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Abstract

We discuss a procedure to construct multi-resolution analyses (MRA) of £2(R)
starting from a given seed function h(s) which should satisfy some conditions. Our
method, originally related to the quantum mechanical hamiltonian of the frac-
tional quantum Hall effect (FQHE), is shown to be model independent. The role
of a canonical map between certain canonically conjugate operators is discussed.
This clarifies our previous procedure and makes much easier most of the original

formulas, producing a convenient framework to produce examples of MRA.
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I Introduction

la a series of papers, [I]-[7], we have discussed the relations between a generic MRA
and the ground state of the free single-electron hamiltonian of the FQHE. In particular
we proved that any MRA produces an orthonormal set of functions in the subspace of
L?(R?) known as the lowest Landau level, see Section II, and that, vice-versa, any such
a set produces a sequence of complex numbers related to a certain MRA.

In this paper we extend these results and propose a model-independent construction
which still give rise to a MRA starting from a certain square integrable function, which
we call seed function. Our extension clarifies the role of some canonical maps for a
certain quantum hamiltonian, and for its related physical system, which is behind the

construction.

We devote the rest of this Introduction to recall, just to fix the notation, few known
facts about MRA which will be useful in the following.

A MRA of £3(R) is an increasing sequence of closed subspaces

LLCVaCcVaCcVoCcViC V... C LAR), (1.1)

with |,
(1) f(z) € V; & F(20) € Vi

Vj dense in L*(R) and (., V; = {0}, and such that

(2) There exists a function ¢ € Vj, called scaling function, such that {¢(z— k), k € Z}

is an o.n. basis of Vj.

From these two requirements clearly follows that, for any fixed j € Z, {¢;i(z) =
212¢(29x—k), k € Z} is an o.n. basis of V;, which can be interpreted as an approximation
space: the approximation of f € £?(R) at the resolution 27 is defined by its projection
onto V;. The additional details needed for increasing the resolution from 27 to 2/*! are

given by the projection of f onto the orthogonal complement W; of V; in Vj:
V; @ W, =V, (1.2)

and we have:

Pw; =LR). (1.3)

=



Now, the main result of a MRA is that there exists a function v, the mother wavelet,
explicitly computable from ¢, such that {1;,(z) = 2//%¢(27x — k), j, k € Z} constitutes
an orthonormal basis of £2(R).

The construction of ¥ proceeds as follows. First, the inclusion Vi C V; yields the
relation -

O(@) = V2 Y a2z —n), Iy =(¢1al9). (1.4)

Then one uses these coefficients to define the function 1 as
Y(@)=v2 Y (1) hoy (2 — n). (1.5)

As we see, the role of the coefficients h,, is quite important. For this reason we introduce

the following definition:

Definition 1:— We call relevant any sequence h = {h,,n € Z} which satisfies the

following properties:

(r1) Y nez Pnhngar = 010;

(1"2) hyp = O(ﬁ), n>1;

(1‘3) ZnEZ h” = \/57

(r4) Hw)= 55 hae ™ £0  Vwe[-5,3]

Using Mallat’s algorithm it is known that any relevant sequence produces a MRA.
In particular, it produces a scaling function ®(z) and the related mother wavelets, [9].

The main goal of this paper is the construction of a quite non-standard procedure
which helps in the production of relevant sequences and, as a consequence, of multi-
resolutions of £?(R). More in details:

in the next section we briefly resume our original results in this direction related to
the Hall effect.

In Section III we propose our more abstract approach, mainly regarding condition

(rl) of Definition 1. This analysis will produce a so-called orthonormality condition,



ONC, for a certain seed function h(s) in £3(R). We will show how to use h(s) to
construct a sequence {h, } satisfying condition (rl).

In Section IV we show how to find easily solutions of the ONC and, as a consequence,
how to produce sequences satisfying condition (rl).

In Section V we propose an orthonormalization trick, ONT, which generates more
solutions of the ONC.

In Section VI we consider the other requirements contained in Definition 1, in con-
nection with our approach.

Section VII contains our conclusions and plans for the future.

II The old results: FQHE

The many-body model of the FQHE consists simply in a two-dimensional electron gas,
2DEG, (that is a gas of electrons constrained in a two-dimensional layer) in a posi-
tive uniform background and subjected to an uniform magnetic field along z, whose

hamiltonian (for N electrons) is, [§],
H™ = gV + \HD + HYY), (2.1)

where HéN) is the sum of NV contributions:

N

Y =" Hy(i). (2.2)

1=1

Here Hy(7) describes the minimal coupling of the i—th electron with the magnetic field:

1 2 1 y\2 1 T\ 2
Hy==> (p+ A :—(x——> —( —). 2.3
o=5 +AM) =5 (ro—3) +5 v +3 (2.3)
H, (CN) is the canonical Coulomb interaction between charged particles, H(CN) = % Zgﬁ] rlﬂy

and HJ(BN) is the interaction of the charges with the background, [8].

We now consider )\(Hgv) + H](BN)) as a perturbation of the free hamiltonian HéN),

)

and we look for eigenstates of HO(N in the form of Slater determinants built up with



single electron wave functions. The easiest way to approach this problem consists in

introducing the new variables
P'=p.—y/2, Q =p,+z/2. (2.4)
In terms of P’ and @’ the single electron hamiltonian, Hy, can be written as
Hy = %(Q’2 + P?). (2.5)
The transformation (2.4]) can be seen as a part of a canonical map from (x,y, ps, py)

into (Q, P,Q’, P') where

These operators satisfy the following commutation relations:
[Q>P]:[Q/’Pl]:i’ [Q’P/]Z[Q/’P]:[Q’Q/]:[P’P/]ZO' (2'7)

Using the results contained in [10], it can be deduced that a wave function in the (z,y)-

space is related to its PP’-expression by the formula

wcy/2 , ,
U(x,y) = / / P HPEPE) g (P P'Y dPdP’, (2.8)
which can be easily inverted:
—ZPP/ ,
U(P, P / / —@PyPrey/2G (¢ g)) dady. (2.9)

The usefulness of the PP’-representation stems from the expression ([2.5) of Hy. In-

deed, in this representation, the single electron Schrédinger equation admits eigenvec-
tors W(P, P') of Hy of the form W(P, P") = f(P")h(P). Thus the ground state of (2.5
must have the form fo(P’")h(P), where

fo(P') = m /e P02, (2.10)

while the function h(P) is arbitrary, which manifests the degeneracy of the lowest Landau

level, LLL, i.e. the lowest eigenspace of Hy. The explicit expression of h(P) should be
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fixed by the interaction, whose mean value should be minimized. With f; as above,
formula (28] becomes

izy/2 0
U(z,y) = N / el e P2 (P ap, (2.11)
whose nverse is
e~ iPP'+P"?/2 (5P +yP ,
h(P) = o / / —i@PHyPray/ Dy (¢ y) dady (2.12)

Let us now define the so-called magnetic translation operators 7'(a;) for a square
lattice with basis d; = a(1,0), a5 = a(0,1), a* = 2w, [, by

Ty :=T(ay) = €9, Ty :=T(az) = e"’. (2.13)

We see that, due to (Z7) and to the condition on the cell of the lattice, a® = 2,
[T'(a1), T(a2)] = [T(ai), Ho] = [T'(az), Ho] = 0. (2.14)

The action of the T"s on a generic function f(z,y) € £?(R?) is the following:
Fnm(,y) =TT f (2, y) = (—1)™e 2™ (2 + ma, y + na). (2.15)

This formula shows that, if for instance f(x,y) is localized around the origin, then
fmn(z,y) is localized around the site a(—m, —n) of the square lattice.

Now we have all the ingredients to construct the ground state of H(EN) mimicking the
classical procedure. We simply start from the single electron ground state of Hy given
in (210, ¥(z,y). Then we construct a set of copies U, ,(x,y) of ¥(z,y) as in (2.17),
with m,n € Z. All these functions still belong to the LLL for any choice of the function
h(P) due to (ZI4). N of these wave functions U, ,(x,y) are finally used to construct a
Slater determinant W) for the finite system in the usual way, which is normalized for
all N if

< Wi, Winjim; >= Omym; Onion, - (2.16)

Let W(x,y) be as in ZII) and U,,,(z,y) = (—1)"e ™) W(x + ma,y + na).
With the above definitions we find

(e}

gll,lg =< W0, ¥y, >= / dpe_ilwph(p — lLa)h(p), (2.17)

[e.9]
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which restates the problem of the orthonormality of the wave functions in the LLL in
terms of the unknown function h(P).

In the construction above we are considering a square lattice in which all the lattice
sites are occupied by an electron. We say that the filling factor v is equal to 1. We have
seen in [4] that, in order to construct an o.n. set of functions in the LLL corresponding
to a filling v = § (only half of the lattice sites are occupied), we have to replace (217)
with the followmg slightly weaker condition,

Sty = Sy, = / dpe *"Ph(p — lia)h(p) =

= / dpe ™ h(p — 205a)h(p) = 81, 001.0, (2.18)

[e.9]

for all Iy, € Z, where h(p) = W Jp € P*h(x)dx is the Fourier transform of h(x). If

h(z) satisfies (2.I8)), then, defining

1 o0 )
_ —inzxa 2.1

it is easily checked that
> il = b1, (2.20)

nez
The proof of this claim, contained in [4], is based on condition (ZI8) and on the use of

the Poisson summation formula (PSF) which we write here as

D e = Zd (z — n— (2.21)
nez
for any ¢ € R. It is well known that the PSF does not always hold, see [11] p.298
and references therein, for instance. In this paper, however, we will always assume its
validity.
In [7] we have also discussed a possible way to find solutions of the equation (2.I8])
starting from a generic seed function in £*(R): in particular we have shown how the
assumption that this function produces a relevant sequence of complex numbers, i.e. a

sequence satisfying Definition 1 above, produces many constraints on the seed function



itself. We will now go back to this construction from a much more abstract point of view,
showing that there exists a general framework behind the construction just sketched,

construction which allows us to extract the really crucial ingredients of our method.

Remark: we also want to remind that the above construction has been extended to
other shapes of the lattice and to different values of the filling. These results, contained
in [5], are more relevant for concrete numerical applications to the FQHE, but exactly

for this same reason, are harder to be concretely applied.

IIT A more abstract point of view

In this section we will embed the above results in an abstract and more general frame-
work. This will make our procedure more direct and much simpler, both from a theo-

retical and from a practical point of view.

Consider the operators ((,p,), (7, p,)) and ((21,p1), (Z2, p2)), satisfying

A~ A A

[japm] = [yvpy] = 7:7 [i‘lvﬁl] = [i‘27ﬁ2] =1

Let ¢, and 7, be the generalized eigenstates of # and y: 2§, = z&,, yn, = yn,, and &,
and 7, the eigenstates of Z; and &y: 1§, = 11}, T2, = 7217,,. We recall that all
these vectors are d-like normalized, e.g., < &,y >= 0(z —2'), < ny,ny >= 3y — ),

and produce resolutions of the identity:

/ da / Ay |60y >< Euy| = / d, / drylel, <€ |=1,  (31)

where &, , = & ®@n, and &, = £, @ n;. In this section sometime we adopt the Dirac
bra-ket symbols to simplify the notation. Any ¥ € H, our Hilbert space, can be written

in the (x,y)-coordinates or in the (1, x2)-coordinates as

U(z,y) =< &, |V > and U (2, x9) =< & . |W >,

1,22

which, because of ([3.]), are related to each other as follows

U(z,y) :/d931/ dvy < &aylél, 2 > V' (21, 72) (3.2)
8



and

V(1 20) = / dz / dy <€ |60y > U(r,y) (3.3)

It is clear that these formulas are just the abstract versions of formulas (2.8)) and
([239), with a kernel

K($?y7x1?x2) ::< §I7y|§5,c1,x2 > (34)

which is easily identified.

We may interpret (x,y) as the physical spatial coordinates (in analogy with the
FQHE), while (z1,x2) can be seen as a pair of fictitious coordinates and they are not
required to have any physical meaning, in general. For this reason there is no objection
in taking W'(x, z9) as a product function V' (xy, z5) = ¢(z1)h(z2) in [B2), and we call
UM (z,y) the related function in the (z,y)-space:

B (g ) = / di, / day K (2, y: 1, 72)p(21 ) () (3.5)

As a matter of fact, U™ (z, y) clearly also depends on ¢. However, it will appear clear in
the following that this dependence disappears in all the scalar products we will consider.
For this reason we prefer to adopt this simpler but somehow misleading notation.
Also, we introduce three commuting operators: H = H(&1,p1) = HT, T} = €2 and
Ty, = €2 Here, for reasons that will appear clear in the following, we take a? = 47TE|.
It is clear that, as for the FQHE, independently of the explicit definition of H, we have

(11, To] = [T, H] = [15, H] = 0. (3.6)

We still call the unitary operators magnetic translations and H the hamiltonian. Notice
that, while the explicit expressions for 7} and T; are fixed above, there is no need to
fix the expression of H, which will be kept general here. We will comment on possible
explicit expressions of H several times along the paper and in the examples below.
What this really means is that in our treatment there is no need of having any concrete

physical system behind.

Lthis is slightly different from what we have done in the previous section, where we had a? = 27 but

where only one site of the lattice every two was occupied by an electron



As for the FQHE, the main idea is to require orthonormality of the functions
VW (@, y) = T D200 (2, y) = / da / day Kp(x, y; 21, m2) (1) h(s), (3.7)

where | = (l1,13) and Kp(z,y; 21, 22) = THT2K (x,y; 21, x5), which, all together, gen-
erate a (fictitious) lattice with cell area equal to 47. In particular, if the function ¢(x;)
is an eigenstate of H (&1, p;) corresponding to an eigenvalue €, then each \Iféh) (x,y) is
still an eigenstate of H(Z1,p1) with the same eigenvalue e. We can still speak of infinite
degeneracy of the energetic levels, which we still call Landau levels. In this case we
could think of H as an operator like €|¢ >< ¢| + H, where H is again self adjoint, and

contains the rest of the spectrum of H rather than e.

Remarks:- (1) In the FQHE the function ¢(x;) was taken to be the ground state
of H = Hy. In the rest of this section we will show that this is quite unessential.

(2) It may be worthwhile to notice that the appearance of two commuting unitary
operators like 77 and T, strongly suggests the relevance of the (k,q)-representation
behind our strategy. This is not surprising since the (k, ¢)-representation was exactly
our starting point in our first approach to the problem of finding an orthonormal set in
the LLL. This has been originally discussed in [§] and, more in connection with MRA,
in [4] and [6]. However, how it will be clear from our treatment, our main results can

be found without any use of this representation.

As for the FQHE we now compute the overlap between different wave functions,

which can be written as follows:

S =< w0l >= / dt dt' h(t) Tp(t, ') h(t'), (3.8)
R2

lo)

where we have introduced the following quantities

Pi(tt) = [ dsds BRI Qs ) (s) (3.9)
RZ
and
Qrls.t:5'8) = [ dody Koy Ko, yss' 0). (3.10)
RQ
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It is now a simple exercise in quantum mechanics to compute Q); and I';. Indeed,
since K7(v,y;s,t) = T'Ty? < Eaylées >=< §x,y|T1l1T212§;,t >, the first resolution of the
identity in (B.I) and the other properties of the vectors { ; imply that

l l iatl
Ql"(s, t, S/, t/) =< Tl 1T22§;,t’ 52’# >=< elat 15;7t_a12, 5;/7t/ >=

= e (s — §)o(t — aly — 1) (3.11)

It is now evident that, putting this in ([39), we get, for any normalized ¢,
Lyt ) = e ™M§(t —aly — '), (3.12)

which, in turns, produces
51(22 = / ds h(s) h(s + aly) e = / dp iz(p) iz(p — aly) e"Polz (3.13)
R R

writing the result also in terms of the Fourier transform h(p) of h(s).

Remarks:- (1) This formula clearly shows what we have stated before: the overlap
between differently localized wave functions constructed as shown above is independent
of the particular physical model we may consider, as well as from the details of the
canonical transformation mapping ((,p.), (¢,py)) into ((Z1,p1), (T2, P2)). Also, it does
not depend on the explicit expression for ¢(z;), as far it is normalized in £?(R). This
last result was already noticed in [4], where we proved that the ONC obtained from
wave functions in the higher Landau levels coincides with (2I8]).

(2) Tt is also worthwhile to stress that the reason why we have chosen here a? = 4,
instead of a? = 27 as in the previous section, is to avoid a unnatural asymmetry between
the indices [; and [y (i.e., between the two orthogonal directions of the lattice), which is
present, e.g., in formula (2I8]) but not in our new approach, see (BI3). We recall that,
see [7] and references therein, the factor 2 appearing in (ZI8) has a double meaning:
from one side, it refers to the value % of the filling factor v for the electron gas. From
the other side, it corresponds to a 2-MRA, that is to a MRA with dilation parameter
equal to 2. In [5] we have extended the procedure to a filling v = é or, equivalently,
to a d-MRA, d € N. The same extension can be performed here: indeed it would be

sufficient to choose a = v/27 d.

11



(3) We finally want to stress that the differences arising between (2.I8)) and ([3.13)) are
not only a consequence of the different choices of the value of a? in the two sections, but
also follow from a different choice of the variables used to describe the wave function
after the unitary transformation. Indeed, while in this section we have used as new
coordinates the eigenvalues of the new position operators Z; and 5, in Section II,
adopting the same choice made in [I]-[8] as well as in the paper where this canonical
map was used for the first time in connection with the FQHE, [12], we have used as new
coordinates the eigenvalues of the new momenta operators, but for a minus sign. We

will come back on this point in Example 1 below, where we make uniform the notation.

Before going on with the relations of our procedure with relevant sequences, we
briefly discuss three examples of the above construction.

Example 1.

As a first example we consider the FQHE already discussed in many details in the
previous section. In order to uniform the notation, we rewrite the results using the
approach discussed in this section. In particular we take a® = 47 and we use V' (21, z3),
see ([B3]), instead of W(P, P’), see (2.9).

With this in mind we notice that the kernel of the transformation, which is slightly
different from the one deduced by (2.8, is

1
K(l’,y; S>t) = %eXp {Z(l‘t +ys — st — %)}

Using now the analogous of (ZIH) and condition a? = 47 we deduce that

1
Kp(x,y;s,t) = o OXP {z((m +hLa)t + (y + lha)s — st — % — ixlga)}
T
It is now easy to check that

Qr(:1) = gy [y st ) =)
s R2

= e (s — §)5(t — aly — 1),

exactly as in (B.II]). The results for I'; and S}h) are direct consequences of this one, and
coincide with (3I12) and (BI3)) respectively.

Example 2.

12



The second example was originally introduced in [3], as a prototype of the FQHE in
which the single electron hamiltonian and the canonical transformations are different,
and simpler, than those considered in Section II. In particular we have H = %(]5:20 +
?) + %ﬁz + Dzpy. The new variables are defined as &1 = p, + Py, p1 = —2, T2 = p, and
P2 = & —y. Then we have [z;,p;] = 4, for j = 1,2, while all the other commutators
among these new operators are zero. In terms of these operators the hamiltonian looks

—21/2 We also introduce the

like H = 3(2f + p7), whose ground state is ¢(21) = e
unitary operators 17, = €2 and T, = €2 with a? = 47. These operators commute
between themselves and with H, and act on a generic function f(z,y) € L£*(R?) as
follows: T2 f(x,y) = €Y f(x y + aly). Following the procedure discussed in

[10], we find that the kernel of the transformation is
1
K(z,y;s,t) = 5 CXD {iz(s —t) +iyt},
T
so that Kr(z,y;s,t) = o= exp {ials(z — y) + iz(s — t) + i(y + aly)t}. Therefore

Qr(s, t;s',t') =

1 . . . N VAN
dr dy e—mlg(w—y)—zx(s—t)—z(y—l—all)tezx(s —t")+iyt" _
(2m)? /Rz
= e (s — 5 )5(t — aly — 1),

again as in ([B.II). The results for I'; and Slgh) directly follow, and clearly coincide with

the ones in (B12)) and (BI3]).

Example 3.

We now consider a third example which differs from the previous ones since there is
no hamiltonian structure behind. We consider the following canonical transformation:
(2, 92), (1, Dy)) — ((#1,D1), (T2, P2)), where &1 = & — pu, P1 = Do, T2 = Py and po =
— + py. Then [z;,p;] = ¢, for j = 1,2, while all the other commutators among the
new operators are zero. Following [I0] we deduce the expression for the kernel of the
transformation:

1 i
K(x,y;s,1) = %exp{§ ($2+2(yt—xs)+32—t2)},

so that, since T T, f (v, y) = e 729 f(z,y + al; + aly) and a® = 47, we get

6—ial2y

2

Ki(z,y;s,t) = exp {% (2”7 +2((y — aly + aly)t — xs) + 5° — t2)} :

13



It is now a trivial exercise to check that, again, formulas (3.11]), (312) and (B13) are

recovered.

It is now quite easy to check that any MRA produces solutions of the following
orthonormality condition (ONC):

S =8, 0610 (3.14)

l1,l2

Indeed, any MRA is related to a relevant sequence h = {h,,n € Z} satisfying, among
the others, property (rl) of Definition 1: > hph, o = 010. Modifying a little bit a

result already contained in [7], we define now

1 hn —isna/2 c [0
has) = { V& 2enen e s € (0.al (3.15)
0 otherwise

Then we deduce that Slﬂh) = [ ha(8)ha(s + aly)e ™ = &, ¢ [, |ha(s)|2e7" | because
of the support of hy, and we find Slﬁh) = 0120 Yormeg Pmbimiar, = Org- Therefore ho(s) is
a solution of the ONC above.

However, our main interest here is to proceed in the opposite direction: given a
solution of the ONC (B.I4]) we would like to obtain a relevant sequence. This is also the
only relevant point here, since we are in a more general settings than in [7], and there
is no physical system behind our construction, in general. For this reason, it may be of
no interest at all to obtain an o.n. basis in a fictitious LLL.

The way in which the elements of our tentative relevant sequence should be defined
is suggested by formula (B.I5]): if we want to recover h,, from hsy(s) we have to compute
the following integral: ﬁ fR hy(s) €m/2 ds. This suggests to take exactly this formula

as our definition of h,,, given a generic h(s), solution of the ONC. Therefore we put

1 .
h, = —/h s) e*na/2 g 3.16
N (s) (3.16)

It is now with a simple application of the PSF that we can prove that the sequence {h,}

satisfies condition (rl). Indeed we have

- 1 ) - .
Z hnhn+2l = a Z/ h(s) ezsna/2 ds/ h(t) e—zta(n/2+l) dt —
R R

neZ ne’l
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1 -
d dth h —ztal ina/2(s—t) _
=2 L >

neL

= Z/ ds dt h(s)h(t) e (s — t — na) =
R2
_Z/dSh S—HCL —zsal Z(Snoélo—(slo,

nez nez

which is what we had to prove.

Before considering examples of our construction it is interesting to consider some
points:

the first one is the following: the plus sign in the exponential in the definition of A,
formula ([B.10), could be replaced by a minus sign; indeed the sequence that we obtain
still satisfies condition (rl). This can be proved explicitly or simply noticing that, if

by, = h_,, then, introducing m = —n,
Z ilnil'n+2l - Z il—mil'—m+2l - Z h’mhm—Zl - 5—1,0 - 51,0~
ne”L meZ meZ

The second remark is obvious: using iz(p) we can simply write equation (B.16]) as

hy = %ﬁﬁ (—%) . (3.17)

Finally, formula (3.I3) for Slﬁh) has an interesting and useful consequence, as far as
solutions of the ONC are concerned. It is clear indeed that if h(s) solves the ONC, then
another solution of the ONC is a function m(s) which is the inverse Fourier transform
of a function m(p) := h(p). This is a trivial consequence of the expression of Slgh) given
in terms of h(s) and h(p). It is also clear that h(s) and m(s) produce different relevant

sequences!

IV  Solutions of the ONC and consequences

We already noticed that any MRA produces a solution of the ONC [BI4) as in ([B.15).

These are not the only solutions of the ONC. Different solutions are given in the table

15



below, where we list the solution of the ONC in terms of h(s) or of its Fourier transform

~

h(p) and the coefficients that we find using (B.16) or (B17).

I h(s) [ h(p) [ fin |
1
7R € 07 )
“ ’ [ a[ hn = 571,0
0 otherwise
67“17 6 07 ) .
Va S [ a[ hy, = 2(1 _ e—za) - 1_
0 otherwise mn—a
2. sel0,a/2], ho = 5, han =0Yn #0
0 otherwise hop4+1 = w(;T\/?H)
2. s€la/2,dl, ho:%,hgn:()VnyéO
0 otherwise hant1 = %
1
a0 p S [O,G[, 1
@ hp = ==(0n.0 + Op.—
{ 0 otherwise \/5( 0 1)
2
a’ p € [O,G[, hn _ 57170
0 otherwise
\/%, p € [0,a/2],U[2qa, 3a[
_%a pe [a/27a[7 hn = %(5n70+5n,74+5n,75 _571.,71)
0 otherwise
LT pel0,a/2Ufa 2]
_%7 p S [a/zaa[a hn = %(5n,0+5n,—2+6n,—3 _6n,—l)
0 otherwise

Moreover, it is also easy to check that the functions

1 1
=, P €[0,a/2[,U[2a, 3a] 7=, P €[0,a/2[,U[a,2d]
ha(s) =4 —-L, pela/2,a] M) =4 —-L, pela/2,al
0 otherwise 0 otherwise

both return the same coefficients as in the third row of the table above: hy = %, hon, =0

if n # O, and h2n+1 = ﬂ;T\/-?-l)
This is a first example of an interesting feature of our procedure: the same sequence
{h,} can be obtained starting from very different functions h(s). Just to mention

another, maybe more interesting, example of this fact let us consider the Haar multires-
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olution. This can be obtained from the function

i) = { o 2SOy g e el
0 otherwise, 0 otherwise,
see the fifth row in the table above and formula (B.13]).

All the coefficients {h,} found with our procedure satisfy condition (rl): this is
trivially checked in some of the examples above while it is absolutely non trivial for the
second, third and fourth examples listed in the table. Also, it is worth noticing that the
fiftth example produces the well known Haar MRA.

Moreover, we see from the first and the fifth row an example of the symmetry that
was mentioned at the end of the previous section: we see that h(s) and h(p) have
the same dependence on their variables but they produce different coefficients. The
same holds true for the seventh row and the example arising from the function h.(s)
above: they have the same dependence on, respectively, p and s, but produce completely
different coefficients.

It is not hard to check that these coefficients do not always generate relevant se-
quences: for instance, the sixth example of the table give rise to a sequence which surely
satisfies (rl) and (r2), while condition (r3) does not hold. The fourth example, on the
contrary, satisfies all the conditions of Definition 1. We will return on this point in
Section VI.

V  More solutions: the orthonormalization trick

The solutions of the ONC considered in the previous section all share a common feature:
h(s) or iz(p) in the table are all compactly supported. Moreover, most of the time, the
support is just contained in [0, a[. There is a reason for that: because of the expression
B13) of Slgh), these choices produce Slgh) = 01,081, Or Slgh) = 0y, 081,, with s;, or §;, to
be computed, depending on which function, A(s) or h(p), has compact support in [0, a[.
One may wonder if other solutions of the ONC do exist and, if they exist, how they can
be found.

In this section we will discuss an explicit construction which allows, given a generic
function h(s) in £*(R), to construct another function, H (s), which is still in £*(R) and
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satisfies the ONC. We call this technique orthonormalization trick (ONT) in analogy
to what is done in [13], where it is shown how to use spline functions to construct an
orthonormal set in Vj.

Let h(s) € L*(R) be a generic function, \Ifl(lh)l2 the related set in £2(R?) constructed
as discussed in Section III, and 51(22 =< \Ifl(i)b, \If(()?g > the related overlap. If 51(22 #*
1,001, 0 then the \Ifl(lh)l2 (7) generate a non o.n. lattice (in £*(R?)) and if we use h(s),
as in ([B.I6), to construct a sequence {h,}, this will not satisfy condition (rl), in gen-
eral. However, [§], we can find an on. set in £?(R?), still invariant under magnetic

translations, simply by considering
- h) [ =
W) (7) = TP TR (F), where U0 (F) = > fz 00 (7), (5.1)
neZ?

and the coefficients fz are fixed by requiring that

SH = 5, 000 (5.2)

l1,l2

In these formulas a new function H (s) has been implicitly introduced: ¥ (7) = \If(%) (7)
is the function in £2(R?), (or in the LLL), which is generated via formula ([3.5) by the
function H(s). Again the role of the function ¢ is unessential, as far as the over-
lap between the functions W;H) (7) is concerned. Without giving the details of our
construction, which are not really different from those in [7], defining the functions
F(P) = Y e fa€?™ and SW(P) = Y. s S e the orthonormality requirement

(52) produces

— 1
dg= > FafaSV. = 1=|F@PS" (@) = F(p) =

7, ez? e VS (p)

where we have chosen properly the phase in the solution (see [7] for a discussion con-
cerning the effects of the phase). The coefficients f; are therefore given by

1 o ips
fs = W/o /0 d ]_?\/T@- (5.3)

and we find that H(s) = Y . s fr € h(s 4+ any). The related coefficients, H, =
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ﬁ Jo ds H(s) e sn? = 2 a (—2), can be finally written as

H, ) etasn/2, (5.4)

Sy,
Va Jg /S®(as,0)
Remarks: (1) This formula should be compared with equation (3.15) of [7], which

looks more difficult than (54]) to be concretely applied, since it involves an (infinite)

sum of integrals! It is clear, therefore, that (5.4]) represents a substantial improvement

of our previous results concerning the ONT.

l27

81,.001,.0, then S () = 1 and we get H, = h,,. In this case, therefore, the ONT does

not modify the set of coefficients we get from our procedure.

(2) It is interesting to notice that, if from the very beginning Slﬂh) =< \Ifl(lh) \Ifgfg >=

(3) It is a simple exercise to check that, using formula (5.4]), condition (rl) directly
follows: ZnEZ H,H, o = 01,0, for all integer [. This result can be deduced by making
use of the PSF.

(4) As it can be deduced from a previous remark, it turns out that it is sufficient to
look to some mild version of the ONC (B.14), like

51(22 = 511 Slas (55)

for no matter which 1?(Z)-sequence {s;,}. We call this MONC. We only need to require
that this sequence belongs to I'(Z), as we will now see. Indeed if h(s) solves (E.5) above,
then S™(p,0) =3, | s Sl(ffgzeipll = > ez 51, =: 0, which is finite since {s;,} € I'(Z)
and does not depend on p. Therefore equation (B.4]) produces H,, = %, for all n € Z.
This result has the following meaning: if we have a solution h(s) of the MONC then
its related coefficients h,, also satisfy (rl) but for an over all normalization constant,
o. In this case, therefore, the ONT reduces to a simple overall normalization of the

coefficients.

VI On the other conditions

In this section we briefly analyze the other conditions which make of a sequence a
relevant one. For all these conditions we will discuss separately the cases in which h(s)
is a solution of the ONC or not, so that the ONT is needed.
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VI.1 On the asymptotic behavior

Condition (r2) states that the asymptotic behavior of a relevant sequence should be as
follows: h,, = O(ﬁ), n > 1. Suppose that h, are generated as in (BI6) or, equiva-
lently, as in (BI7), where h(s) solves the ONC. Then it is obvious that the requirement
on the asymptotic behavior of h, is surely satisfied if, e.g., the function iz(p) has com-
pact support. Suppose that this is not the case but h(s) is differentiable and h'(s) still
belongs to £L%(R). Then it is a standard exercise to check that there exists a positive
constant M such that |h,| < & Vn € Z. It is clear then that the more regular h(s) is,
the faster the coefficients h,,’s go to zero with n. In particular then, in order (r2) to be
satisfied, it is sufficient to look for solutions of the ONC for which the second derivative
exists and still belongs to £%(R).

Suppose now that h(s) does not satisfy the ONC. Then we need to apply the ONT,
which produces a new set of coefficients H, as in (5.4]). We can simply repeat the
above considerations simply replacing h(s) with h(s)/ m or with its Fourier
transform.

Remark: It may be worth noticing that these results essentially simplify the ones
obtained in [7], where, in order to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the h,,’s, we needed

to use some non trivial results on the convolution of sequences.

V1.2 Another sum rule

We want now to comment briefly on condition (r3) of a relevant sequence. As before,
we first consider the case in which A(s) solves the ONC. In this case, due to (317,

it is clear that (r3) is satisfied if and only if > _, h h (%) = /%. Using the PSF we

can also deduce that a necessary condition for (r3) to hold is that Y., _, h(na) = /2.
This condition is often deep in contrasts with condition (rl), how appears clear from
the examples discussed in Section IV, where only one among the seven examples listed
in the table satisfies also this requirement. For this reason it is worth finding more and
more solutions of the ONC, in order to have a larger set of possible solutions of condition
(r3). For that the ONT is clearly to be adopted. In this case, if we start with a generic

square-integrable function h(s), we produce the set H, as in (), and we know that
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the set {H,} surely satisfies condition (rl) for any given h(s). However, in order for
{H,} to satisfy also condition (r3), not all the functions h(s) work equally well. In fact,
it is possible to check that the following must holds

> h(na)= |> h <%l1) h (%h + az2) (6.1)

or, in terms of the Fourier transform A (p) of h(s),

Sh() = (23 (71) i (71 +a121) (6.2)
lez?

nez

It is easy to check, for instance, that the Haar example as given in Section IV satisfies
both these conditions.
To deduce condition (61]) we start observing that, by means of the PSF,

1 ds
V2= %H" T Va %/R NEQICTD) s

1 ds a
:%%/R\/Wh(s)aé(s—an): /S(T@;h(na),

where we have also used that a*> = 47. Condition ([B1I) follows now from an explicit

) eiasn/2 .

computation of S™(0), again performed by means of the PSF:

SWO) =" 8" =3" | dsh(s)h(s+ aly) e ™" =

- R
€72 lez?

_a T ots — Yy = A5 (@ (o
_zfzz:/Rdsh(s)h(s—i—alg)é(s 211)_22<2>h<2 +azz).
62

lez?

Equation ([6.2]) simply follows from the definition of the Fourier transform and, again,
from the PSF.
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V1.3 The last condition

The last step consists is rephrasing condition (r4), h(w) := % > nez hne™™™ # 0 for all
w € [—g, g], in terms of the seed function. This can be easily done and the condition
we get turns out to be independent of the fact that we need to use the ONT or not.

Indeed, if h(s) is already a solution of the ONC, then h(w) can be rewritten as

h(w) = \/12_a Z /R h(s)eme/2s=2/a) qg — \/gz h (a (n + %)) :

neL

using again the PSF. It is clear, then, that in order for (r4) to hold, h must satisfy the

following condition:
Soh(a(nrgr)) 20 wel-55) (63

It is interesting to observe that this same condition must be satisfied also when the seed
function does not solve the ONC, at least under very general assumptions. Indeed, in this
case, condition (E.3) should be replaced by >, h (a(n+£)) #0,forallw e [-3,Z],

T 202
where h(s) = —__ . But, since S®(s,0) is 2m-periodic, our requirement is satisfied

v/ S (as,0)

when (6.3) holds, at least if S (2w, 0) is bounded. This is always so in all the examples
considered so far, as well as any time h(s) or iz(p) are compactly supported.

It is worth remarking that this result simplify in a significant way the original ones
discussed in [7].

VII Conclusions

We have discussed in some details a procedure to construct relevant sequences, and
MRA as a consequence, starting with a given seed function h(s) € £2(R) which should
satisfy some conditions. In particular, we have shown that no condition at all is required
to h(s) as far as condition (rl) is concerned. However, if h(s) has to generate a sequence
satisfying also (r2)-(r4), not all the choices are equivalently good. Our method, origi-
nally related to the quantum mechanical hamiltonian of the FQHE, has been shown to
be model-independent. What is really relevant is the presence of a canonical map be-

tween certain canonically conjugate operators. This makes all the procedure much easier
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and suggests that many other applications might exist, for example to the toy model
discussed in [3]. Also, this map allows us to construct a sort of quantum mechanical in-
terpretation of the ON'T, relating this procedure to the construction of a two-dimensional
(fictitious) lattice of orthonormal functions of £?(R?), which can be chosen to belong
all to a same subspace of £2(R?), the eigenspace of a certain hamiltonian corresponding
to a fixed eigenvalue.

Many other things still has to be done:

first of all we should construct more explicit examples of our procedure. This will
be done in a paper which is now in preparation, [14].

Secondly, it can be of some interest to deduce which conditions should be imposed
on our seed function in order to have stronger conditions on the related mother wavelet.

Also, how it has been discussed in a rather recent paper by Ali and myself, [15],
there exists an underlying modular structure connected to the hamiltonian structure of
the Hall effect. This structure is still present in our present formulation of the problem,

and we believe that it deserves a deeper investigation.
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