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OPERATOR INTEGRALS AND SESQUILINEAR FORMS
D. A. DUBIN, J. KIUKAS, J.-P. PELLONPAA, AND K. YLINEN

ABSTRACT. We consider various systematic ways of defining unbounded operator valued in-
tegrals of complex functions with respect to (mostly) positive operator measures and positive
sesquilinear form measures, and investigate their relationships to each other in view of the ex-
tension theory of symmetric operators. We demonstrate the associated mathematical subtleties
with a physically relevant example involving moment operators of the momentum observable
of a particle confined to move on a bounded interval.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Selfadjoint operators represent observables in the traditional (von Neumann) description of
quantum mechanics when a quantum system is associated with a Hilbert space H. By the
spectral theorem, selfadjoint operators A in H are in a bijective correspondence with spectral
measures (normalized projection valued measures) E : B (R) — £L(#H) where B(R) is the Borel o-
algebra of the real line R and £(H) is the space of bounded operators on H. The correspondence
in the spectral theorem can be written as an operator integral, in the form A = [ z dE(z). More
specifically, if E : B(R) — L(#) is a normalized projection valued measure, and f : R — R
a Borel measurable (possibly unbounded) function, there exists a unique operator, denoted

| f dE, such that its domain

1) Dom (/de) - {<P e ' [ 150 o) < oo}

is dense, and, for all ¢y € H, ¢ € Dom( [ f dE),

@) <w] ([rae)e)= [ 1) deento

where Ey (X) := (Y|E(X)yp), X € B(R). This operator is selfadjoint and its spectral measure
is X — E(f71(X)). In addition, ||([ f dE)¢|* = [ | f(x)[* dE, (z), consistent with the feature
that the domain consists of exactly those vectors for which the integral of the square of f is
finite.

However, from the operational point of view of quantum measurement theory, this definition
is often considered too restrictive: in standard modern quantum theory (in particular, quantum
information theory), a generalization to (normalized) positive operator (valued) measures is
used instead. A physical consequence is that a positive operator measure (POVM) which
is not a projection valued measure (PVM) will, in particular, allow some imperfections of
measurement.

Going from projection valued measures to general positive operator measures, some useful
features of the theory are lost, most notably the spectral theorem and functional calculus.
However, some ideas of spectral theory may be retained: According to Naimark’s dilation

theory, as given e.g. in [I6] or [I], for any densely defined symmetric operator A in H there
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exists a normalized POVM E : B(R) — L(#), having the properties

3 (014¢) = [ 2dE,a(a). 6 €M, o € Dom(a)
and
g 46l = [ 4? dE, (), € Dom(4).

However, unlike the case of spectral measures, the domain of A need not coincide with the
set of vectors for which the integral in () is finite. Moreover, the correspondence does not
work the other way: not every POVM E : B(R) — L(#) satisfies ([3) and (@] with respect to
some symmetric operator A. This has been noted in the above references, along with the fact
that the integral in the right hand side of (@) may well be infinite for any nonzero vector .
Moreover, a normalized POVM corresponding to a symmetric operator A as above is unique
only if A is maximally symmetric (i.e. has no proper symmetric extension) [I].

For these reasons, going from a POVM to a symmetric operator is not straightforward and
choosing a reasonable definition for the operator integral [ fdE (including its domain) is prob-
lematic — except when f is bounded, in which case the domain is all of H.

In fact, the difficulties in choosing the domain have led the authors in [ p. 132] to consider
[ xdE(z) in a symbolic sense only, as a shorthand for the equations (B) and (@), provided they
hold for the given POVM. As pointed out by Werner [I8], however, even the general operator
integral | fdE can be uniquely defined as a symmetric operator on the domain (II), so that
@) holds, in contrast to what appears to be intended in [T, p. 132]. (See the above paper by
Werner, and also [§].) The reason why this does not contradict the observation that not every
POVM satisfies ([3]) and () for some symmetric operator, is simply that (@) does not hold for
A= [xdE(x), in general.

When (@) holds, with () dense, the POVM is called variance free [19]. For a general POVM
it may be the case that only the inequality

) ‘(/de)so < [15@)P de..

holds. The domain of ([Il) has a physical meaning as the set of those vector states for which the
measurement distribution has finite variance. For this reason, this set is a natural domain for
the variance form

(o) > [ a? B~ EMUIELIG) € C

where E[1] = J x dE is the first moment operator of E (see Section [f]). This definition for the
domain of the operator integral appears most frequently in the literature, see e.g. [18, 17, [1J.

One might think that above the definition would settle the question of defining the operator
integral. However, after losing the equality in ([), it is no longer clear whether the finiteness
of the integral in the right hand side is actually needed to define the operator integral. Loosely
speaking, the reason for the square of f appearing in the definition of the domain is connected
to the multiplicativity of the projection valued measure, which is no longer true for POV Ms.
In fact, the square integrability domain () is not necessarily the largest possible one where (2I)
defines an operator. This is easy to see: for example, consider the POVM X — E(X) := u(X)I,
where p is a probability measure and [ the identity operator on any Hilbert space. If f is a pu-
integrable function, the integrals [ fdE,, = (¢[([ fdu)p) determine a well-defined operator
with domain all of H, even if [|f|*du = oo, collapsing the domain () to {0}. Hence, the
natural definition of an operator integral needs closer mathematical examination.

A different definition has been used in [8, [@]; we call this the strong operator integral. As we
will see, even this choice is not the largest reasonable, and we will also define weak operator
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integrals which have still larger domains than the strong one. These are more operationally
motivated, as they are constructed from the scalar measures X — (¢|E(X)¢p).

The structure of the paper is as follows. We begin by considering strong operator integrals in
the setting of general Banach spaces. When specializing to Hilbert spaces and positive operator
measures, the role of the square integrability domain is explained. Subsequently, we proceed
to introduce weak operator integrals, and investigate their connection to operators defined via
quadratic forms. A physically motivated example concludes the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

We begin with a fairly general setting: let £ and F' be Banach spaces and L(E, F') the space
of bounded linear operators T': E — F. (We use complex scalars as our main applications
deal with complex Hilbert spaces.) Consider a measurable space (£2,.4) (where by definition
A is a o-algebra of subsets of Q). A map M : A — L(E,F) is called an operator measure
if it is strong operator (or briefly, strongly) o-additive. This means that for each x € E the
map X — M,(X) := M(X)z is a vector measure, i.e. o-additive with respect to the norm in
F. By the Orlicz-Pettis theorem it is equivalent to require that for any x € E and ¢/ € F’
(the topological dual of F), the function X — M, ,(X) = (v, M(X)z) on A is a complex
measure. The following definition agrees with the usage in [4]. (We only integrate .A-measurable
functions, though this restriction could be relaxed somewhat, see e.g. [20].)

Definition 1. Let p: A — F be a vector measure and f : {2 — C an A-measurable function.
The function f is p-integrable if there is a sequence (f,,) of simple functions converging to f
pointwise and such that lim,_, [ fn dp exists for all X € A. Then [, fdp = lim, o [, fn dp
is called the integral of f with respect to pu.

Remark 1. It turns out to be equivalent to the above definition to require that f is integrable
with respect to the complex measure p,y := ¢y’ o p for every y' € F’ and for each X € A one
has v(X) € F (clearly unique) such that (y/,v(X)) = [, fdp, for all X € A,y € F'. (See
[10], and [20] for another proof.) If f is integrable with respect to every p,, it follows from
the dominated convergence theorem and the uniform boundedness principle (as in e.g. [8 p.
328]) that for each X € A there is some v(X) € F” satisfying (v, v(X)) = [y f dp, for cach
y € F’, and so in case I is reflexive, we can conclude that f is actually u-integrable. We use
this observation especially when F' is a Hilbert space.

Let H be a (complex) Hilbert space, and let £(#) denote the space of bounded operators
on H. We do not have to assume that H is separable, except in some examples where this is
clearly indicated. The identity operator of H is denoted by I3 or simply by I. For ¢, o € H, we
use the symbol |¢) (¢| to denote the rank one operator n — (¢ |n) 1. For a (linear) operator
A in H, we let Dom(A) denote the domain of A, i.e. the (linear) subspace of H on which A
is defined. As before, (€2,.A) is a measurable space. We let B (2) denote the Borel o-algebra
of any topological space Q2. We follow the convention N = {0,1,2,...}, and let X, be the
characteristic function of the set X € A.

Definition 2. Let E : A — L(H) be a function.

(a) Eisa positive operator (valued) measure, or POVM for short, if E is an operator measure
and E(X) >0 for all X € A.

(b) A POVM E is normalized if E(Q) = I.
(¢) A projection valued POVM (PVM for short) which is normalized is a spectral measure.

For a POVM E : A — L(H) and ¢,¢ € H, we let E;, denote the complex measure X
(Y |E(X)¢p) and E, denote the H-valued vector measure X — E(X)p.
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Naimark’s dilation theorem (see e.g. [16]) states that, for any POVM E : A — L(H), there
exists another Hilbert space IC, a spectral measure F : A — £(K), and a bounded linear map
V i H — K, such that E(X) = V*F(X)V for all X € A. If the set of the linear combinations
of vectors F(X)Vp, X € A, ¢ € H, is dense in K, then the Naimark dilation (K, F, V) is said
to be minimal. Note that E is normalized if and only if V' is an isometry, i.e. V*V = [. In that
case, ‘H can be identified with the range of V', a subspace of K.

We already discussed integration with respect to a vector measure. Since an operator measure
usually fails to be norm o-additive, integration with respect to operator measures needs a
different approach. For a bounded measurable function f : 2 — C, integration with respect
to a POVM is, however, quite elementary (see e.g. [2]). One starts by setting [ fdE :=
ZZ:O c,E(X,) for f = ZZ:O Xy s €n € C, Xn N Xy, = (), m # n € N. The extension from
these simple functions to bounded “A-measurable functions f € — C requires the convergence
of the integrals of simple functions forming a uniformly convergent sequence. Ultimately this
depends on the fact that the range of any POVM is norm bounded, and the resulting integral
defines a bounded operator.

The following lemma is straightforward to prove by using the usual approximation techniques
appearing in the construction of the integral.

Lemma 1. Let (IC,F, V) be a Naimark dilation of E. Then for every bounded A-measurable
function f:Q — C, we have [ fdE =V* (f de) V.

For unbounded functions, even defining a domain for the operator valued integral needs
attention. We study this question next.

3. STRONG OPERATOR INTEGRALS
Let (€2, .A) be a measurable space. We first consider general Banach spaces E and F.

Definition 3. Let M : A — L(FE, F') be an operator measure and f : @ — C an A-measurable
function. We let D(f, M) denote the subset of E consisting of those z € F for which f is
integrable with respect to the vector measure X — M, (X) = M(X)z. If x € D(f, M), we
denote by L(f, M)x the integral [, fdM,.

Proposition 1. If f : Q — C is an A-measurable function, the set D(f, M), the domain of
L(f, M), is a vector subspace of E, and L(f, M) : D(f, M) — F is a linear map.

Proof. See e.g. [20], Corollary 3.7. O
The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Remark [T}

Proposition 2. Assume that the Banach space F' is reflexvive. For x € E the following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(i) x € D(f, M);
(ii) f is My , integrable for a all y' € F".

We mainly apply the above results in the case where ' = H, a Hilbert space.

Definition 4. We say that a vector measure u : A — H is orthogonally scattered if

{p(X)|p(¥)) =0
whenever the sets X, Y € A are disjoint.

Orthogonally scattered vector measures have a highly developed theory, see e.g. [12]. A
basic observation is that if u : A — H is an orthogonally scattered vector measure, by denoting
AX) = (X)) = |1(X)]|?, we get a finite positive measure A on A. The following result is
well known and we only give a brief indication of proof.
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Proposition 3. Let i : A — H be a an orthogonally scattered vector measure and A = A, the
positive measure defined above. An A-measurable function f : 0 — C is p-integrable if and

only if | f|* is A-integrable, in which case Hfﬂ fal,u”2 = Jo |fPdA.

Proof. In one direction, one may use the argument in the proof of Lemma A.2 (b) in [§]. In the
other direction a technique from the proof of Proposition M below may be adapted. (]

Remark 2. (a) It follows from the above proposition that if £ is a Banach space and M : A —
L(E,H) is an operator measure such that for each z € E the vector measure M, : A — H
is orthogonally scattered, then the domain D(f, M) of the strong operator integral L(f, M)
consists of precisely those vectors z € F for which |f|? is integrable with respect to the measure
X — || M (X)||” on A.

(b) If E: A — L(H) is a PVM, then for each ¢ € H the vector measure E, is orthogonally
scattered and ||E,(X)|*> = (@|E(X)¢) whenever X € A.

(c) Consider the Hilbert space ¢* = ¢?(N). Let A be the power set of N. Let g : N — C be
a bounded function and define M : A — L(H) by the formula M (X)p = gpx , for all X € A,
@ € (2. Then M satisfies the assumption in (a), so that D(f, M) consists of those ¢ € ¢* for
which fg¢ € 2. Note that M need not be a PVM, nor even a POVM. This example can be
easily extended for more general measure spaces.

We have seen (the well-known fact) that for a PVM E : A — L(H), a vector ¢ € ‘H belongs
to D(f,E) if and only if |f|* is integrable with respect to the measure E, . More generally,
for any POVM E : A — L(H) we call the set D(f,E) := {p € H||f|?is E, ,-integrable}
the square integrability domain for the integral fQ f dE. This makes sense, as it is known that
D(f,E) is a linear subspace of # contained in D(f, E). In |§] this was given a direct elementary
proof. The authors of [8] were unaware that this result essentially had already appeared in [I§],
where the proof is based on Naimark’s dilation theorem. (For completeness, we give a proof
below reproducing the idea in [I8].) The fact that D(f, E) is a linear subspace is implied by
the following easy consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We state it explicitly as it
will also have some later use. (The terminology will be recalled at the beginning of Section [l )

Lemma 2. Let V be a vector space, and q : V xV — C a positive sesquilinear form. Then
e+ v, o +v) <2¢(p,0) +2q(,0), @Y eV.
Proposition 4. The vector valued integral [ fdE, exists for each ¢ € D(f,E).

Proof. Let (KC,F, V) be a Naimark dilation of E and (f,) a sequence of simple functions con-
verging pointwise to f with |f,| < |f|. Then the bounded operator [ f,dE is defined for each
n according to the definition in the preceding section. Fix ¢ € D(f,E). Using Lemma [ and
the multiplicativity of the spectral measure F, we have for each X € A, that

| [ 5=t = v [ = sidarviel <iviE| [ (fa— fuarve]
— WV [ 1= Sl dfvae =1V [ 12 s
X X

Since |f|* is integrable, it thus follows from the dominated convergence theorem that the se-
quence ( f « JndE,) of vectors is a Cauchy sequence, and thus converges. This proves the exis-
tence of the integral [ fdE, of f with respect to the vector valued measure E,. O]

According to this result, we can define a linear operator

L(f,E): D(f,E) = H, L(f,E)e ::/dew.
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Since f is integrable with respect to each scalar measures Ey ., ¥ € H, if is integrable with
respect to E, (see e.g. []), it follows that (¢|L(f, = [ fdEy., for all p € D(f,E), ¢ € H.
Since D(f E) = {p € H | Vo € D(f,F)}, Where D(f F) is the domain of the selfadjoint
operator L(f,F), it now follows that

(6) L(f.E) = V*L(f,F)V.
(see also [9].)

_ Summarizing, for a POVM E and a measurable function f, we have D(f,E) € D(f,E) and
L(f,E) C L(f,E) where

(7) D(f,E):{goeH’/|f|d|E¢7¢| < oo for allz/)e’;'-l},
(5) WILUE0) = [ i

for the total variation |Ey | of Ey .

In definition Bl we used the notation L(f, M) but did not give it a name. From now on, we
call it the strong operator integral of f or the mazimal strong operator integral of f with respect
to the operator measure M. If D is a linear subspace of D(f, M), we may call the restriction of
L(f, M) to D a strong operator integral. Thus for a POVM E, the operator L(f, E) is a strong
operator integral. In this Hilbert space setting the key to our terminology is the possibility to
use the whole of H as a “test space™ for any ¢ in the appropriate domain, the integral of f
with respect to Ey 4 for every ¢ € H exists.

Example 1. Let A be an unbounded selfadjoint operator in H and E : B(R) — L(H) its spec-
tral measure. Then A = L(f,E) and D(f,E) = {¢ € H| f is Ey ,-integrable for all ¢ € H }
where f: R — R is the identity map. Since Ey ,(X) = E, (X), we may also observe that if
Y € H, then f is E, ,-integrable for all ¢ in the dense subspace D(f,E) of . But this does
not imply that D(f,E) = #H. In particular, we see that in Proposition 2] it is not enough to
assume the M, ,-integrability of f for all ¢’ in a dense subspace of F”.

The above example may serve as a motivation for considering integration with respect to
operator measures where the requirement for the test space described before the example is
relaxed. This leads us to a host of possibilities for so-called weak operator integrals whose
analysis will be our main concern in the sequel.

4. WEAK OPERATOR INTEGRALS

Often in physical applications one is led to consider the scalar measures X +— Ey ,(X) =
(Y|E(X)p) related to a Hilbert operator measure E instead of the vector measures E,. In this
section we set up a very general framework for this. For any vector spaces Vi, Vs, a map
S V1 xVy — C is said to be a sesquilinear form, or just sesquilinear, if it is linear in the
second and antilinear (i.e. conjugate linear) in the first argument. Such an S is positive if
Vi =V, and S(p, ) >0 for all ¢ € Vi. Then S satisfies S(¢, ) = S(¢, ) for all ¢, p € V.

Any vector space V may be regarded as a dense linear subspace of a Hilbert space H: take
H = (2, where K is a Hamel basis of V. In the context of sesquilinear forms there is, however,
often a postulated way the vector space is embedded as a dense subspace of a Hilbert space.
When this is the case, it is clear from the context so that, for example, there is a given norm
and hence a topology on on V.

Let V C H be a dense (linear) subspace of H and S(V) the vector space of sesquilinear forms
S:VxV — C. Assume that E: A — S(V) is a positive sesquilinear form valued measure, i.e.

(a) Eyp: A—=C, X = Ey,(X) = [E(X)](¢¥,¢), is a complex measure for all ¢, ¢ € V,
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(b) E,o(X) >0 forall peVand X € A

We refer the reader to [5], [0] for a detailed study of such measures. Note that any POVM
E': A — L(H) defines a unique positive sesquilinear form valued measure E : A — S(H) by
setting [E(X)](¢, ¢) := (Y|E'(X)¢) (thus, in the case of POVMs, we may put V = H below).
We always identify E’ with E and by an abuse of notation simply write E' = E. Throughout
this section, f : A — C is an A-measurable function.

4.1. Definition. We begin with the maximal set of pairs (¢, ¢) for which [ fdE, makes
sense:

W(f,E) :={(¥,p) €V x V| fis E;,integrable}.

Note that Ey ,(X) = E, ,(X) by positivity so that |Ey | = |E, | and, hence, W(f,E) CV xV
is symmetric, i.e. (¢, @) € W(f, E) implies (¢,1) € W(f,E). We then put

(9) We(f,BE):=={¢ e V] (¥, ) e W([,E)}

for each ¢ € V. Since Enyp,48ys,0 = OEy, o + Bsz,w a, B € C, i,y €V, it follows that each

W,(f,E) €V C H is a linear subspace, and the functional ¢ — [ fdE,, is linear on that
subspace. A similar argument shows that

(10) W‘Pl <f7 E) N W@Q(fa E) - Wa¢1+54p2 (fv E)

for any ¢1,¢2 € V and «, 5 € C.

We are now interested in (linear) operators T : Dom(T) — H determined by these integrals
through (¢|T¢) = [ fdE,,. Accordingly, such an operator should have the property that
for each ¢ € Dom(T): (|Tp) = [ f dEy.,, where ¢ runs through some subset S, of W,,(f, E)
which separates the points of H in the usual sense of self-duality of H. We make this separation
requirement to always guarantee that the vector T'¢ is uniquely determined by the integrals
| fdEy, via the inner products just mentioned. Note that here we really want to determine
Ty, and the vector v is just in an auxiliary role[] Since each W, (f,E) is a linear subspace, the
necessarily densd] linear span D, of such a separating subset S, is also included in W,(f, E),
and by linearity, (¢|Tp) = [ fdEy, for all ) € D,,. Hence, we can take the separating subsets
to be dense subspaces without restricting generality.

The above requirements imply, in particular, that Dom(7") must be a subset of

I'(f,E) :={p €V | W,(f,E) is dense in H}.

The requirement of choosing the separating subspaces can now be formulated as follows: Let
C(f,E) denote the family of maps

¢ :T'(f,E) = {D CH | Dis a dense subspace},
(I)(90> g W@(.ﬁ E) fOI' all ¥ € F(fa E)
Note that C(f,E) # (), because an obvious choice is ®(p) = W,(f,E) for all ¢ € I'(f,E). We

can now state the definition of a weak operator integral.

Definition 5. We say that a linear operator 7" : Dom(7T") — H is a weak operator integral of f
with respect to E, if Dom(7") C I'(f, E), and there exists a map ® € C(f, E), such that

(11) (Y| Tp) = /deWa, for all ¢ € Dom(T), ¢ € O(p).

1f we would be interested in sesquilinear forms rather than operators, then we should consider ¥ and ¢ in
an equal footing. However, here we want to consider operator integrals, so the given requirement is clearly the
most natural one.

2Note that the orthogonal complement of a separating subset S is H, so S generates a dense subspace.
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We then also say that the weak operator integral T' is associated with the map ®. For each
® € C(f,E), welet Ly (f,E, ) denote the set of weak operator integrals associated with ®.

Note that I'(f, E) always contains at least the trivial subspace Dy = {0}, so for every choice
of ® there corresponds at least a trivial weak operator integral.

The choice of the function ® is crucial; different choices may correspond to different operators
T, because on the one hand, dense subspaces can even have trivial intersection, see Section
for an example, and on the other hand, different choices can lead to the same operator. In
particular, we have the following result.

Proposition 5. Let E: A — L(H) be a POVM. Each strong operator integral is also a weak
operator integral associated with every ® € C(f,E).

Proof. According to (), the domain of the maximal strong operator integral is given by
D(fvE):{SOEH | Wso(fvE):H}v
so D(f,E) CT'(f,E). Given any ® € C(f,E), equation (II]) holds because of (). O
Now, given a map ¢ € C(f,E), we set

.(f,E, @) := {gp e I'(f, E)‘@((p) > /falEﬂwJ is continuous} :

and use the Frechet-Riesz theorem to define a unique map

G(f,E,®): I'.(f,E,®) —» H, (WIG(f,E, ®)p) = /dewo for all ¢ € ®(p).

Clearly, the domain of any weak operator integral associated with the map & is included in
I'.(f,E,®). This observation immediately gives the following characterization.

Proposition 6. Fiz a & € C(f,E). Given any subspace Dy of H, which is included in
L.(f,E, ®), the restriction G(f,E, ®)|p, is a weak operator integral (with domain Dy) asso-
ciated to ®. Conversely, every element of Ly (f,E, ®) is obtained this way.

Since the intersection of two dense subspaces does not have to be dense (it can even be {0}),
it is clear that I'(f,E), and therefore also I'.(f, E, ®) are not themselves linear subspaces, in
general. Hence, there is no canonical choice for a maximal weak operator integral associated
with a given map ®. However, it follows immediately from the above proposition that given two
operators T, 7", such that 7" C T' (that is, Dom(7") C Dom(T") and T"¢ = Tp, ¢ € Dom(1")),
and T € Ly (f,E, ®), it follows that 77 € Ly (f,E,®). In particular, the (nonempty) set
Lw(f,E, ®) is partially ordered via the usual operator ordering, or, equivalently, the inclusion
of domains. Moreover, every (nonempty) totally ordered subset of Ly, (f, E, ®) has an upper
bound in Ly (f,E,®) (the upper bound is obtained by taking the union of the domains of the
operators in the chain). Hence, by Zorn’s lemma, there exists at least one maximal element in
Lw (f,E, ®). We call such an element a mazimal weak operator integral associated to P.

Example 2. For a POVM E and a bounded function f, we have I'.(f, E, ®) = H regardless of
the choice of @, so every weak operator integral is a restriction of the bounded operator [ fdE
to some subspace.

Example 3. Let E(X) := u(X)I, where p is a probability measure, and let f be a u—integrable
function. Then W(f,E) = H x H, and I'.(f,E, ®) = H, regardless of the choice of ®, so that
weak operator integrals are simply restrictions of ¢ — ([ fdu)e to some subspaces of H. If
[ is not p—integrable, then W(f,E) = {(¢,¢) € H x H | (¥|p) = 0}, and W,(f,E) is the
orthogonal complement of {¢}. This is dense only for ¢ = 0, so I'(f,E) = {0}. Hence, there
exists only one weak operator integral, which is the zero operator defined on {0}.
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4.2. Weak operator integrals determined by a fixed separating subspace. We now
look at the class Lw (f, E, ®) with particular choices of ®. The canonical choice Would be to
take, for each ¢ € I'(f, E), the separating subspace to be the maximal one, i.e. ®(p) = W, (f, E)
for each . However, in practice, it often happens that a fixed dense subspace (of e.g. smooth
functions) is fixed. For example, this can be a linear space spanned by some physically relevant
orthonormal basis of H (e.g. the photon number basis of a single mode optical field).
Accordingly, we now investigate the case where a fixed dense subspace D; is given (s stands for
separating). For ¢ € I'(f, E) we define ®p_(¢) = D, if Dy C W, (f,E) and ®p, (p) = W,(f,E)

otherwise. Then we have

Proposition 7. The set
Dps(f, E) := {gp € H’DS CW,(f,E), Ds > ¢ — /dew,eo € Cis continuous}

is the domain of a (clearly unique) element Lp (f,E) € L (f,E,®p,). In the case where E is
a POVM, this operator is an extension of the maximal strong operator integral L(f,E).

Proof. Clearly, Dp_ (f,E) = {o € T.(f,E, ®p,)|Ds € W,(f,E)}; in particular, Dp.(f,E) is a
subset of T,(f, E, ®p,). We have to show that it is a linear space. Let ¢y, oy € Dp_(f,E), and
a, € C. Now Dy C W, (f,E)NMWo, (f, E) € Wag, 484, (f, E) (see (I0)); in particular, the latter
is dense, so ap;+fp2 € I'(f,E), and ®(apq + Sps2) = D;. Since ¢ — [ fdE, ,, is continuous on
D, fori=1,2, then ¢ — [ fdEy e +pp, is continuous on Dy. Hence, apr+fyps € To(f,E, Op,).
We have shown that Dp_(f, E) is a linear space. By Proposition[, the restriction of G(f, E, ®p,)
to Dp,(f,E) is an element of Ly (f,E, ®p,). It remains to prove that in the case where E is a

POVM, the domain of the maximal strong operator integral is included in ﬁps(f, E). But this
is clear because for ¢ € D(f,E), we have Dy C H = W,(f, E), regardless of D;. O

Since L(f,E) C Lp,(f,E) for any POVM E, one can ask when these two operators are the
same. Since ||n|| = sup{|[(¥|n)] | ¥ € Dy, ||¥]] < 1} (as Dy is dense), the following result is a
direct consequence of [20, Theorem 3.5] (see also [10]).

Proposition 8. Suppose E is a POVM, and let Dy C H be a dense subspace. Then L(f E) =
Lp (f,E) if and only if for each ¢ € Dp (f,E), we have

lim  sup / |fld|Eys| =0

" YeDs, [¢lI<1J Xn

whenever the sets X,, € A satisfy X,,41 € X,,, n € N, and N, X, = 0.

4.3. Symmetric weak operator integrals. Since the integrals f fdEy , are symmetric in
the sense that (¢, ) € W(f,E) implies (,¢) € W(f,E), and [ fdE,, = [ JdE,.,, it is
natural to ask when a weak operator integral is a symmetrlc operator. We will not look at the
most general case, but concentrate on the elements of Ly, (f, E, ®p,), with the fixed separating
subspace Dy C V. Since continuity properties of the integral [ fdE, , with respect to the
vectors @, 1) are rather weak (even in the case where E is POVM), knowing that

(Vlio,(1.E)) = [ FdE = / FiE,

for all v € Dy, ¢ € ﬁps( f,E), is not obviously enough to connect this to the case where
¢ € Dy and ¢ € Dp, (f,E). Therefore, we now assume that the dense subspace D satisfies the
equivalent conditions of the following trivial lemma.

Lemma 3. Let D, C V be a subspace. Then Dy C {p € H | Dy € W,(f,E)} if and only if
D, x Dy CW([,E).
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Proposition 9. Suppose that Dy C V is a dense subspace satisfying Ds x Dy C W(f,E). We
define a (clearly unique) operator L, (f,E) whose domain and action are given by

Dip,(f.E) = {0 € D,

Ds 39— /deWO cCis Continuous},

(W|L, (f.E)g) = / JdEy,, WD, e Dy (f,E).

Then Ly (f,E) C Lp,(f,E). In particular, L5 (f,E) is a weak operator integral, with L, (f,E) €
Ly (f,E, ®p,). Moreover, if f is real-valued, then L, (f,E) is a symmetric operator.

Proof. 1t is clear that L7, (f,E) is a well-defined operator on the given domain D7, (f,E).
(Note that the condition Dy x Dy C W(f, E) ensures that the integral is defined.) We now show
that Dj, (f,E) C Dy, (f,E), which by Proposition B implies that Ly (f,E) € Lw(f, E, ®p,)
and L (f,E) C Lp,(f,E). Accordingly, let ¢ € D5 (f,E). In particular, ¢ € D,. Since
Dy x Dy € W(f,E), we have Dy C W,(f,E). But ¢ — [ fdE,, is continuous on Dy, so
¢ € Dp_(f,E). Tt remains to show that Ly, (f,E) is symmetric if f is real-valued. For that, let
Y, ¢ € Dp (f,E). Then both of them are also in D;. Hence,

(/L (f.E)p) = / fdEy, = / fAE s = ol (1. E)0) = (L. (/. E)le).
]

We call an operator L, (f, E) symmetric weak operator integral determined by D,. (Even in
the case where f is not real valued.)

Example 4. Suppose that H is separable, let {¢, },en be an orthonormal basis of H, and put
V = lin{p, |n € N}, and E: A — S(V) a positive sesquilinear form measure. Let f: A — C
be such that

(12) > /ﬂzEW,m\2 < oo for all m € N.

neN

In particular, [ fdE,, . exists for all n,m € N, that is, (¢n, om) € W(f,E) for each n. By
sesquilinearity, it follows that (¢, ) € W(f,E) for all ¥, € V, i.e. W(f,E) =V x V. Hence,
Y itself satisfies the conditions of Proposition [@ and we have the symmetric weak operator
integral L},(f, E). It now follows from (I2) that for each m € N,

V3o / FdEy g = 3 (ln) / fdEq, 0 € C

neN

is continuous. Since each ¢ € V is a (finite) linear combination of the vectors ,,, the continuity
holds for each ¢ € V. Hence, the domain of the symmetric weak operator integral L),(f,E) is
the whole of V), and its action is determined by

Ly (f,BE)om = Z (/ de%,%,L) ©, for all m € N.

neN
Of course, an operator defined via this same formula may have a larger domain; for example, if
E%@n,@m(X) = 5nm/~Ln(X), n,m < N, X e A,

where 9, is the Kronecker delta and {u,} is a sequenceﬁ of bounded positive measures on
A C 2% then [ fdE,, .. = Opmfm, where f, := [ fdpi,,, and the largest possible domain of an
extension of the weak operator integral L},(f,E) is {¢ € H|>_, | fm{pmlp)|? < 0o}. Note that

30bviously, E defines a POVM if and only if sup,,cy fin(Q) < 0.
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this extension is bounded if and only if sup,,cy | fm| < 00. However, the extension is not a weak
operator integral, because its domain is larger than the form domain V of the sesquilinear form
valued measure E.

We immediately notice the following

Proposition 10. Suppose E is a POVM, and the strong operator integral L(f,E) is densely
defined. Set Dy = D(f,E). Then L(f,E) = L (f,E), i.c. the strong operator integral is the
symmetric weak operator integral determined by its domain.

Proof. If ¢ € D, then [ fdEy, exists for all ¢ € H, so Dy x Dy C H x Dy C W(f,E). Hence,
L% (f,E) is defined. Moreover, if ¢ € Dy then ¢ — [ fdEy, is continuous on the whole H,
and hence also on the subspace D,. Thus D, C Dj, (f, E) C Dy, and the proof is complete. [

Hence, the domain of the strong operator integral, when dense, is one choice for a separating
subspace Dy of a weak operator integral when E is a POVM. It it easy to see that even in the
general case there is a maximal choice for this subspace, which can be explicitly written down:

Proposition 11. The set

De(f,8)i= { € M| [ 11E .. < 20} = {0 e U] o € WL(7.E))

is the largest subspace D C H such that D x D C W(f,E) (in the sense that any subspace D
with this property, is included in Dp(f,E)).

Proof. The fact that the set Dp(f, E) is a linear subspace of H follows immediately from Lemma
Next we note that given ¢, € H, the measure E , is a linear combination of four measures
of the form Eyiikp iy, K = 0,1,2,3. If (¢,9) € W(f,E) and (p,9) € W(f,E) then f
is integrable with respect to each of the four measures, since Dp(f,E) is a linear subspace.
Hence, f is also integrable with respect to Ey ., that is, (¢,¢) € W(f,E). Thus, Dp(f,E) x
Dr(f,E) € W(f,E). On the other hand, if D C H is any subspace with D x D C W(f,E),
then (p,9) € W(f,E) for all ¢ € D, so that D C Dr(f,E). Thus, Dr(f,E) is the largest of
such subspaces D. 0

Assuming that Dp(f, E) is dense, we denote

Ll<f7 E) = L’/Dp(f,E) <f7 E)7
and call this the largest symmetric weak operator integral determined by f and E. All other sym-
metric operator integrals are restrictions of this one. In particular, if E is a POVM, Proposition
[IQ gives
L(f.E) C L'(f,E).
Note that this inclusion holds even in the case where L(f,E) is not dense (which can easily
happen even if Dp(f, E) is dense), because if [ fdE,, exists for all ¢ then [ |f|dE, , < cc.
The following result deals with the case of spectral measures.

Proposition 12. Suppose that E is projection valued. Then
L(f.E) = L(f.E) = L'(f.E).

Proof. Since L(f,E) = L(f, E) is densely defined (the usual spectral integral), the weak operator
integral L'(f,E) exists, and is an extension of L(f,E). Hence, we only need to show that
Dom(L/(f,E)) € D(f,E). Define g : Q@ — C by g = /|f], and h : Q — C by setting
h(z) = (x)/(|f( |) if f(z) # 0, and h(z) = 0 otherwise. Then h and g are measurable, h is
bounded, g > 0, and f = g*h. Now

(13) L(g,E)"L(gh,E) C L(¢*h,E) = L(f,E),
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by the usual rules of spectral calculus of unbounded functions. Now

De(fE) = {p € # | [ 11]dE.., < oc} = Dom(L(g. E)) = Dom(L(sh. E)).

According to what has been concluded earlier by using polarization, f is E, ,-integrable when-
ever both 1) and ¢ belong to Dp(f,E). Since E is a spectral measure, we have

/ fdEy, = / 9(gh) dEy. = (L(g, E)Y| L(gh, E)2), 0,9 € D (f.E).

Indeed, if g is bounded, then this follows from the multiplicativity of the spectral measure,
and in the general case, we approximate g with the sequence (g,), where g,(z) = g(z) if
g(x) <n, and g,(x) = 0 otherwise, and conclude that on the one hand, L(g,h,E)p — L(gh,E),
L(gn, E)p = L(g, E) strongly, and on the other hand, [ g2hdE, — [ g°hdE , by dominated
convergence (since | f| = g* is Ey ,-integrable).

Now if ¢ € Dom(L/(f,E)) then by definition, ¢ — [ fdE,, is continuous in Dp(f,E) =
Dom(L(g,E)). By the formula obtained, this implies that L(gh, E)y belongs to Dom(L(g, E)*),
i.e. ¢ € Dom(L(g,E)*L(gh,E), so ¢ € Dom(L(f,E)). The proof is complete. O

5. SESQUILINEAR FORM VALUED INTEGRAL

5.1. The sesquilinear form valued integral of a sesquilinear form valued measure
and a measurable function. Since E is a sesquilinear form valued measure, it is natural to
consider the sesquilinear form valued integral of a measurable function with respect to E. In
this section, we first define this integral, and then consider its connection to weak operator
integrals.

We start by defining a function

Fre: WHLE) = C,  (ih) = Fre(w, o) = / JdE,,.

This function satisfies e.g. (a1 + 12, @) € W(f,E) and Fre(ahy + Biba, ) = aFre(¢n, @) +
BFLE(@/&#P% for any (¢1, @), (2, 9) € W(f,E). In addition, (¢,¢) € W(f,E) if and only if
(¢,0) € W(f,E), and

(14) Ff,E<w790> = F?,E<9071/})7 (%@ € W<f7 E)

In order to consider Fyg as a sesquilinear form, we have to restrict its domain of definition to a
set of the form D x D C W(f,E), where D C V is a subspace. (Clearly, any such restriction is
sesquilinear.) According to Proposition [[], there is a canonical choice for D, namely the largest
one Dr(f,E). We denote the restriction of Fyg to Dp(f,E) by the same symbol. We say that

Ff,E : Dp<f, E) X Dp<f, E) —C

is the form integral of f with respect to E. The subspace Dg(f,E) is the form domain.
It follows from (I4) that Fyg is symmetric if f is real valued. It is clearly positive if f is a
positive function.

Remark 3. The form domain should not be confused with the square integrability domain,
which is the form domain of the form integral of | f|? with respect to E. In the case of f(z) = x
on R, the latter is called variance form; see Introduction.

In order to consider the connection between the (unique) form integral of f with respect to E,
and the various weak operator integrals, we need some preliminaries on the standard extension
theory of quadratic forms.
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5.2. Preliminaries on quadratic forms. We start with some basic preliminaries on the
theory of quadratic forms (see e.g. [I3L[7]). A quadratic form is a sesquilinear form g : D x D —

C, where D C H is a dense subspace, called the form domain. If q(v,¢) = q(p, ), for all
Y, € D, then q is called symmetric, and if q(p, ) > 0 for all ¢ € D, it is called positive.
The adjoint form g* of ¢ is defined on the same domain D, via

q*(9071/}) = Q(i/% 90)7 p, Y eD.

Inclusion ¢’ C ¢ between two quadratic forms is defined via the corresponding inclusion of the
form domains. A linear combination of two quadratic forms is defined in the obvious way, with
the domain being the intersection of the form domains. In particular, the real and imaginary
parts of a quadratic form ¢ are defined by

1 1
q 2(q+q ), Jq 2Z.(q q)

A positive quadratic form ¢ : D x D — C is said to be closed if v, € D, @, — ¢ € H, and

n,m—»00
imply ¢ € D and

Tim g(on =00 =) = 0.
It follows that ¢ is closed if and only if Rq is closed (see [T, p. 313].

There is a canonical way of associating a positive selfadjoint operator to a positive closed
quadratic form. It is given by the following theorem (see [7, [3]).

Theorem 1. Let g be a closed symmetric positive quadratic form with dense form domain D.
Then there exists a positive selfadjoint operator T such that Dom(v/T) = D, and

q(, ) = (VTY|VTp),  for all b, p € D.

We say that T" given by the above theorem is the operator associated to the quadratic form q.
We will make use of the following simple corollary; it also shows that 7" is uniquely determined,
hence the definite article.

Proposition 13. Let q be a closed symmetric positive quadratic form with dense form domain
D CH and T a positive positive selfadjoint operator associated to it as in Theorem . Then

Dom(T) ={p €D | D>+ q(¢,p) € Cis continuous },
(15) q(v,¢) = (W|Ty),  for allyy € D, € Dom(T).
If there is a Hilbert space IC, and an operator A : D — K, such that
q(, ) = (AP|Ag),  for all ), €D,
then A*A=T.
Proof. If A is as in the lemma, we have, by the definition of the adjoint, that
Dom(A*A) = {p € D | Ap € Dom(A")}
={peD|D >3y (AY|Ap) € C is continuous }
={peD|D>3¢wr q,p) € Cis continuous }.

In particular, this holds for K = H and A = /T, which gives ([H), because T = (vVT)*VT. It
follows that Dom(A*A) = Dom(T"), and if ¢ € Dom(T"), ¢ € D, we have

(V[A"Ap) = (A|Ap) = q(¥, ) = (Y|Tp).
As D is dense, this implies that A*A =1T. O
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Remark 4. Note that it is nontrivial that the domain of A*A in the above proposition is
actually dense. This fact follows from the above theorem. Note also that the operator A is
automatically closed, because the form ¢ was assumed to be closed. A special case of this
result is the well-known theorem of von Neumann (see e.g. [I4, p. 180]), which says that A*A
is selfadjoint if A is a closed densely defined operator.

5.3. Connection between form integral and weak operator integral. In the case where
Dp(f,E) is dense, the sesquilinear form Fjyg is a quadratic form. In general, the adjoint form
is given by

Fie(,0) = / FdEy,. b, € De(/.E).
Moreover,
R(Fre) C Frp)k, S(Fre) C Fy(p)k;

where R(f) and I(f) are the real and imaginary parts of the function f, respectively. We can
further decompose these into positive and negative parts, so that

f=h—fotilfs = fa),
fi >0, RO = fi+ fo, IS = fs + fa
Then clearly Dr(f,E) = N’ Dr(fi, E), so the form integral decomposes naturally as the linear

combination of the corresponding positive forms:
Fre=Fneg—Fpe+iFe—iFpe.
Unfortunately, the situation is not so simple in case of the weak operator integrals. However,
the following result holds:
Proposition 14. Suppose that Dg(f,E) is dense. Then
L'(f,E) 2 L'(f1,E) — L'(f2, E) +iL'(f3,E) —iL'(f1, E) € Lw (f,E, ©p,),

where Dy = Dp(f,E), and the inclusion can be interpreted as the ordering relation in the class
Lw(f,E, ®p,) of weak operator integrals.

Proof. First note that since Dp(f, E) is dense, so is each Dg(f;, E); hence, the weak operator
integrals L'(f;, E) are defined. Denote A := L'(f1,E) — L'(fy,E) +4iL'(f3,E) —iL'(fs,E). By
definition,
Dom(A) = Ni_, Dom(L'(f;, E)),

so that Dom(A) C Dp(f,E). If ¢ € Dom(A), each functional ¢ — [ f;dEy, is continuous
on Dr(f,E) = N Dr(f;,E), and coincides with 1 +— (|L'(f;,E)p) there. This implies that
¢ € Dom(L'(f,E)). Hence, A C L'(f,E). Since L'(f,E) € Lw(f,E, ®p,), it follows from
Proposition [@ that also A € Ly (f,E, ®p,). This completes the proof. O

We now consider the relationship between Fyg and L'(f, E) in the case of a positive function
f, and a POVM E.

Proposition 15. Let E be a POVM and f : Q — C a positive measurable function, such
that Dp(f,E) is dense. Then the quadratic form Fyg is symmetric, positive and closed. The
associated positive selfadjoint operator T (see Theorem[), is given by

T = (LVI.BV)LK/ I F)V.
where (KC,F, V) is any Naimark dilation of E. Moreover,
T=L(fE),

i.e., T is the largest symmetric weak operator integral determined by f and E. In particular,

L'(f,E) is selfadjoint.
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Proof. Clearly, Fre(p,¢) > 0for all p € Fre. Let (K, F, V) be a Naimark dilation of E, so that
E(X) = V*F(X)V and F is projection valued. Now

Dr(f.E)={p € H|Vye D/}, F)},

(16) Fre(o,0) = [|IL(VF,F)Vel|?, for all ¢ € Dr(f,E).

Now if ¢,, € Dp(f,E), such that ¢, — ¢ € H, and lim,, ;00 Fr.e(Pn — @ms ©n — Pm) = 0, it
follows that Vi, — Vi, and (L(\/f,F)V¢,), converges in K. Since F is projection valued,
L(\/f,F) is a closed operator on its domain, so Vi € D(v/f,F), and lim,, . L(/f,F)V¢, =
L(\/f,F)Vy. But this implies that ¢ € Dp(f,E), and lim, o Fre(eon — @, 00 — @) = 0.
Hence the form Fyg is closed. From (I6]) it now follows by polarization and Proposition
that (L(v/f,F)V)*L(+/f,F)V is the selfadjoint operator associated to the form Fyg. From

Proposition [[3] we immediately see that 7' = L'(f, E). This completes the proof. 0
Remark 5. Notice that in the above proposition, V*L(f,F)V C T = L'(f,E), because
(17) V*L(\/f,F) C (L, F)V)".

From (@), we know that V*L(f,F)V = L(f, E). Hence, in this case, the difference between the
strong operator integral on the square integrability domain and the maximal symmetric weak
operator integral, is in the operator inclusion (7)), which can be proper because continuity of
the functional ¥ — (L(\/f,F)¥|¢) on V(H) N Dom(L(v/f,F)) does not necessarily imply its
continuity on the full domain Dom(L(+/f, F)).

6. APPLICATION: MOMENT OPERATORS OF A POVM

Consider the operator valued moments (or moment operators) of a normalized POVM E :
B(R) — L(H). They are simply defined as operator integrals [ 2*dE of real functions x +— z*

where k € NI Hence, we have three natural ways to defined them: E[k] :== L(z*E), E[k] :=
L(z* E), and E'[k] := L'(2*, E). Recall that E[k] C E[k] C E'[k] and their domains are

Imm$m)::{¢eyy/ﬁhmwmg<m}
Immmm)::{weﬂy/mmm%ﬂ<aﬁmauweﬂ}
Dom(E'[k]) = {gp € Dp(aF, E)‘Dp(xk, E)>¢— /xk dEy,, € Cis continuous}

if Dp(2* E) = {(p € H‘ / lz[FdE, , < oo} is dense in H.
By comparison, the sesquilinear form valued moments are given by the form integral
ka,E(wa ()0) = /xkdEw,cpv ’QZ), p e DF(xkv E)

Since Dom(E[k]) = Dy (2%, E), we can define the variance form on this form domain as

(¥, 0) 3 Foan e (v, ) — (E[K]Y[E[K] ).
If this form is identically zero, the POVM is called variance-free [19].
Let (KC,F,V) be a Naimark dilation of E. From Proposition [2 one sees that F[k] = F[k] =
F'[k] for any k € N. Moreover, Dom(F[k]V) = Dom(E[k]) and

(18) E[k] = V*F[k]V.

4For simplicity, we will use the symbol z* to denote the function z — z*.
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(This was also proved in [9].) If k is even, i.e. k = 2j, j € N, and Dp(2%, E) = Dom(E[j]) is
dense (which is assumed below), then it follows from Proposition [I3] that

(19) E'125] = (FZIV)*(F[j]V)
is positive and selfadjoint. Now Dom(E'[2]]) consists of exactly those vectors ¢ € Dom(E[;])

for which F[j]V¢ € Dom ((F[j]V))*). Note that F[j]V is a map Dom(E[j]) — K, so the adjoint
(F[4]V)* maps from a subspace of K to H. It is clear that

(20) V(] € (FIiIV)”
because if ¢ € Dom(F[j]), then ¢ — (p|F[j]V¥) = (V*F[j]¢|v) is continuous in Dom(F[j]V).
)"

Proposition 16. (a) Suppose that V*F[j] = (F[j]V)*. Then E[2]] = E'[25].
(b) Suppose that F[j]( Dom(F[j]) NV (H)) C V(H). Then E'[24] = E[]"E[j].

Proof. We have already proved (a); see (I8), (1), and use F[2j] = F[j]F[j]. To prove (b),
note that the assumption implies F[j]V = VV*F[j]V = VE[j]. Now a vector ¢ € H satisfies
Ve € Dom ((VE[]])*) if and only if ¢ — (VE[j]¢|V) = (E[j]i|e) is continuous on Dom(E[j]),
which happens exactly when ¢ € Don(E[j]*). Hence, (F[]V) YN/ —~(VE[j])*V — E[j]* and
E'[2] = (F[jIV)*(F[j1V) = (VE[)*(VEL]) = {(VE[j]) V}E E[j]"E[j]- B

6.1. Momentum for a bounded interval. Consider first a free (nonrelativistic) particle of
mass m moving along a line which can be chosen to be R without restricting generality. We
use units where i = 1. Then the Hilbert space of the system is L?(R) and the (sharp) position
observable is Qg : B(R) — L£(L*(R)),

(Qr(X)Y)(2) = xy(2)¥(z), X €B(R), ¢ € L*(R), v €R.
The (sharp) momentum observable is Pg : B(R) — £L(L*(R))
Pr(Y) := F'Qr(Y)F, Y € B(R),
where F : L?(R) — L?*(R) is the Fourier-Plancherel (unitary) operator determined by

(F)(z \/—/ e () ¢ e LNR)NL*(R), z € R.

Since Qg and Py are spectral measures, there is no ambiguity in defining their moment oper-
ators, see Proposition For example, Qg[1] and Pg[1] are the usual selfadjoint position and
momentum operators,

(Qe[1]¥)(z) = z(x),  (Pr[]¥)(z) = —i'(x)

where /() := di(x)/dx (and similarly "(z) := d*)(x)/dz?). Recall that, e.g., Dom(Pg[1])
consists of those absolutely continuous functions ¢ € L*(R) for which ¢’ € L?(R). Now the
energy operator is (2m) 'Pgr[1]> = (2m)~'Pg[2] whose spectrum is continuous, consisting of
nonnegative numbers.

Suppose then that the particle is confined to move on a (fixed) bounded interval taken to
be Z = [0,¢] where ¢ > 0 is the length of the interval. Note that we do not assume that the
endpoints 0 and ¢ can be identified so that the system is not periodic with periodic boundary
conditions (indeed, in the periodic case, the position space is a circle instead of an interval).

Since the particle is strictly confined to the interval Z, the Hilbert space of the system is L?(Z)
and the position observable is now the (restricted) spectral measure Q : B(R) — £(L*(Z)),

QX)p)(@) = xy(2)e(x), X EBR), peL*(I), z €.
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Indeed, let U : L*(Z) — L*(R) be the isometry (Uy)(z) = ¢(z) for x € Z, and (Uy)(z) = 0,
x ¢ Z. Then U*: L*(R) — L*(Z) simply acts as (U*)(z) = ¢ (z), z € Z, and

QX)=U*Qe(X)U, X € B(R).

Again, there is no ambiguity in calculating the moments of Q. However, the situation is totally

different for the momentum POVM P : B (R) — £(L*(Z)) which is defined similarly to Q:
P(Y):=U"Pr(Y)U, Y € B(R).

Note that (L*(R), Pg, U) is a Naimark dilation of P.

The following questions now arise: What is the correct definition for the second moment
operator of P? Is the second moment of P (times (2m)~1) the energy operator in this case?

The operators Pg[1]U, (Pr[1]U)*, and P[1] can now be explicitly determined, but a certain
care has to be excercised. Namely, the domain of Pg[1]U consists of exactly those functions
¢ € L*(Z) for which Uy is absolutely continuous, with (Ug) € L*(R). Now Uy is absolutely
continuous exactly when ¢ is absolutely continuous in the interval Z = [0, ¢], and vanishes at
the endpoints. (If it did not vanish, then there would be a discontinuity.) The set of absolutely
continuous functions ¢ € L*(Z) with ¢’ € L*(Z) and ¢(0) = ¢(¢) = 0 is denoted by Dom(F5),
and the corresponding version of the differential operator —id/dx by Py, acting in L*(Z). Hence,
Pr[1]U = UP,. This implies P[1] = U*Pg[1]U = U*UP, = P,, see [I8). The operator P, is well
known to be densely defined and closed (see e.g. [13]).

Now the adjoint of Pg[1]U = UF, is a map from a subspace of L*(R) to L*(Z). A vector
¢ € L*(R) belongs to its domain exactly when ¢ — (1|UPyp) = (U*1)|Pyp) is continuous in
Dom(Py) € L*(Z). But this happens exactly when U*t) = 9|4 € Dom(F;). Now Dom(Fy)
consists of those vectors ¢ € L?(Z) which are absolutely continuous, with ¢’ € L*(Z), and no
other restriction. Hence,

Dom ((Pr[1]U)*) = {v € L*(R) | ¢|j0,q is absolutely continuous and |, € L*(Z)}.

Obviously, this contains Dom(Pg[1]), as required by the general inclusion U*Pg[1] C (Pg[1]U)*,
see [20). Now it is clear that U*Pg[l] # (Pgr[1]U)*, since ¢» € Dom((Pg[1]U)*) does not
even have to be continuous outside [0,¢]. Instead, we have Pg[1](Dom(Pg[1]) N U(L*(Z))) C
U(L*(Z)), because if ¢ € L?(R) vanishes outside [0, £], then (Pr[1]p)(z) = 0 for = ¢ [0, /].

Hence, we know from Proposition I (b) that P’[2] = P[1]*P[1] = P;P,. The domain of this
operator is characterized by the boundary condition ¥ (0) = ¢ (¢) = 0, and the requirements
that ¢ be continuously differentiable and v € L*(Z). Note that this operator is selfadjoint by
Proposition 5 the operator (2m)~'P’[2] is the Hamiltonian operator for the particle of mass
m confined to move in the interval Z (“particle in a box”). The spectrum of this operator is
discrete and has the complete orthonormal system of eigenvectors v,,,

n(z) = \/%sin(mr:c/é), neZ, 0<z<l{,

associated with eigenvalues )\, = n*7?/(2(?), that is,

PRI = A (Wn|¥) ¢, ¢ € Dom(P'[2]) = { v € LX(T)

nez

> X2 ()] < o0 }

nez

We will show in the Appendix that P[2] = P[2] = P2. As required, this a restriction of P'[2] =
Pj Py, and the difference is exactly in the additional boundary condition ¢'(0) = ¢/(¢) = 0 for
any 1 € Dom(P?) C Dom(P; F).

To conclude, the physically reasonable definition for the second moment operator of the
POVM E is the symmetric weak operator integral P’[2] rather than the strong operator integral
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P[2] = P[2]. With this choice, the POVM E satisfies analogous “quantization rules" as the full
line momentum, up to second moments.

APPENDIX

The notation ¢*) = dFp/dz*, ©© = o, will be used. Define, for all n = 1,2, ..., the Sobolev-
Hilbert spaces

HYI)={peC"T) } 0 is absolutely continuous and ¢™ € L*(T) }

where C*(Z) is the space of k-times continuously differentiable complex functions on Z (and
C°(Z) stands for continuous functions). For n =1 we write H'(Z) = H(Z).

We start with the definition for the moment operators that usually appears in the literature,
namely P[n], n € N. The following result was briefly mentioned by Werner [19]. We give a
proof here in order to emphasize that care has to be taken on absolute continuity. That care
is needed can also be deduced from the fact that the only difference between the integrals that

one has as a tool is their domains.
Proposition 17. P[n] = Py, and P is variance-free.

Proof. According to the definition, the square integrability domain is

Dom(Pn]) { € IA(T) ’ /x% 4P, (z) < o0 } |

Since (¢ |P(X)gp) = (Up|Pr(X)Uy) for ¢ € L*(Z), it follows immediately from the usual
spectral theory that UDom(P[n]) = Dom (Pg[n]) N U(L*(Z)). Each function ¢ : R — C
belonging to Dom(Pg[1]) is absolutely continuous, so it follows that
~ d" d"
Dom(P[n]) = { pe H'(I) w(p(()) = %go(ﬁ) =0fork=0,1,...,n—1 } = Dom (F) .

Then given a ¢ € Dom (Pf'), Py ,(X) = (U | Pr(X)Ugp) for all ¢ € L*(Z), so by the spectral
theorem, (¢|P[n]e) = (U |Pr[n]Up). The important point now is that the range of U is
stable under Pg[n], i.e. Pr[n]( Dom(Pg[n]) N ranU) C ranU, since Pg[n] is a derivative and
the functions in the range of U vanish outside the interval Z. It follows that Pg[n]Ugp is
orthogonal to (ranU/)", which implies that (¥|UP[n)g) = (¥ |Pg[n]Uyp) for any ¥ e L2(R),
and so UP[n]p = Pr[n]Uy. Since Pg[n| acts as the differential operator, this clearly implies
that P[n] does the same. Hence, P[n] = PJ'. The fact that P is variance-free follows from the
relation UP[n]p = Pr[n]U¢ (see [19]). As the proof is very short, we give it here:

"= oRe | = IPanle I = [ dPalvsvao) = [Py ie)

for each ¢ € Dom(P[1]). O

H P[]

We now proceed to the other two definitions P[n] and P’[n]. The first thing to note is that
both the strong operator integral P[n] and the weak one P’[n] are symmetric extensions of
P[n] = PJ'. Hence, it follows that Dom(P[n]) € Dom(P'[n]) € H™(Z), and these operators just
act as (—i)"d"/dx™ on their respective domains.

We will first show that P[n] = Pj, for all n = 1,2,... (see Proposition I§ below.) The

following two lemmas are needed. Let F : L*(R) — L?*(R) be the Fourier-Plancherel operator

SHere we want to apply F to functions in L?(Z). In our notation this would be written as FU; in order to
simplify the notations, we will write F instead.
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Hence,
1 e
(Fole) = o= / o) dt, x € R, ¢ € LX(T).
0

(Note that every element of L?(Z) is integrable by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.) The function
Fp : R — C is continuous, bounded, and belongs to L*(R).

Lemma 4. (a) For any ¢ € H(T), we have

F\() = iz Fol () + \/%[w(f)e"“ _p(0)], zER

(b) For any ¢ € H*(I) " Dom(Py 1), we have

x| F x:—i”]:(”)x—l—i =D (e~ — ,m=D(0)], z e R.
[Fel() ()[@]()m[w (0) " (0)]
Proof. Straightforward application of absolute continuity and integration-by-parts. O

Lemma 5. Let a,b € C. Then x v Fy(x) := [Fo|(x)[ae™ " — ] is Lebesgque-integrable over R
for ally € L*(T), if and only if a = b = 0.
Proof. We only need to consider functions 1y € L*(Z), where 14(t) := e~ with § € R. Then
[ei@+0 — 1] [e~iotq — I]

i(z + 0)\V2r
If |a| # |b|, then |Fy, (z)| > 2| sin(xl/2)|a/ (i|z]|v/27), with a = }|a|—|b|}, so I, is not integrable.
If |a| = |b], take 0 so that a = —e™"b. Then F,, (z) = —2bsin((z +0)¢)/(v/27(x +0)), which is

again not integrable. The only remaining possibility is @ = b = 0, and then F, = 0 is trivially
integrable. O

F¢9<x) =

Proposition 18. P[n] = P[n] = P for alln =1,2,. ...

Proof. We have already noted that P[n] is a restriction of (—:)"d"/dz™ : H"(Z) — L*(Z). In
particular, Dom(P[n]) € H"™(Z). Thus, we only need to show that the vectors in Dom(P[n])
are exactly those elements of H"(Z) which satisfy the boundary conditions defining Dom(Fy").
Proceeding by induction, we first consider the case n = 1. Using Lemma [ we get

) AFI@FAE) = —FEFE) + =0 - o 0)
T

for ¢ € L*(Z) and ¢ € H(Z). By definition, ¢ € Dom(P[1]) if and only if z — [F](z)[Fp](z)
is integrable over R for all 1» € L?(Z). Since ¢’ € L*(Z), so that both F¢ and F¢' are in L*(R),
the first term in the right hand side of (21]) is integrable in any case. Hence ¢ € Dom(P[1]) if and
only if the second term is integrable for all ¢ € L*(Z). But by Lemma [ this happens exactly
when ¢(0) = p(¢) =0, i.e. ¢ € Dom(Fp). Thus, P[1] = F,. Now we assume inductively that
Pln — 1] = P!, Since |#"7!| < 1+ |2"| for all # € R, and the relevant complex measures are
finite, it follows that P[n] C P[n— 1] = PJ'"!, where the last equality follows from the induction
assumption. Hence, Dom(P[n]) € H™(Z) N Dom(P} ). Letting ¢ € H"(Z) N Dom(Py ') we
get from Lemma [ (b) that

in

M[mﬂ@nwm-”w)e—m — " D(0)]

for all ¢ € L?(Z). Since now p™ € L*(T) (because ¢ € H"(Z)), we can again use the same
argument as before to conclude by Lemma [ that ¢ € Dom(P[n]) if and only if o™=V (¢) =
©"1(0) = 0, i.e. ¢ € Dom(P}). The proof is complete. O

" FY)(2)[Fel(x) = (=)' [Fel(@)[Fe™) () +
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For the weak operator integral P'[n], the following result holds.
Proposition 19. P'[1] = P, and P'[2n] = (B} )*F}.

Proof. The last statement follows from Propositions [I8 (b) and [T, because the derivative of a
function with support in Z also has support in Z (this was already mentioned in the proof of
Proposition [I7).

To prove that P'[1] = Py, recall first that P'[1] is a symmetric extension of P[1], and hence
coincides with one of the selfadjoint extensions] P® of Py, or P, itself. We show that Dom(P'[1])
is a proper subspace of Dom(P®), so that P'[1] = Py must hold. For any a,b € C, define
Gap: R — Cvia @°(t) := (b—a)t/l+ a. This is obviously infinitely differentiable, and satisfies
the boundary conditions ¢, ;(0) = a and ¢, ,(¢) = b, so for a suitable choice of the two constants,
the vector ¢, will belong to the domain of a given P We will show that it does not belong to
the form domain Dy(z, P) (which is even larger than the domain of P’[1]), unless a = b = 0. In
order to prove this, it suffices to show that 2G(x) is not integrable over [1, 00), where G : R — C

A 2
is the density of the measure P, , . . i.e. G(x) := |(Fpap)(2)]* = (2m)! )f(f e_mﬂpa’b(t)dt‘ .

Now in case a = b # 0, we have simply zG(x) = 2|a|*[1 — cos(x()]/(2nx), which is not
integrable. In case a # b, we put @' := (b —a)l™' # 0,V := a/d’; then we get 27|a| ?2G(x) =
h(z) + 272(f(z) + 27 1g(x)), where h(z) := a7 '|{ + b — Ve*|?, and f and g are bounded
real functions. Now [2G(z)dr = oo is equivalent to [~ h(z)dz = oo, which is true because

h(zx) > W in case [£+b| # |b|, while h(x) = 2|b|*27[1 — cos(z{ + B)] for some 3 € [0, 27)
in case [¢ + b| = |b|. The proof is complete. O

Remark 6. It is interesting to compare the domains of the differential operators P[2n] = P[2n]
and P’[2n], both acting as restrictions of the maximal operator (—1)"d*"/dx®", and thereby
differing only by boundary conditions. Explicitly, we have

Dom(P[2n]) = Dom(P?") = { 0 € H(T) } e®0)=p® () =0, k=0,1,...,2n — 1 } :
Dom(P'[2n]) = Dom((P})*Fy)={¢e H™I) | ¢®(0) =™ () =0, k=0,....,n—1}.

(To obtain the last equality, recall that Dom((F}')*) = H"(Z).) Hence, in the case of even
index, the weak moment operator integral differs from the strong one in that half of the bound-
ary conditions are removed. Note also that P'[2n] is selfadjoint, because P} is closed. However,
as the example P'[1] = Py shows, odd moments need not be.
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