
ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

01
84

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

FA
] 

 4
 N

ov
 2

02
4

METAPLECTIC QUANTUM TIME–FREQUENCY ANALYSIS, OPERATOR

RECONSTRUCTION AND IDENTIFICATION

HENRY MCNULTY

Abstract. The problem of identifying and reconstructing operators from a diagonal of the Gabor
matrix is considered. The framework of Quantum Time–Frequency Analysis is used, wherein this
problem is equivalent to the discretisation of the diagonal of the polarised Cohen’s class of the operator.
Metaplectic geometry allows the generalisation of conditions on appropriate operators, giving sets of
operators which can be reconstructed and identified on the diagonal of the discretised polarised Cohen’s
class of the operator.

1. Introduction

The problem of discretising and reconstructing operators from discrete measurements is longstanding
within the fields of wireless communication and Time–Frequency Analysis (TFA). A central object of
study in this problem is the Gabor, or channel matrix [15] [7] [6]

txSπpλqg, πpµqgyuλ,µPΛ,(1)

for some operator S, suitable window function g and lattice Λ P R
2d. A natural question is to what

extent we can reconstruct or identify an operator based on the Gabor matrix, or certain parts of it,
especially the main diagonal. Closely related is the problem of distinguishing operators based on their
action on a single function, namely, given a space of operators H Ă LpX,Y q, does there exist an f P X
and positive constants A,B such that

A}S}H ď }Sf}Y ď B}S}H(2)

for every S P H.
In the rank–one case, the question of uniquely identifying an operator from the diagonal of its Gabor

matrix is the problem of phase retrieval of the Short–Time Fourier Transform (STFT) on lattices, since
for S “ f b f ;

xSπpλqg, πpλqgy “ |Vgfpλq|2.

It is well known that reconstruction from the diagonal of the Gabor matrix is impossible in general
for the class of Hilbert-Schmidt operators. In fact, the map S ÞÑ txSπpλqg, πpλqgyuλPΛ cannot ever be
injective for any lattice Λ [31]. Even restricting the set of operators to the rank–one self–adjoint operators
where the problem reduces to phaseless sampling of the STFT, the mapping f ÞÑ t|Vfgpλq|uλPΛ is never
injective [17]. Instead, we must restrict the set of operators under consideration.

The most well-known results regarding reconstruction from the Gabor matrix diagonal in this di-
rection involve the so–called underspread operators, which have a compactly supported Fourier-Wigner
transform. In this case, complete reconstruction is possible from the main diagonal, or indeed any side
diagonal [16]:

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 2, [16], Theorem 7.4, [31]). Given a lattice Λ Ă R2d with adjoint lattice
Λ˝ “ AZ2d, let Q denote the fundamental domain of Λ˝ given by Q “ Ar´ 1

2
, 1
2

s2d. Let h P C8
c pR2dq

such that h|p1´ǫqQ ” 1 and suppphq Ă Q, and g P S pRdq such that Vgg is non-zero in suppphq. Then
given T P S

1 with FW pT q Ă p1 ´ εqQ where 0 ă ε ă 1{2;

T “
ÿ

λPΛ

xTπpλqg, πpλqgyαλpRq

where FW pRq “ h
|Λ|¨Apg,gq .
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2 HENRY MCNULTY

By restricting the class of operators to those with Weyl symbols in a sufficiently nice space, the
Feichtinger algebra, this class also satisfies the condition of Eq. (2), with respect to the test distribution
of translated Dirac delta distributions, or the Shah distribution [30] [29] [21].

In this paper we consider operator reconstruction and identification through the lens of Quantum
Time–Frequency Analysis and metaplectic analysis of operators. Introduced by Werner in 1984 [32],
Quantum Harmonic Analysis (QHA) introduces operations from harmonic analysis to certain classes of
operators. By identifying an operator with its Weyl symbol, translations, convolutions and an appropriate
Fourier transform, the Fourier-Wigner transform, are defined for operators. Upon taking rank–one
operators in these operations, one retrieves many familiar objects from time–frequency analysis [25]
[26], as one might expect, since both time–frequency analysis and Weyl quantisation are based on the
representation of the Heisenberg group. By extending the setting of QHA to include modulations of
the Weyl symbol of an operator, we can use a similar approach to time–frequency analysis, now on the
operator level, leading to the notion of Quantum Time–Frequency Analysis (QTFA). The analogue to
the time–frequency shifts on operators gives rise to the polarised Cohen’s class,

QST pw, zq :“ xT, πpzqSπpwq˚yHS ,

which is a quantum time–frequency representation of T with respect to an appropriate window S. In
the case of a rank–one S “ g b g, this becomes the (continuous) Gabor matrix Eq. (1). Reconstruction
from the discretised polarised Cohen’s class follows in the same manner to the function case in time–
frequency analysis, the so–called operator Gabor frames [24]. The question of reconstructing an operator
from a given subset of the Gabor matrix is much more delicate. In fact, even the injectivity of the map
T ÞÑ tQST pλ, λquΛ for a given Feichtinger operator S is an interesting problem.

In this work we employ tools from the symplectic and metaplectic groups when considering the prob-
lems of operator reconstruction and identification. The symplectic group Sppd,Rq consists of the real
2dˆ 2d matrices A satisfying

A
TJA “ J

where

J “

ˆ
0 Id

´Id 0

˙

is the standard skew–symmetric matrix. The symplectic and closely related metaplectic groups have a
deep connection to time–frequency analysis, since the symplectic matrices and corresponding metaplectic
operators are precisely those which intertwine the symmetric time–frequency shifts (cf. [9]). Since most
relevant time–frequency distributions are equivalent to one another via a metaplectic operator, it is
natural to ask what statements particular to certain distributions in fact extend to other distributions
related by a metaplectic operator, and how otherwise the metaplectic group interacts with central objects
in TFA, leading to the recent work [3] [4]. We consider metaplectic operators acting on operators in a
similar manner to the approach of [14] [8], and consider for which metaplectic operators we can answer
the question of operator reconstruction and identification.

Since QHA and QTFA are formulated in terms of the Weyl symbol of an operator, we use the conven-
tion that a metaplectic operator acting on an operator, corresponds to the metaplectic operator which
acts on its Weyl symbol in the function sense. Namely, given some symplectic matrix A P Spp2d,Rq and
some operator T P S

1, the A-Weyl symbol σA
T of T , is given by

σA
T “ µpAqσT ,

and the metaplectic transform of T , denoted µpAqT , is the operator defined as

µpAqT :“ LσA
T

where Lσ is the Weyl quantisation of the symbol σ. Just as the most prominent time–frequency dis-
tributions are related by metaplectic operators [5], the operators arising from quantisations of these
distributions are related by metaplectic transforms of operators. Using this metaplectic approach to
QTFA, we show the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let A P Spp2d,Rq be an upper (block) triangular matrix,

A “

ˆ
A1 A2

0 A´T
1

˙
,
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where the Ai are 2d ˆ 2d matrices, and let h, Λ and Q be as in Theorem 1.1, and S P S such that
FW pSq ‰ 0 in supppgq. Then given some operator T P S

1 satisfying

supppσJA
T q Ă p1 ´ ǫqQ,

T can be expressed as

T “
ÿ

λPΛ1

QS1T pλqTλαλpRq

where S1 “ µpAq˚S, FW pRq “ FΩ

´
h

FW pS1q

¯
and Λ1 “ A1Λ.

Interestingly, the condition that A be of the type in Theorem 1.2 is equivalent to the operator µpAq
being bounded on all Mp,qpRdq spaces [13].

We then relax the requirement that an operator be reconstructable from the diagonal of its Gabor
matrix, and instead ask for which sets of operators the mapping T ÞÑ QST pλ, λq is injective. This is of
course already the case in the setting of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. We find the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let A P Spp2d,Rq have the block decomposition
ˆ
A1 A2

0 A´T
1

˙
(3)

where Ai are 2dˆ 2d matrices. Then the space

PA,K :“ tS P HS : supp
`
σA
S

˘
Ă Ku

is identifiable on any lattice Λ Ă R2d, with respect to the window S “ µpAq˚ pϕA b ϕAq, where ϕA is the
generalised Gaussian

ϕAptq :“ 2d{4e´πtAt

for some symmetric A P GLpd,Rq.

We then consider decompositions of symplectic matrices of the type

C “ DLVÃV
T
B̃
VA,(4)

where symplectic matrices of the typeDL and VA are the generators of the symplectic group, to be defined
in Section 2.5. In contrast to some of the decompositions of symplectic matrices, such a decomposition
has the advantage of being easily calculable (Algorithm 1, [20]). For such a decomposition, we have the
following result:

Theorem 1.4. Let A P Spp2d,Rq, such that A, B̃ corresponding to A in the decomposition Eq. (4) are
simultaneously diagonalisable. Then for any compact K Ă R

2d, there exists some lattice Λ “ AZ2d such
that PA,K is identifiable on Λ.

As a particular example of this identification property, we consider the metaplectic transformation of
operators mapping the Weyl symbol of an operator to the integral kernel, which gives the phase retrieval
property for compactly supported functions, as considered in [18] [19].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Harmonic and Time–Frequency Analysis. Harmonic analysis considers translations and Fourier
translations, in the most general sense on locally compact abelian groups. The classical Fourier transform
is defined as

Ffpωq :“

ż

Rd

fpxqe´2πix¨ω dx,

for a function f P L1pRdq. The Fourier transform can be extended to a unitary operator on L2pRdq, and
by duality to tempered distributions. The classical sampling result of Whittaker and Shannon, and the
extension to the distributional case by Campbell, will be used to give reconstruction results for operators
with band-limited symbols, as first considered in [16].

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 2, [2]). Given a lattice Λ Ă R2d with adjoint lattice Λ˝ “ AZ2d, let Q denote
the fundamental domain of Λ˝ given by Q “ Ar´ 1

2
, 1
2

s2d. Let f P S 1 such that supppFΩpfqq Ă p1 ´ ǫqQ

for 0 ă ǫ ă 1{2. Let h P C8
c pR2dq such that h|p1´ǫqQ ” 1 and suppphq Ă Q. Then

f “
1

|Λ|

ÿ

λPΛ

fpλqTλFΩphq.
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where the sum converges in the distributional sense.

For non band-limited functions, reconstruction from discrete samples is in general not possible. How-
ever, by extending our perspective from harmonic analysis to time–frequency analysis, we find pleasing
reconstruction results. The underlying aim of Time–Frequency Analysis (TFA) is to represent func-
tions, or signals, in both time and frequency simultaneously, by analysing the function with respect to a
translated and modulated atom or window function. We define the time–frequency shift πpzq for some
z “ px, ωq P R

2d by

πpx, ωq :“ MωTx,

where Txfptq “ fpt ´ xq and Mωfptq “ e2πiω¨tfptq. The time–frequency shifts are a projective repre-
sentation of the reduced Heisenberg group on the Hilbert space L2pRdq, and accordingly many features
of TFA in fact arise from the properties of the Heisenberg group. Closely related is the symmetric
time–frequency shift ρpzq, defined as

ρpzq :“ Tx{2MωTx{2 “ Mω{2TxMω{2 “ e´πiω¨xπpzq.

After introducing the symplectic matrices and corresponding metaplectic operators, the symmetric time–
frequency shifts will in many ways be the most natural to use. We have the following composition relations
for the two shifts:

πpzqπpz1q “ e´2πiω1¨xπpz ` z1q,

ρpzqρpz1q “ e´πiΩpz,z1qρpz ` z1q,

where Ωpz, z1q :“ ω1 ¨ x ´ ω ¨ x1 is the standard symmplectic form on R
2d. The central object of time–

frequency analysis, the Short–Time Fourier Transform (STFT) of f with respect to window or atom g,
can then be defined as

Vgfpzq “ xf, πpzqgyL2

for f, g P L2pRdq. The adjoint mapping is given by

V ˚
g F “

ż

R2d

F pzqπpzqg dz

where the integral can be interpreted weakly. For }g}L2 “ 1, the mapping f ÞÑ Vgf is an isometry from
L2pRdq to L2pR2dq, and moreover we have Moyal’s orthogonality relation:

xVg1f1, Vg2f2yL2pR2dq “ xf1, f2yL2pRdqxg1, g2yL2pRdq,

for f1, f2, g1, g2 P L2pRdq. As a particular instance of Moyal’s relation, the reconstruction formula is
given by

f “
1

xh, gyL2

ż

R2d

Vgfpzqπpzqh dz,

for xh, gyL2 ‰ 0. By using the symmetric time–frequency shift in place of the standard time–frequency
shift, the (cross)-ambiguity function can be defined as

Apf, gqpzq :“ xf, ρpzqgyL2 “ eπiω¨xVgfpzq.

We also define the (cross)-Wigner distribution,

W pf, gqpzq :“

ż

Rd

f

ˆ
x`

t

2

˙
g

ˆ
x´

t

2

˙
e´2πixω dt.

The Wigner distribution is related to the ambiguity function via the symplectic Fourier transform, If we
define the symplectic Fourier transform as

FΩfpzq “

ż

R2d

fpz1qe´2πiΩpz,z1q dz1,

we have the relation

W pf, gq “ FΩpApf, gqq.

Conversely, taking the symplectic Fourier transform of the STFT gives the Rihaczek distribution;

Rpf, gqpzq “ FΩpVgfqpzq

“ fpxqĝpωqe´2πixω.
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By restricting the analysing atom to the normalised Gaussian ϕ0ptq “ 2d{4e´πt2 which is in the
Schwartz space S pRdq, the STFT can be defined in terms of the duality pairing pS 1,S q and extended
to tempered distributions. The ambiguity function, Wigner distribution and Rihaczek distribution can
be similarly extended. We can then consider the spaces of functions defined by the decay of their STFT,
called the modulation spaces:

Mp,q
m :“ tf P S

1pRdq : Vϕ0
f P Lp,q

m pR2dqu.

The modulation spaces reflect the decay in both time and frequency, and in the special case p “ q “ 2,
M2,2pRdq “ L2pRdq.

2.2. Gabor Frames. An attractive feature of time-frequency analysis is the possibility of discretisation
of the central objects. For an appropriate choice of window, the STFT, sampled on a discrete subset of
R2d, gives a basis like representation of a function, known as a frame. For some Hilbert space H, a set
tfiuiPI is called a frame if the frame condition

A}f}2H ď
ÿ

iPI

|xf, fiyH|2 ď B}f}2H

is satisfied for some constants A,B and every f P H. Clearly, a basis is a frame with frame constants
A “ B “ 1, but the frame condition is more general, and the possible overcompleteness is in many cases
desirable. The frame operator

Ef :“
ÿ

iPI

xf, fiyHfi

is a positive, invertible operator on H, and can be decomposed into the analysis operator C : H Ñ ℓ2pIq;

Cf :“ txf, fiyHuiPI ,

and synthesis operator D : ℓ2pIq Ñ H;

Da :“
ÿ

iPI

aifi.

The frames arising naturally in time–frequency analysis are of the type

tπpλqguλPΛ,

where Λ Ă R
2d is a lattice, and are known as Gabor frames. The modulation spaces Mp,q

m pRdq are
characterised by their frame coefficients, given some Gabor frame tπpλqguλPΛ with g P M1pRdq,

f P Mp,q
m pRdq ðñ Cf P ℓp,qm pΛq,

and the norm of the analysis operator is independent of p, q [12].

2.3. Quantisation Schemes. The motivation for Quantum Time–Frequency Analysis lies in extending
the tools of time–frequency analysis to operators. The trace of an operator S P LpL2pRdqq is defined as

trpSq :“
ÿ

n

xSen, enyL2

for some orthornomal basis tenunPN, upon which the trace does not depend. The trace class of operators,
S1, is the space of operators with finite trace of their positive part;

S
1 :“ tS P LpL2pRdqq : trp|S|q ă 8u.

S1 is a Banach space and ideal of LpL2pRdqq. The Hilbert-Schmidt operators are defined as

HS :“ tS P LpL2pRdqq : S˚S P S
1u,

and form a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product

xS, T yHS :“ trpST ˚q.

More generally, the Schatten class operators Sp can be defined by ℓp decay of their singular values. Trace
class, Hilbert-Schmidt, and other Schatten class operators are subspaces of the compact operators, and
accordingly admit a spectral decomposition,

S “
ÿ

nPN

λnψn b φn,
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where λn are the singular values of S, tψnunPN and tφnunPN are orthonormal sets in L2pRdq and the rank
one operator ψ b φ is defined by

ψ b φ :“ x¨, φyL2ψ.

To an operator S P LpL2pRdqq, we can assign a function or distribution in several ways, corresponding
to different quantisation schemes. The integral kernel of an operator S is defined as the tempered
distribution KS such that

xSf, gyS 1,S “ xKS, g b fyS 1,S .

The map S ÞÑ KS is a unitary map from HS to L2pR2dq, and conversely any function F P L2pR2dq
defines a Hilbert-Schmidt operator in this manner. In time–frequency analysis, a useful quantisation
scheme is given by the Weyl quantisation. The Weyl symbol σfbg of a rank–one operator f b g is given
by

σfbg “ W pf, gq,

where W pf, gq is the Wigner distribution introduced above, and this mapping can be extended linearly
to the Hilbert-Schmidt operators due to the spectral decomposition. We denote the operator resulting
from the Weyl quantisation of a symbol σ as Lσ. The Weyl quantisation σ ÞÑ Lσ is also unitary from
L2pR2dq Ñ HS, and can be extended by duality to tempered distributions. The Weyl symbol of S, σS ,
is related unitarily to the integral kernel by

σS “ F2TaKS ,

where F2 is the partial Fourier transform in the second variable, and Ta the change of coordinates
Ta : px, yq ÞÑ px` y

2
, x´ y

2
q.

If instead of the Wigner distribution, we consider the quantisation scheme associated to the Rihaczek
distribution, we recover the Kohn-Nirenberg quantisation. Namely, for a rank–one operator f b g, the
Kohn-Nirenberg symbol σKN

fbg is given by

κfbg “ Rpf, gq.

For all quantisation schemes presented, the quantisations of the space of Schwartz functions coincide,
as do the quantisations of the tempered distributions. We denote these spaces of operators S and S

1

respectively. Similarly, the modulation spaces MppR2dq correspond to the same space of operators for
all quantisation schemes, which we denote Mp.

2.4. Quantum Time–Frequency Analysis. The operator translation can be defined as

αzpSq :“ ρpzqSρpzq˚.

This has the effect of translating the Weyl symbol;

σαzpSq “ TzσS .

If one then considers the trace of an operator as the analogue of the integral of a function, convolutions
can be defined between operators and functions. Given S P Sq, f P LppR2dq and T P Sp, for 1

p
` 1

q
“ 1` 1

r
,

we define

S ‹ T pzq :“ trpSαzpŤ qq

f ‹ S :“

ż

R2d

fpzqαzpSq dz,

where Ť “ PTP , and P is the parity operator. We note that the convolution between two operators
gives a function on phase space, while the convolution between an operator and a function gives an
operator. The convolutions are commutative, and associative with the classical convolution between
functions. In the case of rank–one operators, we recover familiar objects from time–frequency analysis.
The convolution of a rank one operator gbh with a function f P L2pR2dq, corresponds to the localisation
operator;

f ‹ pg b hqψ “

ż

R2d

fpzqVhψpzqπpzqg dz.

On the other hand, the convolution of two rank–one operators g b g and f b f is the spectrogram;

pg b gq ‹ pf b fq “ |Vgfpzq|2.
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The Fourier-Wigner transform FW is defined as

FW pSq “ trpρp´zqSq,

and is a unitary map from HS to L2pR2dq. We have the relation

FΩpFW pSqq “ σS .

The operator convolutions satisfy the Fourier convolution property with respect to the Fourier-Wigner
transform;

FW pf ‹ Sq “ FΩpfq ¨ FW pSq

FΩpS ‹ T q “ FW pSq ¨ FW pT q.(5)

As in the case of the convolutions, the Fourier-Wigner transform of a rank–one operator returns a familiar
object, the ambiguity function:

FW pg b fqpzq “ Apf, gqpzq.

Just as the translation of an operator is equivalent to a translation of its Weyl symbol, the modulation
of an operator;

βwpSq :“ ρpw
2

qSρpw
2

q,

is equivalent to a modulation of its Weyl symbol, or a translation of its Fourier-Wigner transform. With
these two operations defined, we introduce the time–frequency shift of an operator

γw,zpSq “ e´πipz1z2´w1w2qρpzqSρpwq˚

and the corresponding polarised Cohen’s class of an operator T P HS with respect to a window operator
S P HS:

QST pw, zq “ xT, γw,zpSqyHS .

The polarised Cohen’s class is an isometric mapping QS : HS Ñ L2pR4dq, and satisfies the orthogonality
property;

xQST,QRW yL2 “ xT,W yHSxS,RyHS ,

and reproducing formula;

T “
1

}S}2
HS

ż

R4d

QST pw, zqγw,zpSq dw dz.

Since the operator time–frequency shift γw,z corresponds to a time–frequency shift of the Weyl symbol,
we find the relation

QST pw, zq “ cw,zVσS
σT pUpw, zqq,

where cw,z is the unitary phase factor

cw,z “ e´iπpw1`z1qpw2´z2q

and U the change of variables

Upw, zq “

ˆ
w1 ` z1

2
,
w2 ` z2

2
, w2 ´ z2, z1 ´ w1

˙
.

As in the function case, by restricting the window S to the space of operators with symbols in the
Schwartz class, S, we can extend the polarised Cohen’s class to operators with Weyl symbols in the
space of tempered distributions, S1. The operator modulation spaces Mp,q are then the spaces defined
for 1 ď p, q ď 8 by

M
p,q
m :“ tT P S

1 : QS0
T P Lp,q

m pR4dqu.

where S0 “ ϕ0 b ϕ0.
As in the case of classical time–frequency analysis, a crucial tool of quantum time–frequency analysis

is the discretisation properties of the polarised Cohen’s class. An operator Gabor frame is a frame in
HS of the form

tγλ,µpSqupλ,µqPΛˆM .

The analysis operator, CS : HS Ñ ℓ2pΛ ˆMq, corresponding to an operator Gabor frame, is given by

CST :“ tQST pλ, µquΛˆM .
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Its adjoint, the synthesis operator DS : ℓ2pΛ ˆMq Ñ HS is given by

DSa :“
ÿ

ΛˆM

aλ,µγw,zpSq.

The composition of the two is defined as the frame operator, ES,T :“ DTCS , and the Gabor frame
condition is equivalent to the frame operator being bounded and invertible. Given a window S P M1

which generates a Gabor frame for HS on ΛˆM , the frame operator ES,S is bounded on all Mp,q spaces
[24].

2.5. Symplectic Matrices and Metapletic Operators. The symplectic matrix J is defined as

J “

ˆ
0 Id

´Id 0

˙
,

where Id is the dˆ d identity matrix. In the sequel, we write simply I when the dimension is clear. The
symplectic form introduced in Section 2.1 can hence be written as Ωpz, z1q “ z ¨ Jz1. The symplectic
group Sppd,Rq consists of the matrices A P R2dˆ2d satisfying

A
TJA “ J.

If we write A in block form as

A “

ˆ
A B

C D

˙
,

then the symplectic condition is equivalent to all of the following holding:

ACT “ ATC

BDT “ BTD

ATD ´ CTB “ I.

For all A P Sppd,Rq, detpAq “ 1 and the inverse is given by

A
´1 “

ˆ
DT ´BT

´CT AT

˙
.(6)

If detpBq ‰ 0, A is called a free symplectic matrix. The symplectic group is a subgroup of the special
linear group, and the two coincide only in the case d “ 1. We define the 2dˆ 2d matrices

VC :“

ˆ
I 0
C I

˙
and DL :“

ˆ
L´1 0
0 LT

˙
,

where C P Rdˆd is symmetric and L P GLpd,Rq non-singular. Along with J , matrices of the type VC
and DL generate the symplectic group. It is not difficult to calculate that

VC1
VC2

“ VC1`C2
and DL1

DL2
“ DL2L1

.

The symplectic group is a classical lie group, and it admits a double cover, the metaplectic group.
Recalling the composition relation for the symmetric time–frequency shifts;

ρpzqρpz1q “ e´πizJz1

ρpz ` z1q,

symplectic matrices are therefore defined by the property

ρpAzqρpAz1q “ e´πizJz1

ρpApz ` z1qq.

By the Stone-von Neumann theorem, the representation z ÞÑ ρpAzq is unitarily equivalent to the rep-
resentation given by ρpzq. We call this unitary operator the metaplectic operator corresponding to A,
denoted µpAq, which hence satisfies

µpAqρpzqµpAq˚ “ ρpAzq.(7)

The operator is unique up to a unitary constant. We work with the particular choice of phase such
that the generating symplectic matrices correspond to the following metaplectic operators for a function
f P L2pRdq:

µpJqfpxq “ Ffpxq

µpVCqfpxq “ eiπx¨Ctfpxq

µpDLqfpxq “ |L|´1{2fpLxq.
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We also note that

µpV T
C qfpxq “ {eiπx¨Ct ˚ fpxq.

Example 2.2. As a simple illustration of the intertwining property, consider the case A “ J , recalling
that µpJq is the Fourier transform. The identity

Vgfpx, ωq “ e´2πixωVĝ f̂pω,´xq

for f, g P L2pRdq can easily be calculated directly, however we can also use Eq. (7) to verify

xµpJqf, πpJzqµpJqgyL2 “ eπixωxf, µpJq˚ρpJzqµpJqgyL2

“ eπixωxf, µpJ´1qρpJzqµpJ´1q˚gyL2

“ eπixωxf, ρpzqgyL2

“ e2πixωxf, πpzqgyL2

where we use that µ is group homomorphism.

The symplectic Fourier transform on L2pR2dq corresponds to the symplectic matrix AFΩ
P Spp2d,Rq

given by

AFΩ
“

¨
˚̊
˝

0 0 0 ´I
0 0 I 0
0 I 0 0

´I 0 0 0

˛
‹‹‚,

while the partial Fourier transform in the second variable corresponds to

AF2
“

¨
˚̊
˝

I 0 0 0
0 0 0 I

0 0 I 0
0 ´I 0 0

˛
‹‹‚.

Due to the intertwining property Eq. (7), the metaplectic group has a deep connection to time–frequency
analysis, and many familiar objects are related to one another by metaplectic operators.

Due to its role in quantum time–frequency analysis, the Wigner distribution will play a central role
in this work. Recalling that the ambiguity function is given by the symplectic Fourier transform of the
Wigner distribution, we have that

Apf, gq “ µpAFΩ
qW pf, gq.

Furthermore, since the STFT is simply the ambiguity function multiplied by a chirp;

Vgf “ µpVC0
qµpAFΩ

qW pf, gq

“ µpASTFT qW pf, gq,

where

C0 “

ˆ
0 ´I{2

´I{2 0

˙
,

we have

ASTFT “

¨
˚̊
˝

0 0 0 ´I
0 0 I 0
0 I ´I{2 0

´I 0 0 I{2

˛
‹‹‚.

Finally since the Rihaczek distribution is given by Rpf, gq “ FΩpVgfq, we haveRpf, gq “ µpARihqW pf, gq,
where

ARih “

¨
˚̊
˝

I 0 0 ´I{2
0 I ´I{2 0
0 0 I 0
0 0 0 I

˛
‹‹‚.
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3. Discrete Reconstruction of Underspread Operators

We begin by considering the reconstruction of an operator by use of operator Gabor frames [24].
Recall that an operator S P HS is said to generate a Gabor frame on the lattice Λ ˆ M if the frame
operator

EST : “
ÿ

ΛˆM

xT, γλ,µpSqyHSγλ,µpSq

“
ÿ

ΛˆM

QST pλ, µqγλ,µpSq

is bounded and invertible on the space HS. Consider now the rank–one operator S “ g b g. The
polarised Cohen’s class is then given by

QST pw, zq “ xT, γλ,µpSqyHS

“ eπipz1z2´w1w2qxTρpzqg, ρpwqgyL2.(8)

Hence, the Gabor matrix
´
eπipµ1µ2´λ1λ2qxTρpµqg, ρpλqgyL2

¯
ΛˆM

corresponds to the polarised Cohen’s class with respect to the rank–one operator up to a phase factor,
sampled on a lattice. Since the tensor product of Gabor frames for functions give Gabor frames for
operators [1], if we take some g P L2pRdq which generates a Gabor frame on Λ, then S “ gb g generates
a Gabor frame for operators on ΛˆΛ. Then reconstruction from the Gabor matrix Eq. (8) follows from
the frame condition. Furthermore, if we take g P M1pRdq and again set S “ g b g, then the frame
operator ES is a bounded operator on all Mp,q spaces, and accordingly, any operator T P Mp,q can be
reconstructed from the Gabor matrix

pQgbgT pλ, µqq “
´
eπipµ1µ2´λ1λ2qxTρpµqg, ρpλqgyS 1,S

¯
ΛˆM

.

Reconstruction from the Gabor matrix is thus possible for a large class of operators; the space M8

contains for example all bounded operators on L2pRdq. Restricting to the diagonal pQST pλ, λqqΛ, on the
other hand, drastically reduces the possibilities for reconstruction, or even identification.
The problem of identifying operators from the diagonal of the Gabor matrix,

QgbgSpλ, λq “ xSρpλqg, ρpλqgy

for some lattice Λ Ă R2d is known as channel estimation, and is an important objective in wireless
communication. If we restrict our consideration to rank–one self–adjoint operators, channel estimation
is the problem of phase retrieval on the lattice Λ, since if S “ f b f , then

xSρpλqg, ρpλqgy “ xf, ρpλqgy ¨ xf, ρpλqgy

“ |Apf, gqpλq|2

“ |Vgfpλq|2.

Since discrete translates on a lattice of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator can never be dense in the space
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators (Proposition 7.2, [31]), we cannot hope for a general frame of the form
tαλpSquλPΛ for a lattice Λ Ă R

2d, and the discretisation Θ : T ÞÑ tQST pλ, λquλPΛ cannot be injective
as a map from the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Moreover, even restricting the problem to the
rank–one setting, we can never have a lattice for which the mapping of a function to the samples of its
spectrogram is injective [17].

Instead, we will in this work consider for which sets of operators the mapping of an operator to the
diagonal of its channel matrix is injective, that is to say for which sets of operators we can distinguish
the operators based on the diagonal of their Gabor matrix. We begin by considering the well known
case of discrete reconstruction for operators with compactly supported Fourier-Wigner transform, also
known as underspread operators.

Recognising the diagonal of the Gabor matrix as the operator convolution, and hence a convolution
of Weyl symbols, means one can use sampling theory for Paley-Wiener spaces. This was presented
originally by Gröchenig and Pauwels [16], and in the language of quantum harmonic analysis in [31]. We
recall some of these results in the language of quantum time–frequency analysis, which will serve as the
foundation of generalisations in the sequel.
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Theorem 3.1 (Proposition 2, [16], Theorem 7.4, [31]). Let Λ, Q and h be as in Theorem 2.1, and S P S

such that FW pSq is non-zero in suppphq. Then given T P S
1 with FW pT q Ă p1´ εqQ where 0 ă ε ă 1{2;

T “
ÿ

λPΛ

QST pλ, λqαλpRq,

where FW pRq “ h

|Λ|¨FW pŠq
.

Proof. By Eq. (5), we have

FΩpQST pw,wqqpzq “ FW pŠqpzq ¨ FW pT qpzq,(9)

and so supp
`
FΩpQST pw,wqq

˘
Ă p1 ´ εqQ. Using Theorem 2.1 then gives

QST pz, zq “
1

|Λ|

ÿ

λPΛ

QST pλ, λqTλFΩphqpzq,

which upon taking the symplectic Fourier transform becomes

FΩpQST pw,wqqpz, zq “
1

|Λ|

ÿ

λPΛ

QST pλ, λqe2πiΩpλ,¨qhpzq.

Substituting Eq. (9) then gives

FW pT q “
1

|Λ|

ÿ

λPΛ

QST pλ, λqe2πiΩpλ,¨q h

FW pŠq

“
ÿ

λPΛ

QST pλ, λqFW pαλpRqq,

for R as defined in the initial statement. Hence since the Fourier-Wigner is an isomorphism from S
1 to

S 1pR2dq,

T “
ÿ

λPΛ

QST pλ, λqαλpRq.

�

Theorem 3.1 essentially reduces to a statement on the convolution of Weyl symbols. Accordingly, we
can also consider a periodic Fourier-Wigner, as opposed to compactly supported. Such operators can be
defined as Λ˝-modulation invariant operators:

Definition 3.2. An operator T P M8 is called Λ-modulation-invariant if

Tρ
´λ
2

¯
“ ρ

´λ
2

¯˚

T

for every λ P Λ.

It is an easy calculation to find that such operators have the property

FW pT qpz ´ λq “ FW pT qpzq

for all λ P Λ. Consequently, the Weyl symbol is supported on the lattice Λ, and the following result
follows:

Proposition 3.3 (Theorem 6.5, [23]). Let S P M1 such that σSp0q ‰ 0, and supppσSq Ă K, where K
is a compact neighbourhood of the origin not containing any λ˝ P Λ˝ apart from the origin. Then given
any Λ-modulation invariant operator T P M8;

T “
1

σSp0q

ÿ

λ˝PΛ˝

QST pλ˝, λ˝q ¨ ρp2λ˝qP.

Remark 3.4. Since the condition on the support of S is impossible to satisfy for some rank–one, or
indeed finite rank operator, the above result relies on the polarised Cohen’s class interpretation of the
Gabor matrix.

From the definition of the Gabor matrix, the side diagonals pQST pλ` η, λqqλPΛ actually correspond
to the diagonal of the polarised Cohen’s class, with the new window ρpηqS (with the addition of a phase
factor). As such, reconstruction of T from the side diagonal is a simple corollary of Theorem 3.1:
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Corollary 3.5 (Theorem 4.3.4, [28]). Let g, Λ, Q and T be as in Theorem 3.1. Given S P S such that
supppFW pρpηqSqq Ă p1 ´ ǫqQ for some η P Λ and FW pSq is non-zero in supppgq, one can reconstruct T
from the side diagonal

T “
ÿ

λPΛ

e´2πiη2pλ1`η1qQST pλ, λ` ηqαλpRq,

where FW pRq “ g

|Λ|¨FW pρpηqŠq
.

4. Metaplectic Wigner distributions and operator reconstruction

To extend reconstruction property statements from the previous section, we consider metaplectic
transformations of operators. In particular we will show that reconstruction can be extended to any
operator whose image under a certain type of metaplectic transform has a compactly supported Fourier-
Wigner distribution. To begin with, we define metaplectic transforms of operators:

Definition 4.1. Given some symplectic matrix A P Spp2d,Rq and some operator T P S
1, the A-Weyl

symbol σA
T of T , is given by

σA
T “ µpAqσT .

The metaplectic transform of T , denoted µpAqT is the operator defined as

µpAqT :“ LσA
T

where µpAqσ is the usual metaplectic operator µpAq acting on the distribution σ P S 1pR2dq. Hence the
metaplectic transform µpAqT is the Weyl quantisation of the metaplectic transform of the Weyl symbol
of T . Conversely, the A-quantisation of some σ P S 1 is the operator LA

σ defined as

LA
σ :“ LµpAq˚σ.

Example 4.2. For

A “

¨
˚̊
˝

1
2

1
2

0 0
0 0 1

2
´ 1

2

0 0 1 1
´1 1 0 0

˛
‹‹‚,

µpAq defines the mapping σT ÞÑ kT (cf. [14]), and so the A-Weyl symbol is the kernel of T . On the
other hand the A-quantisation of the kernel KT gives the operator T .

Remark 4.3. One should note that in [3], µpAqpT q, is used to refer to µpAqkT , where kT is the integral
kernel of T . This definition is related to ours by the transformation of the symplectic matrix

Ã “

¨
˚̊
˝

1 0 0 ´ 1
2

1 0 0 1
2

0 1 1
2

0
0 ´1 1

2
0

˛
‹‹‚¨ A ¨

¨
˚̊
˝

1
2

1
2

0 0
0 0 1

2
´ 1

2

0 0 1 1
´1 1 0 0

˛
‹‹‚

by Example 4.2. We choose the convention in the definition in terms of the Weyl symbol to lend more
intuition to certain results in the sequel.

Recalling that Weyl quantisation can be weakly defined by

xLσf, gy “ xσ, σfbgy,

we note that the A-Weyl symbol and A-quantization are dual in the sense that

xLA
σ f, gy “ xσ, σA

fbgy.

We recall the intertwining property of metaplectic transforms Eq. (7);

µpAqρpξqµpAq˚ “ ρpAξq

for A P Spp2d,Rq.
We are now ready to state the reconstruction theorem for A-Weyl symbols:
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Theorem 4.4. Let A P Spp2d,Rq be an upper triangular matrix,

A “

ˆ
A1 A2

0 A´T
1

˙
,(10)

where the Ai are 2d ˆ 2d matrices, and let g, Λ, Q and S be as in Theorem 3.1. Then given some
operator T P S

1 satisfying

supppσJA
T q Ă p1 ´ ǫqQ,

T can be expressed as

T “
ÿ

λPΛ1

QS1T pλ, λqTλαλpRq

where S1 “ µpAq˚S, FW pRq “ FΩ

´
g

FW pŠ1q

¯
and pΛ1 ˆMq “ A´1pΛ ˆ 0q.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 and the definition of σJA
T , we have that the operator µpAqT can be reconstructed

as

µpAqT “
ÿ

λPΛ

QS

`
µpAqT

˘
pλ, λqαλpRq,

where R “ g

|Λ|¨FW pŠq
. We then use the intertwining property Eq. (7) to find

QS

`
µpAqT

˘
pλ, λq “ xµpAqT, αλpSqy

“ xµpAqσT , ρpλ, 0qσSy

“ xσT , µpAq˚ρpλ, 0qµpAqµpAq˚σSy

“ xσT , ρ
`
A

´1pλ, 0q
˘
µpAq˚σSy

“ QS1T
`
A

´1pλ, 0q
˘
.

Sampling QSµpAqT then corresponds to sampling QS1T on the symplectic transformation of the lattice
Λ. In order to be able to reconstruct T from the diagonal of QS1 , translations by the lattice Λ must
correspond to translations on the lattice Λ1, which is to say we need the condition

A
´1pλ, 0q “ pλ1, 0q.

This condition is equivalent to

A
´1 “

ˆ
A1 A2

0 A3

˙
.

As a symplectic matrix we have the explicit form of the inverse Eq. (6);

A “

ˆ
AT

3 ´AT
2

0 AT
1

˙
.

The upper block diagonal form means that for A to be symplectic, A3 must be invertible, and so by
relabelling the submatrices and using the definition of symplectic matrices, the result follows.

�

Example 4.5. In [16], the reconstruction result Theorem 3.1 is developed in terms of Kohn-Nirenberg
symbols and corresponding Rihaczek distributions, while in [31] the Fourier-Wigner and corresponding
Wigner distribution are considered. These can be seen to be equivalent using Theorem 4.4. The map
U : σS ÞÑ σKN

S is given by

Uφpx, yq “ F
´1eiπx¨y

Fφpx, yq.

In terms of metaplectic transformations, this is equivalent to

U “ µpJq˚µpVCqµpJq,

where C “

ˆ
0 1

2
1
2

0

˙
, and VC “

ˆ
I 0
C I

˙
(Section 2.2, [8]). Hence the matrix A in the previous theorem

is in this case

JT ¨ VC ¨ J “

ˆ
I ´C
0 I

˙
.

As such, Theorem 4.4 applies, A : pΛˆ0q ÞÑ pΛˆ0q, and so the two formulations of Theorem 3.1 coincide
for the same lattice Λ.
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The condition on the matrixA in Theorem 4.4 is connected to the notion of Cohen’s class distributions.
Recall a distribution is in the Cohen’s class if it is given by a convolution of theWigner distribution [26].
Such distributions correspond to covariant A-Wigner distributions [8]. For the purpose of operator
reconstruction, however, we can relax this condition to the more general B-covariance property:

Definition 4.6. Let B P GLpd,Rq. A symplectic matrix A gives rise to a B-covariant quantisation if
the property

σA

αzpSq “ TBzσ
A
S

holds for every S P S
1.

It is clear that in the case B “ I, B-covariance is simply covariance as defined in [8]. To see the
connection between B-covariant quantisations and operator reconstructions, we note the following:

Proposition 4.7. A symplectic matrix A gives rise to a B-covariant quantisation if and only if A has
the block decomposition

ˆ
B A2

0 B´T

˙
.(11)

Proof. Let A be of the form given by Eq. (11). Writing the B-covariance condition in terms of time-
frequency shifts gives

σA

αzpSq “ ρpBz, 0qσA
S .

Using the definition of σA
S along with the intertwining property of metaplectic operators then gives

σA

αzpSq “ µpAqσαzpSq

“ µpAqρpz, 0qσS

“ ρ
`
Apz, 0q

˘
µpAqσS

“ ρpBz, 0qqµpAqσS

“ TBzσ
A
S .

By the same argument, any B-covariant quantisation must correspond to a symplectic matrix of the form
Eq. (11).

�

By defining A-quantisations in terms of the Weyl symbol, as opposed to the integral kernel, B-
covariant, and in particular covariant quantisations, have a simple geometric intuition. Furthermore, the
form is clearly equivalent to the condition in Theorem 4.4, giving the following corollary:

Corollary 4.8. Let A P Spp2d,Rq give a B-covariant quantisation, and let g, Λ, Q and S be as in
Theorem 3.1. Then given some operator T P S

1 satisfying

supppσJA
T q Ă p1 ´ ǫqQ,

T can be expressed as

T “
ÿ

λPΛ1

QS1T pλ, λqTλαλpRq

where S1 “ µpAq˚S, FW pRq “ FΩ

´
g

FW pŠ1q

¯
and Λ1 “ BΛ.

5. From Reconstruction to Identification

So far we have considered the case of reconstruction: Given a diagonal of the Gabor matrix, can
one reconstruct the original operator. In this section, we relax this requirement to merely being able to
distinguish operators based on the diagonal of the Gabor matrix. To this end, we look for sets of operators
for which the mapping T ÞÑ tQST pλ, λquΛ is injective, for some lattice Λ. For rank–one operators, this
is the problem of phase retrieval. For general operators, we call this property identifiability:

Definition 5.1. A set of operators T Ă S
1 is identifiable on the lattice Λ with respect to window S P S

if the map

T ÞÑ QST pλ, λq

is injective from T to ℓ8pΛq.
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Our terminology reflects that in this scenario, the diagonal of QST “identifies” T in the set T . We
could, of course, take a different dual pairing than pS,S1q to consider a broader class of windows, but
for our purposes this definition suffices.

Since by the Weyl quantisation, the injectivity of the mapping T ÞÑ tQST pλ, λquΛ amounts to a
question of completeness of translates of a function, the basis of results in this section will be Müntz-
Szasz type theorems for higher dimensions. We recall the classical Müntz-Szasz theorem in one variable,
in terms of exponential functions (the monomial case is equivalent):

Theorem 5.2 (Müntz-Szasz Theorem). Let tλiuiPI be a sequence of non-zero complex numbers, such
that

ÿ

iPI

1

|Repλiq|
“ 8.(12)

Then the set

teλi¨tuiPI

spans a dense subset of the spaces Cpra, bsq and Lppra, bsq for 1 ď p ă 8.

The complex analytic proof of Theorem 5.2 uses results on uniqueness sets for analytic functions with
certain growth conditions, cf. Theorem 6.1, [27]. Extending to higher dimension is therefore a delicate
matter, since the zero sets of analytic functions of several variables are generally less well–understood.
A geometric approach in [22] uses the notion of a Müntz set in Rn:

Definition 5.3. Given some set M Ă Rd, denote by M̃ the affine hull of M , that is:

M̃ “

#ÿ

i

ai ¨mi : mi P M, ai P R,
ÿ

i

ai “ 1

+
.

The distance of M̃ is given by distpM̃q “ infmPM̃ }m}Rd. We define Müntz sets in the following inductive
manner:

(1) If M is a point, then M is a Müntz set.
(2) If dimpMq “ k ą 0, then M is a Müntz set if M contains countably many pk´ 1q Müntz subsets

tMiuiPN such that M̃i ‰ M̃j if i ‰ j, and the sum

ÿ

iPN

1

1 ` distpM̃iq

diverges.

In the one–dimensional case, this is equivalent to Eq. (12), while in higher dimensions it enforces the
spacing of points of a set in an analogous manner. The higher dimension Müntz-Szasz theorem is then
as follows:

Theorem 5.4. Let K Ă R
n be a compact subset, and M Ă R

n an n–dimensional Müntz set. Then the
set

teλm¨tumPM

spans a dense subset of the spaces CpKq and LppKq for 1 ď p ă 8.

We will use this result insofar as it relates to lattices:

Corollary 5.5. Given any lattice Λ Ă Rn, the set

teλ¨tuλPΛ

spans a dense subset of the spaces CpKq and LppKq for 1 ď p ă 8.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 5.4 upon verifying that any lattice Λ is a Müntz set.
�

In the sequel, we denote by t ¨ Ax the dot product tTAx as opposed to the inner product, so for a
complex A “ B ` iC, t ¨ Ax “ t ¨ Bx ` it ¨ Cx “ x ¨ BT t ` ix ¨ CT t “ x ¨ AT t. In particular, symmetric
matrices, possibly complex valued, have the property t ¨ Ax “ x ¨ At, as opposed to Hermitian matrices
in the inner product setting.

The equivalent of Zalik’s theorem [33] follows for higher dimensions:
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Theorem 5.6 (Multivariable Zalik’s Theorem, Theorem 6.1 [19]). Let A P Cnˆn be a Hermitian matrix
with RepAq non-singular. Then for any lattice Λ Ă Rn, the set

te´px´λqApx´λquλPΛ

spans a dense subset of CpKq and LppKq for 1 ď p ă 8.

Proof. For each λ P Λ, e´λAλ is a non-zero constant, and te´xAx`2xRepAqλuλPΛ is dense in CpKq and

LppKq if and only if te2xRepAqλuλPΛ is. The result then follows from Corollary 5.5, since RepAq being
non-singular ensures RepAqΛ is again a lattice in Rn.

�

Using Corollary 5.5, we can take a similar approach to Theorem 4.4 to find classes of identifiable
operators:

Theorem 5.7. Let A P Spp2d,Rq have the block decomposition
ˆ
A1 A2

0 A´T
1

˙
(13)

where Ai are 2dˆ 2d matrices. Then the space

PA,K :“ tS P HS : supp
`
σA
S

˘
Ă Ku

is identifiable on any lattice Λ Ă R2d, with respect to the window S “ µpAq˚ pϕA b ϕAq, where ϕA is the
generalised Gaussian

ϕAptq :“ 2d{4e´πtAt

for some symmetric A P GLpd,Rq.

Proof. We begin by showing that the set

PI,K :“ tT P HS : supp
`
σT

˘
Ă Ku

is identifiable on any lattice Λ Ă R2d. We again use that

QST pλ, λq “ xσT , TλσSyHS .

Then for symmetric non-singular A, the operator S “ ϕA b ϕA has the Weyl symbol

σS “ 2d{4e´πtBt,

where B is a symmetric non-singular matrix, given explicitly by Proposition 244, [10]. It follows from
Theorem 5.6 that the set tTλσSuλPΛ is dense in L2pKq for any Λ Ă R2d, and so the set tαλpSquλPΛ is
dense in the set PI,K , and hence PI,K is identifiable on any Λ with respect to S. The general A case
follows using the same argument as in Theorem 4.4, and noting that the transformation AΛ gives a new
lattice, and since Theorem 5.6 requires only that AΛ is a lattice, the result follows.

�

For complex matrices, we can use the following extension of Zalik’s theorem to higher dimension:

Lemma 5.8. Let A P Cnˆn be diagonalisable with respect to a real orthogonal matrix, such that RepAq
is non-singular, and let K be a compact subset of Rn. Then there exists a real lattice Λ Ă R

n such that
the set

tetAλuλPΛ

spans a dense subset of CpKq and LppKq for 1 ď p ă 8.

Proof. Let A “ UDAU
T , where U is an orthogonal real matrix and DA is a complex diagonal matrix.

Set Λ “ UZn. Then

tetAλuλPΛ “ tetUDAxuxPZn .

Since K is compact for any change of variables, we make the change of variables UT t ÞÑ t, so the problem
reduces to the density of the span of

tetDAxuxPZn .(14)

Since DA is diagonal, the density of Eq. (14) is satisfied if the restriction to each coordinate spans a
dense set in CpIq, where UTK Ă In. This follows from the 1-dimensional Müntz-Szasz Theorem 5.2,
since by our assumption that RepAq is non-singular, the condition Eq. (12) holds.

�
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In the case of a singular real part of the matrix A, we have a similar result, but we then require a
density condition on the lattice in addition:

Lemma 5.9. Let A P Cnˆn be non–singular and diagonalisable with respect to a real orthogonal matrix,
and let K be a compact subset of Rn. Then there exists a real lattice Λ Ă Rn such that the set

tetAλuλPΛ

spans a dense subset of L2pKq.

Proof. Again consider the singular value decomposition A “ UDAU
T , for U an orthogonal real matrix

and DA a complex diagonal matrix. We can assume without loss of generality that the first k entries
of the diagonal DA have non-zero real part, while the remaining n ´ k are purely imaginary, where
0 ď k ď n. Let I Ă Rk and J Ă Rn´k such that K Ă I ˆ J .

We then take Λ “ Λ1 ˆ Λ2, where Λ1 “ UZk, and Λ2 “ cUZn´k, where c is a positive constant such
that UTJ is contained in a fundamental domain of ΛK

2 translated by a lattice point. Then by Lemma 5.8,
the set

tetλuλPΛ1

spans a dense subset of L2pIq, while by the well known result of Duffin and Schaeffer [11],

tetλuλPΛ2

spans a dense subset of L2pJq. Hence, the product of the two spans a dense subset of L2pKq.
�

We will need the following lemma for the next result of this section:

Lemma 5.10 (Lemma 1, [20]). Any symplectic matrix C P Spp2d,Rq has a decomposition

C “ DLVAV
T
B VC .

Proof. Recall that for any free symplectic matrix B, we can decompose B as

B “ VADLJVB

where A,B are symmetric matrices and L non-singular (Proposition 2.39, [9]). Furthermore, since any
symplectic matrix can be expressed as the composition of two free symplectic matrices (Proposition 2.36,
[9]), we find, after a simple calculation (and relabelling the matrices), that for a general C P Spp2d,Rq;

C “ DLVÃV
T
B̃
VA,

as required.
�

This decomposition is useful in particular because it has an explicit algorithm to calculate (Algorithm
1, [20]). As such, the condition in the next theorem is easily verified.

Theorem 5.11. Let A P Spp2d,Rq, such that A, B̃ corresponding to A in the decomposition in Lemma 5.10
are simultaneously diagonalisable. Then for any compact K Ă R2d, there exists some lattice Λ “ AZ2d

such that PA,K is identifiable on Λ with respect to the Gaussian S0 “ ϕ0 b ϕ0.

Proof. Since the metaplectic operators are unitary,

xT, αxpSqy “ xσT , TxσSy

“ xµpAqσT , µpAqTxσSy.

We decompose A as in Lemma 5.10:

A “ DLVÃV
T
B̃
VA.

Inserting this into the inner product gives

xT, αxpSqy “ xµpDLVÃq˚µpAqσT , µpV T
B̃
VAqTxσSy.

Since µpDLVÃq˚ maps compactly supported functions on K unitarily to compactly supported functions
on L´1 ¨K, if µpV T

B̃
VAqTxσS is dense in L2pL´1 ¨Kq then we have operator identification. Since K is an

arbitrary compact subset, we may consider K instead of L´1 ¨ K here for simplicity of notation.
We consider the window S is given by

σSptq “ e´πt¨t
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for ease of notation. The product eiπt¨At ¨ e´πpt´xq¨pt´xq is then

eit¨At ¨ ept´xq¨pt´xq “ e´πpt¨pI´iAqt´2t¨x`x¨xq.

If B̃ is singular, then the action of µpV T
B̃

q is given by convolution over the space of variables B̃R2d,

while the variables in the space kerpB̃q are unchanged. We denote B “ B̃´1, considered to be acting on

R
2d{kerpB̃q. Then for f P L2pR2dq “ L2pkerpB̃qq b L2pB̃R

2dq;

µpV T
B̃

qf “ |B| ¨ pδ b eiπBt¨tq ˚ f.

We can assume without loss of generality that K is a product of the form X ˆ Y where X Ă BR2d

and Y Ă kerpBq, by simply enlarging K if necessary. We then decompose L2pKq as L2pXq bL2pY q. The
span of the functions

e´πpt¨pI´iAqt´2t¨x`x¨xq

is dense in L2pY q for x in any Λ Ă kerpBq. This is because multiplying a function in L2pY q by e´πt¨pI´iAqt

is an injective map on L2pY q, and e´πx¨x is a non-zero constant, and then the span of e2πt¨x is dense in
L2pY q by Theorem 5.6.

We then consider the case that B is non-singular, and see that

eiπt¨Bt ˚ peiπt¨At ¨ e´πpt´xq2q “ e´πx¨x

ż

R2d

eiπt
1¨Bt1

¨ e´πppt´t1q¨pI´iAqpt´t1q´2pt´t1q¨xq dt1

“ e´πx¨x

ż

R2d

e´πpt1¨pI´iA´iBqt1´2t¨pI´iAqt1q

ˆ e´πpt¨pI´iAqt`2t1¨x´2t¨xq dt1

“ e´πpt¨pI´iAqt´2t¨x`x¨xq

ˆ

ż

R2d

e´πpt1¨pI´iA´iBqt1´2t¨pI´iAqt1`2t1¨xq dt1.

Denoting D “ p1 ´ iA´ iBq, which is symmetric and invertible, and completing the square gives
ż

R2d

e´πpt1¨Dt1´2t¨pI´iAqt1`2t1¨xq dt1 “ eπrpI´iAqt`xs¨D´1rpI´iAqt`xs

ˆ

ż

R2d

e´πppt1´D´1rpI´iAqt`xsq¨Dpt1´D´1rpI´iAqt`xsqq dt1.

Since D is symmetric, the multivariate complex Gaussian integral can be computed to be:
ż

R2d

e´πpt1¨Dt1´2t¨pI´iAqt1`2t1¨xq dt1 “
1

|D|1{2
.

Combining the two calculations then gives

eiπt¨Bt ˚ peiπt¨At ¨ e´πpt´xq2q “
1

|D|1{2
e´πpt¨pI´iAqt´2t¨x`x¨x`rpI´iAqt`xs¨D´1rpI´iAqt`xsq

“
1

|D|1{2
e´πt¨pI´iAqrI`D´1pI´iAqst¨

ˆ e2πt¨rI´pI´iAqD´1sxe´πx¨pI´D´1qx.(15)

Using the same argument as above, the first term of Eq. (15) is a non-zero bounded function, inde-
pendent of x, for any compact subset K, so the composition with any compactly supported function f
is again a compactly supported function, as the composition mapping is injective. The third term is a
non-zero constant for each x. Hence, density of the span of the set

teiπt¨Bt ˚ peiπt¨At ¨ e´πpt´xq2quxPΛ

in the space of L2pKq is equivalent to the span of the density of the middle term of Eq. (15). Note that

pI ´ iAqD´1 “ pI ´ iA ´ iB ` iBqpI ´ ipA `Bqq´1

“ I ` iBpI ´ ipA `Bqq´1

“ I ` iBD´1,

so the middle term of Eq. (15) reduces to e´2πt¨iBD´1x. Since we assume B is invertible, BD´1 is
invertible. By assumption, A and B are simultaneously diagonalisable, that is to say A “ UDAU

T and
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B “ UDBU
T for the same orthogonal matrix U . Then since I “ UIUT for any orthogonal U , D and

D´1 are also diagonalisable with respect to U . Hence, the result follows from Lemma 5.9.
�

As a most basic consequence of Theorem 5.11, the case A “ I satisfies the condition, so we recover
the same result as for Theorem 5.7:

Corollary 5.12. The space PI,K , of those operators with compactly supported Weyl symbols, is identi-
fiable for any lattice Λ Ă R

2d.

Similarly, in the case A “ J , we recover the well known fact of operator identification for band-limited
symbols, discussed in previous sections.

We can also consider the problem of phase retrieval for compactly supported functions, as discussed
in [18] [19]:

Example 5.13. Consider the case of phase retrieval on a lattice for a compactly support f P L2pKq.
This is equivalent to the identification of the operator f b f with respect to a rank–one window g b g.
The rank–one operator f b f being compactly supported corresponds to FUpf b fq being compactly
supported, where U corresponds to the metaplectic operator mapping the Weyl symbol to kernel;

U “ DL ¨ AFT2
,

where

L “

ˆ
I{2 I{2
I ´I

˙

and

AFT2
“

¨
˚̊
˝

I 0 0 0
0 0 0 ´I
0 0 I 0
0 I 0 0

˛
‹‹‚.

AFT2
can be decomposed in the form of Lemma 5.10 as

AFT2
“

ˆ
C 0
0 C´1

˙ ˆ
I 0
A I

˙ ˆ
I B

0 I

˙ ˆ
I 0
A I

˙
,

with A “

ˆ
0 0
0 ´I

˙
, B “

ˆ
0 0
0 I

˙
and C “

ˆ
I 0
0 ´I

˙
. From Theorem 5.11, it follows that the

space PA,K is identifiable on the lattice Λ1 ˆ Λ2, where Λ1 can be taken to be any lattice in Rd, while
Λ2 is such that Y Ă ΛK for C ¨K Ă X ˆ Y , X,Y Ă Rd.

In particular since the window e´πt2 is rank–one, this gives phase retrieval for the space L2pKq on the
lattice Λ1 ˆ Λ2. Furthermore, consider the case where S “ f b f , and µpAqf is compactly supported.
The metaplectic operator µpAq, with A P Sppd,Rq, acting on f , corresponds to the metaplectic operator
µpAq acting on Kfbf , where

A “

ˆ
A 0
0 A´T

˙
.

Thus, it can easily be seen that the ability to identify, and consequently perform phase retrieval, applies
to any of the sets of operators S “ f b f where µpAqf is compactly supported for any A P Sppd,Rq.

Remark 5.14. The condition of simultaneously diagonalisable A, B̃ in Theorem 5.11 is required in order
to make the real change of variables in Lemma 5.9. The complex analytical proof of the Müntz-Szasz
theorem relies on sets of uniqueness for complex analytic functions with a certain growth condition (cf.
[27]). A general change of variables in Lemma 5.9 would not necessarily preserve this growth condition in
the corresponding analytic function. It is possible that a similar result for sets of uniqueness for complex
analytic functions of general exponential type would suffice to relax the diagonalisation condition in
Theorem 5.11.
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118:288–316, 2018.
[26] F. Luef and E. Skrettingland. Mixed-state localization operators: Cohen’s class and trace class operators. Journal of

Fourier Analysis and Applications, 25:2064–2108, 2019.
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