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Abstract

Ladder operators are useful, if not essential, in the analysis of some given physical system

since they can be used to find easily eigenvalues and eigenvectors of its Hamiltonian. In

this paper we extend our previous results on abstract ladder operators considering in many

details what happens if the Hamiltonian of the system is not self-adjoint. Among other

results, we give an existence criterion for coherent states constructed as eigenstates of our

lowering operators. In the second part of the paper we discuss two different examples of

our framework: pseudo-quons and a deformed generalized Heisenberg algebra. Inciden-

tally, and interestingly enough, we show that pseudo-quons can be used to diagonalize

an oscillator-like Hamiltonian written in terms of (non self-adjoint) position and momen-

tum operators which obey a deformed commutation rule of the kind often considered in

minimal length quantum mechanics.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.00620v1


I Introduction

In quantum mechanics one of the essential steps to be undertaken is to find eigenvalues and

eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H of the physical system one needs to describe, S. There are

several reasons for this. The first reason is that eigenstates represent the stationary states of S,
i.e. those states which, if S is prepared in one of them, maintain S unchanged during its time

evolution, if no further (external) action occurs. The second is that the eigenvalues represent

the only energy values allowed for S. The third is that the set of the eigenstates is, quite often,

a basis for H, the Hilbert space where S is defined. It is clear, then, that eigenvalues and

eigenstates of H are quite important when dealing with S. For this reason, since the birth of

quantum mechanics, different strategies have been proposed to find new solvable Hamiltonians:

interwining operators, [1, 2, 3], supersymmetric quantum mechanics, [4, 5], are just two of

them. Another well-known startegy makes use of ladder operators, like those appearing in the

harmonic oscillator or, in second quantization and in elementary particles, to deal with bosons

and with fermions. There are thousands of books and papers dealing with bosonic and with

fermionic operators, and here we only refer to [6]. Ladder operators also exist in other contexts,

like in many models driven by non self-adjoint Hamiltonians, see [7, 8, 9, 10]. In these cases, the

point is often that the lowering and the raising operators are not one the adjoint of the other.

This creates a lot of freedom, but also many additional, and maybe unexpected, mathematical

difficulties. This is possibly the reason why this line of research has become so popular and

active in the past few decades, and not only among physicists.

Some years ago, Fernandez started to set up an algebraic treatment of different quadratic

Hamiltonians, not necessarily self-adjoint, [11, 12, 13], based on the possibility that, given some

Hamiltonian H , one can find an operator Z such that [H,Z] = λZ. When this happens, many

interesting results can be deduced. In particular, Z turns out to be a ladder operator, and its

powers, acting on some seed eigenstate ofH , ϕ̂, produces other eigenvectors ofH , corresponding

to different eigenvalues.

In a recent paper, [14], we have extended Fernandez’s results in several ways. In partic-

ular, we have considered some classes of abstract ladder operators (ALOs) useful in different

situations, and connected with different Hamiltonians, self-adjoint or not. For each ALO we

have shown how to construct eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the related Hamiltonian, and we

have proposed some examples arising from pseudo-bosons in one or two dimensions, from quons

and from generalized Heisenberg algebra. In particular, we have considered the following situ-

ations, all living on a certain Hilbert space H, with scalar product 〈., .〉, and with related norm
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‖.‖ =
√

〈., .〉.

1. H0 is a self-adjoint operator acting on H, and Z is a second operator on H satisfying the

equality

[H0, Z] = λZ, (1.1)

for some λ ∈ R. This is essentially Fernandez’s case, [11, 12, 13].

2. H0 is again self-adjoint, H0 = H
†
0, and Z obeys the following commutation rule:

[H0, Z] = λZ[Z†, Z], (1.2)

for some real number λ. This is what happens, in particular, if H0 is factorizable in terms

of Z and Z†, as in H0 = λZZ†.

3. H 6= H† now, and we have a set of operators Zj , j = 1, 2, . . . , N such that:

[H,Zj] = λjZj, (1.3)

λj ∈ C, for j = 1, 2, . . . , N . This extends (1.1) to several ALOs and to the case of non

self-adjoint H .

What is clearly missing, in this list, is the case of (1.2) for an Hamiltonian which is not self-

adjoint, H 6= H†. Indeed, this situation was not considered in [14]. In this paper we fill the gap,

by considering this particular situation, also in view of its possible applications to the interesting

case of pseudo-quons, [15], and of a particular form of deformed generalized Heisenberg algebra,

[16]. We will also show how and when it is possible to introduce bi-coherent states in the present

settings, [9], which is a classical problem to consider in presence of annihilation operators of

any kind, [17]-[22].

The paper is organized as follows:

In the next section we will extend formula (1.2) to an Hamiltonian H which is not self-

adjoint. We will show that, under some mild assumptions, it is still possible to define ladder

operators for H and for H†, and that these operators can be used to construct two families of

biorthonormal vectors which are respectively eigenstates of H and of H†. We will also derive

the expression of their eigenvalues.

In Section III we show how to use these families to construct bi-coherent states of the kind

considered in [9], and we give conditions for this to be possible.
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In Section IV we describe a first class of examples fitting the general construction of our

ALOs. This class is based on pseudo-quons, [15], which are operators obeying a deformed

version of the canonical commutation and anti-commutation relations (CCR and CAR) which

depends on a parameter q, usually taken in the interval [−1, 1]. Here we will show that q needs

not to be in this range, or even to be real. In this perspective our results for quons will be

rather general and new, with respect to those existing in the literature so far. We will also

connect our pseudo-quons with a special version of the quantum harmonic oscillator, for system

with minimal length, and show how these pseudo-quons can be used to diagonalize the (non

self-adjoint) Hamiltonian of the system.

Section V contains another class of examples of ALOs, arising from what has been called

deformed generalized Heisenberg algebra, (DGHA), in [16].

Our conclusions are given in Section VI, while a short Appendix is included in the paper

to clarify some algebraic aspects of our ALOs, particular useful when these are unbounded

operators. A second Appendix concerning graphene is also given as an example of a physical

Hamiltonian not bounded from below.

II Extending (1.2) to H 6= H†

In this section we focus on the possibility of merging the results deduced in [14] from (1.2) and

(1.3). It will not be a surprise to see that this is not so trivial, and requires some effort.

In the following we will deal, most of the time, with three operators H , T and S. We will

always assume to be in one of the following conditions:

(c1) H , T and S belong to the *-algebra L†(D), for some suitable D, see Appendix 1.

(c2) it exists a subspace D ⊆ H, dense in H, which is stable under the action of H , T and S

and their adjoints.

In both these conditions, we can work with combinations of these operators, their adjoints,

and their powers. For instance, [H, T ] = HT − TH makes sense as an element of L†(D), or

simply because when it acts on a vectors f ∈ D we get another element of D, just because

HTf = H(Tf) ∈ D and THf = T (Hf) ∈ D. Of course, this is not an issue if, say T and H

are bounded, since they are defined in (or be extended to) the whole H1.

1As an example of what is meant here that D is stable under the action of some given operators, we could

consider c = 1√
2

(

x+ d

dx

)

, c† = 1√
2

(

x− d

dx

)

and H = c†x, as for the (shifted) quantum harmonic oscillator. In
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Definition 1 Let λ ∈ C be a given complex number. We say that (H, T, S) ∈ Rλ if

[H,S] = λS[T, S]. (2.1)

It is clear that (2.1) extends (1.2), in the sense that (2.1) reduces to (1.2) if H = H† and if

T = S†. In general, in our present settings, there is no reason a priori to require that λ is real.

As in [14] we will call T , S, and their adjoints, ALOs.

We have that:

Proposition 2 The following statemes are all equivalent:

(p1) [H,S] = λS[T, S];

(p2) [H,Sn] = λS[T, Sn], ∀n ≥ 0;

(p3) [H†, S†] = λ[T †, S†]S†;

(p4) [H†, (S†)n] = λ[T †, (S†)n]S†, ∀n ≥ 0.

Proof – We only check that from (p1) follows (p2), using induction on n. The other statements

can be proved easily.

First we notice that (p2) for n = 0 is trivial, while for n = 1 (p2) is simply condition (p1).

Now, if we suppose that [H,Sn] = λS[T, Sn] is true for a fixed n, assuming also (p1), we have

[H,Sn+1] = [H,Sn]S + Sn[H,S] = λS[T, Sn]S + λSn(S[T, S]) =

= λS ([T, Sn]S + Sn[T, S]) = λS[T, Sn+1],

which is what we had to prove. �

From now on we will assume that the lowest (in modulus, if needed) eigenvalue of H is zero.

This is not always a major constraint. In fact, if this is not the case for the given H ′, meaning

that H ′Φ = αΦ, 0 < |α| <∞, we can still consider H = H ′−α11, and HΦ = 0 = 0Φ, so that Φ

is an eigenstate on H with eigenvalue zero. Moreover, if (H ′, T, S) ∈ Rλ, then (H, T, S) ∈ Rλ

as well, since [H, T ] = [H ′, T ] = λS[T, S].

this case the set S(R) of the test functions (C∞ functions, decaying to zero, together with all its derivatives,

faster than any inverse power of x) is stable under the action of each of these operators: cf(x) ∈ S(R),
c†f(x) ∈ S(R) and Hf(x) ∈ S(R) for all f(x) ∈ S(R). Similar stability can be found in other, and also quite

different, situations.
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Remark:– It might be interesting to stress that such a shift does not always allow to recover

what needed here, and in particular that a ground state exists with eigenvalue zero. This is not

possible, when H ′ is not bounded from below (and from above, of course). This is the case, for

instance, of Graphene, see [23] and Appendix 2, but not only, see [24] for a particle on a circle.

A second assumption on H is that it has all eigenvalues with multiplicity one. Also, we will

ask the following:

[H, [T, S]] = 0. (2.2)

Remark:– We should mention that these conditions are satisfied in many situations. For

instance, if S and T are pseudo-bosons, then [T, S] = 11, and this commutes with H , of course.

Also, if T = a, S = b and H = ba, where [a, b]q = ab − qba are pseudo-quons, [15], (2.2) is

satisfied. We will return on this particular example in Section IV. Also, Theorem 3 below

describes a general case in which (2.2) is automatically satisfied. As for the multiplicity of the

eigenvalues, we refer to Sections IV and V for two large class of examples, where this request

is satisfied.

To fix our settings, from now on we will work under the assumption (c2) given at the

beginning of this section. We have the following:

Theorem 3 Let (H,S, T ) ∈ Rλ, and let us assume that (2.2) holds and that all the eigenvalues

of H are non degenerate. Suppose further that a non zero ϕ0 ∈ D exists such that Hϕ0 = 0.

Then, calling

ϕn = Snϕ0, (2.3)

n ≥ 0, and assuming they are all non zero, we put Fϕ = {ϕn, ∀n ≥ 0}. Hence we have

[T, S]ϕn = µnϕn, µn =
〈ϕn, [T, S]ϕn〉

‖ϕn‖2
, (2.4)

and

Hϕn = Enϕn, (2.5)

where

E0 = 0, En = En−1 + λµn−1 = λ

n−1
∑

k=0

µk, n ≥ 1. (2.6)

Proof – First of all, we observe that (2.4) is a simple consequence of (2.2), and of the fact

that all the eigenvalues of H are non degenerate. Hence [T, S]ϕn, if it is not zero, must be an

eigenvector of H with eigenvalue En and, therefore, [T, S]ϕn must be proportional to ϕn. We
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call µn this proportionality constant2. Now, taking the scalar product of this equality with ϕn,

and using the fact that ϕn 6= 0, we conclude the proof of (2.4).

As for (2.5) and (2.6), we use induction on n, starting with n = 0, which is obviously true.

Let us now assume that (2.5) and (2.6) hold for some given n. We want to prove that the

same formulas hold if we replace n with n + 1. For that we write

Hϕn+1 = HSϕn = ([H,S] + SH)ϕn = (λS[T, S] + SH)ϕn = (λµn + En)Sϕn,

which is exactly formula (2.5) with En+1 = En + λµn, as in (2.6).

�

Remark:– First we observe that the stability of D under the action of, say, S, implies that

ϕn ∈ D for all n ≥ 0. But D is also stable under the action of H and T , and their adjoints, so

that [S,H ] : D → D. In principle it could happen that, for some given n0 ∈ N, Sn0ϕ0 6= 0 while

Sn0+1ϕ0 = 0. In this case, we could still set up a strategy similar to the one we will describe

here, but with some changes. However, we will not consider this case here, focusing only on

the case in which each ϕn in (2.3) is different from zero.

Due to the fact that H 6= H†, it is natural to ask if the same results above, or similar, can

be restated for H†. This indeed can be done if we work under the assumptions of Theorem 3,

and if we further assume that Fϕ is a basis for H. In this case, in fact, an unique other basis

of H, Fψ = {ψn, n ≥ 0}, exists which is biorthonormal to Fϕ:

〈ϕn, ψm〉 = δn,m, (2.7)

for all possible n and m. We refer to [25, 26] for this result. In particular, any f ∈ H can be

expanded as follows:

f =
∞
∑

n=0

〈ϕn, f〉ψn =
∞
∑

n=0

〈ψn, f〉ϕn. (2.8)

What is also quite relevant for us is that, using the completeness of Fϕ, it is possible to prove,

using standard ideas, see e.g. [9], that

H†ψn = Enψn, (2.9)

and

S†ψ0 = 0, S†ψn = ψn−1, n ≥ 1. (2.10)

2It might be that [T, S]ϕn = 0. In this case, again [T, S]ϕn is proportional to ϕn, with µn = 0. Again, (2.4)

is satisfied, but it is less interesting. We will assume all throughout this paper µn 6= 0 for all n ≥ 0.
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Hence we see that, while S acts as a raising operator for Fϕ, its adjoint, S†, behaves as a

lowering operator on Fψ. We also observe that the eigenvalues of H†, as those of H , are non

degenerate. These results are similar to others we have deduced in different situations, again

in presence of some non self-adjoint Hamiltonian. As for equation (2.4), we can prove the

following:

Lemma 4 The equations in (2.4) are equivalent to

[T †, S†]ψn = −µnψn, (2.11)

for all n ≥ 0.

Proof – Let us take n,m ≥ 0, and let us consider

〈[T †, S†]ψn, ϕm〉 = −〈ψn, [T, S]ϕm〉 = −µm〈ψn, ϕm〉 = −µmδn,m =

= −µn〈ψn, ϕm〉 = −〈µn ψn, ϕm〉,

where we have used (2.4). Now, for each fixed n, we have, 〈([T †, S†]−µn)ψn, ϕm〉 = 0, ∀m ≥ 0.

Formula (2.11) follows then from the completeness of Fϕ.

�

Incidentally we observe that, comparing (2.11) and (2.4), we have the following identity:

〈ϕ̂n, [T, S]ϕ̂n〉 = 〈ψ̂n, [T, S]ψ̂n〉, (2.12)

∀n 6= 0. Here ϕ̂n = ϕn
‖ϕn‖ , and ψ̂n = ψn

‖ψn‖ .

Going now back to Proposition 2, we observe that all the commutators considered there in

the left-hand sides involve H , S, and their adjoints. The operator T , in any of its forms, only

appears in the right-hand sides of (p1)− (p4). Hence, it is interesting to consider commutators

like [H, T ], [H†, T †], and so on. This is also because, if H can be factorized as H = λST ,

then the fact that (p1) is satisfied is trivial. But, in the very same way, we also deduce that

[H, T ] = λ[S, T ]T , and [H†, T †] = λT †[S†, T †]. This suggests to refine Definition 1 as follows:

Definition 5 A triple (H, T, S) ∈ Rλ is in R(s)
λ if

[H, T ] = λ[S, T ]T. (2.13)
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Here the suffix (s) stands for strong. It follows that (H, T, S) ∈ R(s)
λ if and only if, for instance,

[H†, S†] = λ[T †, S†]S†, and [H†, T †] = λT †[S†, T †]. (2.14)

We will now show that, if Definition 5 is satisfied, T † acts as a raising operator for Fψ, while its

adjoint T acts as a lowering operator for Fϕ. More explicitly we will now show that a sequence

of complex numbers {γn} can be found such that

T †ψn = γnψn+1, (2.15)

n ≥ 0, and

Tϕ0 = 0, Tϕn = γn−1ϕn−1, n ≥ 1. (2.16)

To prove (2.15) we first observe that T †H†ψn = EnT
†ψn, because of (2.9). Also, because of

(2.14) and of (2.11), we have

[H†, T †]ψn = λT †[S†, T †]ψn = λT † (µnψn) = λµn(T
†ψn).

Hence we have, using (2.6),

H† (T †ψn
)

=
(

[H†, T †] + T †H†)ψn = En+1T
†ψn.

This means that T †ψn is an eigenstate of the non-degenerate eigenvalue of H†, En+1, so that it

must be proportional to ψn+1, as in (2.15).

As for (2.16), this can be proved with a similar technique as in Lemma 4, using the com-

pleteness of Fψ.

From the ladder equations deduced so far we also find that

STϕn = γn−1ϕn, TSϕn = γnϕn, (2.17)

and

S†T †ψn = γnψn, T †S†ψn = γn−1ϕn, (2.18)

n ≥ 0, with the agreement that γ−1 = 0. Of course these results are coherent with (2.2), and

with the analogous for the adjoint operators. In fact we find easily that

[H,ST ] = [H, TS] = [H†, S†T †] = [H†, T †S†] = 0 (2.19)

Moreover, we deduce that

[S, T ]ϕn = (γn−1 − γn)ϕn, [S†, T †]ψn = (γn − γn−1)ψn, (2.20)

9



which can be rewritten, in a bra-ket language, as

[S, T ] =
∞
∑

n=0

(γn−1 − γn) |ϕn〉〈ψn|, [S†, T †] =
∞
∑

n=0

(γn − γn−1) |ψn〉〈ϕn|. (2.21)

If γn − γn−1 = Γ, independent of n, then we conclude that, since Fϕ and Fψ are biorthogonal

bases, [S, T ] = −Γ 11, and [S†, T †] = Γ 11.

III Introducing bi-coherent states for our ALOs

So far, we have no particular reason to fix {γn}: this is just a complex-valued sequence arising

from our discussion above, see (2.15). In what follows we will show how the various γn’s must be

chosen in order to introduce (well-defined) vectors in H which are eigenstates of the lowering

operators T and S† considered in our settings. In other words, we would like to construct,

following the same general procedure proposed in [9], two vectors ϕ(z), ψ(z) ∈ H, z ∈ E , such
that

Tϕ(z) = zϕ(z), S†ψ(z) = zψ(z). (3.1)

Here E is some sufficiently large subset of C, to be identified. As usual, we look for solutions

of (3.1) of the following type:

ϕ(z) = Nϕ(z)
∞
∑

n=0

αnz
nϕn, ψ(z) = Nψ(z)

∞
∑

n=0

βnz
nψn, (3.2)

where Nϕ(z) and Nψ(z) are some z-dependent normalization for the states, while {αn} and

{βn} are complex-valued sequences to be fixed.

Using (2.16) with simple computations we find that

Tϕ(z) = z

(

Nϕ(z)
∞
∑

n=0

αn+1γnz
nϕn

)

,

which is equal to zϕ(z) if the following relation is satisfied ∀n ≥ 0:

αn+1γn = αn. (3.3)

If γ0 = 0, then (3.3) implies that α0 = 0. Moreover, from (2.16) we deduce that Tϕ0 = Tϕ1 = 0,

while from (2.15) we find also that T †ψ0 = 0, which should be added to the annihilation rule

in (2.10), S†ψ0 = 0. These two facts are unusual (T has two vacua, and ψ0 is annihilated by
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two, in general different, operators, T † and S†). To avoid these situations, which however could

have some interest and could be considered anyhow3, we suppose that γn 6= 0 for all n ≥ 0.

When this is the case, we deduce that

αn =
α0

γn−1!
, (3.4)

∀n ≥ 1. Here we have defined γk! = γ0γ1 · · · γk, k ≥ 1. In the rest of the paper we will define

γ−1! = 1, and we take α0 = 1. This is not restrictive, since the normalization of ϕ(z) is still to

be fixed in some way by Nϕ(z). Summarizing we get

ϕ(z) = Nϕ(z)
∞
∑

n=0

zn

γn−1!
ϕn, (3.5)

for all z ∈ E , still to be identified.

In a similar way, from S†ψ(z) = zψ(z), we find the following expression for ψ(z):

ψ(z) = Nψ(z)

∞
∑

n=0

znψn, (3.6)

since we can deduce that β0 = β1 = β2 = . . ., in (3.2), and we are fixing β0 = 1. Once we have

found these formal expressions for ϕ(z) and ψ(z) we want to make these formulas rigorous.

More explicitly, we want to find conditions for the above series to converge in some region of C.

We proceed as in [9], and references therein, giving a (rather mild) sufficient condition which

ensures tha convergence of the series in (3.5) and (A.6). For that we assume that four positive

constant exist, Aϕ, Aψ, rϕ, rψ, and two strictly positive sequences {Mn(ϕ)} and {Mn(ψ)}, such
that

lim
n,∞

Mn(ϕ)

Mn+1(ϕ)
=M(ϕ), lim

n,∞

Mn(ψ)

Mn+1(ψ)
=M(ψ), (3.7)

with M(ϕ) > 0 and M(ψ) > 0 satisfying the following inequalities:

‖ϕn‖ ≤ Aϕr
n
ϕMn(ϕ), ‖ψn‖ ≤ Aψr

n
ψMn(ψ), (3.8)

∀n. Then we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=0

zn

γn−1!
ϕn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
∞
∑

n=0

|z|n
|γn−1!|

‖ϕn‖ ≤ Aϕ

∞
∑

n=0

(rϕ|z|)n
|γn−1!|

Mn(ϕ),

which is a power series in (rϕ|z|). Calling γ = limn |γn|, we can easily check that the series

converge whenever |z| < γM(ϕ)
rϕ

, which could be all of C if M(ϕ) = ∞ or γ = ∞. Similarly, the

3However, we will not do it here.
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series
∑∞

n=0 z
nψn converges when |z| < M(ψ)

rψ
. To conclude that ϕ(z) and ψ(z) are well defined

(in the common region of C in which both bounds on z are satisfied), we need to understand

how Nϕ(z) and Nψ(z) must be defined. As usual, [9], we require that ϕ(z) and ψ(z) satisfy a

sort of mutual normalization:

1 = 〈ϕ(z), ψ(z)〉 = Nϕ(z)Nψ(z)

∞
∑

n,k=0

znzk

γn−1!
〈ϕn, ψk〉 = Nϕ(z)Nψ(z) Γ(z),

where we have introduced

Γ(z) =

∞
∑

n=0

|z|2n
γn−1!

, (3.9)

which converges if |z| < √
γ. Of course, for all those z satisfying this inequality and for which

Γ(z) 6= 0, we conclude that

Nϕ(z)Nψ(z) =
1

Γ(z)
. (3.10)

Remark:– We should stress once more that, since γn is not necessarily real, Γ(z) is not nec-

essarily a real function, even if it only depends on |z| (or, to be even more explicit, on |z|2).
We are now in a position to describe what E must be: indeed we have E = Cρ(0), the circle

centered in the origin and of radius ρ, where

ρ = min

{

γM(ϕ)

rϕ
,
M(ψ)

rψ
,
√
γ

}

.

Now, taken f, g ∈ H, we have
∫

Cρ(0)

dν(z, z) 〈f, ψ(z)〉〈ϕ(z), g〉 =
∞
∑

n,m=0

1

γn−1!
〈f, ψn〉〈ϕm, g〉

∫

Cρ(0)

dν(z, z)
zn zm

Γ(z)
.

If we now put dν(z, z) = Γ(z) dλ(r) dθ, r ∈ [0, ρ[ and θ ∈ [0, 2π[, and we integrate out the

angular part, we conclude that

∫

Cρ(0)

dν(z, z) 〈f, ψ(z)〉〈ϕ(z), g〉 = 2π
∞
∑

n=0

1

γn−1!
〈f, ψn〉〈ϕn, g〉

∫ ρ

0

dλ(r)r2n =

=

∞
∑

n=0

〈f, ψn〉〈ϕn, g〉 = 〈f, g〉,

since Fϕ and Fψ are biorthogonal bases. However, this is possible only if we can find a gener-

alized measure dλ(r) such that
∫ ρ

0

dλ(r)r2n =
1

2π
γn−1!,
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∀n ≥ 0. In particular, this implies that
∫ ρ

0
dλ(r) = 0. This already clarify that dλ(r) cannot

be a measure in the usual sense. This is also clear since the integral
∫ ρ

0
dλ(r)r2n, for n ≥ 1,

can give complex results.

Summarizing, dν(z, z) must be chosen properly, and there is no general reason ensuring

that this can be done. Hence, resolution of the identity for the bi-coherent states is an open

problem, while their proper definition, and the fact that they are eigenstates of T and S†, is

granted for all z ∈ Cρ(0).

IV Pseudo-quons

In this section we will discuss a concrete example fitting well what we have discussed in Section

II. This example is based on pseudo-quons, [9, 15], but in a slightly revised version, where the

q-parameter, usually restricted in the real range [−1, 1], can assume complex values as well.

This possibility, in our knowledge, was not considered in the literature before, and open new

possibilities.

More explicitly, ordinary quons arise from an operator c which, together with its adjoint c†,

satisfies the following q-mutator rule: cc† − qc†c = 11, [27, 28]. This implies, taking the adjoint

of both members of this equation, that cc† − qc†c = 11 as well, so that (q − q)c†c = 0, which is

possible only if q ∈ R.

As in [9, 15], we rather consider a deformed version of the q-mutator:

[a, b]q = ab− qba = 11, (4.1)

where a is, in general, different from b†. As already discussed in Section II, see also [15], formula

(4.1) should be understood in general in the sense of unbounded operators. This means that

we should have either a common dense domain of H, D, stable under the action of a, b, and

their adjoints, or an algebraic settings where these operators naturally live, as the *-algebra

L†(D), see Appendix 1. We work here in one of these conditions.

It is interesting to notice that, going from quons to pseudo-quons, allows us to deal also with

complex values of q. This is what we will do in the first part of this section. More explicitly,

we will deduce some results arising from (4.1) under the general assumption that q ∈ C. To do

this, we will follow essentially the same ideas described in [15]. In fact, most of what we are

going to show here is a simple extension of the results in [15].

We first assume that two non zero vectors Φ0,Ψ0 exist in D such that

aΦ0 = b†Ψ0 = 0. (4.2)

13



Next we define

Φn = αn bΦn−1 = αn! b
n Φ0, and Ψn = βn a

†Ψn−1 = βn! a
†nΨ0, (4.3)

for n ≥ 1, and the sets FΦ = {Φn, n ≥ 0} and FΨ = {Ψn, n ≥ 0}. We have introduced here

αn! = α1α2 · · ·αn and βn! = β1β2 · · ·βn, for all n ≥ 1. This is slightly different from what we

have done in (3.4), where the factorial included also γ0. Notice that these quantities could be

complex, in principle. We further put α0! = γ0! = 1. We introduce

[n]q = 1 + q + q2 + . . .+ qn−1 =
1− qn

1− q
, (4.4)

with the agreement that [0]q = 0 (which, by the way, is what we get from the right-hand side

of this formula). Then, putting N = ba, we can check that

NΦn = [n]qΦn, N †Ψn = [n]q Ψn, (4.5)

for all n ≥ 0. The proof is similar to that in [15] and will not be given here. A standard

consequence of (4.5) is that

〈Ψn,Φm〉 = 0, ∀n 6= m. (4.6)

This is because, if q 6= 1, [n]q = [m]q if and only if n = m. Formula (4.6) can be refined

requiring first that the two vacua Ψ0 and Φ0 satisfy the following:

〈Ψ0,Φ0〉 = 1. (4.7)

If we further assume that

βn αn [n]q = 1, (4.8)

for all n ≥ 1, we conclude that

〈Ψn,Φm〉 = δn,m, (4.9)

∀n,m ≥ 0. Of course, due to (4.6), we only have to prove that 〈Ψn,Φn〉 = 1 for all n ≥ 0. This

is true (by construction) for n = 0. Now, let us assume that 〈Ψn,Φn〉 = 1 for a fixed n. Then

we have

〈Ψn+1,Φn+1〉 = βn+1 αn+1〈a†Ψn, bΦn〉 = βn+1 αn+1〈Ψn, a bΦn〉 = βn+1 αn+1〈Ψn, (11 + qN) Φn〉.

Now, using (4.5) and the induction assumption, we have

〈Ψn+1,Φn+1〉 = βn+1 αn+1 (1 + q[n]q) = βn+1 αn+1[n+ 1]q,

14



so that from (4.8) we conclude that 〈Ψn+1,Φn+1〉 = 1, as we had to prove. Hence we conclude

that FΦ and FΨ are biorthonormal sets. It is a simple exercise to prove further that






















aΦ0 = 0, aΦn = αn [n]qΦn−1, n ≥ 1

bΦn = 1
αn+1

Φn+1, n ≥ 0

b†Ψ0 = 0, b†Ψn = γn [n]q Ψn−1, n ≥ 1

a†Ψn = 1
γn+1

Ψn+1, n ≥ 0.

(4.10)

Notice that (4.5) can also be deduced from these ladder equations. As in [9] we could assume,

if needed4, that FΦ and FΨ are G-quasi bases:

〈f, g〉 =
∑

n

〈f,Φn〉〈Ψn, g〉 =
∑

n

〈f,Ψn〉〈Φn, g〉, (4.11)

∀f, g ∈ G, a suitable dense subspace of H. In [9, 10] it is widely discussed the consequences of

this property, which generalizes the Parceval identity for orthonormal bases, and many concrete

physical systems which admit G-quasi bases of eigenvectors of some Hamiltonian are discussed.

For completeness, we give here an example of how the operators a and b look like in concrete

cases, referring to [15] for more details (including the spaces where these operators act, and so

on):

a =
e−2iαx − eiα

d
dx e−iα(x+γ)

−i
√
1− e−2α2

, b =
e2iαx − eiα(x−γ)eiα

d
dx

i
√
1− e−2α2

, (4.12)

for real γ 6= 0. For γ = 0 these operators return a pair (c, c†) of ordinary quons, [29]. We recall

that, in (4.12), q = e−2α2

where α ∈ [0,∞), so that q ∈]0, 1].

IV.1 Pseudo-quons in a deformed oscillator, and their role for ALOs

In this section we use the operators a and b in (4.1) to construct, first, a quantum oscillator-like

non self-adjoint Hamiltonian H written in terms of two (again, non self-adjoint) operators which

extend the position and the momentum operators, but which obey non standard commutation

relations, of the kind we can find in [30, 31, 32] and, more recently, in [33]. One interesting

aspect of our construction is that, because of what we have seen before in Section IV, we will

be able to find eigenvalues and eigenvectors of H and H†. Secondly we will show how a, b, H

and H† fit the abstract settings of Section II.

First of all we use a and b in (4.1) to define two operators x and p as follows:

x = α(b+ a), p = iβ(b− a), (4.13)

4Of course, this should be checked in concrete situations, since it is not automatic.
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where α and β are, in general, complex quantities. Recalling that N = ba we can rewrite

[x, p] = 2iαβ[a, b] = 2iαβ (11 + (q − 1)N) . (4.14)

Now, since a = βx+iαp
2αβ

and b = βx−iαp
2αβ

we have

N =
1

4α2β2

(

β2x2 + α2p2 + iαβ[x, p]
)

,

which, when replaced in the right-hand side of (4.14), returns the following commutator between

x and p:

[x, p] =
4iαβ

q + 1
11 +

i(q − 1)

αβ(q + 1)

(

β2x2 + α2p2
)

. (4.15)

This formula, of course, makes sense if q 6= −1. Going back to (4.1) this means that we cannot

include fermions in our analysis here. Incidentally we observe that, if q = 1 (i.e. for ordinary

bosons), we go back to the well known commutation rule [x, p] = i11 if we fix, as for ordinary

bosons, α = β = 1√
2
in (4.13). We refer to [30, 31, 32, 33], and references therein, for some

results on commutation rules similar to the one in (4.15), and for their role in minimal length

quantum mechanics. Here, we rather introduce the operator

H =
1

2

(

(

p

β

)2

+
(x

α

)2
)

, (4.16)

which looks formally as a quantum oscillator in the rescaled variables p

β
and x

α
. Of course this

is not really so since α and β are, in general, complex, and p and x are not self-adjoint. This

is also made more explicit by noticing that, using (4.14) and (4.15), we can rewrite

H = (q + 1)N + 11, and H† = (q + 1)N † + 11, (4.17)

which show that the families FΦ and FΨ introduced after (4.3) are indeed the eigenstates of H

and H†, respectively:

HΦn = ÊnΦn, and H†Ψn = ÊnΨn, (4.18)

∀n ≥ 0. Here we have

Ên = (q + 1)[n]q + 1, (4.19)

which is not necessarily real, of course. We can rewrite Ên as follows:

Ê0 = 1, and Ên = 2[n]q + qn, n ≥ 1. (4.20)
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Hence our pseudo-quons can be used to diagonalize both H in (4.16) and H†, where x and p

are (non self-adjoint) operators obeying (4.15).

What we want to do now is to show that a, b and H produce an explicit realization of what

discussed in Section II. For that we put, in Definition 1, S = b and T = a, while H is the one

in (4.17). Hence we have, as already commented before,

[H, b] = (q + 1)[N, b] = (q + 1)b[a, b],

which is exactly (2.1) with λ = q + 1. Hence (H, a, b) ∈ Rq+1. However, in view of Theorem 3,

this H does not work well, since its lowest eigenvalue is one, rather than zero. But this, as we

have already observed before, is not really a major problem. It is sufficient to replace H with

h = H − 11 = (q + 1)N . Hence h is a shifted version of (4.16), and its eigenstates, and those of

h†, are not modified by this shift, while the eigenvalues are slightly changed. Summarizing, we

have

h = (q + 1)N, and h† = (q + 1)N †, (4.21)

hΦn = EnΦn, and h†Ψn = EnΨn, (4.22)

∀n ≥ 0, with

En = (q + 1)[n]q, n ≥ 0. (4.23)

Since [h, b] = (q + 1)[N, b] = (q + 1)b[a, b], we go back again to (2.1) with λ = q + 1, so that

(h, a, b) ∈ Rq+1. This means that Definition 1 is satisfied, and Proposition 2 easily follows,

replacing (H,S, T, λ) with (h, b, a, q + 1).

The next steps are meant to show what the general settings in Section II become in this

particular case. We start with showing that (2.2) is satisfied. Indeed we have

[H, [T, S]] → [h, [a, b]] = [(q + 1)N, 11 + (q − 1)N ] = 0.

Here we have used the following useful identity:

[a, b] = ab− ba = (11 + qN)−N = 11 + (q − 1)N. (4.24)

This means that we are under the assumptions of Theorem 3: in fact (h, a, b) ∈ Rq+1, (2.2)

is satisfied and all the eigenvalues of h, see (4.23), are non degenerate. Moreover, hΦ0 = 0 so

that the vector ϕ0 in Theorem 3 exists, and coincides with the vacuum of a, see (4.2). Next,

as in (2.3) we put ϕn = Snϕ0 = bnΦ0. Notice that these vectors are proportional to the Φn’s in

(4.3): ϕn = (αn!)
−1Φn, n ≥ 0. We easily find that µn in (2.4) and En in (2.6) are

µn = 1 + (q − 1)[n]q = qn, En = (q + 1)[n]q, (4.25)
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∀n ≥ 0. This last expression, in particular, is in agreement with (4.23).

In Section II the family Fψ has been introduced as the (only) biorthonormal basis of Fϕ.

For pseudo-quons, the biorthonormality condition is given in (4.9). This allows us to identify

the ψn in (2.8) in terms of the Ψn in (4.3):

Φn = αn!ϕn, and Ψn = (αn!)
−1ψn, (4.26)

∀n ≥ 0. Incidentally we observe that, because of the (4.8), both αn and βn must be non zero

for all n. In what follows it will be useful to use the following equality, which is a consequence,

in particular, of (4.26):

ψn = [(αn βn)!] (a
†)nψ0 = [αn βn] a

† ψn−1, (4.27)

n ≥ 1, where we are identifying ψ0 and Ψ0, since α0! = 1. Formulas (2.9) and (2.10) can be

easily checked and we get indeed

h†ψn = (q + 1)[n]qψn, b†ψ0 = 0, and, if n ≥ 1, b†ψn = ψn−1.

The two mean values of [T, S] = [a, b] in (2.12) indeed coincide and return qn, ∀n ≥ 0.

What is maybe more interesting is the fact that (h, a, b) ∈ R(s)
q+1, too. This is because (2.13)

is also satisfied: [h, a] = (q +1)[b, a]a. For this reason T † and T (i.e. a† and a) act respectively

as raising and lowering operators on ψn and ϕn, see (2.15) and (2.16). In particular, it turns

out that the sequence {γn} in (2.15) is simply

γn = [n + 1]q, (4.28)

∀n ≥ 0. The other results in (2.17)-(2.21) can be easily checked. We just want to observe that

the coefficients in (2.20) and (2.21) can be simplified, in our situation, since

γn − γn−1 = qn,

∀n ≥ 1, and the only case in qhich this do not depend on n is when q = 1, i.e. for pseudo-bosons,

[9].

We conclude this section by noticing that not much can be said on bi-coherent states since

we are here not in a position to check if bounds as those in (3.8) are satisfied or not. This could

be done only when replacing our abstract operators a and b with some explicit realization in

some concrete Hilbert space.
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V Another example: the deformed Heisenberg algebra

In this section we will describe in details another class of examples fitting our construction in

Section II. This class arises from what has been called DGHA in [16], and which is essentially

a (minimal) set of rules relating three operators which give the possibility to find eigenvalues

and eigenvectors of one of the three operators involved. In particular, after a short review of

the results in [16], restated in a way which is more convenient for us, we will show how each

DGHA can be seen as a special case of what described in Section 2.

Suppose we have three operators h, a, b, acting on the Hilbert space H and densely defined

on a dense subspace D ⊆ H, stable under the action of these operators and of their adjoints.

Let f(x) be a real and strictly increasing function.

Definition 6 We say that h, a, b and f(x) obey a DGHA if the following identities are satisfied:

h b = b f(h), a h = f(h) a, [a, b] = f(h)− h. (5.1)

We refer to [16] for a discussion on the definition of f(h) if h is unbounded and not self-adjoint.

Here we will always assume that f(h) is well defined and leaves D invariant, together with its

adjoint (f(h))† = f(h†).

Remark:– We could rather assume, as already stressed several times in this paper, that all

the operators involved in our construction, including f(h), belong to L†(D), for some D, see

Appendix 1.

Let us assume, [16], that two non zero vectors ξ0 and η0 exist in D such that

hξ0 = 0, h†η0 = 0. (5.2)

This means that zero is an eigenvalue of h and h†, which we are considering to be different, in

general. We define the vectors

ξn =
1√
ǫn!

bn ξ0, ηn =
1√
ǫn!

a†
n
η0, (5.3)

n ≥ 0, where ǫ0 = 0 and ǫn = f(ǫn−1), n ≥ 1. Of course, this definition and the fact that f(x)

is strictly increasing, imply that

0 = ǫ0 < ǫ1 < ǫ2 < . . . . (5.4)

In (5.3) we have put, as usual, ǫ0! = 1 and ǫn! = ǫ1ǫ2 · · · ǫn, n ≥ 1. Notice that the factor
√
ǫn!

is real, in view of what we have just discussed. Since D is stable under the action of b and a†,
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it follows that ξn, ηn ∈ D, for all n ≥ 0. The following results can be easily deduced, see also

[16]:

1. ξn and ηn are respectively eigenstates of h and h†:

hξn = ǫnξn, h†ηn = ǫnηn, (5.5)

∀n ≥ 0. Then, since each eigenvalue is non degenerate,

〈ξn, ηm〉 = 0, (5.6)

if n 6= m.

2. If Fη = {ηn, n ≥ 0} is complete in H, then aξ0 = 0. Also, if Fξ = {ξn, n ≥ 0} is complete

in H, then b†η0 = 0.

3. The following ladder equations are satisfied:

bξn =
√
ǫn+1 ξn+1, a†ηn =

√
ǫn+1 ηn+1, (5.7)

as well as

aξn =
√
ǫn ξn−1, b†ηn =

√
ǫn ηn−1, (5.8)

n ≥ 1, together with aξ0 = b†η0 = 0, see item 2 in this list.

4. The following eigenvalue equations are satisfied:

b aξn = ǫnξn, a bξn = ǫn+1ξn, a† b†ηn = ǫnηn, b† a†ηn = ǫn+1ηn, (5.9)

∀n ≥ 0.

5. if we choose the normalization of ξ0 and η0 such that 〈ξ0, η0〉 = 1, then

〈ξn, ηm〉 = δn,m (5.10)

∀n,m ≥ 0. Notice that this equation refines the one in (5.6).

We refer to [16] for some examples of DGHA in a quantum mechanical context. In particular,

a deformed Pöschl-Teller and an (again, deformed) infinite square-well potentials are considered.

We will now show how each DGHA fits in what discussed in Section II. In particular, we

will show that a and b in Definition 6 are indeed ALOs.

20



To show this fact, we first check that taken a and b and h in Definition 6, (h, a, b) ∈ R1.

Indeed we have, using twice (5.1),

[h, b] = hb− bh = bf(h)− bh = b(f(h)− h) = b[a, b],

which is (2.1) with the identification (H, T, S) ↔ (h, a, b), and λ = 1. This means that

Proposition 2 can be applied. Moreover, (2.2) is also satisfied. In fact we have, using again

(5.1),

[H, [T, S]] −→ [h, [a, b]] = [h, f(h)− h] = 0,

as required in (2.2). The assumptions of Theorem 3 are also satisfied: (h, a, b) ∈ R1, the

eigenvalues of h, the ǫn’s, are all non degenerate, and a non zero vector ϕ0 = ξ0 exists such that

hϕ0 = 0, see (5.2).

The vector ϕn in (2.3) is ϕn = bnξ0 =
√
ǫn! ξn, see (5.3). The coefficient µn in (2.4) can be

easily computed:

[T, S]ϕn −→ [a, b]
(

√

ǫn! ξn

)

=
√

ǫn!(f(h)− h)ξn = (ǫn+1 − ǫn)
(

√

ǫn! ξn

)

,

where we have also used that f(ǫn) = ǫn+1. Hence µn = ǫn+1−ǫn, ∀n ≥ 0. Using this expression

in (2.6), and recalling that λ = 1, we get En =
∑n−1

k=0 µk = ǫn, in agreement5 with (5.5).

If Fϕ is a basis, it admits an unique biorthonormal basis, [25, 26], Fψ = {ψn}. In view of

(5.10), its vectors can be easily identified: ψn = 1√
ǫn!
ηn, ∀n ≥ 0, and it is clear that these are

eigenvectors of h†, with eigenvalue ǫn: h
†ψn = ǫnψn, in agreement with (2.9). The lowering

equations in (2.10) are also easily checked. For instance, if n ≥ 1,

S†ψn −→ b†
(

1√
ǫn!

ηn

)

=
1

√

ǫn−1!
ηn−1 = ψn−1,

as expected. In this derivation we have used (5.8). As for the equality in (2.12) we can check

that both sides are indeed equal to µn. What is more relevant, is to check if (h, a, b) also belongs

to R(s)
1 , in the sense of Definition 5. This is true, in fact:

[h, a] = ha− ah = ha− f(h)a = (h− f(h))a = [b, a]a,

using twice (5.1). As a consequence of this property, the last part of Section II holds for DGHA.

In particular, the coefficient γn in (2.15) can be identified:

T †ψn −→ a†
(

1√
ǫn!

ηn

)

=
1√
ǫn!

√
ǫn+1 ηn+1 = ǫn+1ψn+1,

5Since ξn and ϕn differ only for a normalization, ξn is an eigenstate of h with eigenvalue ǫn if and only if ϕn

is an eigenstate of h with the same eigenvalue.
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using (5.7). Hence γn = ǫn+1, ∀n ≥ 0, and formulas (2.16)-(2.19) easily follow.

For our DGHA something can be deduced for the difference γn − γn−1 in (2.20) and (2.21).

Indeed we have γn − γn−1 = ǫn+1 − ǫn = f(ǫn)− ǫn, which is independent of n if f(x) = x+ k,

k ∈ R, but not with other choices of f(x). This is not surprising, since this expression of f(x)

implies that [a, b] = f(h)−h = k11, which means that, for instance, 1
k
a and b are pseudo-bosonic

operators, [9], for which all the results deduced here are well known.

As already stressed for pseudo-quons, we notice that not much can be said on bi-coherent

states since we are here not in a position to check if bounds as those in (3.8) are satisfied or not.

This could be done only when replacing our abstract operators a, b and h, and the function f ,

with some explicit realization in some concrete Hilbert space.

VI Conclusions

We have discussed here the role of ALOs in the analysis of some physical system driven by a

non self-adjoint Hamiltonian.

In particular, also in view of the examples discussed in Sections IV and V, the approach

proposed here appears to be rather general, since it covers these examples, and all those which

were originally considered in [14, 15, 16], as well as many others in which the pseudo-quons are

replaced by ordinary quons or by pseudo-bosons, which are both particular cases of the pseudo-

quons considered in Section II. Of course, looking for more applications is quite interesting

and, in view of the generality of the method, we hope to find other interesting examples which

can be algebraically treated in terms of our ALOs.

It is clear that our analysis of bi-coherent states here is just preliminary. We plan to go

back soon to these states with concrete examples, and possibly with physical applications.

We should also mention that a side result in our analysis consists in the possibility of ex-

tending q-onic commutation relations, see (4.1), to complex values of q. As we have commented,

this is not possible for ordinary quons. Also, pseudo-quons can be used to diagonalize a non

self-adjoint oscillator-like Hamiltonian, see (4.16), involving position and momentum operators

satisfying a commutation rule, see (4.15), of the kind one meets when dealing with minimal

length quantum mechanics. We believe that this aspect deserves a deeper analysis, too, in a

close future, also in connection with the consequences for uncertainty relations.
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Appendix 1: O∗-algebras

Let us briefly review how L†(D) can be introduced, and why it is so relevant for us. We refer

to [34, 35, 36] for many results on ∗-algebra, quasi ∗-algebras, and O∗-algebras. In particular,

we have:

Definition 7 Let H be a separable Hilbert space and N0 an unbounded, densely defined, self-

adjoint operator. Let D(Nk
0 ) be the domain of the operator Nk

0 , k ≥ 0, and D the domain of

all the powers of N0, that is,

D = D∞(N0) =
⋂

k≥0

D(Nk
0 ).

This set is dense in H. We call L†(D) the ∗-algebra of all closable operators defined on D which,

together with their adjoints, map D into itself. Here the adjoint of X ∈ L†(D) is X† = X∗
|D.

L†(D) is called an O∗-algebra.

In D the topology is defined by the following N0-depending seminorms:

φ ∈ D → ‖φ‖n ≡ ‖Nn
0 φ‖,

where n ≥ 0, and the topology τ0 in L†(D) is introduced by the seminorms

X ∈ L†(D) → ‖X‖f,k ≡ max
{

‖f(N0)XN
k
0 ‖, ‖Nk

0Xf(N0)‖
}

,

where k ≥ 0 and f ∈ C, the set of all the positive, bounded and continuous functions on R+,

which are decreasing faster than any inverse power of x: L†(D)[τ0] is a complete *-algebra.

The relevant aspect of L†(D) is that, [34, 35, 36], if x, y ∈ L†(D), we can multiply them

and the results, xy and yx, both belong to L†(D), as well as their difference, the commutator

[x, y]. Also, powers of x and y all belong to L†(D), which is therefore a good framework to work

with, also in presence of unbounded operators. For instance, if N0 = a†a, where [a, a†] = 11, we

can prove that a, a† ∈ L†(D). Hence N0 ∈ L†(D) as well. This is also true for pseudo-bosonic

operators, [37], at least if D = S(R).
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Appendix 2: Graphene

The Hamiltonian for the two Dirac points K and K ′ can be written as, see [23],

HD =

(

HK 0

0 HK ′

)

, (A.1)

with

HK = vF

(

0 px − ipy +
eB
2
(y + ix)

px + ipy +
eB
2
(y − ix) 0

)

, (A.2)

and HK ′ = HT
K . Here x, y, px and py are the usual self-adjoint, two-dimensional position and

momentum operators: [x, px] = [y, py] = i11, all the other commutators being zero. 11 is the

identity operator in the Hilbert space K = L2(R2), whose scalar product is indicated as 〈., .〉.
The factor vF is the Fermi velocity.

We then put ξ =
√

2
eB
, X = 1

ξ
x, Y = 1

ξ
y, PX = ξpx, PY = ξpy, and then aX = X+iPX√

2
,

aY = Y+iPY√
2

, and still

A1 =
aX − iaY√

2
, A2 =

aX + iaY√
2

. (A.3)

The following commutation rules are satisfied:

[aX , a
†
X ] = [aY , a

†
Y ] = [A1, A

†
1] = [A2, A

†
2] = 11, (A.4)

the other commutators being zero. Then we have:

HK =
2ivF
ξ

(

0 A
†
2

−A2 0

)

, (A.5)

which is manifestly Hermitian: HK = H
†
K . Since HK does not depend on A1 and A

†
1, its

eigenstates must be degenerate. Let e0,0 ∈ K be the non zero vacuum of A1 and A2: A1e0,0 =

A2e0,0 = 0. Then we introduce

en1,n2
=

1√
n1!n2!

(A†
1)
n1(A†

2)
n2e0,0, (A.6)

and the set E = {en1,n2
, nj ≥ 0}. E is an o.n. basis for K. However, to deal with HK , it is

convenient to work in K2 = K ⊕K, the direct sum of K with itself:

K2 =

{

f =

(

f1

f2

)

, f1, f2 ∈ K
}

.
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In K2 the scalar product 〈., .〉2 is defined as usual:

〈f, g〉2 := 〈f1, g1〉+ 〈f2, g2〉, (A.7)

and the square norm is ‖f‖22 = ‖f1‖2 + ‖f2‖2, for all f =

(

f1

f2

)

, g =

(

g1

g2

)

in K2. We now

introduce the vectors

vn1,0 =

(

en1,0

0

)

, and v(±)
n1,n2

=
1√
2

(

en1,n2

∓ien1,n2−1

)

, if n2 ≥ 1, (A.8)

∀n1 ≥ 0. Now, we call V2 = {v(k)n1,n2, n1 ≥ 0, n2 ≥ 1, k = ±} ∪ {vn1,0, n1 ≥ 0}. It is easy to

check that these vectors are mutually orthogonal, normalized in K2, and total. Hence, V2 is an

o.n. basis for K2. Its vectors are eigenvectors of HK :

HKvn1,0 = 0, HKv
(+)
n1,n2

= E(+)
n1,n2

v(+)
n1,n2

, HKv
(−)
n1,n2

= E(−)
n1,n2

v(−)
n1,n2

, (A.9)

where E
(±)
n1,n2 = ±2vF

ξ

√
n2. This shows that the discrete spectrum of HK is not bounded from

below (neither from above). For this reason, it is impossible to shift the Hamiltonian to get a

new operator HK + γ112 (here 112 is the identity operator on K2) with a purely positive set of

eigenvalues.
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