom e  (for exam ple, (q)= (q2 + 1)�1=3 eiq
3

in the Schr�odinger repre-
sentation). Thus,even the m ostwell-known relation

RR
W  (q;p)dqdp = 1

needsa carefulinterpretation!
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Onem ay interpretetheleft-hand sideof(1.1)as

lim
"! 0+

ZZ

f(aq+ bp)W  (q;p)h((bq� ap)")dqdp

foran appropriateweightfunction h such as

h(x)= e�x
2

or h(x)=

(

1� jxj forjxj� 1;

0 otherwise:

(Itwould benaturalto puth(x)= 1 forjxj� 1,otherwise0.However,Ido
notknow,whether thisfunction �tsornot.) Treated thisway,(1.1)holds
forall .

Alternatively, one m ay characterize the whole m ap  7! W  by two
conditions:

(a) there existsa dense setofstate vectors  such thatW  isintegrable
and (1.1)issatis�ed;

(b) W  n(q;p)! W  (q;p)(asn ! 1 )uniform ly in q;p whenever n !  .

In theSchr�odingerrepresentation,

W  (q;p)=
1

2�

Z

 

�

q+
x

2

�

 

�

q�
x

2

�

eipx dx

for 2 L2(R),and ofcourse,

(Q )(q)= q (q); (P )(q)= �i
d

dq
 (q)

for good enough.
W ehave

h jE (t)j i=

ZZ

�(qcost+ psint)W  (q;p)dqdp=

Z t+ �=2

t��=2

W
ang

 
(’)d’ ;

where

W
ang

 
(’)=

Z
1

0

W  (rcos’;rsin’)rdr

m ay becalled theangularW ignerfunction.Thus,
(1.2)

prob( )=
1

3
h jE (0)+ E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3)j i=

1

3

Z
�

��

f(’)W ang

 
(’)d’ ;

3



wheref(�)takeson two values,1 and 2,asfollows:

(1.3)

b

bb

b

b

b

π/6

π/2

5π/6

−π/6

−π/2

−5π/6

12

2

2

1

1

The inequality 1

3
� prob( )� 2

3
holdsifW ang

 
(’)� 0 forall’,butfailsin

general.
EigenvectorsoftheHam iltonian arethenum berstatesj0i;j1i;j2i;:::;

(Q 2 + P
2)jni= (2n + 1)jni:

Generally,

 =
1X

n= 0

cnjni;

1X

n= 0

jcnj
2 = 1;

W  (q;p)=
X

m ;n

�cm cnwm ;n(q;p);

wherefunctionswm ;n arede�ned by

ZZ

f(aq+ bp)wm ;n(q;p)dqdp= hm jf(aQ + bP)jni:

In fact,

(1.4) wm ;n(q;p)=
(�1)m

�

r
m !

n!
(2z)n�m e�2jzj

2

L
(n�m )
m (4jzj2)

form � n (and wn;m = �wm ;n);herez= (q+ ip)=
p
2,and L(k)

m istheassociated
Laguerrepolynom ial[1,Sect.10.12],

L
(k)
m (x)= (�1)k

dk

dxk
Lm + k(x);

Ln(x)=
1

n!
ex

dn

dxn
(xne�x )=

nX

k= 0

(�1)k
�
n

k

�
xk

k!
:

Equality (1.4)isa com bination of[3,(3.30)]and [4,(4.36)].
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FortheangularW ignerfunction,

W
ang

 
(’)=

X

m ;n

�cm cnw
ang
m ;n(’);

w
ang
m ;n(’)=

Z 1

0

wm ;n(rcos’;rsin’)rdr:

Using (1.4)weget,�rst,

w
ang
m ;n(’)= ei(n�m )’

w
ang
m ;n(0)

and second,

(1.5) w
ang
m ;n(0)=

Z 1

0

wm ;n(r;0)rdr=

=
(�1)m

�

r
m !

n!

Z 1

0

(
p
2r)n�m e�r

2

L
(n�m )
m (2r2)rdr=

=
(�1)m + n

�

p
m !n!

m + nX

k= m ax(m ;n)

(�1)k2k�
m + n

2
�1

�(k� m + n

2
+ 1)

(m + n � k)!(k� m )!(k� n)!

(thelatterform ula holdsforallm ;n,buttheform ula with L(n�m )
m holdsfor

m � n,ofcourse).Using thegenerating function [1,Sect.10.12,(17)]

1X

m = 0

L
(k)
m (x)tm = (1� t)�k�1 exp

�

�
xt

1� t

�

wegetalso (form � n)

w
ang
m ;n(0)=

(�1)m

�

r
m !

n!
2
n� m

2
�1 �

�
n � m

2
+1

� 1

m !

dm

dtm

�
�
�
�
t= 0

1

(1� t)(n�m )=2 (1+ t)(n�m )=2+ 1
;

which leads (by contour integration) to a form ula suitable for asym ptotic
analysis,

w
ang
m ;n(0)=

(�1)m

�

r
m !

n!
2
n� m

2
�1 �

�
n � m

2
+ 1

� 1

2�

Z
�

��

1� rei’

(1� r2e2i’)(n�m )=2+ 1

d’

(rei’)m
;

itholdsforevery r2 (0;1)and isespecially usefulforr=
p
m =n.Hereare

threeasym ptoticresultsobtained thisway.
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First,lim m ! 1 w
ang

m ;m + k
(0)= 1=(2�)forevery k = 0;1;2;:::

Second,letm ;n ! 1 ,m =n ! c2 (0;1).Ifin addition m rem ainseven,
then w ang

m ;n(0)! (2�)�1 c�1=4 . However,ifm rem ains odd,then w ang
m ;n(0)!

(2�)�1 c1=4.
Third,letm be�xed and n ! 1 ,then w ang

m ;n(0)� cm n
1=4 forsom ecm .

Returning to (1.2)wehave,�rst,

Z

f(’)W ang

 
(’)d’ =

X

m ;n

�cm cn

Z

f(’)w ang
m ;n(’)d’ =

=
X

m ;n

�cm cnw
ang
m ;n(0)

Z

f(’)ei(n�m )’ d’

forany f 2 L2(0;2�),and second,

(1.6)

Z

f(’)eik’ d’ =

8
>>><

>>>:

3� ifk = 0;

6=k if(k+ 3)=12 isan integer;

�6=k if(k� 3)=12 isan integer;

0 otherwise

forthe function f of(1.3). The m atrix elem entsofthe operator 1

3

�
E (0)+

E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3)
�
in thebasisofnum berstatesarethuscalculated,

1

3
hm jE (0)+ E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3)jni=

1

3
w
ang
m ;n(0)

Z

f(’)ei(n�m )’ d’ ;

w ang
m ;n(0) being given by (1.5) and the integralby (1.6). The spectrum of

thecorresponding in�nitem atrix determ inesthepossiblevaluesofprob( ),
nam ely,�m in � prob( )� �m ax,where �m in;�m ax are the leastand greatest
elem entsofthespectrum .

Restricting ourselvestoa�niteportion j0i;j1i;:::;jN � 1iofthebasisof
num berstates,wegeta�nitem atrix,N � N ,and can com puteitsspectrum
num erically.Theresultsfollow.

N 25 50 100 200 300
�m ax(N ) 0:6961 0:6997 0:7025 0:7045 0:7054

Probably,thenum ber�m ax = lim N �m ax(N )iscloseto0:71.But,whoknows?
Itcould happen that�m ax = 1 and,say,1=(1� �m ax(N ))� 3+ 0:04lnN for
largeN .

In Section 2 itisshown that�m ax 6= 1.
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HereistheplotoftheangularW ignerfunctionW ang

 
,where =  m ax(300)

isthe300-dim ensionaleigenvectorcorresponding to �m ax(300).

b b b

b

π/3 2π/3 π

1/π

Its(sm all)negativevaluesareresponsibleforthe(sm all)quantum violation
oftheclassicalbound (0:71> 2=3).

2 U sing the W eyltransform

W eareinterested in thespectralboundsoftheoperator

1

3

�
E (0)+ E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3)

�
=
1

2
+
1

6
A ;

where

A = sgnQ(0)+ sgnQ(2�=3)+ sgnQ(4�=3)=

= sgn(Q)+ sgn
�

�
1

2
Q +

p
3

2
P

�

+ sgn
�

�
1

2
Q �

p
3

2
P

�

:

Notethat(�A)isunitarilyequivalenttoA (sincethesym plecticlineartrans-
form ation (q;p)7! (�q;�p)correspondstoaunitaryoperator),thereforethe
spectralboundsofA are�kAk,and thespectralboundsof 1

2
+ 1

6
A are

�m in =
1

2
�
1

6
kAk; �m ax =

1

2
+
1

6
kAk:

Clearly,kAk� 3 (sinceksgnQ(t)k = 1).

2.1 T heorem .kAk < 3.

In orderto provethetheorem ,itissu�cientto provethatthespectrum
ofA doesnotcontain 3.

Thenextlem m a isthe�rststep toward thisgoal.

2.2 Lem m a.Thenum ber3 isnotan eigenvalueofA.
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Proof. Assum ethecontrary,then 3 isalso an eigenvalueof3(1
2
+ 1

6
A),which

m eans
h jE (0)+ E (2�=3)+ E (4�=3)j i= 3

forsom estatevector ,k k= 1.Thenh jE (t)j i= 1fort2 f0;2�=3;4�=3g
(sinceh jE (t)j i� 1 fortheset).

Note that [Q(0);Q(t)] = [Q;Q cost+ P sint] = isint, in particular,
[Q(0);Q(2�=3)]=

p
3

2
i. M oreover,the pairofoperators

�
2p
3
Q(0);Q(2�=3)

�

is unitarily equivalent to the pair
�
Q(0);Q(�=2)

�
= (Q;P) (since every

sim plectic linear transform ation ofthe phase plane corresponds to a uni-
tary operator). It follows that the pair of operators

�
E (0);E (2�=3)

�
=

�
�( 2

p
3
Q(0));�(Q(2�=3))

�
isunitarilyequivalenttothepair

�
E (0);E (�=2)

�
=

�
�(Q);�(P)

�
.

Existence ofa unit vector  satisfying E (0) =  = E (2�=3) im lies
existence ofa unit vector  1 satisfying �(Q) 1 =  1 = �(P) 1. In other
words,wegetawavefunction  1 2 L2(R)concentrated on thehal
ine(0;1 ),
whose Fourier transform is also concentrated on (0;1 ). However,this is
forbidden by awell-known theorem ofF.and M .Riesz[5,PartOne,Chapter
1,x1].

In spite ofLem m a 2.2,the num ber 3 could belong to the spectrum of
A. Forexam ple,considerthe operatorB =

�
E (0)+ E (�=2)

�
=2 =

�
�(Q)+

�(P)
�
=2.Thenum ber1isnotan eigenvalueofB (recalltheproofofLem m a

2.2),butstillbelongstothespectrum ofB ,sinceh njB j ni! 1forcoherent
states n such thath njQj ni! +1 ,h njPj ni! +1 .

In contrast,the spectrum ofA isdiscrete,except fortwo accum ulation
points,�1 and 1. In orderto prove thisclaim we prove thatthe operator
A 2 � 1 iscom pact,m oreover,belongsto theHilbert-Schm idtclass,

trace
�
(A 2

� 1)2
�
< 1 :

W edo itby calculating theW eyltransform ofA 2.
In general,the W eyltransform (orW eylsym bol)ofa bounded operator

B :H ! H is de�ned as a Schwartz distribution f on R
2 such that the

equality ZZ

f(q;p)W  (q;p)dqdp= h jB j i

holds forall ofa dense set ofstate vectors. Itis assum ed thatforeach
 of this set, the W igner function W  is a rapidly decreasing, in�nitely
di�erentiablefunction.Itiswell-known thatf isuniquely determ ined by B .

However,wedo notneed Schwartzdistributions;werestrictourselvesto
bounded m easurablefunctionsf :R 2 ! R (and thecorresponding operators

8



B ).Accordingly,wedo notneed thedi�erentiability ofW  .Also,wewaive
therapid decreaseofW  ,dem anding only

RR
jW  (q;p)jdqdp< 1 .

Clearly,the function (q;p) 7! f(aq+ bp) is the W eyltransform ofthe
operatorf(aQ + bP),foralla;b2 R and allbounded m easurable functions
f :R ! R.

Itiswell-known (see[3],(3.14))that

(2.3)
1

2�

ZZ

jf(q;p)j2dqdp= trace(B �
B );

thus,an operatorbelongstotheHilbert-Schm idtclassifand only ifitsW eyl
transform belongsto L2(R 2).

2.4 Lem m a.The function (q;p)7! (2=�)Si(2qp)isthe W eyltransform of
theoperator(sgnQ)� (sgnP).

HereSi(x)=
Rx

0

sinu

u
du,and A � B = (AB + B A)=2.

The (rigorous)proofgrows from a non-rigorousargum ent shown below
beforetheproof.W ehave

sgnQ = �
i

�

Z
1

�1

eitQ
dt

t
(and thesam eforP);

eitQ � eisP =
�

cos
st

2

�

eitQ + isP ;

(sgnQ)� (sgnP)= �
1

�2

ZZ
ds

s

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

ei(tQ + sP ):

TheW eyltransform oftheoperatorei(tQ + sP ) isthefunction (q;p)7! ei(tq+ sp).
Thus,theW eyltransform oftheoperator(sgnQ)� (sgnP)isthefunction

f(q;p)= �
1

�2

ZZ
ds

s

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

ei(tq+ sp) =

=
4

�2

ZZ

s> 0;t> 0

ds

s

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

sintqsinsp=

=
4

�2

Z 1

0

ds

s
sinsp

Z 1

0

dt

t
cos

s

2
tsinqt=

=
4

�2

Z
1

0

ds

s
sinsp

Z
1

0

dt

t

�
1

2
sin

�

q+
s

2

�

t+
1

2
sin

�

q�
s

2

�

t

�

=

=
4

�2

Z 1

0

ds

s
sinps�

�
�

4
sgn

�

q+
s

2

�

+
�

4
sgn

�

q�
s

2

��

=

=
4

�2
�
�

2
� sgnq�

Z 2jqj

0

ds

s
sinps=

2

�
Si(2qp):

9



In ordertoconvertthecalculation aboveintoaproofweneed theequality

�
1

�2

ZZ
ds

s

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�ZZ

dqdpei(tq+ sp)W  (q;p)=

= �
1

�2

ZZ

dqdpW  (q;p)

ZZ
ds

s

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

ei(tq+ sp):

Unfortunately,itdoesnotfollow from Fubini’stheorem ,since forlarge s;t
the integrand decays too slowly. (Also sm alls;tm ake a trouble,but less
serious.) A cuto� isused below.

ProofofLem m a 2.4. W ehaveforallq

�
i

�

Z

1

n

< jtj< n

eitq
dt

t
=
2

�

Z n

1=n

sinqt

t
dt=

2

�

�
Si(qn)� Si(q=n)

�
! sgnq

(asn ! 1 ),and thesefunctionsarebounded in q,uniform ly in n.Thesam e
holdsforP,and weget

h j(sgnP)(sgnQ)j i=

=
�

�
i

�

�2
lim
m ! 1

lim
n! 1

�

 

�
�
�
�

� Z

1

m
< jsj< m

ds

s
eisP

�� Z

1

n
< jtj< n

dt

t
eitQ

��
�
�
� 

�

:

Therefore

h j(sgnP)� (sgnQ)j i=

= �
1

�2
lim
m ! 1

lim
n! 1

Z

1

m
< jsj< m

ds

s

Z

1

n
< jtj< n

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

h jei(tQ + sP )j i=

= �
1

�2
lim
m ! 1

lim
n! 1

Z

1

m
< jsj< m

ds

s

Z

1

n
< jtj< n

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�ZZ

dqdpW  (q;p)e
i(tq+ sp) =

= �
1

�2
lim
m ! 1

lim
n! 1

ZZ

dqdpW  (q;p)

Z

1

m
< jsj< m

ds

s

Z

1

n
< jtj< n

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

eitqeisp =

= �
1

�2
(2i)2 lim

m ! 1
lim
n! 1

ZZ

dqdpW  (q;p)

Z
m

1=m

ds

s

Z
n

1=n

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

sinqtsinps:

However,
Z n

1=n

dt

t

�

cos
st

2

�

sinqt=

=
1

2
Si

��

q+
s

2

�

n

�

�
1

2
Si

��

q+
s

2

�1

n

�

+
1

2
Si

��

q�
s

2

�

n

�

�
1

2
Si

��

q�
s

2

�1

n

�

!

!
�

4
sgn

�

q+
s

2

�

+
�

4
sgn

�

q�
s

2

�

asn ! 1

10



foralls;q,and these functionsare bounded in s;q,uniform ly in n. Taking
into accountthat

ZZ

dqdpjW  (q;p)j

Z m

1=m

ds

s
jsinpsj< 1

weget

h j(sgnP)� (sgnQ)j i=

=
4

�2
lim
m ! 1

ZZ

dqdpW  (q;p)

Z m

1=m

ds

s
sinps�

�
�

4
sgn

�

q+
s

2

�

+
�

4
sgn

�

q�
s

2

��

:

If2jqj> 1

m
then

Z m

1=m

ds

s
sinps�

�
�

4
sgn

�

q+
s

2

�

+
�

4
sgn

�

q�
s

2

��

=

=
�

2
(sgnq)

Z m in(m ;2jqj)

1=m

ds

s
sinps=

=
�

2
(sgnq)(sgnp)

�
Si(jpjm in(m ;2jqj))� Si(jpj=m )

�
:

Otherwise,if2jqj� 1

m
,theintegralvanishes.W eseethat

Z
m

1=m

ds

s
sinps�

�
�

4
sgn

�

q+
s

2

�

+
�

4
sgn

�

q�
s

2

��

!
�

2
Si(2qp) asm ! 1

forallq;p,and these functionsarebounded in q;p,uniform ly in m .Taking
into accountthat

RR
dqdpjW  (q;p)j< 1 weget

h j(sgnP)� (sgnQ)j i=
2

�

ZZ

dqdpW  (q;p)Si(2qp):

W e return to the operators Q(t) = Q cost+ P sintand recallthat the
pairofoperators

�
Q(s); 1

sin(t�s)
Q(t)

�
isunitarily equivalenttothepair(Q;P)

wheneversin(t� s)6= 0(aswasnoted in theproofofLem m a2.2foraspecial
case).Thus,Lem m a 2.4 im pliesthefollowing.

2.5 C orollary.Thefunction

(q;p)7!
2

�
Si
� 2

jsin(t� s)j
(qcoss+ psins)(qcost+ psint)

�

is the W eyl transform of the operator
�
sgnQ(s)

�
�
�
sgnQ(t)

�
, whenever

sin(t� s)6= 0.
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2.6 C orollary.Thefunction

f(q;p)=
2

�
Si

�
4
p
3
q�

�q+ p
p
3

2

�

+
2

�
Si

�
4
p
3
q�

�q� p
p
3

2

�

+

+
2

�
Si

�
4
p
3
�
�q+ p

p
3

2
�
�q� p

p
3

2

�

istheW eyltransform oftheoperator

1

2
(A 2

� 3)=
�
sgnQ(0)

�
�
�
sgnQ(2�=3)

�
+

+
�
sgnQ(0)

�
�
�
sgnQ(4�=3)

�
+
�
sgnQ(2�=3)

�
�
�
sgnQ(4�=3)

�
:

2.7 Lem m a. ZZ
�
f(q;p)+ 1

�
2dqdp< 1 :

Proof. Takingintoaccountthatf isinvariantundertherotation by �=3and
the re
ection (q;p)7! (�q;p)we m ay integrate only over the dom ain 0 <
q
p
3< p.W edividethedom ain into abounded dom ain (whosecontribution

isevidently �nite)and two unbounded dom ains,one being p > 1,0 < q <

p�1=3 ,theotherp> 3,p�1=3 < q< p=
p
3.

Using theinequality

�
�
�Si(x)�

�

2

�
�
��

2

x
for0< x < 1

(itholds,since
R1

x

sinu

u
du = cosx

x
�
R1

x

cosu

u2
du),wegetfor0< q< p=

p
3

jf(q;p)+ 1j�

�
�
�
�

2

�
Si
� 4
p
3
q�

p
p
3� q

2

�

� 1

�
�
�
�+

�
�
�
�1�

2

�
Si
� 4
p
3
q�

p
p
3+ q

2

���
�
�+

+

�
�
�
�1�

2

�
Si
� 4
p
3
�
p
p
3� q

2
�
p
p
3+ q

2

���
�
��

�
4

�
�

p
3

4
�

2

q(p
p
3� q)

+
4

�
�

p
3

4
�

2

q(p
p
3+ q)

+
4

�
�

p
3

4
�

4

(p
p
3� q)(p

p
3+ q)

�

�

p
3

�

� 2

qp
p
3
+

2

qp
p
3� 2=3

+
4

p
p
3(2=3)� 3q

�

�
const

pq
;

thus

Z
1

3

dp

Z
p=
p
3

p� 1=3

dq
�
f(q;p)+ 1

�
2
� const�

Z
1

3

dp

Z
1

p� 1=3

dq
1

p2q2
< 1 :
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Using also theinequality

jSi(x)� Si(y)j� jx� yj forx;y 2 R

(itholds,sincejsinu
u
j� 1),wegetfor0< q< p=

p
3

jf(q;p)+ 1j�

�
�
�
�

2

�
Si
� 4
p
3
q�

p
p
3� q

2

�

�
2

�
Si
� 4
p
3
q�

p
p
3+ q

2

���
�
�+

+

�
�
�
�1�

2

�
Si
� 4
p
3
�
p
p
3� q

2
�
p
p
3+ q

2

���
�
��

�
2

�
�
4
p
3
q
2 +

4

�
�

p
3

4
�

4

(p
p
3� q)(p

p
3+ q)

� const�
�

q
2 +

1

p2

�

;

thus
Z 1

1

dp

Z p� 1=3

0

dq
�
f(q;p)+ 1

�
2
� const�

Z 1

1

dp

Z p� 1=3

0

dq
�

q
4 +

1

p4

�

< 1 :

ProofofTheorem 2.1. By (2.3),Corollary 2.6 and Lem m a 2.7,

trace(A 2
� 1)=

1

2�

ZZ

j2(f(q;p)+ 1)j2dqdp< 1 ;

therefore every spectralpoint ofA di�erent from �1 is an eigenvalue. By
Lem m a 2.2,thenum ber3 doesnotbelong to thespectrum ofA.Itrem ains
to usetherem ark afterthetheorem .

3 Som e generalizations

3.1 Lem m a.Lets;t2 R satisfy s< �< t< s+ �.Then

ksgnQ(0)+ sgnQ(s)+ sgnQ(t)k < 3:

Proof. Sim ilarly to Sect.2 weintroducetheoperator

A s;t= sgnQ(0)+ sgnQ(s)+ sgnQ(t):

Sim ilarly to Lem m a 2.2,the num ber 3 isnotan eigenvalue ofA. Thus,it
issu�cientto prove thattrace

�
(A 2 � 1)2

�
< 1 . Sim ilarly to Corollary 2.6

wecalculatetheW eyltransform fs;t of
1

2
(A 2

s;t� 3).Itrem ainsto provethat
RR�

fs;t(q;p)+ 1
�
2dqdp< 1 .
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W eobservethat

s�
�

2
<
�

2
< t�

�

2
< s+

�

2
<
3�

2
< t+

�

2
< 2�+ s�

�

2
;

choose�1;:::;�6 such that

�1 < s�
�

2
< �2 <

�

2
< �3 < t�

�

2
< �4 < s+

�

2
<

< �5 <
3�

2
< �6 < t+

�

2
< �1 + 2�

anddividetheplaneintosixsectorsbythesixrays(q;p)= (rcos�k;rsin�k),
r> 0,k = 1;:::;6.Thethreelinesq= 0,qcoss+psins= 0,qcost+psint=
0 giveussix m orerays,and each oftheseraysiscontained in one(and only
one)ofthesix sectors.W eestim atetheintegralovera neighborhood ofthe

ray (within thesector)sim ilarly to
R
dp

R
p� 1=3

0
dq(:::)in theproofofLem m a

2.7,and theintegralovertherestofthesectorsim ilarly to
R
dp

Rp=
p
3

p� 1=3
dq(:::)

in theproofofLem m a 2.7.

3.2 T heorem .Forevery "> 0 thereexists�> 0 such that

ksgnQ(0)+ sgnQ(s)+ sgnQ(t)k � 3� �

foralls;tsatisfying s� �� "� t� 2"� s� 3"+ �.

Proof. Theestim atesneeded in theproofofLem m a 3.1 areuniform overall
such pairs(s;t).Thus,

ZZ

q2+ p2> r2

�
fs;t(q;p)+ 1

�
2dqdp! 0 asr! 1

uniform ly in these s;t.Also,fs;t(q;p)iscontinuousin s;tforany �xed q;p.
Therefore fs;t treated asan elem entofL2(R 2)dependscontinuously on s;t.
Taking into accountthe isom etric correspondence between Hilbert-Schm idt
operatorsand theirW eylsym bolswesee thattheHilbert-Schm idtoperator
A 2
r;s� 1 dependscontinuously on s;t.ItfollowsthatkA 2

s;t� 1k iscontinuous
in s;t(the usualoperator norm is m eant,not the Hilbert-Schm idt norm ).
By com pactness,the norm reaches its m axim um at som e point (s0;t0) of
the considered set ofpairs (s;t). By Lem m a 3.1,kA s0;t0k < 3. Therefore
kA 2

s0;t0
� 1k < 8. W e take � > 0 such that(3� �)2 � 1 � kA 2

s0;t0
� 1k and

(3� �)2 � 1> 1.Then kA 2
s;t� 1k� (3� �)2 � 1 im plieskA s;tk� 3� �.
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