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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 CCTFED 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-CCTEFD, 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 (CCTFEFD) [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 € L*(RY) and a kernel ¢(v,y). The CCTFD of the function
f is defined as

Cfxw) = Fyo (T (£ 0 F) (2.3) Feadlx —2.y) ) (x,w), &)

z

where the tensor product ®, the change of coordinates Tp, the partial Fourier operator Fi ;
with respect to the first variables v, the partial Fourier operator Fy, with respect to the

second variables y, and the inner product (,), with respect to the variables z are given

by (f ® 9)(z.y) = [(2)9(y). Trh(zy) = V[det(P)[h((z.y)P) = h(z+3%,z~}) with
I I , .

p—|" N , Fyih(w,y) := <h(v,y),eszWT> , Fyah(x,w) := <h(x, y),e2myWT> , and
IN _ITN v y
= Jan o oT(z)dz, respectively. Here, det(-) denotes the determinant operator for ma-

trices, Iy denotes the N x 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 ¢(0,y) = 1 and ¢(v,0) = 1. Subsequently, Korn
proposed Hardy’s uncertainty principle of the CCTFD with the marginal property, i.e., a kernel
satisfying ¢(0,y) = 1 and ¢(v,0) = 1 [26]. He also introduced Nazarov’s uncertainty principle
of the CCTFD with the energy conservation property, i.e., a kernel satisfying ¢(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
CCTEFD 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 -WD [2, 3, 35], the kernel
function WD [27], the kernel function 7-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 CCTFEFD. More precisely, the WD is none other than the
CCTFD with a unit kernel ¢(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



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 CCTFEFD with Parseval’s relation, i.e., a kernel satisfying |¢(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 ¢(v,2(z —t)) = ¢(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
|¢| = 1 (a unit modulus kernel) and ¢(v,2(z — t)) = ¢(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-CCTEFD) of the function f, denoted by Cuwmrrrsk f, is the
CCTFD of f with a kernel satisfying |¢| = 1 and ¢(v,2(z — t)) = ¢(t).

To sum up, this paper simplifies the open question about the standard Heisenberg’s uncer-
tainty principles of the CCTFED 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:

e 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;

e Step 2. Use the original time domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFED to convert the

spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain to the spread in the time domain;



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:

e 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 ¢ = +1,
the case of the complex-valued function f and the real-valued or complex-valued kernel
¢ # £e®™%s  the case of the real-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel ¢ # 41,

and the case of the complex-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel ¢ = £e?™i¢s.

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-CCTFED. 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

unit modulus and v-independent time translation,
UMITRSK-CCTFD
reversal and scaling invariant kernel CCTFD

UMK-CCTFD unit modulus kernel CCTEFD

v-independent time translation,

ITRSK-CCTFEFD

reversal and scaling invariant kernel CCTFD

List of Symbols

Ff FT of f

Cf CCTFD of f

Cumrrrskf | UMITRSK-CCTFD of f

Af modulus of f

©Of phase of f

L*(RY) class of square integrable functions defined on RY
) kernel

® tensor product

Tp change of coordinates




Fui partial Fourier operator with respect to the first variables v

)

Fyo partial Fourier operator with respect to the second variables y
(,)2 inner product with respect to the variables z

det(-) determinant operator for matrices

Iy N x N identity matrix

On N x N null matrix

T transpose operator

— complex conjugate operator

a(+) Dirac delta operator for vectors
1l 22 L2-norm for functions

IR 1-norm for vectors

-l 2-norm for vectors

element-wise absolute values for vectors
|- | absolute value for real numbers

modulus for complex numbers

Vi(*) gradient operator for functions defined on x € RV

X? moment vector in the time domain

5., nth component of x§

W?c moment vector in the frequency domain

w?;n nth component of W?c

XCuaprrnsic.f moment vector in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain
Wi,/ | moment vector in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain
AX? spread in the time domain

Aw? spread in the frequency domain

spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

2
XCumrTrsK,f

Aw? spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

W
CuMITRSK [




AxFAWS uncertainty product in the FT domain

Axg o fAWE ;| uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

Covx; w; covariance in the time-frequency domain

COVy; w, absolute covariance in the time-frequency domain

2. Parseval’s relation of the CCTFD revisited

Lemma 2.1 (see [26], Moyal’s relation) Let |¢(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,Copew) = £, 9)xl" (2)

Proof See Appendix A. [ |

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

ICA e = N1z (3)

where ||-||z2 denotes the L%-norm for functions, induced by the inner product {, ),. It deserves to
be underlined that Parseval’s relation (3) does not hold for arbitrary kernels. Indeed, it makes
senses only if |¢(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 |¢(v,y)| = 1.

Definition 2.1 The UMK-CCTFD of the function f is the CCTFD of f with a kernel satisfying
o(v,y)| = 1.

The well-known WD, KRD and PD are special cases of the UMK-CCTFD corresponding to
o(v,y) =1, ¢(v,y) = ™" and ¢(v,y) = 2 I¥Ii¥ respectively. Here, |-||; denotes the 1-norm

for vectors.



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 € L?*(R"). The CCTFD

can be rewritten in the frequency domain as
Cf(X, W) :2N // e—47riszJ—_-f(u)
RNXN
X (/ Foi1o(x —z,2(z — t))me2“it(2w_“)Tdt) 7 qzdu. (4)
RN

Proof See Appendix B. |

Remark 3.1 When ¢(v,2(z —t)) = ¢(t), it follows that Fy 10(x —2,2(z —t)) = ¢(t)d(x — z).

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

Cf(x,w) = 25 e " F, 0% (Ff @ F (f6) ) (w, —2x), (5)
_ _ Oy 2Iy

where F (f¢) denotes the FT of f¢, and Q = , (here Oy denotes the N x N null
Iy —In

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 CCTFED 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 ( f&) As it is seen,
Eq. (5) does not hold for arbitrary kernels, and it makes senses only if ¢(v,2(z —t)) = ¢(t).
We thus confine our attention to the ITRSK-CCTFD, i.e., the CCTFD with a kernel satisfying

¢(v,2(z — t)) = (t).

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

fying ¢(v,2(z — t)) = (t).



The well-known WD is a special case of the [TRSK-CCTFD corresponding to ¢ = 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 |¢| = 1 and ¢(v,2(z — t)) = ¢(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 F'T domain.

4.1. Definitions of spreads in UMITRSK-CCTFD domains

Definition 4.1 Let a function f € L}(RY), and Cyarrskf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of the
function f. It is then defined as

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

H (X B X%UMITRSKJ) CUMITRSKfH2L2

: (6)

AxZ, =
UMITRSK.f ||CUMITRSKf ||2L2

where the moment vector in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

(xCumrTrsk f,CUMITRSK f) (x,w)

0
XCumrrrsK,f

[Cumrtrsk f13 2
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(ii) Spread in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

0 2
Aw?2 . H (W B WCUMITRSva) CUMITRSKfHB 7
WCumrrrsk.f — 2 ) ( )
HCUMITRSKfHLZ

where the moment vector in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain: 0

WCunmrrrsk. f
(WCUMITRSK f;CUMITRSK f) (x,w)

[Cumrrrsk fII7 2

From Parseval’s relation (3), there is ||Cumrrsk fll2 = || f]/72, based on which the spread
AX%UMITRSK7 s and moment vector x%UMITRSK’ s in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain simplify

to
H (X B XOCUMITRSK,f) CUMITRSKinP

4
[naly®

(8)

and
<XCUMITRSKf > CumITRSK f >(x,w)

4
(Al

respectively; the spread AW%UMITRSK ; and moment vector W%UMITRSK s in the frequency-

: (9)

UMITRSK-CCTFED domain simplify to

H (W B WOCUMITRSKJ) CUMITRSKfH2L2

(10)
1£1172
and
<WCUMITRSKf7 CUMITRSKf>(x w)
4 . (11)
(naly®
respectively.

4.2. Spread in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain

The original time domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFED, given by (1), is a valid tool
to convert the spread AX2CUMITRSK, s in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain, because there are

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

Lemma 4.1 Let Cymirrskf be the UMITRSK-CCTFED of f, and f, ||x|lof € L*(RY), (here
|||2 denotes the 2-norm for vectors). The spread Axg, . in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD
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domain can be converted as
Ax?
2 _ f
AXCUMITRSK,J” - 9 7 (12)

1G=x3) 512 (<SS
7z, 712

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

where Axfc = (x? = , the moment vector in the time domain) denotes the

Proof See Appendix C. |

Eq. (12) indicates that the spread Axg . in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is

none other than the spread AX?&' in the time domain, regardless of a multiplier %

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 AW%UMITRSK, s in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain, because there

are only frequency variables explicitly found in the tensor product Ff ® F ( f@)

Lemma 4.2 Let Cyygrrskf be the UMITRSK-CCTFED of f, Ff and F (fa) be the FTs of f
and f¢, respectively, and f, |wlsFf, [|w|[2F (f¢) € L*(RYN). The spread Awg_ . in the
frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain can be converted as

2 2
Awf —l—AWf5

2 _
AWCUMITRSKJ - 4 ) (13)
—wo)F 2
where Aw} = % (W) = %, the moment vector in the frequency domain)
L2 L2

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

of AW?@ is similar to that of Awfc, just by replacing f with f¢.
Proof See Appendix D. [ |

Eq. (13) indicates that the spread Awg, . in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain
is none other than a summation of the spreads AWJ%, AW]%5 in the frequency domain, regardless

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

The wuncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is the product of
spreads in time-UMITRSK-CCTFD and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD domains, that is,
AXE e fAWE e With Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, it can be translated to the conventional

uncertainty products in the FT domain.

Lemma 4.3 Let Cynrrskf be the UMITRSK-CCTED of f, Ff and F (fa) be the FTs of
f and f¢, respectively, and f, ||x||of, [|[W|2F f, |[wl2F (f¢) € L*(RY). There is an equality

relation between the uncertainty product AX%UMITRSK, A . in the UMITRSK-CCTFD

2
WCumitrsk

domain and the conventional uncertainty products Ax7Aw?, AX%AW?E5 in the FT domain:

) ) AX%AW? + AX?%AW?%
AXCUMITRSKJAVVCUMITRSKJ = 8 : (14)

Proof Multiplying (12) and (13) together gives

2 2 2 2
AXfAWf + AXfAng

2 2 _
AXCUMITRSK7fAWCUMITRSK7f - 8 : (15)
_ : 2 A2 2 A2 A2 2
Thanks to [¢] = 1, there is Ax}; = Axfi’ and then AXfAWﬁ = AXf$AWf$. [ |

Eq. (14) indicates that the product Axg, - ~Awg . of spreads in time-UMITRSK-
CCTFD and frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFEFD domains is none other than a summation of the
products AX}AWJ%, AX?EAW?% of spreads in time and frequency domains, regardless of a multi-

sl
plier 3.

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 AX?AW]% in the FT domain are different

for the real-valued function f and the complex-valued function f. This section first reviews the

13



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) = o= 3 x|+ (16)
for ( > 0 and € € R.

Heisenberg’s inequality for the real-valued function on the uncertainty product AX%AW? 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 € L*(RY). Assume that V,f exists at any point x € RY | (here V()
denotes the gradient operator for functions defined on x € R"Y). There is an inequality with

respect to the uncertainty product Ax3Aw? in the FT domain:
2

N
2 2

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 % 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.

14



Definition 5.2 (see [32], Definition 2.4 or [36], Eq. (8) or [38], Eqs. (4)—(9)) Let ¥,

be the nth component of the moment vector X?f in the time domain and w?m be the nth compo-

nent of the moment vector W?c in the frequency domain. A family of optimal Gaussian enveloped

chirp functions is defined as

f(x) = e_% ||x_x?‘||z+ee27ri@f(x)

with
1

pr(x) = B Z N(Tm) (xm - x?”;m

€

m=1

for ¢,e > 0 and ¢, @) 1EN) € R, where

1’ m € nj
-1 m € nj,
n(xm) — ’
sgn (zn, —2%,,),  meny,
| —sen (2m —2%,,), men,
and where
nj :{nlla"' ,711]'1}
&pf 1 0 0
:{1 snsN ox, :g (x"_zf;n)+wf;n )
n;, ={ne, - ,ng,}
&pf 1 0 0
:{1 sns N 8—:% :_E (x”_xfm)_'_wf;n )
nj, ={ns, -, nsj}
1 0 0 0
= 1§n§N8S0f: E("_xfm)_l_wfm’ Tp 2
T —% (xn — :L’?fm) + w?m, T, < x?‘;n

15
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n

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)



and

n;, :{n417 e 7n4j4}

1 0 0 0
= 1SHSN%: € (xn_xf;”)_l_wf;n? ‘Tnzl'f’n
Tn

) (24)
é (xn - x?‘;n) + w?‘;n’ Tn < x?‘;n

4
satisfying J n;, = {1,--- , N} and n;, (\n;, = 0 for p # q.
p=1

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

product Ax7Aw? in the FT domain is reproduced here as follows.

Lemma 5.2 (see [8], Eq. (3.4)) Let f = \;e*™#f be a complex-valued function, Ff be the
FT of f, and f, ||x[|2f, [|[w|2F f € L*(RY). Assume that Vy\;, Vi, exist at any point x € RV,

There is an inequality with respect to the uncertainty product AX?AW]% in the F'T domain:

2

2
162 + Covvawf,

AXFAWE > (25)

((ea}) £.(Voy —w) )
HE

see (i) of Definition 10 in [33]. When Vx¢; is continuous and A is non-zero almost everywhere,

where Covy, w, = x denotes the covariance in the time-frequency domain,
the equality holds if and only if f is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with n;, =

n;, = 0.

N2
16727

The lower bound - + Cov?

1672 Xf,Wy

is tighter than 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 AX?AW]% 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 = X e?*™%/ be a complex-
valued function, F f be the FT of f, and f, ||x||2f, |W|[2F f € L*(RY). Assume that ViA;, Vipy

exist at any point x € RY. There is an inequality with respect to the uncertainty product
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AX%AW? in the FT domain:

2
AxFAWS > N4 cove

1672 X

(26)

e} | 1| Vxor—w )
713

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

where COVy, w, = < x denotes the absolute covariance in the time-frequency

values), see (iili) of Definition 10 in [33]. When Vy¢; is continuous and A; 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

2 and ]gjz +COV? depend on f, and the latter is tighter because of COV fowp 2

N2
Torz TCOVy FWs 1 Xf W

}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 F'T domain

f Attainable lower bound
Uncertainty product Real 12[;2 £ pR
Ax3Aw? A+ Covi, g, 2 BEE
Complex N2 2 A C.COV
16? + COVxﬁwf - %,f

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

By using the classical Heisenberg’s uncertainty principles with respect to f and f¢, 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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e Case 1. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the

real-valued functions f, f¢, implying the real-valued kernel ¢ = +1.

e Case 2. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the
complex-valued functions f = A\e?™%r f¢ = )\fge%“of%, implying the real-valued or

complex-valued kernel ¢ # 4-e?™%7s

e Case 3. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the
real-valued function f and the complex-valued function f¢ = Af$e2”i“pf5, implying the

complex-valued kernel ¢ # +1.

e Case 4. Standard Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of the UMITRSK-CCTFD for the
complex-valued function f = A;e?™%s and the real-valued function f¢, implying the

complex-valued kernel ¢ = 4-e?™%s

6.1. Case of the real-valued function f and the real-valued kernel ¢ = +1

Theorem 6.1 Let f be a real-valued function, Cyyrrsk f be the UMITRSK-CCTFED of f with
a real-valued kernel ¢ = +1, Ff be the FT of f, and f, ||x|of, |[w|2Ff € L*(RY). Assume that

Vi f exists at any point x € RY. There is an inequality with respect to the uncertainty product

A Awg s in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

2
XCumrTrsk,f
sBR

2 2
AXCUMITRSKJAVVCUMITRSK,f > 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, f¢, it follows that
2A G2 _ A2 2 R
Axi AW = AX s Aw' o > BT (28)
Substituting (28) into (14) gives the required result (27). [
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Remark 6.1 Theorem 6.1 with ¢ = 1 reduces to Heisenberg’s inequality for the real-valued
function f on the uncertainty product in the WD domain. The lower bound %TR is attainable by

the optimal Gaussian function.

6.2. Case of the complez-valued function f and the real-valued or complex-valued kernel ¢ #
+e2mies

Theorem 6.2 Let f = \;e*™#f be a complex-valued function, Cynrrrskf be the UMITRSK-

CCTFD of f with a real-valued or complex-valued kernel ¢ = e*™¢¢ =£ +e*™%1 Ff and F (f¢)

be the FTs of f and f¢, respectively, and f, ||x|2f, ||w|2F f, [[w]2F (f¢) € L*(RY). Assume

that Vi s, Vi, Vxipy exist at any point x € RY. There is an inequality chain with respect to

the uncertainty product AX2CUMITRSK, fAW%UMITRSIO s in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

C,cov C,cov
B + B e

2 2
AXCUMITRSK,J”AVVCUMITRSKJ > 8
%?,Cov + %?é(?ov
> 3 (29)

When Vipr, Vxpy are continuous and Ay is non-zero almost everywhere, the first equality holds
if and only if f and f¢ are both the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp functions and the second
equality holds if and only if f and f¢ are both the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp functions

Proof By using Lemma 5.2 with respect to the complex-valued functions f, f¢, it follows that
2 2 C,Cov 2 2 C,Cov
Ax;Awy > B ,AX]%AWJ% > %ﬁ ) (30)
Similarly, with Lemma 5.3 there are
2 A 2 C,cov 2 2 C,cov
AxsAw; > B ,AX]%AWJ% > %fg ) (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 ¢ = 1 reduces to Heisenberg’s inequalities for the complex-
Cc,cov

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

C,Cov

attainable by the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function; the lower bound —{— is attainable

by the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with n;, = n;, = 0.

6.3. Case of the real-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel ¢ # +1

Theorem 6.3 Let f be a real-valued function, Cyyprrskf be the UMITRSK-CCTFD of f
with a complex-valued kernel ¢ = e*™%¢ £ +1 Ff and F (f¢) be the FTs of f and fo,
respectively, and f, [|x||of, [w|2Ff, [|[w]2F (f¢) € L*(RY). Assume that Vif, Vips exist
at any point x € RY. There is an inequality chain with respect to the uncertainty product

A Aw%UMITRSK’ / in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

2
XCumrrTrsK,f

R C,cov
BT+ %ﬁ

2 2
AXCUMITRSK,J”AVVCUMITRSKJ > 8
R C,Cov
> T ABg (32)
p— 8 .

When Vi, is continuous and f is non-zero almost everywhere, the first equality holds if and
only if f¢ is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function and the second equality holds if and

only if f¢ is the optimal Gaussian enveloped chirp function with n;, =n;, = 0.

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 f¢, it follows that

AX?AW? > Bl AX%AW% > %%COV. (33)
Similarly, with Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 there are

AX?AW]% > Bl Axf%AWf% > %J(%COV. (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 complez-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel ¢ = 4?7
Theorem 6.4 Let f = \;e*™?f be a complex-valued function, Cymirrsk f be the UMITRSK-
CCTFD of f with a complex-valued kernel ¢ = +e*™¢r, Ff and F (f¢) be the FTs of f and
[, respectively, and f, ||x[|of, [|[W|2F [, [|W2F (f¢) € L*(RY). Assume that ViAf, Vipy exist
at any point x € RY. There is an inequality chain with respect to the uncertainty product
AX%UMITRSK7fAW%UMITRSK7f in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain:

C,COV
) ) B + BR
AXCUMITRSK7fAWCUMITRSK7f > 8

B 4+ BR

> 3 (35)

When Vi¢; is continuous and As 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 nj, = n;, = 0.
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
¢ = %1 (i.e., the real-valued function f¢), 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 ¢ # £e?™%s (i.e., the complex-valued function f¢), Heisenberg’s
inequalities for the real-valued function f on the uncertainty product in the UMITRSK-CCTFD
domain associated with the complex-valued kernel ¢ # +1 (i.e., the complex-valued function
f@), 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 ¢ = +e*™%s (i.e.,

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

f ) fo Attainable lower bound
R
Real +1 (Real) Real 2
%?,Cov+%c Cov
Complex  # +e?>™¥f (Real or Complex) Complex %c,covi%c,cov
Uncertainty product s 3
2 2 %07Cov
XCUMITRSKvaWCUMITRSva + f¢
Real # +1 (Complex) Complex %RJr%C cov
fé
8
%?,Cov+%R
Complex +e2™%f (Complex) Real %c,c§v+%g’

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 ¢(0,y) =1 and ¢(v,0) = 1. That is

2 2 N 2
//RN <I|xH T ,|2) Flox, w)dxdw > = | £ (36)

for T' € R, or equivalently

JJnsn <m +17? HW WfH ) Cf(x, w)dxdw
1£117

>

N
7 (37)

for T' € R. Here, the weak spreads in time-CCTFD and frequency-CCTFD domains are given

by
Jann HX - X?sz Cf(x, w)dxdw
1£1172 (38)
and 2
Jfansn ||w = W[, Cf(x, w)dxdw )

1F11Z2 ’

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)|*
found in the time domain spread and |F f(w)|? 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 Cynrrsk f (X, w) with the second power |Cunirrsk f (X, W)\2, giving birth to the
spread AX2CUMITRSKJ in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain and the spread AW%UMITRSKJ 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 Ax%UMITRSK’ fAW%UMITRSK, s in the UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is not a
simple uncertainty product AX}AW? in the FT domain, but a summation of two uncertainty
products Ax;Aw?, AX%AW% 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 ¢ = 41, 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 ¢ = +1, the complex-valued function f and the real-valued or
complex-valued kernel ¢ # +e*™¢7  the real-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel
¢ # %1, and the complex-valued function f and the complex-valued kernel ¢ = e?*™%s. 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.

Appendiz 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

f(x,w) // z + (/ P(v,y)e 2mivix= 2" dv )e_QWinszdy, (A.1)
RNXN

x w // (z+ )g (
RNXN

Thanks to

l\DI‘<!>

)( qs(v,?)e—?”iﬂx-aTdv) eIV zdy. (A.2)
RN

/RN VIV dw = §(y — 3), (A.3)

where §(-) 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

1w =[], 7 +3) 1= 3)o G+ )0 G-3)
X < / / B(v,y)$(V,y)er v e Ve ( / e‘2”i("‘°)dex) dvd@) dzdzdy.
RNXN RN

(A4)

Similarly, Eq. (A.4) reduces to

(1 Calecw = [, 7 (6+5) 1 (o= F) e+ D)o (s-FJastr. (a9)
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with an assumption of |¢(v,y)| = 1. By taking the change of variables (z,y) — (z,y)P},

In

where P! = , Eq. (A.5) becomes

.

- —

(CF.Cay = [ [ £ TNyl

= [ J(x)gx)dx [ [f(x)g(x)dx

RN RN

:‘<fug>x‘2' (A.6)

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 3.1

We rewrite (A.1) as

Cf(x,w) = //szxzv f (z + %) f (z - %)]‘_vgcb(x - Z,y)e_Q’Tiwadzdy. (B.1)
By taking the change of variables y = 2(z — t), Eq. (B.1) becomes
Cfix,w) = 2V / /R (a0 Feadx — 2,202 — £))e 0 dgdt, (B.2)
By using the inverse formula of the FT, i.e.,

f2z —t) =F ' (Ff)(2z — t)
:/ Ff(u)e?mus=t" qy, (B.3)
RN
we arrive the required result (4). |

Appendixz C. Proof of Lemma /.1

d(v,2(z —t)) = ¢(t) implies that ¢(v,y) = ¢(y), based on which Fy 1¢(x — z,y) found in

(1) simplifies to ¢(y)d(x — z). Due to the sifting property of Dirac delta functions, the original
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time domain definition of the UMITRSK-CCTFEFD reduces to

Comrrrsk f(x, W) = Fyo (T (F @ f) (x,¥)8(y)) (x, w). (C.1)

Substituting (C.1) into (9) yields

0 (xFy2 (Tp (f@f)0), Fy2 (Tr (f® ) ¢)>(x,w)

XCumrrrsi,f HfHéz2

B (xTp (f@f) o, Tp (f®f) ¢>(x7y)
= 1115 |

Thanks to |¢| = 1, Eq. (C.2) becomes

. <X‘Z€7> (f ® ?) 2P (f ® 7)>(x,y)

XCumrrrsi,f ||f“42
L

(C.3)

By taking the change of variables (x,y) — (x,y)P ™!, Eq. (C.3) turns into

0 <(X+Y)f®?>f®7>(x7y)
X =
Cumrrrsk,f B 2 ||f[22 B B
(xfOF f® Ny (FOYLIOT)
= 1 + 1
21 £1I32 o 2lIfle
_(xf)s 1715 . YT )y I£1172
2| £II% 2| £1I7
:X(}, (C4)

which indicates that the moment vector x¢, . in the time-UMITRSK-CCTFD domain is

none other than the moment vector x§ in the time domain. Then, the spread Axg . in
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the time-UMITRSK-CCTFEFD domain becomes

[ (x — X?f) CUMITRSKinz

1£1172
=3 Fa (T (F2 D) 02
- 1£1172
Ix=x) T (f2 ) 9l

1£117
Ilx=x) % (f )2

I£1172
[ - @ T

1£1172
[x-x)ref+rely—x)7.

4 fIIz2
[Gc=x)) f Tl , 17 (v =x) Tl
4 fIIz2 40 £z
6= x9) 7l 715, 1y = x0) Flle 1712
4 fIIz2 4 f1Iz2

2 _
AXCUMITRSKJ -

Appendiz D. Proof of Lemma 4.2

Substituting (5) into (11) yields

N (wFusTo (FI @ F(19) ) (w,~2x), FusTo (Ff 0 F (f0)) (w,~2x))

4
(Al

(weo (Fro7(19) 50 (F1 0 7 (19)),

- W (D.1)
17172

0

_ (x,w)
WCumrrrsk.f —
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By taking the change of variables (w,u) — (w,u)Q~', where Q!

, Eq. (D.1)
Oy

SiN

simplifies to

0 ((w+wFfeF (o), FfaF ()

. W7u)
WCumrrrsk,f —

2117132
(wFroF(f0).FieF(f9) =~ (FlewF (). FfeF(f),
- 1 —+ 1 ’
2117132 211113
wFLFD,|F ()|, (wF (79).7 (£9)) IIfI:
_ : + I u . (D2)
2[1£11z 21111z

Because of Parseval’s relation of the FT and |¢| = 1, it follows that HWHB = H]-“ (fa) HL2 _
|£¢|l,» = I f]l 2. Then, Eq. (D.2) becomes

w _WFLFf)y , (uF(f9). F (£9)),
Cumrtrsk,f — 2 —12
2111 273",
VitV ZW?%, (D.3)

which indicates that the moment vector WOCUMITRSK, s in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD do-

main is none other than a summation of the moment vectors W?c, W?E in the frequency domain,

regardless of a multiplier . Then, the spread Aw? in the frequency-UMITRSK-CCTFD
2 CumITRsK,.f
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domain turns into

0 4w 2
<W - sz fd)) Cumrrrsk f
A 2 — L2
WCumrrrsk, f Hf||i2
04 w0 - 2
(W_wfz m)gg (FreF () )
} 775
_ 2
- wprreF @@+ Fre (a-w,) FEA
4| f1I72
2 (w-we) F 13
e =wp [ wi) 69,
1112 1|74l
AW?-FAW?E
Sanid A (D.4)
[ |
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