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ASYMPTOTIC LOCALIZATION OF

SYMBOL CORRESPONDENCES FOR SPIN SYSTEMS

AND SEQUENTIAL QUANTIZATIONS OF S2

P.A.S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

Abstract. Quantum or classical mechanical systems symmetric under SU(2)
are called spin systems. A SU(2)-equivariant map from (n+1)-square matrices
to functions on the 2-sphere S2, satisfying some basic properties, is called a
spin-j symbol correspondence (n = 2j ∈ N). Given a spin-j symbol correspon-
dence, the matrix algebra induces a twisted j-algebra of symbols. In the first
part of this paper, we establish a more intuitive criterion for when the Poisson
algebra of smooth functions on S2 emerges asymptotically (n → ∞) from the
sequence of twisted j-algebras. This more geometric criterion, which in many
cases is equivalent to the numerical criterion obtained in [20] for describing
symbol correspondence sequences of (anti-)Poisson type, is now given in terms
of a classical (asymptotic) localization of symbols of all projectors (quantum
pure states) in a certain family. For some important kinds of symbol corre-
spondence sequences, such a classical localization condition is equivalent to
asymptotic emergence of the Poisson algebra. But in general, the classical
localization condition is stronger than Poisson emergence. We thus also con-
sider some weaker notions of asymptotic localization of projector-symbols. In
the second part of this paper, for each sequence of symbol correspondences of
(anti-)Poisson type, we define the sequential quantization of a smooth function
on S2 and its asymptotic operator acting on a ground Hilbert space. Then, af-
ter presenting some concrete examples of these constructions, we obtain some
relations between asymptotic localization of a symbol correspondence sequence
and the asymptotics of its sequential quantization of smooth functions on S2.
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1. Introduction

Quantum or classical mechanical systems which are symmetric under SU(2) are
called spin systems. While the Poisson algebra of the classical spin systems is
infinite dimensional (smooth functions on the 2-sphere S2), the operator algebra
of a quantum spin-j system is finite dimensional (linear operators on Cn+1, where
n = 2j ∈ N). Thus, one is naturally led to ask if, or under which conditions, the
Poisson algebra of the classical spin system emerges as the asymptotic limit of the
operator algebra of quantum spin-j systems, as j →∞. But in full generality, this
question can only be well posed if we first specify a sequence of injective SU(2)-
equivariant linear maps from linear operators on Cn+1 to smooth functions on S2

(satisfying a few other properties), a so-called sequence of symbol correspondences.
This question has been addressed and answered in the research monograph [20].

An important conclusion of [20] is that, given a generic sequence of symbol corre-
spondences, the sequence of spin-j quantum systems do not approach the classical
spin system as j grows indefinitely. Actually, for spin systems, a necessary and
sufficient condition was found in [20] for the asymptotic emergence of the classical
Poisson algebra from a sequence of twisted algebras of the corresponding symbols.
Symbol correspondence sequences with this property are said to be of Poisson or
anti-Poisson type and the necessary and sufficient condition for such was stated in
[20] in numerical terms, as a non-generic asymptotic condition on the sequence of
characteristic numbers of the respective symbol correspondences, as follows.

For n = 2j ∈ N,1 a quantum spin-j system is a complex Hilbert spaceHj ≃ Cn+1

together with an irreducible unitary representation ϕj : SU(2)→ U(n+1). Then, a
spin-j symbol correspondence W j is a linear injective and SO(3)-equivariant map2

(1.1) W j : MC(n+ 1)→ C∞
C (S2) , P 7→W j

P ,

such thatW j
P∗ =W j

P andW j
I = 1, cf. Definition 2.5. By decomposing the operator

space into SO(3)-invariant subspaces (indexed by l, 0 ≤ l ≤ n), we establish a
standard basis {ej(l,m)}−l≤m≤l≤n of MC(n+ 1), cf. Theorem 2.3, so that

(1.2) W j :
√
n+ 1ej(l,m) 7→ cnl Y

m
l ,

where Y m
l are the spherical harmonics, and the n nonzero real numbers3

(1.3) cnl ∈ R∗ , 1 ≤ l ≤ n = 2j ,

are the characteristic numbers of W j , cf. Theorem 2.8.

1In this paper, we adopt the usual convention N = {1, 2, 3, · · · } and denote by N0 = N ∪ {0}.
2The action of SU(2) on both spaces, MC(n+ 1) and C∞

C
(S2), is effectively an SO(3) action.

3W j
I
≡ 1 ⇐⇒ cn

0
≡ 1.
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Given a symbol correspondence W j , the operator product is “imported” as a
product of functions on the sphere, the twisted product of symbols, ⋆n~c , defined by

(1.4) W j
P ⋆

n
~c W

j
Q =W j

PQ ,

where ~c = (cn1 , · · · , cnn) denotes the n-tuple of characteristic numbers of W j .
Now, the standard area form on homogeneous S2 is a SO(3)-invariant symplectic

form, then, a symbol correspondence sequence W = (W j)n∈N is of Poisson type if
the asymptotic n → ∞ limit of the twisted product of symbols always coincides
with their pointwise product and if, to first order in 1/n, the asymptotic limit of
the twisted commutator of symbols equals

√
−1 times their Poisson bracket (being

of anti-Poisson type if it equals −
√
−1 times their Poisson bracket).

In fact, care is needed with this asymptotic limit because, although the image of
any operator by (1.1)-(1.2) is a smooth function, the limit of images of operators
in a sequence may not belong to C∞

C
(S2), and this is intrinsically related to the

subject of this paper. But this subtlety can be circumvented in order to well define
symbol correspondence sequences of (anti-)Poisson type, cf. Definition 2.27.

Then it was shown in [20] that, for any symbol correspondence sequence W ,

(1.5)

Poisson type ⇐⇒ lim
n→∞

cnl = 1 , ∀l ∈ N ,

anti-Poisson type ⇐⇒ lim
n→∞

cnl = (−1)l , ∀l ∈ N ,

cf. Theorem 2.28 below [20, Theorem 8.2.21]. Thus, being of (anti-)Poisson type is
a nongeneric condition for a symbol correspondence sequence because the sequence
of symbol products, defined by (1.2)-(1.4), clearly depends (and only depends) on
the bi-sequence (cnl )l≤n∈N of characteristic numbers, but condition (1.5) is obviously
too stringent for a generic bi-sequence (cnl )l≤n∈N satisfying just (1.3).

Furthermore, as also shown in [20], this asymptotic condition fails to be generic
even in each of two very important subsets of symbol correspondence sequences: the
subset consisting of sequences of isometric (Stratonovich-Weyl) correspondences,
for which the map (1.2) is an isometry4, and the subset of sequences of mapping-
positive (coherent-state) correspondences, for which the map (1.2) is positive.

For isometric correspondences there is the additional requirement: |cnl | ≡ 1, but
because the signs can generically be anything, condition (1.5) is still too stringent.
The requirements on the cnl ’s for a symbol correspondence to be mapping-positive
are less strict, hence condition (1.5) is more stringent on this subset. In fact, these
two subsets, isometric and mapping-positive, were conjectured in [20] to be disjoint.
In this paper, this important conjecture is proved in Theorem 3.3.

However, given the relevance of singling out the symbol correspondence sequences
of Poisson or anti-Poisson type, we were still missing a geometrical or “physically
intuitive” interpretation for when a sequence of symbol correspondences takes the
sequence of spin-j quantum systems to the classical spin system in the asymptotic
j →∞ limit. In other words, we wanted a better answer to the question:

(1.6) How can we “see” condition (1.5)?

This question is answered in this paper by looking at the asymptotic localization
of the symbols of pure J3-invariant states

5.

4With respect to the normalized inner products on both spaces, cf. Definition 2.7.
5For affine quantum systems, i.e. ordinary quantum mechanics with Hilbert space L2(Rk), it’s well
known that Ehrenfest’s theorem fails to hold in general for pure states which are not sufficiently
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For a quantum spin-j system, if ~J = (J1, J2, J3) is the operator of angular
momentum, a pure J3-invariant state is a vector u(j,m) ∈ Hj ≃ Cn+1 satisfying
J3u(j,m) = mu(j,m), −j ≤ m ≤ j, and these comprise the standard basis of the
spin-j system, indexed from highest (m = j) to lowest (m = −j) weight, so that a
pure J3-state can also be seen as a projector onto the kth subspace, Πk ∈MC(n+1),
1 ≤ k ≤ n+1, with k = j−m+1, and the convex hull of all projectors Πk constitute
the set of all J3-invariant states (pure and mixed).

Considering the sequence of quantum spin-j systems, for a natural sequence

(kn)n∈N satisfying kn ∈ N, 1 ≤ kn ≤ n+ 1,

the sequence (Πkn
)n∈N of projectors is said to be r-convergent if

kn/n→ r ∈ [0, 1] , as n→∞ ,

and in this case, given a sequence of symbol correspondences W = (W j)n∈N, the

sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N of quasi-probability distributions on [−1, 1], given by

ρjkn
=
n+ 1

2
W j

Πkn
restricted to z-axis ,

is said to be an r-convergent Π-distribution sequence, cf. Definition 4.2. Then,
a symbol correspondence sequence W = (W j)n∈N localizes (resp. anti-localizes)
classically if every r-convergent Π-distribution sequence localizes classically at

z0 = 1− 2r (resp. z0 = 2r − 1) ∈ [−1, 1] .
In the above sentence, the word “every” is important and by classical localization

at z0 we mean that the sequence of quasi-probability distributions converges, as
distribution, to Dirac’s δ(z − z0) distribution on C∞

C
([−1, 1]), in the sense that

(1.7) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = f(z0) , ∀f ∈ C∞

C ([−1, 1]) ,

cf. Definitions 4.3-4.5. Hence, for all practical purposes, if a symbol correspondence
sequence (anti-)localizes classically, for every r ∈ [0, 1] we can “see” the symbols
of any r-convergent Π-distribution sequence “concentrating” asymptotically on the
parallel of colatitude ϕ = arccos(z0) on the sphere (the “classical picture”).

Then, Corollaries 4.17, 4.18 and 4.22 state that a sequence of mapping-positive
symbol correspondences, or else a sequence of isometric symbol correspondences,
is of (anti-)Poisson type if and only if the given symbol correspondence sequence
(anti-)localizes classically. In fact, Corollary 4.17 presents one of the main results
of this paper, providing a partial answer to question (1.6) by stating that, for any
symbol correspondence sequence W ,

(1.8) classical (anti-)localization ⇒ (anti-)Poisson type.

However, the converse is not true in general and thus such a classical localization
condition is a stronger condition than asymptotic Poisson emergence, for general
symbol correspondence sequences. This is another main result of the paper, which is
presented in Theorem 4.24. Before, Theorem 4.20 presented yet another important

localized in Rk (cf. e.g. [8]), thus the notion that emergence of Poisson mechanics from quantum
mechanics should be related to (asymptotic) localization of pure states is somewhat “physically
intuitive”. Because we look at J3-invariant pure states in the case of spin systems, the analogy
with affine systems is perhaps clearer if there we think of localization of momentum eigenstates.
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result, providing sufficient conditions for classical (anti-)localization of a symbol
correspondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson type, as:

(1.9) direction (⇐) in (1.8) holds for a polynomial growth with l of |cnl | ,
cf. (4.16) for the more explicit bounds. Accordingly, the characteristic numbers of
mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequences and of isometric symbol corre-
spondence sequences, both satisfy the polynomial bounds in (4.16).

Hence, the standard (resp. alternate) Berezin symbol correspondence sequence,
being mapping-positive, and the standard (resp. alternate) Stratonovich-Weyl sym-
bol correspondence sequence, being isometric, both being of Poisson (resp. anti-
Poisson) type, both localize (resp. anti-localize) classically.

Now, for general symbol correspondences there is a well defined notion of duality,
cf. Definition 2.15, and the dual of a mapping-positive symbol correspondence is a
positive-dual symbol correspondence, cf. Definition 3.1. It turns out that, in gen-
eral, the characteristic numbers of positive-dual symbol correspondence sequences
of (anti-)Poisson type do not satisfy the polynomial bounds in (4.16).

However, there are important examples of positive-dual symbol correspondence
sequences of (anti-)Poisson type, specially the standard (resp. alternate) Toeplitz
corresspondence sequence, dual of the standard (resp. alternate) Berezin correspon-
dence sequence, for which their |cnl | have well behaved exponential growth with l,
allowing us to consider some weaker notions of asymptotic localization of a symbol
correspondence sequence, encompassing these special examples.

For such a generalization, called µ-analitical (anti-)localization ofW = (W j)n∈N,

the r-convergent sequences of quasi-probability distributions (ρjkn
)n∈N converge to

Dirac’s δ(z − z0) distribution on Aµ([−1, 1]) ⊂ C∞
C
([−1, 1]), the space of complex-

analytic extensions to the interior of the Bernstein ellipse ∂Eµ, with foci ±1 and
sum of semi-axis equal to µ, for some µ > 1, cf. (4.30) and Definition 4.27.

This paper is organized as follows.
In section 2 we present a summary of the main constructions and results of [20]

which are necessary for understanding the questions addressed in this paper. Thus,
after reviewing the main definitions and properties of quantum and classical spin
systems, we review the main definitions and results on symbol correspondences for
spin systems and their associated twisted products of symbols. In order to make
this paper minimally self-contained, this section is not too short.

In section 3 we prove the splitting Theorem 3.3, which states that the subsets of
isometric (Stratonovich-Weyl) correspondences, mapping-positive (coherent-state)
correspondences, and positive-dual correspondences, are mutually disjoint.

Then, section 4 comprises the bulk of the first part of this paper. There we
address the questions on localization, presenting the main definitions of asymptotic
localization and proving the main results alluded to above. In order to develop
a better understanding of the issues involved, before moving on to the general
case, we start by studying the questions of asymptotic localization in the case of
mapping-positive correspondences, and this leads to another interesting result of
the paper, which states that a mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequence
localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classically if and only if

(1.10) lim
n→∞

cn1 = 1 (resp. = −1) , lim
n→∞

cn2 = 1 ,

cf. Theorem 4.10. Hence, from (1.8) we have that, for mapping-positive symbol
correspondence sequences, the Poisson algebra of smooth functions emerges as an
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asymptotic limit of the twisted algebra of symbols if and only if (1.10) is satisfied, a
much weaker condition than (1.5) for general correspondences. In addition we have
that, for mapping-positive and for positive-dual symbol correspondence sequences,
(1.10) implies the r.h.s. of (1.5), a rather strong implication, cf. Corollary 4.19.

Up to section 4, we shall have been investigating the localization property for spin
systems from the approach which is inverse of quantization, namely, dequantization
and (semi)classical limit (same approach used in [20]). But it is also possible to
investigate asymptotic localization of symbol correspondences for spin systems from
the quantization approach, which is the subject of the second part of this paper.

Now, there are various approaches to quantization of a Poisson manifold, but
the most common one, deformation quantization, was shown by Rieffel (over three
decades ago) to be ill suited for producing a SO(3)-invariant “star product” on
S2 that actually converges [18] (see also [13]). This problem disappears when
defining a sequence of twisted products of the form (1.4), for W = (W j)n∈N of
(anti-)Poisson type (cf. [20, Chap. 9]), and now we can also take advantage of
having symbol correspondence sequences in order to define sequential quantizations
of smooth functions on S2, as developed in section 5 and outlined below.

Given a symbol correspondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson type W = (W j)n∈N,
for any f ∈ C∞

C
(S2) we define its W -quantization as the sequence of operators

(1.11) Fw = (Fw
n )n∈N, F

w
n = [W j ]−1(f) ,

with a similar definition for

(1.12) F̃w = (F̃w
n )n∈N , F̃

w
n = [W̃ j ]−1(f) ,

the W̃ -quantization of f , which is obtained from the dual symbol correspondence

sequence W̃ = (W̃ j)n∈N, cf. Definitions 2.15 and 5.4.
On the other hand, given an operator sequence F = (Fn)n∈N, for each j we have

an action Fn : Hj → Hj and we want to make sense of such an action in the limit
j →∞. For this, we develop the notion of a ground Hilbert space and operators on
this asymptotic limit of a nested sequence of Hilbert spaces, as follows.

Let H = (Hj , 〈·|·〉j)2j=n∈N denote a sequence of (n + 1)-dimensional complex
Hilbert spaces, where 〈·|·〉j is the inner product on Hj , so that F : H→ H as above.
We say that H< is a nested sequence of Hilbert spaces if there are nesting maps

ιj
′

j : Hj → Hj′ whenever j ≤ j′, which are isometric inclusions. This allows us to

define a nested norm || · || on H< and then the notion of a convergent state sequence
Φ ∈ H<∞, Φ = (φj)2j∈N, φ

j ∈ Hj (convergent in the sense of Cauchy w.r.t. || · ||),
and a convergent operator sequence F : H<∞ → H<∞, cf. Definitions 5.10-5.11.

With the notion of a well-nested basis sequence E = ({ejk}1≤k≤2j+1)2j∈N, where

each {ejk}1≤k≤2j+1 is a basis for Hj , cf. Definition 5.13, we can identify the ground
Hilbert space H of H<∞ with the space of complex ℓ2-sequences spanned by the

grounding basis E = {ek}k∈N, where ek = limj→∞ e
j
k, ∀k ∈ N, since (ejk)2j∈N ∈ H<∞,

for each k ∈ N, cf. Definition 5.14 and Theorem 5.15.
This latter theorem also shows that (E, E) provides an isomorphism between H

and the set of equivalence classes of convergent state sequences, where, for any
Φ = (φj)2j∈N,Φ

′ = (φ′j)2j∈N ∈ H<∞,

(1.13) Φ ≈ Φ′ ⇐⇒ lim
j→∞

φj = lim
j→∞

φ′j ∴ H ≃ H<∞/≈ .



SPIN CORRESPONDENCES: LOCALIZATION & QUANTIZATION 7

Then, Definition 5.22 imports this equivalence relation to the set of convergent
operator sequences,

F ≈ F′ ⇐⇒ F(Φ) ≈ F′(Φ) , ∀Φ ∈ H<∞ ,

so that, finally, Theorem 5.23 identifies an operator on H with the equivalence class
[F] = F/≈ of a convergent operator sequence, that is,

(1.14) F : H<∞ → H<∞ ⇐⇒ [F] = F : H → H .

These definitions and theorems are illustrated in Examples 5.29 and 5.30. In
the first one, the nested sequence of Hilbert spaces Hj →֒ Hj′ is identified with a
sequence of holomorphic polynomials on CP 1 ≃ S2 of degrees 2j = n ≤ n′ = 2j′.
Then, the ground Hilbert space is a convergent subspace of the ring of formal power
series in one complex variable, which can be thought of as a space of modified
holomorphic functions on CP 1. In the second example, we identify Hj →֒ Hj′ with
modified complex Fourier polinomials of degrees j ≤ j′ on R mod 2π, the latter
identified with a closed geodesic X ⊂ S2, and the ground Hilbert space is the space
of complex functions on X ⊂ S2 defined via modified complex Fourier series.

Now, for some operator sequences F = (Fn)n∈N, Fn ∈ MC(n + 1), one has a
natural definition of its asymptotic norm ||F||∞ which is independent of the ground
Hilbert space H on which F acts asymptotically via (1.14), in contrast with the
usual operator norm for F : H → H. And in fact, for any operator sequence F,
one has a natural definition of F being upper-bounded, which is independent of the
sequence of Hilbert spaces on which it acts, cf. Definition 5.3. Then, Proposition
5.31 states that, given a well-nested sequence of Hilbert spaces (H<,E), an operator
sequence F is a convergent operator sequence F : H<∞ → H<∞, inducing an operator
on the ground Hilbert space, F = [F] : H → H, only if F is upper bounded.

In this setting, Example 5.37 show that if a symbol correspondence sequence W

is of (anti-)Poisson type, generally their W - and W̃ -quantized functions may not
define asymptotic operators on a ground Hilbert space. Then, Theorems 5.36 and
5.38 present relations between classical (resp. µ-analytical) localization of W and

equality of the L2-norm of f with the asymptotic norms || · ||∞ of Fw and F̃w,
cf. (1.11)-(1.12), for (J3-invariant) functions f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]) (resp. Aµ([−1, 1])).

Thus, many of the results in section 5.2 provide relations between asymptotic local-
ization of a symbol correspondence sequence W and the possibility that their W -

and W̃ -quantized functions define asymptotic operators on a ground Hilbert space.
Finally, in the quantization setting there is a natural definition of a symbol cor-

respondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson-type possessing classical (anti-)expectation,
which means that, for any r-convergent (Πkn

)n∈N sequence,

(1.15) ∃ lim
n→∞

〈Πkn
|F̃w

n 〉 ∈ C , ∀f ∈ C∞
C (S2) ,

cf. (1.12), where 〈·|·〉 is the usual Hilbert-Schmidt inner product of operators.
Then, Theorem 5.44 shows the equivalence between classical (anti-)localization of
a symbol correspondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson-type W and its possession of
classical (anti-)expectation. But at first sight, it looks surprising that the mere
existence of the limit in (1.15) should be equivalent to the specific form of the limit
in (1.7). Thus, showing their equivalence is the last main result of this paper.

We close, in section 6, with some final thoughts on why asymptotic Poisson
emergence is generally a weaker property than the classical localization property.
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For completeness, in the appendix (section 7) we provide a pedestrian proof of a
well-known result in probability theory which is used for Theorem 4.10, and a proof
of a well-known formula, Edmonds formula, used to prove Theorems 4.14 and 4.20.

2. Review of some basic definitions and results

This section follows closely to the more detailed and extended treatment in [20]6.

2.1. Quantum and classical spin systems. Let SU(2) be the special unitary
subgroup of GL2(C), satisfying: det g = 1 and gg∗ = g∗g = e, ∀g ∈ SU(2). From
these properties, topologically SU(2) ≃ S3 = {z1, z2 ∈ C : |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1}, hence
it is compact and simply connected. The Lie algebra su(2) of SU(2) is generated
by the Pauli matrices {σ1, σ2, σ3} satisfying the commutation relations

[σa, σb] = 2iǫabcσc ,

where ǫabc is totally antisymmetric, and is isomorphic to the Lie algebra so(3) of
the special orthogonal group SO(3). For any isomorphism dψ : su(2)→ so(3), the
homomorphism ψ : SU(2)→ SO(3) has kernel Z2, thus SO(3) = SU(2)/Z2.

Since SU(2) is compact, every one of its irreducible unitary representations is
finite dimensional (cf. [17]), commonly labeled by a half-integer number j, where
2j + 1 ∈ N is its dimension, so we will denote it by ϕj . A representation ϕj of
SU(2) is also a representation of SO(3) if and only if j is an integer. Now, for
n = 2j ∈ N, let MC(n+ 1) denote the algebra of (n+ 1)-square complex matrices.

Definition 2.1 ([20]). A quantum spin-j system is a complex Hilbert space Hj ≃
Cn+1 with an irreducible unitary representation ϕj : SU(2) → G ⊂ U(n + 1), G
isomorphic to SU(2) or SO(3) according to whether j is strictly half-integer or is
integer. The operator algebra of the spin-j system7 is B(Hj) ≃MC(n+ 1).

The spin operators Jk = Jj
k = dϕj(σk/2) ∈ B(Hj) correspond to the x, y,

and z components of the total angular momentum or spin8. The usual approach
for a spin-j system is to diagonalize the operator J3 ≡ Jz, which has eigenvalues
m = −j,−j + 1, ..., j − 1, j. We denote the vectors of an orthonormal basis of Hj

comprised of eigenvectors of J3 by u(j,m). Then, we define the ladder operators
J± = J1±iJ2 and the norm-square operator J2 = J2

1 +J
2
2+J

2
3 = J∓J±+J3(J3±I),

where I is the identity. The commutation relations are

(2.1) [Ja, Jb] = iǫabcJc , [J+, J−] = 2J3 , [J3, J±] = ±J± ,

thus J2 = j(j + 1)I, and these operators act as

(2.2)

J3(u(j,m)) = m(u(j,m)) ,

J+(u(j,m)) = αj,mu(j,m+ 1) ,

J−(u(j,m)) = βj,mu(j,m− 1) ,

6Some of the definitions and results summarized in this section are not present in the preliminary
version of [20] that was first posted in the arXiv (which could not be later updated there due to
copyright restrictions). Although [20] presents a full treatment of general symbol correspondences
for spin system, various excellent treatments of some special symbol correspondences can be found
elsewhere, cf. e.g. [4], [24] and the review [14], and references therein.
7One often finds in the literature the term spin-j system referring to a lattice of n spin-1/2 parti-
cles, but such lattices have spatial degrees of freedom which are fully neglected in our definition.
8We are taking ~ = 1 (equivalent to a rescaling of units).



SPIN CORRESPONDENCES: LOCALIZATION & QUANTIZATION 9

where αj,m and βj,m are non zero constants, except for αj,j = βj,−j = 0. To (almost
completely) eliminate the freedom of choosing an individual phase factor for each
u(j,m), we choose a highest weight vector u(j, j) and fix all the other phases so
that the constants βj,m are nonnegative real numbers. Thus, for such a basis, called
standard, there is just one free phase on the choice of u(j, j) and

(2.3) αj,m =
√
(j −m)(j +m+ 1) , βj,m =

√
(j +m)(j −m+ 1) .

To extend the representation ϕj(g) acting onHj to a representation Φj(g) acting
on the operator space MC(n+ 1) ≃ B(Hj) = Hom(Hj ,Hj) ≃ Hj ⊗H∗

j , we use the
dual representation of ϕj(g) acting onH∗

j , denoted by ϕ̌j(g). Via the inner-product

identification H∗
j ↔ Hj , we have that ϕ̌j(g)↔ ϕj(g)

−1, ∀g ∈ SU(2). For the spin

operators, J̌1 ↔ −J1, J̌2 ↔ J2 and J̌3 ↔ −J3, so J̌+ ↔ −J− and J̌− ↔ −J+.
Hence, a standard basis of H∗

j is formed by vectors

(2.4) ǔ(j,m)↔ (−1)j+m
u(j,−m) ,

where ↔ denotes that the l.h.s. is identified as the dual of the r.h.s.
Thus, u(j,m1)⊗ǔ(j,m2) = (−1)j+m2Ej−m1+1,j+m2+1 , where Ek,l ∈MC(n+1) is

the one-element matrix [Ek,l]p,q = δk,pδl,q. Hence, ϕj(g)⊗ ϕ̌j(g)↔ ϕj(g)⊗ϕj(g)
−1,

(2.5) Φj(g) : B(Hj)→ B(Hj) , P 7→ P g = ϕj(g)Pϕj(g)
−1 , ∀g ∈ SU(2),

and the spin operators Jk = dΦj(σk/2) acting on B(Hj) can be identified with
Jk = dϕj(σk/2) acting on P ∈ B(Hj) via the commutator, that is,

(2.6) P 7→ [Jk, P ] =: Jk(P ) .

Theorem 2.2 (cf. e.g. [20]). The Clebsch-Gordan series for B(Hj) is

ϕj ⊗ ϕ̌j =

n⊕

l=0

ϕl .

Thus, the induced action (2.5) of SU(2) on B(Hj) is effectively an SO(3) action.
For each ϕl, we find a standard basis of vectors e

j(l,m) as we did for Hj . The
orthonormal basis {u(j,m1)⊗ ǔ(j,m2)} of B(Hj) is called uncoupled, whereas the
basis consisting of ej(l,m), where {ej(l,m),−l ≤ m ≤ l} is a basis of the (2l+ 1)-
dimensional SO(3)-invariant subspace ϕl, is called coupled9. This basis satisfies

(2.7)

[J+, e
j(l,m)] = αl,me

j(l,m+ 1) , [J−, e
j(l,m)] = βl,me

j(l,m− 1) ,

[J3, e
j(l,m)] = me

j(l,m) ,

3∑

k=1

[Jk, [Jk, e
j(l,m)]] = l(l + 1)ej(l,m) ,

being also orthonormal w.r.t. the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on MC(n+ 1).

Theorem 2.3 ([20]). The coupled standard basis vectors e
j(l,m) of B(Hj) satisfy

(2.8) e
j(l,−m) = (−1)me

j(l,m)T

9Taking H∗
j as another spin-j system, this is equivalent to addition (actually subtraction) of spin.

In Dirac’s notation, we can write u(j,m1)⊗ ǔ(j,m2) = |j,m1, j,m2〉 and e
j(l, m) = |(j, j)l,m〉.
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and are given explicitly, for 0 ≤ m ≤ l, by

e
j(l,m) =

(−1)l
νnl,m

l−m∑

k=0

(−1)k
(
l −m
k

)
J l−m−k
− J l

+J
k
− ,(2.9)

νnl,m =
l!√

2l+ 1

√
(n+ l + 1)!

(n− l)!

√
(l −m)!

(l +m)!
.(2.10)

The coefficients of the change of orthonormal basis

(2.11) u(j,m1)⊗ ǔ(j,m2) =

n∑

l=0

l∑

m=−l

C j, j, l
m1,m2,me

j(l,m)

are called Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and for SU(2) they have been extensively
studied10, cf. e.g. [6, 25]. They are unique up to a phase and we adopt the usual
convention in which all Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are real.

We now turn to the classical spin system.

Definition 2.4 ([20]). The classical spin system is the homogeneous 2-sphere with
its Poisson algebra {C∞

C
(S2), ω}, where the symplectic form is the usual area form

with local expression ω = sinϕdϕ∧dθ in spherical coordinates w.r.t. the north pole.

We refer to [20] for a detailed justification of the above definition, but here we
point out that every quantum spin-j system is a mechanical system with one degree
of freedom, which is consistent with its classical phase space being the 2-dimensional
symplectic manifold which is the generic coadjoint orbit of SU(2).

Now, just as for the quantum operator spaces, we can find an orthonormal basis
for C∞

C
(S2) by decomposing the action of SO(3) on C∞

C
(S2) in (2l+1)-dimensional

invariant subspaces which are spanned by the standard basis of spherical harmonics:

(2.12) Y m
l (n) =

√
2l+ 1

√
(l −m)!

(l +m)!
Pm
l (cosϕ)eimθ,

where (ϕ, θ) are spherical polar coordinates of n ∈ S2 w.r.t. the north pole n0,
in other words, the colatitude and longitude on S2, and Pm

l are the associated
Legendre polynomials on [−1, 1]. As in (2.7), Y m

l satisfies

(2.13) J+(Y
m
l ) = αl,mY

m+1
l , J−(Y

m
l ) = βl,mY

m−1
l , J3(Y

m
l ) = mY m

l ,

where J± = J1 ± iJ2 and Jk = iLk , for the generators Lk of the Lie algebra so(3)
acting on C∞

C
(S2) via L1 = z∂y − y∂z , L2 = x∂z − z∂x , L3 = y∂x − x∂y , with

(x, y, z) denoting the cartesian coordinates of the unit sphere S2 ⊂ R3. Accordingly,
for J2 = J2

1 + J2
2 + J2

3 , Y
m
l also satisfies

(2.14) J2(Y m
l ) = l(l + 1)Y m

l , 〈Y m
l |Y m′

l′ 〉 = δl,l′δm,m′ ,

where 〈·|·〉 is the normalized inner product on C∞
C
(S2), cf. (2.16) below.

10In particular, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in (2.11) vanish when m 6= m1 +m2 so that the
summation in m in (2.11) is actually moot, only the term with m = m1 +m2 survives in its r.h.s.
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2.2. Symbol correspondences. By a spin-j symbol correspondence, we mean a
map that associates to every spin-j operator a unique function on the 2-sphere,
called its symbol, satisfying very basic and natural properties, as follows.

Definition 2.5. A map W j : B(Hj)→ C∞
C
(S2), P 7→W j [P ] =W j

P , is a symbol
correspondence for a spin-j system if, ∀P,Q ∈ B(Hj), ∀g ∈ SO(3), it satisfies

i) Linearity and injectivity;

ii) Equivariance: W j
P g = (W j

P )
g;

iii) Reality: W j
P∗ =W j

P ;

iv) Normalization: 1
4π

∫
S2 W

j
P dS = 1

n+1 tr(P ).

If injectivity fails but all other properties hold, W j is called a pre-symbol map.

Remark 2.6. In (ii), on the r.h.s. the action on functions is the one induced
by the standard SO(3) action on the unit sphere S2 ⊂ R3, and on the l.h.s. the
action on operators (P 7→ P g) is given by (2.5) for any of the two choices of lifting
g ∈ SO(3) to g̃ ∈ SU(2). From (iii), hermitian operators are mapped to real
functions. Condition (iv) is necessary to assure that I 7→ 1 (constant function 1).

The above properties for a spin-j symbol correspondence were first set out by
Stratonovich [23] who imposed a more strict property which implies (iv), as follows:

Definition 2.7. A Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence is a symbol correspondence
that is an isometry with respect to the normalized inner products, that is, it satisfies

v) Isometry : 〈P |Q〉j = 〈W j
P |W

j
Q〉 ,

where

〈P |Q〉j =
1

n+ 1
〈P |Q〉 = 1

n+ 1
tr(P ∗Q) ,(2.15)

〈W j
P |W

j
Q〉 =

1

4π

∫

S2

W j
PW

j
QdS .(2.16)

But as can be seen from various examples, the first one set out by Berezin [4], this
isometry condition is too strict to be imposed on general symbol correspondences.

Schur’s lemma implies that a symbol correspondence is an isomorphism between
the subspaces spanned by e

j(l,m) and Y m
l for fixed l. So we can turn the injectivity

requirement into bijectivity by taking W j : B(Hj)→ PolyC(S
2)≤n, where

PolyC(S
2)≤n

is the space of complex polynomials on S2 of proper degree less than or equal to n.
Any symbol correspondence can be characterized as follows:

Theorem 2.8 ([20]). A map W j : B(Hj) → C∞
C
(S2) is a symbol correspondence

if and only if there is a diagonal matrix K ∈MC(n+ 1) such that tr(K) = 1 and

(2.17) W j
P (n) = tr(PK(n)),

where K(n) = Kg (cf. (2.5)) for n = gn0, n0 the north pole on S2, and K is
given by

(2.18) K =
1

n+ 1
I +

n∑

l=1

cnl

√
2l + 1

n+ 1
e
j(l, 0) ,
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with e
j(l, 0) given by (2.9), where cnl ∈ R∗, for l = 1, ..., n. In particular,

(2.19) W j :
√
n+ 1ej(l,m) 7→ cnl Y

m
l ∈ PolyC(S2)≤n .

Definition 2.9 ([20]). The diagonal matrix K as above is called the operator kernel
and the n nonzero real numbers cnl as above are called the characteristic numbers
of the spin-j symbol correspondence.

The following theorem, first obtained in an equivalent form by Gracia-Bondia
and Varilly [24], follows immediately from (2.19).

Theorem 2.10. A symbol correspondence is a Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence
if and only if all of its characteristic numbers have unitary norm, that is,

(2.20) |cnl | = 1 , 1 ≤ ∀l ≤ n .
In particular, we have the following more special cases:

Definition 2.11 ([20]). The standard Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence is the
symbol correspondence with all characteristic numbers equal to 1, i.e. given by
εnl = 1, 1 ≤ ∀l ≤ n. The alternate Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence is the symbol
correspondence with characteristic numbers given by εnl− = (−1)l, 1 ≤ ∀l ≤ n.

Definition 2.12. A Berezin correspondence11 is a symbol correspondence defined
via (2.17) by an operator kernel which is a projector Πk = Ek,k.

Now, the projectors Πk decompose as

(2.21) Πk =
1

n+ 1
I + (−1)k+1

n∑

l=1

C j, j, l
m,−m, 0e

j(l, 0),

where m = j − k + 1 (cf. [20]). Since some Clebsch-Gordan coefficient on the
decomposition may vanish, not all Πk define symbol correspondences for all n ∈ N.

However, let h : Cn+1 × Cn+1 → C denote the inner product that is conjugate
linear in the first variable and consider the maps:

Φj : C
2 → Cn+1, (z1, z2) 7→

(
zn1 , ...,

√(
n

k

)
zn−k
1 zk2 , ..., z

n
2

)
,

σ : C2 → C2, (z1, z2) 7→ (−z2, z1) ; π : C2 → R3, (z1, z2) 7→ n = (x, y, z) ,

x+ iy = 2z̄1z2 , z = |z1|2 − |z2|2 .
On S3 ⊂ C2, π : S3 → S2 is the Hopf map and Φj : S

3 → S2n+1. Then we have:

Theorem 2.13 ([20]). For every n ∈ N, consider the maps

Bj , Bj− :MC(n+1)→ PolyC(S
2)≤n

Bj : P 7→ Bj
P (n) = h(Φj(z1, z2), PΦj(z1, z2)),

Bj− : P 7→ Bj−
P (n) = h(Φ−

j (z1, z2), PΦ
−
j (z1, z2)),

where Φ−
j = Φj ◦ σ, n = π(z1, z2), (z1, z2) ∈ S3. Then, each of the maps Bj , Bj−

satisfies (i)-(iv) in Definition 2.5 and is therefore a symbol correspondence. The

11The original definition by Berezin [4] uses only the highest-weight projector Π1, but this more
general form was, as far as we know, set out by Marc Rieffel (lectures at Berkeley, 2002).
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operator kernel for Bj is Π1 and the one for Bj− is Πn+1. Their characteristic
numbers are denoted by bnl and bnl−, respectively, and are given by

(2.22) bnl =

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
C j, j, l

j,−j, 0 =
n!
√
n+ 1√

(n+ l + 1)!(n− l)!
, bnl− = (−1)lbnl .

Definition 2.14 ([20]). The map Bj defines the standard Berezin correspondence
(cf. [4]) and the map Bj− defines the alternate Berezin correspondence.

Definition 2.15. If W j is a spin-j symbol correspondence, its dual is the spin-j

symbol correspondence W̃ j satisfying, ∀P,Q ∈ B(Hj),

(2.23) 〈P |Q〉j = 〈W̃ j
P |W

j
Q〉 = 〈W

j
P |W̃

j
Q〉 .

Theorem 2.16 ([20]). If ∀P ∈ B(Hj), W j : P 7→ W j
P is the spin-j symbol corre-

spondence defined by the operator kernel K via (2.17), with characteristic numbers

cnl , then its dual is the symbol correspondence W̃ j : P 7→ W̃ j
P defined implicitly by

P =
n+ 1

4π

∫

S2

W̃ j
P (n)K(n)dS

and its characteristic numbers are

(2.24) c̃nl = 1/cnl .

Definition 2.17 ([20]). The standard Toeplitz correspondence12 is the symbol cor-
respondence dual to the standard Berezin correspondence. Likewise, the alternate
Toeplitz correspondence is dual to the alternate Berezin correspondence.

Corollary 2.18. The standard (resp. alternate) Toeplitz correspondence is well
defined ∀n ∈ N and has characteristic numbers tnl = 1/bnl (resp. tnl− = (−1)l/bnl ).

Remark 2.19. It follows from Definitions 2.7 and 2.15 that Stratonovich-Weyl
(isometric) correspondences are self-dual, and vice-versa. But from (2.22), standard
and alternate Berezin and Toeplitz correspondences are not isometric.

Note also from (2.22) that all bnl > 0. Symbol correspondences with all cnl > 0
are called characteristic-positive. In particular, the standard Stratonovich-Weyl
correspondence is the only characteristic-positive isometric correspondence.

Berezin correspondences are particular cases of a more general class:

Definition 2.20. A symbol correspondence is mapping-positive if it maps positive
(resp. positive-definite) operators to positive (resp. strictly-positive) functions.

Theorem 2.21 ([20]). A symbol correspondence is mapping-positive if and only if
its operator kernel is a convex combination of projectors Πk, for k = 1, ..., n+ 1.

As explained in [20], from the above theorem a synonym for mapping-positive
correspondence is coherent-state correspondence. Like for Berezin correspondences,
in general not all convex combinations of projectors define an operator kernel for
which the pre-symbol map is injective. But we have the following:

12The standard Berezin and standard Toeplitz correspondences are also commonly known in the
literature as Berezin’s covariant and contravariant correspondences, respectively (cf. [4]).



14 P.A.S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

Theorem 2.22 ([20]). For every n ∈ N, the positive pre-symbol map MC(n+1)→
PolyC(S

2)≤n defined via (2.17) by the operator kernel

(2.25) S1/2 =
1

2

(
Π⌊j+1/2⌋ +Π⌊j+1⌋

)
,

where ⌊x⌋ denotes integer part of x, is bijective, i.e., the operator kernel K = S1/2

as above defines a mapping-positive symbol correspondence for every n ∈ N.

Definition 2.23 ([20]). For every n = 2j ∈ N, the upper-middle-state symbol
correspondence is the one defined by the operator kernel S1/2 in (2.25).

The expressions for the characteristic numbers pnl of this symbol correspondence
are rather long and can be found in [20, Proposition 6.2.54]. The correspondence
with characteristic numbers pnl− = (−1)lpnl , also well defined ∀n ∈ N, is called the
lower-middle-state correspondence. Neither of these two is characteristic-positive.

2.3. Twisted products and symbol correspondence sequences. The opera-
tor space of a spin-j system has a natural algebraic structure defined by the usual
matrix product. Via any given symbol correspondence, PolyC(S

2)≤n ⊂ C∞
C
(S2)

imports this algebraic structure.

Definition 2.24. Given a symbol correspondence W j such that ~c = (cn1 , · · · , cnn) is
the n-tuple of its characteristic numbers, the twisted product of symbols

⋆n~c : PolyC(S
2)≤n × PolyC(S2)≤n → PolyC(S

2)≤n

is defined ∀P,Q ∈ B(Hj) by

W j
P ⋆

n
~c W

j
Q =W j

PQ .

Theorem 2.25. For any symbol correspondence W j, the twisted product of symbols
defines a SO(3)-invariant associative unital star algebra on PolyC(S

2)≤n.

We refer to [20] for detailed extensive formulas for twisted products of general
and some special symbol correspondences, as well as various of their properties,

For each correspondenceW j , the space of symbols PolyC(S
2)≤n ⊂ C∞

C
(S2) with

usual addition and induced twisted product ⋆n~c is called the ~c-twisted j-algebra of
smooth functions on the sphere. For a given spin number j, all ~c-twisted j-algebras
are isomorphic, since they are all isomorphic to the operator algebra MC(n+ 1).

But now we introduce the following:

Definition 2.26 ([20]). Let ∆+(N2) = {(n, l) ∈ N2 : n ≥ l > 0}. For any function
C : ∆+(N2) → R∗, we denote by WC = (W j)2j=n∈N the sequence of symbol
correspondences with characteristic numbers cnl = C(n, l), cn0 = 1, ∀n ∈ N. And we
denote by

WC(S
2, ⋆) = ((PolyC(S

2)≤n, ⋆
n
~c ))n∈N

the associated sequence of twisted algebras of smooth functions on the sphere. In
particular, we say that WC is of limiting type if ∃ lim

n→∞
C(n, l) = c∞l ∈ R, ∀l ∈ N.

Therefore, we are interested in whether and how the Poisson algebra of smooth
functions on the sphere emerges asymptotically from a sequence of twisted algebras
associated to a given sequence of symbol correspondences.

Definition 2.27 ([20]). A sequence of symbol correspondences WC is of Poisson
type if, ∀l1, l2 ∈ N, its twisted products satisfy
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i) limn→∞(Y m1

l1
⋆n~c Y

m2

l2
− Y m2

l2
⋆n~c Y

m1

l1
) = 0,

ii) limn→∞(Y m1

l1
⋆n~c Y

m2

l2
+ Y m2

l2
⋆n~c Y

m1

l1
) = 2Y m1

l1
Y m2

l2
,

iii) limn→∞(n[Y m1

l1
⋆n~c Y

m2

l2
− Y m2

l2
⋆n~c Y

m1

l1
]) = 2i{Ym1

l1
, Y m2

l2
}.

And it is of anti-Poisson type if the third property is replaced by

iii’) limn→∞(n[Y m1

l1
⋆n~c Y

m2

l2
− Y m2

l2
⋆n~c Y

m1

l1
]) = −2i{Ym1

l1
, Y m2

l2
}.

The convergences taken uniformly.

Now, there is a simple numerical criterion to know when the above definition is
satisfied by a sequence of symbol correspondences.

Theorem 2.28 ([20]). A sequence of symbol correspondences WC is of Poisson
(resp. anti-Poisson) type if and only if it is of limiting type and its characteristic
numbers satisfy c∞l = 1 (resp. c∞l = (−1)l), ∀l ∈ N.

Thus, generic sequences of symbol correspondences are not of Poisson or anti-
Poisson type, nor even of limiting type, and this is also the case for generic sequences
of Stratonovich-Weyl (isometric) symbol correspondences, cf. [20].

Corollary 2.29 ([20]). The sequence of standard Stratonovich-Weyl correspon-
dences and the sequences of standard Berezin and standard Toeplitz correspon-
dences are of Poisson type. The sequences of alternate Stratonovich-Weyl, alternate
Berezin and alternate Toeplitz correspondences are all of anti-Poisson type. The se-
quence of upper-middle-state correspondences is of limiting type but not of Poisson
or anti-Poisson type. Likewise for the sequence of lower-middle-state correspon-
dences. The sequences of their dual correspondences are not even of limiting type.

The symbol correspondence sequences of Poisson or anti-Poisson type are the
ones for which Poisson dynamics emerges asymptotically from quantum dynamics
in the limit of high spin number j → ∞. In this paper, we are interested in
obtaining a more intuitive criterion which can replace the numerical criterion of
Theorem 2.28. This will be the subject of section 4, further below.

3. A splitting of the set of spin-j symbol correspondences

The mapping-positive property for a correspondence implies in many nice ana-
lytical properties for the symbols and, in particular, the corresponding symbols of
(pure or mixed) states are nonnegative functions which, upon suitable renormal-
ization, can be seen as probability densities on S2. However, no Stratonovich-Weyl
(i.e., isometric) correspondence possesses this nice mapping-positive property. This
statement was stated as a conjecture in [20]. Here we shall give its proof. In fact,
we present below a more general result, which follows from introducing:

Definition 3.1. If W j is mapping-positive symbol correspondence, cf. Definition

2.20, then its dual W̃ j is called a positive-dual symbol correspondence.

Thus, the standard and alternate Toeplitz correspondences and the duals of
upper and lower-middle state correspondences are positive-dual correspondences.

Just like mapping-positive correspondences map positive(-definite) operators to
(strictly-)positive functions, the positive-dual correspondences do the reverse:

Proposition 3.2. If W j is positive-dual, then [W j ]−1 : PolyC(S
2)≤n →MC(n+1)

maps (strictly-)positive functions to positive(-definite) operators.
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Proof. This follows from (2.23) and the positivity of W̃ j . Let f ∈ PolyR+(S2) be
positive and F = [W j ]−1(f). Since f is real, F is Hermitian and there is a basis
{e1, ..., en+1} that diagonalizes F . For Πek the projector onto the ek subspace, the

eigenvalues of F are 〈Πek |F 〉. Now, 〈Πek |F 〉 = (n + 1)〈W̃ j
Πek

|f〉, cf. (2.23). But

Πek is a positive operator, so W̃ j
Πek

is a (nontrivial) positive function, since W̃ j

is mapping-positive. Therefore, 〈W̃ j
Πek
|f〉 ≥ 0 and the eigenvalues of F are all

nonnegative. If f is strictly-positive, every 〈W̃ j
Πek
|f〉 > 0 because for each k there

is an open Bk ⊂ S2 s.t. W̃ j
Πek

and f are both strictly positive on Bk. �

Now, let us denote by Sj the set of all spin-j symbol correspondences and by
Sj= , Sj< and Sj> the subsets of isometric, mapping-positive and positive-dual spin-j
symbol correspondences, respectively. We then have the following splitting:

Theorem 3.3. For any n = 2j ∈ N, the subsets Sj= , Sj< and Sj> are mutually
disjoint.

Proof. Let cnl , l = 1, ..., n, be the characteristic numbers of a mapping-positive

correspondence W j ∈ Sj<. From Theorem 2.21 and eqs. (2.18) and (2.21), we have

(3.1) cnl =

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1

n+1∑

k=1

(−1)k+1akC
j, j, l

m,−m, 0 ,

where m = j − k + 1, ak ≥ 0, for 1 ≤ k ≤ n + 1, and
∑n+1

k=1 ak = 1. Since the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are coefficients of a unitary transformation of basis,

they satisfy |C j, j, l
m,−m, 0 | ≤ 1. Hence,

|cnl | =
∣∣∣∣∣

√
n+ 1

2l + 1

n+1∑

k=1

(−1)k+1akC
j, j, l

m,−m, 0

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
√
n+ 1

2l+ 1

n+1∑

k=1

ak

∣∣∣C j, j, l
m,−m, 0

∣∣∣ ≤
√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
.

That is,

(3.2) |cnl | ≤
√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
, 1 ≤ ∀l ≤ n .

In particular,

(3.3) |cnl | < 1 , j < ∀l ≤ n = 2j .

From Theorem 2.16, eq. (2.24), the characteristic numbers c̃nl of its dual W̃ j satisfy

(3.4) |c̃nl | > 1 , j < ∀l ≤ n = 2j .

Thus, from (2.20), (3.3) and (3.4), the three subsets are mutually disjoint. �

Remark 3.4. We must bear in mind, however, that the union Uj = Sj<∪Sj= ∪Sj>
is a proper subset13 of Sj . Therefore, to complete this splitting of Sj we must add
the complementary subset Sj \ Uj .

13This is easy to see for j ≥ 3/2, just take some k ∈ N s.t. j < k < 2j and take cn
l
to satisfy (3.3)

for j < l ≤ k and satisfy (3.4) for k < l ≤ 2j.
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Now, for any n = 2j ∈ N, the set Sj of all spin-j symbol correspondences
defines a groupoid Dj , the dequantization groupoid of the spin-j system, cf. [20,
Definition 7.1.19, Proposition 7.2.20], which is isomorphic to the pair groupoid over

Sj . Therefore, each of the pair groupoids over Sj= , or Sj< , or Sj> is isomorphic to
a subgroupoid of the dequantization groupoid, these being mutually disjoint.

4. Asymptotic localization of correspondence sequences

We now come to a main purpose of this paper: establishing a more intuitive or
geometric criterion for a given sequence of symbol correspondences to be of Poisson
or anti-Poisson type, complementing the algebraic criterion of Theorem 2.28.

Motivated by a physical view of the projectors Πk, k = 1, ..., n + 1, which are
J3-invariant pure states of a spin-j system, given a symbol correspondence sequence
we ask whether, or in what way, some kind of asymptotic (n → ∞) localization
of the symbols of projectors could be related to the asymptotic emergence of the
Poisson algebra from the given sequence of twisted algebras.

Let W j be a symbol correspondence with characteristic numbers cnl . From The-
orem 2.8 and expressions (2.12) and (2.21), we have

(4.1) W j
Πk

(n) =
1

n+ 1
+

(−1)k−1

√
n+ 1

n∑

l=1

cnl C
j, j, l

m,−m, 0

√
2l + 1Pl(cosϕ) ,

where Pl = P 0
l are the Legendre polynomials and m = j − k + 1.

Note that these symbols are invariant by rotations around the z-axis, z = cosϕ,
according to our general convention of diagonalizing the z-spin operator J3.

Remark 4.1. Let W j− be the alternate correspondence of W j, that is, if cnl are the
characteristic numbers of W j, then cnl− = (−1)lcnl are the characteristic numbers

of W j−. Then, cf. [20, equations (4.31) and (6.12)], W j
Πk

(z) =W j−
Πk

(−z), and thus
they are the reflection of each other with respect to the equator.

But the same reflection relates (m,−m)-pairs of symbols of projectors under the
same correspondence, as follows: recalling that Πk is related to the J3-eigenvalue m
by k = j−m+1, let k− correspond to the eigenvalue −m, i.e., k− = j+m+1. Then,

because Clebsch-Gordan coefficients satisfy C j, j, l
m1,m2,m = (−1)2j−lC j, j, l

−m1,−m2,−m (cf.

e.g. [6]), from (4.1) we have that W j
Πk

(z) =W j
Π

k−
(−z). That is, ∀z ∈ [−1, 1],

(4.2) W j
Πk−

(z) =W j−
Πk

(z) =W j
Πk

(−z) .

We now introduce the main definitions that will be useful for our purposes. First:

Definition 4.2. Let WC = (W j)n∈N be a sequence of symbol correspondences
(cf. Definition 2.26) and let (kn)n∈N be a sequence of natural numbers satisfying
1 ≤ kn ≤ n+ 1, so that Πkn

∈ B(Hj) for every n ∈ N.
A Π sequence is a sequence of projectors (Πkn

)n∈N. Its corresponding Π-symbol

sequence is the sequence of their symbols (W j
Πkn

)n∈N. Its associated Π-distribution

sequence is the sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N of quasiprobability distributions on [−1, 1], where

ρjkn
= n+1

2 W j
Πkn

(restricted to the z-axis by J3-invariance) so that
∫ 1

−1 ρ
j
kn
(z)dz = 1.

These sequences are said to be r-convergent if kn/n→ r ∈ [0, 1] , as n→∞.

The characteristic numbers of the sequence of symbol correspondences WC will
also be referred to as the characteristic numbers of its Π-symbol and Π-distribution
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sequences. If ρjk is an element of a Π-distribution sequence with characteristic
numbers cnl , from (4.1) we get explicitly that

(4.3) ρjk(z) =
1

2
+

(−1)k−1
√
n+ 1

2

n∑

l=1

cnl C
j, j, l
m,−m, 0

√
2l+ 1Pl(z) .

Now, if Πkn
= Π1, ∀n ∈ N, then r = 0. Similarly, if Πkn

= Πn+1, ∀n ∈ N,
then r = 1. Classically, we could imagine that the symbols for the first sequence
would “localize” at the north pole z0 = 1 and the latter at the south pole z0 = −1.
More generally, if kn/n → r, the “standard classical picture” would be a symbol
“localized” at the parallel of colatitude ϕ = arccos(1− 2r), or equivalently, a z-axis
quasiprobabilty distribution “localized” at z0 = 1− 2r.

In order to be more precise, we present our second main definition:

Definition 4.3. A Π-distribution sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N is said to localize classically

at z0 ∈ [−1, 1] if it converges, as distribution, to Dirac’s δ(z − z0) distribution on
C∞

C
([−1, 1]), that is,

(4.4) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = f(z0) , ∀f ∈ C∞

C ([−1, 1]) .

Remark 4.4. The term classical in the above definition refers not only to the
asymptotic limit n→∞, but also to the fact that C∞

C
([−1, 1]) is isomorphic to the

space of J3-invariant functions of the classical spin system, cf. Definition 2.4.
On the other hand, if f ∈ C∞

C
(S2) is not J3-invariant, then its S1-average

(4.5) f̄ ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) , f̄(z) =

1

2π

∫ π

−π

f(z, θ)dθ ,

is J3-invariant, so we can extend Definition 4.3 to general classical functions via14

(4.6) lim
n→∞

1

2π

∫

S2

f(z, θ)ρjkn
(z)dzdθ = f̄(z0) , ∀f ∈ C∞

C (S2) .

Thus, “thinking classically”, we could expect or imagine that every r-convergent
Π-distribution sequence would localize classically at z0 = 1− 2r, ∀r ∈ [0, 1]. But in
view of Remark 4.1, the “classical picture” could also be reflected on the equator.

This leads to our third main definition:

Definition 4.5. A sequence of symbol correspondences WC = (W j)n∈N is said to
localize classically if every r-convergent Π-distribution sequence localizes classically
at z0 = 1− 2r, ∀r ∈ [0, 1]. Likewise, WC is said to anti-localize classically if every
r-convergent Π-distribution sequence localizes classically at z0 = 2r− 1, ∀r ∈ [0, 1].

4.1. Classical localization of mapping-positive correspondence sequences.

In order to first bypass the more complicated general case, we start by taking a
special look at Π-distribution sequences that are, in fact, sequences of probability
distributions. By Definition 2.20, this is assured by considering:

Definition 4.6. A Π-symbol sequence is positive if it is constructed from a sequence
of mapping-positive correspondences. Likewise for its Π-distribution sequence.

As examples, we present the following explicit expressions (very useful for nu-
merical computations) for the standard and alternate Berezin Π-symbol sequences:

14Of course, (4.4) and (4.6) are equivalent because 1

2π

∫
S2 f(z, θ)ρ

j
kn

(z)dzdθ =
∫
1

−1
f̄(z)ρj

kn
(z)dz.
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Proposition 4.7. The standard/alternate Berezin Π-symbol sequences, (Bj
Πkn

)n∈N

and (Bj−
Πkn

)n∈N, are given by

Bj
Πkn

(z) =

(
n

kn − 1

)
(1 + z)n−kn+1(1 − z)kn−1

2n
, Bj−

Πkn
(z) = Bj

Πkn
(−z) .

Proof. From Theorem 2.13, taking P = Πkn
, we obtain an expression in terms of

|z1|2 and |z2|2. Using that |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1 and the Hopf map, z = |z1|2 − |z2|2, we
get the expression for Bj

Πkn
. The second expression is a particular case of (4.2). �

The lemma below follows straightforwardly from Chebyshev’s inequality. It is
well-known but not so easy to find in exactly these terms in the literature, thus,
for completeness, we present a proof of this lemma in the appendix, section 7.1.

For (ρn)n∈N a sequence of probability distributions on [−1, 1], denote by En the
expected value operator defined by ρn and let µn = En(z) and σ

2
n = En((z−µn)

2) =
En(z

2)− µ2
n denote the mean and variance of ρn, respectively.

Lemma 4.8. Let (ρn)n∈N be a sequence of probability distributions on [−1, 1] with
mean values (µn)n∈N and variances (σ2

n)n∈N. Then (ρn) converges, as distribution,
to Dirac’s δ(z − µ) distribution on C0

C
([−1, 1]), that is,

(4.7) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρn(z)dz = f(µ) , ∀f ∈ C0
C([−1, 1]) ,

if and only if µn → µ and σ2
n → 0.

Now, let (ρjkn
)n∈N be a positive Π-distribution sequence with characteristic num-

bers cnl . To compute µn and σ2
n, we must integrate

∫ 1

−1 zρ
j
kn
dz and

∫ 1

−1 z
2ρjkn

dz.

Therefore, we need expressions for Clebsh-Gordan coefficients of the form C j, j, 1
m,−m, 0

and C j, j, 2
m,−m, 0. From [25],

C j, j, 1
m,−m, 0 = (−1)k+12(j − k + 1)

√
3

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)n
,

C j, j, 2
m,−m, 0 = (−1)k−1

√
5
(n− k + 1)(n− k)− 4(k − 1)(n− k + 1) + (k − 1)(k − 2)√

(n− 1)n(n+ 1)(n+ 2)(n+ 3)
,

where, as usual, m = j − k + 1. Hence, we easily get:

Lemma 4.9. For any positive Π-distribution sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N, we have that

(4.8) µn = cn1
n− 2(kn − 1)√

n(n+ 2)
,

(4.9)

σ2
n =

2cn2 [(n− kn + 1)(n− kn)− 4(kn − 1)(n− kn + 1) + (kn − 1)(kn − 2)]

3
√
(n− 1)n(n+ 2)(n+ 3)

+
1

3
− (cn1 )

2(n− 2(kn − 1))2

n(n+ 2)
.

From Lemmas 4.8-4.9 we obtain in a rather straightforward way:

Theorem 4.10. A mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequence localizes (resp.
anti-localizes) classically if and only if

(4.10) lim
n→∞

cn1 = 1 (resp. = −1) , lim
n→∞

cn2 = 1 .
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Combined with Theorem 2.28 we immediately have:

Corollary 4.11. If a sequence of mapping-positive symbol correspondences is of
Poisson (resp. anti-Poisson) type, then it localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classically.

In particular, the standard (resp. alternate) Berezin symbol correspondence se-
quence localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classically. But from [20, Proposition 6.2.54],
the upper-middle-state and lower-middle-state symbol correspondence sequences
do not satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.10 and in fact they do not localize or
anti-localize classically, in accordance with the fact that they are not of Poisson
or anti-Poisson type. The failure of these mapping-positive symbol correspondence
sequences to (anti-)localize classically can be inferred from numerical computations
for finite but growing values of n. It also follows from Corollary 4.17 below.

Remark 4.12. As seen from above, for mapping-positive symbol correspondence
sequences the condition for their classical (anti-)localization is a condition on the
asymptotic limit of their first two characteristic numbers, only. Thus, for mapping-
positive symbol correspondence sequences, (anti-)Poisson emergence seems to be a
stronger condition than classical (anti-)localization, cf. Theorem 2.28. But we shall
see below that this is not so (cf. Corollaries 4.18-4.19) and that, in fact, the opposite
is the case for general symbol correspondence sequences.

4.2. Asymptotic localization of general symbol correspondence sequences.

In order to expand our study to the general case, we now use Edmonds formula.
Proofs of this formula are found in the literature, but we have not found a proof
treating the fully general case, so we present one in the appendix, section 7.2.

Lemma 4.13 (Edmonds formula, cf. [12]). Let (kn)n∈N be as in Definition 4.2
and let m = j − kn + 1 (depending implicitly on n). If kn/n→ r ∈ [0, 1], then

(4.11) lim
n→∞

(−1)kn−1C j, j, l
m,−m, 0

√
n+ 1

2l + 1
= Pl(1 − 2r) , ∀l ∈ N ,

where Pl is the lth Legendre polynomial.

We then have:

Theorem 4.14. A sequence of symbol correspondences WC is of Poisson type if
and only if ∀r ∈ [0, 1] its r-convergent Π-distribution sequences satisfy

(4.12) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

Pl(z)ρ
j
kn
(z)dz = Pl(1− 2r), ∀l ∈ N.

And WC is of anti-Poisson type if and only if ∀r ∈ [0, 1] its r-convergent Π-
distribution sequences satisfy

(4.13) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

Pl(z)ρ
j
kn
(z)dz = Pl(2r − 1), ∀l ∈ N.

Proof. From (4.3) and Lemma 4.13, we have

(4.14) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

Pl(z)ρ
j
kn
(z)dz = lim

n→∞
(−1)kn−1cnl C

j, j, l
m,−m, 0

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
, ∀l ∈ N .

Assuming Poisson, limn→∞ cnl = 1, ∀l ∈ N, then (4.12) follows immediately from
Edmonds formula. On the other hand, for all l ∈ N there exists r ∈ [0, 1] such that
Pl(1− 2r) 6= 0. So from Edmonds formula, (4.12) holds only if limn→∞ cnl = 1, ∀l ∈
N. Similarly for the anti-Poisson case, using that Pl(−z) = (−1)lPl(z). �
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In view of the above theorem, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 4.15. A Π-distribution sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N is said to localize polynomi-

ally at z0 ∈ [−1, 1] if

(4.15) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = f(z0) , ∀f ∈ PolyC([−1, 1]) .

Then, a sequence of symbol correspondences WC is said to localize polynomially,
resp. anti-localize polynomially, if every r-convergent Π-distribution sequence lo-
calizes polynomially at 1− 2r, resp. at 2r − 1, ∀r ∈ [0, 1].

And then Theorem 4.14 can be rewritten as

Corollary 4.16. A sequence of symbol correspondences is of Poisson (resp. anti-
Poisson) type if and only if it localizes (resp. anti-localizes) polynomially.

And because classical localization (cf. Definitions 4.3 and 4.5) implies polynomial
localization (cf. Definition 4.15), we immediately have

Corollary 4.17. A sequence of symbol correspondences is of Poisson (resp. anti-
Poisson) type if it localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classically.

From Theorem 4.10 and Corollary 4.17 we have a new criterion to complement
Theorem 2.28 in the case of mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequences:

Corollary 4.18. A mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequence is of Poisson
(resp. anti-Poisson) type if and only if it localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classically.

And in addition, we have the following strong implication15:

Corollary 4.19. For mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequences and for
positive-dual symbol correspondence sequences,

lim
n→∞

cn1 = 1 (resp. = −1) , lim
n→∞

cn2 = 1 ,

implies
lim
n→∞

cnl = 1 (resp. = (−1)l) , ∀l ∈ N .

Proof. For the mapping-positive case, this follows straightforwardly from Corollary
4.18 and Theorems 2.28 and 4.10. For the positive-dual case, we just recall that
every positive-dual correspondence is the dual of a mapping-positive correspondence
whose characteristic numbers are related by (2.24). �

Since polynomials are dense in C∞
C
([−1, 1]), one might expect that (4.12), or

(4.13), could imply classical (anti-)localization in the sense of Definition 4.3. But
there is no such implication, so we now investigate the converse of Corollary 4.17.

Theorem 4.20. If a sequence of symbol correspondences WC = (W j)n∈N is of
(anti-)Poisson type and if there exist d ∈ N0 and Kd > 0 such that

(4.16) |cnl | ≤ Kd

d∏

t=1

(2(l − t) + 1) , n ≥ ∀l > d+ 1 ,

with the product assumed to be 1 if d = 0, then WC (anti-)localizes classically.

15In the simplest cases, standard/alternate Berezin and Toeplitz correspondence sequences, it is
not too difficult to see that this implication also follows from (3.1) and some recurrence relations
for Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, cf. e.g. [25].
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Proof. For any f ∈ C∞
C
([−1, 1]), we have that

(4.17) f = lim
p→∞

p∑

l=0

alPl ,

where the convergence is absolute and uniform. Then, from (4.3) we have
(4.18)

lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = lim

n→∞
lim
p→∞

p∑

l=0

∫ 1

−1

alPl(z)ρ
j
kn
(z)dz

= a0 + lim
n→∞

lim
p→∞

p∑

l=1

alc
n
l (−1)kn−1Cj,j,l

m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1

= a0 + lim
n→∞

n∑

l=1

alc
n
l (−1)kn−1Cj,j,l

m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
.

In order to apply Edmonds formula, we must be able to take the limit n → ∞
inside the summation in the last line of (4.18). For simplicity, we now write

(4.19) αn
l = alc

n
l (−1)kn−1Cj,j,l

m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

2l + 1
.

From the C-G symmetry Cj,j,l
m,−m,0 =

√
2l + 1

n+ 1
Cl,j,j

0,−m,−m plus unitarity, we have

(4.20) |Cj,j,l
m,−m,0| ≤

√
2l+ 1

n+ 1
,

as well as |Cj,j,l
m,−m,0| ≤ 1. In any case,

|αn
l | ≤ |alcnl | .

We remove the dependence on n using the (anti-)Poisson hypothesis, which im-
plies |c∞l | = 1. Thus, for any fixed l, the sequence {|cnl |}n≥l is convergent.

Hence, for every l ∈ N, there exists Bl > 0 s.t.

(4.21) |cnl | ≤ Bl , ∀n ≥ l ⇒ |αn
l | ≤ Bl|al| , ∀n ≥ l .

But by hypothesis, there exist d ∈ N0 and Kd > 0 such that

(4.22) Bl ≤ Kd

d∏

t=1

(2(l − t) + 1) , ∀l > d+ 1 .

We now use the following lemma, which is a corollary of [26, Theorem 2.2].

Lemma 4.21 ([26]). For any f ∈ Ck+1
C

([−1, 1]), k ∈ N0, there exists Ak > 0 s.t.

(4.23) |al| ≤
Ak√

2(l− k)− 1

k∏

t=1

1

2(l − t) + 1
, ∀l ≥ k + 1 .

Thus, given d as in the hypothesis of the theorem, take k = d + 1 in Lemma
4.21, since f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]) ⊂ Cd+2

C
([−1, 1]). From (4.21)-(4.23),

(4.24) |αn
l | ≤

Ad+1Kd

(2(l − d)− 1)3/2
=Md

l , ∀n ≥ l ≥ d+ 2 .
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Returning to (4.18), we write

lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = a0 + lim

n→∞

d+1∑

l=1

αn
l + lim

n→∞

n∑

l=d+2

αn
l .

The first limit is trivially interchanged with the finite sum. For the second limit, we
apply Tannery’s Theorem, since |αn

l | ≤Md
l , ∀n ≥ l ≥ d+2, and

∑∞
l=d+2M

d
l <∞,

cf. (4.24). Then, from (4.17)-(4.19), using Edmonds formula (4.11) and the (anti-)
Poisson hypothesis, we conclude the thesis. �

As a direct corollary, we have the important special case:

Corollary 4.22. The sequence of standard (resp. alternate) Stratonovich-Weyl
symbol correspondences localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classically.

Remark 4.23. Note from (3.2) that mapping-positive symbol correspondence se-
quences satisfy equation (4.16), thus Corollary 4.11 of Theorem 4.10 can also be
seen as a direct corollary of Theorem 4.20.

In Theorem 4.20, the bounds (4.16) on the characteristic numbers are necessary
for applying Tannery’s theorem and Edmonds formula to (4.18), but these are
sufficient, in principle not necessary means of assuring classical (anti-)localization
(cf. also Theorem 5.44 further below and its discussion in the concluding section).

Therefore, one could still ask whether (anti-)Poisson condition implies classical
(anti-)localization in general. But in this respect we have the following:

Theorem 4.24. For general sequences of symbol correspondences, the classical
(anti-)localization property is in fact stronger than the (anti-)Poisson property.

Proof. The proof consists in exhibiting a set of symbol correspondence sequences
of (anti-)Poisson type that fail to (anti-)localize classically.

For any f ∈ C∞
C
([−1, 1]) with Legendre series (4.17) such that al 6= 0, ∀l ∈ N,

consider the sequence of symbol correspondences WC with characteristic numbers

(4.25) cnl =

{
(2l+ 1)/al, ∀n = l

1, otherwise
.

For every l ∈ N and n > l, we have cnl = 1. Thus, c∞l = 1, ∀l ∈ N, which means
that the symbol correspondence sequence WC is of Poisson type. Its r-convergent
Π-distribution sequences satisfy
∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz − f(1− 2r) = (−1)kn−1Cj,j,n

m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

(√
2n+ 1− an√

2n+ 1

)

+ a0 +

n∑

l=1

al(−1)kn−1Cj,j,l
m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
− f(1− 2r) .

Hence,
∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz − f(1− 2r)

∣∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣C
j,j,n
m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

(√
2n+ 1− an√

2n+ 1

)∣∣∣∣−Rn

∣∣∣∣∣ ,

where

Rn =

∣∣∣∣∣a0 +
n∑

l=1

al(−1)kn−1Cj,j,l
m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
− f(1− 2r)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
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From [25], we have that

(4.26) Cj,j,n
m,−m,0 =

(n!)2

(j +m)!(j −m)!
√
(2n)!

and from (4.18) and Corollary 4.22, we have that Rn → 0 as n → ∞, ∀r ∈ [0, 1].
But for r = 1/2 we can choose m = 0 whenever j is integer, thus, under these
assumptions, by Stirling approximation (7.8), we have from (4.26) and (4.23) that

∣∣∣∣C
j,j,n
m,−m,0

√
n+ 1

(√
2n+ 1− an√

2n+ 1

)∣∣∣∣ ∼
2n

(πn)1/4

for large integers j. Hence, such r-convergent Π-distribution sequence, for r =
1/2, constructed from a symbol correspondence sequence of Poisson type, fails to
converge pointwise on f at 0. Therefore, W C does not localize classically. By
considering the symbol correspondence sequence WC with characteristic numbers

cnl =

{
(2l+ 1)/al, ∀n = l

(−1)l, otherwise
,

we have that WC is of anti-Poisson type but does not anti-localize classically16. �

On the other hand, one might think that the more well-known and amply-used
symbol correspondence sequences would satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.20.
However, although the bounds (4.16) do not seem too strong, we actually have:

Proposition 4.25. The polynomial bounds (4.16) are not satisfied for the standard
and the alternate Toeplitz correspondence sequences.

Proof. Recall that the characteristic numbers of the standard and alternate Toeplitz
correspondences are tnl = 1/bnl , with bnl given by (2.22), and tnl− = (−1)ltnl . We
first verify that for any fixed l ∈ N the sequence {tnl }n≥l is decreasing:

tn+1
l

tnl
=

1

(n+ 1)!

√
(n+ l + 2)!(n− l+ 1)!

n+ 2

1

n!

√
(n+ l + 1)!(n− l)!

n+ 1

=

√
(n+ l + 2)(n− l + 1)

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)
=

√
1− l(l+ 1)

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)
< 1 .

Therefore,

(4.27) tnl ≤ tll , ∀n ≥ l .
However, computing explicitly the limiting value of

(4.28) tll =
1

l!

√
(2l+ 1)!

l + 1
=

√
(2l+ 1)!

l!(l+ 1)!
,

using Stirling formula (7.8), we obtain

(4.29) tll = |tll−| = Tl ∼
2l+1/2

(lπ)1/4
, as l→∞ .

16Note that WC built as above is just one of infinite possibilities and, in particular, it would have
been sufficient to define cl

l
=

√
2l + 1/al, for instance. However, the construction we chose above

will be useful for defining an example that clarifies another property, later on (cf. Example 5.37).
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Thus, Tl increases exponentially and cannot be bounded by any polynomial. �

Motivated by these examples, in particular equations (4.27)-(4.29), we introduce
a one-parameter family of weaker asymptotic localizations, as follows.

For every µ > 1, let Eµ ⊂ C denote the closed interior of the Bernstein ellipse

(4.30) ∂Eµ =
{
z ∈ C | z = (u+ u−1)/2, u = µeiφ, φ ∈ [−π, π]

}
,

with foci at ±1 and sum of major and minor semi-axis equal to µ. Denote by

Aµ([−1, 1]) ⊂ C∞
C ([−1, 1])

the subspace of all smooth complex functions on [−1, 1] which admit holomorphic
extensions to Eµ ⊂ C. Note that

(4.31) 1 < µ1 < µ2 ⇒ Eµ1
⊂ Eµ2

⇒ Aµ1
([−1, 1]) ⊃ Aµ2

([−1, 1]) ,
thus f ∈ A∞([−1, 1]) if f is the restriction to [−1, 1] ⊂ C of an entire function. In
particular,

PolyC([−1, 1]) ( A∞([−1, 1]) =
⋂

µ>1

Aµ([−1, 1]) .

Definition 4.26. We shall say that f is µ-analytic on [−1, 1] if f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]).
We now introduce:

Definition 4.27. A Π-distribution sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N is said to localize µ-analytically

at z0 ∈ [−1, 1] if

(4.32) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = f(z0) , ∀f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]) .

Then, a symbol correspondence sequence WC is said to localize µ-analytically, resp.
anti-localize µ-analytically, if every r-convergent Π-distribution sequence localizes
µ-analytically at 1− 2r, resp. at 2r − 1, ∀r ∈ [0, 1].

From (4.31), if WC localizes µ1-analytically, then it localizes µ2-analytically,
∀µ2 > µ1. But the converse does not necessarily hold. Then we have:

Theorem 4.28. The sequence of standard (resp. alternate) Toeplitz symbol corre-
spondences localizes (resp. anti-localizes) µ-analytically, ∀µ > 2.

Proof. The proof follows similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.20, using (4.27)-(4.29)
and the fact that, for any f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]), we have from [27, Corollary 2.1] that f
can be written as (4.17) with

(4.33) |al| ≤
2M
√
l

µl−1(µ2 − 1)
, ∀l ≥ 1 ,

where |f(z)| ≤M , for z ∈ Eµ. �

On the other hand, inspired by the previous considerations, we can think in the
opposite direction and ask whether a symbol correspondence sequence can localize
in a broader sense than the classical one. This leads to the following:

Definition 4.29. Assume that a Π-distribution sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N satisfies

(4.34) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = f(z0) , ∀f ∈ FC([−1, 1]) ,
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where FC([−1, 1]) is a space of complex functions on [−1, 1] detailed below.

In each case, (ρjkn
) is said to:

localize k-differentiably at z0, if FC([−1, 1]) = Ck
C
([−1, 1]).

(if k = 0, it localizes continuously, and it localizes differentiably if k = 1).
localize absolute-continuously at z0, if FC([−1, 1]) = ACC([−1, 1]).
localize α-Hölder continuously at z0, if FC([−1, 1]) = C0,α

C
([−1, 1]).

localize α-Hölder k-differentiably at z0, if FC([−1, 1]) = Ck,α
C

([−1, 1]).
Then, a symbol correspondence sequence WC (anti-)localizes k-differentiably

( continuously, differentiably), if every r-convergent Π-distribution sequence local-
izes k-differentiably ( continuously, differentiably) at 1−2r (resp. 2r−1), ∀r ∈ [0, 1].

And similarly for when WC is said to (anti-)localize absolute-continuously, or
α-Hölder continuously, or α-Hölder k-differentiably.

Now, using Lemma 4.8, we immediately generalize Theorem 4.10 to continuous
(anti-)localization, and then, using Theorem 2.28 and Corollary 4.19, we obtain:

Corollary 4.30. A mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequence (anti-)localizes
continuously if and only if it is of (anti-)Poisson type.

But for general symbol correspondence sequences of (anti-)Poisson type we need
additional conditions on their characteristic numbers to guarantee (anti-)localization
in each of the senses above, as already seen for classical (anti-)localization.

We are not aware of sufficient bounds which apply for every case, but the corol-
lary below follows from Lemma 4.21 and the fact that the Legendre series of f
converges uniformly to f if f ∈ Ck

C
([−1, 1]) for k ≥ 1, cf. [1].

Corollary 4.31. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 4.20, WC (anti-)localizes
k-differentiably, for k = d+ 2.

Then, taking d = 0 in (4.16), we also have:

Corollary 4.32. The standard (resp. alternate) Stratonovich-Weyl symbol corre-
spondence sequence localizes (resp. anti-localizes) 2-differentiably.

When trying to extend Corollary 4.32 beyond 2-differential localization, for the
standard and alternate S-W symbol correspondence sequences, we encounter two
difficulties. The first one is that for a general f ∈ C0

C
([−1, 1]), its Legendre series

may not converge to f uniformly and this is used in the proof of Theorem 4.20.
This problem can be avoided if we restrict to f ∈ C0,α

C
([−1, 1]), 1/2 < α ≤ 1, or to

f ∈ C1
C
([−1, 1]). But then, upper bounds for the Legendre coefficients of functions

in these spaces are not known to us.

5. Sequential quantizations and asymptotic localization

5.1. Sequential quantizations of the 2-sphere. So far we have been investigat-
ing the (semi)classical limit of quantum spin systems via their dequantizations. In
this section we start investigations in the opposite direction, i.e. from the classical
spin system to quantum spin systems, often referred to as quantization. One of our
main purposes, at this point, is to find relations between properties of quantized
functions and asymptotic localization of symbol correspondence sequences. But
first we need to define what we mean by a quantization of the 2-sphere.

We start with some basic definitions. Denote by

M = {F = (Fn)n∈N, Fn ∈MC(n+ 1)}
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the set of all sequences of spin-j operators. In this set, we can define the natural
operations of sum, product and multiplication by a scalar, as follows:

Definition 5.1. For any F,G ∈M, their sum is given by

(5.1) F+G = (Fn +Gn)n∈N ∈ M
and their product is given by

(5.2) FG = (FnGn)n∈N ∈ M ,

where FnGn is the product in MC(n+ 1), with I = (In)n∈N ∈M as the unit.
The multiplication of an operator sequence F by a ∈ C, aF = (aFn)n∈N, extends

naturally to multiplication by a scalar as being the multiplication of F by a sequence
of complex numbers a = (an)n∈N, an ∈ C, given by

(5.3) aF = (anFn)n∈N ∈ M ,

with the set of scalars
C = {a = (an)n∈N, an ∈ C}

forming a commutative ring under the natural operations

(5.4) a+ b = (an + bn)n∈N , ab = (anbn)n∈N .

Remark 5.2. Therefore, the set of operator sequences M has the structure of a
unital associative (noncommutative) algebra over the commutative ring C of scalars.
However, C is not a field because there are nontrivial zero divisors.

Recall the normalized inner product 〈·|·〉j :MC(n+ 1)×MC(n+ 1)→ C,

(5.5) 〈Fn|Gn〉j =
1

n+ 1
tr(F ∗

nGn) , cf. (2.15),

satisfying 〈In, In〉j = 1 and let the norm || · || :MC(n+ 1)→ R+ be defined as

(5.6) ||Fn|| =
√
〈Fn|Fn〉j .

Definition 5.3. For any F,G ∈M, their normalized inner product is given by

(5.7) 〈F|G〉 = (〈Fn|Gn〉j)n∈N ∈ C .
For any F ∈M, its norm ||F|| ∈ R+, where R+ = {a = (an)n∈N, an ∈ R+} ⊂ C,

is given by

(5.8) ||F|| = (||Fn||)n∈N
, ||F||2 = 〈F|F〉 .

Its lower asymptotic norm and upper asymptotic norm are given by

(5.9) ||F||< = lim inf
n→∞

||Fn|| ∈ R+ ∪ {∞} , ||F||> = lim sup
n→∞

||Fn|| ∈ R+ ∪ {∞}.

When these are equal, the asymptotic norm is denoted by

(5.10) ||F||∞ = lim
n→∞

||Fn|| ∈ R+ ∪ {∞} .

F ∈M is upper bounded if ∃ ||F||> ∈ R, and is properly bounded if ∃ ||F||∞ ∈ R.
For any F ∈M, its trace tr(F) is given by

(5.11) tr(F) = (tr(Fn))n∈N ∈ C .
Its asymptotic trace, when it exists, is given/denoted by

(5.12) tr∞(F) = lim
n→∞

tr(Fn) ∈ C .

F ∈M is trace-class if ∃ tr∞(|F|) ∈ R, for |F| = (|Fn| =
√
F ∗
nFn).
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In the previous section, we were particularly interested in investigating sequences
of operators for which, given a symbol correspondence sequence WC = (W j)n∈N, its
sequence of symbols converge to a J3-invariant classical function f ∈ C∞([−1, 1])
or to a J3-invariant µ-analytic function f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]). In this case, if f is the
(uniform) limit of a sequence (fn)n∈N of J3-invariant symbols of the form

(5.13) fn =

n∑

l=0

χn
l Pl , χ

n
l ∈ C ,

then for simplicity we can consider sequences of J3-invariant operators which can
be written in the form FW = (FW

n )n∈N, for F
W
n ∈MC(n+ 1) given by

(5.14) FW
n =

n∑

l=0

χn
l

cnl
√
2l+ 1

êj(l, 0) ,

where

(5.15) êj(l,m) =
√
n+ 1ej(l,m)

are orthonormal basis vectors of MC(n + 1) w.r.t. the normalized inner product
〈·|·〉j on MC(n+ 1), with In = êj(0, 0) , that is,

(5.16) 〈êj(l,m)|êj(l′,m′)〉j = δl,l′δm,m′ .

Furthermore, from the Legendre series for f ,

(5.17) f = lim
n→∞

n∑

l=0

alPl ,

we have that

(5.18) lim
n→∞

χn
l = al =

2l + 1

2

∫ 1

−1

f(z)Pl(z)dz , ∀l ∈ N.

In view of all this, we now introduce the following general definition:

Definition 5.4. For any classical function f ∈ C∞
C
(S2), with harmonic series

(5.19) f = lim
n→∞

n∑

l=0

l∑

m=−l

aml Y
m
l , aml = 〈Y m

l |f〉 ∈ C ,

given a symbol correspondence sequence WC with characteristic numbers cnl , the
W -pseudoquantization of f is the operator sequence Fw = (Fw

n )n∈N ∈M given by

(5.20) Fw
n = [W j ]−1(f) =

n∑

l=0

l∑

m=−l

aml
cnl

êj(l,m) ,

and the W̃ -pseudoquantization of f is the operator sequence F̃w = (F̃w
n )n∈N ∈M,

(5.21) F̃w
n = [W̃ j ]−1(f) =

n∑

l=0

l∑

m=−l

aml c
n
l ê

j(l,m) .

If WC is of (anti-)Poisson type, then Fw and F̃w are called, respectively, the

W -quantization and the W̃ -quantization of f .

Remark 5.5. As discussed in [20, Chapter 9], applying the term quantization to
the Poisson algebra {C∞

C
(S2), ω} requires that WC be of (anti-)Poisson type.
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Still, nothing has been explicitly said about the sequence of spaces which are

acted upon by the operator sequences Fw and F̃w defined above for f ∈ C∞
C
(S2). In

order to explore concrete representations of the sequential quantizations Fw, F̃w ∈
M, we start with the following proposition, which was set out by Bargmann [3].

Definition 5.6 ([2, 3, 22]). Let Hol2 denote the space of holomorphic functions

in 2 complex variables. We shall denote by H2µ
ol2 the Hilbert space of holomorphic

functions that are L2-integrable with respect to the inner product

(5.22) 〈φ|ψ〉H2µ

ol2
=

1

(2π)2

∫

C2

φ(u)ψ(u)dµ(u) ,

where u = (u1, u2) ∈ C2 and

(5.23) dµ(u) = e−uududu = dµ(u1, u2) ,

with uu = u1u1 + u2u2 , dudu = du1 ∧ du2 ∧ du1 ∧ du2 .

Proposition 5.7 ([3]). The inner product defined by (5.22)-(5.23) is invariant
under the standard action of SU(2) on C2. Under this action, we have the splitting:

(5.24) H2µ
ol2 =

∞⊕

2j=0

Hj
om2 ,

where Hj
om2 is the space of homogeneous polynomials of degree n = 2j in 2 complex

variables, so that each Hj
om2, of dimension n+1, defines a spin-j system, in other

words, the SU(2) action on H2µ
ol2 splits into irreducible unitary representations

ϕj : SU(2)→ U(n+ 1) acting on each Hj
om2 .

Furthermore, in each Hj
om2 we define the restricted inner product 〈·|·〉Hj

om2

in-

duced from (5.22)-(5.23), that is, ∀φj , ψj ∈ Hj
om,

(5.25) 〈φj |ψj〉Hj
om

=
1

(2π)2

∫

C2

φj(u)ψj(u)dµ(u) = 〈φj |ψj〉H2
ol2

,

with dµ(u) still given by (5.23). It follows that the set

(5.26)

{
u(j,m) =

uj−m
1 uj+m

2√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j

forms a standard basis for the respective spin-j system, that is, 〈u(j,m)|u(j,m′)〉 =
δm,m′ , where 〈·|·〉 = 〈·|·〉Hj

om2

, and u(j,m) satisfies (2.2)-(2.3).

Example 5.8. In view of the above, any operator T j
α : Hj

om2 → Hj
om2, ψj 7→ φj is

determined by an integral kernel Kj
α via

(5.27) φj(u) =
1

(2π)2

∫

C2

Kj
α(u, v)ψj(v)dµ(v)

which from (5.25)-(2.2) has the form

(5.28) Kj
α(u, v) =

j∑

m,m′=−j

κ(α)jm,m′u
j−m
1 uj+m

2 vj−m′

1 vj+m′

2√
(j −m)!(j +m)!(j −m′)!(j +m′)!

,

(5.29) κ(α)jm,m′ = (−1)j−m′

M(α)jm,−m′ ,
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cf. (2.4), where M(α)jm,m′ are the entries in the matrix

(5.30)

j∑

m,m′=−j

M(α)jm,m′u(j,m)⊗ ǔ(j,m′) ∈ MC(n+ 1) .

Then, for f ∈ C∞
C
(S2) and WC of (anti-)Poisson type, the coefficients κ̃w(f)jm,m′

in (5.28) of the integral kernel K̃j
w[f ] in the W̃ -quantization of f are given by

(5.31) κ̃w(f)jm,m′ =
√
n+ 1(−1)j−m′

n∑

l=0

l∑

m̄=−l

cnl 〈Y m̄
l |f〉C j, j, l

m,−m′,m̄ ,

cf. (5.15), (5.19), (5.21), (2.11), with 〈·|·〉 given by (2.16). Similarly, from (5.20),

for the coefficients κw(f)jm,m′ and the integral kernel Kj
w[f ] in the W -quantization

sequence of f , substituting cnl ↔ 1/cnl in (5.31). Thus, Fw and F̃w define sequences

of kernels Kw[f ] = (Kj
w[f ])n∈N and K̃w[f ] = (K̃j

w[f ])n∈N, determining sequences

of integral operators acting via (5.27) on the sequence of Hilbert spaces Hj
om2.

Now, because 〈·|·〉Hj
om2

is the restriction to Hj
om2 ⊂ H2µ

ol2 of the inner product

(5.22) on H2µ
ol2, it follows that a countable orthonormal basis for H2µ

ol2 is given by
{
u(j,m) =

uj−m
1 uj+m

2√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j, 2j∈N0

.

However, in this Bargmann representation it is not so easy to picture the limit
j → ∞. From one perspective, the one described above, the Hilbert space Hj

om2

tends, as j →∞, to the space of homogeneous holomorphic polynomials of infinite
degree in 2 complex variables, which is meaningless. More meaningful would be
to consider the direct sum (5.24) and consider the Hilbert space H2µ

ol2 of L2-bi-
holomorphic functions, which could also be seen as a sequence of “partial sums”

(H2,k
ol2)k∈N0

, H2,k
ol2 =

k⊕

2j=0

Hj
om2 .

However, for each k ∈ N0, dim(H2,k
ol2) = (k + 1)(k + 2)/2 thus, for k > 0, each H2,k

ol2

is “too big” for a spin-j system, defining instead a reducible unitary representation
of SU(2) consisting of the direct sum of spin-j systems for all 2j ≤ k, including
the 1-dimensional trivial spin system 2j = 0. In other words, the separable Hilbert
space H2µ

ol2 is “too big” to be the j →∞ limit Hilbert space of spin-j systems.
Therefore, we need a more tailored approach, to be developed below.

5.2. Ground Hilbert spaces and asymptotic operators. Let H be a sequence
of complex Hilbert spaces,

(5.32) H = (Hj)2j=n∈N , dimC(Hj) = n+ 1 ⇔ Hj ≃ Cn+1 ,

each Hj with its inner product 〈·|·〉j , conjugate linear in the first entry so that, if

{ejk}1≤k≤n+1 is an orthonormal basis w.r.t. 〈·|·〉j on Hj , for φj , ψj ∈ Hj we have:

(5.33) φj =

n+1∑

k=1

αj
ke

j
k , ψ

j =

n+1∑

k=1

βj
ke

j
k ⇒ 〈φj |ψj〉j =

n+1∑

k=1

αj
kβ

j
k .
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Definition 5.9. For any Φ = (φj)2j=n∈N and H = (Hj , 〈·|·〉j)2j=n∈N , we denote

(5.34) Φ = (φj)2j=n∈N ∈ H ⇐⇒ φj ∈ Hj , ∀n = 2j ∈ N .

For any Φ = (φj)2j=n∈N,Ψ = (ψj)2j=n∈N ∈ H , their sum is defined naturally by

(5.35) Φ + Ψ = (φj + ψj)2j=n∈N ∈ H .
Also, H is a bi-module of the commutative ring of scalars C, for the multiplication
by scalar defined naturally, for every a ∈ C, Φ ∈ H , by

(5.36) aΦ = Φa = (anφ
j)2j=n∈N ∈ H

and H is a left module for the algebra of operator sequencesM with sequential action
M× H→ H given by

(5.37) (F,Φ) 7→ F(Φ) = (Fn(φ
j))2j=n∈N ,

where Fn(φ
j) is the usual action (Bj ×Hj → Hj) ≃ (MC(n+1)×Cn+1 → Cn+1).

Furthermore, we define the inner product and norm on H , respectively by

〈Φ|Ψ〉 = (〈φj |ψj〉j)2j=n∈N ∈ C ,(5.38)

||Φ||2 = 〈Φ|Φ〉 = (〈φj |φj〉j)2j=n∈N = (||φj ||2)2j=n∈N ∈ R+.(5.39)

Then, for any F ∈M, the H-operator norm ||F||op ∈ R+ is given by

(5.40) ||F||op = (||Fn||op) , ||Fn||op = sup
φj∈Hj\{0}

||Fn(φj)||/||φj || ,

and its asymptotic H-operator norm, when it makes sense, is given/denoted by

(5.41) ||F||∞op = lim
n→∞

||Fn||op ∈ R+ ∪ {∞} .

If ‖F‖op is bounded, F is called H-bounded, otherwise it is called H-unbounded.

Definition 5.10. We say that H< = (Hj , 〈·|·〉j)2j=n∈N is a nested sequence of
Hilbert spaces if, for every j ≤ j′, there exists an injective linear nesting map

ιj
′

j : Hj → Hj′ which is also an isometry, i.e. such that 〈·|·〉j = (ιj
′

j )
∗〈·|·〉j′ .

It follows that, for any j ≤ j′, Hj′ = ιj
′

j (Hj) ⊕ (ιj
′

j (Hj))⊥, where ⊥ is with

respect to 〈·|·〉j′ . Thus, ∀φj
′ ∈ Hj′ we define

(5.42) φj
′

= φ̂j
′

j + φ̌j
′

j , φ̂j
′

j = Pj,j′(φ
j′ ) , φ̌j

′

j = P⊥
j,j′(φ

j′ ) ,

where Pj,j′ , P
⊥
j,j′ are the projectors Pj,j′ : Hj′ → Im(ιj

′

j ), P
⊥
j,j′ : Hj′ → Im(ιj

′

j )
⊥,

and also, ∀ψj ∈ Hj we define

(5.43) ψj′

j = ιj
′

j (ψ
j) ∈ Hj′ =⇒ ψ̂j′

j = ψj′

j , ψ̌j′

j = 0 .

Definition 5.11. Let H< = (Hj , 〈·|·〉j)2j=n∈N be a nested sequence of Hilbert
spaces. We say that F = (Fn)n∈N ∈ M is rigid if F : H< → H< given by (5.37)
also satisfies

(5.44) Fn′ ◦ ιj
′

j = ιj
′

j ◦ Fn , ∀n, n′ with n = 2j ≤ 2j′ = n′ ,

and we denote by M< the set of all rigid operator sequences, M< ⊂M.
Furthermore, on H< = (Hj , 〈·|·〉j)2j=n∈N, the nested norm ‖·‖ is defined for any

ψj ∈ Hj, φj
′ ∈ Hj′ , with j ≤ j′, by

(5.45)
∥∥∥φj

′ − ψj
∥∥∥ :=

∥∥∥φj
′ − ψj′

j

∥∥∥ ,



32 P.A.S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

where the norm on the r.h.s. of (5.45) is taken w.r.t. 〈·|·〉j′ , cf. (5.6). Similarly
for j′ ≤ j. Then, the space of convergent state sequences is

(5.46) H
<
∞ =

{
Φ = (φj)2j=n∈N ∈ H<

∣∣ ∃ lim
j→∞

φj

}
,

where convergence of Φ = (φj)2j=n∈N ∈ H< is in the sense of Cauchy w.r.t. the
nested norm on H< given by (5.45).

Accordingly, the set of convergent operator sequences is defined as

(5.47) M∞ =
{
F ∈M

∣∣ F : H<∞ → H<∞
}
.

Here we use notation (5.34) and redefine all operations in Definition 5.9 as
natural restrictions to H<∞ and M∞, so that, in particular, M∞ × H<∞ → H<∞ is
still given by (5.37), ∀F ∈M∞.

Remark 5.12. The sets H<∞ andM∞ are the relevant ones for studying the asymp-
totic limit j → ∞. On the other hand, apart from the identity and some projector
sequences, in general not many operator sequences are rigid. But in Example 5.30,
the sequence (Jj

3 )j∈N is rigid, where Jj
3 = dϕj(iL3), L3 ∈ so(3), for (ϕj)j∈Z a se-

quence of representations ϕj : SO(3)→ U(n+1). Hence, in this case, it is also rigid
the sequence (ϕj(g))j∈N, ∀g = g(θ) ∈ S1 = {exp(θL3) : θ ∈ Rmod2π} ⊂ SO(3).

Now, given an orthonormal basis {ejk}1≤k≤2j+1 for Hj ⊂ H<∞ there is a canonical

way to choose an orthonormal basis for Hj+1/2 ⊂ H<∞ , up to a phase, by taking

(5.48)
e
j+1/2
k = ι

j+1/2
j (ejk) , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2j + 1 ,

e
j+1/2
2j+2 ∈ (ι

j+1/2
j (Hj))⊥ ,

∥∥∥ej+1/2
2j+2

∥∥∥ = 1 .

Thus, starting with a standard basis for H1/2 ⊂ H<∞, we can inductively define an
orthonormal basis for every Hj ⊂ H<∞, up to 2j − 1 choices of phases.

Definition 5.13. We say that H<∞ is well-nested if there exists a canonical choice

of phase for e
j+1/2
2j+2 in (5.48), for every 2j = n ∈ N.

The unique sequence of orthonormal basis E = (Ej)2j∈N = ({ejk}1≤k≤2j+1)2j∈N

for H<∞ which is obtained inductively from a standard basis E1/2 for H1/2 ⊂ H<∞
using the canonical phase choice is called a well-nested basis sequence17 for H<∞.

From now on, we shall assume that H<∞ is well-nested, with a well-nested basis

sequence E = (Ej)2j∈N = ({ejk}1≤k≤2j+1)2j∈N.

Definition 5.14. The ground Hilbert space H for well-nested (H<∞,E) is the space
of complex ℓ2-sequences spanned by the grounding basis18 E = {ek}k∈N = E∞,

(5.49) ek := lim
j→∞

e
j
k , ∀k ∈ N ,

17Alternatively, given a sequence of representations ϕj : SU(2) → U(n+1) defining a sequence of

standard basis Ej for Hj , the well-nested basis sequence is defined by specifying the nesting maps

ιj
′

j : Ej → Ej′ plus a unique choice of “overall constant” for each j, that is, a function η : N → C∗,

cf. e.g. (5.76) for η(2j) = νj in Example 5.29 and (5.113) for η(2j) = ρj in Example 5.30.
18From N ↔ Z, sometimes it may be useful to describe this countable basis as E = {em}m∈Z or

as E = {em}2m∈Z, with em = limj→∞ e
j
m for {ejm}−j≤m≤j orthonormal basis of Hj .
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where each limit in (5.49) is taken in the sense of Definition 5.11, with inner product
〈·|·〉 on H being conjugate-linear in the first entry and satisfying

(5.50) 〈ek|ek′〉 = δk,k′ , ∀k, k′ ∈ N .

That is, E provides the identification H ∋ φ ⇐⇒ (αk)k∈N ∈ ℓ2, αk ∈ C, via

(5.51) φ ∈ H ⇐⇒ φ =
∞∑

k=1

αkek , 〈φ|φ〉 =
∞∑

k=1

|αk|2 <∞ .

Noting that, ∀j ∈ N, 〈·|·〉j is conjugate-linear in the first entry and satisfies

(5.52) 〈ejk|e
j
k′ 〉j = δk,k′ , 1 ≤ ∀k, k′ ≤ 2j + 1 ,

we can take (5.50) to be the consistency condition between (5.49) and (5.52).

Theorem 5.15. Let (H<∞,E) be well-nested and let [Φ] denote the equivalence class

of Φ ∈ H<∞, under the equivalence relation (φj) = Φ ≈ Φ̃ = (φ̃j) ∈ H<∞ given by

(5.53) Φ ≈ Φ̃ ⇐⇒ lim
j→∞

φj = lim
j→∞

φ̃j .

Then, H is isomorphic to H<∞/ ≈ and E provides a canonical isomorphism

(5.54) H = {φ = lim
j→∞

φj ≡ [Φ] | Φ = (φj) ∈ [Φ]} .

Furthermore, E determines the sequence of isometries Γ : (H<∞,E) → (H, E),
with Γ = (γj)2j∈N given by

(5.55) γj : (Hj , Ej)→ (H, E) , φj =

2j+1∑

k=1

αj
ke

j
k 7→

2j+1∑

k=1

αj
kek = γj(φ

j) .

Proof. First, for any k ∈ N, let (êjk)2j∈N ∈ H< be such that êjk = 0, for 2j + 1 < k,

ê
j
k = e

j
k , otherwise. Then, clearly, (êjk)2j∈N ∈ H<∞, hence, for any k ∈ N, we have

the canonical identification ek = [(êjk)2j∈N] ∈ H<∞/ ≈ .
Now, define L : H → H<∞ and Λ : H → H<∞/ ≈ , by

φ =

∞∑

k=1

αk ek 7→ Lφ = (φj) , φj =

n+1∑

k=1

αk e
j
k ∈ Hj(5.56)

Λφ = [Lφ] .(5.57)

It is clear that Λ is linear, we will show it is a bijection.
For φ, ψ ∈ H, let Lφ = (φj) and Lψ = (ψj) be as in (5.56). If φ 6= ψ, then

‖φ− ψ‖ > 0, where the norm ‖·‖ in H is the 〈·|·〉 norm, and because 〈ejk|e
j
k′〉 =

〈ek|ek′ 〉, ∀2j+1 ≥ k, k′, there exists j0 such that
∥∥∥φj′ − ψj

∥∥∥ > 0, ∀j′, j ≥ j0. Thus,
Λφ 6= Λψ and Λ is an injection.

Now, let Φ̃ = (φ̃j) ∈ H<∞ be a general element, with

(5.58) φ̃j =
n+1∑

k=1

αj
k e

j
k .

For any ǫ > 0 there is 2j0 = n0 ∈ N such that

(5.59)
∥∥∥φ̃j

′ − φ̃j
∥∥∥
2

=

2j+1∑

k=1

∣∣∣αj′

k − α
j
k

∣∣∣
2

+

2j′+1∑

k=2j+2

∣∣∣αj′

k

∣∣∣
2

< ǫ
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for every j′ > j ≥ j0. Thus, for any k ∈ N, (αj
k)2j∈N is a Cauchy sequence of

complex numbers and, hence, there exists (αk)k∈N ∈ C satisfying

(5.60) lim
j→∞

αj
k = αk .

From (5.59), we get

2j+1∑

k=2j0+2

|αk|2 = lim
j′→∞

2j+1∑

k=2j0+2

∣∣∣αj′

k

∣∣∣
2

≤ lim sup
j′→∞

2j′+1∑

k=2j0+2

∣∣∣αj′

k

∣∣∣
2

≤ ǫ ,

for any j > j0, thus

(5.61)

∞∑

k=2j0+2

|αk|2 ≤ ǫ .

This implies that (sn)n∈N ∈ R+, with sn =
∑n+1

k=1 |αk|2, is a Cauchy sequence,
which means that (αk)k∈N is a complex ℓ2-sequence, and thus

φ =

∞∑

k=1

αk ek ∈ H .

We then need to show that Lφ given by (5.56) is equivalent to Φ̃ given by (5.58),

with the relation between αj
k and αk given by (5.60). Again, from (5.59),

(5.62)
∥∥∥φj − φ̃j

∥∥∥
2

=

2j+1∑

k=1

∣∣∣αk − αj
k

∣∣∣
2

= lim
j′→∞

2j+1∑

k=1

∣∣∣αj′

k − α
j
k

∣∣∣
2

≤ ǫ

for j ≥ j0, therefore Lφ ≈ Φ̃. Thus, Λ is a surjection, hence it is a bijection.
In particular, we have Λek = [(êjk)2j∈N], as should be. Also, (5.61) and (5.62)

show that limj→∞ φ̃j = φ, so (5.54) holds.

To finish, we show that the family of nesting maps {ιj
′

j } induces the sequence of

isometries Γ. Fix j0. For any φ
j0 ∈ Hj0 , take Φ = (φj), where

φj =

{
ιjj0(φ

j0 ) , j ≥ j0
0 , j < j0

.

Then,
∥∥φj − φj0

∥∥ = 0 for every j ≥ j0. So γ̃j0 : Hj0 → H<∞/ ≈ : φj0 7→ [Φ] is

well defined. So we make γj0 = Λ−1 ◦ γ̃j0 . A straightforward calculation gives

γj0(e
j0
k ) = ek for any e

j0
k ∈ Ej0 , and this proves that (5.55) holds. �

Corollary 5.16. For any Φ ∈ H<, we have that Φ ∈ H<∞ if and only if Γ(Φ) is
convergent in H. Also, for φ = limn→∞ Γ(Φ), we have [Φ] ≡ φ , cf. (5.56)-(5.57).

We now investigate the relations between operator sequences F and operators
on the ground Hilbert space H. First we have the following natural definitions.

Definition 5.17. Let (H, E) be the ground Hilbert space for a well-nested (H<∞,E).
Given any F = (Fn) ∈ M, for M × H< → H< as in (5.37), the Γ-induced

operator sequence (Fn)n∈N is the sequence of operators Fn : H → H defined by

(5.63) Fn(φ) := Fn ◦ γj(φj) = γj ◦ Fn(φ
j) , for φj ∈ Lφ , n = 2j .
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Definition 5.18. For any F : H → H, its H-operator-norm ||F||op is given by

(5.64) ||F||op = sup
φ∈H\{0}

‖F(φ)‖/‖φ‖ ∈ R+ ∪ {∞} ,

and ||F||op <∞ means that F is bounded, or H-bounded.
Proposition 5.19. Let F = (Fn)n∈N ∈ M. If its Γ-induced operator sequence
(Fn)n∈N converges in H-operator-norm, then F ∈M∞ .

Proof. If Φ = (φj) ∈ H<∞, we have
∥∥∥Fn′ ◦ γj′ (φj

′

)−Fn ◦ γj(φj)
∥∥∥ ≤

∥∥∥Fn′ ◦ γj′(φj
′

)−Fn ◦ γj′ (φj
′

)
∥∥∥

+
∥∥∥Fn ◦ γj′(φj

′

)−Fn ◦ γj(φj)
∥∥∥

≤ ‖Fn′ −Fn‖op
∥∥∥φj

′
∥∥∥

+ ‖Fn‖op
∥∥∥γj′ (φj

′

)− γj(φj)
∥∥∥

for n′ = 2j′ and n = 2j. Let φ ∈ H and F : H → H be such that γj(φ
j)→ φ and

Fn → F . There is n1 = 2j1 ∈ N for which

n = 2j > n1 =⇒
∥∥φj

∥∥ ≤ 2‖φ‖ , ‖Fn‖op ≤ 2‖F‖op .
In addition, given any ǫ > 0 there is n2 = 2j2 ∈ N for which

n′ = 2j′, n = 2j > n2 =⇒ ‖Fn′ −Fn‖op ≤
ǫ

4‖φ‖ ,
∥∥∥γj′(φj

′

)− γj(φj)
∥∥∥ ≤ ǫ

4‖F‖op
.

Then, for n0 = 2j0 = max{n1, n2}, we have

n′ = 2j′, n = 2j > n0 =⇒
∥∥∥Fn′ ◦ γj′(φj

′

)−Fn ◦ γj(φj)
∥∥∥ ≤ ǫ

2
+
ǫ

2
= ǫ .

Thus, (Fn◦γj(φj)) is a Cauchy sequence and (Fn(φ
j)) ∈ H<∞ , by Corollary 5.16. �

Proposition 5.20. If F ∈M∞ , then F is H-bounded.

Proof. Suppose that F is H-unbounded and assume without loss of generality that
‖Fn‖op 6= 0 for all n ∈ N and ‖Fn‖op → ∞. Let (φj) ∈ H< be such that

∥∥φj
∥∥ = 1

and ‖Fn‖op =
∥∥Fn(φ

j)
∥∥. Now,

ψj =
1√
‖Fn‖op

φj

defines a sequence Ψ = (ψj) ∈ H<∞ such that [Ψ] ≡ 0, but

∥∥Fn(ψ
j)
∥∥ =

∥∥Fn(φ
j)
∥∥

√
‖Fn‖op

=
√
‖Fn‖op →∞ ,

in contradiction with the fact that F ∈M∞. �

Proposition 5.21. If Φ,Ψ ∈ H<∞ and F ∈M∞, then F(Φ) ≈ F(Ψ) if Φ ≈ Ψ.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that if Φ ∈ H<∞ satisfies [Φ] ≡ 0 and F ∈ M∞,
then F(Φ) ≈ 0. Let Φ = (φj) and F = (Fn). Since

∥∥Fn(φ
j)
∥∥ ≤ ‖Fn‖op

∥∥φj
∥∥ and∥∥φj

∥∥→ 0, by Proprosition 5.20, we get
∥∥Fn(φ

j)
∥∥→ 0. �
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Definition 5.22. Two operator sequences F,F′ ∈ M∞ are equivalent, denoted
F ≈ F′, if F(Φ) ≈ F′(Φ) for every Φ ∈ H<∞. Let us denote the space of equivalent
classes of convergent operator sequences by B =M∞/ ≈ .

Then, given any [F] ∈ B, the induced operator F : H → H is defined by

(5.65) φ 7→ F(φ) ≡ [F′(Φ)] , for φ ≡ [Φ] , Φ ∈ H<∞ ,

for any F′ ∈ [F] ∈ B.

The following shows that the operator F : H → H is well defined, according to
Definitions 5.14, 5.17, 5.22, Theorem 5.15 and Propositions 5.19, 5.20, 5.21.

Theorem 5.23. For any [F] ∈ B, the induced operator F on H, given by (5.65),
is bounded and coincides, for any F′ ∈ [F], with the pointwise limit of the induced
sequence of operators (F ′

n) on H, that is, (F ′
n(φ)) → F(φ) for every φ ∈ H, with

F ′
n given by (5.63).

Proof. Given φ ∈ H, let Lφ = (φj) = Φ be as in (5.56), then

φ =

∞∑

k=1

αk ek =⇒ γj(φ
j) =

n+1∑

k=1

αk ek ,

so φ ≡ [Φ] and F ′
n(φ) = F ′

n(γj(φ
j)). We also have F(φ) ≡ [F′(Φ)], then

F(φ) = lim
n→∞

γj ◦ F ′
n(φ

j) = lim
n→∞

F ′
n(γj(φ

j)) = lim
n→∞

F ′
n(φ) ,

cf. (5.53)-(5.54) and (5.63). That is, (F ′
n) is a pointwise convergent sequence to F .

Now, for any F′ ∈ [F] ∈ B, since F is the pointwise limit of the operator sequence
(F ′

n) induced by F′ then, because each F ′
n is bounded and F′ is H-bounded, we get

that F is also H-bounded and F(φ) ∈ H. �

Thus, from Definition 5.22 and Theorem 5.23, we have the identification

(5.66) F : H<∞ → H<∞ ⇐⇒ [F] = F : H → H ,

cf. (1.14). And in view of Theorem 5.23 and Proposition 5.19, we can single out:

Definition 5.24. We say that F = (Fn)n∈N ∈M∞ is a strongly convergent oper-
ator sequence if its Γ-induced operator sequence (Fn)n∈N converges in H-operator-
norm. We denote by M̂∞ the set of all strongly convergent operator sequences.

Proposition 5.25. M̂∞ is a proper subset of M∞.

Proof. Take, for instance, the operator sequence F = (Fn)n∈N determined by

Fn(e
j
k) =

√
k

n+ 1
e
j
k , ∀e

j
k ∈ Ej , ∀n = 2j ∈ N ,

where E = (Ej)2j∈N is a well-nested basis for H<. It is straightforward to see that

F ∈M∞ but F /∈ M̂∞. �

We end this subsection with the important results stated in the next propositions.

Proposition 5.26. If F = (Fn) ∈ M∞, then F∗ = (F ∗
n ) ∈ M∞ and the operator

induced by [F∗] is the Hermitian conjugate of the operator induced by [F].
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Proof. Let (Fn) and (F∗
n) be the Γ-induced operator sequences of F and F∗, re-

spectively. Also, let F be the operator induced by [F]. Given Φ = (φj) ∈ H<∞ and
ψ ∈ H, let φ = limn→∞ γj(φ

j). Then

(5.67)
〈
F∗

n ◦ γj(φj)
∣∣ψ

〉
=

〈
γj(φ

j)
∣∣Fn(ψ)

〉
→ 〈φ|F(ψ)〉 .

Since ψ is any element of H, we conclude that (F∗
n ◦γj(φj)) converges to F∗(φ). �

Definition 5.27. For any operator F : H → H, its trace, if it exists, is

(5.68) tr(F) =
∞∑

k=1

〈ek|F(ek)〉 ,

where E = {ek}k∈N is a countable orthonormal basis for H. And F is trace-class

if ∃ tr(|F|) ∈ R+, for |F| =
√
F∗F .

We recall that the set of trace-class operators forms an ideal in the algebra of
operators on an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. Then, we have:

Proposition 5.28. For [F] ⊂M∞, if F′ is trace-class, for any F′ ∈ [F], then the
induced operator F : H → H is trace-class and

(5.69) tr(|F|) ≤ tr∞(|F|) .

Proof. As before, for F′ ∈ [F], take the induced operator sequence (F ′
n). Then,

(5.70)

tr(|F|) =
∞∑

k=1

〈ek||F|(ek)〉 = lim
n→∞

n+1∑

k=1

〈ek||F|(ek)〉

= lim
n→∞

lim
n′→∞

n+1∑

k=1

〈ek||F ′
n′ |(ek)〉

≤ lim
n′→∞

tr(|F ′
n′ |) = lim

n′→∞
tr(|F ′

n′ |) .

So if F′ is trace-class, then tr(|F|) ≤ tr∞(|F′|). �

The converse of the last proposition is not true. Take, for example,

(5.71) F = (Fn) , Fn =
In√
n+ 1

= |Fn| .

Trivially, ‖Fn‖op = 1/
√
n+ 1, thus we have (Fn) ∈ M∞ by Proposition 5.19. Let

F be the operator induced by [F]. For any φ ∈ H, from Proposition 5.23, we have

‖F(φ)‖ = lim
n→∞

‖Fn(φ)‖ ≤ lim
n→∞

‖Fn‖op‖φ‖ = 0 .

Thus, F is identically null. So |F| is also identically null and tr(|F|) = 0. However,
from (5.71), tr(|Fn|) =

√
n+ 1, thus tr∞(|F|) = tr∞(F) =∞.

5.3. Concrete examples of asymptotic spin quantization. We now provide
two concrete examples that illustrate some of the previous definitions and results.

Example 5.29. S2 is a Kähler manifold, S2 ≃ CP 1. Then, recalling Definition
5.6 and Proposition 5.7, for each j we can pass from Hj

om2 to Poly(C)h≤n , the space
of holomorphic polynomials of degree ≤ n in one complex variable, via identification

(5.72) idj1 : Hj
om2 ∋ uj−m

1 uj+m
2 ←→ νjz

j−m ∈ Poly(C)h≤n ,
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where νj ∈ C is a constant, for each j, and z ∈ C is a holomorphic coordinate of
CP 1, the latter seen in this coordinate system as the flattened plane, with SU(2)
now acting on z ≃ u1/u2 ∈ C via Möbius transformations.

Thus, for each φj ∈ Poly(C)h≤n there is a unique “lift” φ̃j ∈ Hj
om2 satisfying

φj(z) = φ̃j(u1, u2) ,

via the identification idj1 given by (5.72). From this, it follows that, for each j, we

can define a SU(2)-invariant inner product 〈·|·〉j
Poly(C)h

≤n

via (5.72) by

(5.73) 〈φj |ψj〉j
Poly(C)h

≤n

= 〈φ̃j |ψ̃j〉Hj
om2

.

However, just as the identification (5.72) is j-dependent, so is the inner product
on the l.h.s. of (5.73), therefore this product cannot be written simply as the restric-
tion to Poly(C)h≤n of a j-invariant inner product on the space Hol1 of holomorphic

functions on C. The inner product (5.73) can also be written in integral form,

(5.74) 〈φj |ψj〉j
Poly(C)h

≤n

=

∫

C

φj(z)ψj(z)dµj(z) ,

but, in contrast with (5.25), now dµj(z) depends explicitly on j.
Anyway, from (5.73), the set

(5.75)

{
δmj (z) ≡ νjz

j−m

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j

,

forms an orthonormal basis for

idj1(Hj
om2, 〈·|·〉) =: (Hj

z, 〈·|·〉j) := (Poly(C)h≤n, 〈·|·〉jPoly(C)h
≤n

) .

In principle, for each j the choice of (j-dependent) constant νj ∈ C is arbitrary.
But there is a canonical way to choose νj for every j, by looking at the function 1.
Setting m = j in (5.75) we obtain

(5.76) 1 ≡ νj√
(2j)!

=⇒ νj =
√
(2j)! as a canonical choice .

With the canonical choice (5.76), identifying p = j −m, we set

(5.77)

Ej =
{
u(j,m) ≡ zj−m

√
(2j)!√

(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j

⇔
{
u(j,m) ≡

√(
n

p

)
zp =: un

p

}

0≤p≤n

as the standard basis for (Hj
z , 〈·|·〉j) satisfying (2.2)-(2.3), so that

(5.78) 〈φj |ψj〉j
Poly(C)h

≤n

≡ 〈φj |ψj〉j =

n∑

p=0

αj
pβ

j
p ,

(5.79) φj(z) =

n∑

p=0

αj
p

√(
n

p

)
zp , ψj(z) =

n∑

p=0

βj
p

√(
n

p

)
zp ,
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and we have the identification

(5.80) Jj
3 ←→ j − z ∂

∂z
: Hj

z → Hj
z , ∀n = 2j ∈ N .

We now note that the sequence of Hilbert spaces H< = (Hj
z , 〈·|·〉j)2j∈N is a nested

sequence, with nesting maps ιj
′

j : Hj
z → Hj′

z determined for j ≤ j′ by

(5.81) ιj
′

j (u
n
p ) = u

n′

p ,

and the canonical choice (5.76) defines a well-nested basis sequence E = (Ej)2j∈N,
with Ej given by (5.77).

Thus, from Theorem 5.15, if (φj)2j∈N ∈ H<∞ is given as in (5.79), then (αp)p∈N0
,

with αp = limj→∞ αj
p ∈ C, is a ℓ2-sequence and φ = limj→∞ φj ∈ Hz, where Hz

is the ground Hilbert space of H<∞. In this case, from Theorem 5.23, an operator
sequence T ∈M∞ takes the ℓ2-sequence (αp)p∈N0

to an ℓ2-sequence (βp)p∈N0
, with

βp = limj→∞ βj
p ∈ C, for βj

i as in (5.79), and defines an operator T : Hz → Hz.

But the inner product on each Hj
z can also be written in the integral form (5.74)

and one obtains straightforwardly that the measure/integrator is given by

(5.82) dµj(z) =
n+ 1

2πi

dz ∧ dz
(1 + zz)n+2

,

which yields the set (5.77) as an orthonormal basis for Hj
z with respect to the inner

product 〈·|·〉j given by (5.74) and (5.78)-(5.82), cf. also [4].
Thus, from the above and (5.56)-(5.57), we can also characterize the ground

Hilbert space Hz as the subspace of formal power series in z, C[[z]] , satisfying19

(5.83)

ψ ∈ Hz ⊂ C[[z]] ⇐⇒ ∃ lim
j→∞

∫

C

|ψj(z)|2dµj(z) , (ψj)2j∈N = Lψ , cf. (5.56).

Then, repeating the steps in Example 5.8, using (5.74)-(5.82) we can write any
operator T j

α : Hj
z → Hj

z, ψj 7→ φj as determined by an integral kernel Kj
α via

(5.84) φj(z1) =

∫

C

Kj
α(z1, z2)ψj(z2)dµ

j(z2) ,

with dµj(z) given by (5.82), which thus has the form, cf. (2.4) and (5.30),

Kj
α(z1, z2) =

n∑

p1,p2=0

(−1)p2M(α)jj−p1,p2−j

√(
n

p1

)√(
n

p2

)
zp1

1 z
p2

2 ,

so that, for f ∈ C∞
C
(S2), with WC of (anti-)Poisson type, the W -quantization of

f , Fw, determines a sequence of integral operators Tw[f ] = (T j
w[f ])2j=n∈N acting

on the well-nested sequence of Hilbert spaces H< = (Hj
z , 〈·|·〉j)2j=n∈N via (5.84) by

the sequence of integral kernels Kw[f ] = (Kj
w[f ])n∈N, where

(5.85)

Kj
w[f ](z1, z2) =

√
n+ 1

n∑

p1,p2,l=0

(−1)p2

√(
n

p1

)√(
n

p2

)
C j, j, l

j−p1,p2−j,m

〈Y m
l |f〉
cnl

zp1

1 z
p2

2

19It is necessary to restrict to ψj ∈ Poly(C)h
≤n

⊂ C[[z]] in (5.83), with (ψj)2j∈N = Lψ , because

the inner product defined by (5.74) and (5.82) is ill-defined or divergent on C[[z]] \ Poly(C)h
≤n

.
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cf. (5.15), (5.19)-(5.21), (2.11), with 〈·|·〉 given by (2.16). And similarly for

(K̃j
w[f ])2j∈N from F̃w, the W̃ -quantization of f , replacing cnl ↔ 1/cnl in (5.85).
Therefore, for ψ ∈ Hz as in (5.83), setting (ψj)2j∈N = Lψ in (5.84), cf. (5.56),

if WC is such that Tw [f ] = (T j
w[f ])2j∈N ∈M∞, then Tw[f ] : ψ 7→ φ ∈ Hz, where

(5.86) φ(z1) = lim
j→∞

∫

C

Kj
w[f ](z1, z2)ψ

j(z2)dµ
j(z2) ,

and similarly for T̃w[f ] with K̃j
w[f ] in (5.86).

Näıvely, one could have thought of defining integral operators on the space of
L2-holomorphic functions on C, with respect to the inner product on Hol1 defined
by analogy with the inner product on Hol2, as

(5.87) 〈φ|ψ〉H2µ

ol1
=

∫

C

φ(z)ψ(z)dµ(z) , dµ(z) = e−zz dz ∧ dz
2πi

.

However, this inner product is not SU(2)-invariant, for the SU(2)-action on H2µ
ol1

induced from the SU(2)-Möbius-action on z ∈ C. This can also be seen from the

fact that an orthonormal basis for H2µ
ol1 w.r.t. the above inner product is given by

(5.88) {vp = zp/
√
p!}p∈N0

.

Therefore, for any 2j = n > 1, the set {ep = zp/
√
p!}0≤p≤n does not constitute a

standard basis for the spin-j system. In fact, from (5.77) and (5.88), we have that

u
n
p =

√
n!

(n− p)!vp

so that, from (2.2)-(2.3), for Jj
3 = dϕj(σ3/2), J

j
± = dϕj(σ±/2), where ϕj : SU(2)→

U(n+ 1) is the irreducible representation on H̃j ⊂ Hol1,

Jj
3 (u

n
p ) = (j − p)un

p ⇐⇒ Jj
3 (vp) = (j − p)vp

but, cf. (2.2)-(2.3), with p = j −m,

(5.89)
Jj
+(u

n
p ) =

√
p(n− p+ 1)un

p−1 =⇒ Jj
+(vp) =

√
pvp−1 ,

Jj
−(u

n
p ) =

√
(n− p)(p+ 1)un

p+1 =⇒ Jj
−(vp) = (n− p)

√
(p+ 1)vp+1 .

Thus, while both are basis formed by eigenvectors of Jj
3 , for any j, we see from (5.89)

that the basis {vp = zp/
√
p!}0≤p≤n is not SU(2)-equivariant, for any 2j = n > 1.

Example 5.30. It is common to think of the quantization of a function f on a
real symplectic manifold M as defining a differential or an integral operator on a
Hilbert space of functions on a real Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂M. For spin sys-
tems, any simple closed curve on S2 is a Lagrangian submanifold, but, by symmetry
considerations, it is natural to focus on the closed geodesics.

Thus, let X ⊂ S2 be a closed geodesic, which we can take to be the equator of the
coordinate system (ϕ, θ) on S2, so that θ parametrizes X . We now construct three
well-nested sequences of Hilbert spaces adapted to X ⊂ S2, as follows.

In the first construction, we trivially “repeat” Example 5.29, looking at restric-
tions of functions on CP 1 to X ≃ S1 = {z = eiθ} ⊂ CP 1 ≃ S2 via identification

(5.90) ĩd
j

2 : Hj
z ≡ Poly(C)h≤n ∋ νjzj−m ←→ νje

i(j−m)θ ∈ Hj
eiθ

,
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so that all expressions are imported directly from Example 5.29 and then everything
gets well defined on X ⊂ S2, but we don’t get anything new and we loose the integral
expressions of Example 5.29. This is SU(2)-invariant, but uninteresting.

The second construction is quite more interesting, but now we shall restrict to the
subsequence of SU(2) representations with integer j’s, in other words, this second
construction is restricted to the sequence of SO(3) representations.

Then, for each j ∈ N, let Hj be the (2j + 1)-dimensional complex vector space

spanned by {eimθ}−j≤m≤j. To be more explicit, we shall denote it by Hj
θ. In order

to turn (Hj
θ)j∈N into a well-nested sequence of Hilbert spaces, recalling identification

(5.72) of Example 5.29, we start by identifying, for each j ∈ N,

(5.91) idj2 : Hj
z ≡ Poly(C)h≤n ∋ νjzj−m ←→ ρje

imθ ∈ Hj
θ ,

where ρj ∈ C is a constant for each j. Then, from (5.75), a SO(3)-invariant inner

product 〈·|·〉j on Hj
θ is determined by setting

(5.92)

{
ωm
j =

ρje
imθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j

as an orthonormal basis for Hj
θ, so that 〈ωm

j |ωm′

j 〉j = δm,m′ .
In order to complete the construction of a well-nested basis sequence E for the

nested sequence H< = (Hj
θ, 〈·|·〉j)2j∈N, we need to define the nesting maps and

specify a canonical choice for all ρj’s. For the choice of ρj’s, we can proceed as in
Example 5.29 and look at the constant function 1 on X ⊂ S2,

(5.93) (j ∈ N, m = 0) : 1 ≡ ρj
j!

=⇒ ρj = j! , as a canonical choice .

Thus, with the canonical choice (5.93) for ρj in (5.92),

(5.94) Ej =
{
u(j,m) =

j!eimθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j

is a standard basis for Hj
θ satisfying (2.2)-(2.3).

The nesting maps ιj
′

j : Hj
θ → H

j′

θ must be consistent with idj2 given by (5.91) and

nesting maps ι̌j
′

j : Hj
z → Hj′

z , that is, ∀j ≤ j′ they must satisfy ιj
′

j ◦id
j
2 = idj

′

2 ◦ ι̌j
′

j .

The first tentative is to fix ι̌j
′

j as determined by (5.81). With this choice, the nesting

maps ι̃j
′

j : Hj
θ → H

j′

θ satisfy ι̃j
′

j (u(j,m)) = u(j,m+ j′− j). However, these nesting

maps are not well suited to the choice (5.93) for ρj. Because, in Example 5.29,
for every j the constant function 1 was associated to the highest-weight vector, and
the nesting maps (5.81) took highest weight to highest weight. Now, the constant
function 1 is associated to the middle-weight vector, for every j, but the nesting

maps ι̃j
′

j induced from (5.81) do not take middle-weight to middle-weight.

So, we define new nesting maps ιj
′

j : Hj
θ → H

j′

θ , determined for j ≤ j′ by

(5.95) ιj
′

j (u(j,m)) = u(j′,m) .

Since both j and j′ are integers, (5.95) is well defined, but it induces new nesting

maps ι̃j
′

j : Hj
z → Hj′

z on the subsequence (Hj
z)j∈N via ιj

′

j ◦ id
j
2 = idj

′

2 ◦ ι̃j
′

j .
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Thus, with the identification (5.91), the nesting defined by (5.95) and the canon-

ical choice (5.93), our well-nested basis sequence for H< = (Hj
θ, 〈·|·〉j)2j∈N is given

by E = (Ej)2j∈N, where each Ej is given by (5.94).
In this way, a sequence Φ = (φj)j∈N ∈ H< can be identified with a sequence of

SO(3)-equivariant Fourier polynomials of degree j on X ⊂ S2, with

(5.96) φj(θ) = j!

j∑

m=−j

αj
me

imθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

= φj(θ + 2π) ∈ Hj
θ .

Accordingly, we shall call αj
m in (5.96) the modified Fourier coefficients of φj, so

that, if αj
m, β

j
m are modified Fourier coefficients of φj , ψj ∈ Hj

θ as in (5.96), then

(5.97) 〈φj |ψj〉j =
j∑

m=−j

αj
mβ

j
m .

Furthermore, it follows from (5.94) and (5.96) that the operator J3 can be identified
in this representation as

(5.98) J3 ←→ −i
∂

∂θ
: Hj

θ → H
j
θ , ∀j ∈ N .

Note that J3 is j-invariant (compare with (5.80)), but recall that the sequence

(Jj
3 )j∈N is a rigid operator sequence for the nesting maps (5.95), cf. Remark 5.12.
However, in contrast with Example 5.29, now it is not so easy to write the inner

product given by (5.96)-(5.97) in terms of an integral20 on X ≃ R mod 2π. Thus,
we will now restrict ourselves to a purely discrete description.

Then, repeating the steps in Example 5.29, now without integral descriptions,
given f ∈ C∞

C
(S2), with WC of (anti-)Poisson type, the W -quantization of f , Fw,

determines a sequence of operators Tw[f ] = (T j
w[f ])j∈N acting on the well-nested

sequence of Hilbert spaces H< = (Hj
θ, 〈·|·〉j)j∈N as

T j
w[f ] : Hj

θ → H
j
θ , φ

j 7→ ψj ,

where, for φj(θ) as in (5.96),

(5.99) ψj(θ) = j!
√
2j + 1

2j∑

l=0

j∑

m,m′=−j

〈Y m̄
l |f〉
c2jl

C j, j, l
m,−m′,m̄

(−1)j−m′

αj
m′eimθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

and similarly for the W̃ -quantization of f , replacing cnl ↔ 1/cnl in (5.99).
Put another way, T j

w[f ] takes the modified Fourier coefficients αj
m of φj to the

modified Fourier coefficients βj
m of ψj, cf (5.96), where

(5.100) βj
m =

√
n+ 1

n∑

l=0

j∑

m′=−j

〈Y m̄
l |f〉
cnl

C j, j, l
m,−m′,m̄(−1)j−m′

αj
m′ .

From Theorem 5.15, if (φj)j∈N ∈ H<∞ is given as in (5.96) and Hθ denotes the
ground Hilbert space of H<∞, then we have the identification21:

(5.101) φ = lim
j→∞

φj ∈ Hθ ⇐⇒ (αm)m∈Z ,
∞∑

m=−∞

|αm|2 <∞ ,

20The standard definition 1

2π

∫ π

−π
φj(θ)ψj(θ)dθ is not SO(3)-invariant, similarly to (5.87).

21Slightly abusing nomenclature, we also refer to the ordered set (αm)m∈Z as a sequence.
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where, cf. (5.95),

(5.102) αm = lim
j→∞

αj
m ∈ C , ∀m ∈ Z ,

so that φ ≡ [Lφ = (φ̃j)j∈N] = limj→∞ φ̃j is given explicitly by

(5.103) φ = lim
j→∞

j!

j∑

m=−j

αme
imθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

∈ Hθ .

Then, if Tw[f ] ∈M∞ , from Theorem 5.23 we have that

Tw[f ] =⇒ Tw[f ] : Hθ → Hθ , φ 7→ ψ ,

where ψ ≡ [Lψ = (ψ̃j)j∈N] = limj→∞ ψ̃j is given by

(5.104) ψ = lim
j→∞

j!

j∑

m=−j

βme
imθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

∈ Hθ ,

with, cf. (5.100),

(5.105) βm = lim
j→∞

√
n+ 1

n∑

l=0

j∑

m′=−j

〈Y m̄
l |f〉
cnl

C j, j, l
m,−m′,m̄(−1)j−m′

αm′ ,

satisfying

(5.106)
∞∑

m=−∞

|βm|2 <∞ , so that (βm)m∈Z ←→ ψ ∈ Hθ .

And similarly for T̃w[f ] : Hθ → Hθ, by substituting cnl ↔ 1/cnl in (5.105).
Now, φ and ψ satisfying (5.103)-(5.104) converge in nested-H-norm. Therefore,

using Tannery, if (αm)m∈Z satisfies (5.101) and Tw[f ] ∈M∞ then

(5.107) lim
j→∞

(j!)2
j∑

m=−j

|βm|2
(j −m)!(j +m)!

= lim
j→∞

j∑

m=−j

|βm|2 ,

with a similar equation holding for (αm)m∈Z.
On the other hand, functional convergence of φ and ψ given by (5.103)-(5.104)

is assured if the sequences (αm)m∈Z and (βm)m∈Z are both ℓ1-sequences, that is,
with absolutely convergent series, and then it follows that,

(5.108) ∞ > lim
j→∞

j!

j∑

m=−j

|αm|√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

⇐⇒
∞∑

m=−∞

|αm| < ∞

and likewise for (βm)m∈Z, in which case we have that, ∀θ ∈ R mod 2π,

(5.109) lim
j→∞

j!

j∑

m=−j

γme
imθ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

= lim
j→∞

j∑

m=−j

γme
imθ ,

where (γm)m∈Z stands for both (αm)m∈Z and (βm)m∈Z.

In the third construction, we extend the second construction, from the sequence
of SO(3) representation to the full sequence of SU(2) representations, as follows.
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For j half-integer, we adjust (5.91)-(5.92) in order to accommodate the constant
function 1 so that it is associated to m = 1/2,−1/2, 1/2,−1/2, · · · Hence,
(5.110) idj3 : Hj

z ≡ Poly(C)h≤n ∋ νjzj−m ←→ ρje
i(m−ǫj)θ ∈ Hj

θ ,

where

(5.111) ǫj =
sin(jπ)

2
, 2j ∈ N .

Then,

(5.112) Ej =
{
u(j,m) =

ρje
i(m−ǫj)θ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

}

−j≤m≤j

is our standard basis for Hj
θ, 2j ∈ N, where

(5.113) ρj =

{
j! , j ∈ N

(j − 1/2)!
√
j + 1/2 , j = k − 1/2 , k ∈ N

is the canonical choice so that 1←→ (mj)2j∈N = (1/2, 0,−1/2, 0, 1/2, 0,−1/2, 0, · · ·).
Accordingly, the nesting maps are now determined by

(5.114) ιj
′

j (u(j,m)) = u(j′,m+ ǫj′ − ǫj) .

In this way, our well-nested sequence of Hilbert spaces (H<,E), where H = (Hj
θ)2j∈N,

E = (Ej)2j∈N, is now defined by (5.111)-(5.114).

Now, the sequence of spin operators (Jj
3 ) is not rigid anymore, since it has an

explicitly dependence on j. This can also be seen from (2.2), which implies

(5.115)
ιj

′

j ◦ J
j
3 (u(j,m)) = mu(j′,m+ ǫj′ − ǫj)
6= (m+ ǫj′ − ǫj)u(j′,m+ ǫj′ − ǫj) = Jj′

3 ◦ ιj
′

j (u(j,m))

And now, a sequence Φ = (φj)2j∈N ∈ H< can be identified with a sequence of
complex Fourier polynomials

(5.116) φj = ρj

j∑

m=−j

αj
m−ǫje

i(m−ǫj)θ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

∈ Hj
θ ,

where αj
m−ǫj are the modified Fourier coefficients, and then we identify the W -

quantization Fw of f ∈ C∞
C
(S2) via W C of Poisson type with a sequence of opera-

tors Tw[f ] = (T j
w[f ])2j∈N acting on H< = (Hj

θ, 〈·|·〉j)2j∈N, so that

(5.117) ψj = ρj

j∑

m=−j

βj
m−ǫje

i(m−ǫj)θ

√
(j −m)!(j +m)!

∈ Hj
θ ,

for ψj = T j
w[f ](φ

j) = ψj and φj ∈ Hj
θ as in (5.116), where

(5.118) βj
m−ǫj =

√
n+ 1

n∑

l=0

j∑

m′=−j

〈Y m̄
l |f〉
cnl

C j, j, l
m,−m′,m̄(−1)j−m′

αj
m′−ǫj

.

From Theorem 5.15, if Φ ∈ H<∞, then we have the identification (5.101), that is,

φ = lim
j→∞

φj ∈ Hθ ⇐⇒ (αm)m∈Z ,

∞∑

m=−∞

|αm|2 <∞ ,
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where now

(5.119) αm = lim
j→∞

αj
m−ǫj ∈ C , ∀m ∈ Z .

So φ ≡ [Lφ = (φ̃j)] = limj→∞ φ̃j is given by

(5.120) φ = lim
j→∞

ρj

j−ǫj∑

m=−j−ǫj

αme
imθ

√
(j −m− ǫj)!(j +m+ ǫj)!

.

If Tw[f ] ∈ M∞, the Γ-induced operator Tw[f ] : Hθ → Hθ, maps φ 7→ ψ, for

ψ ≡ [Ψ = (ψj)]. Using again ψ ≡ [Lψ = (ψ̃j)] = limj→∞ ψ̃j, we get

(5.121) ψ = lim
j→∞

ρj

j−ǫj∑

m=−j−ǫj

βme
imθ

√
(j −m− ǫj)!(j +m+ ǫj)!

,

where (βm)m∈Z satisfying (5.106) are given by

(5.122) βm = lim
j→∞

√
n+ 1

n∑

l=0

j−ǫj∑

m′=−j−ǫj

〈Y m̄
l |f〉
cnl

C j, j, l
m−ǫj,−m′+ǫj ,m̄

(−1)j−m′

αm′ .

Again, it is important to emphasize that (5.120) and (5.121) always converge in
the nested-H-norm. Thus, again from (5.101), (5.106) and Tannery’s theorem,

(5.123) lim
j→∞

ρ2j

j+ǫj∑

m=−j−ǫj

|βm|2
(j −m− ǫj)!(j +m+ ǫj)!

= lim
j→∞

j∑

m=−j

|βm|2 ,

with a similar equation holding for (αm)m∈Z.
However, now the study of functional convergence of (5.120) and (5.121), i.e.

the study of whether φ and ψ are actually well defined functions on the whole or
a.e. on X ⊂ S2, can be simplified by taking H< as three disjoint subsequences:

H
<
1 = (Hj

θ)2j≡1 (mod 4) , H
<
2 = (Hj

θ)j∈N , H<3 = (Hj
θ)2j≡3 (mod 4) .

But note that we could have defined the extension SO(3) →֒ SU(2) of this quan-
tization by choosing ǫ′j = −ǫj so that 1 ←→ (mj)2j∈N = (−1/2, 0, 1/2, 0, · · ·), in
which case the roles of H<1 and H<3 would be interchanged. Hence, we could also
define the SU(2) quantization by taking the average of these two choices.

Anyway, it is not hard to see that all choices are asymptotically equivalent and
all subsequences converge equally, as functions on X ⊂ S2, when both (αm)m∈Z and
(βm)m∈Z are complex ℓ1-sequences, in which case we have that, ∀θ ∈ R mod 2π,

(5.124) lim
j→∞

ρj

j+ǫj∑

m=−j−ǫj

γme
imθ

√
(j −m− ǫj)!(j +m+ ǫj)!

= lim
j→∞

j∑

m=−j

γme
imθ ,

with (γm)m∈Z standing for both (αm)m∈Z and (βm)m∈Z.

We emphasize that the theory developed in Section 5.2 asserts that (βm)m∈Z ∈ ℓ2
when (αm)m∈Z ∈ ℓ2, if F ∈M∞ . But when the series of (αm)m∈Z is also absolutely
convergent, that is, if (αm)m∈Z ∈ ℓ1, then further hypotheses on F may generally be
needed for (βm)m∈Z to also be a complex ℓ1-sequence. We shall not investigate these
further hypotheses here. We shall also defer further investigations on the functional
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convergence of (5.103)-(5.104) and (5.120)-(5.121) in the more subtle cases when
(αm)m∈Z and (βm)m∈Z are complex ℓ2-sequences but not complex ℓ1-sequences.

5.4. Quantized functions and asymptotic localization. The general theory
developed in Section 5.2 and exemplified in Section 5.3 asserts that the operator
sequences T /∈M∞ are not suited to the limit j →∞, cf. Theorem 5.23.

Here, it is important to clarify that the limit j → ∞ is asymptotic and the
existence of a ground Hilbert space and operators therein could be seen as providing
consistency requirements for a sequential quantization of S2, but recalling that we
only have a quantum spin system when 2j ∈ N. Thus, for instance, in (5.107) of
Example 5.30, the equality generally becomes an inequality if the limit j → ∞ is
not taken on both sides, that is, we have an inequality for any j ∈ N. Similarly in
(5.109), as well as in (5.123)-(5.124) for any 2j ∈ N. And this is very important to
consider when working out expansions in j−1 to the asymptotic expressions.

Nonetheless, the asymptotic consistency is fundamental for quantization, so we
now start investigating the conditions for a function f ∈ C∞

C
(S2) to define operator

sequences Fw ≃ Tw[f ] ∈M∞ and/or F̃w ≃ T̃w[f ] ∈M∞, as the ones in Examples
5.29-5.30, in terms of a given correspondence sequence WC . For this, we shall use:

Proposition 5.31. Let (H<∞,E) be well-nested with ground H. If F ∈ M∞, then
F is upper bounded (cf. Definition 5.3).

Proof. Let E = (ek)k∈N, ek = limj→∞ e
j
k, ∀k ∈ N. For Fn ∈ F, we have

(5.125) ‖Fn‖2 =
1

n+ 1

n+1∑

k=1

〈
e
j
k

∣∣∣F ∗
nFn(e

j
k)
〉
=

1

n+ 1

n+1∑

k=1

∥∥∥Fn(e
j
k)
∥∥∥
2

≤ ‖Fn‖2op

By Proposition 5.20, F ∈M∞ =⇒ F is H-bounded, thus F is upper bounded. �

Now, given a symbol correspondence sequence WC , from equations (5.19)-(5.21)

in Definition 5.4, we see that the W - and W̃ -(pseudo)quantizations of f are defined
via the spherical harmonic series of f . Thus, in a weaker sense, for any f ∈ L2

C
(S2)

we can define Fw and F̃w. This includes all continuous functions and much more.
However, in a stronger sense, which is tied up with the questions of asymptotic

localization, we need uniform convergence to f of the spherical harmonic series of

f . And this is guaranteed if f ∈ Ck,α
C

(S2), with k + α > 1/2, cf. e.g. [1]. Thus,
in this strong sense, Definition 5.4 can in principle be extended to differentiable
functions or α-Hölder continuous functions, with 1/2 < α ≤ 1.

Anyway, such extensions shall not be studied here and all results will only be
stated for classical functions, that is, f ∈ C∞

C
(S2). So, we now start investigating

the conditions for such a W - or W̃ -quantized function to be upper bounded, in
terms of the properties of the symbol correspondence sequence WC .

But for our investigations related to asymptotic localization, it will often be
simpler to restrict our attention to J3-invariant functions and operators (most
generalizations to non-J3-invariant cases being rather straightforward). Thus, if
(al)l∈N0

is the sequence of Legendre coefficients of a J3-invariant classical func-
tion f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]), with al ∈ C as in (5.17)-(5.18), then Fw = (Fw

n )n∈N and
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F̃w = (F̃w
n )n∈N are given by (cf. equations (5.13)-(5.21) and Definition 5.4):

Fw
n = [W j ]−1(f) =

n∑

l=0

al

cnl
√
2l+ 1

êj(l, 0) ,(5.126)

F̃w
n = [W̃ j ]−1(f) =

n∑

l=0

alc
n
l√

2l+ 1
êj(l, 0) .(5.127)

Thus, from (5.16) we have that

||Fw||2< = lim inf
n→∞

n∑

l=0

1

2l + 1

∣∣∣∣
al
cnl

∣∣∣∣
2

, ||Fw||2> = lim sup
n→∞

n∑

l=0

1

2l + 1

∣∣∣∣
al
cnl

∣∣∣∣
2

(5.128)

||F̃w||2< = lim inf
n→∞

n∑

l=0

|alcnl |2
2l + 1

, ||F̃w||2> = lim sup
n→∞

n∑

l=0

|alcnl |2
2l+ 1

(5.129)

with obvious generalizations of (5.128) and (5.129) when Fw and F̃w are given in
the general form (5.20) and (5.21), using (5.16).

On the other hand, the L2-norm || · || : C∞
C
([−1, 1])→ R+, f 7→ ||f ||, is given by

(5.130) ||f ||2 =
1

2

∫ 1

−1

|f(z)|2dz ,

being the L2-norm on C∞
C
(S2) restricted to J3-invariant functions. Thus, because

1

2

∫ 1

−1

Pl(z)Pl′(z)dz =
δl,l′

2l + 1
,

in terms of the Legendre coefficients of f , cf. (5.17), we have that

(5.131) ||f ||2 = lim
n→∞

n∑

l=0

|al|2
2l+ 1

.

For starters, we do not assume WC is of (anti-)Poisson type. We then have:

Proposition 5.32. If WC is an isometric symbol correspondence sequence, then

(5.132) ||Fw||∞ = ||f || = ||F̃w||∞ , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

If WC is a positive-dual symbol correspondence sequence, then

(5.133) ||Fw||> ≤ ||f || ≤ ||F̃w||< , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

Equivalently, WC is a mapping-positive symbol correspondence sequence, then

(5.134) ||F̃w||> ≤ ||f || ≤ ||Fw||< , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

Proof. For isometric symbol correspondence sequences, (5.132) is obvious from
(5.128), (5.129) and (5.131). For mapping-positive symbol correspondence se-

quences, recalling (3.1) and (4.20), plus the fact that
∑n+1

k=1 ak = 1 in (3.1), we
see that |cnl | ≤ 1, 0 ≤ ∀l ≤ n, ∀n ∈ N. So, ∀f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]), from (5.128)-(5.129)

and (5.131) we get (5.134). Equivalence between (5.133) and (5.134) is obvious
from the definitions. �

We note that if WC is just mapping-positive (or equivalently just positive-dual),
the inequalities in (5.134) or (5.133) can be very strict and, in fact, some of the
asymptotic operator norms can be 0 or ∞, as shown by the example of the upper-
middle-state symbol correspondence sequence. Because, for this correspondence, we
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recall from [20, eq.(6.57)] that its characteristic numbers pnl satisfy limn→∞ pnl = 0

for every l = 2k + 1 odd. Hence, if f is an odd function, ||F̃w||< = ||F̃w||> = 0,
and if f is not an even function, ||Fw||< = ||Fw||> =∞.

Thus, in order to have more control, we recall:

Definition 5.33 ([20]). A symbol correspondence sequence WC is of quasi-classical
type if

(5.135) lim
n→∞

|cnl | = 1 , ∀l ∈ N .

Of course, every symbol correspondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson type is of
quasi-classical type, but the converse does not hold in general, cf. Theorem 2.28.

Then we have:

Proposition 5.34. If WC is positive-dual and also of quasi-classical type, then

(5.136) ||Fw||∞ = ||f || , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

Equivalently, if WC is mapping-positive and also of quasi-classical type, then

(5.137) ||F̃w||∞ = ||f || , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

Proof. Because the two statements are equivalent, we prove the mapping-positive
case. Then, from the first inequality in (5.134) and the fact that ||f || < ∞, cf.
(5.130)-(5.131), we apply Tannery’s theorem to (5.129) to get from the quasi-

classical condition (5.135) that ||F̃w||< = ||F̃w||> = ||f ||. �

Remark 5.35. Propositions 5.32 and 5.34 can be written in the general form, with
C∞

C
(S2) replacing C∞

C
([−1, 1]) in their statements.

In principle, however, we cannot guarantee equality for the remaining inequality
in (5.133), resp. (5.134), if we restrict to generic positive-dual, resp. mapping-
positive symbol correspondence sequences of quasi-classical or even of (anti-)Poisson
type. But in this respect, we have the following result for the more special cases:

Theorem 5.36. For the standard and alternate Berezin correspondence sequences,
or equivalently for the standard and alternate Toeplitz correspondence sequences,

(5.138) ||Fw||∞ = ||f || = ||F̃w||∞ , ∀f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]) , ∀µ > 2 .

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 5.34, here it is sufficient to prove for just
one of the correspondence sequences of the statement. Take the standard Toeplitz
correspondence sequence. Since Aµ([−1, 1]) ⊂ C∞

C
([−1, 1]) for all µ > 1, from

Proposition 5.34 we have that ||Fw||∞ = ||f ||, ∀f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]), ∀µ > 2. On the
other hand, following the proof of Theorem 4.28 we conclude that, if f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1])
for any µ > 2, then we can apply Tannery’s theorem to (5.129) and then the quasi-

classical condition (5.135) implies that ||F̃w||< = ||F̃w||> = ||f ||. �

In the same vein, if WC is a symbol correspondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson
type, but without further conditions, it may happen that, for some f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]),

the asymptotic operator norm of itsW -quantization, or of its W̃ -quantization, blows
up to infinity, as the following example shows.
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Example 5.37. Take the sequence of symbol correspondences dual to WC in the
proof of Theorem 4.24 (cf. (4.25)), that is, for any f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]) with Legendre

coefficients al 6= 0, ∀l ∈ N, set

(5.139) cnl =

{
al/(2l+ 1), ∀n = l

1, otherwise
.

This sequence of symbol correspondences is also of Poisson type, but, for n > m,
the norm of the W -quantization of f satisfies

(5.140) ||Fw
n ||2 − ||Fw

m ||2 = 2(n−m) +

n−1∑

l=m+1

|al|2
2l+ 1

> 2(n−m) > 2 .

Thus, ||Fw|| is not a Cauchy sequence. Being increasing, ||Fw||< = ||Fw||> =∞.
Of course, by taking the symbol correspondence sequence WC as in the proof of

Theorem 4.24 (cf. (4.25)), we have that WC is of Poisson type but ||F̃w||∞ =∞.

Therefore, if WC is just of (anti-)Poisson type, equality (5.132) does not hold in
general. But recalling Theorem 4.20 and Lemma 4.21, we have:

Theorem 5.38. If a symbol correspondence sequence WC is of quasi-classical type
and if there exist d1, d2 ∈ N0 and Kd1

,Kd2
> 0 such that

(5.141)
1

Kd1

∏d1

t=0(2(l − t) + 1)
≤ |cnl | ≤ Kd2

d2∏

t=0

(2(l − t) + 1) , n ≥ ∀l > d+ 1 ,

where d = max{d1, d2}, then (5.132) holds, that is,

(5.142) ||Fw||∞ = ||f || = ||F̃w||∞ , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4.20, from Lemma 4.21, the inequality
(5.141) implies that, if f ∈ C∞

C
([−1, 1]), then we can apply Tannery’s theorem to

(5.128) and (5.129), hence the quasi-classical condition (5.135) implies (5.132). �

In particular, of course, the above theorem provides a sufficient condition on
a symbol correspondence sequence WC of (anti-)Poisson type to guarantee that
the L2-norm of every classical function agrees with the asymptotic norms of its

W -quantized and W̃ -quantized operator sequences.
Therefore, Theorems 5.36 and 5.38 provide connections between the conditions

for equality of classical and asymptotic operator norms, and the conditions for the
asymptotic localization of symbol correspondence sequences, as expressed in Theo-
rems 4.20 and 4.28. But the relations between localization of symbol correspondence
sequences and properties of quantized functions can be further explored.

First, we have the following proposition, complementing Propositions 5.32-5.34.

Proposition 5.39. Let W C = (W j) and W̃ C = (W̃ j) be a symbol correspondence
sequence and its dual. For every operator sequence F = (Fn)n∈N, Fn ∈MC(n+ 1),

(5.143) ||F||∞ ∈ R ⇒ lim
n→∞

||W j
Fn
|| ∈ R

if and only if, for every sequence of polynomials (fn)n∈N, fn ∈ PolyC(S2)≤n,

(5.144) lim
n→∞

||fn|| ∈ R⇒ ||F̃w||∞ ∈ R ,

where F̃w = (F̃w
n ) is the operator sequence given by F̃w

n = [W̃ j ]−1(fn).
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Proof. To simplify notation, we show for J3-invariant operators and functions, the
generalization being straightforward. Given a sequence of J3-invariant operators
F = (Fn), we can write

Fn =

n∑

l=0

χn
l√

2l + 1
êj(l, 0) ,

where χn
l ∈ C. Recalling that cn0 = 1, we get

W j
Fn

=

n∑

l=0

χn
l c

n
l Pl .

Thus,

(5.145) ||Fn|| =
n∑

l=0

|χn
l |2

2l+ 1
and ||W j

Fn
|| =

n∑

l=0

|χn
l c

n
l |2

2l+ 1
.

Analogously, given a sequence of J3-invariant polynomials (fn), we can write

fn =

n∑

l=0

χn
l Pl ,

from which we get

F̃w
n =

n∑

l=0

χn
l c

n
l√

2l + 1
êj(l, 0) .

So we have

(5.146) ||fn|| =
n∑

l=0

|χn
l |2

2l+ 1
and ||F̃w

n || =
n∑

l=0

|χn
l c

n
l |2

2l+ 1
.

From (5.145) and (5.146), we have the enunciated equivalence. �

Therefore, in a rather strong sense we can say that, if a symbol correspondence
sequence WC = (W j)n∈N is “more appropriate” for dequantization, then its dual
is “more appropriate” for (pseudo)quantization, and vice-versa. This falls in line
with Definition 2.20 and Proposition 3.2, that is:

Proposition 5.40. If WC = (W j)n∈N is a mapping-positive symbol correspon-
dence sequence, then, for every strictly positive classical function f ∈ C∞

R+(S2),

its W̃ -(pseudo)quantization F̃w = (F̃w
n )n∈N, F̃

w
n = [W̃ j ]−1(f), is a sequence of

positive-definite operators ∀n ≥ n0, for some n0 ∈ N.

Proof. Let fn be the nth partial sum of the decomposition of f in spherical harmon-
ics, cf. (5.19). Because (fn)→ f in the sup norm and f is strictly positive, ∃n0 ∈ N

such that fn is strictly positive, ∀n ≥ n0. But each fn, n ≥ n0, is a polynomial

function, and because each W j is mapping-positive, W̃ j is positive dual, thus from

Proposition 3.2, [W̃ j ]−1(f) = [W̃ j ]−1(fn) is positive-definite, cf. (5.21). �

We thus introduce the following definitions:

Definition 5.41. We shall say that an operator sequence F = (Fn)n∈N possesses
asymptotic expectation if, for every r-convergent Π-sequence (Πkn

)n∈N, the expec-
tation sequence (〈Πkn

|Fn〉)n∈N also converges.

Remark 5.42. Note that the above definition uses the usual Hilbert-Schmidt inner
product 〈·|·〉 and not the normalized product 〈·|·〉j = 1

n+1 〈·|·〉 given by (5.5).
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Definition 5.43. We say that a symbol correspondence sequence of (anti-)Poisson

type WC = (W j)n∈N possesses classical (anti-)expectation if the W̃ -quantization

F̃w of any classical function f ∈ C∞
C
(S2) possesses asymptotic expectation.

And then we have:

Theorem 5.44. A symbol correspondence sequence WC (anti-)localizes classically
(cf. Definitions 4.3-4.5) if and only if it possesses classical (anti-)expectation.

Proof. To simplify notation, assume f = f̄ , where f̄ denotes the S1-average of f ,
as in (4.5). The generalization to f 6= f̄ is straightforward from (4.5)-(4.6).

Suppose that WC possesses classical expectation. Then, it is of Poisson type
and, given any r-convergent Π sequence,

(5.147) ∃ lim
n→∞

〈Πkn
|F̃w

n 〉 = lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

W j
Fw

n
(z)ρjkn

(z)dz ∈ C, ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]),

cf. (2.23), where ρjkn
= n+1

2 W j
Πkn

, with Fw = (Fw
n ) and F̃w = (F̃w

n ) being the

W -quantization and W̃ -quantization of f , respectively. We shall denoteW j
Fn
≡ fn,

which is the nth partial sum of the Legendre series of f . From (5.147) we have

(5.148) lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
(z)dz = lim

n→∞

∫ 1

−1

fn(z)ρ
j
kn
(z)dz ∈ C, ∀f ∈ C∞

C ([−1, 1]).

Now, the space C∞
C
(S2) is a Fréchet space for the topology E generated by the

collection of seminorms {|| · ||m}m∈N0
, where ||g||m = supu∈S2{| −∆m/2g(u)|}, ∆

the Laplace operator on S2. Likewise for C∞
C
([−1, 1]), by restricting to J3-invariant

functions, and we also have (cf. e.g. [16, Proposition 2.47 and Corollary 2.49]):

Lemma 5.45. For any f ∈ C∞
C
([−1, 1]), (fn)→ f in the topology E.

Furthermore, we have the following lemma (cf. e.g. [21, Theorem 2.8]):

Lemma 5.46. The quasi-probability distribution ρ on C∞
C
([−1, 1]), defined by

(5.149)

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρ(z)dz := lim
n→∞

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρjkn
dz ,

is continuous in the topology E.
On the other hand, from the Poisson condition we have that

(5.150)

∫ 1

−1

fn(z)ρ(z)dz = fn(1− 2r) , ∀n ∈ N ,

cf. Definition 4.15, eqs. (4.15) and (5.149), and Corollary 4.16.
Thus, from (5.150) and Lemmas 5.45-5.46,

∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρ(z)dz = f(1− 2r) , ∀f ∈ C∞
C ([−1, 1]) .

If we suppose anti-Poisson condition, the r.h.s. of (5.150) must be fn(2r − 1),
so the result of the expression above changes to f(2r − 1), which means that the
sequence of correspondences anti-localizes classically.

Conversely, assuming classical (anti-)localization of WC , asymptotic expectation

of the W̃ -quantization of a classical function follows trivially from definitions. �
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Remark 5.47. For E in Lemmas 5.45-5.46, we could also have used the simpler
collection of seminorms {|| · ||m}m∈N0

, where ||g||m = supz∈[−1,1]{|g(m)(z)|}.
We end this section with some comments on possible extensions/restrictions of

Theorem 5.44.
First, we should realize that a fundamental hypothesis of Theorem 5.44 is, besides

(anti-)Poisson, the convergence of equation (4.18) ∀f ∈ C∞
C
([−1, 1]). But this

hypothesis can be restricted to the case ∀f ∈ Aµ([−1, 1]) or extended to the cases

∀f ∈ Ck
C
([−1, 1]), k ≥ 1, or ∀f ∈ C0,α

C
([−1, 1]), 1/2 < α ≤ 1, because in all these

cases we have that the Legendre series of f converges uniformly to f .
However, we are not sure if Lemma 5.46 holds true for Aµ([−1, 1]) with the

topology of holomorphic functions, and it is known that Lemma 5.45 does not hold
true for C0,α

C
([−1, 1]) with the topology given by its natural norm.

Finally, the difficulty in generalizing Theorem 5.44 to Ck
C
(S2) stems from the

fact that Lemma 5.45 cannot be generalized to the natural topology Ek that makes
Ck

C
([−1, 1]) a Fréchet space because, for any f ∈ Ck

C
([−1, 1]), one can guarantee

fn → f in all seminorms || · ||m , 0 ≤ m ≤ k − 2, but Ek is the topology on
Ck

C
([−1, 1]) that is generated by the collection of seminorms {|| · ||m}0≤m≤k.

6. Summary and discussion

If a symbol correspondence sequence WC localizes (resp. anti-localizes) classi-
cally, then it is of Poisson (resp. anti-Poisson) type, cf. Corollary 4.17, but the
converse does not hold in general, cf. Theorem 4.24. A sufficient condition for the
converse of Corollary 4.17 to hold is that the characteristic numbers of WC satisfy
certain bounds, cf. (4.16), but these polynomial bounds are not satisfied for general
symbol correspondence sequences of Poisson (resp. anti-Poisson) type, as per the
standard (resp. alternate) Toeplitz correspondence sequence, cf. Proposition 4.25.

Motivated by these examples, we thus defined a notion of µ-analytic localization,
µ > 1, which amounts to Π-distribution sequences converging to Dirac’s distribu-
tion on an appropriate subspace Aµ([−1, 1]) ⊂ C∞

C
([−1, 1]), cf. Definition 4.27,

and in this way we have that the standard (resp. alternate) Toeplitz symbol corre-
spondence sequence localizes (resp. anti-localizes) µ-analytically, for every µ > 2.

However, we should have in mind that the specific polynomial bounds on the
characteristic numbers stated in Theorem 4.20, cf. (4.16), were assumed in view of
the sharpest known bounds on the coefficients of Legendre expansions of functions
in C∞

C
([−1, 1]), cf. [26]. If new sharper bounds for these coefficients can be found,

then rougher bounds on the characteristic numbers could be assumed. In the same
vein, if new bounds sharper than (4.33) can be found for the Legendre coefficients
of functions in Aµ([−1, 1]), we might still ask whether the standard (alternate)
Toeplitz correspondence sequence (anti-)localizes µ-analytically for some µ < 2.

In order to approach these questions from the inverse direction, going from the
classical system to quantum systems, we had to develop the theory of sequential
quantizations of S2, particularly the notion of a (well-)nested sequence of Hilbert
spaces H<, the notion of a convergent state sequence Φ ∈ H<∞ and the notion of a
ground Hilbert space H, all of which were made explicit in Examples 5.29 and 5.30.

We saw that an operator sequence F : H< → H< defines an asymptotic operator
F : H → H only if F is upper bounded, cf. Proposition 5.31. Then, we found
that just being of (anti-)Poisson type is not sufficient for a symbol correspondence
sequence to define upper bounded quantized functions, cf. Example 5.37. In this
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setting, Theorems 5.36 and 5.38 imply that the L2-norm of any classical function is

equal to the asymptotic norms of its W -quantization and/or W̃ -quantization when
WC satisfies similar sufficient conditions for its asymptotic (anti-)localization.

Furthermore, the quantization approach provided an equivalent characterization
for classical (anti-)localization of a symbol correspondence sequence in terms of WC

possessing the natural property of classical (anti-)expectation, cf. Definition 5.41
and Theorem 5.44. But a closer look at the hypothesis of Theorem 5.44 reveals
that classical (anti-)localization of WC of (anti-)Poisson type is equivalent to hav-

ing every r-convergent sequence (ρjkn
)n∈N converge to an element in the dual of

C∞
C
([−1, 1]). Hence, for Theorem 5.44 we only assume (anti-)Poisson condition for

the cnl ’s and the convergence of equation (4.18) and this hypothesis seems weaker
than the one for Theorem 4.20 because, there, the hypothesis of the polynomial
bounds for the cnl ’s that is expressed by equation (4.16) guarantees absolute con-
vergence of (4.18). It turns out, however, that the polynomial bounds assumed in
Theorem 4.20 are too vaguely stated to be able to distinguish between absolute
and conditional convergence of (4.18), so that, in practice, it seems hard to use
Theorem 5.44 in order to sharpen the conditions on the cnl ’s.

Now, in order to have a better feeling of the subtleties involved in relating the
(anti-)Poisson condition to classical (anti-)localization, recall from Definition 2.27
that the (anti-)Poisson condition refers to the asymptotic limit of weakly oscillatory
symbols (j → ∞ keeping finite l’s). Thus, the (anti-)Poisson condition in practice
refers to the j → ∞ asymptotics of smooth functions with an arbitrary l-cutoff.
Such functions, when J3-invariant, lie in PolyC([−1, 1]) and Corollary 4.16 states
that the (anti-)Poisson condition is equivalent to polynomial (anti-)localization, cf.
Definition 4.15. However, classical (anti-)localization of a symbol correspondence
sequence requires all its r-convergent Π-distribution sequences converging to Dirac’s
distributions on C∞

C
([−1, 1]), cf. Definition 4.3, and generally this is related to the

much subtler asymptotics of highly oscillatory symbols (j, l →∞), as well22.
In summary, classical (anti-)localization of a general symbol correspondence se-

quence WC (equivalent to classical expectation for WC) is a stronger property than
WC being of (anti-)Poisson type. This is not the case for sequences of mapping-
positive or isometric symbol correspondences, for which these two properties are
equivalent, because (3.2) and (2.20) impose sufficient bounds on the “weights” of
highly oscillatory (l →∞) components of their symbols, cf. (1.2) and (1.9). But as
the Toeplitz examples suggest, although a positive-dual WC of (anti-)Poisson type
may not have such bounding weights (4.16), this class of symbol correspondence
sequence may still satisfy weaker forms of asymptotic localization (µ-analytical).

Finally, we could probably say that this paper consists in a first precise study,
albeit still very limited in scope, of some subtleties involved in the semiclassical
asymptotics of highly oscillatory symbols, in the context of spin systems23

22We refer to [20] for discussions of various subtleties associated to highly oscillatory symbols, in
particular subtleties associated to the asymptotic limit of twisted products of such symbols.
23In the context of affine mechanical systems, studies of subtleties in the semiclassical asymptotics
of highly oscillatory symbols actually abound. Here we just mention the pioneering work of Berry
on semiclassical Wigner functions of pure states [5] and some later studies on their dynamics [19]
and their singularities [9, 10, 11].
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7. Appendix

7.1. A proof of Lemma 4.8. This is a basic well-known result for which we could
not find a sufficiently pedestrian proof in the literature, so here we provide one, for
completeness and reader’s convenience.

First, if ρn → δ(z − µ) on C0
C
([−1, 1]), then trivially µn → µ and σ2

n → 0. Now,
let’s suppose µn → µ and σ2

n → 0.
Given f ∈ C0

C
([−1, 1]), let ||f ||0 be its sup-norm. For any η > 0, let ǫ > 0 be s.t.

(7.1) |z − µ| < ǫ =⇒ |f(z)− f(µ)| < η/3 .

First, we have that
(7.2)∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρn(z)dz − f(µ)
∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|z−µ|≥ǫ

f(z)ρn(z)dz

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

f(z)ρn(z)dz − f(µ)
∣∣∣∣∣

≤ ||f ||0
∫

|z−µ|≥ǫ

ρn(z)dz +

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

f(z)ρn(z)dz − f(µ)
∣∣∣∣∣

where the domains of integration on the r.h.s. are contained in [−1, 1].
By hypothesis µn → µ, there exists n0 ∈ N such that, ∀n > n0, |µn − µ| < ǫ/2.

But if |z − µn| < ǫ/2 for n > n0, then |z − µ| ≤ |z − µn| + |µn − µ| < ǫ. Thus,
∀n > n0, |z − µ| ≥ ǫ =⇒ |z − µn| ≥ ǫ/2 and, by Chebyshev’s inequality,

n > n0 =⇒
∫

|z−µ|≥ǫ

ρn(z)dz ≤
∫

|z−µn|≥ǫ/2

ρn(z)dz ≤
4σ2

n

ǫ2
.

Therefore, by hypothesis σ2
n → 0, there exists n1 ≥ n0 such that

n > n1 =⇒ ||f ||0
∫

|z−µ|≥ǫ

ρn(z)dz < η/3 ,(7.3)

=⇒ 1 ≥
∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

ρn(z)dz ≥ 1− η

3||f ||0
.(7.4)

On the other hand, from (7.1) we get

(
f(µ)−η/3

)∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

ρn(z)dz <

∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

f(z)ρn(z)dz <
(
f(µ)+η/3

)∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

ρn(z)dz

which from (7.4) implies that, for n > n1,

(
f(µ)− η/3

)(
1− η

3||f ||0

)
<

∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

f(z)ρn(z)dz < f(µ) + η/3 ,

and therefore

(7.5) n > n1 =⇒
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|z−µ|<ǫ

f(z)ρn(z)dz − f(µ)
∣∣∣∣∣ < 2η/3 .

Thus, from (7.2), (7.3) and (7.5), we have (4.7), that is,

∀η > 0, ∃n1 ∈ N s.t. n > n1 =⇒
∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

−1

f(z)ρn(z)dz − f(µ)
∣∣∣∣ < η .
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7.2. A proof of Lemma 4.13. We could not find a complete proof of Edmonds
formula in the literature, so here we provide one. At first, we follow Brussard and
Tolhoek [7] and Flude [15] to prove that

(7.6) lim
j→∞

C l, j−τ, j
µ,m−µ, m = (−1)l−τdlµ,τ (θ),

where dlµ,τ is the Wigner (small) d-function and θ ∈ [0, π] is such that cos θ =
limj→∞(m/j), holds for fixed l, µ, τ and if either (i) j−|m| → ∞ or (ii) j−|m| → 0.

For (i), we start with (cf. [6, 20, 25]):

(7.7)

C l, j−τ, j
µ,m−µ, m =

√
2j + 1

2j − τ + l + 1

√
(l − τ)!(l + τ)!(l + µ)!(l − µ)!

×
∑

z

(−1)z
√
Ω1Ω2Ω3

z!(l− τ − z)!(l − µ− z)!(τ + µ+ z)!

where

Ω1=
(2j − τ − l)!
(2j − τ + l)!

, Ω2=
(j − τ −m+ µ)!(j −m)!

[(j − l−m+ µ+ z)]2
, Ω3=

(j − τ +m− µ)!(j +m)!

[(j − τ +m− µ− z)!]2 .

The summation over z is finite, so we can take the limit of each term. Thus,

Ω1Ω2Ω3 ∼
(
j −m
2j

)2l−τ−µ−2z (
j +m

2j

)τ+µ+2z

,

where in the expressions for Ω1, Ω2, Ω3, we have used the Stirling approximation

(7.8) n! ∼
√
2πnn+1/2e−n .

Supposingm/j converges, we can take a θ ∈ [0, π] such that cos θ = limj→∞(m/j),

so that sin θ
2 =

√
j−m
2j and cos θ

2 =
√

j+m
2j . Then, we get (cf. [25] for the exact

expression of the Wigner d-function)

lim
j→∞

C l, j−τ, j
µ,m−µ, m =

√
(l − τ)!(l + τ)!(l + µ)!(l − µ)!

×
∑

z

(−1)z
(
sin θ

2

)2l−τ−µ−2z (
cos θ

2

)τ+µ+2z

z!(l− τ − z)!(l − µ− z)!(τ + µ+ z)!

= (−1)l−τdlµ,τ (θ) .

Now, we must note that j − |m| is a sequence of integer numbers, so the con-
vergence condition (ii) implies that there is a j0 such that for all j > j0 we have
j−|m| = 0⇒ m = ±j. Form = j, we have µ ≥ |τ | andm/j → 1⇒ θ = 0⇒ dlµ,τ =

δµ,τ ; for m = −j, we have µ ≤ |τ | and m/j → −1⇒ θ = π ⇒ dlµ,τ = (−1)l−τδ−µ,τ .
Writing, again, the exact formula

Cj, j−τ, l
j,−j±µ,±µ=

√
2l + 1

2j − τ + l + 1

√
(l − τ)!(l ± µ)!

(l + τ)!(−τ ± µ)!(l ∓ µ)!

√
(2j)!(2j − τ ∓ µ)!

(2j − τ + l)!(2j − τ − l)!

and then using (7.8) in the last factor, plus the symmetry properties of Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients (cf. [6, 20, 25]), we conclude that

lim
j→∞

C l, j−τ, j
µ,j−µ, j = (−1)l−τ δµ,τ , lim

j→∞
C l, j−τ, j

µ,−j−µ, −j = δ−µ,τ .
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Now, we expand condition (ii) to condition (iii) j−|m| < a for some a ∈ N when
τ = µ = 0. We first assume j − |m| → a ∈ N0. From [25], we have the following
recursive relation:

(7.9)
C l, j, j

0,±(j−a−1),±(j−a−1) =

√
l(l+ 1)

(2j − a)(a+ 1)
C l, j, j

±1,±(j−a−1),±(j−a)

+ C l, j, j
0,±(j−a),±(j−a)

Assuming the coefficients in the rhs of (7.9) satisfy the already proved (7.6), we
obtain

lim
j→∞

C l, j, j
0,±(j−a−1),±(j−a−1) = (−1)ldl0,0(θ)

where θ = 0 for plus sign and θ = π for minus sign. The hypothesis holds for
a = 0, so, by induction, the formula holds for all a ∈ N0. Finally, j − |m| does not
need to converge to a ∈ N0, it is sufficient for it to remain finite, because all the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients converge to the same value.

Putting together all the results, we have proved that, if limj→∞(m/j) = cos θ =
1− 2r, then

lim
n→∞

(−1)kn−1C j, j, l
m,−m, 0

√
n+ 1

2l+ 1
= lim

n→∞
(−1)lCl, j, j

0,m,m = dl0,0(θ) = Pl(1− 2r) ,

which is Edmonds formula (4.11).
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