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Abstract

Time-frequency concentration and resolution of the Cohen’s class time-frequency distribution

(CCTFD) has attracted much attention in time-frequency analysis. A variety of uncertainty

principles of the CCTFD is therefore derived, including the weak Heisenberg type, the Hardy

type, the Nazarov type, and the local type. However, the standard Heisenberg type still remains

unresolved. In this study, we address the question of how the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty

principle of the CCTFD is affected by fundamental properties. The investigated distribution

properties are Parseval’s relation and the concise frequency domain definition (i.e., only frequency

variables are explicitly found in the tensor product), based on which we confine our attention

to the CCTFD with some specific kernels. That is the unit modulus and v-independent time

translation, reversal and scaling invariant kernel CCTFD (UMITRSK-CCTFD). We then extend

the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the Wigner distribution to those of the

UMITRSK-CCTFD, giving birth to various types of attainable lower bounds on the uncertainty

product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain. The derived results strengthen the existing weak

Heisenberg type and fill gaps in the standard Heisenberg type.
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1. Introduction

Cohen’s class time-frequency distribution (CCTFD) [6], also known as the bilinear time-

frequency distribution, is one of the most representative time-frequency distributions in the

classical time-frequency analysis [1, 4, 23]. Thanks to the flexibility of the CCTFD in its kernel

selection, it includes particular cases many celebrated traditional time-frequency distributions,

such as Wigner distribution (WD) [31], Margenau-Hill distribution [28], Kirkwood-Rihaczek

distribution (KRD) [25, 30], Born-Jordan distribution [6, 11], Page distribution (PD) [29], Choi-

Williams distribution [5], spectrogram [23], and Zhao-Atlas-Marks distribution [40].

Definition 1.1 Let a function f ∈ L2(RN) and a kernel φ(v,y). The CCTFD of the function

f is defined as

Cf(x,w) = Fy,2

〈
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
(z,y),Fv,1φ(x− z,y)

〉
z
(x,w), (1)

where the tensor product ⊗, the change of coordinates TP , the partial Fourier operator Fv,1

with respect to the first variables v, the partial Fourier operator Fy,2 with respect to the

second variables y, and the inner product 〈, 〉z with respect to the variables z are given

by (f ⊗ g)(z,y) := f(z)g(y), TPh(z,y) :=
√
|det(P)|h((z,y)P) = h

(
z+ y

2
, z− y

2

)
with

P =



IN IN

IN
2

− IN
2


, Fv,1h(w,y) :=

〈
h(v,y), e2πivw

T
〉
v
, Fy,2h(x,w) :=

〈
h(x,y), e2πiyw

T
〉
y
, and

〈◦, ⋄〉z :=
∫
RN ◦(z)⋄T(z)dz, respectively. Here, det(·) denotes the determinant operator for ma-

trices, IN denotes the N×N identity matrix, and the superscripts T and — denote the transpose

operator and complex conjugate operator, respectively.

Essential theories and applications of the CCTFD have been well developed by Cohen, see

his milestone review article [7] and textbook [8]. Uncertainty principle of the CCTFD is one

of the most important theories in time-frequency analysis [9, 10, 24]. It is able to characterize

the time-frequency concentration [26] and resolution [19] of the CCTFD. The most celebrated
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result in this field is Flandrin’s result [20] which gives a weak Heisenberg’s uncertainty prin-

ciple of the CCTFD, stating that a square integrable function cannot be sharply localized in

both the weak time-CCTFD domain and frequency-CCTFD domain. The indispensability of

the marginal property of the CCTFD in deducing this result was pointed out by Cohen [8],

indicating that the kernel needs to satisfy φ(0,y) = 1 and φ(v, 0) = 1. Subsequently, Korn

proposed Hardy’s uncertainty principle of the CCTFD with the marginal property, i.e., a kernel

satisfying φ(0,y) = 1 and φ(v, 0) = 1 [26]. He also introduced Nazarov’s uncertainty principle

of the CCTFD with the energy conservation property, i.e., a kernel satisfying φ(0, 0) = 1 [26].

Moreover, other types of uncertainty principles of the CCTFD were studied more recently by

Boggiatto, Carypis and Oliaro [2, 3]. To the best of our knowledge, however, the standard

Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the CCTFD is still an open question. This issue is of great

theoretical and practical significance because Heisenberg’s version plays a fundamental role in

various versions of uncertainty principles and the standard Heisenberg’s version strengthens the

weak one. Meanwhile, taking into consideration that the existing uncertainty principles of the

CCTFD hold only for some specific kernels, the study of the standard Heisenberg’s version does

not seem to be feasible in a general manner. Namely, we have to focus on the CCTFD with

some specific kernels.

Fortunately, the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the WD are currently de-

rived, (they are not derived directly, but as corollaries of the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty

principles of the WDs in metaplectic transform domains, such as the τ -WD [2, 3, 35], the kernel

function WD [27], the kernel function τ -WD [37], the symplectic WD [34], the K-WD [36], the

matrix WD [1, 17, 22], the free metaplectic WD [39], the cross metaplectic WD [33], and the

cross A-WD [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 22]), which seem feasible to be extended to those of the CCTFD,

because the WD is a generator of the CCTFD. More precisely, the WD is none other than the

CCTFD with a unit kernel φ(v,y) = 1. The main deducing steps of the standard Heisenberg’s

uncertainty principles of the WD are reproduced here as follows: Step 1. Define the spread in

the time-WD domain and the spread in the frequency-WD domain, and use Parseval’s relation

to simplify the definitions; Step 2. Use the original time domain definition of the WD to convert
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the spread in the time-WD domain to the spread in the time domain; Step 3. Use the frequency

domain definition of the WD to convert the spread in the frequency-WD domain to the spread

in the frequency domain; Step 4. Use the results of Steps 2 and 3 to convert the uncertainty

product in the WD domain to the conventional uncertainty product in the Fourier transform

(FT) domain; Step 5. Use the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles to formulate the

standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the WD.

The CCTFD with Parseval’s relation, i.e., a kernel satisfying |φ(v,y)| = 1 (see Section 2),

is crucial to finish Steps 1–3 of the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the CCTFD.

Moreover, the CCTFD with a concise frequency domain definition, of which only frequency

variables are explicitly found in the tensor product, i.e., a kernel satisfying φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t)

(see Section 3), is necessary to finish Step 3 of the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles

of the CCTFD. Therefore, this paper focuses mainly on the CCTFD with a kernel satisfying

|φ| = 1 (a unit modulus kernel) and φ(v, 2(z − t)) = φ(t) (a v-independent time translation,

reversal and scaling invariant kernel).

Definition 1.2 The unit modulus and v-independent time translation, reversal and scaling

invariant kernel CCTFD (UMITRSK-CCTFD) of the function f , denoted by CUMITRSKf , is the

CCTFD of f with a kernel satisfying |φ| = 1 and φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t).

To sum up, this paper simplifies the open question about the standard Heisenberg’s uncer-

tainty principles of the CCTFD to those of the UMITRSK-CCTFD. The main deducing steps of

the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD are similar to those

of the WD:

• Step 1. Define the spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain and the spread in the

frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain, and use Parseval’s relation to simplify the defini-

tions;

• Step 2. Use the original time domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFD to convert the

spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain to the spread in the time domain;
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• Step 3. Use the frequency domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFD to convert the

spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain to a summation of two spreads in the

frequency domain;

• Step 4. Use the results of Steps 2 and 3 to convert the uncertainty product in the

UMITRSK-CCTFD domain to a summation of two uncertainty products in the FT do-

main;

• Step 5. Use the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles to formulate the standard

Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• This paper strengthens the weak Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the CCTFD with

the marginal property and fills gaps in the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of

the CCTFD.

• This paper points out the indispensability of Parseval’s relation and the concise frequency

domain definition (i.e., only frequency variables are explicitly found in the tensor product)

of the CCTFD for the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles, proposing the so-called

UMITRSK-CCTFD.

• This paper establishes the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-

CCTFD, including the case of the real-valued function f and the real-valued kernel φ = ±1,

the case of the complex-valued function f and the real-valued or complex-valued kernel

φ 6= ±e2πiϕf , the case of the real-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±1,

and the case of the complex-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel φ = ±e2πiϕf .

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we revisit Parseval’s rela-

tion of the CCTFD and introduce the so-called unit modulus kernel CCTFD (UMK-CCTFD).

In Section 3, we investigate the frequency domain definition of the CCTFD and introduce the

so-called v-independent time translation, reversal and scaling invariant kernel CCTFD (ITRSK-

CCTFD). In Section 4, we explore the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain.
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In Section 5, we recall the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles, including the case of

the real-valued function f and the case of the complex-valued function f . In Section 6, we de-

duce the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD. In Section 7,

we compare the derived results with the well-known Flandrin’s result. In Section 8, we draw

a conclusion. All the technical proofs of our theoretical results are relegated to the appendix

parts.

List of Abbreviations

CCTFD Cohen’s class time-frequency distribution

WD Wigner distribution

KRD Kirkwood-Rihaczek distribution

PD Page distribution

FT Fourier transform

UMITRSK-CCTFD
unit modulus and v-independent time translation,

reversal and scaling invariant kernel CCTFD

UMK-CCTFD unit modulus kernel CCTFD

ITRSK-CCTFD
v-independent time translation,

reversal and scaling invariant kernel CCTFD

List of Symbols

Ff FT of f

Cf CCTFD of f

CUMITRSKf UMITRSK-CCTFD of f

λf modulus of f

ϕf phase of f

L2(RN) class of square integrable functions defined on R
N

φ kernel

⊗ tensor product

TP change of coordinates
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Fv,1 partial Fourier operator with respect to the first variables v

Fy,2 partial Fourier operator with respect to the second variables y

〈, 〉z inner product with respect to the variables z

det(·) determinant operator for matrices

IN N ×N identity matrix

0N N ×N null matrix

T transpose operator

— complex conjugate operator

δ(·) Dirac delta operator for vectors

‖·‖L2 L2-norm for functions

‖·‖1 1-norm for vectors

‖·‖2 2-norm for vectors

| · |

element-wise absolute values for vectors

absolute value for real numbers

modulus for complex numbers

∇x(·) gradient operator for functions defined on x ∈ R
N

x0
f moment vector in the time domain

x0
f ;n nth component of x0

f

w0
f moment vector in the frequency domain

ω0
f ;n nth component of w0

f

x0
CUMITRSK,f moment vector in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

w0
CUMITRSK,f moment vector in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

∆x2
f spread in the time domain

∆w2
f spread in the frequency domain

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

∆w2
CUMITRSK,f spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain
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∆x2
f∆w2

f uncertainty product in the FT domain

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

Covxf ,wf
covariance in the time-frequency domain

COVxf ,wf
absolute covariance in the time-frequency domain

2. Parseval’s relation of the CCTFD revisited

Lemma 2.1 (see [26], Moyal’s relation) Let |φ(v,y)| = 1. The inner product of the

CCTFDs of the functions f and g equals to the square modulus of the inner product of f

and g. That is

〈Cf,Cg〉(x,w) = |〈f, g〉x|
2
. (2)

Proof See Appendix A. �

Remark 2.1 Eq. (2) is Moyal formula of the CCTFD, which implies Parseval’s relation of the

CCTFD:

‖Cf‖L2 = ‖f‖2L2 , (3)

where ‖·‖L2 denotes the L2-norm for functions, induced by the inner product 〈, 〉z. It deserves to

be underlined that Parseval’s relation (3) does not hold for arbitrary kernels. Indeed, it makes

senses only if |φ(v,y)| = 1. Since Parseval’s relation plays a crucial role in establishing the

standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle, it might be wise to not cast the net too wide and

settle for the UMK-CCTFD, i.e., the CCTFD with a kernel satisfying |φ(v,y)| = 1.

Definition 2.1 The UMK-CCTFD of the function f is the CCTFD of f with a kernel satisfying

|φ(v,y)| = 1.

The well-known WD, KRD and PD are special cases of the UMK-CCTFD corresponding to

φ(v,y) = 1, φ(v,y) = eπivy
T
and φ(v,y) = e2πi‖y‖1v, respectively. Here, ‖·‖1 denotes the 1-norm

for vectors.
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3. Frequency domain definition of the CCTFD

Lemma 3.1 Let Ff be the FT of f , Cf be the CCTFD of f , and f ∈ L2(RN). The CCTFD

can be rewritten in the frequency domain as

Cf(x,w) =2N
∫∫

RN×N

e−4πizwT

Ff(u)

×

(∫

RN

Fv,1φ(x− z, 2(z− t))f(t)e2πit(2w−u)Tdt

)
e4πizu

T

dzdu. (4)

Proof See Appendix B. �

Remark 3.1 When φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t), it follows that Fv,1φ(x− z, 2(z− t)) = φ(t)δ(x− z).

Thanks to the sifting property of Dirac delta functions, Eq. (4) simplifies to

Cf(x,w) = 2
N
2 e−4πixwT

Fu,2TQ

(
Ff ⊗F

(
fφ

))
(w,−2x), (5)

where F
(
fφ

)
denotes the FT of fφ, and Q =



0N 2IN

IN −IN


, (here 0N denotes the N ×N null

matrix). In the original time domain definition of the CCTFD, the tensor product f ⊗ f is a

function of time variables [33, 39], which is crucial to converting the time domain spread found

in the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle. Dually, in order to convert the frequency

domain spread found in the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle, it becomes crucial to

rewrite the CCTFD to yield a tensor product with only frequency variables [33, 39]. Indeed,

the CCTFD in the frequency domain, given by (5), works well for this task, because there are

only frequency variables explicitly found in the tensor product Ff ⊗ F
(
fφ

)
. As it is seen,

Eq. (5) does not hold for arbitrary kernels, and it makes senses only if φ(v, 2(z − t)) = φ(t).

We thus confine our attention to the ITRSK-CCTFD, i.e., the CCTFD with a kernel satisfying

φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t).

Definition 3.1 The ITRSK-CCTFD of the function f is the CCTFD of f with a kernel satis-

fying φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t).
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The well-known WD is a special case of the ITRSK-CCTFD corresponding to φ = 1.

With Definitions 2.1 and 3.1, the main purpose of this paper is to formulate the standard

Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD, i.e., the CCTFD with a kernel

satisfying |φ| = 1 and φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t), shown in Definition 1.2.

4. Uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

The standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD are essentially

a family of inequalities that provide the attainable lower bounds for the uncertainty product

in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain. Here, the uncertainty product is the product of spreads in

time-UMITRSK-CCTFD and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domains. As a crucial step in es-

tablishing the inequalities, this section aims to explore the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-

CCTFD domain.

This section first introduces definitions of the spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

and the spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain. It then converts the spread in the

time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain and the spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

to the spread in the time domain and a summation of two spreads in the frequency domain,

respectively. And on this basis, it converts the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD

domain to a summation of two uncertainty products in the FT domain.

4.1. Definitions of spreads in UMITRSK-CCTFD domains

Definition 4.1 Let a function f ∈ L2(RN), and CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of the

function f . It is then defined as

(i) Spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f =

∥∥(x− x0
CUMITRSK,f

)
CUMITRSKf

∥∥2

L2

‖CUMITRSKf‖
2
L2

, (6)

where the moment vector in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain: x0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈xCUMITRSKf,CUMITRSKf〉(x,w)

‖CUMITRSKf‖2
L2

.
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(ii) Spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

∆w2
CUMITRSK,f =

∥∥(w −w0
CUMITRSK,f

)
CUMITRSKf

∥∥2

L2

‖CUMITRSKf‖
2
L2

, (7)

where the moment vector in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain: w0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈wCUMITRSKf,CUMITRSKf〉(x,w)

‖CUMITRSKf‖2
L2

.

From Parseval’s relation (3), there is ‖CUMITRSKf‖L2 = ‖f‖2L2 , based on which the spread

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f and moment vector x0

CUMITRSK,f in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain simplify

to ∥∥(x− x0
CUMITRSK,f

)
CUMITRSKf

∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

(8)

and
〈xCUMITRSKf,CUMITRSKf〉(x,w)

‖f‖4L2

, (9)

respectively; the spread ∆w2
CUMITRSK,f and moment vector w0

CUMITRSK,f in the frequency-

UMITRSK-CCTFD domain simplify to

∥∥(w −w0
CUMITRSK,f

)
CUMITRSKf

∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

(10)

and
〈wCUMITRSKf,CUMITRSKf〉(x,w)

‖f‖4L2

, (11)

respectively.

4.2. Spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

The original time domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFD, given by (1), is a valid tool

to convert the spread ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain, because there are

only time variables explicitly found in the tensor product f ⊗ f .

Lemma 4.1 Let CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of f , and f, ‖x‖2f ∈ L2(RN), (here

‖·‖2 denotes the 2-norm for vectors). The spread ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD
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domain can be converted as

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f =

∆x2
f

2
, (12)

where ∆x2
f =

‖(x−x0
f)f‖

2

L2

‖f‖2
L2

(x0
f =

〈xf,f〉
x

‖f‖2
L2

, the moment vector in the time domain) denotes the

spread in the time domain, see (i) of Definition 9 in [33].

Proof See Appendix C. �

Eq. (12) indicates that the spread ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is

none other than the spread ∆x2
f in the time domain, regardless of a multiplier 1

2
.

4.3. Spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

The frequency domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFD, given by (5), is a valid tool to

convert the spread ∆w2
CUMITRSK,f in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain, because there

are only frequency variables explicitly found in the tensor product Ff ⊗ F
(
fφ

)
.

Lemma 4.2 Let CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of f , Ff and F
(
fφ

)
be the FTs of f

and fφ, respectively, and f, ‖w‖2Ff, ‖w‖2F
(
fφ

)
∈ L2(RN). The spread ∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the

frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain can be converted as

∆w2
CUMITRSK,f =

∆w2
f +∆w2

fφ

4
, (13)

where ∆w2
f =

‖(w−w0
f)Ff‖

2

L2

‖f‖2
L2

(w0
f = 〈wFf,Ff〉w

‖f‖2
L2

, the moment vector in the frequency domain)

denotes the spread in the frequency domain, (see (ii) of Definition 9 in [33]), and the definition

of ∆w2
fφ

is similar to that of ∆w2
f , just by replacing f with fφ.

Proof See Appendix D. �

Eq. (13) indicates that the spread ∆w2
CUMITRSK,f in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

is none other than a summation of the spreads ∆w2
f ,∆w2

fφ
in the frequency domain, regardless

of a multiplier 1
4
.
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4.4. Product of spreads in time-UMITRSK-CCTFD and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domains

The uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is the product of

spreads in time-UMITRSK-CCTFD and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domains, that is,

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f . With Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, it can be translated to the conventional

uncertainty products in the FT domain.

Lemma 4.3 Let CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of f , Ff and F
(
fφ

)
be the FTs of

f and fφ, respectively, and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff, ‖w‖2F
(
fφ

)
∈ L2(RN). There is an equality

relation between the uncertainty product ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD

domain and the conventional uncertainty products ∆x2
f∆w2

f ,∆x2
fφ
∆w2

fφ
in the FT domain:

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f =
∆x2

f∆w2
f +∆x2

fφ
∆w2

fφ

8
. (14)

Proof Multiplying (12) and (13) together gives

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f =
∆x2

f∆w2
f +∆x2

f∆w2
fφ

8
. (15)

Thanks to |φ| = 1, there is ∆x2
f = ∆x2

fφ
, and then ∆x2

f∆w2
fφ

= ∆x2
fφ
∆w2

fφ
. �

Eq. (14) indicates that the product ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f ∆w2

CUMITRSK,f of spreads in time-UMITRSK-

CCTFD and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domains is none other than a summation of the

products ∆x2
f∆w2

f ,∆x2
fφ
∆w2

fφ
of spreads in time and frequency domains, regardless of a multi-

plier 1
8
.

5. The classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles

From Lemma 4.3, the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD

are closely related to the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles. In the classical setting,

the existing lower bounds on the uncertainty product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain are different

for the real-valued function f and the complex-valued function f . This section first reviews the
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classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle for the real-valued function f . It then reviews two

versions of classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles for the complex-valued function f .

5.1. Case of the real-valued function f

For the real-valued case, the optimal Gaussian function plays a fundamental role in reaching

the lower bound. Below is its definition.

Definition 5.1 (see [33], Definition 12 or [39], Definition 7) A family of optimal Gaus-

sian functions is defined as

f(x) = e−
1
2ζ‖x−x0

f‖
2

2
+ǫ (16)

for ζ > 0 and ǫ ∈ R.

Heisenberg’s inequality for the real-valued function on the uncertainty product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in

the FT domain is reproduced here as follows.

Lemma 5.1 (see [21], Corollary 2.8) Let f be a real-valued function, Ff be the FT of f ,

and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff ∈ L2(RN). Assume that ∇xf exists at any point x ∈ R
N , (here ∇x(·)

denotes the gradient operator for functions defined on x ∈ R
N). There is an inequality with

respect to the uncertainty product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain:

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥
N2

16π2
. (17)

When f is non-zero almost everywhere, the equality holds if and only if f is the optimal Gaussian

function.

Remark 5.1 As seen in the right-hand-side of (17), the attainable lower bound N2

16π2 is inde-

pendent of f .

5.2. Case of the complex-valued function f

For the complex-valued case, the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function plays a funda-

mental role in reaching the lower bounds. Below is its definition.
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Definition 5.2 (see [32], Definition 2.4 or [36], Eq. (8) or [38], Eqs. (4)–(9)) Let x0
f ;n

be the nth component of the moment vector x0
f in the time domain and ω0

f ;n be the nth compo-

nent of the moment vector w0
f in the frequency domain. A family of optimal Gaussian enveloped

chirp functions is defined as

f(x) = e−
1
2ζ‖x−x0

f‖
2

2
+ǫe2πiϕf (x) (18)

with

ϕf(x) =
1

2ε

N∑

m=1

η(xm)
(
xm − x0

f ;m

)2
+w0

fx
T + ǫη(x1),··· ,η(xN ) (19)

for ζ, ε > 0 and ǫ, ǫη(x1),··· ,η(xN ) ∈ R, where

η(xm) =





1, m ∈ nj1

−1, m ∈ nj2

sgn
(
xm − x0

f ;m

)
, m ∈ nj3

−sgn
(
xm − x0

f ;m

)
, m ∈ nj4

, (20)

and where

nj1 = {n11, · · · , n1j1}

=

{
1 ≤ n ≤ N

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕf

∂xn

=
1

ε

(
xn − x0

f ;n

)
+ ω0

f ;n

}
, (21)

nj2 = {n21, · · · , n2j2}

=

{
1 ≤ n ≤ N

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕf

∂xn

= −
1

ε

(
xn − x0

f ;n

)
+ ω0

f ;n

}
, (22)

nj3 = {n31, · · · , n3j3}

=




1 ≤ n ≤ N

∣∣∣∣∣
∂ϕf

∂xn

=





1
ε

(
xn − x0

f ;n

)
+ ω0

f ;n, xn ≥ x0
f ;n

−1
ε

(
xn − x0

f ;n

)
+ ω0

f ;n, xn < x0
f ;n





(23)
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and

nj4 = {n41, · · · , n4j4}

=




1 ≤ n ≤ N

∣∣∣∣∣
∂ϕf

∂xn

=





−1
ε

(
xn − x0

f ;n

)
+ ω0

f ;n, xn ≥ x0
f ;n

1
ε

(
xn − x0

f ;n

)
+ ω0

f ;n, xn < x0
f ;n





(24)

satisfying
4⋃

p=1

njp = {1, · · · , N} and njp

⋂
njq = ∅ for p 6= q.

The well-known Heisenberg’s inequality for the complex-valued function on the uncertainty

product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain is reproduced here as follows.

Lemma 5.2 (see [8], Eq. (3.4)) Let f = λfe
2πiϕf be a complex-valued function, Ff be the

FT of f , and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff ∈ L2(RN). Assume that ∇xλf ,∇xϕf exist at any point x ∈ R
N .

There is an inequality with respect to the uncertainty product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain:

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥
N2

16π2
+ Cov2

xf ,wf
, (25)

where Covxf ,wf
=

〈(x−x0
f)f,(∇xϕf−w0

f)f〉
x

‖f‖22
denotes the covariance in the time-frequency domain,

see (i) of Definition 10 in [33]. When ∇xϕf is continuous and λf is non-zero almost everywhere,

the equality holds if and only if f is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with nj3 =

nj4 = ∅.

The lower bound N2

16π2 + Cov2
xf ,wf

is tighter than N2

16π2 , but it is not the tightest one. In our

latest work [38], we introduced a sharper Heisenberg’s inequality for the complex-valued function

on the uncertainty product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain through providing by far the tightest

lower bound, as shown in the following.

Lemma 5.3 (see [18], Eq. (1.7) or [38], Corollary 1) Let f = λfe
2πiϕf be a complex-

valued function, Ff be the FT of f , and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff ∈ L2(RN). Assume that ∇xλf ,∇xϕf

exist at any point x ∈ R
N . There is an inequality with respect to the uncertainty product

16



∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain:

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥
N2

16π2
+ COV2

xf ,wf
, (26)

where COVxf ,wf
=

〈|x−x0
f |f,|∇xϕf−w0

f |f〉
x

‖f‖22
denotes the absolute covariance in the time-frequency

domain, (here the absolute operator | · | applied to vectors denotes the element-wise absolute

values), see (iii) of Definition 10 in [33]. When ∇xϕf is continuous and λf is non-zero almost

everywhere, the equality holds if and only if f is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function.

Remark 5.2 As seen in the right-hand-side of (25) and (26), the attainable lower bounds

N2

16π2+Cov2xf ,wf
and N2

16π2+COV2
xf ,wf

depend on f , and the latter is tighter because of COVxf ,wf
≥

∣∣Covxf ,wf

∣∣.

See Table 1 for a summary of Heisenberg’s inequality for the real-valued function f on the

uncertainty product in the FT domain and Heisenberg’s inequalities for the complex-valued

function f on the uncertainty product in the FT domain.

Table 1: Various types of attainable lower bounds on the uncertainty product in the FT domain

Uncertainty product

f Attainable lower bound

∆x2
f∆w2

f

Real N2

16π2 , BR

Complex

N2

16π2 + Cov2xf ,wf
, B

C,Cov
f

N2

16π2 + COV2
xf ,wf

, B
C,COV
f

6. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD

By using the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles with respect to f and fφ, re-

spectively, it is accessible to obtain the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the

UMITRSK-CCTFD. As implied by Table 1, there are two different kinds of classical Heisenberg’s

uncertainty principles, one is for the real-valued function, and the other is for the complex-valued

function. Therefore, the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of the UMITRSK-CCTFD

are divided into four categories:
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• Case 1. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the

real-valued functions f, fφ, implying the real-valued kernel φ = ±1.

• Case 2. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the

complex-valued functions f = λfe
2πiϕf , fφ = λfφe

2πiϕ
fφ, implying the real-valued or

complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±e2πiϕf .

• Case 3. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the

real-valued function f and the complex-valued function fφ = λfφe
2πiϕ

fφ, implying the

complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±1.

• Case 4. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the

complex-valued function f = λfe
2πiϕf and the real-valued function fφ, implying the

complex-valued kernel φ = ±e2πiϕf .

6.1. Case of the real-valued function f and the real-valued kernel φ = ±1

Theorem 6.1 Let f be a real-valued function, CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of f with

a real-valued kernel φ = ±1, Ff be the FT of f , and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff ∈ L2(RN). Assume that

∇xf exists at any point x ∈ R
N . There is an inequality with respect to the uncertainty product

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f ≥
BR

4
. (27)

When f is non-zero almost everywhere, the equality holds if and only if f is the optimal Gaussian

function.

Proof By using Lemma 5.1 with respect to the real-valued functions f, fφ, it follows that

∆x2
f∆w2

f = ∆x2
fφ
∆w2

fφ
≥ B

R. (28)

Substituting (28) into (14) gives the required result (27). �
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Remark 6.1 Theorem 6.1 with φ = 1 reduces to Heisenberg’s inequality for the real-valued

function f on the uncertainty product in the WD domain. The lower bound BR

4
is attainable by

the optimal Gaussian function.

6.2. Case of the complex-valued function f and the real-valued or complex-valued kernel φ 6=

±e2πiϕf

Theorem 6.2 Let f = λfe
2πiϕf be a complex-valued function, CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-

CCTFD of f with a real-valued or complex-valued kernel φ = e2πiϕφ 6= ±e2πiϕf , Ff and F
(
fφ

)

be the FTs of f and fφ, respectively, and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff, ‖w‖2F
(
fφ

)
∈ L2(RN). Assume

that ∇xλf ,∇xϕf ,∇xϕφ exist at any point x ∈ R
N . There is an inequality chain with respect to

the uncertainty product ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f ≥
B

C,COV
f +B

C,COV

fφ

8

≥
B

C,Cov
f +B

C,Cov

fφ

8
. (29)

When ∇xϕf ,∇xϕφ are continuous and λf is non-zero almost everywhere, the first equality holds

if and only if f and fφ are both the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp functions and the second

equality holds if and only if f and fφ are both the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp functions

with nj3 = nj4 = ∅.

Proof By using Lemma 5.2 with respect to the complex-valued functions f, fφ, it follows that

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥ B
C,Cov
f ,∆x2

fφ
∆w2

fφ
≥ B

C,Cov

fφ
. (30)

Similarly, with Lemma 5.3 there are

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥ B
C,COV
f ,∆x2

fφ
∆w2

fφ
≥ B

C,COV

fφ
. (31)

Substituting (30) into (14) gives the second inequality in the required result (29). Substituting

(31) into (14) gives the first inequality in the required result (29). �
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Remark 6.2 Theorem 6.2 with φ = 1 reduces to Heisenberg’s inequalities for the complex-

valued function f on the uncertainty product in the WD domain. The lower bound
B

C,COV
f

4
is

attainable by the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function; the lower bound
B

C,Cov
f

4
is attainable

by the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with nj3 = nj4 = ∅.

6.3. Case of the real-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±1

Theorem 6.3 Let f be a real-valued function, CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of f

with a complex-valued kernel φ = e2πiϕφ 6= ±1, Ff and F
(
fφ

)
be the FTs of f and fφ,

respectively, and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff, ‖w‖2F
(
fφ

)
∈ L2(RN ). Assume that ∇xf,∇xϕφ exist

at any point x ∈ R
N . There is an inequality chain with respect to the uncertainty product

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f ≥
BR +B

C,COV

fφ

8

≥
BR +B

C,Cov

fφ

8
. (32)

When ∇xϕφ is continuous and f is non-zero almost everywhere, the first equality holds if and

only if fφ is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function and the second equality holds if and

only if fφ is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with nj3 = nj4 = ∅.

Proof By using Lemma 5.1 with respect to the real-valued function f and using Lemma 5.2

with respect to the complex-valued function fφ, it follows that

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥ B
R,∆x2

fφ
∆w2

fφ
≥ B

C,Cov

fφ
. (33)

Similarly, with Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 there are

∆x2
f∆w2

f ≥ B
R,∆x2

fφ
∆w2

fφ
≥ B

C,COV

fφ
. (34)

Substituting (33) into (14) gives the second inequality in the required result (32). Substituting

(34) into (14) gives the first inequality in the required result (32). �
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6.4. Case of the complex-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel φ = ±e2πiϕf

Theorem 6.4 Let f = λfe
2πiϕf be a complex-valued function, CUMITRSKf be the UMITRSK-

CCTFD of f with a complex-valued kernel φ = ±e2πiϕf , Ff and F
(
fφ

)
be the FTs of f and

fφ, respectively, and f, ‖x‖2f, ‖w‖2Ff, ‖w‖2F
(
fφ

)
∈ L2(RN). Assume that ∇xλf ,∇xϕf exist

at any point x ∈ R
N . There is an inequality chain with respect to the uncertainty product

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f ≥
B

C,COV
f +BR

8

≥
B

C,Cov
f +BR

8
. (35)

When ∇xϕf is continuous and λf is non-zero almost everywhere, the first equality holds if and

only if f is optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function and the second equality holds if and only

if f is optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with nj3 = nj4 = ∅.

Proof The proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.3, and then it is omitted. �

See Table 2 for a summary of Heisenberg’s inequality for the real-valued function f on the

uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain associated with the real-valued kernel

φ = ±1 (i.e., the real-valued function fφ), Heisenberg’s inequalities for the complex-valued func-

tion f on the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain associated with the real-

valued or complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±e2πiϕf (i.e., the complex-valued function fφ), Heisenberg’s

inequalities for the real-valued function f on the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD

domain associated with the complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±1 (i.e., the complex-valued function

fφ), and Heisenberg’s inequalities for the complex-valued function f on the uncertainty product

in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain associated with the complex-valued kernel φ = ±e2πiϕf (i.e.,

the real-valued function fφ).
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Table 2: Various types of attainable lower bounds on the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-
CCTFD domain

Uncertainty product

f φ fφ Attainable lower bound

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f

∆w2
CUMITRSK,f

Real ±1 (Real) Real B
R

4

Complex 6= ±e2πiϕf (Real or Complex) Complex

B
C,Cov

f
+B

C,Cov

fφ

8
,

B
C,COV

f
+B

C,COV

fφ

8

Real 6= ±1 (Complex) Complex

B
R+B

C,Cov

fφ

8
,

B
R+B

C,COV

fφ

8

Complex ±e2πiϕf (Complex) Real

B
C,Cov

f
+B

R

8
,

B
C,COV

f
+B

R

8

7. Discussion

This section presents a discussion on the main differences and connections between the pro-

posed standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles and the existing weak one.

The celebrated Flandrin’s result is a weak Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the CCTFD

with a kernel satisfying φ(0,y) = 1 and φ(v, 0) = 1. That is

∫∫

RN×N

(
‖x‖22
T 2

+ T 2‖w‖22

)
Cf(x,w)dxdw ≥

N

2π
‖f‖2L2 (36)

for T ∈ R, or equivalently

∫∫
RN×N

(
‖x−x0

f‖
2

2

T 2 + T 2
∥∥w −w0

f

∥∥2

2

)
Cf(x,w)dxdw

‖f‖2
L2

≥
N

2π
(37)

for T ∈ R. Here, the weak spreads in time-CCTFD and frequency-CCTFD domains are given

by ∫∫
RN×N

∥∥x− x0
f

∥∥2

2
Cf(x,w)dxdw

‖f‖2
L2

(38)

and ∫∫
RN×N

∥∥w −w0
f

∥∥2

2
Cf(x,w)dxdw

‖f‖2
L2

, (39)

respectively. These spreads are weak because there is the first power rather than the second
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power of the CCTFD found in them. Consequently, the weak Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle

of the CCTFD, shown in (37), is none other than the classical one for the real-valued function,

given by (17).

Indeed, the standard definition of the spread is defined by the second power, such as |f(x)|2

found in the time domain spread and |Ff(w)|2 found in the frequency domain spread. In the

current work, we focus on the UMITRSK-CCTFD, and strengthen (38) and (39) by replacing

the first power CUMITRSKf(x,w) with the second power |CUMITRSKf(x,w)|2, giving birth to the

spread ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain and the spread ∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in

the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain. The standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles of

the UMITRSK-CCTFD derived are not the same as the classical ones. This is obvious, because

the uncertainty product ∆x2
CUMITRSK,f∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is not a

simple uncertainty product ∆x2
f∆w2

f in the FT domain, but a summation of two uncertainty

products ∆x2
f∆w2

f ,∆x2
fφ
∆w2

fφ
in the FT domain, as implied by (14). To be specific, for the

case of the real-valued function f and the real-valued kernel φ = ±1, the derived uncertainty

principle, shown in (27), equals to the classical one for the real-valued function. But, as for the

rest, the derived uncertainty principles, shown in (29), (32) and (35), differ essentially from the

classical ones.

8. Conclusion

We have established the standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles for classes of CCTFDs

that share a common distribution property. Our results demonstrate that the unit modulus

and v-independent time translation, reversal and scaling invariant kernel constrains the time-

frequency concentration and resolution of the CCTFD. The derived Heisenberg’s inequalities on

the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain are fourfold: the real-valued function

f and the real-valued kernel φ = ±1, the complex-valued function f and the real-valued or

complex-valued kernel φ 6= ±e2πiϕf , the real-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel

φ 6= ±1, and the complex-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel φ = ±e2πiϕf . These

results strengthen the celebrated Flandrin’s result, giving rise to something new that differs
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essentially from the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles and indicating that a square

integrable function cannot be sharply localized in both the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain.

Appendix

In this section, we prove all the theoretical results in the paper.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 2.1

The result (2) of the one-dimensional case was given in [26] without proofs. Below, we provide

the detailed proofs for the N -dimensional case. We rewrite the definition of the CCTFDs of f, g

in terms of integral form as

Cf(x,w) =

∫∫

RN×N

f
(
z+

y

2

)
f
(
z−

y

2

)(∫

RN

φ(v,y)e−2πiv(x−z)Tdv

)
e−2πiywT

dzdy, (A.1)

Cg(x,w) =

∫∫

RN×N

g

(
ẑ+

ŷ

2

)
g

(
ẑ−

ŷ

2

)(∫

RN

φ(v̂, ŷ)e−2πiv̂(x−ẑ)Tdv̂

)
e−2πiŷwT

dẑdŷ. (A.2)

Thanks to ∫

RN

e−2πi(y−ŷ)wT

dw = δ(y − ŷ), (A.3)

where δ(·) denotes the Dirac delta operator for vectors, i.e., the product of element-wise Dirac

deltas, and then by using the sifting property of Dirac delta functions, it follows that

〈Cf,Cg〉(x,w) =

∫∫∫

RN×N×N

f
(
z+

y

2

)
f
(
z−

y

2

)
g
(
ẑ+

y

2

)
g
(
ẑ−

y

2

)

×

(∫∫

RN×N

φ(v,y)φ(v̂,y)e2πivz
T

e−2πiv̂ẑT
(∫

RN

e−2πi(v−v̂)xT

dx

)
dvdv̂

)
dzdẑdy.

(A.4)

Similarly, Eq. (A.4) reduces to

〈Cf,Cg〉(x,w) =

∫∫

RN×N

f
(
z+

y

2

)
f
(
z−

y

2

)
g
(
z+

y

2

)
g
(
z−

y

2

)
dzdy, (A.5)
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with an assumption of |φ(v,y)| = 1. By taking the change of variables (z,y) → (z,y)P−1,

where P−1 =




IN
2

IN

IN
2

−IN


, Eq. (A.5) becomes

〈Cf,Cg〉(x,w) =

∫∫

RN×N

f(z)g(z) f(y)g(y)dzdy

=

∫

RN

f(x)g(x)dx

∫

RN

f(x)g(x)dx

= |〈f, g〉x|
2
. (A.6)

�

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 3.1

We rewrite (A.1) as

Cf(x,w) =

∫∫

RN×N

f
(
z+

y

2

)
f
(
z−

y

2

)
Fv,1φ(x− z,y)e−2πiywT

dzdy. (B.1)

By taking the change of variables y = 2(z− t), Eq. (B.1) becomes

Cf(x,w) = 2N
∫∫

RN×N

f(2z− t)f(t)Fv,1φ(x− z, 2(z− t))e−4πi(z−t)wT

dzdt. (B.2)

By using the inverse formula of the FT, i.e.,

f(2z− t) =F−1 (Ff) (2z− t)

=

∫

RN

Ff(u)e2πiu(2z−t)Tdu, (B.3)

we arrive the required result (4). �

Appendix C. Proof of Lemma 4.1

φ(v, 2(z− t)) = φ(t) implies that φ(v,y) = φ(y), based on which Fv,1φ(x − z,y) found in

(1) simplifies to φ(y)δ(x− z). Due to the sifting property of Dirac delta functions, the original
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time domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFD reduces to

CUMITRSKf(x,w) = Fy,2

(
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
(x,y)φ(y)

)
(x,w). (C.1)

Substituting (C.1) into (9) yields

x0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈
xFy,2

(
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
φ
)
,Fy,2

(
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
φ
)〉

(x,w)

‖f‖4L2

=

〈
xTP

(
f ⊗ f

)
φ,TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
φ
〉
(x,y)

‖f‖4L2

. (C.2)

Thanks to |φ| = 1, Eq. (C.2) becomes

x0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈
xTP

(
f ⊗ f

)
,TP

(
f ⊗ f

)〉
(x,y)

‖f‖4L2

. (C.3)

By taking the change of variables (x,y) → (x,y)P−1, Eq. (C.3) turns into

x0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈
(x+ y)f ⊗ f, f ⊗ f

〉
(x,y)

2 ‖f‖4L2

=

〈
xf ⊗ f, f ⊗ f

〉
(x,y)

2 ‖f‖4L2

+

〈
f ⊗ yf, f ⊗ f

〉
(x,y)

2 ‖f‖4L2

=
〈xf, f〉x

∥∥f
∥∥2

L2

2 ‖f‖4L2

+

〈
yf, f

〉
y
‖f‖2L2

2 ‖f‖4L2

=x0
f , (C.4)

which indicates that the moment vector x0
CUMITRSK,f in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is

none other than the moment vector x0
f in the time domain. Then, the spread ∆x2

CUMITRSK,f in
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the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain becomes

∆x2
CUMITRSK,f =

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
CUMITRSKf

∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
Fy,2

(
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
φ
)∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)
φ
∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
TP

(
f ⊗ f

)∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x+y

2
− x0

f

)
f ⊗ f

∥∥2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
f ⊗ f + f ⊗

(
y − x0

f

)
f
∥∥2

L2

4 ‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
f ⊗ f

∥∥2

L2

4 ‖f‖4L2

+

∥∥f ⊗
(
y − x0

f

)
f
∥∥2

L2

4 ‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(x− x0
f

)
f
∥∥2

L2

∥∥f
∥∥2

L2

4 ‖f‖4L2

+

∥∥(y − x0
f

)
f
∥∥2

L2 ‖f‖
2
L2

4 ‖f‖4L2

=
∆x2

f

2
. (C.5)

�

Appendix D. Proof of Lemma 4.2

Substituting (5) into (11) yields

w0
CUMITRSK,f =

2N
〈
wFu,2TQ

(
Ff ⊗ F

(
fφ

))
(w,−2x),Fu,2TQ

(
Ff ⊗F

(
fφ

))
(w,−2x)

〉
(x,w)

‖f‖4L2

=

〈
wTQ

(
Ff ⊗F

(
fφ

))
,TQ

(
Ff ⊗ F

(
fφ

))〉
(w,u)

‖f‖4L2

. (D.1)
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By taking the change of variables (w,u) → (w,u)Q−1, where Q−1 =




IN
2

IN

IN
2

0N


, Eq. (D.1)

simplifies to

w0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈
(w + u)Ff ⊗ F

(
fφ

)
,Ff ⊗F

(
fφ

)〉
(w,u)

2 ‖f‖4L2

=

〈
wFf ⊗F

(
fφ

)
,Ff ⊗ F

(
fφ

)〉
(w,u)

2 ‖f‖4L2

+

〈
Ff ⊗ uF

(
fφ

)
,Ff ⊗F

(
fφ

)〉
(w,u)

2 ‖f‖4L2

=
〈wFf,Ff〉w

∥∥∥F
(
fφ

)∥∥∥
2

L2

2 ‖f‖4L2

+

〈
uF

(
fφ

)
,F

(
fφ

)〉
u
‖f‖2L2

2 ‖f‖4L2

. (D.2)

Because of Parseval’s relation of the FT and |φ| = 1, it follows that
∥∥∥F

(
fφ

)∥∥∥
L2

=
∥∥F

(
fφ

)∥∥
L2 =

∥∥fφ
∥∥
L2 = ‖f‖L2 . Then, Eq. (D.2) becomes

w0
CUMITRSK,f =

〈wFf,Ff〉w
2 ‖f‖2L2

+

〈
uF

(
fφ

)
,F

(
fφ

)〉
u

2
∥∥fφ

∥∥2

L2

=
w0

f +w0
fφ

2
, (D.3)

which indicates that the moment vector w0
CUMITRSK,f in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD do-

main is none other than a summation of the moment vectors w0
f ,w

0
fφ

in the frequency domain,

regardless of a multiplier 1
2
. Then, the spread ∆w2

CUMITRSK,f in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD
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domain turns into

∆w2
CUMITRSK,f =

∥∥∥∥
(
w −

w0
f
+w0

fφ

2

)
CUMITRSKf

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥∥∥
(
w −

w0
f
+w0

fφ

2

)
TQ

(
Ff ⊗ F

(
fφ

))∥∥∥∥
2

L2

‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥∥
(
w −w0

f

)
Ff ⊗ F

(
fφ

)
+ Ff ⊗

(
u−w0

fφ

)
F
(
fφ

)∥∥∥
2

L2

4 ‖f‖4L2

=

∥∥(w −w0
f

)
Ff

∥∥2

L2

4 ‖f‖2L2

+

∥∥∥
(
u−w0

fφ

)
F
(
fφ

)∥∥∥
2

L2

4
∥∥fφ

∥∥2

L2

=
∆w2

f +∆w2
fφ

4
. (D.4)
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pages 217–232. Birkhäuser, Boston, 2001.

[11] E. Cordero, M. A. de Gosson, and F. Nicola. On the reduction of the interferences in the

Born-Jordan distribution. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 44(2):230–245, March 2018.

[12] E. Cordero and G. Giacchi. Symplectic analysis of time-frequency spaces. J. Math. Pures

Appl., 177(9):154–177, September 2023.

[13] E. Cordero and G. Giacchi. Metaplectic Gabor frames and symplectic analysis of time-

frequency spaces. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 68(1):101594, January 2024.

[14] E. Cordero, G. Giacchi, and L. Rodino. Wigner analysis of operators. Part II: Schrödinger

equations. 0(0):arXiv:2208.00505v2, September 2022.

[15] E. Cordero and L. Rodino. Wigner analysis of operators. Part I: pseudodifferential operators

and wave fronts. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 58(5):85–123, May 2022.

30



[16] E. Cordero and L. Rodino. Characterization of modulation spaces by symplectic represen-

tations and applications to Schrödinger equations. J. Funct. Anal., 284(9):109892, May

2023.

[17] E. Cordero and S. I. Trapasso. Linear perturbations of the Wigner distribution and the

Cohen’s class. Anal. Appl. (Singap.), 18(3):385–422, May 2020.

[18] P. Dang, G. T. Deng, and T. Qian. A sharper uncertainty principle. J. Funct. Anal.,

256(10):2239–2266, November 2013.

[19] Y. C. Eldar. Uncertainty relations for shift-invariant analog signals. IEEE Trans. Inf.

Theory, 55(12):5742–5757, December 2009.

[20] P. Flandrin. Time-Frequency/Time-Scale Analysis. Academic, San Diego, 1999.

[21] G. B. Folland and A. Sitaram. The uncertainty principle: a mathematical survey. J. Fourier

Anal. Appl., 3(3):207–238, May 1997.

[22] G. Giacchi. Metaplectic Wigner distributions. 0(0):arXiv:2212.06818v3, January 2023.
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