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Covariant integral quantization is implemented for systems whose phase space is Zd ×
Zd, i.e., for systems moving on the discrete periodic set Zd = {0, 1, . . . d − 1 mod d}.
The symmetry group of this phase space is the periodic discrete version of the Weyl-
Heisenberg group, namely the central extension of the abelian group Zd × Zd. In this
regard, the phase space is viewed as the left coset of the group with its center. The

non-trivial unitary irreducible representation of this group, as acting on L2(ZN ), is
square integrable on the phase phase. We derive the corresponding covariant integral
quantizations from (weight) functions on the phase space, and display their phase space

portrait.
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1. Introduction

In this contribution, we explore quantum models for the unit-scale discrete torus

Zd×Zd, which serves as a finite phase space ideally suited to systems with a finite

number of states [1–4]. This structure is highly relevant to quantum systems such as

spin systems or those described by finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. The discrete

torus is particularly useful for defining discrete Wigner functions, which allow for

the representation of quantum states in phase space [1, 5]. This discrete approach

is critical for analyzing quantum states in contexts where continuous phase space

methods do not apply [4, 6–9]. The discrete torus also provides a valuable simplified

model for studying quantum chaos and quantum maps, such as the quantum cat

map [10]. These models can exhibit complex dynamical behaviors similar to clas-

sical chaotic systems, making them a key tool in exploring the quantum-classical

correspondence. The discrete torus plays an important role in investigating the

relationship between quantum and classical systems.

In quantum information and computation, the discrete torus is pivotal for study-

ing quantum error correction, quantum algorithms, and quantum codes [11–13]. By

examining the evolution and transformation of quantum states in this discrete set-

ting, researchers can develop efficient computational techniques. Additionally, the

discrete structure of the torus is closely connected to modular arithmetic, which

is a foundational element in quantum algorithms like Shor’s algorithm [14], which

is widely used in cryptography. Mathematically, the discrete torus has deep con-

nections with the representation theory of finite quantum groups. This relationship

facilitates the study of symmetries and invariants in quantum systems, contributing

to a more profound understanding of quantum symmetries.

This work employs the Weyl-Heisenberg covariant integral quantization method,

with a particular focus on the use of Perelomov coherent states [15]. Covariant inte-

gral quantization provides a systematic way to map classical observables to quantum
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operators using coherent states while preserving the symmetries of the underlying

phase space. Coherent states act as a bridge between classical and quantum me-

chanics, offering a representation of phase space that retains much of the classical

intuition [16, 17]. For the discrete torus, the construction of coherent states using

the discrete Weyl-Heisenberg group offers a way to explore quantum states in this

finite phase space. The discrete Weyl-Heisenberg group provides a group-theoretical

framework for the quantization of the torus, allowing for unitary representations

that correspond to translations in discrete phase space [1]. This group structure

is essential for defining discrete analogs of continuous transformations in quantum

mechanics and for preserving the algebraic structure of phase space, particularly

the commutation relations.

Coherent states on the discrete torus enable the construction of discrete prob-

ability distributions, such as the discrete Husimi functions, as well as quasi-

probability distributions like discrete Wigner functions. In the domain of quantum

information processing, coherent states and their associated quantization methods

play a central role in encoding, transmitting, and manipulating quantum informa-

tion within finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. The discrete Weyl-Heisenberg group

is also instrumental in designing quantum error correction techniques and analyzing

noise processes in quantum channels. This approach is similarly important in signal

processing, where the discrete torus and its quantization methods are applied to

analyze and transform discrete signals.

Coherent states on the discrete torus can be considered finite-dimensional

analogs of the coherent states of the quantum harmonic oscillator [18–20]. This

analogy allows for the study of harmonic oscillator dynamics in a discrete context,

which is particularly useful when modeling systems with periodic or finite bound-

ary conditions. In the context of spin systems, the discrete Weyl-Heisenberg group

provides a natural setting for defining related “spin coherent states”. These states

help in analyzing spin dynamics within quantum spin networks, which are essential

models in both condensed matter physics and quantum computing [12].

We have organized the discussion of the discrete torus as follows: Section 2 gives

a review of covariant integral quantization and how it applies to the discrete torus.

In section 3 we consider the Weyl displacement operator and the action it takes

on L2(Zd). Next in section 4 the details of how covariant integral quantization

applies to the discrete torus are discussed. Section 5 details how the semi-classical

portrait of phase space operators can be found and why they are of interest. Finally,

with section 6 we illustrate the discussed formalism with two examples, namely the

so-called coherent state weight and the weight distribution related to the parity

operator.

2. (Covariant) integral quantization: a survey

In this section we give a short review of what we understand by covariant integral

quantization in view of the application to the set Zd × Zd.
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Let (X,µ) be a measure space and H be a (separable) Hilbert space. An

operator-valued function

X ∋ x 7→ M(x) acting in H , (2.1)

resolves the identity operator 1 in H with respect the measure µ if∫
X

M(x) dµ(x) = 1 (2.2)

holds in a weak sense.

Integral quantization based on (2.1) is the linear map of a function on X to an

operator in H which is defined by

f(x) 7→
∫
X

f(x)M(x) dµ(x) := Af , 1 7→ 1 . (2.3)

If the operators M(x) in 2.2 are nonnegative and bounded, one says that they form

a (normalised) positive operator-valued measure (POVM) on X. If they are further

unit trace-class for all x ∈ X, i.e., if the M(x)’s are density operators, then the map

f(x) 7→ f̌(x) := tr(M(x)Af ) =

∫
X

f(x′) tr(M(x)M(x′)) dµ(x′) (2.4)

is a local averaging of the original f(x) (which can very singular, like a Dirac) with

respect to the probability distribution on X,

x′ 7→ tr(M(x)M(x′)) . (2.5)

This averaging, or semi-classical portrait of the operator Af , is in general a regular-

isation, depending of course on the topological nature of the measure space (X,µ)

and the functional properties of the M(x)’s.

Let us now assume that X = G is a Lie group with left Haar measure dµ(g), and

let g 7→ Ug be a unitary irreducible representation (UIR) of G in a Hilbert space

H. Let M be a bounded self-adjoint operator on H and let us define g-translations

of M as

M(g) = UgMU
†
g . (2.6)

Suppose that the operator

R :=

∫
G

M(g) dµ(g) , (2.7)

is defined in a weak sense. From the left invariance of dµ(g) the operator R com-

mutes with all operators U(g), g ∈ G, and so, from Schur’s Lemma, we have the

resolution of the unity up to a constant,

R = cM1 . (2.8)

The constant cM can be found from the formula

cM =

∫
G

tr (ρ0 M(g)) dµ(g) , (2.9)
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where ρ0 is a given unit trace positive operator. ρ0 is chosen, if manageable, in

order to make the integral convergent. Of course, it is possible that no such finite

constant exists for a given M, or worse, it can not exist for any M (which is not

the case for square integrable representations). Now, if cM is finite and positive, the

true resolution of the identity follows:∫
G

M(g) dν(g) = 1 , dν(g) := dµ(g)/cM . (2.10)

For instance, in the case of a square-integrable unitary irreducible representation

U : g 7→ Ug, let us pick a unit vector |ψ⟩ for which cM =
∫
G
dµ(g)|⟨ψ|Ugψ⟩|2 < ∞,

i.e |ψ⟩ is an admissible unit vector for U . With M = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| the resolution of the

identity (2.10) provided by the family of states |ψg⟩ = Ug|ψ⟩ reads∫
G

|ψg⟩⟨ψg|
dµ(g)

cM
= 1 . (2.11)

Vectors |ψg⟩ are named (generalized) coherent states (or wavelet) for the group G.

The equation (2.10) provides an integral quantization of complex-valued functions

on the group G as follows

f 7→ Af =

∫
G

M(g)f(g)
dµ(g)

cM
. (2.12)

Furthermore, this quantization is covariant in the sense that:

UgAfU
†
g = AF where F (g′) = (Ugf)(g

′) = f(g−1g′) , (2.13)

i.e. Ug : f 7→ F is the regular representation if f ∈ L2(G,dµ(g)).

Concerning the group H(Zd) we are considering in the present paper, an adap-

tion of this above material is necessary in the sense that we have to replace with its

coset Γd := Zd × Zd, which amounts to replace its UIR with its projective version.

3. Overview: Weyl (displacement) operator acting on L2(Zd)

Following Vourdas, Gazeau, and Feichtinger, [6–8] we consider a system (resp. a

signal) where position (resp. time) and momentum (resp. frequency) take values in

the ring Zd = Z/dZ = {0, 1, ..., d − 1} of the integer modulo d. The Hilbert space

H ≡ L2(Zd) of the quantum states of this system is the vector space of d-periodic

complex sequences

ϕ = (ϕ(1), ϕ(2), . . . , ϕ(d)) , ϕ(l) ∈ C , ϕ(l + d) = ϕ(l) , (3.1)

equipped with the scalar product

⟨ϕ1|ϕ2⟩ =
d−1∑
l=0

ϕ1(l)ϕ2(l) =
∑
l∈Zd

ϕ1(l)ϕ2(l) . (3.2)
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Note that the Hilbertian Dirac bracket formalism and notations are occasionally

used in this paper:

ϕ(l) ≡ ⟨l|ϕ⟩ , ⟨l|l′⟩ = δll′ ,

d−1∑
l=0

|l⟩⟨l| = 1 . (3.3)

An orthonormal basis of Fourier basis of H is provided by the d Fourier expo-

nentials
(
edk
)
0≤k≤d−1

:

edk(l) =
1√
d
ei

2π
d k l , (3.4)

with

⟨ edk| edk′⟩ =
1

d

d−1∑
l=0

ei
2π
d (k′−k)l =

1

d

1− ei 2π(k
′−k)

1− ei
2π
d (k′−k)

= δk k′ , (3.5)

and

d−1∑
k=0

|edk⟩⟨edk| = 1 . (3.6)

The Fourier transform of ϕ = (ϕ(l))l∈Zd
and its inverse are defined as:

(Fϕ)(k) = ψ̂(k) = ⟨ edk|ϕ⟩ =
1√
d

d−1∑
l=0

e−i 2π
d k lϕ(l) , (3.7)

(F−1ϕ̂)(k) = ϕ(k) = ⟨ edk|ϕ̂⟩ =
1√
d

d−1∑
l=0

ei
2π
d k lϕ̂(l) . (3.8)

The Fourier transform of the Fourier basis elements is given by:

(Fedk0)(k) = êdk0(k) = ⟨ edk| edk0⟩ = δk k0 ≡ ⟨k|k0⟩ . (3.9)

Hence, the dual basis to the Fourier basis is precisely the set of kets { pedk ≡ |k⟩ , k ∈
Zd}, defined as the discrete functions êdk(l) ≡ ⟨l|k⟩ = δkl. Reciprocally,

(F−1êdk)(l) = edk(l) . (3.10)

These formulas are crucial for understanding the definition and properties given in

Eq. (3.3) and the nature of the Cartesian product Γd = Zd ×Zd viewed as a phase

space.

It is easy to show that the symmetry for this system is the discrete Weyl-

Heisenberg group H(Zd). The latter is viewed as the set of triplets (s,m, n) ∈
R× Zd × Zd equipped with the internal law:

(s,m, n) (s′,m′, n′) =

(
s+ s′ +

mn′ −m′n

2
,m+m′ mod d, n+ n′ mod d

)
.

(3.11)

For the sake of simplicity, we will omit the “mod d” notation from this point onward.
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The neutral element is e = (0, 0, 0) and the inverse is given by

(s,m, θ)−1 = (−s,−mmod d,−nmod d) .

The Abelian one-parameter subgroup C = {(s, 0, 0) , s ∈ R} is the center of H(Zd).
Besides the trivial one, the group H(Zd) admets the following unitary irreducible

representation acting on H as:

(V (s,m, n)ψ)(l) = ei
2π
d se−i π

dmnei
2π
d mlψ(l − n)

V (s,m, n)V (s′,m′, n′) = V (s+ s′ +
mn′ −m′n

2
,m+m′, n+ n′) ,

V †(s,m, n) = V (−s,−m,−n) = V ((s,m, n)−1) .

As for the continuous case, this operator is the combination of two elementary

operations, translation

(Tl0ψ)(l) = ψ(l − l0) , (3.12)

and modulation (or translation in the Fourier space)

(Ek0ψ)(l) = ei
2π
d k0lψ(l) ⇔ F(Ek0ψ)(k) = ψ̂(k − k0) . (3.13)

Note the commutation rule:

Tl0Ek0 = e−i 2πd k0l0 Ek0Tl0 . (3.14)

Due to the central parameter s ∈ R, the representation is not square integrable.

But, it is square integrable on the phase space Γd. In this group context, the latter

is viewed as the left coset Γd = H(Zd)/C of H(Zd) with its center. Hence, the

representation induces the unitary (∼ Weyl) operator U defined on ΓN by the

section s = 0 on the group, i.e., U(m,n) := V (0,m, n):

(U(m,n)ψ)(l) = e−i π
dmnei

2π
d mlψ(l − n)

= e−i π
dmn (EmTnψ) (l) = ei

π
dmn (TnEmψ) (l) ,

U†(m,n) = U(−m,−n) .
(3.15)

Let us now give three useful formulae for the sequel. Firstly the composition formula,

where the symplectic underlying structure of the WH symmetry is put into evidence

in the phase factor:

U(m,n)U(m′, n′) = ei
π
d (mn′−nm′) U(m+m′, n+ n′) (3.16)

U(m′, n′)U(m,n)U†(m′, n′) = e−i 2πd (mn′−m′n)U(m,n) . (3.17)

Tr[U(m,n)] = d δm 0δn 0 . (3.18)

Applying U(m,n) to the Fourier basis elements and their reciprocal yields:

(U(m,n)edk)(l) = ei
π
dmn edk+m(l − n) , (3.19)

(U(m,n)êdk)(l) = ei
π
dm(2k+n)δlk+n = ei

π
dm(2k+n)êdk+n(l) . (3.20)
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One then derives the matrix elements of the displacement operator U(m,n) in the

respective Fourier and reciprocal bases:

(U(m,n))kk′ = ⟨edk|U(m,n)edk′⟩ = ei
π
dmne−i 2π

d knδk,k′+m , (3.21)(
{U(m,n)

)
kk′

= ⟨êdk|U(m,n)êdk′⟩ = ei
π
dm(k+k′)δk,k′+n . (3.22)

For d=2, we get the Pauli matrices, including the unit matrix:

(U(0, 0)) = I2, (U(0, 1)) =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
= σ3 , (3.23)

(U(1, 0)) =

(
0 1

1 0

)
≡ σ1, (U(1, 1)) =

(
0 i

−i 0

)
≡ σ2

By direct algebraic manipulations one proves that, for any unit-norm ψ in H,

the family

{U(m,n)ψ ≡ ψ(m,n) , (m,n) ∈ Γd} (3.24)

constitutes an overcomplete family, i.e., it resolves the identity on H in the sense

of (2.2) or (2.10) or (2.11):

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Γd

|ψ(m,n)⟩⟨ψ(m,n)| = 1 , ∥ψ∥ = 1 . (3.25)

This fundamental property can be extended to the U -transported versions of a

density operator ρ =
∑
i pi|ψi⟩⟨ψi| (∼ mixed quantum state) on H, where J ∋ i 7→

pi is a discrete probability distribution on an index set J (one could as well deal

with a continuous distribution), and all the states |ψi⟩ ∈ H are unit norm:

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Γd

ρ(m,n) = 1 , ρ(m,n) := U(m,n)ρU†(m,n) . (3.26)

This implies that for any ϕ, ψ in H we have:

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Γd

|⟨ϕ|ρ(m,n)|ϕ′⟩|2 = ∥ϕ∥2∥ϕ′∥2 . (3.27)

In (3.25) the state ψ(m,n) is a coherent state (CS) for the group H(Zd) in the sense

given by Perelomov [15], and the picked unit norm ψ is called a fiducial vector. The

projection of ϕ ∈ H on ψm,n, namely

⟨ψ(m,n)|ϕ⟩ =
d−1∑
l=0

U(m,n)ψ(l)ϕ(l) =

d−1∑
l=0

ei
π
dmne−i 2π

d mlψ(l − n)ϕ(l) , (3.28)

is the phase space representation of ϕ with respect to the family of coherent states

ψ(m,n), and |⟨ψm,n|ϕ⟩|2/d is the corresponding Husimi function. More generally,
1
dTr (|ϕ⟩⟨ϕ|ρ(m,n)) =

1
d ⟨ϕ|ρ(m,n)|ϕ⟩ is the Husimi function of ϕ in its phase-space

representation provided by the family {ρ(m,n)}(m,n)∈Γd
. In the sequel we restrict
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our analysis by using CS’s only. The extension of our results to transported density

operators is straightforward.

We now summarize the most important features of the CS analysis of the ele-

ments of H resulting from the resolution of the identity (3.25).

Proposition 1. For any elements ϕ, ψ ∈ H, such that ||ψ|| = 1, the map

ϕ→ ⟨ψ(m,n)|ϕ⟩ ≡ Φ(m,n) (3.29)

satisfies the following properties:

• it is an isometry:

||ϕ||2 =

d−1∑
l=0

|ϕ(l)|2 =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Γd

|⟨ψ(m,n)|ϕ⟩|
2
, (3.30)

• it can be inverted on its range:

ϕ(l) =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

⟨ψ(m,n)|ϕ⟩ψ(m,n)(l) , (3.31)

• its range lies in the reproducing kernel space characterised by:

⟨ψ(m,n)|ϕ⟩ =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Γd

Kψ((m,n), (m
′, n′))Φ(m′, n′) , (3.32)

with kernel Kψ((m,n), (m
′, n′)) = ⟨ψ(m,n)|ψ(m′,n′)⟩.

Note the expression for the kernel:

Kψ((m,n), (m
′, n′)) = A(m,m′, n, n′)Ψ(m−m′, n− n′) , (3.33)

where

A(m,m′, n, n′) = ei
π
d (m(n−n′)−(m−m′)n′) == ei

π
d ((m−m′)(n−n′)−(mn′)−nm′) , (3.34)

and

Ψ(m−m′, n− n′) =
∑
l∈Zd

e−i 2πd (m−m′)lψ(l − (n− n′))ψ(l) . (3.35)

Let us present some examples of fiducial vectors.

• Constant function:

ϕ(l) =
1√
d
, (3.36)

and the reproducing kernel:

⟨ϕmn|ϕm′n′⟩ = δmm′e−iπdm(n−n′). (3.37)
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• Kronecker vector:

ϕk0(l) = δl k0 , (3.38)

and the reproducing kernel:

⟨ϕmn|ϕm′n′⟩ = δnn′e−i 2πd
(k0+n)

2 (m−m′). (3.39)

• Discrete wave plane vector:

ϕk0(l) =
ei

2π
d k0 l

√
d

. (3.40)

with its reproducing kernel

⟨ϕmn|ϕm′n′⟩ = δmm′e−iπd (n′−n)(m+2k0). (3.41)

• Periodization of g ∈ l2(Z):

ϕ(l) =

+∞∑
m=−∞

g(l +md). (3.42)

• Discrete periodized (L2 normalized ) Gaussian

ϕ(l) = gκ(l) =
1√

ϑ3
(
0, 2i

κd

) ∞∑
n=−∞

ei
2π
d nle−

π
κdn

2

, (3.43)

with reproducing kernel

⟨ϕmn|ϕm′n′⟩ = d√
ϑ3
(
0, 2i

κd

)eiπd (mn−m′)e−i 2πd q
′(m′−m)e−

π
κd (m−m′)2×

(3.44)

ϑ3

(
n− n′

d
− i(m−m′)

κd
,
2i

κd

)
,

where ϑ3 is the third Jacobi theta function:

ϑ3(x, s) =
∑
n∈Z

ei 2π nx eiπ sn
2

. (3.45)

• Discrete Dirichlet fiducial vector, d = 2j + 1:

D(d,n)(l) =
1√

d(2j + 1)

m=+j∑
m=−j

ei
2π
d ml =

1√
d(2j + 1)

sin(π (2j+1)l
d )

sin(π ld )
, (3.46)

and its reproducing kernel:

⟨ϕmn|ϕm′n′⟩ = d

2j + 1
δnn′e−i 2πd

n(m−m′)
2 . (3.47)

• Von Mises Fiducial Vector:

ψ(l) =
eλ cos( 2π

d l)√
d I0(2λ)

. (3.48)



December 25, 2024 1:49 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE
Discrete˙Torus˙Sub˙ijgmmp-2e˙JPG˙29˙10˙24

Contents 11

4. Covariant integral quantization on the discrete torus

4.1. Quantization operators, Husimi and Wigner distributions

Following previous works [21–23], we pick a function w, called weight (but not

necessarily positive), on the phase space Γ. We then define the operator Mw, called

“quantization operator”, by

Mw =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

U(m,n)w(m,n) , (4.1)

and we choose the weight such that the operator Mw is bounded and symmetric,

i.e., is self-adjoint on the Hilbert space of physical states, which in our case L2(Zd).
Given a weight w and a function f :

f : (p, q) ∈ Γ → C (4.2)

defined on the phase space, one would like to define an operator defined on L2(Zd):

Aw
f : ϕ→ Aw

f ψ. (4.3)

Question: which combinations of w and f give rise to:

• Auto-adjointness,

Af
w = (Af )

w†
(4.4)

• Density operators (Quantum states),

Aw
f ≥ 0 , Tr

[
Aw
f

]
= 1 (4.5)

Proposition 2.

• With the assumption that the weight w has been chosen such that the op-

erator Mw, defined by (4.1), is bounded: The operator Mw is the “integral”

operator:

(Mwψ)(m) =
∑
m′

Mw(m,m′)ψ(m′) , (4.6)

where the kernel Mw(m,m′) is given by:

Mw(m,m′) =
1

d

∑
n∈Zd

w(n,m−m′) ei
π
d (n(m+m′)) ≡ 1√

d
w̃p1

(
m+m′

2
,m−m′

)
.

(4.7)

Here, w̃p1 is the inverse discrete Fourier transform of w with respect to the

first variable.

• The operator Mw is symmetric if and only the weight satisfies:

Mw = Mw† ⇔ w(−m,n) = w(m,−n) . (4.8)

• The operator Mw is of unit trace, for w(0, 0) = 1:

Tr(Mw) = w(0, 0) = 1 . (4.9)
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Proof.

(i) The action of Mw on ψ is given by:

(Mwψ)(m)

=
1√
d

∑
m′∈Zd

(
1√
d

∑
n∈Zd

w(n,m−m′)ei
π
d (n(m+m′))

)
ψ(m′)

=
∑
m′∈Zd

Mw(m,m′)ψ(m′)

(ii) The condition that Mw be symmetric implies the following condition on the

kernel:

Mw(m,m′) = Mw(m′,m)

which gives:

w̃p1

(
m+m′

2
,m−m′

)
= w̃p1

(
m+m′

2
,−(m−m′))

)
.

(iii) Therefore the trace of Mw corresponds to the integral of the kernel over its

diagonal, that is:∑
m∈Zd

Mw(m,m) =
1

d

∑
n∈Zd

∑
m∈Zd

w(m, 0)ei
2π
d mn

=
1

d

∑
m∈Zd

w(m, 0)dδm 0 = w(0, 0).

In turn, one retrieves the weight w from the quantization operator Mw through

a tracing operation.

Proposition 3. The trace of the operator U†(m,n)Mw is given by:

Tr[U†(m,n)Mw] = w(m,n) (4.10)

Proof. To compute this trace, one uses the orthonormal basis
{
edk(l) =

1√
d
ei

2π
d kl
}

as follows

Tr[U†(m,n)Mw] =
∑
k∈Zd

⟨ edk|U†(m,n)Mwedk⟩

Proposition 4. The transported of Mw by U, that is, Mw(p, q) =

U†(p, q)Mw U(p, q)†, multiplied by 1
d resolves the identity:

Aw(m,n) =
1

d
Mw(p, q) ;

∑
(p,q)∈Γ

Aw(m,n) = 1 . (4.11)

We give below two examples of weights and the related Mw and Mw(p, q).
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Definition 5 (Coherent state weight). Given a coherent state U(m,n)ϕ with

a fiducial vector ϕ, the related reproducing kernel

wϕ(m,n) = ⟨U(m,n)ϕ|ϕ⟩ (4.12)

is called coherent state weight.

Proposition 6 (Husimi distribution). For a coherent state weight wϕ, the av-

erage of the corresponding of the operator Awϕ(m,n) (4.11) on a quantum pure

state |ψ⟩⟨ψ| is the Husimi distribution of the |ϕ⟩ projected on the coherent state

|U(m,n)ϕ⟨, that is:

⟨ψ|Awϕ(m,n)ψ⟩ = |⟨U(m,n)ϕ|ψ⟩|2 . (4.13)

Therefore the operator 1
dM

wϕ and its transported 1
dM

wϕ(p, q) by U, are density

operators.

Definition 7 (Parity or Wigner weight). The unit weight w(m,n) = 1, is

called the parity weight, or Wigner weight.

In the following proposition, we will restrict to an odd dimension d.

Proposition 8 (Wigner distribution). For the parity weight wϕ(m,n) = 1,

and an odd dimension d, the operator P is the parity operator P on Zd, and the

average of the corresponding of the operator AwP(m,n) (4.11) on a quantum pure

state |ψ⟩⟨ψ| is a Wigner distribution distribution on the phase space Wψ(m,n).

(MwPψ) = ψ(−l) ≡ (Pψ)(l) (4.14)

Wψ(m,n) =

〈
ψ|(1

d
MwP(m,n)ψ)

〉
=

1

d

∑
l∈Zd

ei
2π
d mlψ(n+

l

2
)ψ(n− l

2
) .

This Wigner distribution is real and satisfies marginality that is:∑
m∈Zd

Wψ(m,n) = |ψ(n)|2 ,
∑
n∈Zs

Wψ(m,n) = |{ψ(m)|2 . (4.15)

4.2. Covariant integral quantization from weight function

4.2.1. General results

We now establish general formulas for the integral quantization issued from a weight

function w(m,n) on Γ = Zd × Zd yielding the self-adjoint operator Mw defined in

(4.1).

Definition 9 (Quantization map). Given a weight w, the related quantization

operator Mw, and its transported Mw(m,n) by U ,the corresponding “quantization
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map” Aw
f is defined by:

f 7→ Aw
f =

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n)Mw(m,n) . (4.16)

We have the following result.

Proposition 10.

Aϖf is the integral operator on L2(Zd)

(Aw
f ψ)(l) =

∑
m′,n′

Aϖ(l, l′)ψ(l′) , (4.17)

and its kernel is given by

Aϖ
f (l, l

′) =
1

d

∑
m∈Zd

w(m, l − l′)Fs[f ](m, l − l′)ei
π
dm(l+l′) , (4.18)

where Fs is the symplectic discrete Fourier transform:

f 7→ Fs[f ] , Fs[f ](m,n) =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m′, n′)e−i 2πd (m′n−mn′) (4.19)

One can also define the “conjugate” symplectic Fourier transform Fs[f ](n, φ) as

f 7→ Fs[f ] , Fs[f ](m,n) =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m′, n′)ei
2π
d (m′n−mn′) (4.20)

It is important to note that Fs is not the inverse of Fs since they are both their own

inverse: F 2
s = 1 = Fs

2
.

FsFs = FsFs = P2 , (P2f) (m,n) = f(−m,−n) . (4.21)

Proof. Let us first write the “integral operator” Aw
f using the symplectic Fourier

transform. We have

Aw
f =

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈ZdZd

f(m,n)Mw(m,n)

=
1

d2

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n)w(m′, n′)U(m,n)U(m′, n′)U†(m,n)

=
1

d2

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n)w(m′, n′) ei
2π
d (mn′−m′ n)U(m′, n′)

=
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

w(m′, n′) [
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n)ei
2π
d (mn′−m′ n)]U(m′, n′)

=
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

w(m′, n′)Fs[f ](m
′, n′)U(m′, n′) .
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Applying to ψ gives:

(Aw
f ψ)(l)

=
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

w(m′, n′)Fs[f ](m
′, n′)(U(m′, n′)ψ)(l)

=
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

w(m′, n′)Fs[f ](m
′, n′)e−iπdm

′n′
ei

2π
d m

′lψ(l − n′)

=
1

d

∑
(m′,l′)∈Zd×Zd

w(m′, l − l′)Fs[f ](m
′, l − l′)e−iπdm

′(l−l′))ei
2π
d m

′lψ(l′)

=
∑
l′∈Zd

[
1

d

∑
m′∈Zd

w(m′, l − l′)Fs[f ](m
′, l − l′)e−iπdm

′(l−l′))ei
2π
d m

′l

]
ψ(l′)

=
∑
l′∈Zd

[
1

d

∑
m′∈Zd

w(m′, l − l′)Fs[f ](m
′, l − l′)ei

π
dm

′(l+l′)

]
ψ(l′)

Finally one gets:

Aw
1 (l, l

′) =
1

d

∑
m∈Zd

w(m, l − l′)Fs[f ](m, l − l′)ei
π
dm(l+l′), . (4.22)

One easily checks that f = 1 gives Fs[f ](m, l − l′) = dδm 0δl l′ . Inserting this in

(4.18) gives:

Aw
1 (l, l

′) =
∑
m∈Zd

δm 0δl l′w(m, l − l′) ei
π
dm(l+l′) = δll′w(0, 0) = δl l′ (4.23)

for w(0, 0) = 1.

Covariance in the sense given by Eq. (2.13) is easily proved in the present case.

Proposition 11. The quantization map f 7→ Aw
f is covariant with respect to the

action of the representation V , that is,

V Aw
f V

† = Aw
Vf (4.24)

where (V(s,m0, n0)f)(m,n) = f(m−m0, n−n0) is the induced action on the phase

space.

4.2.2. Quantization of separable functions

As a first application, we consider the quantization of a separable function:

f(k, l) = g(k)h(l) . (4.25)
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In this case the function F in (4.18) and the “integral” kernel read as

Fs[f ](m, l − l′) =
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

g(m′)h(n′)ei
2π
d (m′(l−l′)−mn′)

= ĝ(−(l − l′))ĥ(m) .

(4.26)

Inserting in (4.18) gives:

Aw
gh(l − l′) = ĝ(−(l − l′))

1

d

∑
m∈Zd

ĥ(m)w(m, l − l′)ei
π
dm(l+l′) . (4.27)

4.2.3. Quantization of functions of momentum only

The restriction of (4.26) and (4.27) to a function of momentum only, f(m,n) =

g(m), yields for the function F and the corresponding integral kernel:

Fs[f ](m, l − l′) = ĝ(−(l − l′))
√
d δm 0 , (4.28)

Aw
g (l, l

′) =
1√
d

∑
n∈Zd

ĝ(−(l − l′))δm 0w(m, l − l′)e−i π
dm(l−l′)

=
1√
d
ĝ(−(l − l′))w(0, l − l′) ,

(4.29)

where ĝ(−k) = 1√
d

∑
m∈Zd

g(m)ei
2π
d mk. There results the following action of the

operator Aw
g :

(Aw
g ψ)(l) =

1√
d

∑
l′

ĝ(l′ − l)w(0, l − l′)ψ(l′) . (4.30)

Let us consider powers of the momentum that f(m,n) = g(m) = mL, L positive

integer.

ĝ(l′ − l) =
1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

kLei
2π
d k(l

′−l) . (4.31)

Then

(Aw
g ψ)(l) =

1√
d

∑
l′

ĝ(l′ − l)w(0, l − l′)ψ(l′)

=
1

d

d−1∑
k=0

kL
∑
l′

w(0, l − l′)ei
2π
d k(l

′−l)ψ(l′)

=
1

d

d−1∑
k=0

kL
∑
l′

w(0, l − l′)ei
2π
d (−k)(l−l′)ψ(l′)

=
1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

kL(w(0, .)ed−k ∗ ψ)(l) . (4.32)

In particular:



December 25, 2024 1:49 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE
Discrete˙Torus˙Sub˙ijgmmp-2e˙JPG˙29˙10˙24

Contents 17

• g(m) = m

ĝ(l′ − l) =
1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

k ei
2π
d k(l

′−l) (4.33)

• g(m) = m2

ĝ(l′ − l) =
1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

k2ei
2π
d k(l

′−l) (4.34)

4.3. Quantization of function of position only

We now turn to the quantization of a function of the position only, f(m,n) = h(n).

From

ĝ(l′ − l) =
√
dδl l′ , (4.35)

we obtain for the integral kernel:

Aw
h (l, l

′) =
√
dδll′

∑
m∈Zd

ĥ(m)w(m, l − l′)ei
π
dm(l+l′) . (4.36)

This yields the multiplication operator

(Aw
h ψ)(l) =

(
1√
d

∑
m∈Zd

ĥ(m)w(m, 0)ei
2π
d ml

)
ψ(l) , (4.37)

that is,

Aw
h =

1√
d

∑
m∈Zd

ĥ(m)w(m, 0)ei
2π
d ml (4.38)

. =
1√
d

∑
k

h(k) [
1√
d

∑
m∈Zd

w(m, 0)ei
2π
d m (l−k)]

. =
1√
d

∑
k

h(k)(F−1wp1)(l − k) =
1√
d
(h ∗ F−1wp1)(l).

.

4.4. Quantization of a probability distribution

We consider a probability function distribution f(p, q) on the phase space. Since we

are dealing with a discrete space, f(p, q) should satisfy the normalization condition:

d−1∑
q=0

f(p, q) = 1. (4.39)

This ensures that the total probability over the entire phase space is 1. The

quantized operator Aw
f is density operator if and only if, for any nonzero vector
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ψ ∈ L2(Zd),

⟨ψ|Aw
f ψ⟩ =

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n) ⟨ψ|Mw(m,n)ψ⟩ ≥ 0 .

A simple example is the case where w where is a coherent state weight: that is,

w(m,n) = ⟨U(m,n)ϕ|ϕ⟩. In this case:

⟨ψ|Mw(m,n)ψ⟩ = |⟨U(m,n)ϕ|ψ⟩|2 (4.40)

which is the Husimi distribution.

NB: One can be more general by replacing Mw(m,n) by the ρ(m,n) =

U(m,n)ρ0 U(m,n)†, the transported by U(m,n), of any density operator ρ0 on

L2(Zd).

5. Semi-classical portrait

Given a function w(m,n) on the phase space Γ, normalised at w(0, 0) = 1, and

yielding a positive unit trace operator, i.e. a density operator, Mw, the quantum

phase space portrait of an operator A on L2(Γ,dγ) reads as:

Ǎ(m,n) := Tr
(
AU(m,n)MwU†(m,n)

)
= Tr (AMw(m,n)) . (5.1)

The most interesting aspect of this notion in terms of probabilistic interpretation

holds when the operator A is precisely the integral quantized version Aw
f of a

classical f(m,n) with the same function w (actually we could define the transform

with 2 different ones, one for the “analysis” and the other for the “reconstruction”).

Then, with the use of the composition rule (3.16) we compute the transform:

f(m,n) 7→ f̌(m,n) ≡ Ǎw
f (m,n) = Tr

(
Aw
f Mw(m,n)

)
=

1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

f(m′, n′)Tr
(
U(m′, n′)MwU†(m′, n′)U(m,n)MwU†(m,n)

)
=

1

d

∑
m′,n′∈Zd×Zd

f(m′, n′)Tr (Mw U(m−m′, n− n′)MwU(−(m−m′),−(n− n′)))

=
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

f(m−m′, n− n′)Tr
(
Mw U(m′, n′)MwU†(m′, n′)

)
=

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

f(m−m′, n− n′)Tr (Mw Mw(m′, n′)) .

Finally we get:

Proposition 12. The semi-classical portrait of the operator Aw
f with respect to the

weight w is given by:

f̌(m,n) =
1

d

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

f(m−m′, n− n′)Tr (Mw(m′, n′)Mw) . (5.2)
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This expression, which can be viewed as a convolution on the phase space has

the meaning of an averaging of the classical f . The function

(m,n) 7→ Tr (Mw(m,n)Mw) , (5.3)

is a true probability distribution on Γ, i.e. is positive and with integral on Γ equal

to 1, from the resolution of the identity and the fact that Mw is chosen as a density

operator. Expression (5.3) is actually a kind of Husimi function. The expression of

Tr (Mw(m,n)Mw) is easily derived and reads as

Tr (Mw(m,n)Mw) =
1

d

∑
k∈Zd

⟨ ek| (Mw(m,n)Mw) ek⟩

=
1

d2

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

|w(m′, n′)|2ei 2πd (mn′−m′n) .
(5.4)

Summing this expression on Γ, we get 1, which means that 1̌ = 1, as expected.

6. Quantization with various weights

6.1. Weight related to coherent states for H(Zd)

The weightwϕ corresponding to the projection operator |ϕ⟩⟨ϕ| of a square integrable
function ϕ, with unit norm, on Zd is found through the trace formula given by

Proposition 3:

wϕ(m,n) = Tr[U†(m,n)|ϕ⟩⟨ϕ|] = ⟨U(m,n)ϕ|ϕ⟩ (6.1)

In this case, from wϕ = ⟨U(m,n)ϕ|ϕ⟩, and from the Fourier expansion of ϕ ∈
L2(Zd),

ϕ =
∑
k

ϕ̂(k)edk , ϕ̂(k) = ⟨edk|ϕ⟩ =
∑
n∈Zd

e−i 2πd nk

√
d

ϕ(n) , (6.2)

we have for Ωϕ(n) = wϕ(0, n):

Ωϕ(n) = ⟨U(0, n)ϕ|ϕ⟩ =
∑
n∈Zd

ei
2π
d mn|ϕ̂(n)|2 =

〈
eim·〉

|ϕ|2 , (6.3)

Ω′
ϕ(0) = i

∑
m∈Zd

m |ϕ̂(m)|2 = i⟨m⟩|ϕ|2 , (6.4)

Ω′′
ϕ(0)) = −

∑
m∈Zd

m2|ϕ̂(m)|2 = −⟨m2⟩|ϕ|2 , (6.5)

where ⟨·⟩|ϕ|2 means the average of the random variable “·” with respect to the

discrete probability distribution Z ∋ m 7→ |ϕ̂(m)|2 (ϕ has unit norm). We then

derive the following quantizations of the angular momentum, of its square, and a

function of the angle only.
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• g(m) = m, and from (4.30), we get:

(Aw
g ψ)(l) =

1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

k (Ωϕ(m)ed−k ∗ ψ)(l) . (6.6)

• g(m) = m2 and from (4.30), we get:

(Aw
g ψ)(l) =

1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

k2(Ωϕ(m)ed−k ∗ ψ)(l) . (6.7)

• h(n) and from (6.1) we get the multiplication operator:

(
A

wϕ

h ψ
)
(l) =

[∑
m∈Z

ĥ(m) ⟨U(m, 0)ϕ|ϕ⟩ eiml
]
ψ(l)

=

[∑
m∈Z

ĥ(m) ⟨e−iml⟩|ϕ|2 eimγ
]
ψ(l) .

(6.8)

6.2. Weight related to the parity operator

The weight wP corresponding to the parity operator Pψ(l) = ψ(−l) on a function

ψ in L2(Zd) is simply:

wP(m,n) = 1 . (6.9)

and

(MwPψ)(l) = ψ(−l), . (6.10)

NB: In this subsection, we consider the case where d is odd

Proof. First, we have:

(MwPψ)(l) =
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

(U(m,n)ψ)(l) (6.11)

=
1

d

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

e−iπdmnei
2π
d mlψ(l − n),

=
1

d

∑
n∈Zd

∑
m∈Zd

ei
2π
d m(l−n

2 )ψ(l − n)

=
1

d

∑
n′∈Zd

∑
m∈Zd

ei
2π
d m(l−n′)ψ(l − 2n′)

=
1

d

∑
n′∈Zd

d δl,n′ψ(l − 2n′) = ψ(−l) .

It is to be noted that 1
2 ≡ d+1

2 is the inverse of 2, because d is odd. Then,
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Tr[U†(m,n)P] = Tr[U(m,n)P]

=
∑
l∈Z

⟨ el|U(m,n)†P el⟩ =
∑
l∈Z

⟨U(m,n) el|P el⟩

=
1

d

∑
(l,k)∈Zd×Zd

ei
π
dmn e−i 2π

d mk e−i 2π
d l(k−n)ei

2π
d l(−k)

=
1

d

∑
(l,k)∈Zd×Zd

ei
π
dmn e−i 2π

d mk e−i 2π
d l(2 k−n)

=
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

e−i π
d m(2l−n)dδ2l−n,0 = 1 .

Defining a Wigner-like distribution [24–26] of ψ on the phase Zd × Zd as

Wψ(m,n) =
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

ei
4π
d mlψ(n+ l)ψ(n− l) , (6.12)

then, in the case where d is odd, we have:

Wψ(m,n) =
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

ei
2π
d mlψ(n+

l

2
)ψ(n− l

2
). (6.13)

Let us see how it is linked to the parity operator P and its corresponding uniform

weight wP(m,n) = 1.

Proposition 13. The Wigner-like distribution of ψ on the phase Zd × Zd is the

mean value ×1/d of the Weyl-Heisenberg transport of the parity operator in the

state ψ :

Wψ(m,n) =
1

d
⟨ψ|P(m,n)ψ⟩ , with P(m,n) = U(m,n)PU(m,n)† . (6.14)
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Proof.

Wψ(m,n) =
1

d
⟨ψ|P(m,n)ψ⟩ = 1

2π
⟨ψ|U(m,n)PU†(m,n)ψ⟩

=
1

d
⟨U†(m,n))ψ|PU†(m,n)ψ⟩

=
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

U†(m,n))ψ(l)PU†(m,n)ψ(l)

=
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

U†(m,n))ψ(l)U†(m,n)ψ(l′), l′ = −l,

=
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

ei
π
Nmnei

2π
d mlψ(l + n) e−i πNmne−i 2πd ml

′
ψ(l′ + n), l′ = −l,

=
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

ei
π
dmnei

2π
d mlψ(l + n) e−iπdmnei

2π
d mlψ(−l + n),

=
1

d

∑
l∈Zd

ei
4π
d mlψ(n+ l)ψ(n− l).

For d odd, 2l = l′ gives l = d+1
2 l′, we get:

W (m,n) =
1

d

∑
l′∈Zd

ei
2π
d ml

′
ψ

(
n+

d+ 1

2
l′
)
ψ

(
n− d+ 1

2
l′
)

(6.15)

=
1

d

∑
l′∈Zd

ei
2π
d ml

′
ψ

(
n+

1

2
l′
)
ψ

(
n− 1

2
l′
)
.

Given a state ψ, one can also show that its Wigner distribution can be retrieved

through a symplectic Fourier transform type of its reproducing kernel. For w =

wP = 1, one has

A1
f =

1

d

∑
(m,n)∈ZdZd

f(m,n)Mw(m,n)

=
1

d2

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n)U(m,n)U(m′, n′)U†(m,n)

=
1

d2

∑
(m′,n′)∈Zd×Zd

∑
(m,n)∈Zd×Zd

f(m,n) ei
2π
d (mn′−m′ n)U(m′, n′)

Hence we get for the quantizations of elementary functions:

• Function of the moment only: f(m,n) = g(m). The kernel is given by:

A1
g(l, l

′) =
1√
d
ĝ(l′ − l) , (6.16)
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and this gives:

(A1
gψ)(l) = (FgF−1ψ)(l) , (6.17)

i.e., A1
g = FgF−1.

• Function of position only. The kernel reads:

Aw
h (l, l

′) =
1√
d
δll′

∑
m∈Zd

ĥ(m) ei
2π
d ml

′
= δl,l′h(l) , (6.18)

which means that A1
h is multiplication operator by h,

(A1
hψ)(l) = h(l)ψ(l) . (6.19)

In this case: the quantized position on the discrete circle, i.e., the discrete angle,

is h(l) = 2πl
d or its powers, h(l) = lL, L ∈ N∗, are discontinuous. One may also

periodize h(l) = h(l± d). However, one gets the same discontinuity in the operator

as in the original function. There is no regularization.

An alternative would be to consider position operator through the multiplication

by the smooth Fourier exponential

h(l) = ei
2πl
d . (6.20)

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we have established a covariant integral quantization for systems

whose phase space is Zd × Zd, i.e., for systems moving on the discrete circle.

The symmetry group of this phase space is the discrete version of the Weyl-

Heisenberg group, namely the central extension of the abelian group Zd × Zd, and
the phase space can be viewed as the left coset of the group with its center. The ex-

istence of a non-trivial unitary irreducible representation of this group on the phase

phase, as acting on L2(Zd), allowed us to derive interesting results. First, we have

established the concomitant resolution of the identity and subsequent properties

such the Gabor transform on the discrete circle and its inversion, the reproduc-

ing kernel and the fact that any square integrable function on the circle is fiducial

vector. The decomposition of the identity allows to define an integral operator Mw

from weight function w defined on the phase space.

There are noticeable results related to the quantization of a point (m,n) in the

phase space according to two standard choices of the weight.

• With the parity weight, the quantization of the momentum is transported the

momentum by the Fourier operator F, that is

m 7→ m̂ = FmF−1 , (A1
mψ)(l) = (FmF−1ψ)(l) (7.1)
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while the quantization of the discrete angle yields the multiplication operator

by the h(n) = 2π n
d .

2π n

d
7→ A1

h(n) , (A1
h(n)ψ)(l) =

2π l

d
ψ(l) . (7.2)

This is of course not acceptable. Alternatively one can quantize the periodized

angle function (PerA)(θ), θ = 2π n
d . One finds the multiplication operator de-

fined by the same discontinuous (PerA)(γ), γ = 2π n
d . There is no regularization.

• With the coherent state weight one obtains the quantization,

m 7→ m̂ = (Aw
g ψ)(l) =

1√
d

d−1∑
k=0

k (Ωϕ(m)ed−k ∗ ψ)(l)

whereas the quantization of the periodized function θ = 2π n
d leads to its smooth

regularization,

(PerA)(n) 7→

[∑
m∈Z

ĥ(m) ⟨e−i 2π m
d l⟩|ϕ|2 ei

2π m
d l

]
ψ(l) . (7.3)

In a follow up works, we plan to extend the results of this work in three direc-

tions:

• Feature detection in signals defined on Zd using appropriate quantum operators

derived from the above quantization formalism. In particular to quantum period

finding [27].

• Investigate the usefulness of this formalism in quantum computation, quantum

information, and cryptography [28]. This includes exploring problems such as

period finding, entanglement, and the design of symmetric informationally com-

plete bases or fiducial vectors [31–34, 38].

• Covariant integral quantization of an affine discrete phase space, Zd × Z∗
d, the

discrete affine group where d is prime. This phase space has a group structure

of translations and dilations on Zd with d prime. The related wavelet transform

was studied by Flornes, Grossmann, Holschneider, Torrésani [24, 37].

Appendix

In this appendix, we give an example that illustrates the importance of phase

space representations for signals. In this case, the discrete Weyl-Heisenberg Gabor

transform Eq. (3.28) of a signal with respect to the Von Mises fiducial vector as seen

in equation Eq. (3.48). We consider two periodic signals, one with a period of length

6 and one with a period of length 15. Signal 1 is given as [· · · , 2, 4, 4, 3, 3, 5, · · · ] and
signal 2 is given as [· · · , 0, 0, 0, 3, 3,−2, 1, 1, 1, 4,−1,−1, 2, 2, 2, · · · ]. Their sum will

be a new signal with a period of 10, given by [· · · , 2, 4, 4, 6, 6, 3, 3, 5, 5, 7, · · · ]. Here

we take the sum of signals 1 and 2, both with a length of 60. This gives us signal

3 of length 60, with period 10. These examples are discussed in [39].



December 25, 2024 1:49 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE
Discrete˙Torus˙Sub˙ijgmmp-2e˙JPG˙29˙10˙24

Contents 25

Fig. 1. The top left & top right plots show two discrete signals with different periods and their

following time-frequency representations. Below shows the combination of the two signals, yielding
a unique period from either of the original two signals. The Gabor transformation of signal 3 shows

that its period, found by the number of striations in the plot, is different than either signal 1 or

signal 2. All 3 time-frequency representations use the Von Mises filter (3.48) scaled at λ = 400.
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2020). 7

[36] J.-P. Gazeau and R. Murenzi, Integral Quantization for the Discrete Cylinder,Quan-
tum Rep. 4 (2022), 362–379. 7

[37] Kristin Flornes, Alex Grossmann, Matthias Holschneider, Bruno Torrésani,
Wavelets on Discrete Fields, Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, Vol-
ume 1, Issue 2, March 1994, Pages 137-146 7

[38] Appleby, D. M.. Symmetric informationally complete measurements of arbitrary
rank. Optics and Spectroscopy, 2005, 99(3) 447-456.

[39] A. Restrepo and L. P. Chacon, ”On the period of sums of discrete periodic sig-
nals,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 5, no. 7, pp. 164-166, July 1998, doi:
10.1109/97.700917.

7
7
7


	Introduction
	(Covariant) integral quantization: a survey
	Overview: Weyl (displacement) operator acting on L2(Zd)
	Covariant integral quantization on the discrete torus
	Quantization operators, Husimi and Wigner distributions
	Covariant integral quantization from weight function
	General results
	Quantization of separable functions
	Quantization of functions of momentum only

	Quantization of function of position only
	Quantization of a probability distribution

	Semi-classical portrait
	Quantization with various weights
	Weight related to coherent states for H(Zd)
	Weight related to the parity operator

	Conclusion

