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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]

(1) {(ST(N) g, (1) gD} A penr

for some operator S, suitable window function g and lattice A € R??. 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 < L(X,Y), does there exist an f e X
and positive constants A, B such that

(2) Al[Sln < [Sflly < BlS|x

for every S € 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 §=f®f;
(ST(Ng, 7 (N)g) = VgLV,

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 — {{(Sm(\)g, m(A\)g)}rea cannot ever be
injective for any lattice A [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 — {|V;g(\)|}rea is never
injective [I7]. 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 A = R?? with adjoint lattice
A° = AZ?¢ let Q denote the fundamental domain of A° given by Q = A[—1%,3]??. Let h € CX(R?)
such that h|1_¢q = 1 and supp(h) < Q, and g € ./ (R?) such that Vg is non-zero in supp(h). Then

given T € & with Fy (T) < (1 —€)Q where 0 <e < 1/2;

T = ) (Tr(Ng, 7(Ngrar(R)
AeA

where Fy (R) = 7|A|£(g,g).
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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 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(w,z) :={T,7(2)ST(w)* us,

which is a quantum time—frequency representation of 7' with respect to an appropriate window S. In
the case of a rank—one S = g ® g, this becomes the (continuous) Gabor matrix 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 — {QsT (A \)}a 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 Sp(d,R) consists of the real
2d x 2d matrices A satisfying

ATJA=1J

(0 Iy
7= (G 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 € Sp(2d,R) and
some operator T € &', the A-Weyl symbol 014 of T, is given by

where

o7 = (Ao,

and the metaplectic transform of T, denoted p(A)T, is the operator defined as
u(A)T = La

where L, is the Weyl quantisation of the symbol o. 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€ Sp(2d,R) be an upper (block) triangular matriz,

(A A
A‘(O AlT)’
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where the A; are 2d x 2d matrices, and let h, A and Q be as in [Theorem 1.1, and S € & such that
Fw(S) # 0 in supp(g). Then given some operator T € & satisfying

supp(o7) < (1 - €)@,
T can be expressed as

T =) QeT(\Traxr(R)
AEN

where §' = p(A)*S, Fy(R) = fg(#(s)) and A = A A.

Interestingly, the condition that A be of the type in [Theorem 1.2]is equivalent to the operator p(.A)
being bounded on all M?4(R%) 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 +— QgsT (A, \) is injective. This is of
course already the case in the setting of [[heorem 1.1] and [Theorem 1.2l We find the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let A€ Sp(2d,R) have the block decomposition
Ay Ao
Q (0 )

where A; are 2d x 2d matrices. Then the space

Parx ={SeHS: supp(oé) c K}

is identifiable on any lattice A < R??, with respect to the window S = u(A)* (o4 ® ), where 4 is the
generalised Gaussian

SﬁA(t) = 2d/4e—7rtAt
for some symmetric A€ GL(d,R).

We then consider decompositions of symplectic matrices of the type
(4) C=DLViViVa,
where symplectic matrices of the type Dy, and V4 are the generators of the symplectic group, to be defined
in [Section 2.5l 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€ Sp(2d,R), such that A, B corresponding to A in the decomposition are
simultaneously diagonalisable. Then for any compact K < R?*?, there exists some lattice A = AZ*® such
that P i is identifiable on A.

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

Fiw):= | fa)e s,

for a function f € L'(R%). The Fourier transform can be extended to a unitary operator on L?(R%), 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 A = R?? with adjoint lattice A° = AZ?*?, let Q denote
the fundamental domain of A° given by Q = A[—%, %]Qd. Let f € " such that supp(Fa(f)) < (1 —¢€)Q
for 0 < e <1/2. Let he CX(R?*) such that h|;_q =1 and supp(h) < Q. Then

f = ﬁ S FNTAFalh).

AEA
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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 7 (z) for some
z = (z,w) € R? by

m(x,w) == M,T,,
where T, f(t) = f(t — ) and M, f(t) = e?™f(t). The time—frequency shifts are a projective repre-
sentation of the reduced Heisenberg group on the Hilbert space L?(R?), and accordingly many features

of TFA in fact arise from the properties of the Heisenberg group. Closely related is the symmetric
time—frequency shift p(z), defined as

p(2) := TooMyTyp = My 2T My, = e T Ir(2).

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:

m(2)m(z) = e 2" Tz + o),
p(z)p(zl) _ e*ﬂiﬂ(z,z’)p(z + Z/),
where Q(z,2') := w' - & — w - 2’ is the standard symmplectic form on R??. 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

Vof(2) = (f,m(2)g) L
for f,g € L?(R%). The adjoint mapping is given by
P = F
v; » (2)m(z)gdz

where the integral can be interpreted weakly. For |g|r2 = 1, the mapping f — V, f is an isometry from
L?(R?) to L?(R24), and moreover we have Moyal’s orthogonality relation:

Vg f1, Voo F2) 2 meay = (f1s f2)r2ra) {91, 92) 12 (Ray
for fi, f2,91,92 € L?(R?). As a particular instance of Moyal’s relation, the reconstruction formula is
given by
_ 1
- Chygyre Jraa

for (h,gyr= # 0. By using the symmetric time—frequency shift in place of the standard time—frequency
shift, the (cross)-ambiguity function can be defined as

A(f,9)(2) == {f,p(2)g)r2 = €TV f(2).
We also define the (cross)-Wigner distribution,

W)= | f (:c . g) g (z _ g)— .

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

Faf(z) = J F(2)e 202 gy

R2d

f Vof(2)m(2)hdz,

we have the relation

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

R(f,9)(2) = Fa(Vaf)(2)
- e
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By restricting the analysing atom to the normalised Gaussian ¢o(t) = 24/4¢=7" which is in the
Schwartz space . (R%), the STFT can be defined in terms of the duality pairing (.#/,.#) 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 STF'T,
called the modulation spaces:

MES = {f € S/ (RY) : Vo f € LEJI(R2)).
The modulation spaces reflect the decay in both time and frequency, and in the special case p = ¢ = 2,

M22(R%) = L2(RY).

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
R2?_ gives a basis like representation of a function, known as a frame. For some Hilbert space H, a set
{fi}ier is called a frame if the frame condition

Al fl5 < 2K fooml® < Bl
el
is satisfied for some constants A, B and every f € 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 = Y[ fioufs

el
is a positive, invertible operator on H, and can be decomposed into the analysis operator C' : H — 2 (I);
Cf = A{{f, fiprtier,
and synthesis operator D : £2(I) — H;

Da := Zaifi.

iel
The frames arising naturally in time—frequency analysis are of the type
{r(Mghren,

where A < R2?? is a lattice, and are known as Gabor frames. The modulation spaces MP;9(R9) are
characterised by their frame coefficients, given some Gabor frame {m(\)g}rea with g € M1(R9),

feMyIRY) = Cfethi (M),
and the norm of the analysis operator is independent of p, ¢ [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 € £(L?(R?)) is defined as

tr(9) = Z<Sen, €nyL?

for some orthornomal basis {e,, }nen, upon which the trace does not depend. The trace class of operators,
S', is the space of operators with finite trace of their positive part;

St :={Se L(L*RY) : tr(|S]) < o0}
S! is a Banach space and ideal of £(L?(R?)). The Hilbert-Schmidt operators are defined as
HS = {S e L(L*(R?Y)) : §*S e S},
and form a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product
(S, Tyns :=tr(ST™).

More generally, the Schatten class operators SP can be defined by ¢P 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 = Z )‘nwn®¢m

neN
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where \,, are the singular values of S, {1, }nen and {¢y, }nen are orthonormal sets in L?(R?) and the rank
one operator ¢ ® ¢ is defined by

V¢ =<, P2y

To an operator S € L£(L?(R?)), 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 Kg such that

Sfg)o .o ={Ks,g® [ .

The map S — Kg is a unitary map from HS to L?(R??), and conversely any function F' e L%(R2?)
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 ofg, of a rank-one operator f ® g is given
by

Of@g = W(fag)a

where W(f, g) 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 ¢ as L,. The Weyl quantisation ¢ — L, is also unitary from
L?(R??) — HS, and can be extended by duality to tempered distributions. The Weyl symbol of S, og,
is related unitarily to the integral kernel by

os = F2T,Kg,

where F5 is the partial Fourier transform in the second variable, and T, the change of coordinates
Ty:(x,y) — (x+ 52— %)

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 ® g, the
Kohn-Nirenberg symbol ofc(@A; is given by

Ki@g = R(f,9).

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 & and &’
respectively. Similarly, the modulation spaces MP(R??) 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
az(S) = p(2)Sp(2)*.
This has the effect of translating the Weyl symbol;
Oa,(S) = TzUS~

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 € 89, f € LP(R??) and T € SP, for %—i—% =1+ %,
we define

SxT(z):= tr(SOéz(T))
fxS:= f(2)e(5) dz,
R2d

where T = 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 g®h with a function f € L%(R??), corresponds to the localisation
operator;

Fela@hy = [ FEVisEmegde

On the other hand, the convolution of two rank—one operators ¢ ® g and f ® f is the spectrogram;

(9®9)* (f®f) = Vo f(2)]*.
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The Fourier-Wigner transform Fy is defined as
Fw (S) = tr(p(=2)9),
and is a unitary map from HS to L?(R2¢). We have the relation
Fo(Fw(S)) = os.

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

Fw(f*8) =Fal(f) Fw(S)
(5) Fao(S+T)=Fw(S)  Fw(T).
As in the case of the convolutions, the Fourier-Wigner transform of a rank—one operator returns a familiar
object, the ambiguity function:

Fw(g® f)(z) = Af, 9)(2).

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

Bu(S) == p(§)Sp(5),
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

Y,z (8) = e TR T p(2) S plw) *

and the corresponding polarised Cohen’s class of an operator 7' € ‘HS with respect to a window operator
SeHS:
QST(wa Z) = <Ta ’Yw,z(S)>HS-
The polarised Cohen’s class is an isometric mapping Qg : HS — L?(R*%), and satisfies the orthogonality
property;
(QsT,QrW )2 = (T, W)3s(S, R)us,
and reproducing formula;
1
= QsT(w, 2) Y, (S) dw dz.
|513s Jraa

Since the operator time—frequency shift v, , corresponds to a time—frequency shift of the Weyl symbol,
we find the relation

QsT(w,z) = ¢y, Vosor(U(w, z)),
where ¢y, . is the unitary phase factor

Cowz = e—iﬂ'(IU1+Zl)(’w2—22)

and U the change of variables

w1 + 21 Wy + 22
U(w,z)=< 5 5 ,w2—22,z1—w1>.

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

MPA = {Te& :Qs,T € LPA(RY)}.

where Sy = ¢ ® ©g.

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

{’YA,;L(S)}(/\,M)eAxM-

The analysis operator, Cs : HS — ¢?(A x M), corresponding to an operator Gabor frame, is given by
CsT :={QsT(\, )} axm-
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Its adjoint, the synthesis operator Dg : £2(A x M) — HS is given by

Dga := Z ax,pYw,z(S)-
Ax M
The composition of the two is defined as the frame operator, Esr := D7rCg, and the Gabor frame
condition is equivalent to the frame operator being bounded and invertible. Given a window S € M!
which generates a Gabor frame for HS on A x M, the frame operator Eg g is bounded on all M?>¢ spaces
[24].

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

(0 L
= (G 1)

where I; is the d x 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 Q(z,2’) = z - J2’. The symplectic
group Sp(d, R) consists of the matrices A € R24*2¢ satisfying

ATJA = J.
If we write A in block form as
=& h)
then the symplectic condition is equivalent to all of the following holding:
ACT = ATC
BDT = BTD

ATD-C"B =1
For all A € Sp(d,R), det(A) = 1 and the inverse is given by

©) = (e )

If det(B) # 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 2d x 2d matrices

1 0 L1 0
vc.:<c 1) and DL.:<O LT),

where C' € R?*? is symmetric and L € GL(d,R) non-singular. Along with .J, matrices of the type V¢
and Dy, generate the symplectic group. It is not difficult to calculate that

V01V02 = VCI+C2 and DLlDLg = 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;

p(2)p(2) = e p(z + ),
symplectic matrices are therefore defined by the property
p(Az)p(AZ) = e ™77 p(A(z + 2')).

By the Stone-von Neumann theorem, the representation z — p(Az) is unitarily equivalent to the rep-
resentation given by p(z). We call this unitary operator the metaplectic operator corresponding to A,
denoted p(A), which hence satisfies

(7) 1(A)p(z)u(A)* = p(Az).

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 e L2(RY):

w(J)f(x) = Ff(z)
u(Ve) f(z) = et f(a)
w(Dp)f(x) = L7V f(La).
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We also note that
u(VE) f () = ermeCt s f(x).

Example 2.2. As a simple illustration of the intertwining property, consider the case A = J, recalling
that wu(J) is the Fourier transform. The identity

Vof(@,0) = e >V f(w, —2)
for f,g € L?(R?) can easily be calculated directly, however we can also use to verify
() Fm(T2)u(T)gyre = e f, u(J)* p(T2) (T )g) 2
= ™ u(THp(T2) (T gy
= ™S, p(2)g) 12
= 2 m(2)g) L2
where we use that p is group homomorphism.

The symplectic Fourier transform on L?(R2¢) corresponds to the symplectic matrix Az, € Sp(2d, R)
given by

-1

o ~NO O
O O ~NO
o O O

while the partial Fourier transform in the second variable corresponds to

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 I
Ar = 0 I 0
0o —-I 0 0

Due to the intertwining property 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

A(f,9) = n(Ar)W(f, 9)-
Furthermore, since the STFT is simply the ambiguity function multiplied by a chirp;

Vof = n(Ve ) (Ax )W (f, 9)
= w(Asrrr)W(f,9),

Co = ((1)/2 é/Q) ’

where

we have

0 —I

I 0
—-I1/2 0

0 1/2

-ASTFT =

o O O

-1

0

0

I

0
Finally since the Rihaczek distribution is given by R(f, g) = Fa(V,f), we have R(f, 9) = p(Arin)W ([, 9),
where

I 0 0 —1/2
I R S 0
Arin =19 ¢ 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 € HS is said to generate a Gabor frame on the lattice A x M if the frame
operator

EsT -

D Tl S)us1an(S)
Ax M

= > QsT(\ )yau(S)

AxM
is bounded and invertible on the space HS. Consider now the rank—one operator S = g ® g. The
polarised Cohen’s class is then given by
QST(’U_), Z) = <T7 VA,H(S)>HS
(8) = MRz T p(2) g, p(w)g) e,

Hence, the Gabor matrix

(ewi(u1u2—)‘1>‘2)<Tp(M)ga p()‘)g>l‘2)

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 € L2(R%) which generates a Gabor frame on A, then S = g® g generates
a Gabor frame for operators on A x A. Then reconstruction from the Gabor matrix follows from
the frame condition. Furthermore, if we take g € M (RY) and again set S = g ® g, then the frame
operator Fg is a bounded operator on all MP>? spaces, and accordingly, any operator T'€ MP-¢ can be
reconstructed from the Gabor matrix

(Quag TN, 1) = (70220 Tp()g, p(N)g).1,)

AxM

AxM '

Reconstruction from the Gabor matrix is thus possible for a large class of operators; the space M®
contains for example all bounded operators on L*(R?). Restricting to the diagonal (QsT(), \)),, 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,

QyegS(A,A) = (Sp(N)g, p(N)g)

for some lattice A < R?? 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 A, since if S = f ® f, then

Sp(N)g, p(N)gy = {f, p(N)g) - {f, p(N)g)
= A(f, 9)(V]?
= |ng()‘)|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
{ax(S)}ren for a lattice A = R??, and the discretisation © : T+ {QsT (A, A\)}rea 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 [I7].

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 Grochenig 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 A, Q and h be as in[Theorem 2.1, and S € &
such that Fw (S) is non-zero in supp(h). Then given T € & with Fyw(T) < (1 —¢€)Q where 0 <e < 1/2;

T =) QsT(\Nax(R),

AeA
where Fy (R) = 5=
Proof. By [Eq. (5)} we have
) Fa(QsT(w,w))(2) = Fw (9)(2) - Fw (T)(2),

and so supp (Fo(QsT (w,w))) < (1 —¢)Q. Using [Theorem 2.1] then gives

QsT(2,2) 2 QsT (A N ThFa(h)(2),

| AEA

which upon taking the symplectic Fourier transform becomes

Z QST )\ /\) 27iQ(A, )h( )

AEA

Substituting [Eq. (9)| then gives

2miQ(A,+) h
M) = 10 L QTN =0
= Z QsT (X, N)Fw(ax(R)),
AEA

for R as defined in the initial statement. Hence since the Fourier-Wigner is an isomorphism from &’ to
71(B21),

T =) QsT(\ Nax(R).
AEA

O

[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 A°-modulation invariant operators:

Definition 3.2. An operator T € M% is called A-modulation-invariant if
A AN *
To(3)=0(3) T
P\2) = P\3

It is an easy calculation to find that such operators have the property
Fw(T)(z = A) = Fw(T)(2)

for all A € A. Consequently, the Weyl symbol is supported on the lattice A, and the following result
follows:

for every A e A.

Proposition 3.3 (Theorem 6.5, [23]). Let S € M! such that 05(0) # 0, and supp(os) = K, where K
is a compact neighbourhood of the origin not containing any \° € A° apart from the origin. Then given
any A-modulation invariant operator T € M®;

D1 QsT(A,\°) - p(2X°)P.

- US(O A°eA°

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 (QsT' (X + 1, \)),, actually correspond
to the diagonal of the polarised Cohen’s class, with the new window p(n)S (with the addition of a phase
factor). As such, reconstruction of 7' from the side diagonal is a simple corollary of [Theorem 3.1k
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Corollary 3.5 (Theorem 4.3.4, [28]). Let g, A, Q and T be as in[Theorem 3.1l Given S € & such that
supp(Fw (p(n)S)) < (1 — €)Q for some n e A and Fw (S) is non-zero in supp(g), one can reconstruct T
from the side diagonal

T — Z 6_2”i772()‘1+"1)QST()\,)\ + n)a,\(R),
AEA
where Fw (R) = mr 700w

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 matriz A € Sp(2d,R) and some operator T € &, the A-Weyl
symbol Jq“i‘ of T, is given by

ot = u(A)or.
The metaplectic transform of T, denoted u(A)T is the operator defined as
p(A)T := Ly

where u(A)o is the usual metaplectic operator u(A) acting on the distribution o € .#'(R??). Hence the
metaplectic transform p(A)T is the Weyl quantisation of the metaplectic transform of the Weyl symbol
of T. Conversely, the A-quantisation of some o € .’ is the operator Lf defined as

A _
La = LM(A)*O"

Example 4.2. For

1 1

i Lo o

o o L -2
A= 2 2

o 0 1 11}

-1 1 0 0

1(A) defines the mapping or — kg (cf. [14]), and so the A-Weyl symbol is the kernel of T. On the
other hand the A-quantisation of the kernel K1 gives the operator T

Remark 4.3. One should note that in [3], 4(A)(T), is used to refer to pu(A)kr, where k7 is the integral
kernel of T'. This definition is related to ours by the transformation of the symplectic matrix

1 1 1
Lo o ¥ A
i 3 |.4. 3 T3
A01%0A0011
0 -1 3 0 -1 1 0 o0

by 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
(Lof,g) = {0, Uf®g>a
we note that the A-Weyl symbol and A-quantization are dual in the sense that
<L}4f7 g9) = <o, 0}4®g>-
We recall the intertwining property of metaplectic transforms [Eq. (7);
u(A)p(E)u(A)* = p(Ag)

for A e Sp(2d,R).
We are now ready to state the reconstruction theorem for A-Weyl symbols:
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Theorem 4.4. Let A€ Sp(2d,R) be an upper triangular matriz,

(A A

where the A; are 2d x 2d matrices, and let g, A, Q and S be as in [Theorem 3.1l Then given some
operator T' € &' satisfying

supp(o7) < (1 - €)@,
T can be expressed as

T =) QeT(\ANTrax(R)
AeN

where S = p(A)*S, Fw(R) = .7:9(}. (S’)) and (N x M) = A71(A x 0).

Proof. By[Theorem 3.1]and the definition of 04, we have that the operator u(.A)T can be reconstructed
as

= > Qs ((AT) (A, Naa(R),
AEA
where R = —2—~. We then use the intertwining property - (7) to find

|A]Fw (S)”
Qs (WAT) (A, A) = (u(A)T, ax(S))
= (u(A)or, p(A, 0)os)
= {or, p(A)*p(X, ) p(A)p(A)* o)
= (o7, p(AT (X, 0)) u(A)*os)
= Qs T (A7 (X,0)).
Sampling Qsu(A)T then corresponds to sampling Q¢ T on the symplectic transformation of the lattice

A. In order to be able to reconstruct 7' from the diagonal of Qg/, translations by the lattice A must
correspond to translations on the lattice A’, which is to say we need the condition

AN 0) = (X, 0).

A A
-1 _ 1 2
)
As a symplectic matrix we have the explicit form of the inverse [Eq. (6)}

AT AT

A—(o AT )

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.

This condition is equivalent to

O

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:og— ok¥ is given by

Ug(x,y) = F e ™V Fo(x,y).

In terms of metaplectic transformations, this is equivalent to
U = p(J)*u(Ve)u(J),

1
where C = (2)) ,and Vo = <I 0) (Section 2.2, []). Hence the matrix A in the previous theorem

c I
- (T -C
J-VC-J—<0 7

As such, [Theorem 4.4 applies, A : (A x0) — (A x0), and so the two formulations of [Theorem 3.1 coincide

for the same lattice A.

N= O

is in this case



14 HENRY MCNULTY

The condition on the matrix A 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 [§]. For the purpose of operator
reconstruction, however, we can relax this condition to the more general B-covariance property:

Definition 4.6. Let B € GL(d,R). A symplectic matriz A gives rise to a B-covariant quantisation if
the property

A _ A
O-DLZ(S) = TBZUS

holds for every S € &'.

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 matriz A gives rise to a B-covariant quantisation if and only if A has
the block decomposition

(11) (ﬁ BA2T> .

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

A A
o (s) = P(Bz,0)0%.
Using the definition of 0“54 along with the intertwining property of metaplectic operators then gives

UZi(S) = p(A)oa, (s)
= p(A)p(z,0)os
= p(A(=,0))u(A)os

= p(Bz,0))u(A)os

A
= TBZJS .

By the same argument, any B-covariant quantisation must correspond to a symplectic matrix of the form

O

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 € Sp(2d,R) give a B-covariant quantisation, and let g, A, Q and S be as in
[Theorem 3.1l Then given some operator T' € & satisfying

supp(o7) < (1 - €)@,
T can be expressed as

T= > QsT(\A)Trar(R)
AeEN’

where S = p(A)*S, Fw(R) = fg(#(g,)) and N’ = BA.

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 — {QsT(\, \)} 4 is injective, for some lattice A. 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 < &’ is identifiable on the lattice A with respect to window S € &
if the map

T~ QST(Aa A)

is injective from T to £ (A).
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Our terminology reflects that in this scenario, the diagonal of QgT “identifies” T in the set 7. We
could, of course, take a different dual pairing than (&, &’) 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 — {QsT (A, A\)}o amounts to a
question of completeness of translates of a function, the basis of results in this section will be Miintz-
Szasz type theorems for higher dimensions. We recall the classical Miintz-Szasz theorem in one variable,
in terms of exponential functions (the monomial case is equivalent):

Theorem 5.2 (Miintz-Szasz Theorem). Let {\;};er be a sequence of non-zero complex numbers, such
that

1
" 2]~
Then the set
{eM Y ier
spans a dense subset of the spaces C([a,b]) and LP([a,b]) for 1 < p < .

The complex analytic proof of [Theorem 5.2l 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 Miintz set in R™:

Definition 5.3. Given some set M < R, denote by M the affine hull of M, that is:

M={Zai-mi:mieM,aieR,Zai=1}.

The distance of M is given by dist(M) = inf_ _ 7 [m|ge. We define Miintz sets in the following inductive
manner:

(1) If M is a point, then M is a Mintz set.
(2) If dim(M) = k > 0, then M is a Mintz set if M contains countably many (k — 1) Miintz subsets
{M;}ien such that M; # M, if i # j, and the sum

1
%‘g 1 + dist(M;)
diverges.

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

Theorem 5.4. Let K < R" be a compact subset, and M < R"™ an n—dimensional Miintz set. Then the
set

{e/\m-t}mEM
spans a dense subset of the spaces C(K) and LP(K) for 1 < p < oo.
We will use this result insofar as it relates to lattices:

Corollary 5.5. Given any lattice A = R"™, the set

{ek‘t}ke/\
spans a dense subset of the spaces C(K) and LP(K) for 1 <p < 0.

Proof. This follows from [Theorem 5.4 upon verifying that any lattice A is a Miintz set.
[l

In the sequel, we denote by ¢ - Az the dot product t¥ Az as opposed to the inner product, so for a
complex A = B+iC,t-Ax =t -Bx +it-Cx = x- BTt +ix-CTt = - ATt. In particular, symmetric
matrices, possibly complex valued, have the property ¢ - Az = 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 € C"*™ be a Hermitian matriz
with Re(A) non-singular. Then for any lattice A = R™, the set

{ef(zf)\)A(zf)\)}keA
spans a dense subset of C(K) and LP(K) for 1 < p < 0.

Proof. For each A € A, e=** is a non-zero constant, and {e~#4*+22Re(A)A}, \is dense in C(K) and
LP(K) if and only if {e?*Re(AMA1 )\ is. The result then follows from [Corollary 5.5} since Re(A) being

non-singular ensures Re(A)A is again a lattice in R™.
O

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€ Sp(2d,R) have the block decomposition

& &)

where A; are 2d x 2d matrices. Then the space
Pax :={S€HS :supp(cd) < K}
is identifiable on any lattice A = R??, with respect to the window S = u(A)* (pa ® @a), where @4 is the
generalised Gaussian
pa(t) := 29/ mtAL
for some symmetric A€ GL(d,R).

Proof. We begin by showing that the set
Prx :={TeHS: supp(oT) c K}
is identifiable on any lattice A < R??. We again use that
QsT(\, ) = {or, Thos)us-
Then for symmetric non-singular A, the operator S = 4 ® @4 has the Weyl symbol
og = 2d/4€—7rtBt’
where B is a symmetric non-singular matrix, given explicitly by Proposition 244, [10]. It follows from
Theorem 5.6 that the set {Thos}aea is dense in L2(K) for any A = R, and so the set {ax(S)}xea is
dense in the set Pr g, and hence Py i is identifiable on any A with respect to S. The general A case
follows using the same argument as in [Theorem 4.4, and noting that the transformation AA gives a new

lattice, and since [Theorem 5.6] requires only that AA is a lattice, the result follows.
(I

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

Lemma 5.8. Let A € C**™ be diagonalisable with respect to a real orthogonal matriz, such that Re(A)
is non-singular, and let K be a compact subset of R™. Then there exists a real lattice A — R™ such that
the set

{etA)\})\eA
spans a dense subset of C(K) and LP(K) for 1 <p < c0.

Proof. Let A = UDUT, where U is an orthogonal real matrix and D4 is a complex diagonal matrix.
Set A = UZ"™. Then

{etAk}AeA _ {etUDAw}zeZ”-

Since K is compact for any change of variables, we make the change of variables UTt +— ¢, so the problem
reduces to the density of the span of

(14) {e"P47} pegn.

Since D4 is diagonal, the density of is satisfied if the restriction to each coordinate spans a
dense set in C(I), where UTK < I™. This follows from the 1-dimensional Miintz-Szasz [Theorem 5.2
since by our assumption that Re(A) 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 e C"*" be non—singular and diagonalisable with respect to a real orthogonal matriz,
and let K be a compact subset of R™. Then there exists a real lattice A = R™ such that the set

{etA)\})\eA
spans a dense subset of L*(K).

Proof. Again consider the singular value decomposition A = UD U7, for U an orthogonal real matrix
and D4 a complex diagonal matrix. We can assume without loss of generality that the first k entries
of the diagonal D4 have non-zero real part, while the remaining n — k are purely imaginary, where
0<k<n. Let I c R¥ and J < R" % such that K < I x J.

We then take A = Ay x As, where Ay = UZk, and Ay = CUZ"_’“, where c is a positive constant such
that UTJ is contained in a fundamental domain of A3 translated by a lattice point. Then by [Lemma 5.8
the set

{et/\}/\EAl
spans a dense subset of L?(I), while by the well known result of Duffin and Schaeffer [11],
{et/\}/\EAz

spans a dense subset of L?(.J). Hence, the product of the two spans a dense subset of L?(K).

We will need the following lemma for the next result of this section:
Lemma 5.10 (Lemma 1, [20]). Any symplectic matriz C € Sp(2d,R) has a decomposition
C=DLVaAVE V.
Proof. Recall that for any free symplectic matrix B, we can decompose B as
B=VaDpJVp

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 € Sp(2d, R);

C=DLViViVa,
as required.

O

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 € Sp(2d,R), such that A, B corresponding to A in the decomposition in[Lemma 510
are simultaneously diagonalisable. Then for any compact K < R??, there exists some lattice A = AZ>*?
such that P, i is identifiable on A with respect to the Gaussian Sy = po ® @o.

Proof. Since the metaplectic operators are unitary,
(T, ax(S)) = (or, Tr0s)
= {u(Aor, p(A)T;0s).
We decompose A as in [Lemma 5.70)
A=DLV;VEiVa.
Inserting this into the inner product gives
(T, 0z(8)) = {u(DLVz)* u(A)or, u(Vy Va)Tos).

Since pu(DrV;)* maps compactly supported functions on K unitarily to compactly supported functions
on L™'- K, if u(VEVa)T,0s is dense in L?(L~" - K) then we have operator identification. Since K is an
arbitrary compact subset, we may consider K instead of L™! - K here for simplicity of notation.

We consider the window S is given by

os(t) =e ™
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for ease of notation. The product et At . ¢=m(t=2)(t=2) ig then
eit-At . e(tfz)-(tfx) _ efw(t-(lfiA)tfﬂ-erz-m)

If B is singular, then the action of u(VBT ) is given by convolution over the space of variables BR2,

while the variables in the space ker(B) are unchanged. We denote B = B~', considered to be acting on
R24 /ker(B). Then for f e L?(R??) = L?(ker(B)) ® L?(BR2%);
w(Vg)f =Bl (6@e ™)« f.
We can assume without loss of generality that K is a product of the form X x Y where X — BR??
and Y < ker(B), by simply enlarging K if necessary. We then decompose L?(K) as L?(X)® L*(Y). The

span of the functions

e—w(t~(1—iA)t—2t‘I+m‘z)
is dense in L?(Y') for z in any A < ker(B). This is because multiplying a function in L?(Y") by e~ (I=i4)
is an injective map on L?(Y), and e~ is a non-zero constant, and then the span of e27*®
L*(Y') by [Theorem 5.6l

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

is dense in

imt-Bt (eiwt~At . e—w(t—m)2) _ e—mmf ez‘m:ﬁBt' . e—fr((t—t')‘(I—iA)(t—t/)—Q(t—t')m) dt’
R2d

’ . . ’ . ’
— o TEX e—ﬂ'(t -(I—iA—iB)t'—2t-(I—iA)t )
R2d

% efw(t-(IfiA)t+2t'-zf2t-z) dt’

_ e—ﬂ'(t‘(I—iA)t—Qtw-ﬁ-zw)
, . . ’ . ’ ’
% efw(t -(I—iA—iB)t' —2t-(I—iA)t' +2t :n) dt’.
R2d

Denoting D = (1 — iA — iB), which is symmetric and invertible, and completing the square gives

J- e—ﬂ'(t'~Dt'—2t‘(I—iA)t/+2t"z) dt = ew[(I—z‘A)Hz]~D*1[(I—iA)t+z]
R2d
XJ e—w((t'—D*I[(I—z‘A)tm]).D(t'—D*l[(I—iA)t+m])) dr’.
R2d

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

J- e—w(tﬁDt/—%.(I—z‘A)t’+2t'.m) dt' — 1
R2d |D|v2
Combining the two calculations then gives
eimt-Bt (eifrt‘At . e—ﬂ'(t—m)Q) _ 1 e—ﬂ(t‘(I—iA)t—2t~m+z~z+[(I—iA)t+m]~D71[(I—iA)t+m])
|D|1/2
_ 1 e—frt‘(l—iA)[I-ﬁ-D’l(I—z‘A)]t.
|D[1/2
(15) % e?ﬂ't-[If(IfiA)Dfl]zefwx-(Ifol)ac.

Using the same argument as above, the first term of 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

{emt-Bt « (eiwt-At . efw(tfz)z)}me/\
in the space of L?(K) is equivalent to the span of the density of the middle term of Note that
(I —iA) D™ = (I —iA—iB+iB)(I —i(A+ B))™ !
=I1+iB(I—i(A+ B))™*
=I1+iBD™!,

so the middle term of [Eq. (15)| reduces to e~2mtiBD ' Gince we assume B is invertible, BD™! is
invertible. By assumption, A and B are simultaneously diagonalisable, that is to say A = UD U” and



METAPLECTIC QUANTUM TIME-FREQUENCY ANALYSIS, OPERATOR RECONSTRUCTION AND IDENTIFICATION

B = UDgUT for the same orthogonal matrix U. Then since I = UIUT for any orthogonal U, D and
D~ are also diagonalisable with respect to U. Hence, the result follows from [Lemma 5.9
O

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 5.7l

Corollary 5.12. The space Pr i, of those operators with compactly supported Weyl symbols, is identi-
fiable for any lattice A — R?.

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 [I8] [19]:

Example 5.13. Consider the case of phase retrieval on a lattice for a compactly support f € L?(K).
This is equivalent to the identification of the operator f &® f with respect to a rank—one window g ® g.
The rank-one operator f ® f being compactly supported corresponds to Fy(f ® f) being compactly
supported, where U corresponds to the metaplectic operator mapping the Weyl symbol to kernel;

U=Dr-Arr,,

where
(12 1/2
= (7 1)
and
I 0 0 0
0 0 0 —I
Arm =g o g 0
0 I 0 0

Apr, can be decomposed in the form of [Lemma 5.10 as

L | I [ [

0 0 0 0 I 0
ith A _ - . From Theorem 5.1T) |
with A <0 B I)’ B <0 I) and C <0 B I) From it follows that the

space P4 k is identifiable on the lattice A; x A2, where A; can be taken to be any lattice in R¢, while
Agissuchthat Y c At for C- K < X xY, X, Y c R%

In particular since the window e~ is rank—one, this gives phase retrieval for the space L?(K) on the
lattice A; x Ag. Furthermore, consider the case where S = f ® f, and u(A)f is compactly supported.

The metaplectic operator p(A), with A € Sp(d, R), acting on f, corresponds to the metaplectic operator
p(A) acting on K gy, where
A 0

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 ® f where u(A)f is compactly supported for any A € Sp(d,R).

Remark 5.14. The condition of simultaneously diagonalisable A, B 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 Miintz-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 5.9l 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 5.111
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