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Abstract

We construct a general quantization procedure for square integrable functions on well-
behaved connected exponential Lie groups. The Lie groups in question should admit
at least one co-adjoint orbit of maximal possible dimension. The construction is based
on composing the Fourier-Wigner transform with another Fourier transform we call the
Fourier-Kirillov transform. This quantization has many desirable properties including
respecting function translations and inducing a well-behaved Wigner distribution.

Moreover, we investigate the connection to the operator convolutions of quantum har-
monic analysis. This is intricately connected to Weyl quantization in the Weyl-Heisenberg
setting. We find that convolution relations in quantum harmonic analysis can be written
as group convolutions of Weyl quantizations. This implies that the squared modulus of
the wavelet transform of the representation can be written as a convolution between two
Wigner distributions. Lastly, we look at how we can extend known results based on Weyl
quantization to wider classes of groups using our quantization procedure.

1 Introduction

The Weyl quantization mapping, originally studied by H. Weyl in [51, 52], is an object of
fundamental importance in analysis and mathematical physics. One view of the mapping is
as a correspondence rule between functions on phase space, L2(R2d), and observables in the
form of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on the Hilbert space L2(Rd). There is a large body of
influential work studying this mapping, including but not limited to [47, 45, 14]. We refer to
[54] for a comprehensive overview.

Various generalizations of the Weyl quantization to different phase spaces and function
spaces have been proposed and studied over the last decades. Some generalizations focus
on the dequantization of rank-one operators, that is, dequantization of pure states. This
perspective has been applied to a wide variety of contexts, see e.g. [13, 44, 28, 3, 46]. Following
the work in [24, 10] we set out to formulate Weyl quantization in the general context in a
more systematic way. This formulation is based on the composition of the Fourier-Wigner
transform and a Fourier-Kirillov transform, with the Fourier-Kirillov transform taking the
role of the symplectic Fourier transform. In this way, we are able to formulate our results in a
general setting without reference to the specific group structure. It should be mentioned that
the proposed Weyl quantization given is similar in spirit to the one given in [43], and enjoys
many of the same properties.
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Main construction

The goal of this article is to set up a quantization scheme for functions on a exponential
Lie group G. The proposed scheme generalizes the Weyl quantization for the affine group,
see [24, 25, 26, 10, 11]. Integral to the quantization is the existence of square integrable
representations. From Kirillov orbit theory, it is well known how to construct the irreducible
unitary representations π : G → U(H) from the co-adjoint orbits. When the dimension
of the co-adjoint orbit coincides with the dimension of the group, then the corresponding
representation is square integrable. Hence in our construction we will always assume that the
orbits are of the same dimension as the group. Notably, this includes the affine group [11]
and the shearlet group [38].

As mentioned above, our construction of Weyl quantization is based on generalizing the
relation aS = Fσ(FW(S)) where Fσ is the symplectic Fourier transform and FW is the Fourier-
Wigner transform. The Fourier-Wigner transform is a standard object in this setup and it
and its inverse are defined as

FW(A)(x) = tr(ADπ(x)), F−1
W (f) = π(f̌) ◦ D.

where f̌(x) = f(x−1), D is the inverse Duflo-Moore operator and π(f) is the (left) integrated
representation of f : G → C. We will properly define and give background on these objects
in the preliminaries section. Section 3.1 is devoted to working out all of the properties of the
Fourier-Wigner transform which we will need, including that it can be extended to a unitary
isometry from the Hilbert-Schmidt operators S2(H) to L2

r(G), the space of square integrable
functions on G with respect to the right Haar measure.

In place of the symplectic Fourier transform, we will set up a Fourier-Kirillov transform
FKO. This transform is coherently linked to a chosen co-adjoint orbit. Let K(x) denote the
co-adjoint map and OF the co-adjoint orbit {K(x)F : x ∈ G}. Then FKO : L2

r(G) → L2
r(G)

is defined as

FKO(f)(x) =
1

√

|PfF | ·∆(x)

∫

G
f(y)e2πi〈K(x−1)F, log(y)〉 1

√

Θ(log(y))
dµr(y)

where PfF , ∆ and Θ are functions which ensure proper normalization across spaces to be
further detailed later. The Fourier-Kirillov transform can be viewed, up to some normalizing
factors, as the Fourier transform on L2(g) → L2(g∗) restricted to the orbit corresponding to
the element F ∈ OF .

With the two Fourier transforms defined, we define the quantization A and dequantization
a = A−1 by composing them as

Af = F−1
W (F−1

KO(f)), aS = FKO(FW(S)).

Using the properties of the transforms, we are able to deduce that the full quantization
map A : L2

r(G) → S2(H) is a unitary isometry. This quantization scheme is similar to the
Wigner map outlined in [4, 2], however the inclusion of the co-adjoint map creates an algebraic
structure on the phase space, namely the original group structure.

Quantization structure

Having proved that the quantization is a unitary isometry, we move on to showing that quan-
tization respects translations and complex conjugation in an appropriate manner. Specifically,
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we show the two identities

π(x)∗Afπ(x) = AR
x−1f , A∗

f = Af̄ , (1.1)

where Rx−1f(y) = f(yx−1). These properties hold true for classical Weyl quantization but
are not given for quantization schemes based on the Wigner distribution. Moreover, classical
Weyl quantization can be given the additional structure of being an isometric ∗-isomorphism
between H∗ algebras as was shown by Pool [45]. This means that taking the adjoint and
composing operators in S2 corresponds to certain actions on functions in a isomorphic way. We
show that the same is true for our quantization which lead to notions of twisted convolutions
and twisted multiplication. Specifically, we show that all maps are isometric ∗-isomorphisms
between H∗ algebras in the commutative diagram

(
S2(H), ◦, ∗

)

(
FW(S2), ♮,

√

∆(·) ˇ
) (

L2
r(G), ♯,

)

FW
a

FKO

where the intermediate space FW(S2) = F−1
KO(L

2
r(G)) is a subset of L2

r(G). This construction
is detailed in Section 4.2.

Wigner distributions

Wigner distributions are most commonly related to Weyl quantization through the weak
relation

〈
f,W (φ,ψ)

〉

L2
r
=
〈
Afψ, φ

〉

H

for all f ∈ L2
r(G) and ψ, φ ∈ H. This relation is equivalent to the Wigner distribution

W (ψ, φ) being the dequantization of the rank-one operator (ψ ⊗ φ) : ξ 7→ 〈ξ, φ〉ψ. For this
reason, we set W (ψ, φ) = aψ⊗φ and get the properties that the mapping (ψ, φ) 7→ W (ψ, φ)

is sesquilinear, that W (ψ, φ) = W (φ,ψ) and RxW (ψ, φ) = W (π(x)ψ, π(x)φ) from general
quantization properties such as (1.1) for free. In the case that the group is unimodular, we
show that

∫

G
W (ψ, φ)(x) dµ(x) = 〈ψ, φ〉.

Quantum harmonic analysis

The framework of quantum harmonic analysis is concerned with convolutions, translations and
Fourier transforms of operators and their interactions. One of several ways to define these
operations is through their interaction with Weyl quantization. In recent years, quantum
harmonic analysis has been developed for the affine group [11] in conjunction with a Weyl
quantization procedure [10] as well as for general locally compact groups [34] without any
connection to quantization. We will show that our quantization procedure is compatible with
the quantum harmonic analysis operations in [11] and [34], thus imbuing them with additional
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structure. Specifically, we will show that the operator convolutions from quantum harmonic
analysis can be realized as group convolutions of Weyl symbols as

f ⋆ S = Af∗aS ,

T ⋆ S = aT ∗ ǎS .

As a consequence, we can generalize relations such as the convolution of two Wigner distri-
butions being a spectrogram,

W (ψ) ∗ W (φ) = |Wφψ|2 (1.2)

where Wφψ is the wavelet transform of ψ with respect to φ.

Applications

Since our construction is a generalization of that for the Weyl-Heisenberg and affine groups, for
applications our hope is to generalize some of the properties of those Weyl quantization. The
first application in Section 5 has not been explored for the affine group but uses the relation
(1.2) to develop a criterion for phase retrieval, meaning inversion of the map Wφψ 7→ |Wφψ|.

Having developed a Wigner distribution, we treat the Wigner approximation problem
which asks how close a given L2

r(G) function is to being a Wigner distribution using the same
approach as has been used for the Weyl-Heisenberg and affine groups earlier. Similarly, we
are able to extend a proof technique which shows that for both Wavelet spaces Wφ(H) and
Wigner spaces W (H, φ), spaces induced by different φ1, φ2 have trivial intersection as long
as φ1 and φ2 are linearly independent. In both of these cases, we have show how general
Weyl quantization allows us to apply the proof techniques from standard Weyl quantization
to more general contexts.

These examples of applications are not meant to be exhaustive but rather to illustrate the
value of the tools developed in the article.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Weyl quantization on the Weyl-Heisenberg Group

To set the stage, we will review how Weyl quantization is set up in the well-known case of the
Weyl-Heisenberg group. Specifically, we will outline how we view Weyl quantization as being
induced by a pair of Fourier transforms instead of the Wigner distribution. This viewpoint
is more amenable to generalizations. For a more physics-oriented perspective, see e.g. [33,
Chap. 13].

2.1.1 Via Wigner distribution

The original construction by Weyl is most easily formulated using the cross-Wigner distribu-
tion [53], also called the Wigner transform, given by

W (ψ, φ)(x, ω) =

∫

Rd

ψ(x+ t/2)φ(x− t/2)e−2πiω·t dt, ψ, φ ∈ L2(Rd).
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We write W (φ) = W (φ, φ) for convenience. Using the Wigner transform, we can define the
Weyl quantization Af of a function f ∈ L2(R2d) weakly via the relation

〈Afψ, φ〉L2(Rd) =
〈
f,W (φ,ψ)

〉

L2(R2d)
. (2.1)

We say that the map f 7→ Af is the quantization map or Weyl transform and write S 7→ aS for
the inverse, called the dequantization map. The dequantization map is a bijective isometry
from the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators S2 to L2(R2d), see [45]. Hence AaS = S and
f = aAf

. Through an elementary computation, one can show that the following Moyal
identity holds for the Wigner transform.

Theorem 2.1. For all ψ1, ψ2, φ1, φ2 ∈ L2(Rd), it holds that

〈
W (ψ1, φ1),W (ψ2, φ2)

〉

L2(R2d)
= 〈ψ1, ψ2〉L2(Rd)〈φ1, φ2〉L2(Rd). (2.2)

In view of this result, the quantization rule (2.1) implies that the dequantization of the
rank-one operator ψ ⊗ φ is the Wigner transform W (ψ, φ). Consequently, one can view
quantization as being induced by the Wigner transform or vice versa.

Define the (projective) Schrödinger representation by

π(z)f(t) = π(x, ω)f(t) =MωTxf(t) = e2πiωtf(t− x)

where we have made the identification z = (x, ω) ∈ R
2d. We will discuss the time and

frequency-shifts Tx,MΩ further in Section 2.5. The key relation between the Schrödinger
representation and the Weyl quantization is included in the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. Let f ∈ L2(R2d). Then Af̄ = A∗
f and

Af(·−z) = π(z)Afπ(z)
∗.

2.1.2 Via Fourier transforms

When generalizing Weyl quantization beyond the standard R
2d setting, a common practice is

to generalize the definition of the Wigner distribution and use (2.1) to induce a quantization
map. In this paper, we argue that while the relation (2.1) indeed is fundamental to quanti-
zation, directly defining a different version of the Wigner distribution is not. In fact, there is
another way to define Weyl quantization which itself induces a Wigner distribution which is
what we will detail in this section.

Recall that phase space R2d is a symplectic space when equipped with the symplectic form

σ(x1, ω1, x2, ω2) = ω1 · x2 − ω2 · x1, (x1, ω1), (x2, ω2) ∈ R
2d.

Here the appropriate Fourier transform is the symplectic Fourier transform Fσ, defined for
f ∈ L1(R2d) as

Fσ(f)(z) =
∫

R2d

f(z′)e−2πiσ(z,z′) dz′.

As is the case with the standard Fourier transform, the symplectic Fourier transform can be
extended to square integrable functions as well. On the space of operators, we will instead use
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the Fourier-Wigner (sometimes called Fourier-Weyl) transform. The Fourier-Wigner trans-
form FW is a map from the trace-class operators on L2(Rd), denoted by S1, to a subset of
L2(R2d), given by

FW(S)(z) = e−πix·ω tr(π(−z)S).

It follows from [18, 54, 39] that the Weyl quantization can be written as

aS = Fσ(FW(S)).

2.2 Representation theory on locally compact groups

In this section, let G denote a locally compact group of type I, see e.g. [19, p. 229]. In the
context of Lie groups, “type I” is often referred to as tame groups, in contrast with wild
groups. Tame groups are a broad class of Lie groups that include all exponential Lie groups,
see [48, 29]. Given such a group we will denote the left Haar measure on the group G by µGl
and the right Haar measure by µGr , see [18] for the definition. There exists a multiplicative
function ∆G : G→ R

+ called the modular function defined by the relationship

µGl (x) = ∆G(x)µ
G
r (x), x ∈ G.

Whenever it is clear from the context, we will suppress the group G in the notation µGl , µ
G
r

and ∆G. The right versus left Haar measure on an Lp-space will be indicated by either an r
or l subscript.

Given functions f1, f2 ∈ L1
r(G) we define their (right-)convolution by

f1 ∗ f2(x) =
∫

G
f1(y)f2(xy

−1) dµr(y).

Define right- and left-translation of a function f : G→ C by (Ryf)(x) = f(xy) and (Lyf)(x) =
f(y−1x), respectively. The involution of a function f ∈ L1

l (G) is defined by

f̌(x) = f(x−1), for x ∈ G.

Notice that the involution maps L1
l (G) to L1

r(G). The inverse of the involution will also be
denoted by ·̌. It should also be noted that different definitions of function involution exists in
the literature, see e.g. [19].

We will denote by (π,Hπ) a irreducible unitary representation π of the group G acting on
the separable Hilbert space Hπ. When it is clear from the context, we will write H instead of
Hπ. The representation (π,H) induces an integrated (left) representation acting on f ∈ L1

l (G)
by

π(f)φ =

∫

G
f(x)π(x)φdµl(x), for φ ∈ H.

Given an irreducible unitary representation (π,H), we denote the wavelet transform by

Wφψ(x) = 〈ψ, π(x)∗φ〉H. (2.3)

The convention of using π(x)∗ instead of π(x) for the wavelet transform is nonstandard but
more compatible with the right Haar measure which we will prefer. We say that (π,H) is
square integrable if there exists a non-zero φ ∈ H such that Wφφ ∈ L2

r(G). For square
integrable representations, we have the following classical orthogonality relation from [16].
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Theorem 2.3 (Duflo-Moore Theorem). Let (π,H) be a unitary square integrable representa-
tion. There exists a unique positive densely defined operator D−1 : Dom(D−1) ⊂ H → H such
that

〈Wφ1ψ1,Wφ2ψ2〉L2
r
= 〈ψ1, ψ2〉H〈D−1φ1,D−1φ2〉H, (2.4)

for φ1, φ2 ∈ Dom(D−1) and ψ1, ψ2 ∈ H.

We will refer to the operator D−1 in the theorem as the Duflo-Moore operator. Functions
φ ∈ Dom(D−1) are said to be admissible. Below we collect some standard results on how the
modular function ∆, representation π, and Duflo-Moore operator D−1 interact.

Lemma 2.4. The following properties hold:

(i) dµl(xy) = ∆(y) dµl(x),

(ii) dµr(x) = ∆(x−1) dµl(x),

(iii) dµr(x
−1) = ∆(x) dµr(x),

(iv) Dπ(x) =
√

∆(x)π(x)D.

2.3 Lie groups

In this section, we will assume that G is a connected Lie group with Lie algebra g. We will
denote the (Lie group) exponential map by exp : g → G. In the case that the exponential map
is a diffeomorphism, we say that the Lie group G is exponential. The inverse of the exponential
map is called the logarithm and is denoted by log. For a Lie group homeomorphism Φ : G→ H
the following diagram commutes

g h

G H

Φ∗

exp exp

Φ

, (2.5)

where g and h are the Lie algebras of G and H, respectively.
Let dX denote the Euclidean measure on g. There exists a function Θ : g → R

+ such that

dµr(exp(X)) = Θ(X) dX

is the right Haar measure in exponential coordinates. Additionally,

dµl(exp(X)) = Θ(−X) dX.

Hence
Θ(−X)

Θ(X)
= ∆G(exp(X)). (2.6)

We can compute Θ by using the formula

Θ(X) =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
det

(

ead(X) − 1

ad(X)

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
. (2.7)

In the case that G is a nilpotent group, we have that Θ(X) = 1 for all X ∈ g.
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A Lie group can act on itself via conjugation Ψ : G → Aut(G) given by Ψx(y) = xyx−1.
Fixing x ∈ G, the adjoint representation is given by

Adx = (Ψx)∗ : g → g.

The modular function can be written by using the adjoint map as

det(Adx) = ∆(x). (2.8)

By using (2.5) we get that exp(AdxX) = Ψx(exp(X)). Fixing Y ∈ g and taking the derivative
in the other variable, we get that adY : g → g can be computed as adYX = [Y,X].

2.3.1 Group examples

Before going further, it is instructive to look at a couple of examples of exponential Lie groups
where the representations are known.

Example 2.5 (Heisenberg Group). The Heisenberg group is the underlying group for the
standard Wigner transform outlined in Section 2.5. It should however be noted that the
representation given by co-adjoint orbit theory is not square integrable.

Let H denote the Heisenberg group, which when written in matrix form is the group

H =






(x, y, z) =





1 x z
0 1 y
0 0 1



 : x, y, z ∈ R






.

The corresponding Lie algebra h is the span of

X =





0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 , Y =





0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0



 , Z =





0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0



 .

It is endowed with the bracket relations

[X,Z] = [Y,Z] = 0 and [X,Y ] = Z.

The exponential map is given by

exp(xX + yY + zZ) = (x, y, z + xy/2).

It is well-known that both the right and the left Haar-measure is given by

dµH(x, y, z) = dxdy dz.

Hence the modular function ∆H(x, y, z) = 1 and Θ(xX+yY +zZ) = 1. Except the characters,
the irreducible representations on H is, up to equivalence, given by

π~(x, y, z)f(w) = exp(2πi~(z + yw))f(w + x),

where ~ ∈ R \ {0} and f ∈ L2(R).
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Example 2.6 (Affine Group). The (reduced) affine group (Aff , ·Aff) is the Lie group whose
underlying set is the upper half plane Aff := R

+×R := (0,∞)×R, while the group operation
is given by

(a, x) ·Aff (b, y) := (ab, ay + x), (a, x), (b, y) ∈ Aff .

We can represent the affine group Aff and its Lie algebra aff in matrix form

Aff =

{(
a x
0 1

)

: a > 0, x ∈ R

}

, aff = {uU + vV : u, v ∈ R} ,

where

U =

(
1 0
0 0

)

and V =

(
0 1
0 0

)

.

The Lie algebra structure of aff is completely determined by

[U, V ] = V.

The right and left Haar measure are given by

dµr(a, x) =
dadx

a
, dµl(a, x) =

dadx

a2
,

hence the modular function is ∆(a, x) = 1
a . Computing the exponential map gives

exp(uU + vV ) = (eu, vλ(u)),

where λ(u) = eu−1
u . In the case of the exponential map Θ is given by

Θ(uU + vV ) = e−u · λ(u).

Except the characters, there are only two non-equivalent irreducible representations of the
affine group. These are given by

π+(a, x)ψ(r) := e−2πixrψ(ar), ψ ∈ L2(R+, r−1 dr)

and
π−(a, x)ψ(r) := e2πixrψ(ar), ψ ∈ L2(R+, r−1 dr).

Example 2.7 (Shearlet Group). A matrix representation of the Shearlet group S is given by

(a, s, x1, x2) = (a, s, x) =





a
√
as x1

0
√
a x2

0 0 1



 , a > 0, s ∈ R, x ∈ R
2.

The multiplication of two elements is defined as

(a, s, x1, x2)(b, t, y1, y2) = (ab, s +
√
at, x+ SsAay)

= (ab, s +
√
at, x1 + ay1 +

√
asy2, x2 +

√
ay2)

where

Aa =

(
a 0
0

√
a

)

, Ss =

(
1 s
0 1

)

.
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The left- and right-Haar measure are given by

dµl(a, s, x1, x2) =
dads dx1 dx2

a3
, dµr(a, s, x1, x2) =

dads dx1 dx2
a

.

Hence the modular function is

∆S(a, s, x) =
1

a2
.

The Lie algebra in matrix form is given by

s =











α σ ξ1
0 α/2 ξ2
0 0 0



 : α, σ, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R






.

Let A, B, C and D be a basis for the Lie algebra consisting of the matrices

A =





1 0 0
0 1/2 0
0 0 0



 , B =





0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 , C =





0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0



 , and D =





0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0



 .

The Lie bracket is given by

[αA+ σB + ξ1C + ξ2D, α̃A+ σ̃B + ξ̃1C + ξ̃2D]

=
ασ̃ − α̃σ

2
B + (αξ̃1 − α̃ξ1 + σξ̃2 − σ̃ξ2)C +

αξ̃2 − α̃ξ2
2

D.

In this case we have the exponential map

exp(αA+ σB + ξ1C + ξ2D) = (eα, σλ(α/2), ξ1λ(α) + σξ2λ(α/2)
2/2, ξ2λ(α/2)),

where

λ(α) =
eα − 1

α
.

The function Θ giving the measures in exponential coordinates is given by

Θ(αA+ σB + ξ1C + ξ2D) = λ(α)λ(α/2)2 .

The irreducible representations of central importance are

π+(a, s, x1, x2)φ(b, t) = e−2πi(bx1+
√
btx2)φ

(

ba, t+ s
√
b
)

and
π−(a, s, x1, x2)φ(b, t) = e2πi(bx1+

√
btx2)φ

(

ba, t+ s
√
b
)

where φ ∈ L2(R+ × R, db dtb ).
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2.4 Representation theory of exponential Lie groups

2.4.1 Induced representations on Lie groups

In this section, let G be a Lie group and H a closed subgroup of G. Then a right-coset is the
set Hg = {hg : h ∈ H} for all g ∈ G. The collection of all right cosets will be denoted by
R = H \G. There exists a quotient map q : G→ R, sending g 7→ Hg. It is well known that R
is a homogeneous manifold equipped with a canonical measure inherited from the Lie group.
The measure on R has the property that for every continuous compactly supported function
f on G we have

∫

G
f(g) dµGr (g) =

∫

R

∫

H
f(hg)

∆G(h)

∆H(h)
dµHr (h) dµ

R(g).

Using this measure we can define the space L2(R) of all square integrable functions. Whenever
we are given a function f ∈ L1

r(G) we have that

f̃(Hx) =

∫

H
f(hx)

∆G(h)

∆H(h)
dµHr (h)

is in L1(R).
Given a section s : U ⊂ R→ G define the function hs : R×G→ H by

s(x)g = hs(x, g)s(xg).

The function hs has the additional property that

hs(x, g1g2) = hs(x, g1)hs(xg1, g2).

Let (π,H) be a representation of the group H. Then we define the induced representation
acting on L2(R,H) by

(indGHπ(g)f)(x) =

√

∆H(hs(x, g))

∆G(hs(x, g))
π(hs(x, g))f(x · g).

An important special case is when π is a character, i.e., a representation acting on the
Hilbert space C. Let F ∈ h∗. Then when H is an exponential group we have that

π(h) = e−2πi〈F,log(h)〉

is a character. Then the induced representation acts on L2(R) by

(indGHπ(g)f)(x) =

√

∆H(hs(x, g))

∆G(hs(x, g))
e−2πi〈F,logH (hs(x,g))〉f(x · g).

2.4.2 Semi-direct product

In the case that G can be written as the semi-direct product of R and H, the formulas for
induced representation simplify. The definition of semi-direct product relies on the existence
of a group homomorphism φ : R→ Aut(H) such that the product on G = R×H is given by

(r, h) · (s, j) = (rs, hφ(r)j).
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We will denote the group endowed with the product given by the semi-direct product with
respect to φ by R⋊φ H. Then R can be identified with the right cosets H \G. Notice that

(eR, φ(a)y) = (a, eH)(eR, y)(a, eH )−1 = Ψ(a,eH)(eR, y).

Since H is a normal subgroup, we have that ∆H = ∆G. The semi-direct product have the
structure of a quotient group with the right Haar-measure given by

dµGr = dµRr dµHr .

Set s : R → G to be a 7→ (a, eH). Then hs(a, (b, y)) = (eR, φ(a)y). We have that ∆H = ∆G,
hence the induced representation simplifies to

(indGHπ((b, y))f)(a) = π(φ(a)y)f(a · b).
If (π,C) is the character

π(h) = e−2πiF (log(h))

defined on H, then the induced representation is given by

(indGHπ((b, y))f)(a) = e−2πiF logG(φ(a)y)f(a · b) = e−2πiF logH (φ(a)y)f(a · b) (2.9)

acting on L2(R, dµRr ). The modular function is given by

∆G(a, x) =
1

|detH(φ(a)∗)|
∆R(a)∆H(x) =

1

|detH(Ada)|
∆R(a)∆H(x).

In the case that H is unimodular, we have that ∆G(a, x) = ∆G(a, eH ). In this case, we set

(D−1φ)(r) =
√

∆G(r, eH )φ(r) =

√

∆R(r)
√

|detH(Adr)|
φ(r).

2.4.3 Kirillov co-adjoint orbit theory

The objective of Kirillov orbit theory is to show how the co-adjoint orbits and the representa-
tions are linked. The Kirillov orbit method gives us an explicit way to construct all irreducible
representation on certain Lie groups. As the name implies, the method states that for every
co-adjoint orbit there exists a unique, up to equivalence, irreducible representation associated
to it. Moreover, the theory states that all irreducible representations can be constructed in
such a way. We will now give a short introduction of how the irreducible representations are
constructed from the orbits. For a complete overview, see [7, 36].

Associated to the adjoint map we can define the co-adjoint map K(g) : g → g by the
equation

〈K(g)F,X〉 = 〈F,Adg−1X〉.
We will denote the stabilizer of this map by Stab(F ) = {g ∈ G : K(g)F = F}. The derivative
of the co-adjoint map is given by the equation

〈K∗(X)F, Y 〉 = 〈F,−adXY 〉.
Given a F we denote the co-adjoint orbit by OF = K(G)F ⊂ g. We can identify the orbit
with the quotient Stab(F ) \G = {Stab(F )g : g ∈ G} by using the map κ : Stab(F ) \G → OF

defined as κ(x) = K(x−1)F , where x ∈ Stab(F ) \ G. In the case that Stab(F ) = {e}, the
orbit can be identified with the original group G. In this case, we will denote the inverse of
κ by κ−1 : OF → G.
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2.4.4 Symplectic structure of the orbit

We will take a symplectic space to mean a (smooth) manifold M equipped with a closed non-
degenerate 2-form ω : ∧2(T ∗M) → R. The form ω is referred to as the symplectic form. All
symplectic manifolds are even dimensional, hence we will denote the dimension of M by 2d.
The simplest example of a symplectic manifold is R2d endowed with the standard symplectic
form

ω(x1,...,xd,y1,...,yd) =
d∑

i=1

dxi ∧ dyi,

where (x1, ..., xd, y1, ..., yd) ∈ R
2d are the standard coordinates. The volume form on a sym-

plectic manifold is given by

dω =
ωd

d!
.

A diffeomorphism f : M1 → M2 between two symplectic manifolds (Mj , ωj) is called a
symplectomorphism if f∗(ω2) = ω1, where f

∗ denotes the pullback of the function f . If such
a map f exists between two symplectic manifolds, we say that the manifolds are symplecto-
morphic. Darboux’s theorem states that every symplectic manifold of dimension 2d is locally
symplectomorphic to R

2d endowed with the standard symplectic form.
Let N ⊂ M be a submanifold of the symplectic manifold (M,ω). Then we say that N is

isotropic if ω|TN = 0. A Lagrangian manifold is an isotropic manifold of maximal dimension
dim(N) = 1

2dim(M). Alternatively, we can define a Lagrangian manifold to be an isotropic
manifold where ωTN⊥ = 0. We define a Lagrangian fibration to be a fibration where all
the fibers are Lagrangian manifolds. Locally, any Lagrangian filtration can be written as
(x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn) where the symplectic form can be written as

ω(x1,...,xn,y1,...,yn) =
n∑

j=1

dxj ∧ dyj.

One can induce a symplectic form on the co-adjoint orbit OF ∼ Stab(F ) \ G as follows:
Define the symplectic form at the point F ∈ OF by

ωF (K∗(F )X,K∗(F )Y ) = 〈F, [X,Y ]〉,

where X,Y ∈ g/stab(F ) that can be identified with T ∗
FOF . We can define the symplectic

form on the rest of the T ∗OF by using the group action on the orbit. Then the symplectic
form is defined by ωκ(x) = κ(x)∗ωF . Hence by definition, the symplectic form becomes right
invariant with respect to the group action.

A invariant complex-polarization with respect to ωF is a subalgebra h of g⊗ C such that

• h is a Lagrangian subspace of ωF .

• h+ h is a subalgebra of g⊗ C.

• Ad(s)h = h for every s ∈ Stab(F ).

Recall that we say that a subalgebra k of g⊗ C is real if

k = k.
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We let e denote the largest real subalgebra of g, i.e.

e = (h+ h) ∩ g.

Additionally, we define the subalgebra d to be the

d = (h ∩ h) ∩ g.

Notice that in the case that h is a real subalgebra, we have that

e = d.

Definition 2.8. We say that an invariant complex polarization satisfies the Pukanszky con-
dition if

K(exp(d))F = F +An(e),

where An(e) denotes the annihilator of e.

2.4.5 Representations from co-adjoint orbits

In this section we will let G be a exponential Lie group. Let O be a co-adjoint orbit containing
a point F ∈ O. Find a subgroup of maximal dimension H with Lie algebra h such that
〈F, [h, h]〉 = 0. It can be shown that dim(H \ G) = 1

2 dim(O). Define the character on H by

χF (h) = e2πi〈F,log(h)〉. Then the induced representation

πF = indGHχF

is an irreducible representation on G. In general, these representations are only square inte-
grable when Stab(F ) consists of only the identity element.

Example 2.9 (Heisenberg Group). Continuing with the notation from Example 2.5, let
X∗, Y ∗ and Z∗ be the dual basis of X, Y and Z. Then we have that the co-adjoint map
satisfies

K(x, y, z)(aX∗ + bY ∗ + cZ∗) = (a+ yc)X∗ + (b− xc)Y ∗+cZ∗.

From the co-adjoint map, we see that we have two kinds of orbits. Setting F = ~Z∗ for ~ 6= 0
gives the two-dimensional orbits

O~ = {aX∗ + bY ∗ + ~Z∗ : a, b ∈ R}.

When F = aX∗ + bY ∗ we get the zero-dimensional orbits

O(a,b) = {aX∗ + bY ∗ : a, b ∈ R}.

The representations corresponding to the orbits O~ is π−~. Since the Stab(~Z
∗) = (0, 0, z),

this representation is not square integrable.

Example 2.10 (Affine Group). The affine group has two two-dimensional orbits. Continuing
with the notation from Example 2.6, let U∗ and V ∗ be the dual basis to the Lie algebra
consisting of U and V . The co-adjoint map is given by

K(a, x)(uU∗ + vV ∗) = (u+ a−1xv)U∗ + a−1vV ∗.
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This means that the orbits are given by

O+ = {K(a, x)V ∗ : (a, x) ∈ Aff} = {uU∗ + vV ∗ : v ∈ R, u > 0}

and
O− = {K(a, x)(−V ∗) : (a, x) ∈ Aff} = {uU∗ + vV ∗ : v ∈ R, u < 0}.

The affine group has the structure of semi-direct product between R = (R+, ·) and H = (R,+)
with φ(a)x = a · x. Using Equation 2.9, we see that the orbit O± with F = ±V ∗ gives the
representations π±.

Example 2.11 (Shearlet Group). The shearlet group has two four-dimensional orbits. The
dual basis is then denoted by A∗, B∗, C∗ and D∗. The co-adjoint map is given by

K(a, s, x1, x2)(αA
∗ + βB∗ + γC∗ + δD∗) = (α+

βs

2
√
a
+ γ

2x1 − sx2
2a

+
δx2
2
√
a
)A∗

+ (
β√
a
+
γx2
a

)B∗ +
γ

a
C∗ − (

γs

a
− δ√

a
)D∗.

This means that the orbits are given by

O+ = {K(x)C∗ : x ∈ S} = {αA∗ + βB∗ + γC∗ + δD∗ : α, β, δ ∈ R, γ > 0}

and

O− = {K(x)(−C∗) : x ∈ S} = {αA∗ + βB∗ + γC∗ + δD∗ : α, β, δ ∈ R, γ < 0}.

Let H = exp(span(D,C)). We can describe the group as a semi-direct product: Define
φ· : (R+ × R) → Aut(R2) defined by φ(a,s) = SsAa. Then we can define (R+ × R) ⋉φ R

2.
Choosing F = ±C∗ then gives the induced representations π± from Example 2.7.

2.5 Time-frequency analysis

Time-frequency analysis and its subfields are central pieces of applied harmonic analysis and
have a strong connection to Weyl quantization. The (projective) representation π(z)ψ(t) =
π(x, ω)ψ(t) = e2πiωtψ(t − x) used in Section 2.1 induces the main object of time-frequency
analysis, the short-time Fourier transform, defined as

Vφψ(z) = 〈ψ, π(z)φ〉. (2.10)

Note that this quantity is a special case of a wavelet transform (2.3) if we disregard the π(z)∗

convention. In applications, it is often the squared modulus |Vφψ|2 of the short-time Fourier
transform, the spectrogram, that is used because it is non-negative. In view of Theorem 2.3
it also integrates to 1 and so can be seen as a probability distribution on R

2d.
As time-frequency analysis is only tangentially related to the subject at hand, we only

give a short primer on those topics which will be needed later on. A standard reference for
time-frequency analysis in which much of the content of this section can be found is [30].

We already saw the cross-Wigner distributionW (ψ, φ) in Section 2.1 as the dequantization
of a rank-one operator. In time-frequency analysis, the cross-Wigner distribution is known as
a time-frequency distribution related to short-time Fourier transform by

W (ψ, φ)(x, ω) = 2de4πix·ωVφ̌ψ(2x, 2ω).
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The Wigner distribution also has an inversion formula and is uniquely determined by the
window up to a constant, i.e., if W (ψ) =W (φ) then ψ = cφ where |c| = 1.

The more general form of the short-time Fourier transform, the wavelet transform Wφ

mentioned in (2.3), is the typical generalization of time-frequency analysis. To define is,
we need a locally compact group G, a Hilbert space H and a square integrable irreducible
representation π : G→ U(H). The most classical incarnation of this setup, apart from time-
frequency analysis, is time-scale analysis on the affine group, discussed in Section 2.3.1. In
time-scale analysis, the squared modulus of the wavelet transform is called the scalogram
and is used similarly to the spectrogram. Other classical generalizations include the shearlet
transform [32, 38] and various two-dimensional wavelet transforms such as the similitude
transform [5, 6].

2.6 Quantum harmonic analysis

The theory of quantum harmonic analysis (QHA), originally developed by R. Werner in 1984
[50], lays out a framework in which many of the classical operations and results of harmonic
analysis is generalized to operators. Specifically, convolutions are defined between functions
on R

2d and operators on L2(Rd), as well as pairs of operators on L2(Rd), as

f ⋆ S =

∫

R2d

f(z)π(z)Sπ(z)∗ dz, T ⋆ S(z) = tr
(
Tπ(z)PSPπ(z)∗

)
(2.11)

where π(z)f(t) = π(x, ω)f(t) = e2πiω·tf(t − x) is the projective representation of the Weyl-
Heisenberg group from Section 2.5 and P : f 7→ f̌ is the parity operator. Together with the
Fourier-Wigner transform FW : S1 → C0(R

2d), from Section 2.1.2, defined as FW(S)(z) =
e−iπx·ω tr(π(−z)S), they make up the main tools of QHA. Both convolution definitions in
(2.11) conjugate the operator S by π(z), this operation is called an operator translation and
is commonly denoted by αz(S) = π(z)Sπ(z)∗.

Remark. Note that the above definitions are not consistent with the rest of this article but
rather agree with those commonly found in the greater quantum harmonic analysis literature.
When generalizing beyond the Weyl-Heisenberg group it is beneficial to adopt some alternative
formulations. We will detail these and their motivation in Section 2.6.3 below.

2.6.1 Standard properties

Below we collect some of the main properties of operator convolutions, all of which have
counterparts in harmonic analysis. For proofs and more details, see [39].

Proposition 2.12. Let f, g ∈ L1(R2d), S ∈ Sp, T ∈ Sq for 1 ≤ p, q, r ≤ ∞ with 1
p+

1
q = 1+ 1

r

and R ∈ B(L2) be compact, then

(i) f ⋆ S is positive if f is non-negative and S is positive,

(ii) T ⋆ S is non-negative if T and S are positive,

(iii) (f ⋆ S)∗ = f̄ ⋆ S∗,

(iv) (f ⋆ S) ⋆ T = f ∗ (S ⋆ T ),

16



(v) (f ∗ g) ⋆ S = f ⋆ (g ⋆ S),

(vi) f ⋆ R is compact,

(vii) ‖f ⋆ S‖Sp ≤ ‖f‖L1‖S‖Sp ,

(viii) ‖T ⋆ S‖Lr ≤ ‖S‖Sp‖T‖Sq .

To formulate Fourier-analytic results we need a Fourier transform which works on the
phase space R

2d. This will be the same symplectic Fourier transform as in Section 2.1.2,
namely

Fσ(f)(z) =
∫

R2d

f(z′)e−2πiσ(z,z′) dz′, (2.12)

where z = (x, ω), z′ = (x′, ω′) and σ(z, z′) = ωx′ − ω′x is the standard symplectic form.
The correct setting to investigate Fourier-related properties is requiring all operators to be of
trace-class and here we have some more noteworthy results.

Proposition 2.13. Let f ∈ L1(R2d) and T, S ∈ S1, then

(i) FW(f ⋆ S) = Fσ(f)FW(S),

(ii) Fσ(T ⋆ S) = FW(T )FW(S),

(iii) tr(f ⋆ S) = tr(S)
∫

R2d f(z) dz,

(iv)
∫

R2d T ⋆ S(z) dz = tr(T ) tr(S).

These results should be seen as generalizations and consequences of the standard convo-
lution theorem.

Part of the power of quantum harmonic analysis is that various seemingly unrelated ob-
jects can be realized as operator convolutions where their properties have clear explanations.
Examples of this include localization operators and Cohen’s class distributions from time-
frequency analysis [39, 40] (Section 2.5) and Bergman-Fock Toeplitz operators [41, 23].

2.6.2 Relation to Weyl quantization

As quantum harmonic analysis is concerned with the interplay between functions and opera-
tors, it should come as no surprise that the theory is intimately connected with that of Weyl
quantization. In fact, one can use Weyl quantization to induce all of the main operations of
QHA by noting that

T ⋆ S(z) = aT ∗ aS(z), f ⋆ S = Af∗aS . (2.13)

Moreover, Weyl quantization can be written explicitly as

aS = Fσ(FW(S)) (2.14)
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when S ∈ S2, so the two central Fourier transforms of QHA make up the core of the Weyl
quantization procedure. From (2.13) and (2.14), all of Proposition 2.13 follow once we note
that

∫

R2d

aS(z) dz = Fσ(aS)(0) = Fσ(Fσ(FW(S)))(0) = FW(S)(0) = tr(S).

The action of translating an operator using the operator translation αz : S 7→ π(z)Sπ(z)∗

which is used in quantum harmonic analysis can also be seen as being induced through Weyl
quantization via the relation

αz(S) = ATzaS

from Proposition 2.2, where Tzf(x) = f(x− z) is the translation operator.

2.6.3 Generalizing beyond the Weyl-Heisenberg group

The setting of L2(Rd) as the Hilbert space on which operators act and π : R2d → U(L2(Rd))
as the associated representation has underpinned our discussion of QHA so far. The work on
generalizing this beyond the Weyl-Heisenberg group started in [11] where R

2d was replaced
by the affine group Aff, the Hilbert space L2(Rd) specialized to L2(R+) and the irreducible
representation set to

U : Aff → U(L2(R+)), U(x, a)ψ(t) = e2πix·tψ(at).

In this setting, a suitable Wigner transform was also developed using the work in [10] which re-
quired the introduction of a suitable replacement of the symplectic Fourier transform, namely
the Fourier-Kirillov transform which acts on Aff. Later on in [34], using similar techniques,
the setup was further generalized to allow for irreducible representations π of (separable)
locally compact groups G. In this setting and the affine, the function-operator and operator-
operator convolutions take the following form with the right Haar measure convention:

f ⋆ S =

∫

G
f(x)π(x)∗Sπ(x) dµr(x), T ⋆ S(x) = tr

(
Tπ(x)∗Sπ(x)

)
.

For these convolutions, variants of Proposition 2.12 and 2.13 hold with the exception of the
two Fourier properties. QHA was also generalized to the non-separable abelian setting in [22].

It turns out that most of the difficulties related to generalizing QHA stem from the possible
non-unimodularity of the underlying group. Specifically, this leads to the introduction of the
concept of admissible operators which are operators S on H such that D−1SD−1 is trace-
class. One central result is that an operator-operator convolution only is integrable if one of
the operators is trace-class and the other is admissible as is clear from the formula

∫

G
T ⋆ S(x) dµr(x) = tr(T ) tr(D−1SD−1). (2.15)

3 Two Fourier Transforms

We are now ready to set up the Fourier-Wigner and Fourier-Kirillov transform alluded to in
the introduction. Throughout the section we will assume that Stab(F ) = {e} of G, and hence
the co-adjoint orbit have the same dimension as the group. We will also assume that H is a
closed subgroup inducing the representation described in Section 2.4.
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3.1 Fourier-Wigner transform

The Fourier-Wigner transform defined in this section is the Fourier transform in the Plancherel
theorem, see e.g. [20, Thm. 3.48], restricted to the representation π. For convenience, we give
the proofs of properties we will need in later sections.

Let πF : G→ H be the representation associated to the point F ∈ g∗ discussed in Section
2.4.5, where dim(OF ) = dim(G). From now on, we will drop the F subscript.

Definition 3.1 (Fourier-Wigner transform). Let A ∈ S2 be such that AD extends to a trace
class operator. We then define the Fourier-Wigner transform FW(A) as

FW(A)(x) = tr(ADπ(x)).

If f ∈ L1
r(G) and φ ∈ Dom(D), then we define the inverse Fourier-Wigner transform by

F−1
W (f)(φ) = (π(f̌) ◦ D)φ =

∫

G
f(x)π(x−1)Dφdµr(x).

We will now show that the Fourier-Wigner transform extends to an injective isometry from
S2(H) → L2

r(G), with the additional property that the inverse Fourier-Wigner transform is a
left inverse. To do so, we first need a preliminary result.

Lemma 3.2. The space S1D−1 ∩ S2 is a dense subspace of S2.

Proof. Let A =
∑

n an(ψn ⊗ φn) be an arbitrary operator in S2, fix ε > 0 and define

AN =
N∑

n=1

an(ψn ⊗ φn), XN =
N∑

n=1

an(ψn ⊗D−1ξn)

where ξn = Dφ′n and φ′n are functions in the domain of D which satisfy ‖φn−φ′n‖ < ε for each
n. This is possible because the domain of D is dense in H by Theorem 2.3. Since A ∈ S2,
there exists a N such that ‖A−AN‖S2 < ε. We now claim that ‖A−XN‖S2 < ε(1+ ‖A‖S2),
which can be made arbitrarily small, and that XND ∈ S1. Indeed, XND ∈ S1 since

XND =

N∑

n=1

an(ψn ⊗ ξn)

is a finite sum of bounded rank-one operators and ψn, ξn ∈ H. Moreover, ‖XN − AN‖S2 can
be bounded as

‖XN −AN‖S2 ≤
(

N∑

n=1

|an|2‖ψn‖
∥
∥D−1ξn − φn

∥
∥

)1/2

=

(
N∑

n=1

|an|2
∥
∥φ′n − φn

∥
∥

)1/2

≤ ε‖AN‖S2 ≤ ε‖A‖S2 ,

finishing the proof.

Proposition 3.3. Let ψ ∈ H and φ ∈ Dom(D−1). Then

FW(ψ ⊗D−1φ)(x) = Wφψ(x).
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Proof. Plugging in the definition of FW, we find that

FW(ψ ⊗D−1φ)(x) = FW((ψ ⊗ φ)D−1)(x)

= tr
(
(ψ ⊗ φ)π(x)

)

= 〈ψ, π(x)∗φ〉.

Using linearity, we can use this last result to define FW on all of S1D−1 using the singular
value decomposition. In the same way, we will now show how FW can be further extended to
all of S2 using Lemma 3.2.

Proposition 3.4. The Fourier-Wigner transform FW : S1D−1 → L2
r(G) can be continuously

extended to all of S2 as an injective isometry meaning that

‖A‖S2 = ‖FW(A)‖L2
r

for all A ∈ S2.

Proof. We will show that FW is an isometry on S1D−1 ∩ S2 which is dense in S2 by Lemma
3.2. Let A ∈ S1D−1 so that we can write

A =
∑

n

sn(ψn ⊗ φn)

where φn ∈ Dom(D) and both (ψn)n, (φn)n are orthonormal sequences in H. We can now use
Proposition 3.3 to conclude that,

‖FW(A)‖2L2
r
=
〈
FW(A),FW(A)

〉
=
∑

n

∑

m

snsm
〈
FW(ψn ⊗ φn),FW(ψm ⊗ φm)

〉

=
∑

n

∑

m

snsm
〈
WDφnψn,WDφmψm

〉

=
∑

n

∑

m

snsm〈ψn, ψm〉〈φn, φm〉

=
∑

n

|sn|2‖φn‖2‖ψn‖2 =
∑

n

|sn|2 = ‖A‖2S2

where we made use of the Duflo-Moore theorem (Theorem 2.3).

The inverse Fourier-Wigner transform F−1
W is a left inverse to FW as we show in this next

proposition.

Proposition 3.5. The composition F−1
W ◦ FW is the identity operator on S2.

Proof. We will prove the proposition for S1D−1 and conclude the full case by the density
from Lemma 3.2. Let A,B ∈ S1D−1 be arbitrary, then with A =

∑

n an(ψn ⊗ D−1φn) and
B =

∑

n bn(ξn ⊗D−1ηn), we have that

〈
F−1
W (FW(A)), B

〉

S2 =
∑

n

∑

m

anbm
〈
F−1
W (Wφnψn), (ξm ⊗D−1ηm)

〉

S2 (3.1)
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by Proposition 3.3. We can now compute each term as
〈
F−1
W (Wφψ), (ξ ⊗D−1η)

〉

S2 = tr
(
F−1
W (Wφψ)(D−1η ⊗ ξ)

)

=
∑

n

〈
F−1
W (Wφψ)〈en, ξ〉D−1η, en

〉

=
〈
F−1
W (Wφψ)D−1η, ξ

〉

=

∫

G
〈ψ, π(x)φ〉〈π(x)DD−1η, ξ〉dµl(x)

=

∫

G
Wφψ(x

−1)Wηξ(x−1) dµl(x)

=

∫

G
Wφψ(x)Wηξ(x) dµr(x) = 〈ψ, ξ〉〈D−1φ,D−1η〉

using Theorem 2.3. Plugging this result into each term of (3.1), we conclude that

〈
F−1
W (FW(A)), B

〉

S2 =
∑

n

∑

m

anbm〈ψn, ηm〉〈D−1φn,D−1ηm〉 = 〈A,B〉S2

which implies that F−1
W ◦ FW is the identity on S1D−1.

The following is as close as we are able to get to a Riemann-Lebesgue lemma for FW as
decay at infinity is not always possible to define for a group.

Proposition 3.6. If A ∈ S1D−1, then FW(A) is continuous. Moreover, if for all ε > 0 and
ψ, φ ∈ H there exist sets E(ε, ψ, φ) such that

x ∈ E(ε, ψ, φ) =⇒ |Wφψ(x)| < ε,

then given an ε > 0, there exists a set E(ε,A) which is a finite intersection of sets of the form
E(ε′, ψ, φ) such that

x ∈ E(ε,A) =⇒ |FW(A)(x)| < ε.

Proof. For continuity, let x→ x0 and estimate
∣
∣FW(A)(x) −FW(A)(x0)

∣
∣ =

∣
∣ tr
(
ADπ(x)−ADπ(x0)

)∣
∣

≤ ‖AD‖S1‖π(x) − π(x0)‖S∞

using ‖AB‖S1 ≤ ‖A‖S1‖B‖S∞ . The last factor goes to zero by the strong continuity of the
representation.

For the decay, fix ε > 0 and decompose AD as AD =
∑

n an(ψn ⊗ φn) where (ψn)n and
(φn)n are orthonormal sequences. Since (an)n ∈ ℓ1, we can find an integer N > 0 such that
∑∞

n=N+1 |an| < ε/2 and therefore,

∣
∣FW(A)(x)

∣
∣ ≤

N∑

n=1

|an|
∣
∣Wφnψn(x)

∣
∣+

∞∑

n=N+1

|an|
∣
∣Wφnψn(x)

∣
∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸

<ε/2

since |Wφnψn(x)| ≤ 1 by Cauchy-Schwarz. Now let E(ε,A) =
⋂N
n=1E

(
ε

2‖A‖
S1
, ψn, φn

)

and

the result follows.
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Remark. The decay condition on the wavelet transform Wφψ is rather natural. In the time-
frequency literature, one often places assumptions on the short-time Fourier transform of the
type

|Vφψ(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−s

for some positive s dependent on the dimension of the ambient space.

In computations involving representations on semi-direct products, we can compute the
Fourier-Wigner transform using the integral kernel of an operator. Denote by R = H/G.
Recall that if A ∈ S2(L2

r(R)) then the integral kernel KA ∈ L2(R×R) is defined by

Aφ =

∫

R
KA(·, t)φ(t)dµR(t).

Proposition 3.7. Assume that G = R ⋊φ H and A = ψ1 ⊗ ψ2 ∈ S2(L2
r(R)), where ψ2 ∈

Dom(D). Then the kernel of ADπ((r, h)) is given by

ψ1(s)ψ2(tr−1)

√

|detH(φ∗(tr−1))|
√

∆R(tr−1)
e−2πiF logH(φ(tr−1)h).

Taking the trace gives

FW (ψ1 ⊗ ψ2)(r, h) =

∫

R
ψ1(t)ψ2(tr−1)e−2πiF logH(φ(tr−1)h)

√

|detH(φ∗(tr−1))|
√

∆R(tr−1)
dµR(t).

Proof. Using (2.9) we have

(Dπ(r, h)ξ)(t) =
√

|detH(φ∗(t))|
√

∆R(t)
e−2πiF logH (φ(t)h)ξ(tr).

The definition of the Fourier-Wigner transform now implies that

FW(ψ1 ⊗ ψ2)(r) =

∫

R
ψ1(s)ψ2(tr−1)

√

|detH(φ∗(tr−1))|
√

∆R(tr−1)
e−2πiF logH (φ(tr−1)h)ξ(t) dµR(t)

Hence the kernel is

ψ1(s)ψ2(tr−1)

√

|detH(φ∗(tr−1))|
√

∆(tr−1)
e−2πiF logH(φ(t−1rtr−1)h).

Using that the trace of a rank-one operator ψ1 ⊗ ψ2 is given by

tr(ψ1 ⊗ ψ2) =

∫

R
ψ1(t)ψ2(t) dµ

R(t)

gives the result.

Lastly we collect some fundamental results on how the inverse Fourier-Wigner transform
interacts with translations, adjoints and convolutions.
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Lemma 3.8. Let f, g ∈ L1
r(G) and x ∈ G, then

(i) F−1
W (f)π(x) = F−1

W

(

1√
∆(x)

Lx−1f

)

,

(ii) π(x)F−1
W (f) = F−1

W (Rxf),

Proof. Properties (i) and (ii) are essentially reformulations of [19, Thm. 3.9]. For (i), we can
compute

F−1
W (f)π(x) =

∫

G
f̌(y)π(y)Dπ(x) dµl(y)

=

∫

G
f̌(y)π(yx)

√

∆(x)D dµl(y)
(

Dπ(x) =
√

∆(x)π(x)D
)

=

∫

G
f̌(zx−1)π(z)

√

∆(x)D dµl(zx
−1)

(

z = yx =⇒ y = zx−1
)

=

∫

G
f̌(zx−1)π(z)

1
√

∆(x)
D dµl(z)

(

dµl(zx
−1) = ∆(x−1)dµl(z)

)

=

∫

G

}Lxf(z)π(z)
1

√

∆(x)
D dµl(z)

(

f̌(zx−1) = }Lxf(z)
)

= F−1
W

(

1
√

∆(x)
Lx−1f

)

.

To see that f̌(zx−1) = Lx−1f(z), note that f̌(zx−1) = f(xz−1) = (Lx−1f)(z−1).
Meanwhile for (ii), we have that

π(x)F−1
W (f) =

∫

G
f̌(y)π(xy)D dµl(y)

=

∫

G
f̌(x−1z)π(z)D dµl(x

−1z)
(

z = xy =⇒ y = x−1z
)

=

∫

G

}Rxf(z)π(z)D dµl(x
−1z)

(

f̌(x−1z) = }Rxf(z)
)

=

∫

G

}Rxf(z)π(z)D dµl(z)
(

dµl(yz) = dµl(z)
)

= F−1
W (Rxf).

3.2 Fourier-Kirillov transform

We will now construct a function Fourier transform. Notice in Section 2.4.4 the symplectic
form is defined via group action. Hence map κ induces, ut to a constant, an isomorphism
from L2

r(G) to L
2(OF ,dω) by mapping f 7→ f ◦ κ−1. Since the right Haar measure is unique

up to a constant, we will choose the right Haar measure of the group G that makes this map
into an isomorphism.
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Lemma 3.9. Let X1, . . . ,X2n be a basis for g, and dY1, . . . ,dY2n be the dual basis. Set PfF
to be the Pfaffian

PfF = Pf(F ([Xi,Xj ])) =
1

2nn!

∑

σ∈S2n
sgn(σ)

n∏

j=1

F ([Xσ(2j−1),Xσ(2j)]),

where S2n is the symmetric group. Then

PfF ·∆(κ−1(Y ))dY1 ∧ · · · ∧ dY2n = PfF ·∆(κ−1(Y )) dY = dω(Y ) =
ωn(Y )

n!
.

Proof. By the definition of the symplectic form, see [7, Lem. 4.1.3], we have that

Pf(Y [Xσ(2j−1),Xσ(2i)])dY1 ∧ · · · ∧ dY2n = dω(Y ).

By the definition of κ, we can write

Y = K(κ−1(Y )−1)F,

hence

Pf(Y [Xσ(2i−1),Xσ(2i)]) dY = Pf(F ([Adκ−1(Y )Xσ(2i−1),Adκ−1(Y )Xσ(2i)])) dY.

The Pfaffian, see e.g. [17], has the property that

Pf(BAB∗) = det(B)Pf(A).

Using this together with (2.8) we get that

PfF ·∆(κ−1(Y ))dY1 ∧ · · · ∧ dY2n = dω(Y ).

Define the Fourier-Kirillov transform to be a mapping FKO : L2
r(G) → L2

r(G) by

FKO(f)(x) =
1

√

|PfF | ·∆(x)

∫

G
f(y)e2πi〈κ(x),log(y)〉

1
√

Θ(log(y))
dµr(y) (3.2)

=
1

√

|PfF | ·∆(x)

∫

g

f(exp(X))e2πi〈κ(x),X〉√Θ(X) dX.

The inverse Fourier-Kirillov transform F−1
KO : L2

r(G) → L2
r(G) is given by

F−1
KO(f)(x) =

√

Θ(log(x))

∫

g∗
χOF

(Y )f(κ−1(Y ))e−2πi〈Y,log(x)〉√|PfF | ·∆(κ−1(Y )) dY

=
√

Θ(log(x))

∫

G
f(y)e−2πi〈κ(y),log(x)〉 1

√

|PfF | ·∆(y)
dµr(y). (3.3)

Proposition 3.10. The Fourier-Kirillov and inverse Fourier-Kirillov transforms are well-
defined and have the property that

FKOF−1
KO = id.

Moreover, F−1
KO is unitary, i.e.,

〈
F−1
KO(f),F−1

KO(g)
〉

L2
r
= 〈f, g〉L2

r
,

and F−1
KOFKO is a projection onto F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)).
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Proof. Let us start by showing well-definedness of the transforms. It is clear that the following
maps are surjective isomorphisms:

• Mul√Θ : L2
r(G) → L2(g,dX) defined by

Mul√Θ(f)(X) =
√

Θ(X)f(eX).

• F : L2(g,dX) → L2(g∗,dY ) defined by

F(f) =

∫

g

f(X)e2πi〈X,Y 〉 dX.

• Mul
1/
√

|PfF |∆ : L2(OF ,dY ) → L2(OF ,dω) defined by Mul
1/
√

|PfF |∆(f)(Y ) = f(Y )√
|PfF |·∆(κ−1(Y ))

.

See Lemma 3.9.

Additionally, we have the restriction operator ResOF
: L2(g∗,dY ) → L2(OF ,dY ) defined by

ResOF
(f)(Y ) = f |OF

(Y )

and the inclusion operator InjOF
: L2(OF ,dY ) → L2(g∗,dY ) defined by

InjOF
(f)(Y ) =

{

f(Y ) Y ∈ OF ,

0 otherwise.

Now we can write

(FKOf)(x) = Mul
1/
√

|PfF |∆ ◦ ResOF
◦ F ◦Mul√Θ(f)(κ(x))

and
(F−1

KOf)(x) = Mul−1√
Θ
◦ F−1 ◦ InjOF

◦Mul−1

1/
√

|PfF |∆
(f)(x).

Notice that InjOF
◦ResOF

is a projection and ResOF
◦ InjOF

= id which implies that F−1
KOFKO

is a projection and FKOF−1
KO = id.

That the operator F−1
W is unitary follows from the computation

〈
F−1
KO(f),F−1

KO(g)
〉

L2
r
=
〈
InjOF

(Mul−1

1/
√

|PfF |∆
(f)), InjOF

(Mul−1

1/
√

|PfF |∆
(g))

〉

L2(g∗,dY )

=
〈
Mul−1

1/
√

|PfF |∆
(f),Mul−1

1/
√

|PfF |∆
(g)
〉

L2(OF ,dY )

= 〈f, g〉L2
r
,

where we have used that the inclusion operator is an injective isomorphism.

Lemma 3.11. Let f ∈ L2
r(G), then FKO(

√

∆G(·)f̌(·)) = FKO(f(·)).
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Proof. Using (2.6) we have that

FKO(f)(x) =
1

√

|PfF |∆(x)

∫

g

f(exp(X))e−2πi〈κ(x),X〉√Θ(X) dX

=
1

√

|PfF |∆(x)

∫

g

f(exp(−X))e2πi〈κ(x),X〉√Θ(−X) dX

=
1

√

|PfF |∆(x)

∫

g

f((exp(X))−1)e2πi〈κ(x),X〉√Θ(−X) dX

=
1

√

|PfF |∆(x)

∫

g

√

∆G(exp(X))f̌(exp(X))e2πi〈κ(x),X〉√Θ(X) dX,

which completes the proof.

Proposition 3.12. Let f ∈ L2
r(G) and define Lxf(y) = f(x−1y), Rxf(y) = f(yx) be the

right and left translation operators, and Ψx−1 = LxRx. Then,

F−1
KO(Rxf) =

√

∆(x)Ψx−1F−1
KO(f) and RxFKO(f) =

√

∆(x)FKO(Ψxf).

Proof. We have that
〈
K((yx−1)−1)F, log(z)

〉
=
〈
F,Adyx−1 log(z)

〉

=
〈
K(y−1)F,Adx−1 log(z)

〉
=
〈
K(y−1)F, log(Ψx−1z)

〉
.

Hence

F−1
KO(f)(x

−1zx) =
√

Θ(log(x−1zx))

∫

G
f(y)e−2πi〈κ(y),log(Ψx−1 (z))〉 1

√

|PfF | ·∆(y)
dµr(y)

=
√

Θ(Adx−1 log(z))

∫

G
f(y)e−2πi〈κ(yx−1),log(z)〉 1

√

|PfF | ·∆(y)
dµr(y)

=
√

Θ(Adx−1 log(z))

∫

G
f(yx)e−2πi〈κ(y),log(z)〉 1

√

|PfF | ·∆(yx)
dµr(y)

=

√

Θ(log(z))
√

∆(x)

∫

G
f(yx)e−2πi〈κ(y),log(z)〉 1

√

|PfF | ·∆(y)
dµr(y).

The final step follows from (2.7) together with the determinant being invariant under auto-
morphisms. The identity RxFKO(f) =

√

∆(x)FKO(Ψxf) is proved similarly.

For semi-direct products we have a slight simplification.

Proposition 3.13. Let G = R⋊φ H. Then

FKO(f)(r1, h1) =

1
√

|PfF | ·∆G(r1, h1)

∫

G
f(r2, h2)e

2πi〈F,logG(r1r2r
−1
1 ,h1φ(r

−1
1 r−1

2 )(h2)h
−1
1 )〉 dµr(r2, h2)

√

Θ(log(r2, h2))
.

Proof. Let (r1, h1), (r2, h2) ∈ R⋊φ H. We have that

〈K((r1, h1)
−1)F, logG(r2, h2)〉 = 〈F,Ad(r1,h1) logG(r2, h2)〉

= 〈F, logG((r1, h1)(r2, h2)(r1, h1)−1)〉
= 〈F, logG(r1r2r−1

1 , h1φ(r
−1
1 r−1

2 )(h2)h
−1
1 ))〉.
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3.3 Combining the transforms

As described in the introduction our goal is to define quantization by combining the Fourier
transforms. Hence this section will be devoted to showing the connections between the range
of the Fourier-Kirillov transform and the inverse Fourier-Wigner transform.

Lemma 3.14. Let f be continuous on G with compact support. Then

F−1
KO(FKO(f))(e) = FW(F−1

W (f))(e),

where e ∈ G is the group identity element.

Proof. This is simply a reformulation of [7, Prop. 6.3.1] by writing

FW(F−1
W (f))(e) = tr(π(f̌) ◦ D ◦ D) = tr(D ◦ π(f̌) ◦ D)

and

F−1
KO(FKO(f))(e) =

∫

OF

∫

g

f̌(exp(X))e−2πi〈Y,X〉√Θ(−X) dX dY.

Theorem 3.15. Let f ∈ L2
r(G). Then

F−1
KO(FKO(f)) = FW(F−1

W (f)). (3.4)

Consequently, FWF−1
W is a projection onto F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)) and F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)) = FW(S2(H)).

Proof. We will start by assuming that f is continuous with compact support. Then from
Lemma 3.14 we have that

F−1
KO(FKO(f))(e) = FW(F−1

W (f))(e).

Using Proposition 3.12 we have that

F−1
KO(FKO(f))(x) = RxF−1

KO(FKO(f))(e)

= F−1
KO(

√

∆(x)ΨxFKO(f))(e)

= F−1
KO(FKO(Rxf))(e).

Additionally, using that RxFW(A) = FW(π(x)A) (from the definition of FW) and Lemma 3.8
(ii) we can deduce that

FW(F−1
W (f))(x) = RxFW(F−1

W (f))(e)

= FW(π(x)F−1
W (f))(e)

= FW(F−1
W (Rxf))(e).

Hence we have that

F−1
KO(FKO(f)) = FW(F−1

W (f))

for continuous f with compact support. Since continuous functions with compact support are
dense in L2

r(G), the result follows.
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To see that FWF−1
W is a projection onto F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)), let F = F−1

KO(f) be an arbitrary
elements of F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)). Then

FW(F−1
W (F )) = F−1

KO(FKO(F )) = F−1
KO(FKO(F−1

KO(f))) = F−1
KO(f) = F

by (3.4) and Proposition 3.10.
Lastly for F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)) = FW(S2(H)), we first let g ∈ F−1

KO(L
2
r(G)) with g = F−1

KO(f) for
some f ∈ L2

r(G). Then

g = F−1
KO(f) = F−1

KO(FKO(F−1
KO(f))) = FW(F−1

W (g)) ∈ FW(S2)

where we used Proposition 3.10 for the second step. Similarly, for the other direction we let
g ∈ FW(S2) with g = FW(A) for some A ∈ S2. It then holds that

g = FW(A) = FW(F−1
W (FW(A))) = F−1

KO(FKO(g)) ∈ F−1
KO(L

2
r(G))

and consequently the sets are identical.

Example 3.16 (Affine Group). Denote by X1 = U and X2 = V . We have for F = V ∗ that

PfV ∗ =
1

2

∑

σ∈S2

sgn(σ)V ∗([Xσ(1),Xσ(2)]) = 1.

Additionally, we have that κ(a, x) = aV ∗ − xU∗, since co-adjoint map is given by

K(a, x)(V ∗) = a−1V ∗ + a−1xU∗.

This means that
〈κ(a, x), uU + vV 〉 = av − xu,

which is the standard symplectic form. Hence

FKO(f)(a, x) =
√
a

∫

Aff
f(b, y)e2πi(ay/λ(log(b))−x log(b))

dµr(b, y)
√

bλ(log(b))

=
√
a

∫

R2

f (eu, v · λ(u)) e2πi(av−xu)
√

euλ(u) dudv.

Notice that if we had chosen the other orbit corresponding to F = −V ∗ we would get the
Fourier transformation

F−
KO(f)(a, x) =

√
a

∫

Aff
f(b, y)e2πi(x log(b)−ay/λ(log(b)))

dµr(b, y)
√

bλ(log(b))

=
√
a

∫

R2

f (eu, vλ(u)) e2πi(xu−av)
√

euλ(u) dudv.

Example 3.17 (Shearlet Group). For the Shearlet group we have that Dφ(a, t) = aφ(a, t).
Let

Af(c, r) =

∫

R+×R

KA((c, r), (b, t))f(b, t)
dbdt

b
.
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Hence we have that

FW(A)(a, s, x1, x2) =

∫

R+×R

KA((b, t), (ab, t + s
√
b))e−2πi(bx1+

√
btx2) dbdt.

Denote the basis by X1 = A, X2 = B, X3 = C, and X4 = D, and Yi the dual basis.
Computing Pfaffian for F = ±Y3 we get that |Pf±Y ∗

3
| = 1. Computing for F = Y ∗

3 we get
that

〈κ(a, s, x1, x2), αA+ σB + ξ1C + ξ2D)〉 = sx2
2
α+

√
a(sξ2 − x2σ) + aξ1 − x1α.

The Fourier-Kirillov transform for F = Y ∗
3 hence becomes

FKO(f)(a, s, x1, x2)

= a

∫

g

f(exp(α, β, γ, δ))e2πi(
sx2
2
α+

√
a(sξ2−x2σ)+aξ1−x1α)

√

λ(α)λ(α/2) dα dσ dξ1 dξ2,

where
exp(α, β, γ, δ) = (eα, σλ(α/2), ξ1λ(α) + σξ2λ(α/2)

2/2, ξ2λ(α/2)).

4 Weyl Quantization

So far, we have extensively discussed the Fourier-Wigner (Section 3.1) and Fourier-Kirillov
(Section 3.2) transforms. We will now compose these to define our version of Weyl quantization
in the same way as was done in Section 2.1.2. This means that we define the quantization
mapping as

A : f 7→ Af = F−1
W (F−1

KO(f)). (4.1)

From the results about the Fourier-Wigner and Fourier-Kirillov transforms of Section 3, we
can deduce the following important property.

Theorem 4.1. The quantization mapping A : L2
r(G) → S2 and its inverse a : S2 → L2

r(G)
are both linear unitary isometries.

Proof. Linearity of A and a follow from the definitions of FW and FKO. For the unitary
isometry part, note first that for A,B ∈ S2,

〈
FKO(FW(A)),FKO(FW(B))

〉

L2
r
=
〈
F−1
KO(FKO(FW(A))),F−1

KO(FKO(FW(B)))
〉

L2
r

since F−1
KO is unitary by Proposition 3.10. The same proposition also states that F−1

KOFKO is
a projection onto F−1

KO(L
2
r) which is equal to FW(S2) by Theorem 3.15. Consequently,

〈
F−1
KO(FKO(FW(A))),F−1

KO(FKO(FW(B)))
〉

L2
r
=
〈
FW(A),FW(B)

〉

L2
r

and the result now follows from FW being unitary by Proposition 3.4.
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The other direction of the quantization follows from a similar argument. Let f, g ∈ L2
r(G)

and note that by FW being unitary (Proposition 3.4) and by FWF−1
W being a projection onto

F−1
KO(L

2
r(G)) (Theorem 3.15),

〈
F−1
W (F−1

KO(f)),F−1
W (F−1

KO(g))
〉

S2 =
〈
FW(F−1

W (F−1
KO(f))),FW(F−1

W (F−1
KO(g)))

〉

L2
r

=
〈
F−1
KO(f),F−1

KO(g)
〉

L2
r

= 〈f, g〉L2
r

where we in the last step used that F−1
KO is unitary by Proposition 3.10.

We now move to showing more detailed properties of the quantization mapping, starting
with the actions of translation and conjugation.

Example 4.2 (Affine group). For the representation given by F = V ∗ we get the quantization
outlined in [24]. The dequantization of an operator A is explicitly given by

fA(a, x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
KA

(
aueu

eu − 1
,

au

eu − 1

)

e−2πixu du,

where KA : R+ × R+ → C is the integral kernel of A defined by

Aψ(r) =

∫ ∞

0
KA(r, s)ψ(s)

ds

s
, ψ ∈ L2(R+).

Example 4.3 (Shearlet group). Let

Af(c, r) =

∫

R+×R

KA((c, r), (b, t))f(b, t)
dbdt

b
.

Using the formula for the Fourier-Kirillov and Fourier-Wigner transform for the Shearlet
group we get that the dequantization fA = FKO(FW (A)) of A at the point (a, b, c, d) ∈ S has
the explicit expression

∫

R2

KA

((

aeα

λ(α)
,
2λ(α)s + σλ(α/2)2

2
√

λ(α)λ(α/2)

)

,

(

a

λ(α)
,
2λ(α)s − σλ(α/2)2

2
√

λ(α)λ(α/2)

))

e
2πi

(

sx2−2x1
2

α−x2σ
)

dαdσ.

4.1 Translation and conjugation

In this section we investigate how quantization behaves with respect to translation and com-
plex conjugation. In the proofs, we will have to follow the quantization through the two
Fourier transforms FW and FKO in (4.1). For translation, most of the work was done in
Lemma 3.8 and Proposition 3.12. Note that the following relation is the same as was shown
for the affine group in [11, p. 47].

Proposition 4.4. Let f ∈ L2
r(G) and x ∈ G, then

π(x)∗Afπ(x) = ARx−1f

where Rx−1f(y) = f(yx−1).
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Proof. Assume that f ∈ L2
r(G) ∩ L1

r(G) so that we may apply Lemma 3.8. The full result
then follows by density and the continuity of A from L2

r(G) to S2. We can then compute

π(x)∗Afπ(x) = π(x−1)F−1
W (F−1

KO(f))π(x)

= F−1
W (Rx−1F−1

KO(f))π(x)

= F−1
W

(

1
√

∆(x)
Lx−1Rx−1F−1

KO(f)

)

where we in the last step used Proposition 3.12 as 1√
∆(x)

Lx−1Rx−1F−1
KO(f) = F−1

KO(Rx−1f).

We now move on to the quantization of the complex conjugates.

Proposition 4.5. Let f ∈ L2
r(G), then

A∗
f = Af̄ .

Proof. To start, we assume that f is such that AfD ∈ S1 so that we can apply the Fourier-
Wigner transform. Recall that Af = F−1

W (F−1
KO(f)). We will compute FW(A∗

f ) and show that

it coincides with FW(Af̄ ) = F−1
KO(f̄) which yields the desired conclusion by the injectivity of

FW guaranteed by Proposition 3.4.
Let Af =

∑

m sm(ψm ⊗ φm) be the singular value decomposition of Af and A = AfD so
that we may conclude that

FW(Af )(x) = FW(AD−1)(x) = tr
(
Aπ(x)

)
= tr

(
AfDπ(x)

)

=
∑

n

〈AfDπ(x)ξn, ξn〉

=
∑

n

〈
∑

m

sm(ψm ⊗ φm)Dπ(x)ξn, ξn
〉

=
∑

n

∑

m

sm〈Dπ(x)ξn, φm〉〈ψm, ξn〉

=
∑

m

sm〈ψm, π(x−1)Dφm〉.

Meanwhile, using that A∗
f = D−1A∗ we find that

FW(A∗
f )(x) = FW(D−1A∗)(x) = FW(D−1A∗DD−1)

= tr
(
D−1A∗Dπ(x)

)
= tr

(
A∗
fDπ(x)

)

=
∑

n

〈A∗
fDπ(x)ξn, ξn〉

=
∑

m

sm〈π(x)∗Dψm, φm〉
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where we in the last step used the same argument as for FW(Af ). Continuing, we find that

FW(A∗
f )(x) =

∑

m

sm〈ψm,
√

∆(x)π(x)Dφm〉

=
√

∆(x)
∑

m

sm〈ψm, π(x)Dφm〉

=
√

∆(x)FW(Af )(x−1).

From Lemma 3.11 we have that

F−1
KO(f̄)(x) =

√

∆(x) F−1
KO(f)(x)

and plugging this into the above yields

FW(A∗
f )(x) =

√

∆(x)
1

√

∆(x)
F−1
KO(f̄)(x)

from which it follows that A∗
f = Af̄ using the injectivity of FW.

For the full case, for any ε > 0 we can by Lemma 3.2 find an Ag ∈ S2 with AgD ∈ S1

such that
‖Af −Ag‖S2 < ε.

It then holds that A∗
g = Aḡ and so we have

‖A∗
f −Af̄‖S2 ≤ ‖A∗

f −A∗
g‖S2 + ‖Aḡ −Af̄‖S2 < 2ε.

Since ε was arbitrary, the conclusion follows.

4.2 Algebraic structure

With the basic properties of the quantization mapping established, we now move on to en-
dowing each step of the quantization map with algebraic structure. First we show that
A : L2

r(G) → S2 is a form of isomorphism and then move on to the individual Fourier trans-
forms.

4.2.1 An H∗-algebra ∗-isomorphism

In his seminal 1966 paper [45], Pool showed that Weyl quantization on the Weyl-Heisenberg
group can be realized as an isometric ∗-isomorphism between H∗-algebras. In this section,
we set out to do the same in our more general setup. As a first step, we recall the definition
of an H∗-algebra [54]. Note that the Hilbert space H in the definition below is not the same
as the one associated with our representation π.

Definition 4.6. Let H be a complex and separable Hilbert space and · : a, b 7→ a ·b, ∗ : a 7→ a∗

two operations satisfying the properties

(i) a · (b+ c) = a · b+ a · c, (a+ b) · c = a · c+ b · c,

(ii) λ(a · b) = (λa) · b = a · (λb),
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(iii) a · (b · c) = (a · b) · c,

(iv) a∗∗ = a,

(v) (a+ b)∗ = a∗ + b∗,

(vi) (a · b)∗ = b∗ · a∗,

(vii) (λa)∗ = λ̄a∗,

(viii) ‖a∗‖ = ‖a‖,

(ix) ‖a · b‖ ≤ ‖a‖‖b‖,

(x) 〈a · b, c〉 = 〈b, a∗ · c〉,

for a, b, c ∈ H and λ ∈ C. Then we call (H, ·, ∗) an H∗-algebra with respect to the given
operations.

We want to show that the quantization mappingA : f 7→ Af (4.1) provides a ∗-isomorphism
between the function and operator spaces. Since we have already showed that complex con-
jugation corresponds to taking the adjoint in Proposition 4.5, the main obstacle to this is
defining a mapping on L2

r(G) which should correspond to composing operators through quan-
tization. In the Weyl-Heisenberg case, this need is fulfilled by twisted multiplication [18,
Chap. 2.3], sometimes also referred to as Moyal products [33, Sec. 13.3.3], which have an
explicit definition. In the general setting, such an explicit expression is too much to hope for
but it is possible to set up a suitable mapping in a backwards manner as

f♯g := aAfAg ⇐⇒ Af♯g = AfAg (4.2)

and we refer to it as twisted multiplication as it coincides with the Weyl-Heisenberg definition.
Note that the twisted multiplication of two L2

r(G) functions is another L
2
r(G) function since

‖Af♯g‖S1 = ‖AfAg‖S1 ≤ ‖Af‖S2‖Ag‖S2

which implies that Af♯g ∈ S2 since S1 ⊂ S2 and in turn f♯g ∈ L2
r(G) by Theorem 4.1.

This manner of setting up the multiplication by tracing the quantization is not unique,
see e.g. [12] for a similar construction for a Kohn-Nirenberg type quantization. Combining
twisted convolutions with the result of Proposition 4.5, we have all the ingredients we need
to set up the desired isomorphism. However, we must first verify that the two spaces indeed
are H∗-algebras in the first place.

Lemma 4.7. The Hilbert space S2 equipped with the operations of composition and taking
the adjoint,

A,B 7→ A ◦B, A 7→ A∗,

is an H∗-algebra.

Proof. All of the conditions of Definition 4.6 are standard properties of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators with the possible exception of submultiplicativity, item (ix), which follows from
‖TS‖S2 ≤ ‖T‖S2‖S‖∞ and ‖S‖∞ ≤ ‖S‖S2 , and adjoints in inner products which is equiva-
lent to tr(ABC∗) = tr(BC∗A) and follows from trace cyclicity.
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Lemma 4.8. The Hilbert space L2
r(G) equipped with the operations of twisted multiplication

and complex conjugation,

f, g 7→ f♯g, f 7→ f,

is an H∗-algebra.

Proof. We verify the associativity property (iii) for the twisted multiplication as

f♯(g♯h) = aAfAg♯h
= aAfAgAh

= aAf♯gAh
= (f♯g)♯h.

Meanwhile submultiplicativity (ix) follows from

‖f♯g‖L2
r
= ‖Af♯g‖S2 = ‖AfAg‖S2 ≤ ‖Af‖S2‖Ag‖S2 = ‖f‖L2

r
‖g‖L2

r
.

Lastly for property (x) we use that the quantization mapping is unitary, that S2 is an H∗-
algebra, Proposition 4.5 and equation (4.2) to verify that

〈f♯g, h〉L2
r
= 〈AfAg, Ah〉S2 = 〈Ag, A∗

fAh〉S2 = 〈Ag, Af̄Ah〉S2 = 〈g, f̄ ♯h〉L2
r
.

The remaining conditions are easy to verify and are skipped in the interest of brevity.

We are now essentially done with the work of showing that the mapping is a ∗-isomorphism.

Theorem 4.9. The quantization mapping A : L2
r(G) → S2 as defined by (4.1) is an isometric

∗-isomorphism of the H∗-algebra (L2
r(G), ♯, ) onto the H∗-algebra (S2, ◦, ∗).

Proof. The mapping being an isometry follows from Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.10.
ThatA∗

f = Af was established in Proposition 4.5 and Af♯g = AfAg is the contents of (4.2).

4.2.2 Intermediate twisted ∗-isomorphisms

While the twisted multiplication in (4.2) was crucial to setting up theH∗-algebra ∗-isomorphism,
there is more structure induced by it available to uncover. Specifically, just as one can use the
classical Fourier convolution theorem to define convolutions from multiplications on L2(R) as
f ∗ g = F−1(F(f) · F(g)), we can also define an associated twisted convolution. The same
construction has also been made in the Weyl-Heisenberg setting and again there is an explicit
expression for the operation available which we will be unable to obtain in this more general
setting. Denoting the twisted convolution by ♮, generalizing the convolution theorem means
that we need to satisfy

FKO(f♮g) = FKO(f)♯FKO(g) =⇒ f♮g = F−1
KO

(
FKO(f)♯FKO(g)

)
(4.3)

since FKO is the Fourier transform in our setting and we use ♯ as our multiplication. More
explicitly, using Af = F−1

W (F−1
KO(f)) and the definition of twisted convolution, we get that

f♮g = F−1
KO

[
aAFKO(f)AFKO(g)

]

= F−1
KO

[
aF−1

W (f)F−1
W (g)

]

= F−1
KO

[
FKO(FW(F−1

W (f) ◦ F−1
W (g)))

]

= FW

(
F−1
W (f) ◦ F−1

W (g)
)
. (4.4)
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In view of the implication F−1
W (f♮g) = F−1

W (f) ◦ F−1
W (g), we could have obtained the same

expression for ♮ by simply requiring that the triple (F−1
W , ♮, ◦) should have the same relation

as the standard Fourier triple (F , ∗, ·) gets from the convolution theorem. From this point of
view, it becomes clear that our original definition of ♯ was induced by a similar relation but
with (A, ♯, ◦) as the triple where A : f 7→ Af is the quantization mapping.

So far we been endowing our quantization procedure A with additional structure. In this
section we finish this task by showing that the diagram in Figure 1 commutes.

(
S2(H), ◦, ∗

)

(
FW(S2), ♮,

√

∆(·) ˇ
) (

L2
r(G), ♯,

)

FW
a

FKO

Figure 1: Commutative diagram showing the twisted multiplication and twisted convo-
lution which correspond to operator compositions.

Note that for the intermediate space we need to choose

FW(S2) = F−1
KO(L

2
r(G)) ⊂ L2

r(G)

since this is the space that both FW and F−1
KO map to, not the full L2

r(G) space. Before showing
that the mappings really respect involution and composition, we show that the intermediate
object actually is an H∗-algebra.

Lemma 4.10. The triple
(
FW(S2), ♮,

√

∆(·) ˇ
)
is an H∗-algebra.

Proof. Linearity is clear while associativity of ♮ can be derived from Lemma 4.7 or 4.8 via
(4.4) or (4.3). That

√

∆(·) ˇ is an involution can be verified manually as

(f∗)∗(x) =
√

∆(x)
√

∆(·)f(·−1) =
√

∆(x)
√

∆(x−1)f((x−1)−1) = f(x).

Meanwhile for property (vi), we can use Lemma 3.11 to verify that, with f∗ =
√

∆(·) f̌ ,

f∗♮g∗ = F−1
KO

(
FKO(f

∗)♯FKO(g
∗)
)

= F−1
KO

(
FKO(f)♯FKO(g)

)

= F−1
KO

(
FKO(g)♯FKO(f)

)

=
√

∆(·) F−1
KO(FKO(g)♯FKO(f))

= (g♮f)∗

as desired. That the involution is an isometry follows from the standard properties of the
Haar measure summarized in Lemma 2.4 while submultiplicativity of the twisted convolution
can be verified by e.g. pulling back to S2 using (4.4). The same holds true for property (x)
by the unitarity of FW.

All that remains now is to show that each of FW and FKO are isometric ∗-isomorphisms.
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Proposition 4.11. The mapping FW :
(
S2, ◦, ∗

)
→
(
FW(S2), ♮,

√

∆(·) ˇ
)
is an isometric

∗-isomorphism between H∗ algebras.

Proof. The mapping being an isometry has already been shown in Proposition 3.4 and the
∗-isomorphism property of multiplication was verified in (4.4). That the mapping respects
the respective involutions can be verified by tracing out the diagram to yield

FW(S∗) = F−1
KO(aS)

from which we get the desired conclusion through Lemma 3.11.

Proposition 4.12. The mapping FKO :
(
FW(S2), ♮,

√

∆(·) ˇ
)
→
(
L2
r(G), ♯,

)
is an isomet-

ric ∗-isomorphism between H∗ algebras.

Proof. The mapping being an isometry follows from Proposition 3.10 and the ∗-isometry
properties follow from Lemma 3.11 and (4.3).

Combining these two propositions and Lemma 4.10 with the results of Section 4.2.1 allows
us to conclude that the diagram in Figure 1 indeed does commute.

4.3 Wigner distributions

As we saw in Section 2.1, defining a Wigner distribution and setting up a quantization scheme
are really two sides of the same coin. In this article, we take the view that it is the quantization
that induces the Wigner distribution, meaning that we will define

W (ψ, φ)(x) := aψ⊗φ(x) = FKO(FW(ψ ⊗ φ))(x)

for ψ, φ ∈ H and x ∈ G. As we will see shortly, this definition is equivalent to 〈f,W (φ,ψ)〉L2
r
=

〈Afψ, φ〉H and so should be expected. Before moving on to properties of this function, we
expand this definition and the associated inverse to get as close as possible to a computable
formula. Using the result of Proposition 3.3, the fact that FW can be extended to all of S2

using Proposition 3.4 and the definition of the Fourier-Kirillov transform (3.2), we get

W (ψ, φ)(x) = FKO(FW(ψ ⊗ φ))(x)

=
1

√

|PfF | ·∆(x)

∫

G
WDφψ(y)e

2πi〈K(x−1)F,log(y)〉 1
√

Θ(log(y))
dµr(y).

The inverse operation, going from the Wigner distribution to the rank-one operator ψ ⊗ φ,
can also be written out explicitly as

ψ ⊗ φ = F−1
W (F−1

KO(W (ψ, φ)))

= F−1
W

(
√

Θ(log(·))
∫

G
W (ψ, φ)(x)e−2πi〈K(x−1)F,log(·)〉 1

√

|PfF | ·∆(x)
dµr(x)

)

(4.5)

=

∫

G

∫

G

√

Θ(log(y−1))W (ψ, φ)(x)e−2πi〈K(x−1)F,log(y−1)〉 1
√

|PfF | ·∆(x)
π(y)D dµr(x) dµr(y).

Next we establish some of the basic properties of this function.
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Proposition 4.13. The mapping (ψ, φ) 7→ W (ψ, φ) is linear in the first argument and anti-
linear in the second argument.

Proof. Using that W (ψ, φ) = aψ⊗φ, we can see that this holds because (ψ, φ) 7→ ψ ⊗ φ is
linear in the first argument and antilinear in the second argument while a : S2 → L2

r(G) is
linear by Theorem 4.1.

Proposition 4.14. Let ψ, φ ∈ H, then the Wigner distribution W (ψ, φ) belongs to L2
r(G)

and satisfies the weak relation

〈
f,W (φ,ψ)

〉

L2
r
= 〈Afψ, φ〉H (4.6)

for f ∈ L2
r(G), as well as the identities

W (ψ, φ)(x) =W (φ,ψ)(x),

RxW (ψ, φ) =W (π(x)ψ, π(x)φ).

Proof. We apply quantization to both sides of (4.6) and use the definition of inner products
in the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators and the definition of rank-one operators to get

〈f,W (φ,ψ)〉L2
r
= 〈Af , φ⊗ ψ〉S2

=
∑

n

〈Af (ψ ⊗ φ)ξn, ξn〉H

=
∑

n

〈ξn, φ〉〈Afψ, ξn〉H

= 〈Afψ, φ〉H.

For the first of the two identities, we let f ∈ L2
r(G) be arbitrary and look at the weak action

of W (ψ, φ) to conclude

〈f,W (ψ, φ)〉L2
r
= 〈Afφ,ψ〉H
= 〈Af̄ψ, φ〉H
=
〈
f,W (ψ, φ)

〉

L2
r
.

Since f was arbitrary, it follows that W (ψ, φ) =W (φ,ψ).
Lastly, we compute the quantization of RxW (ψ, φ) using Proposition 4.4 as

RxW (ψ, φ) = Rxaψ⊗φ = aπ(x−1)∗(ψ⊗φ)π(x−1) = aπ(x)ψ⊗π(x)φ =W (π(x)ψ, π(x)φ)

which completes the proof.

The weak expression for the Wigner distribution (4.6) shows that our quantization proce-
dure does not preserve positivity for the same reason as in the Weyl-Heisenberg case: For a
non-negative f , 〈Afψ,ψ〉 = 〈f,W (ψ)〉 can be negative at a point if W (ψ) is negative which
is the case for most ψ in the Weyl-Heisenberg case [30, 31].

By letting f be another Wigner distribution in (4.6) we immediately get the following
generalization of Theorem 2.1.

37



Proposition 4.15. Let ψ1, φ1, ψ2, φ2 ∈ H, then

〈
W (ψ1, φ1),W (ψ2, φ2)

〉

L2
r
= 〈ψ1, ψ2〉H〈φ1, φ2〉H.

From the above proposition it is easy to see that for an orthonormal sequence (φn)n, the
sequence

(
W (φn, φm)

)

n,m
is also orthonormal. In fact, the property of being complete is

also preserved through this mapping which generalizes the results [14, Prop. 188] and [10,
Lem. 7.4].

Corollary 4.16. Let (φn)n be an orthonormal basis for H, then the sequence (W (φn, φm))n,m
is an orthonormal basis for L2

r(G).

Proof. As remarked above, preserving orthonormality follows directly from Proposition 4.15.
For completeness, suppose f ∈ L2

r(G) is orthogonal to W (φn, φm) for all n and m. Then by
(4.6), we also have that

0 = 〈f,W (φn, φm)〉L2
r
= 〈Afφm, φn〉H

for all n,m. However, since (φn)n is an orthonormal basis for H, this means that Af must be
the zero operator which in turn implies that f is the zero function, finishing the proof.

From Proposition 4.15 we also get a proof that the Wigner distribution is uniquely de-
termined by the window ψ up to a unimodular constant. This is well known in the Weyl-
Heisenberg case, see e.g. [18, Prop. 1.98]. Our proof will follow that for the affine Wigner
distribution in [10, Cor. 3.3].

Proposition 4.17. Let ψ, φ ∈ H. Then W (ψ) =W (φ) if and only if ψ = c · φ with |c| = 1.

Proof. If ψ = c · φ, the result is clear as cφ ⊗ cφ = φ ⊗ φ if |c| = 1. For the other direction,
note that

∣
∣〈ψ, φ〉H

∣
∣2 =

〈
W (ψ),W (φ)

〉

L2
r
= ‖W (ψ)‖2L2

r
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=‖ψ‖4
H

= ‖W (φ)‖2L2
r

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=‖φ‖4
H

= ‖ψ‖2H‖φ‖2H.

Consequently, if we apply Cauchy-Schwarz to the left-hand side, we must have equality which
implies that ψ and φ are collinear.

We can also deduce the following fact about the sums of Wigner distributions.

Proposition 4.18. Let (φk)k be an orthonormal basis of H, then A∑n
k W (φk) converges weakly

to IH as n→ ∞.

Proof. This ends up being a straight-forward verification. Indeed, for any ψ, φ ∈ H,

lim
n→∞

〈
A∑n

k W (φk)ψ, φ
〉
= lim

n→∞

n∑

k=1

〈
W (φk),W (φ,ψ)

〉

=

∞∑

k=1

〈φk, φ〉〈φk, ψ〉 = 〈ψ, φ〉

where we used the linearity of quantization, Proposition 4.14 and Proposition 4.15.
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Lastly we return to the discussion on positivity and note that the following characterization
of positivity is immediate from Proposition 4.14.

Proposition 4.19. An operator S ∈ S2 is positive if and only if

∫

G
aS(x)W (ψ)(x) dµr(x) ≥ 0 for all ψ ∈ H.

Note that in the Weyl-Heisenberg case, Wigner distributions W (ψ) are not positive ev-
erywhere in general [35] so positivity of an operator is not equivalent to aS ≥ 0.

4.4 Operator convolutions from quantum harmonic analysis

Our interest in the quantization map partly stems from its interaction with the operator
convolutions from quantum harmonic analysis, discussed in Section 2.6. In this section we
will show that the convolution-quantization relations outlined in Section 2.6.2 can be general-
ized beyond the Weyl-Heisenberg group. Corresponding results were earlier shown for affine
quantization in [11, Sec. 3.2].

First we show that quantization respects function-operator convolutions in a nice manner.

Proposition 4.20. Let f ∈ L1
r(G) and g ∈ L2

r(G). Then

Af∗g = f ⋆ Ag.

Proof. We explicitly compute the dequantization af⋆Ag and show that it is equal to f ∗ g
which suffices by injectivity. To move the dequantization inside the integral defining f ⋆ Ag,
we use that bounded operators commute with convergent Bochner integrals (see [19] or [39,
Prop. 2.4]) which yields

af⋆Ag (x) = FKO

(

FW

(∫

G
f(y)π(y)∗Agπ(y) dµr(y)

))

(x)

=

∫

G
f(y)FKO

(
FW(π(y)∗Agπ(y))

)
(x) dµr(y)

=

∫

G
f(y)Rx−1g(y) dµr(y)

=

∫

G
f(y)g(xy−1) dµr(y) = f ∗ g

where we used Proposition 4.4 for the translation.

For operator-operator convolutions we will need to keep track of an involution on one of
the functions in the same way as for affine quantization [11, Prop. 3.7].

Proposition 4.21. Let f, g ∈ L2
r(G), then

Af ⋆ Ag = f ∗ ǧ.
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Proof. We compute

(Af ⋆ Ag)(x) = tr
(
Afπ(x)

∗Agπ(x)
)

=
〈
Af , π(x)

∗Aḡπ(x)
〉

S2

=
〈
f,Rx−1 ḡ

〉

L2
r

=

∫

G
f(y)ǧ(xy−1) dµr(y) = f ∗ ǧ(x)

where we used that A∗
f = Af̄ from Proposition 4.5.

The rank-one realization of this result is of independent interest and implies a relation for
the Wigner distribution which is well known in the Weyl-Heisenberg case.

Corollary 4.22. Let ψ1, ψ2, φ1, φ2 ∈ H, then

W (ψ1, ψ2) ∗ W (φ2, φ1)(x) = Wφ1ψ1(x)Wφ2ψ2(x).

In particular,

W (ψ) ∗ W (φ)(x) = |Wφψ(x)|2.

Proof. Since AW (ψ1,ψ2) = ψ1 ⊗ ψ2, we can use Proposition 4.21 to write the convolution as

W (ψ1, ψ2) ∗ W (φ2, φ1)(x) = (ψ1 ⊗ ψ2) ⋆ (φ2 ⊗ φ1)(x)

= tr
(
(ψ1 ⊗ ψ2)π(x)

∗(φ2 ⊗ φ1)π(x)
)

=
∑

n

〈π(x)∗(φ2 ⊗ φ1)π(x)en, ψ2〉〈ψ1, en〉

=
∑

n

〈en, π(x)∗φ1〉〈φ2, π(x)ψ2〉〈ψ1, en〉

= 〈ψ1, π(x)
∗φ1〉〈ψ2, π(x)∗φ2〉 = Wφ1ψ1(x)Wφ2ψ2(x)

which is what we wished to show.

By combining Proposition 4.21 and Proposition 4.20 we can also get an expression for
AT⋆S . However, to generalize the classical result for the Weyl-Heisenberg group we need a
notion of parity conjugating an operator. Since we don’t have a parity operator in the general
case, we cannot approach this issue head-on but can instead define Š using the quantization
aS of S so that it generalizes the classical property AǎS = Š [39, Lem. 3.2 (ii)]. An immediate
consequence of this definition is that aŠ = ǎS. We also get the following corollary from the
earlier results.

Corollary 4.23. Let T, S ∈ S2 be such that aT ∈ L1
r(G), then

AT⋆S = aT ⋆ AǎS = aT ⋆ Š.

Proof. By first using that T = AaT , S = AaS and then applying Proposition 4.21 followed by
Proposition 4.20, we get

AT⋆S = AAaT
⋆AaS

= AaT ∗ǎS = aT ⋆ AǎS = aT ⋆ Š

since this is how we defined Š.
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4.5 Unimodular trace formula

In 2000, Du and Wong [15] were the first to show that for Weyl quantization on the Weyl-
Heisenberg group, tr(Af ) =

∫

R2d f(x) dx which is called a trace formula, see [14, Prop. 286]
and [39, Cor. 6.2.1] for other proofs. This result was generalized to the affine group in [11,
Prop. 4.14] in two ways,

∫

G
f(x) dµr(x) = tr(Af ),

∫

G
f(x) dµl(x) = tr(D−1AfD−1). (4.7)

We will show the corresponding result under the assumption that the group is unimodular
but remark that (4.7) is likely to hold in the general case as well.

Theorem 4.24. Assume that the underlying group is unimodular and let f ∈ L1(G) be such
that Af ∈ S1, then

1√
PfF

∫

G
f(x) dµ(x) = tr(Af ). (4.8)

Proof. We will begin by showing the first relation in the special case where f is continuous with
compact support. Looking at the definition of the inverse Fourier-Kirillov transform (3.3), we
see that the integral can then be identified with F−1

KO(f)(e). That it is okay to evaluate F−1
KO(f)

at a point follows from the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma and that the mappings in Proposition
3.10 are well behaved when the group is unimodular. Since f ∈ L2(G) we can also identify f
with aAf

= FKO(FW(Af )). Now by applying Lemma 3.14, we get

1√
PfF

∫

G
f(x) dµ(x) = F−1

KO(FKO(FW(Af )))(e)

= FW(F−1
W (FW(Af )))(e)

= FW(Af )(e)

= tr(Af )

where we used the continuity of FW(Af ) afforded by Proposition 3.6 in the last step.
To drop the assumption of continuity and compact support of f , fix a continuous function

g with compact support. From (2.15) in Section 2.6 and Proposition 4.21 above, we then get
that

tr(Af ) tr(Ag) =

∫

G
Af ⋆ Ag(x) dµ(x)

=

∫

G
f ∗ ǧ(x) dµ(x)

=

∫

G
f(x) dµ(x)

∫

G
ǧ(x) dµ(x) =

∫

G
f(x) dµ(x)

∫

G
g(x) dµ(x)

where we in the last step used the unimodularity of the group. Now dividing by tr(Ag) on
both sides and using that tr(Ag) =

1√
PfF

∫

G g(x) dµ(x), we get the desired equality.

Remark. One immediate consequence of this result is that for a Wigner distribution W (ψ, φ),

1√
PfF

∫

G
W (ψ, φ)(x) dµ(x) = 〈ψ, φ〉.
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With the above result, we can obtain a briefer (albeit less elementary) proof of [30,
Thm. 4.4.6 (a)] and generalize it to all unimodular groups.

Corollary 4.25. Assume that the underlying group is unimodular and suppose that f ∈
L2(G) ∩ L1(G) is such that Af ∈ S1 and Af is a positive operator, then

‖f‖L2(G) ≤
1√
PfF

∫

G
f(x) dµ(x).

Proof. Since Af ∈ S1 is a positive operator, its singular value decomposition is of the form
Af =

∑

n λn(φn⊗φn) where (φn)n is some orthonormal basis of H and all λn are non-negative.
By Theorem 4.24, we can write

1√
PfF

∫

G
f(x) dµ(x) = tr(Af ) =

∑

n

λn =
∥
∥(λn)n

∥
∥
ℓ1

≥
∥
∥(λn)n

∥
∥
ℓ2

= ‖Af‖S2 = ‖f‖L2(G)

where we used the embedding ℓ1 ⊆ ℓ2 and that quantization is an isometry.

This result implies another immediate corollary.

Corollary 4.26. Suppose that 0 6= f ∈ L2(G) ∩ L1(G) is non-positive everywhere and such
that Af ∈ S1, then Af cannot be a positive operator.

5 Applications

Classical Weyl quantization has historically proved to be a valuable tool to tackle a wide
variety of problems. In this section, we set out to show how Weyl quantization on exponential
groups can be used to treat analog problems. Specifically we will show three results which all
have counterparts with the classical Weyl transform and the Weyl-Heisenberg group but for
which the generalizations are novel and one proof which is simplified by the tools developed
in this article.

5.1 Wavelet phase retrieval

The problem of phase retrieval in the context of time-frequency analysis may be summarized
as inverting the mapping

|Wφ|2 : ψ 7→ |〈ψ, π(·)∗φ〉|2. (5.1)

Since ψ can be recovered from Wφψ, this task is equivalent to recovering the phase from
the (complex-valued) wavelet transform Wφψ, hence the name. Historically, this problem
has been mainly considered for the Weyl-Heisenberg group where we are asked to recover
the phase of the short-time Fourier transform Vφψ. Outside of the Weyl-Heisenberg case,
characterizing solvability of the problem has been notoriously difficult and has been an open
question for many years. In the case of the affine group where |Wφψ|2 is called the scalogram,
there have been partial results involving sufficient conditions on the wavelet φ but there is no
general condition as in the spectrogram case. This is an active area of research with many
applications and recent results, see e.g. [49, 42, 1, 21].
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In the Weyl-Heisenberg case, solvability is characterized by the Fourier transform of W (φ)
being nonvanishing. This can be seen from the formula

|Vφψ|2 =W (ψ) ∗ W (φ) (5.2)

from Corollary 4.22, by taking the Fourier transform on both sides and dividing away the

Fourier transform of W (φ). In the general case we do not have such a nice Fourier convolution
theorem to rely on but we still have the relation

|Wφψ(x)|2 = (ψ ⊗ ψ) ⋆ (φ⊗ φ)(x) =W (ψ) ∗ W (φ)(x). (5.3)

As we saw in Proposition 4.17, the Wigner distribution W (ψ) determines ψ up to a
unimodular constant. Formally, we can recover ψ up to this phase constant by quantizing
W (ψ) to get ψ⊗ψ and applying the resulting operator to any element ξ which is not orthogonal
to ψ as outlined in (4.5). This is written as

ψ =
AW (ψ)ξ

‖AW (ψ)ξ‖
(5.4)

since AW (ψ) = ψ⊗ψ. Consequently, we wish to find conditions on φ so that we may manipulate
(5.3) as to get an explicit expression for W (ψ). This requires being able to “disentangle” the
squared wavelet transform |Wφψ|2, our tool for this will be the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let f, g ∈ L1
l (G) be such that f∆ ∈ L1

r(G) and π, πr be the left and right
integrated representations. Then

π(f ∗ g) = π(g)πr(f∆).

Remark. Recall that f ∗ g here and throughout the paper denotes right convolution.

Proof. Using the substitution z = xy−1 =⇒ x = zy, we compute

π(f ∗ g) =
∫

G
(f ∗ g)(x)π(x) dµl(x) =

∫

G

(∫

G
f(y)g(xy−1) dµr(y)

)

π(x) dµl(x)

=

∫

G

∫

G
f(y)g(z)π(z)π(y) dµr(y) dµl(zy)

=

(∫

G
g(z)π(z) dµl(z)

)(∫

G
f(y)∆(y)π(y) dµr(y)

)

= π(g)πr(f∆).

We will also need the following auxiliary lemma which is easily verified.

Lemma 5.2. Let f ∈ L1
r(G) and g ∈ L1

l (G), then

~f ∗ ǧ(x) = g ∗ f̌(x).
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Proof. With the substitution z = yx, we compute

~f ∗ ǧ(x) = f ∗ ǧ(x−1) =

∫

G
f(y)ǧ(x−1y−1) dµr(y)

=

∫

G
f(y)g(yx) dµr(y)

=

∫

G
g(z)f(zx−1) dµr(zx

−1)

=

∫

G
g(z)f̌ (xz−1) dµr(z) = g ∗ f̌(x)

which is what we wished to show.

With these two lemmas, we will be able to wrangle (5.3) into a form where ψ can conceiv-
ably be recovered.

Theorem 5.3. If φ ∈ H is such that W (φ) ∈ L1
l (G), W (φ)∆ ∈ L1

r(G) and the right integrated
representation πr(W (φ)∆) has a right inverse, then the mapping ψ 7→ |Wφψ|2 for ψ such that
W (ψ) ∈ L1

r(G) can be inverted up to a global phase as

W (ψ) = FW

(

π
(

|Wφψ|2
)
πr
(
W (φ)∆

)−1D
)

followed by

ψ =
F−1
W

(
F−1
KO

(
W (ψ)

))
ξ

‖F−1
W

(
F−1
KO

(
W (ψ)

))
ξ‖

(5.5)

where ξ ∈ H is any vector which is not orthogonal to ψ.

Proof. We compute the left integrated representation of the squared modulus of the wavelet
transform as

π
(

|Wφψ|2
)
= π

( 
W (ψ) ∗ W (φ)

)

= π
(
W (φ) ∗ W (ψ)

)

= π
(

W (ψ)
)
πr
(
W (φ)∆

)
.

Now if πr
(
W (φ)∆

)
has a right inverse, we can apply it to π

(
|Wφψ|2

)
to get that

π
(

|Wφψ|2
)
πr
(
W (φ)∆

)−1
= π

(
W (ψ)

)

=⇒ F−1
W

(
W (ψ)

)
= π

(
|Wφψ|2

)
πr
(
W (φ)∆

)−1D

=⇒ W (ψ) = FW

(

π
(

|Wφψ|2
)
πr
(
W (φ)∆

)−1D
)

.

From here the explicit expression (5.5) follows from applying (5.4).

Remark. The same argument can be used to show invertibility of the mapping ψ 7→ QS(ψ)
where QS is the Cohen’s class distribution with operator window S (see [34, Sec. 5.1] and [40,
Sec. 7.5]). In that case, the condition becomes right invertibility of πr(aS∆).
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5.2 Wigner approximation problem

The problem of approximating arbitrary L2(R2d) functions by Wigner distributions was first
considered for the Weyl-Heisenberg group in [8] and later extended to the affine setting in [10,
Sec. 8.1]. Since we have constructed a Wigner distribution in our setting, we can formulate
the corresponding problem as follows: Given a group G with associated Hilbert space H, how
close is a function f ∈ L2

r(G) to the Wigner space

W(G) =
{
W (ψ) : ψ ∈ H

}
⊂ L2

r(G)?

As self-adjoint rank-one operators are a proper subset of the space of Hilbert-Schmidt op-
erators, the set W(G) is also a proper subset of L2

r(G). Moreover, using the orthogonality
relations for Wigner distributions, Proposition 4.15, we can see that this space is closed.

In [10], the role of quantization in solving the problem is emphasized and their approach
carries over with minor modifications to our setting since we have similar quantization prop-
erties. The main idea can be summarized as “via quantization, being close to being a Wigner
distribution corresponds to almost being a rank-one operator”.

Theorem 5.4. Fix a real-valued f ∈ L2
r(G) with quantization Af and let λ+max(Af ) be the

positive part of maxλ∈Spec(Af ) λ, then

inf
g∈W(G)

‖f − g‖L2
r
=
√

‖f‖2
L2
r
− λ+max(Af )2.

The infimum is always attained and the number of unique minimizers (up to multiplication
by a unimodular constant) is equal to the multiplicity of λ+max(Af ).

In the interest of completeness, we write out a proof of the above theorem but remark
that we follow the same strategy as in [10].

Proof. By quantization being a unitary isometry, we have that

inf
g∈W(G)

‖f − g‖L2
r
= inf

ψ∈H
‖Af − ψ ⊗ ψ‖S2 . (5.6)

We wish to apply the spectral theorem to Af and so first note that it is compact by virtue
of being a Hilbert-Schmidt operator and self-adjoint by real-valuedness via Proposition 4.5.
Hence its eigendecomposition can be written as

Af =
∑

k

λk(φk ⊗ φk)

with convergence in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. We can now rewrite (5.6) as

inf
g∈W(G)

‖f − g‖L2
r
= inf

ψ∈H

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

k

λk(φk ⊗ φk)− ψ ⊗ ψ

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
S2

.

By the orthogonality of (φk)k, this quantity is minimized when ψ =
√
λjφj where λj and

φj are the eigendata corresponding to the largest positive eigenvalue. The reformulation as
√

‖f‖2
L2
r
− λ+max(Af )2 also follows from the orthogonality of (φk)k. Lastly the statement about

non-unique minimizers follows from the ambiguity associated with choosing λj and φj.
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5.3 Wavelet/Wigner spaces have trivial intersection

The intersections of wavelet spaces, meaning the images of H under the mapping Wφ : ψ 7→
〈ψ, π(·)φ〉, have been studied in [27, 9] where it was shown that the intersection Wφ1(H) ∩
Wφ2(H) is trivial unless φ1 = cφ2 for some complex number c. Recently, Skrettingland and
Luef provided a simplified proof for Gabor spaces in [41, Lem. 3.3] which depended on a Weyl-
Heisenberg version of our Proposition 3.3. Below we show that Proposition 3.3 can simplify
the proof of [27, Thm. 4.2] in our setting of exponential groups.

Proposition 5.5. Let φ1, φ2 ∈ Dom(D−1). If there exists c ∈ C such that φ1 = cφ2, then
Wφ1(H) = Wφ2(H). Otherwise, Wφ1(H) ∩Wφ2(H) = {0}.

Proof. The forward implication follows from the relation Wcφ2(ξ) = Wφ2(c̄ξ). For the other
direction, we have the following chain of implications

Wφ1(ψ1) = Wφ2(ψ2)

=⇒ 〈ψ1, π(·)∗φ1〉 = 〈ψ2, π(·)∗φ2〉 (Definition of Wφ(ψ))

=⇒ FW(ψ1 ⊗D−1φ1) = FW(ψ2 ⊗D−1φ2) (Applying FW to both sides)

=⇒ ψ1 ⊗D−1φ1 = ψ2 ⊗D−1φ2 (Injectivity of FW)

=⇒ D−1φ1 ⊗ ψ1 = D−1φ2 ⊗ ψ2 (Taking adjoints)

=⇒ ‖ψ1‖2D−1φ1 = 〈ψ1, ψ2〉D−1φ2 (Applying to ψ1)

=⇒ φ1 =
〈ψ1, ψ2〉
‖ψ1‖2

φ2 (Solving for φ1)

which finishes the proof.

Cross-Wigner distributions W (ψ, φ) are sometimes used as time-frequency distributions
with φ being viewed as the window. For these purposes, define the cross-Wigner space
W (H, φ) as

W (H, φ) =
{
W (ψ, φ) : ψ ∈ H

}
⊂ L2

r(G).

In this case we have the same type of result as for wavelet spaces with an even shorter proof.

Proposition 5.6. Let φ1, φ2 ∈ H. If there exists c ∈ C such that φ1 = cφ2, then W (H, φ1) =
W (H, φ2). Otherwise W (H, φ1) ∩W (H, φ2) = {0}.

Proof. The forward implication again follows from W (ξ, cφ2) = W (c̄ξ, φ2) by the sesquilin-
earity of the cross-Wigner distribution from Proposition 4.13.

Suppose there exist ψ1, ψ2 ∈ H such that W (ψ1, φ1) =W (ψ2, φ2). We will show that this
implies that φ1 = cφ2. Indeed, by the equality

〈
W (ψ1, φ1),W (ψ2, φ2)

〉
= 〈ψ1, ψ2〉〈φ1, φ2〉

from Proposition 4.15, and by Cauchy-Schwarz, we must have proportionality in each of the
inner products on the right hand side because we have it on the left hand side.
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5.4 L
p bounds on operator convolutions

Using the link between quantization and operator convolutions from quantum harmonic anal-
ysis established in Section 4.4, we can obtain new results on integrability of operator con-
volutions. Before stating our result, we briefly survey what bounds have previously been
available.

The original article on quantum harmonic analysis by Werner [50] included a version of
Young’s inequality stated purely for operators, see [50, Prop. 3.2 (5)], of the form

‖T ⋆ S‖Lr(R2d) ≤ ‖T‖Sp‖S‖Sq (5.7)

where 1
p +

1
q = 1+ 1

r . It should be stressed that this was only shown for the Weyl-Heisenberg
group.

In the generalization of quantum harmonic analysis to the affine group and locally compact
groups [11, 34], the p = q = r = 1 base case of (5.7) needed to take into consideration the
notion of admissibility, yielding ‖T ⋆ S‖L1

r(G) ≤ ‖T‖S1‖D−1SD−1‖S1 . Interpolating this leads
to the inequality

‖T ⋆ S‖Lp
r(G) ≤ ‖T‖Sp‖S‖

1
q

S1

∥
∥D−1SD−1

∥
∥1/p

S1

for 1
p +

1
q = 1, see [34, Prop. 4.13 (ii)] or [11, Prop. 4.18 (2)] for the proof.

Interpolating the mapping KS : T 7→ T ⋆ S between the above and the standard Schatten
norm inequality ‖T ⋆ S‖L∞ ≤ ‖T‖Sq‖S‖Sp yields

‖T ⋆ S‖Lqθ
r (G) ≤

(

‖S‖1/qS1

∥
∥D−1SD−1

∥
∥1/p

S1

)1−θ
‖S‖θSp‖T‖Spθ

where 1
p +

1
q = 1, θ ∈ (0, 1), 1

pθ
= θ

q +
1−θ
p and 1

qθ
= 1−θ

p . However, we do not get the standard

1 + 1
r = 1

p +
1
q structure from Young’s inequality due to how we must treat the admissibility

constant.
These approaches have all been operator-based and we now turn our attention to the

construction of a quantization-based bound which essentially follows from Young’s inequality
for locally compact groups.

Proposition 5.7. Let T, S ∈ S2 and 1
p +

1
q = 1 + 1

r ,
1
q +

1
q′ = 1 with 1 ≤ p, q, q′, r ≤ ∞, then

‖T ⋆ S‖Lr
r(G) ≤

∥
∥aT∆

1/q′
∥
∥
Lp
r(G)

∥
∥aS

∥
∥
Lq
l
(G)
.

Proof. The key tool we will use is Young’s inequality for locally compact groups [37, Lem. 2.1]
which can be stated as

‖f ∗G g‖Lr
r(G) ≤

∥
∥f∆1/q′

∥
∥
Lp
r(G)

‖g‖Lq
r(G) (5.8)

with p, q, q′, r as in the proposition. Proposition 4.21 now immediately yields that

‖T ⋆ S‖Lr
r(G) = ‖aT ∗ ǎS‖Lr

r(G)

and so our quantity is in the form of (5.8). We set f = aT , g = ǎS and apply the inequality
to obtain

‖T ⋆ S‖Lr
r(G) ≤

∥
∥aT∆

1/q′
∥
∥
Lp
r(G)

‖ǎS‖Lq
r(G) =

∥
∥aT∆

1/q′
∥
∥
Lp
r(G)

‖aS‖Lq
l
(G)

which is what we wished to show.
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