
ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

12
28

6v
2 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 3
0 

A
pr

 2
02

4

Conjugate Operators of 1D-harmonic

Oscillator

Fumio Hiroshima∗and Noriaki Teranishi†

May 1, 2024

Abstract

Conjugate operator T of 1D-harmonic oscillator N = 1
2(p

2 + q2 − 1l) is defined by
an operator satisfying canonical commutation relation [N,T ] = −i1l on some domain
but not necessarily dense. The angle operator TA = 1

2 (arctan q
−1p+arctan pq−1) and

Galapon operator TG = i
∑∞

n=0

(
∑

m6=n
(vm,·)
n−m vn

)

are examples of conjugate opera-

tors, where {vn} denotes the set of normalized eigenvectors ofN . Let T be a subset of
conjugate operators of N . A classification of T are given as T = T{0}∪TD\{0}∪T∂D,
and TA ∈ T{0} and TG ∈ T∂D are shown. Here the classification is specified by a pair

of parameters (ω,m) ∈ C × N. Finally the time evolution Tω,m(t) = eitNTω,me−itN

for Tω,m ∈ T is investigated, and show that Tω,m(t) is periodic.

1 Introduction

Let us consider conjugate operator T of 1D-harmonic oscillator

N =
1

2
(p2 + q2 − 1l).

Here p = −i d
dx

and q = Mx be the multiplication by x. Both are self-adjoint operators on

L2(R). It satisfies that [N, T ] = −i1l. The commutator [A,B] of linear operators A and B
is a linear operator defined by

[A,B] = AB − BA

on D(AB) ∩ D(BA). Here D(A) denotes the domain of A. In physics, the relationship
between position and momentum and that between energy and time are believed to be

formally complementary. Since the quantized position and momentum, q and p, satisfy the
canonical commutation relation [q, p] = −i1l, if N is regarded as the energy of a quantum
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system, T seems to be a quantization of time. Then T is often times called the time
operator associated with N . This paper does not however give any philosophical discussions

on time. It should be emphasized that time operator is just a name of convenience. We
give mathematical definitions of time operators and conjugate operators in Definition 1.1.

In the previous paper [10] we consider two special conjugate operators, angle operator
TA and Galapon operator TG, ofN from a mathematical point of view. TA and TG have been

mainly investigated so far from a physical point of view, e.g., [13, 1, 18, 7, 6, 11, 12, 17] and

as far as we know, there is no firm and robust results on relationships between TA and TG
in a purely mathematical setting. In this paper we comprehensively investigate conjugate

operators including TA and TG, and give a relationship between TA and TG. Furthermore
we classify conjugate operators by the pair of parameters (ω,m) ∈ C×N and define disjoint

three classes of conjugate operators.

1.1 Angle operators and Galapon operators

Define the annihilation operator a and the creation operator a∗ in L2(R) by

a =
1√
2
(q + ip), a∗ =

1√
2
(q − ip),

respectively. The canonical commutation relation (CCR)

[a, a∗] = 1l, [a, a] = 0 = [a∗, a∗] (1.1)

holds true on a dense subspace of L2(R). The number operator is defined by a∗a which is

actually the harmonic oscillator

a∗a = N,

and N is self-adjoint on D(N) = D(p2)∩D(q2). The normalized ground state of N is given

by

v(x) = π−1/4e−x2/2.

Note that av = 0 and Nv = 0. The normalized eigenvectors vn are given by

vn =
1√
n!
a∗nv n ≥ 1. (1.2)

Here we write a∗n for (a∗)n. It satisfies that Nvn = nvn and Spec(N) = N. Here Spec(N)
denotes the spectrum of N . Note that notation N describes {0, 1, 2, . . . , } including zero in

this paper.
We recall the definitions of conjugate operators and time operators.

Definition 1.1 (Conjugate operators and time operators) If a self-adjoint operator

A in Hilbert space H admits an operator B satisfying the canonical commutation relation:

[A,B] = −i1l (1.3)
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on DA,B ⊂ D(AB) ∩ D(BA) but DA,B 6= {0}, then B is called a conjugate operator of A
and DA,B a CCR-domain of (1.3). Furthermore if B is symmetric, then B is called a time

operator of A.

Remark 1.2 By the definitions, conjugate operators are not necessarily densely defined,

but the time operators are densely defined.

We shall construct a conjugate operator T of N , i.e.,

[N, T ] = −i1l (1.4)

on some domain. In the previous paper [10] we investigate the angle operator e.g., [15]
given by

TA = −1

2

(
arctan

(
q−1p

)
⊕ arctan

(
pq−1

))

and the so-called Galapon operator [5, 3, 9, 8] defined by

TG = i
∞∑

n=0

(
∑

m6=n

(vm, ·)
n−m

vn

)

.

It is known that TG is a bounded self-adjoint operator, and hence TG is a time operator of
N . However TA is unbounded and not densely defined. In particular it is not symmetric.

Moreover [N, TG] = −i1l holds on a dense domain, but [N, TA] = −i1l on a non-dense
domain.

Lots of conjugate operators of N appeared in this paper are not densely defined and
hence not symmetric. So, we extend relation (1.4) to the so-called ultra-weak canonical

commutation relation. See Definition 4.6. For the sesqui-linear form T , the ultra-weak

canonical commutation relation is defined by

T [Nψ, ϕ]− T [Nϕ, ψ] = −i(ψ, ϕ). (1.5)

Here T [ψ, ϕ] is linear in ϕ and anti-linear in ψ, and T is not necessarily densely defined
on L2(R)⊕L2(R). We can define an ultra-weak time operator TA associated with TA, and

it is shown in [10] that TA satisfies (1.5) on a dense domain. See (4.6).

1.2 Outline of the paper

In this paper, for notational simplicity, we use symbol ℓ2 to denote the space ℓ2(N) of
square-summable complex-valued sequences on N. We also identify L2(R) with ℓ2 and

consider conjugate operators of N not on L2(R) but on ℓ2. The key ingredients are shift
operators L and L∗ on ℓ2. Here L denotes the left shift, and L∗ is the adjoint of L and hence

the right shift on ℓ2. The main part of this paper is Sections 4-7, where we investigate
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(1)-(5) below.
(1) We show that TA and TG can be represented in terms of L, L∗ and N as

TG = i {log(1l− L) + log(1l− L∗)} ,

TA =
i

2

{

log

(√

N + 21l

N + 1l
L2

)

⊕ log

(√

N + 1l

N + 21l
L2

)}

in Theorems 4.9 and 5.4.

(2) We generalize TG and TA as

i
{
log(1l− gNL) + log

(
1l− L∗g−1

N

)}
,

i

2

{
log
(
gN+2L

2
)
⊕ log

(
g̃N+2L

2
)}
,

respectively, in Sections 4 and 5. Here g. is a map from N to C.
(3) We construct a general class of conjugate operators in Section 6. Let

Lω,m = ω1l− Lm, (ω,m) ∈ C× N.

We define Tω,m by

Tω,m =
i

m
logLω,m. (1.6)

We can see that Tω,m is conjugate operators of N . Let D be the open unit disc on the
complex plan C. We can see that Tω,m with ω ∈ ∂D is bounded and there exists a dense

CCR-domain, and we say that

Tω,m, m ≥ 1, ω ∈ ∂D

are general Galapon operators. It is actually seen that TG = T1,1+T
∗
1,1. On the other hand

general angle operators are introduced by

Tω,m, m ≥ 1, ω = 0. (1.7)

Let

T = {Tω,m | ω ∈ D, m ≥ 1}.

We divide T into three disjoint families by ω ∈ D. We have

T = T{0} ∪ TD\{0} ∪ T∂D.

Here

T{0} = {Tω,m | ω = 0, m ≥ 1},
TD\{0} = {Tω,m | 0 < |ω| < 1, m ≥ 1},
T∂D = {Tω,m | |ω| = 1, m ≥ 1}.
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We study CCR-domains for each conjugate operators in T .
(5) Let H be a self-adjoint operator. Then the strong time operator TH is defined by the

weak Weyl relation
THe

−itH ⊃ e−itH(TH + t), t ∈ R.

It is established that if TH is a strong time operator for H , then the spectrum of H

is purely continuous spectrum. We can show that conjugate operators in T satisfies a
discrete version of weak Weyl relations in Section 7. Furthermore we show that Tω,m(t) =

eitNTω,me
−itN is periodic with period 2π/m.

2 Technical tools

2.1 Super coherent vectors

We define the exponent operator eA for a non self-adjoint operator A in a Hilbert space H
by the geometric series:

D
(
eA
)
=

{

f ∈
∞⋂

k=0

D(Ak)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

lim
K→∞

K∑

k=0

1

k!
Akf exists

}

,

eAf =

∞∑

k=0

1

k!
Akf, f ∈ D

(
eA
)
.

It should be written as
∑

k∈N
1
k!
Ak for eA, but we write eA for the notational simplicity.

We define the set C consisting of coherent vectors by

C = LH
{

eβa
∗

v
∣
∣
∣ β ∈ C

}

.

Note that eβa
∗

is an unbounded operator, but v ∈ D(eβa
∗

) for any β ∈ C, and it is given

by

eβa
∗

v(x) = π−1/4eβ
2/2 exp

(

−(x−
√
2β)2

2

)

.

It is well known that C is dense in L2(R). We set wβ = e−|β|2/2eβa
∗

v, where e−|β|2/2 is
the normalize constant such that ‖wβ‖ = 1. It is shown that wβ ∈ D(a∗n) and a∗nwβ =

e−|β|2/2eβa
∗

a∗nv. Moreover one obtains that

awβ = βwβ.

Thus wβ is an eigenvector of a with eigenvalue β ∈ C. We also see that eγawβ = eγβwβ for

any β, γ ∈ C.

Next let us consider vectors of the form eβa
∗2/2v. Exponent of a∗2 is also unbounded.

Although eβa
∗

v ∈ L2(R) for any β ∈ C, it is not clear that eβa
∗2/2v ∈ L2(R).
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Lemma 2.1 Let β ∈ C. Then v ∈ D
(

eβa
∗2/2
)

if and only if |β| < 1. Moreover, eβa
∗2/2v ∈

D(a∗n) for any |β| < 1 and n ∈ N.

Proof: Let |β| < 1. By the Rodrigues formula and orthogonality of the Hermite polynomials

Hk,

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

K∑

k=0

1

k!

(
β

2

)k

a∗2kv

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

K∑

k=0

βk

22kk!
H2kv

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

=
K∑

k=0

|β|2k
(22kk!)2

22k(2k)! =
K∑

k=0

(2k − 1)!!

(2k)!!
|β|2k.

Let K → ∞. Then ‖eβa∗2/2v‖2 = (1 − |β|2)−1/2 holds. This shows that v ∈ D
(

eβa
∗2/2
)

if

and only if |β| < 1. The statement that eβa
∗2/2v ∈ D (a∗n) is similarly proven. ✷

We call eβa
∗2/2v a super coherent vector and denote the linear hull of super coherent

vectors by

S = LH
{

eβa
∗2/2v

∣
∣
∣ |β| < 1

}

.

The vectors contained in S play an important role for studying the angle operator.

2.2 Wiener-Itô decomposition

As is mentioned in Section 1 we shall investigate conjugate operators on ℓ2 for L2(R). The

first task is to make the identification between ℓ2 and L2(R) clear, and we transform a and
a∗ on L2(R) to operators on ℓ2. By the Wiener-Itô decomposition we have

L2(R) =
∞⊕

n=0

Ln,

where Ln = LH{vn} is the one-dimensional linear subspace spanned by eigenvectors vn
of N with eigenvalue n ∈ N. For each f ∈ L2(R), there exists (cn)n∈N ∈ ℓ2 so that
f =

∑∞
n=0 cnvn. Actually it is given by cn = (vn, f). We often use (c0, c1, c2, . . .) for

(cn)n∈N. By the unitary map
Uf = (cn)n∈N, (2.1)

we can identify L2(R) with ℓ2. We set ξn = Uvn ∈ ℓ2. It is seen that

UaU∗ : ξn 7→ √
nξn−1, n ≥ 1,

Ua∗U∗ : ξn 7→
√
n+ 1ξn+1, n ≥ 0.

For the notational convenience, we write a for UaU∗. Furthermore Uv is denoted by Ω.

Then Ω = (1, 0, 0, . . .) and ξn = (0, . . . , 0,
n+1th
1 , 0, . . .) for n ≥ 0. Note that ξ0 = Ω. In the
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following, our investigation is transformed on ℓ2 instead of on L2(R) and we fix {ξn}n∈N as
a complete orthonormal system of ℓ2. Let ℓ2fin be the finite particle subspace defined by

ℓ2fin =

{
m∑

n=0

cnξn

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
m ∈ N, cn ∈ C

}

.

It is dense, and commutator [a, a∗] and polynomials in a and a∗ are well defined on this
space. Thus algebraic computations on a and a∗ can be done on ℓ2fin.

2.3 Shift operators L and L∗ on ℓ2

Let L be the left-shift and the adjoint L∗ the right-shift on ℓ2, which are defined by

Lξn =

{

ξn−1 n ≥ 1,

0 n = 0,

L∗ξn = ξn+1.

We can see that

LL∗ = 1l,

L∗L = 1l− P{Ω},

where P{Ω} is the projection to the one-dimensional subspace spanned by Ω. In general
an arbitrary closed operator A can be decomposed as A = V |A|, where |A| = (A∗A)1/2

is a positive self-adjoint operator and V a partial isometry such that the initial space
is (KerA)⊥ and the final space RanA. A = V |A| is called the polar decomposition of

A. V is uniquely determined by these properties together with the addition condition
Ker |A| = Ker V . In terms of L, L∗ and N , both of a and a∗ can be represented as

a = L
√
N =

√
N + 1lL,

a∗ = L∗
√
N + 1l =

√
NL∗.

Note that N = a∗a and N + 1l = aa∗. These are just the polar decompositions of closed

operators a and a∗. Note that

Ker a = {cΩ | c ∈ C} = Ker
√
N,

Ker a∗ = {0} = Ker
√
N + 1l.

L is a partial isometry such that the initial space is (Ker a)⊥ = {cΩ | c ∈ C}⊥ ∼=
⊕∞

n=1Ln

and the final space ℓ2. We also see that

[N,L∗] ⊂ L∗, [N,L] ⊂ −L. (2.2)
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Then [N,L∗k] ⊂ kL∗k and [N,Lk] ⊂ −kLk hold true. Let D = {z ∈ C | |z| < 1} be the
open unit disc in C. Notice that

eαNL∗

Ω = (1, α, α2, α3, . . .), α ∈ D.

It can be seen that

LeαNL∗

Ω = αeαNL∗

Ω, α ∈ D. (2.3)

Thus eαNL∗

Ω is an eigenvector of L with the eigenvalue α.

Lemma 2.2 We have Spec(L) = Spec(L∗) = D, Specp(L) = D and Specp(L
∗) = ∅.

Proof: Since ‖L‖ ≤ 1, Spec(L) ∪ Spec(L∗) ⊂ D. By (2.3), we see that D ⊂ Specp(L) and

Spec(L) = Spec(L∗) = D. Let |α| = 1. The relation Lϕ = αϕ implies ϕ = (αn)n∈N but

ϕ 6∈ ℓ2. Hence Specp(L) = D. Let |α| ≤ 1 and L∗ϕ = αϕ. Then (L∗ϕ)0 = 0 = αϕ0

and hence (L∗ϕ)1 = 0. Repeating this procedure, we see that ϕ = 0. Thus we have

Specp(L
∗) = ∅. ✷

Let k ∈ N. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.2 we can see that, for any kα ∈ D,

eαNL∗k

Ω is an eigenvector of Lk. Since

eαNL∗k

Ω = (1, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−1

, kα, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−1

, (kα)2, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−1

, (kα)3, . . .),

it is actually given by

LkeαNL∗k

Ω = kαeαNL∗k

Ω. (2.4)

We can also extend this to a general version. Let f be a complex-valued function on N.

Set f(N) = fN . Then

eαfNL∗k

Ω =

(

1, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−1

, f(k)α, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−1

,
f(2k)f(k)

2!
α2, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−1

,
f(3k)f(2k)f(k)

3!
α3, . . .

)

.

(2.5)

For a given function f , we shall find g such that eαfNL∗k

Ω is an eigenvector of gN+kL
k in

Sections 4 and 5.

3 Phase operators

We give the definition of logA for a linear operator A. It is emphasised that A is not

necessarily self-adjoint.
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Definition 3.1 (logA) Let A be a linear operator on a Hilbert space H. We define logA
by

D(logA) =

{

f ∈
∞⋂

k=0

D(Ak)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

lim
K→∞

K∑

k=1

1

k
(1l− A)kf exists

}

,

logAf = −
∞∑

k=1

1

k
(1l− A)kf, f ∈ D(logA).

Note that in general

log(AB) 6= logA+ logB, (3.1)

logαA 6= logα + logA, α ∈ C. (3.2)

We define the so-called phase operator ρ on ℓ2 by

ρ = − i

2
(log a− log a∗). (3.3)

The phase operator ρ has been studied in the large number of literatures e.g., [18, 11, 16]
as the conjugate operator of N , but it does not appear to be obvious in the definition of

log a and log a∗.

Lemma 3.2 We have D(log a)∩ℓ2fin = {0} and D(log a∗) = {0}. In particular, D(ρ) = {0}.

Proof: Let ψ =
∑m

l=0 clξl ∈ ℓ2fin with cm 6= 0. Since

lim
K→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

ξm,

K∑

k=1

1

k
(1l− a)kψ

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= lim

K→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

K∑

k=1

1

k

(
(1l− a∗)kξm, ψ

)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= lim

K→∞
|(ξm, ψ)|

K∑

k=1

1

k
= ∞,

we see that D(log a) ∩ ℓ2fin = {0}. Let ψ′ =
∑∞

l=m′ clξl ∈ ℓ2 with cm′ 6= 0. Similarly, it
follows that

lim
K→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

ξm′,
K∑

k=1

1

k
(1l− a∗)kψ′

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= lim

K→∞
|(ξm′ , ψ′)|

K∑

k=1

1

k
= ∞.

Hence D(log a∗) = {0}. ✷

From Lemma 3.2 we can see that ρ is not well defined on ℓ2fin. This fact is fatal to
consider the phase operator ρ on ℓ2. Therefore, when we investigate ρ, we have to consider

the domain of ρ carefully.
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4 Angle operators

4.1 Angle operators by a and a∗

It is said that a relationship between the angle operator TA and the phase operator ρ is
given as TA = (π/2)1l− ρ+G(N) in e.g., [11, (32)]. However it seems to be formal and as

was seen in Lemma 3.2 the phase operator ρ is not well defined on ℓ2fin.
In order to see a rigorous relationship between phase operator ρ and the angle operator

TA, we express TA in terms of the creation operators and the annihilation operators. Define

φ =
1√
2
(a + a∗).

We also define two disjoint subspaces of L2(R) by

C0 = LH
{

e−αx2/2
∣
∣
∣ α ∈ (0, 1)

}

,

C1 = LH
{

xe−αx2/2
∣
∣
∣ α ∈ (0, 1)

}

.

Note that C0 ⊥ C1 and C0 + C1 is dense. In this paper, # denotes 0 or 1. We transform C#
to the subspaces of ℓ2 by U defined by (2.1).

Lemma 4.1 Suppose that 0 < α < 1. Then

Ue−αx2/2 = π1/4

√

2

1 + α
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω,

Uxe−αx2/2 = π1/4

√

2

1 + α

√
2

1 + α
a∗ exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω.

Proof: We set β = (1− α)/2. Since UxU∗ = φ and Ue−x2/2 = π1/4Ω, we have

Ue−αx2/2 = Ue−(α−1)x2/2U∗Ue−x2/2 = π1/4
∞∑

n=0

1

n!
βnφ2nΩ

= π1/4
∞∑

k=0

(
∑

n≥k

1

(n− k)!

(2n− 1)!!

2n−k(2k − 1)!!
βn

)

1

k!

a∗2k

2k
Ω

= π1/4
∞∑

k=0

1√
1− β

(
β

1− β

)k
1

k!

a∗2k

2k
Ω

= π1/4

√

2

1 + α
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω.

Hence we have

Uxe−αx2/2 = π1/4

√

2

1 + α
φ exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω = π1/4

√

2

1 + α

√
2

1 + α
a∗ exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω.
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Then the lemma is proven. ✷

Disjoint sets of super coherent vectors is defined by

S0 = LH
{

eβa
∗2/2Ω

∣
∣
∣ β ∈ (0, 1)

}

,

S1 = LH
{

a∗eβa
∗2/2Ω

∣
∣
∣ β ∈ (0, 1)

}

.

Note that S0 ⊥ S1 and S0 ∪ S1 is dense. Lemma 4.1 also shows that UC# = S#. In order

to express TA in terms of a and a∗, we need the inverse of a∗. The operator a∗−1 is defined

by

D
(
a∗−1

)
=

{
∞∑

n=0

cnξn ∈ ℓ2
∣
∣
∣
∣
c0 = 0

}

,

a∗−1
∞∑

n=1

cnξn =
∞∑

n=1

cn√
n
ξn−1.

We consider log(a∗−1a) and log(aa∗−1). Note that a∗−1 is well defined on RanL∗.

Lemma 4.2 We have (1) and (2).

(1) S0 ⊂ D
(
log(a∗−1a)

)
and

log
(
a∗−1a

)
eβa

∗2/2Ω = (log β)eβa
∗2/2Ω, 0 < β < 1.

(2) S1 ⊂ D
(
log(aa∗−1)

)
and

log
(
aa∗−1

)
a∗eβa

∗2/2Ω = (log β)a∗eβa
∗2/2Ω, 0 < β < 1

Proof: Since eβa
∗2/2Ω is an eigenvector of a∗−1a with the eigenvalue β, for all n ∈ N, we

see that (1l − a∗−1a)neβa
∗2/2Ω = (1 − β)neβa

∗2/2Ω. Hence by the definition of log
(
a∗−1a

)

we obtain that log
(
a∗−1a

)
eβa

∗2/2Ω = (log β)eβa
∗2/2Ω. The proof of (2) is the same as that

of (1). ✷

Lemma 4.3 Both log(a∗−1a) and log(aa∗−1) are unbounded.

Proof: By Lemma 4.2, we can see that eβa
∗2/2Ω is an eigenvector of log

(
a∗−1a

)
with eigen-

values log β. Similarly a∗eβa
∗2/2Ω is an eigenvector of log

(
aa∗−1

)
with eigenvalues log β.

Since 0 < β < 1, we have

Spec
(
log
(
a∗−1a

))
∩ Spec

(
log
(
aa∗−1

))
⊃ (−∞, 0).

Hence the lemma follows. ✷

We recall a definition of arctan(A) for a linear operator A.
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Definition 4.4 Let A be a linear operator on a Hilbert space H. We define a linear
operator arctan(A) as follows:

D(arctan(A)) =

{

ϕ ∈
∞⋂

k=0

D
(
A2k+1

)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

lim
K→∞

K∑

k=0

(−1)k

2k + 1
A2k+1ϕ exists

}

,

arctan(A)ϕ = −
∞∑

k=0

(−1)k

2k + 1
A2k+1ϕ, ϕ ∈ D(arctan(A)).

Now we transform TA to an operator on ℓ2. Let

M0 = LH
{

x2ne−αx2/2 ∈ L2(R)
∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, α ∈ (0, 1)

}

,

M1 = LH
{

x2n+1e−αx2/2 ∈ L2(R)
∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, α ∈ (0, 1)

}

.

Subspaces M# are useful subspaces to consider the commutation relation between the

harmonic oscillator and the angle operator:

[
N,− arctan

(
q−1p

)]
= −i1l on M0,

[
N,− arctan

(
pq−1

)]
= −i1l on M1.

We define N# ⊂ ℓ2 by

N0 = LH
{

a∗2ne−βa∗2/2Ω ∈ ℓ2
∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, β ∈ (0, 1)

}

,

N1 = LH
{

a∗2n+1e−βa∗2/2Ω ∈ ℓ2
∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, β ∈ (0, 1)

}

.

It is immediate to see that UM# = N#. We show algebraic relations we used often in this
paper. Let A and B be linear operators. Then the algebraic relation

ABf = BAf − adB(A)f = (B − adB)Af

holds for f ∈ D(AB)∩D(BA). Hence AB2 = (B−adB)
2A on D(AB2)∩D(BAB)∩D(B2A)

and then for any n ∈ N and any f ∈ ⋂n
k=0D(BkABn−k),

ABnf = (B − adB)
nAf. (4.1)

Lemma 4.5 The following relations hold:

U arctan
(
q−1p

)
U∗ = − i

2
log
(
a∗−1a

)
on N0,

U arctan
(
pq−1

)
U∗ = − i

2
log
(
aa∗−1

)
on N1.

12



Proof: We see that by [10, Lemma 3.6]

arctan
(
q−1p

)
x2ne−αx2/2 =

i

2

{(

x2 − 2
d

dα

)n

log

(
1 + α

1− α

)}

e−αx2/2.

Then, by Lemma 4.1,

U arctan
(
q−1p

)
x2ne−αx2/2

= − i

2

{(

φ2 − 2
d

dα

)n

log

(
1− α

1 + α

)}

π1/4

√

2

1 + α
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω. (4.2)

Let Z = a∗−1a. Since adφ2(Z) = −(1+Z)2 on N0, we have for any m ∈ N and any analytic

function F ,

adm
φ2 (F (Z)) =

{(

−(1 + x)2
d

dx

)m

F (x)

} ∣
∣
∣
∣
x=Z

on N0. Since Z exp
(
βa∗2/2

)
Ω = β exp

(
βa∗2/2

)
Ω, we see that exp

(
βa∗2/2

)
Ω is also an

eigenvector of adm
φ2 (F (Z)) and

(
adm

φ2 F (Z)
)
exp

(
β

2
a∗2
)

Ω =

{(

−(1 + β)2
d

dβ

)m

F (β)

}

exp

(
β

2
a∗2
)

Ω.

In particular

(
adm

φ2 F (Z)
)
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω =

{(

2
d

dα

)m

F

(
1− α

1 + α

)}

exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω.

Moreover replacing F (Z) with logZ, it is obtained that

(
adm

φ2 logZ
)
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω =

{(

2
d

dα

)m

log

(
1− α

1 + α

)}

exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω. (4.3)

By (4.2) and (4.3), we have

U arctan
(
q−1p

)
x2ne−αx2/2 = − i

2

{(
φ2 − adφ2

)n
logZ

}
π1/4

√

2

1 + α
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω.

From (4.1), we can furthermore see that

U arctan
(
q−1p

)
x2ne−αx2/2 =− i

2
(logZ)φ2nπ1/4

√

2

1 + α
exp

(
1− α

1 + α

a∗2

2

)

Ω

=− i

2
(logZ)U

(

x2ne−αx2/2
)

.

Then the first equality is proven. The second equality is similarly proven. ✷
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Let

S0 =
i

2
log
(
a∗−1a

)
,

S1 =
i

2
log
(
aa∗−1

)
.

It is clear that D(S0) ∩ D(S1) = {0}, and hence D(S0 + S1) = {0}. Then we define the
ultra-weak time operator of S0 + S1. For the self-consistency we show the definition of

ultra-weak time operators below.

Definition 4.6 (Ultra-weak time operator [4]) Let H be a self-adjoint operator on H
and D1 and D2 be non-zero subspaces of H. A sesqui-linear form

T : D1 ×D2 → C, D1 ×D2 ∋ (ϕ, ψ) 7→ T [ϕ, ψ] ∈ C

with domain D(T ) = D1 × D2 (T [ϕ, ψ] is antilinear in ϕ and linear in ψ) is called an
ultra-weak time operator of H if there exist non-zero subspaces D and E of D1 ∩D2 such

that (1)–(3) below hold:

(1) E ⊂ D(H) ∩D.

(2) T [ϕ, ψ] = T [ψ, ϕ] for all ϕ, ψ ∈ D.

(3) HE ⊂ D1 and, for all ψ, ϕ ∈ E,

T [Hϕ, ψ]− T [Hψ,ϕ] = −i(ϕ, ψ). (4.4)

We call E an ultra-weak CCR-domain and D a symmetric domain of T .

Let us define an ultra-weak time operator of N through S0 and S1. We define

T0[ϕ, ψ] =
1

2
{(S0ϕ, ψ) + (ϕ, S0ψ)} , ϕ, ψ ∈ N0,

T1[ϕ, ψ] =
1

2
{(S1ϕ, ψ) + (ψ, S1ϕ)} , ϕ, ψ ∈ N1

and

T = T0 ⊕ T1 (4.5)

with symmetric domain (D(S0)× D(S0)) ⊕ (D(S1)×D(S1)). On the other hand let us

define the ultra-weak time operator TA associated with angle operator TA below. Let
h0 = arctan (q−1p) and h1 = arctan (pq−1). We define

TA0[ϕ, ψ] =
1

2
{(h0ϕ, ψ) + (ϕ, h0ψ)} , ϕ, ψ ∈ N0,

TA1[ϕ, ψ] =
1

2
{(h1ϕ, ψ) + (ψ, h1ϕ)} , ϕ, ψ ∈ N1

14



and

TA = TA0 ⊕ TA1 (4.6)

with symmetric domain (D(h0)×D(h0))⊕ (D(h1)× D(h1)).

Theorem 4.7 The ultra-weak time operator TA of the harmonic oscillator on L2(R) is
unitary equivalent to T on ℓ2:

TA[ϕ, ψ] = T [Uϕ, Uψ]. (4.7)

Proof: This follows from Lemma 4.5. ✷

Remark 4.8 (4.7) in Theorem 4.9 can be interpreted as a rigorous justification of

1

2

(
arctan

(
q−1p

)
+ arctan

(
pq−1

)) ∼= i

2

{
log
(
a∗−1a

)
+ log

(
aa∗−1

)}
.

In some literature however the following description is stated:

1

2

(
arctan

(
q−1p

)
+ arctan

(
pq−1

)) ∼= i

2
{log a+ log a∗} .

The right-hand side can not be however defined as an operator by Lemma 3.2. Even if it
is a formal argument, it is dangerous to base the argument on this equivalent relation.

4.2 Angle operator by shift operators

Let L be the left shift operator defined in Section 2.3. The angle operator TA can be

represented by L and N . Let us define

LA0 =
i

2
log

(√

N + 21l

N + 1l
L2

)

,

LA1 =
i

2
log

(√

N + 1l

N + 21l
L2

)

.

Theorem 4.9 We have

S0 = LA0 on N0, (4.8)

S1 = LA1 on N1. (4.9)

In particular

U arctan
(
q−1p

)
U∗ = LA0 on N0, (4.10)

U arctan
(
pq−1

)
U∗ = LA1 on N1. (4.11)
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Proof: We see that

a∗−1a =
(√

NL∗
)−1√

N + 1lL = L

√

N + 1l

N
L =

√

N + 21l

N + 1l
L2

on Ran(1l− P{a∗Ω}). Similarly

aa∗−1 = L
√
N
(

L∗
√
N + 1l

)−1

= L

√

N

N + 1l
L =

√

N + 1l

N + 21l
L2

on Ran(1l − P{Ω}). From this we have (4.8) and (4.9). Relations (4.10) and (4.11) follow
from Theorem 4.5. ✷

4.3 Generalization of angle operator TA

We generalize LA0 and LA1 to the form of i log (g(N)L2). A fundamental idea is to find
eigenvectors ϕ of linear operator adN

(
log (g(N)L2)

)
so that adN

(
log (g(N)L2)

)
ϕ = aϕ

with a 6= 0. Then it follows that

[

N,− i

a
log
(
g(N)L2

)
]

= −i1l

on CCR-domain LH{eigenvectors ϕ}. Hereafter we write gN for g(N). Let P≥2 be the
projection onto LH{ξn | n ≥ 2}, and P0 the projection onto LH{ξ2n | n ∈ N}.

Lemma 4.10 Let f and g be complex-valued functions on N, and α ∈ C. Suppose that
there exists a constant β ∈ C such that

gN+2fN+2 − gNfNP≥2 = β1l on P0ℓ
2
fin. (4.12)

Then, for all n ∈ N, we see that adgN+2L2

(
fNL

∗2
)n

= nβ
(
fNL

∗2
)n−1

on P0ℓ
2
fin.

Proof: The relation (4.12) is equivalent to
[
gN+2L

2, fNL
∗2
]
= β1l on P0ℓ

2
fin. This implies

that adgN+2L2

(
fNL

∗2
)n

= nβ
(
fNL

∗2
)n−1

on P0ℓ
2
fin. ✷

Lemma 4.11 Let f be a complex-valued function on N. Suppose that |f(2n)| > 0 for all
natural number n ≥ 1 and there exists a limit (including infinity)

Mf = lim
n→∞

n

|f(2n)| ≤ ∞.

Then, for all l, m ∈ N and α ∈ C such that |α| < Mf ,

Ω ∈ D
(

N l
(
fNL

∗2
)m

eαfNL∗2
)

.
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Proof: Note that

∥
∥
∥N l

(
fNL

∗2
)m

eαfNL∗2

Ω
∥
∥
∥

2

=

∞∑

n=0

|α|2n
(n!)2

∥
∥
∥N l

(
fNL

∗2
)(n+m)

Ω
∥
∥
∥

2

.

Since

N l
(
fNL

∗2
)(n+m)

Ω = (2(n+m))l
n+m∏

j=1

f(2j)L∗2(n+m)Ω,

the radius of the convergence of above infinite series is given by limn→∞ n/|f(2n+2m))| =
Mf . Then the lemma follows. ✷

Lemma 4.12 Let f and g be complex-valued functions on N such that (4.12) is satisfied.

Then, for all l, m, n ∈ N and α ∈ C such that |α| < Mf ,

Ω ∈ D
((
gN+2L

2
)l
Nm

(
fNL

∗2
)n
eαfNL∗2

)

.

Moreover, eαfNL∗2

Ω is an eigenvector of gN+2L
2 such that

gN+2L
2eαfNL∗2

Ω = αβeαfNL∗2

Ω. (4.13)

Proof: We have

∥
∥
∥

(
gN+2L

2
)l
Nm

(
fNL

∗2
)m

eαfNL∗2

Ω
∥
∥
∥

2

=

∞∑

n=0

|α|2n
(n!)2

∥
∥
∥

(
gN+2L

2
)l
Nm

(
fNL

∗2
)(n+m)

Ω
∥
∥
∥

2

.

Since

(
gN+2L

2
)l
Nm

(
fNL

∗2
)(n+m)

Ω

=

{(∏n+m
j=n+m−l+1 g2j

)

(2(n+m))m
(
∏n+m

j=1 f2j

)

L∗2(n+m−l)Ω, n +m ≥ l,

0, n +m < l,

the right-hand side above converges for α ∈ C such that |α| < Mf . From Lemma 4.10, we

can also see that eαfNL∗2

Ω is an eigenvector of gN+2L
2 and (4.13) follows. ✷

We define the super coherent vector ξα,f by

ξα,f = eαfNL∗2

Ω.

We set

Df,β =
{

α ∈ C

∣
∣
∣ |1− αβ| < 1, |α| < Mf

}

. (4.14)
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Lemma 4.13 Let f and g be complex-valued functions on N such that (4.12) is satisfied.
Then for all n ∈ N and α ∈ Df,β, we have

(
fNL

∗2
)n
ξα,f ∈ D

(
log
(
gN+2L

2
))

and

log
(
gN+2L

2
) (
fNL

∗2
)n
ξα,f =

{(

fNL
∗2 +

d

dα

)n

(logαβ)

}

ξα,f .

Proof: By Lemma 4.12 we have
(
fNL

∗2
)n
ξα,f ∈ ⋂∞

m=0 D
((
1− gN+2L

2
)m)

. From (4.1) and
(4.3) it follows that

log
(
gN+2L

2
) (
fNL

∗2
)n
ξα,f = −

K∑

k=1

1

k

(
1− gN+2L

2
)k (

fNL
∗2
)n
ξα,f

= −
K∑

k=1

1

k

{(
fNL

∗2 − adfNL∗2

)n (
1− gN+2L

2
)k
}

ξα,f

= −
K∑

k=1

1

k

{(

fNL
∗2 +

d

dα

)n

(1− αβ)k
}

ξα,f →
{(

fNL
∗2 +

d

dα

)n

(logαβ)

}

ξα,f

as K → ∞. Then the proof is complete. ✷

The next theorem is a generalization of (1) of Lemma 4.2.

Theorem 4.14 Let f and g be complex-valued functions on N such that (4.12) is satisfied.
Then,

[

N,
i

2
log
(
gN+2L

2
)
]

= −i1l (4.15)

holds on CCR-domain LH
{(
fNL

∗2
)n
ξα,f

∣
∣ n ∈ N, α ∈ Df,β

}
.

Proof: In this proof we set X = fNL
∗2 and Y = gN+2L

2. From Lemmas 4.11, 4.12 and

4.13, we see that, for all n ∈ N,

Xnξα,f ∈ D (N(log Y )) ∩D ((log Y )N) .

Since βN = 2XY on P0D(N), we have

(log Y )NXnξα,f =
2

β
(log Y ) (Y X − β1l)Xnξα,f

=
2

β

(
Y (log Y )Xn+1 − β(log Y )Xn

)
ξα,f .
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By Lemma 4.13 we have

(log Y )NXnξα,f =
2

β
{(Y (X − adX)− β)(log Y )Xn} ξα,f

=

{(

N − 2

β
Y adX

)

(log Y )Xn

}

ξα,f

=

{

N(log Y )Xn − 2

β
Y (X − adX)

n adX(log Y )

}

ξα,f

=

{

N(log Y )Xn − 2

β
(X − adX)

nY adX(log Y )

}

ξα,f .

Here we used Y (X − adX)Zϕ = (X − adX)Y Zϕ for any linear operator Z and any ϕ ∈
D(XY Z) ∩D(Y XZ) ∩D(Y ZX). In a similar way to (4.3), we can obtain that

(log Y )NXnξα,f =

{

N(log Y )Xn +
2

β

(

X +
d

dα

)n

αβ
d

dα
log (αβ)

}

ξα,f

= (N(log Y ) + 21l)Xnξα,f .

Hence [N, i
2
log Y ]Xnξα,f = −iXnξα,f follows and (4.15) is proven. ✷

We can also see a generalization of (2) of Lemma 4.2.

Theorem 4.15 Let h̃ be a complex-valued function on N such that h̃−1
N+1 is bounded and

f̃ and g̃ be complex-valued functions on N such that

h̃−1
N+1g̃N+3h̃N+3f̃N+2 − h̃−1

N−1g̃N+1h̃N+1f̃NP≥2 = β̃1l

on P0ℓ
2
fin with some β̃ ∈ C. Let

Df̃ ,h̃,β̃ =

{

α ∈ C

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
α ∈ Df̃ ,β̃, ξα,f̃ ∈

∞⋂

n=0

D
(

g̃N+3h̃N+3

(

f̃NL
∗2
)n)

}

. (4.16)

Then h̃NL
∗ξα,f̃ is an eigenvector of g̃N+2L

2 such that

g̃N+2L
2h̃NL

∗ξα,f̃ = αβ̃h̃NL
∗ξα,f̃ . (4.17)

Furthermore it follows that

[

N,
i

2
log
(
g̃N+2L

2
)
]

= −i1l (4.18)

on CCR-domain LH
{

h̃NL
∗
(

f̃NL
∗2
)n

ξα,f̃

∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, α ∈ Df̃ ,h̃,β̃

}

.
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Proof: By the following equalities

g̃N+2L
2h̃NL

∗ = g̃N+2h̃N+2L = h̃N h̃
−1
N g̃N+2h̃N+2L

∗L2 = h̃NL
∗
(

h̃−1
N+1g̃N+3h̃N+3L

2
)

on P0ℓ
2 ∩D(g̃N+1h̃N+1), one can show (4.17) in a similar manner to the proof of (4.12) by

replacing gN+2 of (4.12) with h̃−1
N+1g̃N+3h̃N+3. The proof of (4.18) is also similar to those

of Lemma 4.12 and Theorem 4.14. ✷

By Theorems 4.14 and 4.15 we can also construct an ultra-weak time operator of N .

This is a generarization of T in (4.5). Let f , f̃ , g, g̃ and h be functions on N given in
Theorems 4.14 and 4.15. Let

K0 = LH
{(
fNL

∗2
)n
ξα,f

∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, α ∈ Df,β

}

,

K1 = LH
{

h̃NL
∗
(

f̃NL
∗2
)n

ξα,f̃

∣
∣
∣ n ∈ N, α ∈ Df̃ ,h̃,β̃

}

.

Note that K0 ⊕K1 is dense if Df,β 6= ∅ and Df̃ ,h̃,β̃ 6= ∅. Let

S0g =
i

2
log
(
gN+2L

2
)
,

S1g̃ =
i

2
log
(
g̃N+2L

2
)
.

These are generalization of S0 and S1. Define

T0g[ϕ, ψ] =
1

2
{(S0gϕ, ψ) + (ϕ, S0gψ)}, ϕ, ψ ∈ K0,

T1g̃[ϕ, ψ] =
1

2
{(S1g̃ϕ, ψ) + (ϕ, S1g̃ψ)}, ϕ, ψ ∈ K1

and set

Tg,g̃ = T0g ⊕ T1g̃. (4.19)

Theorem 4.16 Suppose that f, f̃ , g, g̃ and h̃ satisfy the assumptions given in Theorem
4.14 and Lemma 4.15. We also assume that Df,β 6= ∅ and Df̃ ,h̃,β̃ 6= ∅. Then Tg,g̃ is an

ultra-weak time operator of N with a dense CCR-domain K0 ⊕K1.

Proof: This follows from (4.15) and (4.18). ✷

4.4 Conjugate operators of the form log p(L)

In the previous section we consider the conjugate operator of the form log(gNL
2). Another

direction of generalizations is to consider conjugate operators of the form log(gNL
n). In
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special cases it can be reduced to consider conjugate operators of log(gNL
n) to those of

log(Ln). See Lemma 4.17 below. Let f be a function on N and

f !k(N)ξn =





[n/k]
∏

m=0

fn−km



 ξn, n ∈ N

We extend f !k(N) to ℓ2fin by the linearity and denote the closure of f !k(N)⌈ℓ2
fin

by the same
symbol f !k(N).

Lemma 4.17 Let f and g be complex-valued functions on N such that fngn = n for all

n ∈ N. Suppose that α ∈ (0, 1) and Ω ∈ D(eαfNL∗k

). Then

log
(
gN+kL

k
)
eαfNL∗k

Ω = f !k(N) log
(
(N + k1l)Lk

)
eαL

∗k

Ω. (4.20)

In particular, setting hn = n for all n ∈ N, we have

(
logLk

)
eαNL∗k

Ω = h!k(N) log
(
(N + k1l)Lk

)
eαL

∗k

Ω, (4.21)

log
(
gN+kL

k
)
eαfNL∗k

Ω = h!k(N)−1f !k(N)
(
logLk

)
eαNL∗k

Ω. (4.22)

Proof: It is straightforward to see that

log
(
gN+kL

k
)
eαfNL∗k

Ω = log
(
gN+kL

k
)
f !k(N)eαL

∗k

Ω

= f !k(N) log
(
gN+kfN+kL

k
)
eαL

∗k

Ω

= f !k(N) log
(
(N + k1l)Lk

)
eαL

∗k

Ω.

Putting gn = 1 for all n ∈ N in (4.20), we can derive (4.21). Combining (4.20) and (4.21)

we can also see (4.22). Then the lemma follows. ✷

By (4.22), log
(
gN+kL

k
)
can be represented as C(N) logLk on LH

{
eαNL∗k

Ω
}
with

C(N) = h!k(N)−1f !k(N).

Since the operator C(N) commutes with N , the investigation of conjugate operators of the

form log
(
gN+kL

k
)
can be reduced to that of logLk on LH

{
L∗nkeαNL∗k

Ω
∣
∣ n ∈ N, |α| < 1

}
.

Example 4.18 We see that TA ∼= LA0 ⊕ LA1 with LA0 = i
2
log
(√

N+21l
N+1l

L2
)

and LA1 =

i
2
log
(√

N+1l
N+21l

L2
)

. By Lemma 4.17 to investigate the CCR-domain of LA0 and LA1 can be

reduced to investigate the CCR-domain of i
2
logL2.

Thus from now on we study the conjugate operator of the form log p(L). The idea to

find a CCR-domain of log p(L) is similar to that of the previous subsection. Formally

[N, log p(L)] ⊂ −p(L)−1p′(L)L,
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and eαNL∗

Ω is an eigenvector of L and that of p(L). Thus [N, log p(L)] = −p(α)−1p′(α)α
on LH{eαNL∗

Ω}. To solve [N, log p(L)] = c we study the algebraic equation of the form

αp′(α) + cp(α) = 0

with some c ∈ C. Then we set

D(p, c)

= LH{ϕ ∈ D(N) | ∃α ∈ C s.t. |p(α)− 1| < 1, αp′(α) + cp(α) = 0, ϕ ∈ Ker(L− α1l)}.
It may be possibly D(p, c) = {0}.
Theorem 4.19 Let p be a polynomial and c ∈ C \ {0}. If there exists α ∈ C such that
|α| < 1, αp′(α) + cp(α) = 0 and |p(α)− 1| < 1, then D(p, c) 6= {0} and

[

N,− i
c
log p(L)

]

= −i1l

with CCR-domain D(p, c). Moreover, in D
(∑

k−1N(1l − p(L))k
)
, there is no infinite di-

mensional CCR-domain for N and c log p(L) unless p(x) = cxm for some c ∈ C and

m ∈ N.

Proof: We can see that

[N, log p(L)] = −
∞∑

k=1

1

k

[

N, (1l− p(L))k
]

= −
∞∑

k=1

(1l− p(L))k−1 Lp′(L) (4.23)

on D(
∑
k−1N(1l− p(L))k) ∩D(N log p(L)) ∩D(log p(L)N). Let ϕ ∈ Ker(L− α1l). Then

[N, log p(L)]ϕ = −αp′(α)p(α)−1ϕ.

By αp′(α) + cp(α) = 0 we see that

[N, log p(L)]ϕ = cϕ.

Next we shall show that the dimension of the CCR-domain in Ran(p(L)) is finite. For any

ϕ ∈ D

(
∑

k≥1

1

k
N(1l− p(L))k

)

in the CCR-domain, there exists c ∈ C such that [N, log p(L)]ϕ = cϕ. From (4.23), we see

that limk→∞(1l− p(L))kLp′(L)ϕ = 0. Therefore,

cp(L)ϕ = p(L)[N, log p(L)]ϕ = −
∞∑

k=1

p(L) (1l− p(L))k−1 Lp′(L)ϕ = −Lp′(L)ϕ.

Thus ϕ ∈ Ker(Lp′(L) + cp(L)). This implies that the CCR-domain is at most finite
dimensional space, since dimKer(L − λ1l)k ≤ k for all λ ∈ C and k ∈ N, and p is a

polynomial with Lp′(L) + cp(L) 6= 0. This fact can be derived from a fundamental lemma
below. Then the theorem follows. ✷

22



Lemma 4.20 Let A be a bounded operator on a Banach space K. Let {n1, . . . , nk} ⊂ N,
{λ1, . . . , λk} ⊂ C such that λi 6= λj for i 6= j. Then it follows that

Ker

(
k∏

j=1

(λj1l− A)nj

)

=

k⊕

j=1

Ker(λj1l− A)nj .

Proof: We refer to [2, Lemma 1.76]. ✷

5 Galapon operators

5.1 Galapon operators by shift operators

In this section we investigate Galapon operator which is a bounded self-adjoint time oper-

ator. Recall that Spec(N) = {n}n∈N and {vn}n∈N the set of normalized eigenvectors of N

in L2(R). We define TG by

D(TG) = LH{vn | n ∈ N},

TGϕ = i
∞∑

n=0

(
∑

m6=n

(vm, ϕ)

n−m
vn

)

, ϕ ∈ D(TG). (5.1)

It is known that TG is bounded and

[N, TG] = −i1l (5.2)

on a dense CCR-domain LH{vn−vm | n,m ∈ N} (see [5]). In particular, TG is not equal to

the angle operator TA. The angle operator TA is expressed on ℓ2 by Theorem 4.9. On the
other hand the Galapon operator is given by (5.1). As it is, no comparison of TA and TG
can be made, so we shall transform TG to an operator on ℓ2. Let us consider log (1l− L)
and log (1l− L∗).

Lemma 5.1 We have ℓ2fin ⊂ D (log(1l− L)) ∩ D (log(1l− L∗)).

Proof: By the definition of log(1l− L), we see that

log(1l− L)ξn = −
∞∑

k=1

1

k
Lkξn = −

n∑

k=1

1

k
ξn−k.

Thus ξn ∈ D (log(1l− L)) and hence ℓ2fin ⊂ D(log(1l− L)). We also see that

log(1l− L∗)ξn = −
∞∑

k=1

1

k
L∗kξn = −

∞∑

k=1

1

k
ξn+k
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and

‖log(1l− L∗)ξn‖2 =
∞∑

k=1

1

k2
<∞.

Thus ξn ∈ D (log(1l− L∗)) and ℓ2fin ⊂ D (log(1l− L∗)). ✷

Remark 5.2 By the proof of Lemma 5.1 we see that

(1) ℓ2fin ⊂ D(log(1l− L∗)), but D(logL∗) ∩ ℓ2fin = {0},

(2) log(1l− L)ℓ2fin ⊂ ℓ2fin.

We consider the following operator LG.

Definition 5.3 We define a linear operator LG on ℓ2 by

D(LG) =

{

ϕ ∈ ℓ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

lim
K→∞

K∑

k=1

1

k

(
L∗k − Lk

)
ϕ exists

}

,

LGϕ = i
∞∑

k=1

1

k

(
L∗k − Lk

)
ϕ, ϕ ∈ D(LG).

Note that ℓ2fin ⊂ D(LG) and i{log(1l− L)− log(1l− L∗)} ⊂ LG.

Theorem 5.4 (1) It holds that LG
∼= TG on ℓ2fin.

(2) LG is a bounded operator.

Proof: (1) Let U be the unitary operaotr defined by Uvn = ξn for each n ∈ N. For arbitrary

ϕ ∈ D(TG), we see that

UTGϕ = i
∞∑

n=0

(
∑

m<n

(ξm, Uϕ)

n−m
+
∑

m>n

(ξm, Uϕ)

n−m

)

ξn

= i

∞∑

n=0

(
∑

m<n

(Ln−mξn, ϕ)

n−m
−
∑

m>n

(L∗m−nξn, Uϕ)

m− n

)

ξn

= i

∞∑

n=0

(
∞∑

k=1

(
Lkξn, Uϕ

)

k
−

∞∑

k=1

(
L∗kξn, Uϕ

)

k

)

ξn.

From Lemma 5.1, we have UD(TG) = ℓ2fin ⊂ D(LG). Then

UTGϕ = i

∞∑

n=0

(
∞∑

k=1

1

k

(
Lk − L∗k

)
ξn, Uϕ

)

ξn =

∞∑

n=0

(

ξn, i

∞∑

k=1

1

k

(
L∗k − Lk

)
Uϕ

)

ξn.
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This implies that UTGϕ = LGUϕ for ϕ ∈ D(TG).
(2) From the Hilbert inequality, we see that, for any ϕ =

∑

n cnξn ∈ D(LG),

|(ϕ, LGϕ)| =
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

n=0

∑

m6=n

cncm
n−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ π‖ϕ‖2.

Thus we have ‖LGϕ‖ ≤ π‖ϕ‖. Then the theorem is proven. ✷

Theorem 5.5 We have [N,LG] = −i1l on D(NLG) ∩ D(LGN).

Proof: We obtain that, for any ϕ ∈ D(NLG) ∩ D(LGN),

[N,LG]ϕ =
∞∑

n=0

(ξn, (NLG − LGN)ϕ) ξn

= i
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

1

k

(

ξn,
([

N,L∗k
]

−
[
N,Lk

])

ϕ
)

ξn

= i

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(

ξn,
(

L∗k + Lk
)

ϕ
)

ξn. (5.3)

Let ϕ =
∑∞

n=0 cnξn. Since
∑∞

n=0

∑∞
k=1

(
ξn,
(
L∗k + Lk

)
ϕ
)
ξn =

∑∞
n=0(

∑

m6=n cm)ξn, we have

∞ > ‖[N,LG]ϕ‖2 =
∞∑

n=0

|(
∑

m6=n

cm)|2.

In particular
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∞∑

n=0

(
∑

m6=n

cm

)

ξn + ϕ

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

=
∞∑

n=0

|
∞∑

m=0

cm|2 <∞,

which implies that ϕ ∈
{∑∞

n=0 cnξn ∈ ℓ2
∣
∣
∑∞

n=0 cn = 0
}
, and

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(

ξn,
(

L∗k + Lk
)

ϕ
)

ξn = −ϕ.

Hence [N,LG]ϕ = −iϕ and the theorem is proven. ✷

It is immediate to see that [N, TG]φ = −iφ does not hold true for φ = vn, n ∈ N. It is

however shown in [9] that a CCR-domain of TG is LH{vn − vm | n,m ∈ N}. Note that

U (LH{vn − vm | n,m ∈ N}) = (1l− L∗)ℓ2fin.

Hence [N,LG] = −i1l holds on (1l− L∗)ℓ2fin and (1l− L∗)ℓ2fin ⊂ D(NLG) ∩ D(LGN).
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Remark 5.6 To our knowledge, it was previously unknown that [N,LG] = −i1l holds on
a strictly larger subspace than (1l−L∗)ℓ2fin. It can be shown however that the CCR-domain

D(NLG) ∩ D(LGN) of LG is strictly larger than (1l − L∗)ℓ2fin. It can be actually seen that
(1l− L∗)eαL

∗

Ω ∈ (D(LGN) ∩D(NLG)) \ (1l− L∗)ℓ2fin for α 6= 0.

Remark 5.7 In (5.3), if ϕ ∈ Ran(1l− L∗), then we have

[N,LG]ϕ = i
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(

ξn,
(

L∗k + Lk
)

ϕ
)

ξn = i
(
(1l− L∗)−1 + (1l− L)−1 − 21l

)
ϕ. (5.4)

(5.4) can be extended in (5.8).

5.2 Generalization of Galapon operator TG

In Theorem 5.4 we show that TG can be expressed as i{log(1l− L)− log(1l− L∗)} on ℓ2fin.
We shall generalize this. We set

Lg = i
{
log (1l− gNL)− log

(
1l− L∗g−1

N

)}
.

Lemma 5.8 Let g be a complex-valued function on N such that |gn| = 1 for all n ∈ N.

Then Lg is unitary equivalent to LG on ℓ2fin.

Proof: We can construct the unitary operator V on ℓ2 such that gNL = V ∗LV . It is

actually given by

V (c0, c1, c2, c3, . . . , ) = (c0, g0c1, g0g1c2, g0g1g2c3, . . . , ).

Since |gn| = 1, V is unitary. Thus Lg is unitary equivalent to LG. ✷

Let ℓ21(g) =
{∑∞

n=0 cnξn ∈ ℓ2
∣
∣
∑∞

n=0 g!(n)cn = 0
}
, where g!(n) =

∏

k≤n gk.

Theorem 5.9 Let g be a complex-valued function on N.

(1) Suppose that |gn| > 0 for all n ∈ N. Then [N,Lg] = −i1l on D(NLg) ∩D(LgN).

(2) Suppose that |gn| = 1 for all n ∈ N. Then Lg is a bounded time operator with CCR-

domain D(NLg) ∩D(LgN).

Proof: As in the proof of Theorem 5.5, we see that D(NLg) ∩ D(LgN) ⊂ ℓ21(g). For any
ϕ ∈ D(NLg) ∩ D(LgN), we have

[N,Lg]ϕ = i

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(

ξn,
((
L∗g−1

N

)k
+ (gNL)

k
)

ϕ
)

ξn = −iϕ.

Then (1) is proven. Since LG is self-adjoint and bounded, Lg is also self-adjoint and

bounded from Lemma 5.8. By (1) Lg satisfies the canonical commutation relation. ✷

Lg is no longer a symmetric operator when |g| 6= 1. Therefore, in order to construct a
time operator from Lg with |g| 6= 1, we need to symmetrize it.
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Corollary 5.10 Let g be a complex-valued function on N. Suppose that there exist n0 ∈ N,
c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) and d1, d2 ∈ (0, 1/2) such that, for all n > n0,

c1n
−d1 ≤

n∏

k=0

|gk| ≤ c2n
d2 . (5.5)

Then (Lg + Lḡ−1)/2 is a time operator of N .

Proof: The assumption c1n
−d1 ≤∏k≤n |gk| implies that for any m ∈ N

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

k≥1

1

k

(
L∗g−1

N

)k
ξm

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

k≥1

1

k

(
k−1∏

l=0

gm+l

)−1

ξm+k

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

≤




∑

1≤k≤n0

1

k2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

k−1∏

l=0

gm+l

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

−2

+
∣
∣c−1

1 g!(m− 1)
∣
∣
2
∑

k>n0

k−2(1−d1)





1/2

<∞.

Thus ξm ∈ D(log
(
1l− L∗g−1

N

)
) and ξm ∈ D(Lg). In the same way,

∏n
k=0 |gk| ≤ c2n

d2

implies that ξn ∈ D(log (1l− L∗ḡN)) and then ξn ∈ D(Lḡ−1). Thus (5.5) implies that ξn ∈
D(Lg) ∩ D(Lḡ−1). Since L∗

g ⊃ −i
{
log(1l− L∗ḡN)− log(1l− ḡ−1

N L)
}
= Lḡ−1 , the operator

Lg + Lḡ−1 is symmetric. The canonical commutation relation
[
N, (Lg + Lḡ−1)/2

]
= −i1l is

proven in the same way as Theorem 5.9. ✷

5.3 Conjugate operators of the form log(1l−p(L))−log(1l−p(L∗))

In Section 4.4 conjugate operators of the form log p(L) is considered. Let Yp = 1l − p(L).

In this section we consider conjugate operators of the form

Xp = log(Yp)− log(Y ∗
p ),

under some conditions on polynomials p. Xp is a generalization of LG. Note that Ker(Y ∗
p ) =

{0} if p 6= 1. Hence the inverse of Y ∗
p exists.

Lemma 5.11 Let p be a polynomial. Suppose that Yp is injective and limk→∞ p(L)k = 0.

Then

[N, log Yp] = Lp′(L)Y −1
p (5.6)

on Ran(Yp) ∩D (N log Yp) ∩ D (log(Yp)N) and

[
N, log(Y ∗

p )
]
= −L∗p′(L∗)(Y ∗

p )
−1 (5.7)

on Ran(Y ∗
p ) ∩ D

(
N log(Y ∗

p )
)
∩D

(
log(Y ∗

p )N
)
.
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Proof: Let ϕ ∈ D (N log Yp) ∩ D (log(Yp)N) and ϕ = Ypψ. Inserting the expansion ϕ =
∑∞

n=0(ξn, ϕ)ξn to [N, log Yp]ϕ, we see that

[N, log Yp]ϕ = −
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

1

k

(
ξn,
[
N, p(L)k

]
ϕ
)
ξn.

Since [N, p(L)k] ⊂ −kLp′(L)p(L)k−1, we have

[N, log Yp]ϕ =
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(
ξn, Lp

′(L)p(L)k−1ϕ
)
ξn

=

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(
ξn, Lp

′(L)p(L)k−1(1l− p(L))ψ
)
ξn.

By assumption limk→∞ p(L)k = 0, we have

[N, log Yp]ϕ = −
∞∑

n=0

lim
k→∞

(
ξn, Lp

′(L)p(L)kψ
)
ξn +

∞∑

n=0

(ξn, Lp
′(L)ψ) ξn = Lp′(L)Y −1

p ϕ.

Then (5.6) follows. (5.7) can be shown in a similar way to (5.6). ✷

From Lemma 5.11, if Lp′(L)Y −1
p + L∗p′(L∗)(Y ∗

p )
−1 has a non-zero eigenvalue, then N

has a conjugate operator on the eigenvector space. Let S1 = {α ∈ C | |α| = 1}. Thus, we
have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.12 Let p be a polynomial with degree m such that

(1) 1l− p(L) is injective,

(2) lim
k→∞

p(L)k = 0,

(3) {z ∈ C | 1− p(z) = 0} ⊂ S
1.

Let α1, . . . , αm ∈ C be all roots of 1− p(α) = 0 within the multiplicity. Then

[

N,
i

m
Xp

]

= −i1l

with CCR-domain Ran
(∏m

i=1(αiL
∗ − 1l)

)
∩ D(XpN) ∩D(NXp).

Proof: By Lemma 5.11 we have

[N,Xp] = Lp′(L)Y −1
p + L∗p′(L∗)(Y ∗

p )
−1

=

m∑

i=1

(
αi(αi1l− L)−1 + αi(αi1l− L∗)−1 − 21l

)
. (5.8)
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Note that (5.8) corresponds to (5.4). It suffices to show that the right-hand side above has
an eigenvector in D (NXp) ∩ D (XpN). Since αi ∈ S1,we see that

m∑

i=1

(
αi(αi1l− L)−1 + αi(αi1l− L∗)−1

)
=

m∑

i=1

(
αi(αi1l− L)−1 + α−1

i (α−1
i 1l− L∗)−1

)
.

Let ψ ∈ ℓ2 \ {0} and ϕ = (αL∗ − 1l)ψ. Since

(
α(α1l− L)−1 + α−1(α−11l− L∗)−1

)
ϕ = αL∗ψ − ψ = ϕ,

ϕ is an eigenvector of α(α1l − L)−1 + α−1(α−11l − L∗)−1 with an eigenvalue 1. Hence
∏m

i=1(αiL
∗ − 1l)ψ is an eigenvector of Lp′(L)Y −1

p + L∗p′(L∗)(Y ∗
p )

−1 with the eigenvalue −1
and

[N,Xp]

m∏

i=1

(αiL
∗ − 1l)ψ = −m

m∏

i=1

(αiL
∗ − 1l)ψ.

Then a CCR-domain is given by Ran(
∏m

i=1(αiL
∗ − 1l)) ∩ D(XpN) ∩ D(NXp), and the

theorem is proven. ✷

Corollary 5.13 Let |ω| = 1. Then im−1{log(1l − ωLm) − log(1l − ω∗L∗m)} is a time
operator of N .

Proof: Let p(z) = ωzm. Then the corollary follows from Theorem 5.12. ✷

6 Classification of conjugate operators

In this section we focus on investigating conjugate operators of the form

Tω,m =
i

m
log(ω1l− Lm) (ω,m) ∈ D× (N \ {0}).

This type of operators have appeared in Lemma 5.1 and Corollary 5.13. Furthermore note

that TA ∼= LA0 ⊕LA1. In Example 4.18 we mentioned that to investigate the CCR-domain
of LA0 and LA1 can be reduced to investigate the CCR-domain of

i

2
logL2 = T0,2.

Let us define the family of operators with parameters ω and m by

T = {Tω,m | ω ∈ D, m ≥ 1}.

We divide T into three disjoint families:

T = T{0} ∪ TD\{0} ∪ T∂D.
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Here

T{0} = {Tω,m | ω = 0, m ≥ 1},
TD\{0} = {Tω,m | 0 < |ω| < 1, m ≥ 1},
T∂D = {Tω,m | |ω| = 1, m ≥ 1}.

In what follows we discuss CCR-domains of Tω,m.

We define

ℓ2m =
{

ϕ ∈ ℓ2
∣
∣
∣ lim
k→∞

(1l− Lm)kϕ = 0
}

,

Theorem 6.1 (T{0}) We have
[

N,
i

m
logLm

]

= −i1l

on ℓ2m ∩ D(N logLm) ∩D(log(Lm)N), and dim (ℓ2m ∩ D(N logLm) ∩D(log(Lm)N)) = ∞.

Proof: This is a special case of Theorem 4.19. Let p(z) = zm. Then zp′(z)−mp(z) = 0 for

all z ∈ C. In a similar way of the proof of Theorem 4.19, for any ϕ ∈ ℓ2m ∩ D(N logLm) ∩
D(log(Lm)N), we see that [N, logLm]ϕ = −m∑∞

k=1 (1l− Lm)k−1 Lmϕ = −mϕ. Then the

theorem follows. ✷

Next we consider TD\{0}. Let c ∈ C and we recall that

D(ω − zm, c)

= LH{ϕ | ∃α ∈ C s.t. |1− ω + αm| < 1, αm = c(m+ c)−1ω, ϕ ∈ Ker(L− α1l)}.

Theorem 6.2 (TD\{0}) Let ω ∈ D \ {0}. Then for c ∈ C \ {0} such that |c| is sufficiently
small, we see that D(ω − zm, c) 6= {0}, dimD(ω − zm, c) <∞ and

[

N,− i
c
log(ω1l− Lm)

]

= −i1l

on D(ω − zm, c). Moreover, for any c ∈ C \ {0}, there is no infinite dimensional CCR-

domain for N and c log(ω − Lm)

Proof: Let p(z) = ω − zm with |ω| < 1 and |ω − 1| < 1. Suppose that c is a sufficiently
small positive number. Then zp′(z) + cp(z) = −(c +m)zm + cω = 0 has the roots

αk =

∣
∣
∣
∣

c

c+m

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω1/me2πik/m, k = 0, . . . , m− 1.

By Theorem 4.19, since |p(αk) − 1| = |ω − 1 − αm
k | < 1 and |αk| < 1, k = 0, . . . , m − 1,

we have [N, i
c
log(ω1l − Lm)] = i1l on Ker(L − αk1l) for k = 0, . . . , m − 1. Moreover the

dimension of the CCR-domain LH{Ker(L− αk1l), k = 0, . . . , m− 1} is finite. ✷

We consider conjugate operators of the form i{log(ω1l−L)−log(ω̄1l−L∗)} with ω ∈ ∂D.
We consider Log(ω1l−A) for log(ω1l− A) to avoid a singularity.
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Definition 6.3 (Log(ω1l− A)) Let A be a linear operator on a Hilbert space H. We define

D(Log(ω1l−A)) =

{

ϕ ∈
∞⋂

k=0

D(Ak)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

lim
K→∞

K∑

k=1

1

k

(
1

ω
A

)k

ϕ exists

}

,

Log(ω1l− A)ϕ = log(ω)ϕ−
∞∑

k=1

1

k

(
1

ω
A

)k

ϕ, ϕ ∈ D(Log(ω1l−A)). (6.1)

Theorem 6.4 (T∂D) Let ω ∈ ∂D. Then Lm,ω = im−1(Log(ω1l − Lm) − Log(ω̄1l − L∗m))

is a time operator with the dense CCR-domain D(NLm,ω) ∩ D(Lm,ωN).

Proof: As in the proof of Theorem 5.5, we see that

D(NLm,ω) ∩D(Lm,ωN) ⊂
{

∞∑

n=0

cnξn

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

n=0

ω̄ncl+mn = 0 for all l < m

}

and for any ϕ ∈ D(NLm,ω) ∩ D(Lm,ωN),

[N,Lm,ω]ϕ = i
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=1

(
ξn,
(
(ω̄Lm)k + (ωL∗m)k

)
ϕ
)
ξn = −iϕ.

Then the theorem follows. ✷

T{0} TD\{0} T∂D

Tω,m ω = 0 ω ∈ D \ {0} ω ∈ ∂D

boundedness unbounded unbounded bounded

CCR-domain infinite dim. finite dim. dense

example TA TG = T1,1 + T ∗
1,1

log Def 3.1 Def 3.1 Def 6.3

Table 1: Classification of Tω,m

We can also introduce operator Tω,m with |ω| > 1 by a Dunford integral. See (A.1) in

Appendix.

7 Weak Wyle relations for N

In this section we consider the time evolution of conjugate operators. The Weyl relation

[19]
e−ispe−itq = eiste−itqe−isp, s, t ∈ R.
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holds true. From this we can derive the so-called weak Weyl relation [14]:

qe−itp = e−itp(q + t), t ∈ R, (7.1)

on D(q). The strong time operator T is defined as an operator satisfying (7.1) with q and p

replaced by T and Hamiltonian H , respectively. More precisely, we explain the weak Weyl
relation (7.1) as follows.

Definition 7.1 We say that the pair (H,A) consisting of a self-adjoint operator H and a
symmetric operator A on a Hilbert space H obeys the weak Weyl relation if for all t ∈ R,

(1) e−itHD(A) ⊂ D(A);

(2) Ae−itHϕ = e−itH(A+ t)ϕ for all ϕ ∈ D(A).

Here A is referred to as a strong time operator associated with H . Note that a strong time
operator is not unique. If strong time operator A is self-adjoint, then it is known that

e−isAe−itH = e−iste−itHe−isA, s, t ∈ R

holds. In particular when Hilbert space is separable, by the von Neumann uniqueness
theorem the Weyl relation above implies that H and A are unitarily equivalent to ⊕np

and ⊕nq with some n ≤ ∞, respectively. As was mentioned above, although a strong time
operator is automatically a time operator, the converse is not true. It is remarkable that

when the pair (H,A) obeys the weak Weyl relation, H has purely absolutely continuous
spectrum. For example since the spectrum of N is purely discrete, there is no strong time

operator associated with N . Weak Weyl relation can be understood as the time evolution

of A:

eitHAe−itH ⊃ A+ t (7.2)

We can see the time evolution of the Galapon operator directly. It can be seen that

TG(t)ϕ = i
∞∑

n=0

∑

m6=n

e+it(n−m)(vm, ϕ)

n−m
vn.

Hence TG(t) is periodic so that

TG(t+ 2πn) = TG(t), n ∈ N, t ∈ R.

Let us consider the time evolutions of general conjugate operators. We define

Tω,m(t) = eitNTω,me
−itN .
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Theorem 7.2 Let Tω,m ∈ T . Then

Tω,m(t) =
i

m
log(ω − e−itmLm)

and Tω,m(t) is periodic with period 2π/m, i.e.,

Tω,m(t) = Tω,m(t+ (2π/m)n), n ∈ N, t ∈ R.

Proof: Since eitNLe−itN = e−itL, we see that eitN log(ω1l− Lm)e−itN = log(ω − e−itmLm).
✷

Example 7.3 It is shown that the angle operator TA = 1
2
(arctan q−1p ⊕ arctan pq−1) can

be represented as

1

2
arctan

(
q−1p

) ∼= i

2
log

(√

N + 21l

N + 1l
L2

)

,

1

2
arctan

(
pq−1

) ∼= i

2
log

(√

N + 1l

N + 21l
L2

)

in Theorem 4.9. Thus the period of the time evolutions of both of arctan (q−1p) and

arctan (pq−1) are π.

Finally we show an example of (3.2). Let ω = 0 and consider the time evolution of

T0,m(t).

Corollary 7.4 Let m ∈ N and arg e−itm 6= 0. Then

log(−e−itmLm) 6= log
(
e−itm

)
+ log(−Lm).

Proof: Suppose that log(−e−itmLm) = log (e−itm) + log(−Lm). Then we see that

eitNT0,me
−itN =

i

m
log(−e−itmLm) = − 1

m
arg e−itm +

i

m
log(−Lm) = − 1

m
arg e−itm + T0,m.

Hence we see that for any eigenvecotr vn of N

(vn, T0,mvn) = (vn, e
itNT0,me

−itNvn) = − 1

m
(vn, arg e

−itmvn) + (vn, T0,mvn). (7.3)

Since (vn, arg e
−itmvn) 6= 0, (7.3) is contradiction. Then the corollary follows. ✷
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A CCR domains for T
D
c

We consider conjugate operators of the form i log(ω1l − Lm) with |ω| > 1. To avoid a
singularity, we need to modify the definition of i log(ω1l− Lm). Let rD = {rz | z ∈ D} for

r > 0 and f be an analytic function such that f(rD) 6∋ 0 for some r > 1. Then log f is
analytic on rD. Let ‖A‖ < 1. Since (z − A)−1 is bounded for any z 6∈ D, it can be seen

that the Dunford integral
∮

r∂D
log f(z)(z − A)dz defines the sesquilinear form

(ϕ, ψ) 7→ Q(ϕ, ψ) =

∮

r∂D

log f(z)(ϕ, (z − A)−1ψ)dz. (A.1)

(A.1) also defines the bounded operator such that Q(ϕ, ψ) = (ϕ,Bψ). B is also denoted
by the same symbol log f(A) as that of Definition 3.1. Set f(z) = ω − zm and A = L.

Then we can define log(ω1l− Lm) by (A.1).

Lemma A.1 There is no polynomial p satisfying the following conditions:

(1) 0 6∈ Spec (p(L)),

(2) [N, i{log p(L)− log p(L∗)}] = −i1l on some infinite dimenstional subspace D.

Proof: Let p(x) =
∑n

k=0 akx
k be a real-valued polynomial with an 6= 0. We see that

p(L)p(L∗)L∗n =

(
n∑

k=0

akL
∗n−k

)(
n∑

k=0

akL
∗k

)

=
n∑

k,l≥0

akalL
∗n−l+k. (A.2)

It is easy to see that

[N, log p(L)− log p(L∗)] ⊂ −Lp′(L)p(L)−1 − L∗p′(L∗)p(L∗)−1. (A.3)

Note that Ran(L∗n) = {(ck)k∈N ∈ ℓ2 | c0 = · · · = cn−1 = 0}. Hence D ∩ Ran(L∗n) = {0}
implies that dimD < ∞. Then D ∩ Ran(L∗n) 6= {0}, since dimD = ∞. Notice that, for
any k ≤ n, LkL∗k = L∗kLk = 1l on Ran(L∗n). Thus we also have the following relation on

the non-trivial domain by (A.3):

p(L)p(L∗)L∗n

= −p(L)p(L∗)[N, log p(L)− log p(L∗)]L∗n

= Lp′(L)p(L∗)L∗n + L∗p′(L∗)p(L)L∗n

=

(
n∑

k=1

kakL
∗n−k

)(
n∑

k=0

akL
∗k

)

+

(
n∑

k=1

kakL
∗k

)(
n∑

k=0

akL
∗n−k

)

=
n∑

k,l≥1

(kakal + lalak)L
∗n−l+k +

n∑

k=1

kaka0L
∗n−k +

n∑

k=1

kaka0L
∗n+k. (A.4)
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Let L∗nϕ ∈ D \ {0} and n0 = inf supp(ϕ). Comparing the coefficients of L∗0 in (A.2)
and (A.4), we have na0an = a0an. From (1) we have a0 6= 0. Since a0an 6= 0, we see that

n = 1. Hence p(x) = ax + b. By (A.4) we also have a = ±b, and then p(x) = a(1 ± x).
We conclude that p(L) = a(1l ± L) and Spec(p(L)) = p(Spec(L)) ∋ 0. This contradicts

0 6∈ Spec (p(L)). Then the lemma follows. ✷

Theorem A.2 Let |ω| > 1. The operator i{log(ω1l−Lm)− log(ω̄1l−L∗m)} has no infinite

dimensional CCR-domain for N .

Proof: Let p(z) = ω − zm with |ω| > 1. Then Spec(p(L)) 6∋ 0. Thus the theorem follows

from Lemma A.1. ✷

Remark A.3 The existence of a non zero CCR domain of i{log(ω1l−L)− log(ω̄1l−L∗)}
with |ω| > 1 is unknown.
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