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ABSTRACT. It is known that the momentum operator canonically conjugated to the po-
sition operator for a particle moving in some bounded interval of the line (with Dirichlet
boundary conditions) is not essentially self-adjoint: it has a continuous set of self-adjoint
extensions. We prove that essential self-adjointness can be recovered by symmetrically
weighting the momentum operator with a positive bounded function approximating the
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sistently obtained from a similarly weighted classical momentum through the so-called
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to study functional analysis aspects of quantum
and semi-classical descriptions of the motion of a particle in a bounded Borel
set in R, e.g., an interval, when these quantum models are derived from the
Weyl-Heisenberg covariant integral quantization |1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Briefly, the
latter procedure is the linear map

(L) )= Ap = [ TP f(qup) elr0-aP e ieaer),
RZ

transforming the function (or distribution) f(g,p) of phase space variables
(¢,p) € R? into the operator Ay acting in the Hilbert space L*(R,dxz). The
operator Qo has unit trace, and the operator ePQ—1F) = U(q,p) is the
familiar unitary Weyl operator built form the self-adjoint position ) and
momentum P operators. The map (1.1) transforms f = 1 into the identity
operator 1, and is Weyl covariant:

U(go, o) Ag Ulgo p0)' = Argopeyrs  (T(q0,20).f) (¢:p) := f (¢ — q0.p — po) -

This quantization allows a lot of freedom: arbitrariness in the choice of Qg,
and wide range of objects f to be quantized (e.g. from smooth functions
to tempered distributions). In particular, if one deals with the motion of
a particle, mass m, in an interval E, nothing prevents us to restrict the
map (1.1) to functions mainly localised on E, more precisely through the
weighting

(1.2) fa,p) = up(q)f(q,p),

where up is the indicator function of E or a positive smooth approximation

of it. Hence the kinetic energy of the particle, K = 2?; is transformed

m
L N
am(q)’ " ug(o)
infinite outside £. In this sense, the mechanical model is different from
the infinite square well for which the potential V', and consequently the
mechanical energy K + V, are infinite outside the well.

Also note that our regularisation procedure is distinct from well-known
approaches in use in quantum mechanics in dealing with singular potentials,
for instance those connected with point interactions [0, 7, &].

Now, the noticeable outcome of the present work is the proof of the fol-
lowing (Theorem 5).

into a variable mass one, ug(q)K = , which becomes

Let a(x) be a positive bounded function on R and P = —ii the (essen-

dx

tially) self-adjoint momentum operator in L?>(R,dx). Then the symmetric
a(x)Pa(zx) is self-adjoint.

This looks quite a reasonable result, but its proof is not given in the liter-
ature, in our knowledge, at least in the way we prove it. Actually, products
of functions of the position operator ) and of the momentum P have been
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considered in the literature not so often and not so recently and mostly as
tools for facing other problems like in [9]. For instance, B. Simon in [10]
considers the problem of when an operator of the form f(Q)g(P), with f,g
bounded functions, is trace class. No general results for the self-adjointness of
f(@)g(P)f(Q) when f, g are possibly unbounded, but reasonable functions,
are know to us.

From a physical side, the interest of this result (Theorem 5) is the follow-
ing: through the quantization (1.1), the weight function ug gives rise to the
function a(z). The latter is meant to replace (and regularize) the bound-
aries of F/, to get something smoother. Surprisingly enough, this regularizing
procedure creates other several mathematical subtleties, which are those on
which we focus (and solve) in this paper. For this reason we believe that
this paper could be interesting both for its mathematical and for its physical
aspects.

The material of our quantization procedure and the resulting semi-classical
portraits are summarized in Section 2. The application to the quantization
of weighted or truncated observables for the motion in bounded or semi-
bounded sets and subsequent semi-classical portraits is implemented in Sec-
tion 3. Hilbertian aspects and analysis of relevant operators are developed
in Section 4. Specific examples are examined in Section 5. Our results and
subsequent questions are indicated in Section 6.

2. WEYL HEISENBERG COVARIANT INTEGRAL QUANTIZATION OF THE
MOTION ON THE LINE: A SURVEY

In this section, we give an outline of the Weyl Heisenberg covariant integral
quantization, and the subsequent semi-classical portrait, of the motion on the
line for which the phase space of the pairs (position ¢, momentum p within
the context of Hamiltonian mechanics, time b, frequency w within the context
of Signal analysis) is the Euclidean plane R? = {q,p} (resp. R? = {b,w})
equipped with the Lebesgue measure dgdp (resp. dbdw). All justifications
and details are found in [I, 2, 3]. In this paper we keep the notations (g, p)
with no considerations of physical dimensions, hence the Planck constant A
is put equal to 1.

Note that the mathematical content of this section is not really not new.
For instance one can refer to the contributions by Werner [11], Feichtinger
and Kozek [12]|, Luef and Skrettingland [13]. We should also refer to the
pioneer works by Klauder |14, 15], Berezin [16], Daubechies and Grossmann
[17, 18] on the integral quantization based on standard coherent state.

2.1. Quantization. Precisely, we transform a function f(q,p) into an op-
erator Ay in some separable Hilbert space H through a linear map which
sends the function f = 1 to the identity operator in H and which respects
the basic translational symmetry of the phase space R?. From now on
H = L*(R,dz) = L?%(R). Let Q and P be the essentially self-adjoint position
and momentum operators defined on the Schwartz space (their common core
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domain) S(R) € H as Q¢(x) = z¢(x) and Po(z) = —i %gb(:ﬁ) respectively,

with [@, P] = 1. The Weyl or displacement operator is the unitary operator
defined by

(2.1) Ul(g,p) = @39 UV (q,p) = UT(q,p) = U(~q,—p),
with the alternative “disentanglement” formulae,
(22) U(q,p) _ efi% elPQ o—iaP _ ei% e—iaP ein,

and the composition property,

(2.3) Ulg,p)U(d,p) = e 2P U(qg+ ¢ p+9p)

From the above one sees that the map (q,p) — U(q, p) is a non commutative
unitary projective representation of the abelian translation group R2. It is
just the non trivial part of the von Neumann unitary irreducible representa-
tion of the Weyl-Heisenberg (WH) group Gyyy

(24) GW'H =] (47 qvp) = eiCU(q7p)7
(2.5) ¢ a,p)(¢d. ) = <C +¢' - %(qp' -pq),q+d,p+ p’) -

Given a unit trace operator Qg on H, Tr(Qy) = 1, its unitarily displaced
versions resolve the identity in H (in a weak sense):

(2.6) fRQ dg:p Qg,p) =1, Qg,p) = U(q,p)QU"(g,p).

For instance, for the one-rank projector Qo = [¢)){¢}|, ||¢| = 1, one obtains

e [ P penanl = 1, e i Ul
R2 T
i.e. the familiar resolution of the identity by the overcomplete family of
coherent states |q,p)y.
The fundamental property (2.6) results from the application of the Schur’s
Lemma. It allows to define the integral quantization of a function (or tem-
pered distribution, see for details [1]) on the phase space as the linear map

dgdp

(29 flap) = A = | G o) 200

whenever this integral exists in a weak sense. Hence the identity 1 is the
quantized version of the function f = 1 while Qg is the quantum version of
the Dirac peak 276 (q, p).

The map is covariant in the following sense:

(2.9) U(40,p0) A U(q0,20)" = A7(go.po)f »

where

(2.10) (T (q0,p0)f) (¢,p) :== f(q—qo,p — po) -
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This property justifies the name “Weyl-Heisenberg covariant quantization”:
no point in the phase space is privileged.
Let us now introduce the WH transform of the operator £

(2.11) (g, p) = Tr (U(—¢, —p)Qo) -

This defines a bounded function on the phase space, ||II||, = 1, such as
I1(0,0) = 1. It can be viewed as an apodization 23] on the plane, which
determines the extent of our coarse graining of the phase space. In a certain
sense this function corresponds to the Cohen “f” function [24| (for more
details see |25] and references therein) or to Agarwal-Wolf filter functions
[26].

The inverse WH-transform to (2.11) exists due to the two remarkable
properties [1, 3| of the displacement operator U(q, p),

dg d
@12) | Ulen) S5 = 2P and T (Ula.p) = 2m(a.p).

where P = P~! is the parity operator defined as PU(q,p)P = U(—q, —p).
Consistently to (2.12), its trace is put equal to Tr(P) = 1/2. Hence one gets
Qg from II:

(2.13) Q) = ij

Many features of our quantization procedure are better captured if one
uses an alternative quantization formula through the so-called symplectic
Fourier transform. The latter is defined for f € L'(R) or, more generally, for
f a tempered distribution, i.e. in S’(R?), as

dgdp

5 1@:p) Ulg,p).

Sy d/d/
— | e —a) pg p) 2P
(2.14) Ss[f'](q,p)—fwe TP 50

It is involutive, Fs [Fs[f]] = f like its dual defined as Fs[f](q,p) = Fs[f](—q, —p).
By replacing Qg in (2.8) by its expression (2.13) in terms of II(q,p) one
easily find the alternative form of the quantization map:

(2.15) f—Ap= ij dg—:p%_s[f] (¢.p) (q,p)U(q, p) .

Note that if Qg is symmetric, i.e. II(—¢q,—p) = Il(g,p), a real function
f(g,p) is mapped to a symmetric operator Ay. Moreover, if the unit trace-
class g is non-negative, i.e., is a density operator, then a real semi-bounded
function f (g, p) is mapped to a self-adjoint operator Ay through the Friedrich
extension [27] of its associated semi-bounded quadratic form.

The formula (2.15) allows to make more easily explicit the action Ay as
the integral operator
+00

(2.16) L*(R,dz) 3 ¢(z) — (Aro)(z) = j B dz’ Ag(z,2") ('),
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with kernel given by

1 +00 ~ ~ /
(2.17) Af(:n,:zt') = 2—j dq fp(q, 2" — )11, (m —aq— T ) .
T J_o 2

Here the symbol fp stands for partial Fourier transform of f with respect its
second variable p:

2.18 f _ ! +ood —iyp
(2.18) fp(%y)_ﬁf_w pflg,p)e ™.

Of course we suppose that the kernel (2.17) and involved partial distributions
are well defined, at least in the sense of distributions.

Particular functions. If f factorises as f(q,p) = u(q)v(p), then the kernel
(2.17) factorises as

(2.19) Awo(z,2') = 0(2' — x) Fy(2,2"),
with
1 +00 N /
(2.20) Fy(z,2') = 2—f dgu(q)IL, <a; —a',q— v ) .
T J_on 2

Hence, in the case v(p) = p", for a nonnegative integer n, standard distribu-
tion calculus leads to the formula:

(221) Ay = \/ﬂéo <:1> iy

anfm

aynfm

Fu(Q,y) P™,

y=Q

where we suppose that all manipulations in the above are valid (integrations,
derivations,...) at least on the level of distributional calculus, which entails
a supplementary conditions on Qg through (2.11).

There results that if f depends on ¢ only, f(gq,p) = u(q), its quantization
is the multiplication operator in H :
(2.22)

1 —
Ay =wy(Q), wy(x) = V2rF,(2,2) = —= u=F[(0,-)](z) = u=~(z),
Ver

where F is the inverse 1-d Fourier transform, and “” stands for convolution
with respect to the second variable (-). We have introduced in (2.22) the
convenient notation:

1 -~ 1 —
v(z) = EHP(O’ —x) =

where the 1-d Fourier transform concerns the second variable ().
If f(q,p) = v(p) is a function of p only, then A, depends on P only through
the convolution:

(2.23)

1

(2'24) Ay = U<P)7 U(p) = \/%

v F[I(-,0)](p) = v+ w(p),
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with
1
2.25 = —— F|II(-,0 .
(2.25) @ (p) Ner [I1(-, 0)](p)
For the simplest cases u(q) = ¢ and v(p) = p one obtains
0 0
2.26 A, =Q —i=1II(0, , A,=P+i—=—II(q,0 ,
( ) g =@ op ( p)p=0 P oq (¢ )q=0

and so the expected canonical commutation rule [A,, A,] = il. This result
is actually the direct consequence of the underlying Weyl-Heisenberg covari-
ance when one expresses Eq.(2.9) on the level of infinitesimal generators.
Also the additive constants appearing in (2.26) vanish if moreover IT is even,

The two following cases have also to be considered in regard to the content
of this paper.

(2.27)
Aup =Wy (Q)P + ¢, (Q), culx) := —ivor (%Fu(x,y)

)

y=x
(2.28)
2
Aup2 = Wu(Q)P2 + 2cu(Q)P + du(Q)y du<x) = _\/% aTyFu(‘Tay)
y=x

Particular II or 9.
(i) f I = 1, then Qg = 2P, and §s[II](q,p) = 27d(q, p).
(i) If Qo = [1)<¢|, with [[¢]] = 1, then
(229) (g, p) = e % (F[¢] = F[t—g0]) (p).

where F[t_,¥](p) = P F[4](p). The corresponding integral kernel is

given by
(2.30) Ay(z, o) v f dq fulq, @' — ) ¥(z — ) (@ — q)

The symplectic Fourier transform of (2.29) reads

8alMl(g,p) = f; dye ™y (5 —q) v (=5 - a)
= 21Wy(—q, —p)

where W, is the Wigner function [19, 20] of the pure state |[¢){(¢)|. It is
well known [21, 22] that the latter is a probability distribution on the
plane with measure dgdp only if ¢(x) has the form

(2.32) Y(z) = Ne atbrte 4 p ceC, Re(a) > 0,

(2.31)

where N is a suitable normalization constant.
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2.2. Semi-classical portrait. The quantization formula (2.15) allows to
prove an interesting trace formula (when applicable to f). From Tr (U(q,p)) =
270(q, p) we obtain

dgdp

(23) Tr(4) = 5070 = | rlan) G

By using (2.33) we derive the quantum phase space, i.e., semi-classical, por-
trait of the operator as an autocorrelation averaging of the original f. More
precisely, starting from a function (or distribution) f(gq,p) and through its

~

quantum version A¢, one defines the new function f(q,p) as
dqg’' dp’
27

Tr (Q(q,p)Af) = fRz Tr (Q(q,p) Q¢ ") f(d.p")

The map (¢',p") — Tr (Q(g,p) Q(¢’,p’)) might be a probability distribution
if this expression is non negative. Now, this map is better understood from
the equivalent formula,

(2.34)

~

(2.35)  flg.,p) = fRz (35 [I] * Fs [ﬁ]) @ — a0 —p) f(d-P) dq’ dp’

472

where ﬁ(q,p) := II(—q, —p). In particular we have for the coordinate func-
tions ¢ = q + qo and P = p + po, for some constants go and po.

Eq. (2.35) represents the convolution (~ local averaging) of the original
f with the autocorrelation of the symplectic Fourier transform of the (nor-
malised) weight II(g,p). Hence, we are incline to choose windows II(q, p), or
equivalently Qg, such that

(2.36) 3s (1]

is a probability distribution on the phase space R? equipped with the measure
dgdp

27
(2.37) Qo = ZZHW:’X%\, lpl=1, 0<pi <1, sz' =1,

. That Qg be a density operator, i.e.,

is not a sufficient condition ! as it is shown with the pure case state (2.31).
The condition is not necessary either, since the uniform Weyl-Wigner choice
II(q,p) = 1 yields §s[1](¢,p) = 27d(q,p) and Qp = 2P, which is not a
density operator. Note that f = f in this case.

With a true probabilistic content, the meaning of the convolution

(2.38) o [11] + 5 |11]

is clear: it is the probability distribution for the difference of two vectors in
the phase space plane, viewed as independent random variables, and thus is

Contrarily to what it was claimed in [2]
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perfectly adapted to the abelian and homogeneous structure of the classical
phase space: no origin should be privileged.

3. QUANTIZATION AND SEMI-CLASSICAL PORTRAITS OF WEIGHTED OR
TRUNCATED OBSERVABLES

We consider classical motions which are geometrically restricted to hold
within some bounded Borel subset E, e.g. the interval F = [a,b], of the
configuration space R. A standard method to construct a positive smooth
approximation of the characteristic (or indicator) function xy of E is the
following (see for instance [30]). Let us choose a positive function wy, € C®
which is zero for ¢ E and is normalised in the sense that { wg(z)dz =
§,we(x)dr = 1. For o > 0 we define

1
(31) wE70- = —Wg <£> .
g g

The functions wy , are positive, normalised, C*, and they vanish for z ¢ o E.
Let

(3.2) Upo(T) 1= wpg, * Xp(x) = J we.(r—y)dy.
E
It can be shown that uy , — Xz as ¢ — 0 almost everywhere, and, moreover,

that the convergence is uniform on E.
We then smoothly truncate all classical observables to E

(3.3) f(a@,p) = up.(q)f(¢,p) = fe.(a,p).

In particular, the original canonical coordinates ¢ and p become the trun-
cated observables uy ,(q)q and ug ,(q)p respectively.

We further proceed with the Weyl-Heisenberg quantization (2.8) or (2.15)
of the truncated observables fj ,, and obtain the (E, o)-modified operator,

(34)  frole,p) = Apy, = % ij dqdpI1(q,p) Fs[fe..1(a,p) Ula,p).

Quantization formulae given in Section 2 apply here with the change f —
fr.o. Let us start with the quantization of the case f =1, i.e., fu,(¢,p) =
up,(q). It yields the “window” or “localisation” [31] multiplication operator:

(35)  Aup, = (s, #7)(Q) = fR dy1(Q — ) s = Wy . (Q).

with the notation (2.23). The window function wy(z) will play a fundamental
role in the sequel. Its Fourier transform is given by

(3.6) Wi.o(p) = V2 iip . (p) §(p) = tip. (p) TI(0, —p) .

For our present purpose, we also give the quantum counterparts of the (E, o)-
truncated position, momentum and momentum squared (~ kinetic energy).
They are deduced from (2.27) and (2.28), and read as:

(3.7) Agp, =Weo(Q)Q +b5,(Q), bpo(z) = (up,* QY)(7),
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(38) App, =Wpo(Q)P +cp.(Q), cpo.(z)= —ior %FuE,a(xay)

Y=z
(3.9)
02
Asz’g = WE,J(Q)P2+26E,U(Q)P+dE,0(Q)7 dE,J(':U) = _'\/% aTyFUE'U (x7y)

y=x
The modification of the basic commutation rule follows:

(3.10)  [Agp,.Apy, ] =i [W, (Q)Q +wWe,(Q) +wg,(Q)V, . (Q)]

which corresponds to a deformed version of the uncertainty inequality for
these operators.

Of course, the validity of the above formulas depends on the regularity
properties of the function ﬁp(aj,y) which appears in the expression (2.17)
of the integral kernel of A;. From now on we make the following minimal
assumptions.

Assumption 1. The apodisation function (or tempered distribution) I1(q, p)
is chosen such that its symplectic Fourier transform,

d ,d / —I ! !
(3.11) 5 [11] (q,p)—flRZ q%p e WP TI(g '),

is non-negative and so, from the normalisation 11(0,0) = 1, is a probability

distribution on R? equipped with the measure %.

Assumption 2. The partial Fourier transform of 11(q,p),

. 1 [te
(3.12) I, (g,y) = —\/ﬁf dpe™"11(q, p),
—00
is at least twice continuously differentiable on R?.

Assumption 3. The partial Fourier transform ﬁp(q,y) s non-negative at
q=0:

(3.13) 1,(0,4) > 0 Vy e R.

Note that it results from Assumptions (3.12) and (3.13) that the window
function wy , (), given by the convolution (4.1), is non-negative and goes to
0 as x — Foo.

Also note that the Hilbert space in which act the above “(E, o)-modified”
operators is left unchanged. Thus, in position representation, one continues
to deal with H = L?(R). Nevertheless, our approach gives rise to a smooth-
ing of the constraint boundary JF, i.e., a “fuzzy” boundary, and also, if the
function « or II(0, -) is smooth enough, a smoothing of all restricted observ-
able fg.(g,p) introduced in the quantization map (3.4), including the limit
at 0 =0, i.e, when ug, = xp. Indeed, there is no mechanics outside the set
o FE xR defined by the position constraint on the classical level. It is however
not the same on the quantum level since our quantization method allows to
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go beyond the boundary of this set in a way which can be smoothly rapidly
decreasing, depending on the function II(0, p).

Consistently, the semi-classical phase space portrait of the operator (3.4)
is given by (2.35). An equivalent form of the latter reads as more condensed:

(3.14) Feoa,p) = % <§ [H ﬁ] * fE,a) (¢,p).

It should be found to be concentrated on the classical ¥ x R, and so viewed
as a new classical observable defined on the full phase space R? where ¢ and
p keep their status of canonical variables.

Thus, we have the sequence

virtual f(q,p) — truncated fz,(q,p)
(3.15) !
regularised jYE’(,(q,p) < quantum Ay, _,

allowing to establish a semi-classical dynamics a la Klauder [28, 29|, mainly

concentrated on £ x R as ¢ — 0. In other words, ]\”]E,U(q,p) is a different

regularization of the original f(g,p), which takes the place of fz . (q,p).
Note that we can confine our study to the elementary case of the interval,

(3.16) E=(a,p),

since these intervals generate the o-algebra of Borel sets of the real line. This
particular case allows us to compare the well-known quantum mechanics of
a free particle moving in the infinite square well with boundaries the point
o and [ with the new functional material described in the above. Then
we have to compare the Hilbert space L?(a, 3) with the range Ry of the
bounded positive multiplication operator /wg ,(Q) defined by the square
root of the window operator:

(3.17) LA(R) 3 ¢(z) — /Wg, (2)d(z) € Ry < LA(R).
The closure Ry of this range is a sub-Hilbert space of L?(R), which is itself
a subspace of L?(R,wg(x)dx).

4. THE QUESTION OF SELF-ADJOINTNESS

4.1. Prelude. Through the material presented above we are faced to the
following situation. Our quantization procedure has yielded the non-negative
window multiplication operator w, ,(Q) given by:

Wap (@) = Aup, = (s, +7)(Q) = fR dy1(Q — y)upa(y).

with v(z) = \/%—W‘T[H(O, J)](z). The quantisation of the (E,o)-truncated

position yields the symmetric bounded, i.e. self-adjoint multiplication oper-
ator:

Agpo =Weo(Q)Q +b5.(Q),  bro(z) = (up,e * QY)(2).
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The quantisation of the (F,o)-truncated momentum yields the symmetric
operator:

Ay = 5 W0 (QUPY g (Q) (@), cnnle) = <VET £ Fup (o)

y=x

where Fy(z,2') = % J_r;) dqu(q) f[p (m —a',q— #) The quantisation

of the (E,o)-truncated momentum squared (~ kinetic energy) yields the
symmetric operator:

A, = % (Wi, (Q), P*} + %wj;,g@) +{cp..(Q), P} + %C’E,(,(Q) +d5.(Q),

pE,o'

Wlth dE,o-(:E) = —V 27T aaTQyFuE,U (IE, y)‘

=x
Note that the purely -dependent terms appearing in the expressions of
Ay, and Ap% are bounded multiplication operators and do not play any

o

significant role in the self-adjointness properties of these two operators.

Hence, we are led to examine the fundamental questions: Are self-adjointness
of P and P? preserved under such regularisations, or, equivalently, are the
symmetric operators

(4.1) P \/WE,J(Q)P\/WE,J(Q)v P? \/WE,a(Q)P2\/WE,a(Q)

self-adjoint? This is the problem we will consider, at a rather general level,
in the rest of the paper.

4.2. Mathematical setting and results. Let us examine this question on
the level of standard operator analysis. Let ‘H be a Hilbert space. If X is a
linear operator, we denote by D(X), N(X), R(X), the domain, the kernel
and the image of X, respectively.

Assume that A is a bounded everywhere defined symmetric operator and
P a self-adjoint operator with domain D(P), not necessarily coinciding with
the momentum operator.

We are interested in determining conditions for APA to be self-adjoint.
Of course, in view of (4.1), A will be identified later with 1/wy (@), while
P will be identified with the momentum operator, or with its square.

Clearly, D(APA) = D(PA) ={x € H : Az € D(P)}.
It is easily seen that the density of D(PA) and the boundedness of A
imply that (AP)* = PA and therefore AP is closable and AP = (PA)*.

Lemma 1. Let PA be densely defined. The following statements hold.
(i) PA is closed and (APA)* = (PA)*A.
(ii) If AP is closed, then APA is self-adjoint.
(iii) If A has an everywhere defined bounded inverse, then APA is self-
adjoint.
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Proof. (i): The operator PA is closed. Indeed, if x,, - x and PAx, — y,
then since Ax,, — Az it follows that Az € D(P) and PAx, — PAz. The
density of D(PA) also implies that (APA)* exists and we have

(4.2) y€ D((APA)*) « ((APA)x,yy = (PAx, Ay) = (x, (APA)*y)

The second equality holds if and only if Ay € D((PA)*) and (APA)*y =
(PA)*Ay.

(ii): If AP is closed then, AP = AP = (PA)*. This implies that APA =
(PA)*A = (APA)*, by (i).

(iii): If A~! exists in B(H), AP is closed, as it is easily checked. o

Thus, the self-adjointness of APA is guaranteed if one of the equivalent
conditions (a): AP closed or (b): (PA)* = AP, is satisfied.

Remark 2. Let us suppose that A is injective but has a densely defined
unbounded inverse A7! ie., 0 ¢ p(A), the resolvent of A. The operator
A~ is self-adjoint. The study of the closedness of AP is more complicated
in this case, since A is not bounded from below. Assume that z,, — x and
APz, — y, then we can’t conclude that { Px,} is convergent without further
assumptions. But if {Pz,} converges to some z € H, we have

APx, — y and Pz, — z.

Since A1 is closed we obtain that y € D(A~!) and 2 = A~1y. The closedness
of P implies that z € D(P) and z = Px. Then, A~ly = 2 = Pz and, finally
y = APz.

Example 3. Let us suppose that D(PA) = D(P) and PAf — APf = Bf,
for every f € D(P), with B bounded and BD(P) < D(P). We prove that
AP is closed. Indeed, let f, — f with APf,, — g Then Af, — Af and
PAf, — APf, = Bf, converges because of the boundedness of B. Hence,
{PAf,} is convergent. Since PA is closed , we get f e D(PA) = D(P) and
PAf = lim,, o, PAf,. Therefore, APf, — PAf + Bf. Thus f € D(AP)
and ¢ = PAf + Bg. Then AP is closed and, by (ii) of Lemma 1, APA is
self-adjoint.

We now turn to the main problem.

Theorem 4. Suppose that R(A) is closed and N(A) < D(P), PN(A) c
N(A). Then AP = (PA)*.
Proof. First notice that the assumptions imply that H = N(A) @ R(A).
Moreover, since R(A) is closed, there exists v > 0 such that

[Ay] = ~IQyl

where @ denotes the projection operator onto R(A) (consequence of [32,
Theorem 4.13]). Let z € D((PA)*) and y € D(P) n R(A), then y = Ax
for some = € H. The element z can be written as © = (z — o) + zo with
xo € N(A) and z — z9 € R(A) and clearly y = A(x — zp). Hence

(Py,z) = (PA(x — m9), 2) = (x =m0, (PA)*2)
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and so
lz — 2ol [(PA)* 2] = [Q(z — o) || (PA)* 2|
v Az||(PA)* 2] = vyl (PA)*z].

Every element of D(P) is the sum of an element of N(A) < D(P) and one
of R(A) n D(P). The operator P is bounded on N(A). Thus,

[Py, 2)| < Clyl, vy € D(P).
Therefore z € D(P) and in conclusion (PA)* = AP. o

[(Py, )]

NN

It is easy to prove that
Proposition 4. R(A) is closed if and only if there exists m > 0 such that

|Az| = m|z|, VzeH.

Proposition 5. If AD(PA) contains a core D for P, then APA is self-
adjoint.

Proof. Let y € D((APA)*). Then there exists y* € H such that
(APAz,y) ={x,y*), Vxze D(PA).
Now,
(z,y*) = (A7 Az, y*), VzeH,
and so y* € D(A™!). Then,
(APAz,y) = (PAz, Ay) = (x,y*) = (A7 Az, y*) = (Az, A71y*), Ve D(PA).
The equality
(PAz, Ay) = (Az, A7ly*), Vo e D(PA)

implies that Ay € D((P appa))*)-
If AD(PA) contains a core D for P, D((P [ ap(pa))*) = D(P), and therefore
APA is self-adjoint. =

5. MODIFYING THE MOMENTUM OPERATOR

With the above results at hand, we now examine the cases encountered in
Eq. (3.8) and in (4.1).

Let H = L?(R). Let P = —idi, defined on D(P) = WH2(R), where, for
x

D c R, Whkr(D) := {f e CKD) | [ fllkp = (Z;?:O Hf(j)Hg) e < oo}. It is

well-known that P is self-adjoint on D(P), and that C°(R) (or the Schwartz
space S(R)) is a core for P. Let A be the multiplication operator by a
measurable essentially bounded real valued function a(x). Thus, (Af)(z) =
a(x) f(x) for every f e L?(R). Clearly A is bounded and |A| = |a] .
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By Proposition 4, R(A) is closed if, and only if, inf cg a(z) > 0. Therefore,
if a(z) is a positive function with lim,_, a(z) = 0, R(A) is not closed and
Theorem 4 cannot be applied.

We remind that the following statements are equivalent [33, Sec. 4.1,
Example 1]

(1) R(A) is dense.

(2) a(x) # 0 almost everywhere in R

(3) A is injective.

In this case, the inverse A~! is the multiplication operator defined by the

function
a(z)™t ifa(x) #0
() = { 0  ifa(z)=0.

We suppose now that a is bounded and sufficiently smooth in the sense
that a is a member of the following class of functions

A:={ae L*[R) : ap e WH(R), V¢ € C*(R)}.
If a € A then the operator PA is densely defined, since D(PA) contains
CF(R).
It is easily seen that C'(R) n L®(R) = A and Wh2(R) n L®(R) < A
On the other hand, the operator AP is densely defined for every a €
L*(R); indeed, D(AP) = D(P) = W12(R).

Remark 6. Using the density of C*(R) in the Hilbert space W12(R) one
can prove that if a € A then af € WLH2(R) for every f e WH2(R).

We examine here the problem of the closedness of the operator AP when
a is nonnegative function a(z) and a € C'(R) n L®(R). We follow in this
concrete case the strategy outlined in Section 4.

Let {f,} be a sequence in D(AP) = W2(R) such that f, — f and
APf, — g, with respect to the L?-norm. We want to investigate under
which conditions on a(x) we can conclude that f € D(AP) and g = APf.

Let € > 0 and let

Fy={zeR:a(r) > €}.
Then,

j |—ia(z) f},(z) + ia(m)f,%(x)|2 dr > e2j |
Fo

0

(@) — fi ()] da.

Therefore, the sequence {f/} converges in L?(Fy). Let h be its limit. Since
IAP f, — g| — 0, there exists a subsequence {fy,} such that —ia(z)f}, (v)

g9(z)

—ia(z)
where in Fj.
So if there exists € > 0 such that Fy = R, we deduce, taking into account
that P is closed, that f € WY2(R) and APf = g; that is, AP is closed. This

is not surprising because the equality Fy = R implies that the multiplication

converges to g(z) a.e. Hence we conclude that h(z) = almost every-



16 BAGARELLO-GAZEAU-TRAPANI

operator A is bounded with bounded inverse. The same conclusion holds if
R\ F} is a null-set rather than the empty set.

5.1. Self-adjointness of APA. Given a bounded measurable function a on
R, we define the modified momentum operator P, as the operator acting as

(Paf)(2) = —ia(z) - (a(2) f(2)).

As seen before if a € C'(R) n L®(R) then P, is densely defined and sym-
metric. We will study the self-adjointness of P,. As a first step, we compute
(PA)*, because if we can prove that (PA)* = AP then from (i) of Lemma
1 it follows that P, is self-adjoint.

Observe that g € D((PA)*) if and only if there exists h € L?(R) such that,
for every f e D(PA),

(PAL) = | i (@) (@)

—&ﬂ@ﬂ@w
If g € WH2(R), then we can write
(PALg) = | =i (al@) (@) - T

~ —i(a(x) f(@)) - 9 P-HL<@ﬂ@aam.
f f(z) - (—ia(x (m))daz,

where ¢’ denotes the weak derivative of g.
The first term in the integration by parts is 0 because the product of func-

tions in W1H2(R) is in WH2(R) and if u € W2(R) then lim u(z) = 0 [34,

|x|—>00
Corollaries VIIL.8, VIIL.9].
This proves that

{ge WH(R) : ag’ € L*(R)} < D((PA)*).

We notice that, since a € L®(R) and g € W2(R), then, automatically,
ag’ € L*(R). Thus, in conclusion

Lemma 7. Let a € A. Then WY2(R) ¢ D((PA)*) and (PA)*g = —iag/,
for all g e WH2(R).
In general, we do not know if D((PA)*) = W12(R). Thus, we begin with

considering the following set of functions:

F={ae A: D((PA)*) = W2(R)}.
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The set F is nonempty, since it contains every nonzero constant function. If
a € F, then
D((PA)*A) = {f € L*(R) : af e WH(R)} = D(APA).
But as seen in Section 1, (APA)* = (PA)*A. In conclusion,
Proposition 8. If a € F, the operator APA is self-adjoint.

The next step consists in giving conditions for a function a € C'(R) n
L*(R) to belong to F.

Example 9. If A has a bounded inverse and C°(R) < R(PA) = AD(PA),
then a € F.

In general A~ (if it exists) is unbounded. In this case we get what follows.

Proposition 10. If A has an inverse A~! and C*(R) < R(PA), then every
g€ D((PA)* admits a reqular distributional derivative g'.

Proof. The assumption implies that A~! is densely defined. For every ¢ e
CP(R) there exists a unique f € D(PA) such that ¢ = Af. Hence, if
h = (PA)*g,

(Po.g) = (PAS.g) = | =iz (al@)f(2)) -GN
R
- fR f(@h@)de = (A", (PAY*g)
_ f o(x)a(@) Th(@)da
R

This implies that the distributional derivative ¢’ of g (which exists since
g € L*(R)) is a regular distribution and ¢’ = —a~'h. o

Remark 11. From the previous proof we don’t get ¢’ € L?(R); so, we can’t
conclude that g € W12(R). But of course, ag’ € L?(R).

Proposition 12. Under the assumption of Proposition 10, we have
(5.1) D((PA)*) ={ge L*(R): ¢ € L*(R)} = W"*(R).

5.2. Further analysis. As seen before, when looking for the adjoint of a
differential operator one tries to use integration by parts, which holds for
functions in WH2(R) ([34], Cor. VIIL9). For finding the adjoint of P, :=
—ia(:p)% (a(x)-) we should determine the functions g € L?(R) for which there
exists a function h € L?(R) such that

(5.2) jRa<x><a<x>f<x>>’mdx - jR f(@)h(@)da,

and for using integration by parts we need to show first that we are deal-
ing with functions in W12(R). We begin our analysis by considering this
question.
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Question: does equality (5.2) imply that a(x)g(x) has a weak derivative
in L2(R); i.e. a(z)g(x) € WH2(R)?

Taking into account that a(x) > 0 we rewrite

! g(x) = a\xr xT m i
[ @@ s@ya@sis - [ a2 S

If {af; f € D(P,)} o CX(R), then from the previous equation we obtain

| #@aiae - | o@Dz vpe cr®)
R R a(l’)

which implies that a(z)g(z) has a distributional derivative (a(x)g(x)) =
h
(3:) If this derivative is in L?(R), then ag € W12(R). In this case, g €
a(z
D(Fy) and (PFg)(z) = h(z) = a(z)(a(z)g(z))".
Therefore we obtain the following concrete realization of Proposition 5.

Proposition 13. If CX(R) ¢ R(PA), then P, is self-adjoint.

Proof. As shown before the integration by parts is allowed. Then we only
need a standard calculation, taking into account (see Remark 6) that if
a € Aand f(z) € WH3(R), then lim, o a(z) f(z) = 0. Moreover from
the previous discussion it follows that we have to require that (ag)’ is an
L2-function. Then we conclude that if {af; f € D(P,)} > C*(R), then

D(PF) = {ge I*(R) : ag € W'2(R))

and this is exactly the domain of P,.
[m]

Remark 14. We notice that Proposition 13 can be deduced directly from
Proposition 12.

Let a € A and suppose that a > 0, Then the operator A~! exists and
it is possibly unbounded. We prove that in this case CX(R) < R(PA).

Indeed, for every ¢ € CP(R) the function h := % belongs to D(PA), since

ah = a? = ¢ € WH2(R). Therefore the condition {af; f € D(P,)} > C*(R)

a
is satisfied. Thus we get

Theorem 5. Let a(z) € A; a > 0 almost everywhere. Then the operator P,
18 self-adjoint.

Under the same conditions we can prove that operator P2 := —a(x) %a(:n)
is self-adjoint.

Let us now see how the window function used in [1], obtained from uy, =
Xz, E = (o, B), through coherent state quantization, i.e., when |¢) in (2.29)
is given by the Gaussian i(z) = (%)1/4 e~**/2_ fits in our scheme (up to an
irrelevant factor).
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Example 15. Let a(z) = Szofg e tdt — Szoia e_t2dt, with o < 3. Clearly
a € C*(R) and one can also write

T—a 9 B 9
a(z) = f e dt = f e =) dg
z—p a
Observe that a(x) > 0 for every x € R.
A simple estimation shows that

a(x) = J e At < B — o
z—f3

Hence, a € L*(R).

(5.3) d(z) = —e @ Lm0 5

when x < BnLTa; so that a attains its maximum in B% On the other hand,

inf a(x) = 0. Hence the function L is everywhere defined in R but it is
zeR a(x)

unbounded. Therefore A~! exists but is unbounded. The domain of PA is
dense since it contains C*(R). The function a is also in L?(R) as well as
its derivative; so a € W12(R). Finally, we observe that a € A. Proposition
5 applies then ve can conclude that the corresponding operator P, is self-
adjoint.

Remark 16. As mentioned at the very beginning of this paper, the mo-
mentum operator for a particle moving in a bounded interval [a,b] (with
Dirichlet boundary conditions) is not (essentially) self-adjoint. It is clear
that we can regard this operator as being of the form APA where P is, as
above, the momentum on the real line and A is the multiplication operator
by the characteristic function of [a,b]. It is clear as well that this case is
not covered by any assumption we have made on the function a used for
compressing the operator P.

6. CONCLUSION

In this work we have examined the question of the stability of self-adjointness
when a self-adjoint operator P is replaced with APA, where A is a bounded
everywhere defined symmetric operator. This problem is raised within the
context of Weyl-Heisenberg covariant integral quantization of truncated clas-
sical observables, for instance by replacing the momentum p of a particle
moving on the line with its truncated version xz(q)p, where E = («, 3), and
it is connected to the analysis of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, [35, 36, 37].
We have proved that in this case the quantum version APA of xz(q)p is
self-adjoint. The natural next step to be considered is to determine spectral
features of APA with regard to the spectrum of some self-adjoint exten-
sion of the momentum operator of a particle constrained to move within a
bounded set in R, like the interval (¢, ), and more generally to compare the

evolution operators e~ in L2((a, 8)) and e AP*4 in L2(R).
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