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How often is the coordmnate of a harmm onic
oscillator positre?

B oris T sirelson

A bstract

The coordinate of a hamm onic oscillator is m easured at a time
chosen at random am ong three equiprobable instants: now , after one
third of the period, or after two thirds. The (total) probability that
the outcom e is positive depends on the state of the oscillator. In the
classical case the probability is % %, but in the quantum case it is
050 021.

Introduction
T he coordinate g(t) of a ham onic oscillator depends on the tine t,

q) = g cost+ pysint;

where ¢ ;py are the niial coordinate and m om entum ; the m ass is assum ed
to equall, and the period | to equal2 . In the classical sstup gy and pg
are num bers, whilke in the quantum sstup they are operators,

Q)= Qoost+ P snt; R;PI=1

(@ssum Ing also ~ = 1). Here is a question trivial In the classical sstup but
nontrivial In the quantum sstup. W e choose at random from the three—
elem ent set £0;2 =3;4 =3g and check, whether g( ) > 0 ornot. The (total,
unconditional) probability of the event g( ) > 0 depends on the iniial state
of the oscillator. T he question: what isthem axin um ofthe probability over
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all states? In the classical sestup the probability is either 1=3 or 2=3.

Ppo

9 /9 1/9 q

In the quantum sstup the probability is
prob( )=ih £ 0)+E 2 =3)+E 4 =3)j i;

here isthe state vector, E (t) = Q (), and (@ = 1 ifg> 0, othemw ise
0. Thus, we want to nd the upper bound of the spectrum of the operator
E @O+ E € =3)+ E 4 =3). The question is nontrivial, because the three
term s do not comm ute. N ote that we perform a quantum m easurem ent only
once (at a tim e chosen beforehand), therefore the in pact ofthem easuram ent
on the state is irrelevant.

A num eric com putation reported in Sect.[l] show s that the upper bound,
sup prob ( ), of the spectrum is close to 0:71. A rigorous resul of Sect.[2
statesthat sup prob( ) < 1. Sect.[d generalizesthisresulttoE Q)+ E (s)+
E @©).

1 U sing the W igner quasidistribution

The W igner finction (or quastdistrbution density) W :R? ! R corre—
soonding to a state vector has several equivalent (sometines, up to a
coe cient) de nitions. The tom ographic’ de nition (see also [12], Sect. 62,
Th.61), stipulating that W retums correct one-din ensional distributions,
isbasad on the equality

77

11 feg+ )W (@p)dgdp=h F@ +P)J i

foralla;b2 R and allbounded m easurable ﬁmctjonﬁgf :R ! R. However,
there isa catch: W need not be Integrable, that is, W (@p)ijdadp= 1
frsme (brexampk, (@ = E+ 1) 2T n the Schrodinger repre-
sentation). Thus, even the m ost welkknown relation W (@p)dgdp=1
needs a carefiil nterpretation !



Onem ay interprete the left-hand side of [L)) as
77

lin flag+ o)W (@p)h (kg ap)")dgdp

"0+

for an appropriate weight finction h such as

(
%9 for ki 1;
h®)=e* or h{)= ¥J FJ 4

otherw ise:

(It would be natumltoputhx) = 1 for kxj 1, otherwise 0. However, Ido
not know , whether this function ts or not. Treated this way, (1.I) holds
forall

A tematively, one may characterize the whole m ap T W Dby two
conditions:

(@) there exists a dense set of state vectors such that W  is Integrable
and [L.J)) is satis ed;

)W  @p)! W (@p) @n! 1 )uniomly n g;pwhenever , !

In the Schrodinger representation,
Z

1
W (@p)= — a+t

X X px gy
- — e
2 2 4 2

for 2 L, R), and of courss,

'_l.
|

Q Jad=g9 @; @ )@= @

for good enough.
W e have
27 2w =
h £ @7 i= (cost+ psht)W  (g;p) dodp = weyda;

t =2

w here Z
W)= W (roos’ ;rsin’)rdr
0

m ay be called the angular W igner function. T hus,
12)

1 1
prob () = Zh EO+EQR=3)+E@=3)7i= 3 fOw A



where £ ( ) takes on two values, 1 and 2, as ollow s:

w/2
57/6 w/6
13)
—57/6 —7/6
—7/2
The hequality = prob( ) £ holdsifw () 0 frall’,but faisin
general.

E igenvectors of the H am iltonian are the num ber states Pi; jli; Rij:::;

Q%+ P?%fi= @n+ L)hi:

G enerally,
® ®
= o hi; nf=1;
n=0 X n=0
W (@p) = Cn GiWn i (&P) 7

where finctions wy, ,, are de ned by
77

f (@g+ )Wy, (@p)dode= m F @Q + P )hi:

In fact,

r
n® m! .
S — e e L™ wgf)

1.4) Wn n (@P) =

P_
form n @dwp,, = Wy n)jherez= @+ )= 2,and L) isthe associated
Laguerre polynom ial [1, Sect. 10.12],

LE 6 = ( DLy 60
m d.Xk m+k ’

Log - S ey ot (ap B
n &)= —€ e®*)= —
n! dx® k k!

Equality [1.4) isa combmation of 3, (3.30)]and @, (436)].



Forthe angular W igner function,

ang,_X
W) =

GnCaWam ()
m ;n
Z 1

ang ¢ y _—
Wom ()=

Wpn (tcos’ jrsin’ ) rdr:
0
Using [14) we get, r=t,

Wlin;?l (, ) — ei(n m)’ V\ri-:m;?1 (O)
and second,

z 1
L5) wg () =

Wp o (£70) xdr =

r—z
(D" m!b PP o oy
- ( 2r) e’ L, @r°) rdr =
-0
m+n +n m+n
_ DR KT s "0+ 1)
k=max @m ;n) (m+n

k)!k m)!k n)!
(the latter form ula holds for allm ;n, but the formula with Ly
m

n m)

holds for
n, of course). U sing the generating function [, Sect.1012, (17)]
x

xt
L)t = @ p*t ep ——
o 1 t
we get also (orm n)
wo's (0) =
r___
" !'am 1 a° 1
(1 m!on; D m+l_d
n! 2

mlde @

t)(n m )=2 (1+ t)(n m )=2+1 ;
whith leads (by contour Integration) to a formula suitabl for asym ptotic
analysis,

w2 0=

r r _ Z
(D" m!an . n m 1 1 a’
— 2 +1 - 7 RS
n! 2 2 1 reet )0 mi=rl (et )m
it holds Porevery r 2 (0;1) and is especially useful for r =
three asym ptotic results cbtained this way.

re

m=n.Here are



First, ling, 1 wo 2, Q)= 1=Q ) orevery k= 0;1;2;:::

mm+k
Second, tm;n! 1 ,m=n! c2 (0;1). Ifin addiion m rem ainseven,
then w29 (0) ! @) 'c'™ . However, ifm remains odd, then w2"J (0) !
@) .

Third, ltm be xedandn ! 1 ,thenw2d(0) ¢ n'™ orsomeg,.
Retuming to [1.2) we have, rst,

Z X Z
£ )W (¢ )a = e fCWI(C)d =
r X Z | ’
= Gawia 0 £0)e"" a
forany £ 2 L, (0;2 ), and sscond,
8
33 ifk = 0;
2 S 6=k  if k+ 3)=12 isan integer;
1.6) £()ex ar ’

- 3 6% ifk 3)=12isan integer;
"0 otherw ise

for the function £ of [I3). The matrix elm ents of the operator  E (0) +

E@2=3)+E @ =3) 1n thebasisofnumber states are thus calculated,
Z
1 U P, i m)
Ehm £ O+EQR=3)+E @ =3)nhi= gwm;‘i ©0) f£()e d’ ;
w22 (0) being given by [I.3) and the integralby [L.f). The spectrum of
the corresponding In nite m atrix determ ines the possible values ofprob ( ),

namely, nin prob( ) naxr Where . 47 nax are the Jeast and greatest
elem ents of the spectrum .
Restricting ourselves to a nite portion Pi; JLi;:::; 1i ofthe basis of

num ber states, wegeta nitematrix, N N , and can com pute is spectrum
num erically. T he resuls follow .

N 25 50 100 200 300
max N ) 0:6961 06997 0:7025 0:7045 0:7054

Probably, thenumber ,.x= limy pax N ) iscloseto 0:{71.But, who know s?
It could happen that .x = 1 and, say, 1=(1 nax ™)) 3+ 004N for
large N .

In Section [2 it is shown that .6 1.



Here istheplot oftheangularW ignerfinction W “'¢,where = .. (300)
is the 300-din ensional eigenvector corresponding to  , ax (300).

l/ﬂ' L“J L
| — s F — :

s (an all) negative values are responsible for the (an all) quantum violation
of the classicalbound (0:71 > 2=3).
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2 U sing the W eyl transfom

W e are interested in the spectralbounds of the operator
! EQO+E@=3)+E @4=3) = 1+ lA
3 2 6
where

A =m0 )+ ;WO R =B+ ;N0 (=3 = .

‘wl

1 3 1
= + -Q+ —P + - P
son Q) + son 2Q 5 San 2Q 5
Notethat ( A) isuniarly equivalent to A (since the sym plectic linear trans—
form ation (q;p) 7T ( g; p) correspondsto a unitary operator), therefore the

soectralbounds of A are kA k, and the soectralbounds of% + %A are

_1 lkAk = l+ lkAk
m in 2 6 ’ m ax 2 6 .

Clarly, kAk 3 (sheeksgnQ k= 1).
2.1 Theorem . kAk< 3.

In order to prove the theoram , it is su cient to prove that the spectrum
of A does not contain 3.
The next lemm a isthe rst step toward this goal

2.2 Lemm a. The number 3 isnot an eigenvalue of A .



P roof. A ssum e the contrary, then 3 is also an eigenvalue of 3(; + 2A), which
m eans
h O+E@=3+E@@=3)]ji=3

forsom estatevector ,k k= 1.Thenh ¥ (¢)j i= 1Port2 £0;2 =3;4 =3g
(shoeh £ ()i 1 Prtheset).

Note that D (OgiQ ] = BL;0 cost+ P sint] = isnt, In particular,
R (0);Q @ =3)]1= —’i. M oreover, the pair of operators #¥5Q (0);Q 2 =3)
is uniarily equivalent to the pair Q (0);Q (=2) = @Q;P) (sihce every

sin plectic lnear transformm ation of the phase plane corresponds to a uni-
tary operator). It follows that the pair of operators E (0);E @2 =3) =
(192—§Q 0)); © 2 =3)) isunitarily equivalent tothepair E (0);E (=2) =

Q) @)

Existence of a uni vector satisfying E 0) = = E (2 =3) inles
existence of a unit vector ; satisfyng Q) 1= 1= @) ;. In other
words, weget awavefunction ; 2 L, R) concentrated on the hal ine (0;1 ),
whose Fourer transform is also concentrated on (0;1 ). However, this is
forbidden by a weltknown theorem ofF .and M .Riesz [B, Part O ne, Chapter
1, x1]. ]

In spite of Lemm a [22, the number 3 could belong to the spectrum of

A . For exam ple, consider the operatorB = E (0)+ E (=2) =2 = Q)+
P ) =2. Thenumber 1 isnot an eigenvalue ofB (recallthe proofofLemm a

22), but stillbelongs to the spectrum ofB , sinceh , B j ,i! 1 forooherent
states , such thath ,Pj,i! +1 ,h ,PJj,i! +1.

In contrast, the spectrum of A is discrete, except for two accum ulation
polnts, 1 and 1. In order to prove this clain we prove that the operator
A2 1 is com pact, m oreover, belongs to the H ibert-Schm idt class,

trace @°% 1) <1

W e do it by calculating the W eyl transom ofAZ.

In general, the W eyl transform (or W eyl sym bol) of a bounded operator
B :H ! H isde ned as a Schwartz distrbution £ on R? such that the
equality 7.7

f@pW (@p)dadp=h BJji

holds forall of a dense set of state vectors. It is assum ed that for each
of this set, the W igner function W is a rapidly decreasing, in nitely
di erentiable function. Tt iswelltknown that £ isuniquely determ ned by B .
H owever, we do not need Schw artz distributions; we restrict oursslres to
bounded m easurable fiinctions £ :R? ! R (and the corresponding operators



B). A coordingly, we do not need the di erggtiability of W . Also, we waive
the rapid decrease of W , dam anding only W (@p)jdadp< 1 .

C karly, the function (@p) 7 f @g+ lp) is the W eyl transform of the
operator £ @Q + P ), oralla;b2 R and allbounded m easurabl functions
f:R! R.

It iswellknown (see 3], (3.14)) that

77

1
23) > f (@p)Fdgdp = trace® B);

thus, an operator belongs to the H ibert-Schm idt class ifand only ifitsW eyl
transform belongs to L, R?).

24 Lemm a. The function (;p) 7T (@= )SiRgp) is the W eyl transform of
the operator (sgnQ) (sonP ).

R, .
Here Si(x) = , ®%du,andA B = @AB + BA)=2.
The (dgorous) proof grow s from a non-rigorous argum ent shown below

before the proof. W e have

Z
imt g dt
gnQ = - S (and the same orP ) ;
1
i - st ...
e® & = s 0P,
1 22 dsdt t
s st .
(snQ) (snP)= — asat oSt ite+se) .
2 s t 2

TheW eyltransfom ofthe operatorel®*sF) isthe fiinction (q;p) 7T e =P),
Thus, the W eyl transform ofthe operator (sgnQ ) (sgnP ) is the function

727
1 dsdt st

f@p) = — o s gt P —
S
4 dsdt st .
= — —— s snitgsmsp=
75 07> 0 s t 2
1 1
4 ds dt
= — snsp — cos-tsnagt=
0, S o T
Zl 1
4 ds dt 1 N - 1 . S ¢
= — — — —sin = — sin = =
2 s Tt 2 9 2 9 2
Zl
4 ds N S N s
= — —shps — = — = =
2 s p 459T1 q > 4sgn q >
4 Z2j;”'ds .
= — > song — snps= — Si2gp)
0

O



In order to convert the calculation above Into a proofwe need the equality

1 2z dsdt t 2z
s s .
S —— oos— dadp e ™ P (g;p) =

2
s t 2 77
dsdt st il 5p)

1
= — dodpW ; —— Os—
5 pW  (@p) - 2

Unfortunately, i does not follow from Fubinis theoram , shoe for large s;t

the Integrand decays too slow Iy. @A Iso smnall s;t m ake a trouble, but less
serious.) A cuto isused below .

ProofofLemmal24. W e have forallg
Z Z
i . dt 2 " sin 2
- e —=— —qtdt= — Sifn) Silen) ! song
logxn E 1-n
@sn ! 1 ),and these functionsarebounded in g, unifom ¥ nn. The sam e
holds forP , and we get

h jnP)(snQ)j i=

D Z d 2 dt
i S i
= = lm Im —e —e”
m!1lmn!1l mi<j5j(m S nl<'jj<n t
T herefore
h jsgnP ) (sgnQ)i' i= 7
1 ds dt st ;
- = Iim Iin — — cos— h 05 4=
2m11nt1 Logkm. S Llcikn 2
1 2 ’ d z i dt t 2z
S S i
= = Im I = — cos— dodpW  (grp)e" ™ P =
2m1 1 nt1 1cgkm S l<'j'nt 2
A B E
l . . dS dt St itq sy
= — Im Im dodpW (7 pP) . — s evet =
m!1ln!1l - mi<§j<m S nl<ij<n t
1, . T ds " dt st | .
= = @)% In I dgdpW  (@p) ~ —  — cos— shqtshps:
2 m!1ln!l 12n S 14 t 2
H ow ever,
g st | ot
— os— sihgt=
1=n t 2
Ls + 2 si oqro I oilg > L S
= —S8S1 — n - 1 - — o1 ~ n A 1 P .
2 i Ton T2 172 2 92
! + 24 ° 1
_ z — — asn !
459T1 a 5 489T1 a >



for all s;q, and these finctions are bounded In s;g, unifom ¥ in n. Taking

into account that
727 Z

m

. ds, | .
dadp W (@p)J :JSJHPSJ< 1

1=m

we get

h jnP) (sgnQ)Jj i=
77
4 " ds | s
= — Im dodpW (5 pP) ——snps —sgn gto +-—-sn g
m!1 1-m S 4 2 4

N W

If 293> =+ then

Zmd—ssinps —sn gqt- +-smoq o =
1em S 4 2 4 2
2 ninm 2 gg
= - (N9 — Shps=
2 1=m ]

= E(sgnq) (onp) Si(pmin@m ;2%7)) Si(pFm)

Otherwise, if2yj 2, the integralvanishes. W e see that

Z
™ ds

S S
— shps — + - + — — I —S8i@ asm ! 1
s p 439T1q > 459T1q 5 5 2ap)

1=m

for all g;p, and thgge functions are bounded in g;p, uniform ¥ in m . Taking
Into acocount that dagdp# (@p)j< 1 weget
77

2
h jegnP) (sgnQ)j i=— dgdpW (@;p) SiRgp) :

O

W e retum to the operators Q (t) = Q cost+ P siht and recall that the
pairofoperators Q (s);ﬁQ (t) isunitarly equivalent to thepair Q ;P )

whenever sin (t s) 6 0 (@swasnoted In the proofofLemm al22 fora special
case). Thus, Lemm a[2.4 in plies the ©llow Ing.

2.5 Corollary. T he function

2 2
@p) 7T —Si ———  (gooss+ psins) (@oost+ psint)
JsinEc s)J
is the W eyl transform of the operator sgnQ (s) sonQ (t) , whenever
snt s)& 0.

11



2.6 Corollary. The function

p- P—
2 . 4 agt+tp 3 2 . 4 a p 3
fgp)=-S1 p=q — + —Si p=q — +
@ip) 3q > 3q >
p- b
2 4 agt+tp 3 g p 3
+—Slp—_
3 2 2

isthe W eyl transform of the operator

1
5(A2 3)= snQ (0) snQ 2 =3) +
+ sgnQ (0) snQ 4 =3) + snQ 2 =3)  synQ (@ =3)

2.7 Lemm a. 77
f@p)+ 1 dadp< 1

P roof. Taking into account that £ is invariant under the rotation by =3 and
ere ection (yp) 7T ( gp) we may integrate only over the dom ain 0 <
q 3< P. W edivide the dom ain into a bounded dom ain whose contrdbution
is evidently nite) and two unbound% domains, onebeingp > 1,0 < g<
p 3, theotherp> 3,p > < g< p= 3.
U sing the nequality

2
Six) — — Pro<x<l1
2 X
R, _ R, p_
(it holds, shce | =% du= == . S5%du),wegetorO0< g< p= 3
2 4 P3 2 4 3+
f@p)+13 —Si %Q%q 1+ 1 —8i 19—501%q

3 2 2
p- p- p-
4 3 2 4 3 2 4 3 4
- e+ - — — P+ - — —p— p—
4 g 3 q)p 4 g 3+ 9 4 © 3 9P 3+9
3 2 2 4 const
— —P=+ —Pp= + —p— ;
g 3 g 3 2=3 p 3@=3) 3qg Pa
thus
Z 1 Zp=p§ Z 1 Z 1 1
dp dg f(@p)+ 1?2 oonst dp dg—< 1
3 p 13 3 p 173 p2q2



U sing also the inequality
JSik) Siy)J ¥ yj Prx;y2R

. P_
( holds, shee #7#J 1),weget or0< g< p= 3

P- P-
. , 2 4 P 3 g 2 4 p 3+g
fa@p)+1l] —-Sip=q —F— —S1pP=q —F— +
3 2 3 2
2 i p 3 P3.
+1 Zsipe 2 4P k)
3 2 2
2 4 2 T3 4
Z =t - — —p— p— const £+ = ;
3 4 P 3 a9 3+9 p
thus
Z 4 Zp1=3 ) Z Zp1=3 \ 1
dp dg f (@p)+ 1 const dp dqq+—4 <1
1 0 1 0 p
O
P roof of Theorem [2.1. By [2.3), Corollary[2.8 and Lemm a 2.7,
1 Z7Z
trace@® 1)= —  RE@pP + DFdadp< 1 ;

2

therefore every spectral point of A di erent from 1 is an eigenvalue. By
Lemm a[2.2, the num ber 3 does not belong to the spectrum ofA . It rem ains
to use the rem ark after the theorem . ]

3 Som e generalizations

31 Lemma.Lets;t2 R satisfy s< < t< s+ .Then
ksgnQ (0) + sgnQ (s) + sgnQ (k< 3:

P roof. Sim ilarly to Sect.[2 we introduce the operator
Agy= s9nQ (0) + sgnQ (s) + sgnQ (b :

Sin ilarly to Lemm a [2.2, the number 3 is not an eigenvalue of A . Thus, it

is su cient to prove that trace @2 1)2 < 1 . Similarly to Corollary 2.4

ﬁﬁcalw]atethew eyltransform fg, of% (Ai;t 3). It ram ains to prove that
forl@p)+ 1 2dgdp< 1 .

13



W e dbserve that

3
—< =<t =<8+ —-<—X<t+—-<2 +s8 —;
2 2 2 2 2 2 2

0 give us six m ore rays, and each of these rays is contained in one (@and only
one) of the six sectors. W e estin atlg the Integral over a neighborhood of the
1=3
ray (within the sector) sim ilarly to  dp 53 dg(::z) jrltheproofgfLanma
R R_P-
[2.7, and the integralover the rest of the sector sin ilarly to dp pp 2dqe:e)
in the proofof Lemm a[2.7. O

32 Theorem . Forevery " > 0 there exists > 0 such that
ksgnQ (0) + sgnQ (s) + sgnQ Bk 3
for all s;t satisfying s "t 2" s 3"+

P roof. The estim ates needed in the proofof Lemm a[3.]] are uniform over all
such pairs (s;t). Thus,
77
for@p)+ 1°dgdp! 0 asr! 1

q2+ p2> r2

unifom ly In these s;t. Also, £5, (@;p) is continuous in s;t Prany xed g;p.
T herefore f;; treated as an elem ent of L, R?) depends continuously on s;t.
Taking into acoount the isom etric correspondence between H ibert-Schm idt
operators and their W eyl sym bols we see that the H ibert-Schm idt operator
AZ. 1 depends continuously on s;jt. It follow s that kA2, 1k is continuous
In s;t (the usual operator nom is m eant, not the H ibert-Schm idt nom ).
By com pactness, the nomm reaches its maximum at some point (sgo;ty) of
the considered set of pairs (s;t). By Lemma 3], kA, .,k < 3. Therefore
KAZ k< 8.Wetake > Osuchthat @ )* 1 KkAZ. 1lkand

S0 7to
3 ) 1> 1.ThenkAZ, 1k (@3 )* limpleskAk 3 . O

14
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