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3Université de Lomé, Faculté des Sciences, Departement de Physique, Lomé, Togo
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Abstract

Position deformation of a Heisenberg algebra and Hilbert space representation of both maximal
length and minimal momentum uncertainties may lead to loss of Hermiticity of some operators that
generate this algebra. Consequently, the Hamiltonian operator constructed from these operators
are also not Hermitian. In the present paper, with an appropriate positive-definite Dyson map,
we establish the hermiticity of these operators by means of a quasi-similarity transformation. We
then construct Hilbert space representations associated with these quasi-Hermitian operators that
generate a quasi-Hermitian Heisenberg algebra. With the help of these representations we establish
the path integral formulation of any systems in this quasi-Hermitian algebra. Finally, using the path
integral of a free particle as an example, we demonstrate that the Euclidean propagator, action, and
kinetic energy of this system are constrained by the standard classical mechanics limits.

Keywords: Non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, Quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonian, Generalized Uncertainty Prin-
ciple; Quantum Gravity; Path Integral.

1 Introduction

The study of Hilbert space representation of deformations for the uncertainly relation provides
a promising approach to understand quantum gravity at the Planck scale [1–12]. They consist of
quadratic Heisenberg algebra deformations in either momentum or position operators [13–19]. It is
well known that these deformations lead to maximal length and minimal momentum uncertainties and
induce among other consequences a loss of hermiticity of some operators that generate this algebra [13].
Consequently, Hamiltonians Ĥ of systems involving these operators will in general also not be Hermitian.
An immediate difficulty that arises when Ĥ is not Hermitian is that, the time evolution operator

Û(t) = e−
i
ℏ Ĥ is not unitary with respect to the inner product, resulting in non-conservation of the inner

product under this time-evolution.
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Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with real spectra in this context has been well studied in the past few
decades [20–39]. The pseudo-Hermiticity and quasi-Hermiticity are two commonly used concepts that
are introduced in the literature in order to map these non-Hermitian Hamiltonian operators into their
Hermitian counterparts and guarantee the conservation of the Hilbert space structure [20, 26, 27, 31–
33, 38, 40–43]. Both concepts are closely related and the distinction between them is not always made,
see for example [30, 32, 40, 41]. In the pseudo-Hermitian quantum mechanics [22, 27, 32, 33, 38, 40] one
constructs the so called pseudo-inner product by which the Hamiltonian (non-Hermitian with respect
to the conventional inner product of quantum mechanics) having real spectrum is pseudo-similar to its
adjoint via a metric operator, that is., a strictly positive, hermitian and invertible operator. Quasi-
H,ermitian quantum mechanics [22, 29–31,37–39,43,44] are just the ordinary quantum mechanics with
the conventional inner product by which the non-hermitian Hamiltonian is quasi-similar to its adjoint
via a Dyson map [21], a unique positive-definite square root of the former metric operator. In this
work, we study a the application of both concepts to a particular position deformation of a Heisenberg
algebra. Since the concept of quasi-hermitian quantum mechanics and ordinary quantum mechanics are
equivalent, we deal with the dynamics of systems within this

A recently proposed quadratic position-deformed Heisenberg algebra in 2D with simultaneously ex-
istence of minimal and maximal length uncertainties [45]. It has been shown that this algebra could be
a promising candidate to probe quantum gravity [35,46–49]. In the current work, we study the one di-
mensional case of this algebra which exhibits a maximal length and a minimal momentum uncertainties.
As has been shown in [45, 46, 48, 49], the deformation induces a loss of hermiticity of the momentum
operator which consequently of the corresponding Hamiltonian operator. With an appropriate positive
definite Dyson map obtained from a metric operator, we establish the hermiticity of these operators by a
quasi-similarity transformation. We generate with these quasi-Hermitian position and momentum oper-
ators, a quasi-Hermitian position-deformed Heisenberg algebra that is isomorphic to the non-Hermitian
one. The position space representation and its Fourier transform representation associated with this
quasi-Hermitian Heisenberg algebra are constructed. By virtue of the additional correction term aris-
ing from the quasi-similarity transformation, we demonstrate that these Hilbert space representations
provides an improvement on the one previously developed in [50]. We derive the propagators of path
integrals and the classical action in these representations. It shows that, the action which describe the
classical trajectories of a system defined by a quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonian is bounded by the ordi-
nary ones of classical mechanics. It can be understood as follows: the classical system specified by the
quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonian can travel in this space quickly because the quantum deformation effects
shorten its paths.

This paper is outlined as follows: In section 2, we review fundamentals of the pseudo-hermiticity
and the quasi-hermiticity quantum mechanics. In section 3, we apply the concept of quasi-hermiticity to
the position and momentum operators that enter the quadratic position-deformed Heisenberg algebra.
In section 4, we construct Hilbert space representations associated with this deformed algebra. Section
5 provides the path integrals in these wave function representations and deduce the corresponding
quantum propagators and classical actions. As an application, we compute the propagator, the action
and the Kinetic energy of a Hamiltonian of a free particle and we show that these quantities are bounded
by the ordinary ones without quantum deformation. In the last section 6, we present our conclusion.

2 Pseudo and quasi hermitian quantum mechanics

Definition 2.1: Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space. A non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥ :
H → H is said to be pseudo-Hermitian if there exists a metric operator S : H → H i.e., a positive-
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definite, hermitian, linear and invertible operator such that

Ĥ† = SĤS−1. (1)

Since S is defined on the entire Hilbert space H, S is bounded [41]. As a consequence of the condition
(1), the operator Ĥ eigenstates no longer form an orthonormal basis and the Hilbert space H structure
needs to be modified.

Definition 2.2: A Hilbert space HS endowed with a new inner product ⟨.|.⟩S in terms of the standard
inner product ⟨.|.⟩ is defined by

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩S := ⟨ψ|Sϕ⟩ = ⟨S†ψ|ϕ⟩ = ⟨Sψ|ϕ⟩, ψ, ϕ ∈ H. (2)

For brevity we shall call the latter a pseudo-inner product. Since the operator S is positive-definite, one
can easily show that ⟨.|.⟩S is positive-definite, non-degenerate and Hermitian [51]. With the boundedness
of S one can show that HS forms a complete space [40]. Note that this quadratic form (2) reduces to the
standard Dirac inner product when S = I as we would like, since in that case the system is described by a
Hermitian Hamiltonian. One can ensure the conservation of the conventional probability interpretation
of quantum mechanics with the use of this new inner product (2). To do this, we shall demonstrate
that, relative to this inner product, the operator Hamiltonian is hermitian.

Definition 2.3: A non-ermitian operator Ĥ is hermitian with respect to the pseudo-inner product
⟨.|.⟩S if we have

⟨ψ|Ĥϕ⟩S := ⟨ψ|SĤϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|Ĥ†Sϕ⟩ = ⟨Ĥψ|Sϕ⟩ = ⟨SĤψ|ϕ⟩ = ⟨Ĥ†Sψ|ϕ⟩ = ⟨Ĥ†ψ|ϕ⟩S . (3)

Operators, such as Ĥ, which are hermitian under the S-deformed-inner product ⟨.|.⟩S are called S-
pseudo-Hermitian operators [40,41,43].

Lemma 2.3: Since the Hamiltonian is hermitian with respect to the inner product ⟨.|.⟩S, this will
result in conservation of probability under time evolution

⟨ψ(t)|ϕ(t)⟩S = ⟨ψ(t)|S|ϕ(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(0)|e
i
ℏ tĤ

†
Se−

i
ℏ tĤ |ϕ(0)⟩.

= ⟨ψ(0)|S
(
S−1e

i
ℏ tĤ

†
S
)
e−

i
ℏ tĤ |ϕ(0)⟩

= ⟨ψ(0)|Se
i
ℏ tĤe−

i
ℏ tĤ |ϕ(0)⟩

= ⟨ψ(0)|ϕ(0)⟩S . (4)

As we observe, the pseudo-Hermicity ensures that the time evolution operator e−
i
ℏ tĤ is unitary

with respect to this inner product. However, the main issue with pseudo-Hermitian quantum me-
chanics is related to the interpretation of physical space of observables. A notion closely related to
pseudo-hermiticity which improves the physical space of operators is quasi-hermiticity. It consists of
transforming these pseudo-Hermitian operators defined in HS to quasi-Hermitian operators defined in H
via an appropriate Dyson map [21], using the standard inner product ⟨.|.⟩. In the forthcoming analysis,
we will consider the dynamics of systems in the Hilbert space on which act quasi-Hermitian operators.
Given that S is a positive-definite operator, there exists a unique hermitian operator positive-definite
also called Dyson operator G : HS → H, square root of S such that G = S

1
2 = (S†)

1
2 = G† [21, 52, 53].

Factorizing the operator S into a product of this Dyson operator G and its hermitian conjugate in the
form S = G2 = G†G allows in a sufficient manner to define a quasi-Hermitian operator ĥ counterpart
to the pseudo-Hermitian operator Ĥ.

Definition 2.4: An operator ĥ : H → H is called quasi-Hermitian associated with the pseudo-
Hermitian operator Ĥ : HS → HS, if there exists a hermitian, positive definite and invertible operator
G : HS → H, such that

GĤG−1 = ĥ = ĥ† ⇐⇒ S
1
2 ĤS− 1

2 = ĥ = ĥ†. (5)

3



Remarks 2.4:
i) It follows from equation (1) that

Ĥ = G−1(G−1)†Ĥ†G†G ⇐⇒ GĤG−1 = (G−1)†Ĥ†G† =
(
GĤG−1

)†
, (6)

where we can identify

GĤG−1 = ĥ and
(
GĤG−1

)†
= ĥ† =⇒ ĥ† = ĥ. (7)

ii) Schematically summarized, the latters can be described by the following sequence of steps

Ĥ ̸= Ĥ† S−→ SĤS−1 = Ĥ† G−→ GĤG−1 = ĥ = ĥ†. (8)

Let Φ,Ψ ∈ H such that Φ = Gϕ and Ψ = Gψ, their scalar product is given by

⟨Ψ|Φ⟩ = ⟨Gψ|Gϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|G†Gϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|Sϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩S with ϕ, ψ ∈ HS . (9)

This demonstrates the unitarily equivalency of
(
HS , ⟨.|.⟩S

)
and (H, ⟨.|.⟩) [43]. Based on the unitary

equivalence of the space HS and H (9), we can show that the quasi-Hermitian operator ĥ is hermitian
relative to the ordinary inner product ⟨.|.⟩ such that

⟨Ψ|ĥΦ⟩ = ⟨G−1Ψ|G−1ĥΦ⟩S = ⟨G−1Ψ|ĤG−1Φ⟩S = ⟨ĤG−1Ψ|G−1Φ⟩S
= ⟨G−1ĥΨ|G−1Φ⟩S = ⟨G−1ĥΨ|G−1Φ⟩S = ⟨ĥΨ|Φ⟩. (10)

As we can see, the Hamiltonian ĥ is quasi-Hermitian ĥ = ĥ†. Consequently, its time-evolution operator

û(t) = e−
i
ℏ tĥ is unitary with respect to the ordinary inner product ⟨.|.⟩ in H such that

⟨û(t)Ψ|û(t)Φ⟩ = ⟨Ψ|e
i
ℏ tĥe−

i
ℏ tĥ|Φ⟩ = ⟨Ψ|Φ⟩ = ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩S . (11)

3 Quasi-Hermitian position-deformed Heisenberg algebra

Let x̂0 = x̂†0 and p̂0 = p̂†0 be respectively Hermitian position and momentum operators defined as
follows

x̂0ϕ(x) = xϕ(x) and p̂0ϕ(x) = −iℏ∂xϕ(x), (12)

where ϕ(x) ∈ H = L2 (R) is the one dimensional (1D) Hilbert space.
Hermitian operators x̂0 and p̂0 that act in H satisfy the Heisenberg algebra

[x̂0, p̂0] = iℏI and [x̂0, x̂0] = 0 = [p̂0, p̂0], (13)

The Heisenberg uncertainty principle reads as

∆x0∆p0 ≥
1

2

∣∣⟨ϕ|[x̂0, p̂0]|ϕ⟩∣∣ =⇒ ∆x0∆p0 ≥
ℏ
2
. (14)

Let Hτ = L2 (Ωτ ) be a finite dimensional subset of H such that Ωτ ⊂ R and τ ∈ (0, 1) is a
deformation parameter. This parameter has been regarded in the references [46–49] as the gravitational
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effects in quantum mechanics. Let X̂ and P̂ be respectively position and deformed momentum operators
defined in Hτ such that

X̂ = x̂0 and P̂ =
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)
p̂0. (15)

These operators (15) form the following position-deformed Heisenberg algebra [35,47,48,50]

[X̂, P̂ ] = iℏ
(
I− τX̂ + τ2X̂2

)
, [X̂, X̂] = 0 = [P̂ , P̂ ]. (16)

From the representation (15), it follows immediately that the operator X̂ is hermitian while the operator
P̂ is no longer hermitian on the space Hτ

X̂† = X̂ and P̂ † = P̂ − iℏτ(I− 2τX̂) =⇒ P̂ † ̸= P̂ , (17)

and when τ → 0, the momentum operator P̂ becomes Hermitian. The non-hermiticity of the mo-
mentum operator P̂ is induced by the deformation parameter τ . This could be interpreted as the
quantum gravitational effects are responsible for the non-Hermicity of this operator that generates the
algebra (16). This algebra is hence designated as non-Hermitian position-deformed Heisenberg algebra.
Furthermore, a Hamiltonian operator that includes this non-Hermitian operator is not a hermitian op-
erator as well Ĥ(X̂, P̂ ) ̸= Ĥ†(X̂, P̂ ) and nonconservation of the inner product under the time evolution
⟨ψ(t)|ϕ(t)⟩ ≠ ⟨ψ(0)|ϕ(0)⟩, |ψ⟩, |ϕ⟩ ∈ Hτ .

In order to map these operators (17) into the pseudo-Hermitian ones, we propose the metric operator
S given by

S =
(
I− τX̂ + τ2X̂2

)−1
. (18)

It is easy to see that the operator S is positive-definite (S > 0), hermitian (S = S†), and invertible.
Since Hτ is finite dimensional, hence S is bounded. The pseudo-Hermicities are obtained by means of
similarity transformation

SX̂S−1 = x̂0 = X̂†, (19)

SP̂S−1 = p̂0
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)
= P̂ †. (20)

Using equations (19) and (20), we obtain the pseudo-Hermicity of the Hamiltonian Ĥ such that

SĤS−1 =
1

2m
p̂0
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)
p̂0
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)
+ V (x̂0) = Ĥ†. (21)

A Hilbert space HS
τ endowed with a new inner product ⟨.|.⟩S in terms of the standard inner product

⟨.|.⟩ is defined by

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩S = ⟨ψ|Sϕ⟩ =
∫
Ωτ

dxψ∗(x)

(
ϕ(x)

1− τx+ τ2x2

)
=

∫
Ωτ

dx

(
ψ(x)

1− τx+ τ2x2

)∗
ϕ(x) = ⟨S†ψ|ϕ⟩. (22)

With the corresponding norm given by

||ϕ||S =

(∫
Ωτ

dx

1− τx+ τ2x2
|ϕ(x)|2

) 1
2

<∞. (23)

Given that S is a positive-definite operator, the Dyson map operator G : HS
τ → Hτ is given by

G =
√
S =

(
I− τX̂ + τ2X̂2

)− 1
2
. (24)
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Thus, by means of quasi-similarity transformation of the above pseudo-Hermitian operators, the quasi-
Hermitian counterparts x̂, p̂ and ĥ defined in Hτ read as follows

x̂ = GX̂G−1 = x̂0 = x̂†, (25)

p̂ = GP̂G−1 =
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)1/2
p̂0
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)1/2
= p̂†, (26)

ĥ = GĤG−1 =
1

2m

(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

) 1
2 p̂0

×
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

)
p̂0
(
I− τ x̂0 + τ2x̂20

) 1
2 + V (x̂0) = ĥ†. (27)

Quasi-Hermitian operators (25,26) generate a quasi-Hermitian position-deformed Heisenberg algebra
similar to the non-Hermitian one (16) such that

[x̂, p̂] = iℏ
(
I− τ x̂+ τ2x̂2

)
, [p̂, p̂] = 0 = [p̂, p̂]. (28)

For a system of operators satisfying the commutation relation in (28), the generalized uncertainty
principle is defined as follows

∆x∆p ≥ ℏ
2

(
1− τ⟨x̂⟩+ τ2⟨x̂2⟩

)
, (29)

where ⟨x̂⟩ and ⟨x̂2⟩ are the expectation values of the operators x̂ and x̂2 respectively for any space
representations. Referring to [35, 45–47, 50], this equation leads to the absolute minimal uncertainty
∆pmin in p-direction and the absolute maximal uncertainty ∆xmax in x-direction when ⟨x̂⟩ = 0 such
that

∆xmax =
1

τ
= ℓmax and ∆pmin = ℏτ. (30)

This provides the scale for the maximum length and minimum momentum obtained in [35, 45–47, 50]
which are different from the condition imposed in [49]. As we shall see, in contrast to the earlier
conclusion in [49] the use of these uncertainty values in the current study has no impact on the physical
interpretation.

4 Hilbert space representations

Let Hτ = L2(Ωτ ) = L2(−ℓmax,+ℓmax) ⊂ H be the Hilbert space representation in the spectral
representation of these uncertainty measurements. We construct in this section the position space
representation on one hand and the Fourier transform and its inverse representations on the other
hand.

4.1 Position space representation

Definition 4.1: Let us consider Hτ = L2 (−ℓmax,+ℓmax). The actions of quasi-Hermitian operators
(35, 26) in Hτ read as follows

x̂Φ(x) = xΦ(x) and p̂Φ(x) = −iℏDxΦ(x), (31)

where Φ(x) ∈ Hτ and Dx =
(
1− τx+ τ2x2

)1/2
∂x
(
1− τx+ τ2x2

)1/2
is the position-deformed deriva-

tion. Obviously, for τ → 0, we recover the ordinary derivation.
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To construct a Hilbert space representation that describes the maximal length uncertainty and the
minimal momentum uncertainty (30), one has to solve the following eigenvalue problem on the position
space

−iℏDxΦξ(x) = ξΦξ(x), ξ ∈ R. (32)

Equation (32) can be conveniently rewritten by means of the transformation Φξ(x) = (1 − τx +
τ2x2)−1/2ϕξ(x), which gives,

−iℏ(1− τx+ τ2x2)∂xϕξ(x) = ξϕξ(x), (33)

where ϕξ ∈ Hτ . The solution of equation (33) is given by

ϕξ(x) = C exp

(
i

2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+
π

6

])
, (34)

Φξ(x) =
C√

1− τx+ τ2x2
exp

(
i

2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+
π

6

])
, (35)

where C is an abritrary constant. One can notice that if the standard wave-function Φξ(x) is normalized,
then ϕξ(x) is normalized under a τ -deformed integral. Indeed, we have

⟨Φξ|Φξ⟩ =
∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dxΦ∗
ξ(x)Φξ(x) =

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx

1− τx+ τ2x2
ϕ∗ξ(x)ϕξ(x) = 1. (36)

Based on this, the normalized constant C is determined as follows

C =

(∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx

1− τx+ τ2x2

)− 1
2

=

√
τ
√
3

π
. (37)

As we can see, this normalization constant (37) differs from the one found in [49] because of the dif-
ferent boundary values ℓmax taken into account. In addition, the wavefunction is enhanced over the
one derived in by the addition of the term 1/

√
1− τx+ τ2x2. This correction term results from the

quasi-similarity transformation of the non-Hermitian operators to the quasi-Hermitian operators. As a
result of this fact, Fourier transform, its inverse representation and the path integral formulation will
all be improved by this correction term.

Remarks: i) From equation (101), one can notice the existence of the following identity relations:

• On the Φξ(x)-representation we have∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx|x⟩⟨x| = IΦξ
. (38)

• On the ϕξ(x)-representation we have∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx

1− τx+ τ2x2
|x⟩⟨x| = Iϕξ

. (39)

ii) Eigenvectors |Φξ⟩ are physically relevant i.e., there are square integrable wavefunction such that

||Φξ||2 =
∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx

1− τx+ τ2x2
|ϕξ(x)|2 <∞. (40)
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iii) The expectation values of the position energy operator X̂n (n ∈ N) within the states |Φξ⟩ is finite:

⟨Φξ|X̂n|Φξ⟩ =
∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

xndx

1− τx+ τ2x2
|ϕξ(x)|2 <∞. (41)

iv) The non-orthogonality relation:

⟨Φξ′ |Φξ⟩ =
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx

1− τx+ τ2x2
exp

(
i
2(ξ − ξ′)

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+
π

6

])
=

τℏ
√
3

π(ξ − ξ′)
sin

(
π
ξ − ξ′

τℏ
√
3

)
. (42)

This relation shows that, the normalized eigenstates (42) are no longer orthogonal. However, if one
tends (ξ − ξ′) → ∞, these states become orthogonal

lim
(ξ−ξ′)→∞

⟨Φξ′ |Φξ⟩ = 0. (43)

For (ξ − ξ′) → 0, we have

lim
(ξ−ξ′)→0

⟨Φξ′ |Φξ⟩ = 1. (44)

These properties show that, the states |Φξ⟩ are essentially Gaussians centered at (ξ−ξ′) → 0 (see Figure
1). This indicates quantum fluctuations at this scale and these fluctuations increase with the deformed
parameter τ .

v)The discreteness of the space:
Since the scalar product (40) vanishes in the limit (ξ − ξ′) → ∞, the states become orthogonal. The
quantization follows from the condition

π
ξ − ξ′

τℏ
√
3

= nπ

ξ − ξ′ = ξn = τℏ
√
3n, n ∈ Z. (45)

One notices that the spectrum of momentum operator p̂ presents discrete values. From the letter
equation, one sees that

δξn = ξn+1 − ξn = τℏ
√
3 =

√
3∆pmin. (46)

With the above results (45) and (46) at hand, one confirms that the formal momentum eigenvectors∣∣Φξn

〉
=
∣∣Φτℏ

√
3n

〉
are physically accepted and relevant. One may be tempted to interpret the result (46)

as if we are describing physics on a lattice in which each sites are spacing by the value
√
3∆pmin. We

interpret this as the space essentially having a discrete nature. Note that similar quantization of length
was shown in the context of loop quantum gravity in [54–57], albeit following a much more involved
analysis, and perhaps under a stronger set of starting assumptions .

The wavefunctions (35) are square integrable functions (40), stable for the mean value of energy
operator (41), have Gaussian distributions (43) (44) and have a discreteness nature (46). Consequently,
the wavefunctions (35) are physically accepted and meaningful. Its representation in the quasi-Hermitian
position-deformed Heisenberg algebra (28) are summarized by the following proposition:
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Figure 1: Variation of ⟨Φξ′ |Φξ⟩ versus ξ − ξ′

9



Proposition 4.1: Given a Hilbert space Hτ with the inner product ⟨.|.⟩, the representation of quasi-
Hermitian operators {x̂, p̂, ĥ} in this space reads as follows

x̂Φξ(x) = xΦξ(x), (47)

p̂Φξ(x) = −iℏDxΦξ(x) = ξΦξ(x), (48)

ĥΦξ(x) =

[
− ℏ2

2m
D2

x + V (x)

]
Φξ(x) =

[
− ℏ2

2m
ξ2 + V (x)

]
Φξ(x). (49)

Proof. The proof follows from the equations (31) and (32).

4.2 Fourier transform and its inverse representations

Since the states |Φξ⟩ are physically meaningful and are well localized, one can determine its Fourier
transform (FT) and its inverse representations by projecting an arbitrary state |Ψ⟩.
Definition 4.2: Let S (R) be the Schwarz space which is dense in H = L2 (R). Let |Ψ⟩ ∈ S (R), the
FT denoted by Fτ [Ψ] or Ψ(ξ) is given by

Ψ(ξ) = Fτ [Ψ(x)](ξ) =

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Ψ(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
−i 2ξ

τℏ
√

3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
. (50)

The inverse FT is given by

Ψ(x) = F−1
τ [Ψ(ξ)](x) =

1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞

dξΨ(ξ)√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
. (51)

Remarks: i) From the FT and inverse definitions follows the inequality

|Ψ(ξ)|2 ≤

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

|Ψ(x)|2 <∞, (52)

|Ψ(x)|2 ≤ 1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞

dξ√
1− τx+ τ2x2

|Ψ(ξ)|2 <∞. (53)

ii) As we have mentioned, the correction factor 1/
√
1− τx+ τ2x2 enhances this FT and its inverse rep-

resentations over the one previously obtained in [58]. Therefore, on this FT representation, the action
of quasi-Hermitian operators will also be modified.

Properties 4.2: Let |Ψ⟩, |Υ⟩ ∈ S (R) , based on the definition of FT we have the following properties

i) Fτ [αΨ(x) + βΥ(x)](ξ) = αΨ(ξ) + βΥ(ξ), α, β ∈ C, (54)

ii)
1

2ℏτ
√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
|Fτ [Ψ(x)](ξ)|2dξ =

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

|Ψ(x)|2dx, (55)

where the relations (i) and (ii) are respectively the linearity and the Parseval’s identity of FT. One may
also deduce the convolution property of FT. For technical reasons, we arbitrary escape these aspects of
the study and we hope to report elsewhere.

Proof. i) For α, β ∈ C, we have

Fτ [αΨ(x) + βΥ(x)](ξ) =

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

αΨ(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
−i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
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+

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

βΥ(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
−i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]

= α

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Ψ(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
−i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]

+β

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Υ(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
−i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]

= αΨ(ξ) + βΥ(ξ)

ii) From the FT, we have∫ +∞

−∞
|Fτ [Ψ(x)](ξ)|2dξ =

∫ +∞

−∞
|Ψ(ξ)|2dξ =

∫ +∞

−∞
Ψ(ξ)Ψ∗(ξ)dξ

=

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +∞

−∞
dξΨ(ξ)

×
[∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Ψ∗(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]]
=

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Ψ∗(x)dx

×
∫ +∞

−∞

Ψ(ξ)dξ√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]

= 2ℏτ
√
3

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Ψ∗(x)Ψ(x)dx

= 2ℏτ
√
3

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

|Ψ(x)|2dx.

Proposition 4.2: Since the states Φξ(x) are physically meaningful, there exist a new identity
operator defined on S ∫ +∞

−∞

dξ

2ℏτ
√
3
|ξ⟩⟨ξ| = IS . (56)

Proof. Using equations (35) and (51), we have

⟨x|Ψ⟩ =
1

2ℏτ
√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
dξ⟨x|ξ⟩⟨ξ|Ψ⟩

=
1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
dξΦξ(x)Ψ(ξ)

=
1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
dξ(1− τx+ τ2x2)−

1
2Ψ(ξ)e

i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
,

which is equation (51). This confirms the claim that equation (56) is a correct expression for the identity
which will play the role of the completeness relation of the momentum eigenstates in the derivation of
the path-integral.
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Corollary 4.2: i) Let us consider arbitrary states |Ξ⟩, |Θ⟩ ∈ S (R), using the identity relation (56),
their scalar product reads as follows

⟨Ξ|Θ⟩ =
1

2ℏτ
√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
dξΞ∗(ξ)Θ(ξ), (57)

=
1

2πℏ

∫ +∞

−∞
dξ

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx′√
1− τx′ + τ2x′2

dx′√
1− τx+ τ2x2

×ei
2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
−arctan

(
2τx′−1√

3

)]
Ξ(x′)Θ(x). (58)

ii) The orthogonality of unit vector |x⟩ is given by

⟨x|x′⟩ =

∫ +∞

−∞

dξ

2ℏτ
√
3
⟨x|ξ⟩⟨ξ|x′⟩ =

∫ +∞

−∞

dξ

2ℏτ
√
3
Φξ(x)Φ

∗
ξ(x

′)

=
1

2πℏ

∫ +∞

−∞
dξ exp

(
i

2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
− arctan

(
2τx′ − 1√

3

)])
=

τ
√
3

2
δ

(
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
− arctan

(
2τx′ − 1√

3

))
= (1− τx+ τ2x2)δ(x− x′). (59)

Proposition 4.3: From the definition of FT and its inverse, it is straightfoward to show that:

i)
d

dξ
Ψ(ξ) = −i 2

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+
π

6

]
Ψ(ξ), (60)

ii)
d

dx
Ψ(x) =

(
τ

(
1

2
− τx

)
+
iξ

ℏ

)
Ψ(x)

1− τx+ τ2x2
. (61)

Lemma 4.2: The action of quasi-Hermitian operators (50) on Ψ(ξ) reads as follows

x̂Ψ(ξ) =
2

τ

tan
(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)Ψ(ξ), (62)

p̂Ψ(ξ) =

ξ − i2ℏτ

1−
4 tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
Ψ(ξ), (63)

ĥΨ(ξ) =
1

2m

ξ − i2ℏτ

1−
4 tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
2

Ψ(ξ)

+V

2

τ

tan
(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
Ψ(ξ). (64)

Proof. Equation (60) is equivalent to

i
τℏ

√
3

2

d

dξ
=

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+
π

6

]
=

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+ arctan

(
1√
3

)]
.

From the following relation [49]

arctanα+ arctanβ = arctan

(
α+ β

1− αβ

)
, with αβ < 1,
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we deduce that

tan

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
+ arctan

(
1√
3

)]
=

τx
√
3

2− τx
.

Therefore, the position operator x̂ is represented as follows

x̂ =
2

τ

tan
(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)I,
xΨ(ξ) =

2

τ

tan
(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)Ψ(ξ).

Using equation (61), the action of p̂ on the quasi-representation (51) reads as follows

p̂Ψ(x) =
−iℏ

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
dξΨ(ξ)

×Dx

(
(1− τx+ τ2x2)−1/2e

i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

])
=

1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞

(
−iℏτ

(
1

2
− τx

)
+ ξ

)
Ψ(ξ)

× dξ√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
. (65)

On the other hand, the action of p̂ on the quasi-representation (51) reads as follows

p̂Ψ(x) =
1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
p̂Ψ(ξ)

× dξ√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
. (66)

By comparing equation (65) and equation (66), we obtain equation (63) of Lemma 3.2

p̂Ψ(ξ) =

(
ξ − iℏτ

(
1

2
− τx

))
Ψ(ξ)

=

ξ − i2ℏτ

1−
4 tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
Ψ(ξ).

The quasi-Hamiltonian is given by

ĥΨ(ξ) =

(
p̂2

2m
+ V (x̂)

)
Ψ(ξ) =

1

2m

ξ − i2ℏτ

1−
4 tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
2

Ψ(ξ)

+V

2

τ

tan
(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
√
3 + tan

(
i τℏ

√
3

2 ∂ξ

)
Ψ(ξ).
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Remark 4.2: From the limit τ → 0 in the last equations, we recover the ordinary representations
in momentum space

lim
τ→0

x̂Ψ(ξ) = iℏ∂ξΨ(ξ), (67)

lim
τ→0

p̂Ψ(ξ) = ξΨ(ξ), (68)

lim
τ→0

ĥΨ(ξ) =

(
ξ2

2m
+ V (iℏ∂ξ)

)
Ψ(ξ). (69)

5 Path integral

From the path integrals within this position-deformed Heisenberg algebra, we construct the propa-
gator depending on the position-representation and on the Fourier transform and its inverse represen-
tations. We compute propagators and deduce the actions of a free particle.

5.1 Path integral in position-space representation

Definition 5.1: The path integral is defined by

Φξ(x, t) =

∫ +lmax

−lmax

dx′K(x, x′,∆t)Φξ(x
′, t′), (70)

where K is the kernel in the Hamiltonian or the amplitude for a particle to propagate from the state
with position x′ to the state with position x (x > x′) in a time interval ∆t = t − t′ [59, 60] and it is
defined as

K(x, x′,∆t) = ⟨x|e−
i
ℏ ĥ∆t|x′⟩. (71)

Proposition 5.1: As easily checked the kernel (71) satisfies the following equations:

i) − ℏ2

2m
D2

x′K(x, x′,∆t) + V (x′)K(x, x′,∆t) = iℏ∂tK(x, x′,∆t), (72)

ii) K(x, x′, 0) = (1− τx+ τ2x2)δ(x− x′), (73)

iii)

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

dx′′K(x, x′′,∆t1)K(x′′, x′,∆t2) = K(x, x′,∆t1 +∆t2), (74)

iv) K†(x, x′,∆t) = K(x′, x,−∆t), (75)

where these equations are respectively: i) Schrödinger equation; ii) Initial condition; iii) Composition
rule; iv) Unitarity.

Proof. i) iℏ∂tK(x, x′,∆t) = ⟨x|iℏ∂te−
i
ℏ ĥ∆t|x′⟩ = ⟨x|ĥe−

i
ℏ ĥ∆t|x′⟩ = ⟨x|e−

i
ℏ ĥ∆tĥ|x′⟩ =

h(p, x′)⟨x|e−
i
ℏ ĥ∆t|x′⟩ = h(p, x′)K(x, x′,∆t) =

(
− ℏ2

2mD
2
x′ + V (x′)

)
K(x, x′,∆t).

ii) K(x, x′, 0) = ⟨x|x′⟩. Referring to the equation (61), we have K(x, x′, 0) = ⟨x|x′⟩ = (1 − τx +

τ2x2)δ(x− x′). iii) K(x, x′,∆t1 +∆t2) = ⟨x|e−
i
ℏ ĥ(∆t1+∆t2)|x′⟩

= ⟨x|e−
i
ℏ ĥ∆t1e−

i
ℏ ĥ∆t2 |x′⟩ =

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax
dx′′⟨x|e−

i
ℏ ĥ∆t1 |x′′⟩⟨x′′|e−

i
ℏ ĥ∆t2 |x′⟩

=
∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax
dx′′K(x, x′′,∆t1)K(x′′, x′,∆t2). iv) K

†(x, x′,∆t) = ⟨x′|e
i
ℏ ĥ∆t|x⟩ = K†(x′, x,−∆t).
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Splitting the interval t−t′ into N intervals of length ϵ = (tk−tk−1)/N and inserting the completeness
relations in (38) and (56), the propagator (71) becomes

K(x, x′,∆t) =

∫ +lmax

−lmax

(
N−1∏
k=1

dxk

)∫ +∞

−∞

(
N∏
k=1

dξk

2πℏτ
√
3

)
×⟨xk|ξk⟩⟨ξk|e−

i
ℏ ϵĥ|xk−1⟩. (76)

Recall that

⟨xk|ξk⟩ = Φξk(xk) =

√
τ
√
3

π√
1− τxk + τ2x2k

e

(
i

2ξk
τℏ

√
3

[
arctan

(
2τxk−1√

3

)
+π

6

])
, (77)

⟨ξk|e−
i
ℏ ϵĥ|xk−1⟩ ≃ e−

i
ℏ ϵh(ξk,xk−1)⟨ξk|xk−1⟩+O(ϵ2)

≃ e−
i
ℏ ϵh(ξk,xk−1)Φ∗

ξk
(xk−1) +O(ϵ2). (78)

Proposition 5.2: Substituting equations (77) and (78) into equation (76) gives the discrete propagator

Kdisc(x, x
′,∆t) =

∫ +lmax

−lmax

N−1∏
k=1

dxk√
1− τxk + τ2x2k

√
1− τxk−1 + τ2x2k−1




×

[∫ +∞

−∞

(
N∏
k=1

dξk
2πℏ

)]
e

i
ℏ ϵSdisc , (79)

where the discrete action Sdisc is given by

Sdisc =
N−1∑
k=1

2ξk

τ
√
3

arctan
(
2τxk−1√

3

)
− arctan

(
2τxk−1−1√

3

)
ϵ

−
N−1∑
k=1

h(ξk, xk−1). (80)

Lemma 5.2: Taking N → ∞ in equation (79), so that ϵ→ 0 we obtain the continuous propagator as
follows

K(x, x′,∆t) =

∫
DxDξe

i
ℏS , (81)

where the integration measures Dx and Dξ are defined as

Dx = lim
N→∞

N−1∏
k=1

dxk√
1− τxk + τ2x2k

√
1− τxk−1 + τ2x2k−1

and Dξ = lim
N→∞

N∏
k=1

(
dξk
2πℏ

)
. (82)

and the continuous action S is given by

S
[
x(t), x(t′)

]
=

∫ t

t′
dν

[
ẋ(ν)

1− τx(ν) + τ2x2(ν)
ξ(ν)− h(ξ(ν), x(ν))

]
, (83)

where ẋ(ν) = dx/dν.

Remarks: i) As we can see, this formulation of path integral is quasi-similar to that in reference [49].
This similarity arises from the realization of this formulation within the quasi-Hermitian Heisenberg
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algebra, which is equivalent to the one used in [49]. Clairy, the quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonian variable
h(x, ξ), which generalizes the pseudo-Hermitian one H(x, ξ = ρ) used in [49] is also present in this path
integral.
ii) Taking the limit τ → 0 in equation (30), the deformed propagator (81) is reduced to the ordinary
one of Euclidean space such that

K0(x, x′,∆t) =

∫
lim

N→∞

N−1∏
k=1

dxk

N∏
k=1

(
dξk
2πℏ

)
e

i
ℏS

0
, (84)

where the undeformed action S0 is given by

S0
[
x(t), x(t′)

]
=

∫ t

t′
dν [ẋ(ν)ξ(ν)− h(ξ(ν), x(ν))] . (85)

Theorem 5.2: It is straightforward to show that the following relations

K(x, x′,∆t) ≤ K0(x, x′,∆t) =⇒ S ≤ S0. (86)

Proof. The proof follows from a straightforward comparaison between equations (31) and (32) on one
hand and, equations (83) and (85) on the other.

It is well known that, the action in classical mechanics is a functional over paths that describe what
is the motion of a system over a particular path. As we can see from this result (86), the deformed action
S is bounded by the ordinary one S0 of classical mechanics. It makes sense to think of deformation
effects as shortening the classical system’s path, which enables quick motion in this space.

The stationary path (83) is obtained by using the variational principle

δS = δ

∫ t

t′
dνL [ẋ(ν), x(ν)] =

∫ t

t′
dν

(
∂L

∂x(ν)
δx(ν) +

∂L

∂ẋ(ν)
δẋ(ν)

)
= 0, (87)

where the Lagrangian L of the system is given by

L [ẋ(ν), x(ν)] =
ẋ(ν)

1− τx(ν) + τ2x2(ν)
ξ(ν)− h(ξ(ν), x(ν)). (88)

The solutions of equation (87) generate the following differential equations

ẋ = (1− τx+ τ2x2)
∂h

∂ξ
= {x, ξ}τ

∂h

∂ξ
, (89)

ξ̇ = −(1− τx+ τ2x2)
∂h

∂x
= −{x, ξ}τ

∂h

∂x
, (90)

where {x, ξ}τ = (1 − τx + τ2x2) is the position-deformed Poisson bracket. By taking the limit τ → 0,
we recover the ordinary Hamilton equations of motion.

5.2 Path integral in Fourier transform and its inverse representions

Using the generalized Fourier transform and its inverse representations (50), (56) and taking into
account equation (70), we have

Ψ(ξ, t) =

√
τ
√
3

π

∫ +ℓmax

−ℓmax

Ψ(x)dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

e
−i 2ξ

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
+π

6

]

16



×
∫ +lmax

−lmax

K(x, x′,∆t)√
1− τx′ + τ2x′2

dx′
1

ℏ
√
4πτ

√
3

×
∫ +∞

−∞
dξ′e

i 2ξ′

τℏ
√
3

[
arctan

(
2τx′−1√

3

)
+π

6

]
Ψ(ξ′, t′). (91)

This path integral can be rewritten as follows

Ψ(ξ, t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dξ′K(ξ, ξ′,∆t)Ψ(ξ′, t′), (92)

where K is the propagator in Fourier transform and its inverse representions for a particle to go from a
state Ψ(ξ′) to a state Ψ(ξ) in a time interval ∆t is

K(ξ, ξ′,∆t) =
1

2πℏ

∫ +lmax

−lmax

dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

dx′√
1− τx′ + τ2x′2

×e−i 2
τℏ

√
3

[
ξ arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
−ξ′ arctan

(
2τx′−1√

3

)]
K(x, x′,∆t),

=
1

2πℏ

∫
DxDξ dx√

1− τx+ τ2x2
dx′√

1− τx′ + τ2x′2
e

i
ℏS , (93)

with the functional action S given by

S(ξ, ξ′) = S − 2

τ
√
3

[
ξ arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
− ξ′ arctan

(
2τx′ − 1√

3

)]
. (94)

5.3 Propagators for a free particle

The Hamiltonians of a free particle given by

ĥfp =
p̂2

2m
. (95)

The propagator in position-represention in the time interval ∆t = t− t′ is given by

Kfp(x, x
′,∆t) = ⟨x|e−

i
ℏ

p̂2

2m
∆t|x′⟩

=
1

2πℏτ
√
3

∫ +∞

−∞
dξe−

i
ℏ

ξ2

2m
∆tΦξ(x)Φ

∗
ξ(x)

=

∫ +∞

−∞

dξ

2πℏ
e

(
i 2ξ

τℏ
√

3

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
−arctan

(
2τx′−1√

3

)]
− i

ℏ
ξ2

2m
∆t

)
. (96)

Lemma 5.3: Completing this Gaussian integral (96), the deformed-propagator Kfp, the deformed-
action Sfp and the deformed-kinetic energy T read as follows

Kfp(x, x
′,∆t) =

√
m

2πℏi∆t
e
i 2m
ℏ3τ2∆t

[
arctan

(
2τx−1√

3

)
−arctan

(
2τx′−1√

3

)]2
, (97)

Sfp =
2m

3τ2∆t

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
− arctan

(
2τx′ − 1√

3

)]2
, (98)

T =
2m

3τ2(∆t)2

[
arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
− arctan

(
2τx′ − 1√

3

)]2
. (99)

Proof. See [49] for the proof of this Lemma 4.3.
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Taking the limit τ → 0 in equations (98), (97) and (99), these equations properly reduce to the
well-known result in ordinary quantum mechanics for a free particle [59,60] that is

lim
τ→0

Kfp(x, x
′,∆t) = K0

fp(x, x
′,∆t) =

√
m

2πℏi∆t
e

i
ℏ

m(x−x′)2
2∆t , (100)

lim
τ→0

Sfp = S0
fp =

m

2

(x− x′)2

∆t
, (101)

lim
τ→0

T = T 0 =
m

2

(x− x′)2

(∆t)2
. (102)

Theorem 5.3: It is straightforward to show the following relations

Kfp(x, x
′,∆t) ≤ K0

fp(x, x
′,∆t) =⇒ Sfp ≤ S0

fp =⇒ T ≤ T 0. (103)

Proof. The proof follows from a straightforward comparaison between equations of Lemma 4.3 and
equations (100), (101) and (102) on the other.

This indicates that the deformed propagator and actions of the free particle are dominated by the
standard ones without quantum deformation. These results indicate that the quantum deformation
effects in this space shortens the paths of particles, allowing them to move from one point to another
in a short time. In one way or another, as one can see from equation (103), these results can be under-
stood as free particles use low kinetic energies to travel faster in this deformed space. This confirms our
recent results [46,47] and strengthens the claim that the position deformed-algebra (28) induces strong
deformation of the quantum levels allowing particles to jump from state to another with low energy
transitions [46,47].

Lemma 5.4: The propagator in the FT representation is given by

Kfp(ξ, ξ
′,∆t) =

1

2πℏ

√
m

2ℏπi∆t

∫ +lmax

−lmax

∫ +lmax

−lmax

dx√
1− τx+ τ2x2

dx′√
1− τx′ + τ2x′2

×e
i
ℏSfp , (104)

where Sfp is the corresponding action given by

Sfp = Sfp −
2

τ
√
3

[
ξ arctan

(
2τx− 1√

3

)
− ξ′ arctan

(
2τx′ − 1√

3

)]
. (105)

Proof. See [49] for the proof of this Lemma 4.4.

6 Conclusion

The Hamiltonian operator in the study of dynamical quantum systems needs to be Hermitian.
Therefore, the orthoganility of the Hamiltonian eigenbasis, the conservation of probability density, and
the realism of the spectrum are all guaranteed by the Hamiltonian’s hermicity. Within a position-
deformed Heisenberg algebra (16), we have demonstrated in the current study that a Hamiltonian
operator with real spectrum is no longer Hermitian. Using a quasi-similarity transformation and a
suitable positive-definite Dyson map (24) derived from a metric operator (18), we have determined the
Hermicity of this operator. Next, we constructed Hilbert space representations associated with these
quasi-Hermitian operators that form a quasi-Hermitian position deformed Heisenberg algebra (28). With
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the help of these representations we establish path integral formulations of any systems in this quasi-
Hermitian algebra. The propagator is then considered as an example together with the appropriate
action of a free particle. As a result of the Euclidean space’s deformation, we have demonstrated that
the action that characterizes the system’s classical trajectory is constrained by the standard one of
classical mechanics. Consequently, particles of this system travel quickly from one point to another
with low kinetic energy.

Overall, the result achieved in this study is now identical to the result that was recently derived [49].
This result improves the previous one by the use of quasi-similarity transformation that restores the
hermicity of the Hamiltonian operator. It is possible to interpret the expansion of the expression
(1 − τx + τ2x2)−1/2 above the one obtained in [49] as an improvement of the wavefunction (35), the
Fourier transform (50), and its inverse representations (51). The equivalence between the position-
deformed Heisenberg algebra [49] and the quasi-Hermitian position deformed Heisenberg algebra (28)
accounts for the similarity of path formulations of a free particle for both outcomes. In summary,
the current paper’s finding, which was reached through the application of quasi-similarity, provides an
additional method for obtaining the previous in [49].
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