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Problem description

In a paper from 1984, the physicist Reinhard Werner studied what he called quantum
harmonic analysis on phase space. Werner was able to extend several results from
classical harmonic analysis of functions to results on bounded operators on Hilbert
spaces. As his main tools, Werner defined convolutions between operators and
functions along with a corresponding Fourier transform of operators.

Today this theory has been expanded and to some degree applied, but mainly
in mathematical physics. The original aim of this thesis was therefore to collect
and formulate Werner’s theory in a precise mathematical form, that would be
accessible to mathematicians with no background in physics. In addition to this
my supervisor Franz Luef expected that we would discover applications of Werner’s
theory to time-frequency analysis while preparing the thesis, and that results from
other parts of mathematics could be used to shed light on Werner’s theory. The
aims of this thesis may therefore be summed up as follows:

e Give a precise exposition of Werner’s theory of quantum harmonic analysis.
e Investigate possible applications of Werner’s theory to time-frequency analysis.

e Apply results from other areas of mathematics to illuminate and improve
Werner’s results.






Abstract

The theory of quantum harmonic analysis on phase space introduced by Werner is
presented and formulated precisely using the terminology of time-frequency analysis
and abstract harmonic analysis. Convolutions of functions with operators and
of operators with operators are introduced, along with a corresponding Fourier
transform of operators — the Fourier-Wigner transform. Using these concepts
we formulate and prove a version of Wiener’s Tauberian theorem for operators
due to Werner. The main novel result of the thesis is a formulation of the so-
called localization operators using the convolution of a function with an operator,
which gives a conceptual framework for localization operators and an extension of
results by Bayer and Grochenig. The connection to quantum harmonic analysis
provides new perspectives on results in time-frequency analysis. In particular, Lieb’s
uncertainty principle is seen to be a special case of a Hausdorff-Young inequality for
operators, which in turn leads to an improvement of this Hausdorff-Young inequality.
We also show a generalization of the Berezin-Lieb inequalities, and relate this and
the convolutions to results by Klauder and Skagerstam. The theory of Banach
modules is used to prove new results on the convolutions, and the Fourier-Wigner
transform is shown to be related to the so-called Arveson spectrum. Finally the
convolutions are considered in the context of modulation spaces, inspired by the
existing literature on localization operators and modulation spaces.

Sammendrag

Teorien om kvante-harmonisk analyse pa faserommet som introdusert av Werner
blir presentert og presist formulert i terminologi fra tid-frekvensanalyse og abstrakt
harmonisk analyse. Vi introduserer konvolusjonen av en funksjon med en operator
og konvolusjonen av to operatorer, samt en tilhgrende Fouriertransformasjon for
operatorer. Ved hjelp av disse konseptene viser vi en versjon Wieners Tauberske
teorem for operatorer, som fgrst ble vist av Werner. Det fremste nye resultatet i
oppgaven er at sakalte lokaliseringsoperatorer formuleres som en konvolusjon av en
funksjon med en operator, noe som gir lokaliseringsoperatorer et konseptuelt ram-
meverk og fgrer til en forbedring av resultater av Bayer og Grochenig. Koblingen
til kvante-harmonisk analyse fgrer til nye perspektiver pa kjente resultater i tid-
frekvensanalyse. Spesielt viser vi at Lieb’s uskarphetsrelasjon er et spesialtilfelle av
en Hausdorff-Young-ulikhet for operatorer, noe som ogsa fgrer til en forbedring av
denne Hausdorff-Young-ulikheten. Vi viser ogsa en generalisering av Berezin-Lieb-
ulikhetene, og knytter denne samt konvolusjonene til teorier utviklet av Klauder og
Skagerstam. Videre benyttes teorien om Banachmoduler til a vise nye resultater for
konvolusjonene, og at Fourier-Wigner-transformasjonen kan knyttes til det sakalte
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Arvesonspektret. Til slutt vises noen resultater om konvolusjonene og moduler-
ingsrom, inspirert av den eksisterende litteraturen om lokaliseringsoperatorer og
moduleringsrom.
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1 Introduction

In a paper from 1984, the physicist Reinhard Werner introduced the study of what
he called quantum harmonic analysis on phase space [46]. His goal was to construct
a theory of harmonic analysis that included both classical mechanics, which deals
with functions on R??, and quantum mechanics, which deals with operators on
the Hilbert space L*(R?). In classical harmonic analysis, the convolution of two
functions is a key ingredient. A crucial part in Werner’s theory is therefore the
definition of a convolution of an operator S with a function f, f xS, and a
convolution of two operators S and T, S * T

A second key ingredient in classical harmonic analysis is the Fourier transform
F of functions, and in order to include operators in harmonic analysis Werner
defined a Fourier transform iy, of operators. This Fourier transform was defined
such that the convolutions and Fourier transforms interacted in the expected way:;
for instance Fy (f * S) = F(f)Fw(S). Equipped with these two concepts, Werner
extended theorems in classical harmonic analysis to operators; in particular he
obtained an operator-version of Wiener’s celebrated Tauberian theorem [29,/46,48].

Since Werner’s theories seem to have received little attention outside of math-
ematical physics, the first goal for this thesis is to explain Werner’s theory in
a coherent and precise way suitable for mathematicians with no background in
physics. We will formulate the theory using the terminology of abstract harmonic
analysis and time-frequency analysis, providing detailed proofs and some novel
results along the way.

We will also consider the localization operators, first discussed in the works of
Berezin [6] as a quantization rule, and later introduced into the context of time-
frequency analysis by Daubechies [14]. Given two functions @1, ¢, on RY, called
windows, and a function f on R??, one obtains a localization operator A?”’” on
L*(R4). Our second goal is to show the novel result that the localization operators
can be described as a special case of Werner’s theory of convolutions. As we aim to
show, this provides localization operators with a conceptual framework, and some of
Werner’s general results immediately strengthen the known results for localization
operators. Our main example is the question asked by Bayer and Grochenig in
a paper from 2014 [3]: what conditions must be imposed on the windows 1, @9
to guarantee that the set {A7"¥* : f € L'(R*)} is dense in different spaces of
operators? We will see that in some cases this question is answered by Werner’s
generalization of Wiener’s Tauberian theorem, and in particular we will be able to
improve some of Bayer and Grochenig’s results from implications to equivalences
in theorem [Z.5l

The third and final goal of the thesis is to show how different mathematical
concepts and techniques can be used to shed light on Werner’s theories. For
instance, localization operators have been studied in the framework of the so-called



modulation spaces of functions [3], and since the localization operators are special
cases of convolutions, we will try to study Werner’s convolutions using modulation
spaces. Many of Werner’s results will be shown to be generalizations of familiar
theorems in time-frequency analysis. For instance, the Hausdorff-Young inequality
for the Fourier transform of operators includes Lieb’s uncertainty principle [23] as
a special case, and we will use this connection to improve this Hausdorff-Young
inequality. We will also show how Werner’s extended Fourier transform is related to
the concept of spectrum defined by Arveson [1]. Furthermore, we will see that parts
of Werner’s theory can be thought of as the construction of Banach modules [22],
and the celebrated Cohen-Hewitt theorem is then used to prove new results in
Werner’s theory.

In addition to this, a preprint is being prepared that relates the convolutions of
Werner to the phase space representations due to Klauder and Skagerstam [311[32].
This connection is included in appendix [B] where we in particular prove a generalized
Berezin-Lieb inequality.

At the time of completion of this thesis, a preprint with the same title has been
written by Franz Luef and the author [35]. The preprint is based on the thesis,
and in particular aims to introduce the convolutions as a conceptual framework for
localization operators, as is done in sections [f] and [7.I} The preprint also includes
the connections to Banach modules in section [7.2] and the Arveson spectrum in
section [6.2]

The thesis is structured as follows. Section [2 introduces the necessary back-
ground material, including a thorough introduction to the theory of vector-valued
integration. Thereafter, sections [3] and [4] introduce Werner’s convolutions, and the
relation between these convolutions and localization operators is made explicit in
section Bl Section [6 then introduces and discusses Werner’s Fourier transform for
operators, and Werner’s generalization of Wiener’s Tauberian theorem is discussed
and proved in section [7] including its consequences for localization operators and
some applications of the theory of Banach modules. The convolution on modula-
tion spaces and corresponding classes of operators is then discussed in section [§
Finally some connections to quantum mechanics are explored in two appendices.
The first considers Werner’s motivation from quantum mechanics for studying his
convolutions. The second shows that Werner’s convolutions provide a conceptual
framework for the phase space representations of Klauder and Skagerstam.



2 Prerequisites

2.1 Notation and conventions

Before we turn our attention to the necessary background material, we will fix some
notation and conventions. Much of the time we will work with functions on phase
space, i.e. R?? and whenever this notation is used we will tacitly assume that
d € N. Furthermore, we will use Latin letters such as f and g to denote functions
on phase space R??, and Greek letters such as ¢ and ¢ to denote functions on R¢.
Elements of R?¢ will often be written in the form z = (z,w) for z,w € R%

A recurrent theme will be duality and the action of bounded linear functionals
on a Banach space. If X is a Banach space we will denote its dual space by X*,
and for z € X and z* € X* we write (z*, x) to denote z*(z). In order to agree
with inner product notation, we will always take the duality bracket (-, -) to be
antilinear in the second argument. We are therefore strictly speaking considering
antilinear functionals, but the antilinear functionals are exactly the pointwise
complex conjugates of the linear functionals, so this is of little consequence.

If ¢ and ¢ are functions on R?, then we write 1 ® ¢ for the function on R??
defined by ¢ ® ¢(z,w) = ¥ (z)p(w). Similarly, for two elements £, n in some Hilbert
space H, we define the operator £ ® 7 on ‘H by £ ®n(¢) = (¢, n)&, where ( € ‘H and
(-,-) is the inner product on H. In most cases H will in fact consist of functions,
so that £ ® 7 may be interpreted either as a new function or as an operator, but
the correct interpretation will always be clear from the context.

The class of Schwartz functions on R? will be denoted by S(R?), and the space
of tempered distributions by &'(R?).

Finally we will need to fix some notation for operations on functions.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢/ : R — C be a function. We define the functions 1* and v
on R? as well as the parity operator P by

P (t) = o(t)
B(t) = Py(t) = (—t).

We will sometimes refer to ¢ as the reflection of .

2.2 Positive operators and polar decomposition

Let H be a Hilbert space. We say that a bounded operator A : H — H is positive
if (A€, &) > 0 for any & € H, where (-, -) is the inner product on H. To introduce
the classes of operators that we will work with, we need the following result |36, Ch.
2.2,



Proposition 2.1. Let A be a positive operator on H. There exists a unique positive
operator A on H such that VAVA = A. Furthermore, for any operator B the
operator B*B is positive, and we write v/ B*B = | B|.

The relation between an operator A and |A| is given by the so-called polar
decomposition . Recall that a bounded operator U on H is a partial isometry if
U !ker -l is an isometry.

Proposition 2.2. Let A: H — H be a bounded operator. Then there exists a
unique partial isometry U such that A = U|A]|.

2.3 Schatten p-classes of operators

Many of our results will deal with quantization procedures, which mathematically
speaking are procedures for assigning an operator Ay on a Hilbert space H to a
function f on R??. A recurrent question will be whether functions from a given
function space give bounded operators with some specified properties. We will
therefore need to discuss different classes of operators, and will restrict ourselves to
bounded operators on the Hilbert space L*(R?), denoted by B(L?*(R?)).

All of the classes of operators that we will discuss, except for B(L?(R?)) itself,
will be subspaces of the compact operators K(L?(R)), i.e. operators that are the
limit in the operator norm of operators with finite-dimensional range. Operators
with finite-dimensional range are frequently referred to as finite rank operators.
To introduce the classes that we will study, we need the following theorem, which
introduces the so-called singular value decomposition of a compact operator. A
proof may be found in most texts on functional analysis, for instance [12}40,42].

Theorem 2.3. Let T be a compact operator on L?(R?). There exist two orthonor-
mal sets {ty tnen and {Gptnen in L2(R?) and a sequence {s,(T)}nen of positive
numbers such that s,(T) — 0, and T may be expressed as

T =Y s5u(T)tn @ ¢n,

where the convergence of the sum is in the strong topology on B(L*(R?)).
The numbers {s,(T)}nen are called the singular values of T, and are the eigen-
values of the operator |T|. Thus they are in particular uniquely determined.

Convergence in the strong topology means that the sum > s,(T)(&, ¢n) 0y
neN

converges to T¢ in the norm of L?(R?) for any fixed & € L?(R?).

The singular values associate a sequence of positive numbers to any compact
operator. This sequence will now be used to introduce the Schatten classes of
operators.



Definition 2.2. Let 1 < p < co. The Schatten p-class of operators on L*(RY) is
the set TP of compact operators given by

TP =A{T: (sn(T))nen € €}
Furthermore, we let 7°° denote B(L?*(R%)).

Remark. 1. If T" is a compact operator, the sequence of singular values of T’
converge to zero, so we may consider the supremum sup,,cy |$,(7)|. It is not
difficult to show by direct calculation that this supremum is the operator
norm ||| p(r2).

2. The notation 7> = B(L?(R%)) is convenient when dealing with complex
interpolation (see section [2.10] but the reader should note that other sources
such as [3] use 7 to denote the compact operators on L?(R?).

The next theorem uses the singular value decomposition to introduce a norm
on the Schatten p-classes, and asserts that they are Banach spaces under this norm.
A proof may be found in |43, Thm. 2.7|.

1/p
Theorem 2.4. Let1 < p < oo andT € T'. The expression ||T|r» = (Z sn(T)p>

neN
defines a norm on TP, and this norm makes TP a Banach space under pointwise ad-

dition and scalar multiplication. Furthermore, the spaces TP are ideals in B(L*(R?)),
meaning that A € B(L*(R?)) and T € TP implies that AT, TA € TP?.

Since the norms have been introduced as the usual /P-norms of sequences, well
known results carry over from the theory of /P-spaces. For instance, 1 < p < ¢ < 00
implies that 77 C T? and ||+ ||gz2y < ||-[|7a < ||+l < ||+ ||72- If an operator lies in

TP for p < 0o, the singular value decomposition will converge in the || - ||7»-norms,
and as a consequence the finite rank operators are dense in 77 for p < oco. It
follows trivially that 77 is a dense subspace of 77 in the norm || - ||, whenever

I1<p<g<oo.

2.3.1 The trace and trace class operators

We will be especially interested in the class 7. This space can also be described
as the space of trace class operators. The concept of the trace of a matrix may
be extended to a general operator T on L?(R?) by picking an orthonormal basis
{en}nen of L2(R?) and defining tr(7) = > (Te,, e,). The sum in the definition of

neN
tr(7T") will not converge for an arbitrary compact operator 7', and one therefore

defines the trace class operators to be those operators 1" where tr(|7']) < oo.



To see that the set of trace class operators coincides with 71, write |T| as

IT| = > su(T)thy, ® 1y, where {¥, }nen is an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
neN
of |T'|. This is possible by the spectral decomposition of compact operators,

see |9, Thm. 7.30]. Calculating tr(|7'|) using the orthonormal basis {1, },en One
then finds that tr(|T|) = > s,(T), hence tr(|T|) < oo if and only if T € T*. In

neN
particular we see that ||T||71 = tr(|T]).

The next proposition, mainly from VI.18 and VI1.25 in [40], collects the different
properties of the trace that we are going to need later.

Proposition 2.5. Let S,T € T', A € B(L*(R%)) and A\ € C. The trace of S,

given by tr(S) = > (Se,, e,) for some orthonormal basis {e;, }nen, is independent
neN
of the orthonormal basis used to calculate it. Furthermore,

1. tr(AS 4+ T) = Atr(S) + tr(T).

S* e T, and tr(S*) = tr(9).
tr(AS) = tr(SA).
> [{ASen, en)| < ||All B2y || S|lr-

neN

5. [tr(AS)] < [ All s ISl

Remark. By the triangle inequality, part of the previous proposition is stronger
than part . Most sources do not require part , and therefore only include
part as a proposition. However, the standard way of proving part is to first
prove part . Such a proof may be found in theorem 18.11 (e) in [12].

Having established that the trace is linear, we are ready to state a version of
Holder’s inequality and the duality relations of the Schatten p-classes, proved in
theorem 2.8 and 3.2 in [43].

Theorem 2.6. Let 1 < p < 0o, and let g be the number determined by % + % =1.
1. IfSeT? andT € T4, ST € T* and ||ST ||+ < ||S||7# | T||74-
2. The dual space of TP is T, and the duality may be given by
(T,S) =tr(TS™)
for Se€ TP and T € T1.

Furthermore, the dual space of K(L?*(R%)) is T under the same duality action.



2.3.2 Hilbert-Schmidt Operators

The space T2 is the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L?(R?). The Hilbert-
Schmidt operators contain the trace class operators as a subspace, and in fact
an operator is trace class if and only if it is the product of two Hilbert-Schmidt
operators. Using this fact we may define an inner product on the Hilbert-Schmidt
operators by

<S, T)TQ = tr(ST*),
for S, T € T2, and this inner product makes 72 a Hilbert space [40, Thm. VI.22|.

2.4 Vector-valued integration

The theory of integration of functions from some measure space to a Banach space
may be approached in different ways. The two main approaches consist roughly
of either building the theory from first principles similarly to the construction
of the Lebesgue integral, or to exploit the fact that we already know how to
integrate functions with values in the complex numbers. The first approach leads
to the Bochner integral, and the second to what is often referred to as a weak
definition of the integral. We will use the second approach as discussed by Folland
in [21], restricting the discussion to the measure space R?. The connection between
vector-valued functions and complex valued functions is provided by bounded linear
functionals, and we give the following definition:

Definition 2.3. Let X be a Banach space and ¥ : R? — X a function. We
say that WU is integrable if z* o U : RY — C is integrable for any bounded linear
functional z* on X.

What we would like to call the integral fRd W dy of W, where 1 is Lebesgue
measure, would be a vector v € X such that 2*(v) = [p, 2* o ¥ dy for any bounded
linear functional x* on X. If we think of the integral as a limit of sums, this would
just be a generalization of the statement that z* is linear. The existence of such
a vector v is not immediately clear, and one would certainly expect that ¥ must
satisfy some conditions in order for v to exist. We will confine ourselves with a
sufficient condition for the integral to exist [21, Thm. A.22]|.

Theorem 2.7. Let X be a Banach space, ji Lebesque measure on R, ¢ : R4 — C
a function in L*(RY) and ¥ : R? — X a bounded and continuous function. In this
case the integral fRd ¢ -V du exists in the sense discussed above, belongs to the
closed linear span of the range of W and satisfies the norm estimate

H / 60 dullx < 116llaee) sup [[¥(2)][x.
Rd r€R4



By definition the weak integral commutes with bounded linear functionals. In
fact, it is not difficult to show that it commutes with any bounded linear operator
between Banach spaces. We single out the precise statement in a proposition for
easy reference, since this property will be used later in the text.

Proposition 2.8. Let X,Y be Banach spaces, A : X — Y a bounded linear
operator and p Lebesque measure. If ¥ : RY — X is an integrable function such

that the integral f]Rd U du exists in X, then T oW is an integrable function such that
the integral [, T oV dy exists in Y. Furthermore, [o,ToW dpu=T ([pu U dp).

In this text we will mainly deal with with functions ¥ : R — X that are not
continuous, so that theorem does not apply directly. The most common case
will be a bounded and strongly continuous function 7' : R?*¢ — B(L*(R%)), i.e. a
function T such that z, — z in R?*? implies that T(z,)¢ — T(2)¢ for any fixed
¢ € L*(RY). Following [21] we will now show how we may use theorem [2.7/to define
the integral of T" pointwise.

Let f € LY(R*), fix £ € L*(RY) and let T : R* — B(L*(R%)) be a strongly con-
tinuous bounded function. Then theorem 2 glves that the integral [ fRQd (z)§ du
exists in L?(R%). Let I be the operator on L*(R?) defined by Iré = [[g.q f(2)T(2)€ dpu.
Clearly £ — I7¢ is linear, and theorem [2.7] gives the norms estimate

Mzl 2y < [z sup (|1 T(2)¢lze < €]zl Fll e S%gd(HT(z)HB(LZ))-
zE

z€R2d

In other words, Iy defines a bounded linear operator in B(L?*(R?)) with
norm H[T”B r2) < Hpr sup,cgea (|| T(2)]pz2)) - We denote the operator Iy by
[ Jgza f( ) dz. Note that by the weak interpretation of the integral, I is

defined by
/ f(2)T(2)¢ dp,n) / FUT(2)¢,m) du,
R2d R2d

for n, & € L*(R?), where we have used the Riesz representation theorem to identify
the dual space of L?(RY) with L?(IRY) itself. As a special case we note the following
proposition, which will be needed later.

Proposition 2.9. Let U : R** — U(L*(RY)) be a strongly continuous function, T
a trace class operator on L*(R?), and f € L*(R®*?). Here U(L*(R?)) denotes the

unitary operators. Define the operator It by

I — / FU(TU(2)* dz.
R2d
Ir is trace class with || I7||7 = || fllo||T |71, and if S € B(L*(RY)) then

te(STy) = / [ FE(SUETUE)) d=

8



Proof. The strong continuity of z +— U(z)TU(z)* follows from the strong continuity
of U(z), so the integral defining I exists by the preceding discussion.

We start by showing that Ir is trace class with the given norm. A slightly
tedious but straightforward calculation using proposition confirms that
7| = [[goa | f(2)|U(2)|T|U(2)* dz — the calculation consists of checking that the
operator on the rlght is a positive square root of a I7./y. By picking an orthonormal
basis {e, }nen for L2(R?), the trace class norm tr(|Ir|) is given by

S| HEUEIUE i el =X [[ EIUEITTE 0.0) &

neN neN
= (|IT|U(2)"en, e,) dz
Jn |n€ZN| U= e U (=) ex)
= [Tl Sl

We have used that {U(z)*t, }nen is another orthonormal basis since U(z) is unitary,
and the trace is independent of the basis used to calculate it. We have also used
Tonelli’s theorem to switch the order of the sum and integral, since the integrand
is positive.

In order to prove the last formula, let {e,},en be an orthonormal basis for
L?*(RY). By definition,

tr(SIr) =Y (SIren, en)

neN

=3 [ seisuETUey ) d-
neN R2d

where we have used proposition to move S inside the integral, and then moved
the inner product inside the integral by the weak definition of the integral. The
result would clearly follow if we could move the sum inside the integral, and we
therefore use Fubini’s theorem. This is permissible since

//WZV NSU()TU (=) en, ea)| dz < [Tl 1S pizz) // 2] dz < o

by part of proposition This concludes the proof. O

2.5 Modulation spaces

The modulation spaces are a class of spaces of functions and distributions introduced
by Feichtinger in a series of papers starting with the introduction of the so-called
Feichtinger algebra in [17]. Since then, the modulation spaces have been found

9



to have many properties that make them natural in the mathematical area of
time-frequency analysis, such as an analogue of the Schwartz kernel theorem and
invariance under time-frequency shifts [23]. The usefulness of these results is
strengthened by the fact that the modulation spaces are Banach spaces and enjoy
the natural duality relations. We start by defining the fundamental operators in
time-frequency analysis.

Definition 2.4. Let ¢ be a function ¢ : R? — C, and let 2 = (z,w) € R?*?. The
translation operator T,, modulation operator M, and time-frequency shifts m(z)
are defined by

(Tep)(t) = &(t — )
(Mu)(t) = €™ " (t)
(T(2)Y)(t) = (ML To)(t) = ™" (t — x).

The translation and modulation operators may also be defined for ¢ € S'(R?) by

<T:c¢a ¢> - <1/}7T—$¢>
<Moﬂ/}a ¢> = (% Mfw(ﬁ)

for ¢ € S(RY).

The translation and modulation operators satisfy an important commutation
relation, which can be proved by a straightforward calculation.

Lemma 2.10. Let z = (v,w) € R*. Then M,T, = e*™@“T,M,,.

Having defined the time-frequency shifts 7(z), we now define the short-time
Fourier transform of two functions, which is a key part of the most common
definition of the modulation spaces.

Definition 2.5. Let v, ¢ € L?(R?). The short-time Fourier transform (STFT)
Vb of ¢ with window ¢ is the function on R?** defined by

Vou(2) = (¢, m(2)0)

for z € R??,
We further define the cross-ambiguity function A1, ¢) of 1 and ¢ by

A, 9)(2) = eVt (2).

The STFT of two functions in L?(R?) is well-defined, as one may easily check
that ¢ € L?(R%) implies that n(2)¢ € L2(R%), and in fact ||7(2)¢|lz = ||¢]2-
However, we will need to define the STFT of a more general function ¢ with a
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window ¢. In this text, the window ¢ will generally be a fixed window in the
Schwartz space S(R?). Therefore we may by duality define the STFT of any
tempered distribution ¢ € §'(R?) with ¢, by defining that Vi (z) = (¢, 7(2)¢),
where the inner product notation denotes duality. Two of the most important
properties of the STFT are given in the following lemma, the proof of which may
be found in lemma 3.1.1 and 3.1.3 in [23].

Lemma 2.11. Let ¢, ¢ € L*(R?Y), and (z,w) € R*.
1. Vg is uniformly continuous and vanishes at infinity.
2. For any (2',w') € R*,

Vy(m(z, ) (', ') = ™=@V (2! — 2,0 — w).

We are now in a position to define the modulation spaces.

Definition 2.6. Fix a window ¢ € S(R?)\ {0}. For 1 < p,q < oo, the modulation
space MP9(RY) is the set of tempered distributions 1 such that

1/q

qa/p
Y| apa = (/Rd (/Rd |Votp(z, w)|? dx) dw) < 00.

In the special cases where p or ¢ is 0o, the integral is replaced by an essential

supremum:
q 1/q
¥l aroes = (/ (ess sup|V¢,w(x,w)|> dw>
Rd xERA

1/p
||t]| prpoe = eS8 sup (/d Vot (z, w)|P dx) :
R

weRd
Notation. When p = ¢, we will denote the space MP?(R?) by MP(R?).

The main properties of the modulation spaces are now summarized without
proof in the following theorem. All of these results may be found in chapters 11.3
and 12.2 in [23].

Theorem 2.12. Let ¢ € S(R?)\ {0} be a window, and 1 < p,q < oco.

1. The expressions ||| apwa define norms on the modulation spaces MP4(R?),
making the spaces into Banach spaces under pointwise addition and scalar
multiplication.
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2. If ¢ € S(RY) \ {0}, we obtain the same spaces MP4(R?) by using ¢ instead
of ¢ in definition[2.6, Furthermore, the two norms ||¢)||se.a given by using ¢
or ¢ in definition are equivalent.

3. If p1 < po and q1 < q, then MPH9(RY) C MP»92(R?).

4. If 1 < p,q < oo, then we have the dual space relation (MP4(R?)
1 +

MPd (Rd), where p', ¢ are the conjugate exponents given by %—ké =
The duality is given by

Q=

=l

o= [[ | VooV az

for ¢ € MP4(RY) and v € MP 9 (RY).
The next lemma is sometimes known as Moyal’s identity [20, p. 57].

Lemma 2.13. [f wl,wg,(bl,(bQ € L2(Rd), then V@wj € LQ(R2d> fO?” Z,j € {1,2},

and the relation

<V¢1¢17 V¢277Z)2> = <¢1, 77Z)2> <¢17 ¢2>

holds, where the leftmost inner product is in L*(R??) and those on the right are in
L*(RY).
2.5.1 Convolutions in modulation spaces

In sectionwe will need a result from Cordero and Grochenig’s paper 13| regarding
the convolutions of elements of different modulation spaces. The following is a
simplified version of |13, Prop. 2.4] .

Proposition 2.14. Let 1 < p,q,r,s,t < oo such that }1) —i—% = 1—1—% and %—l—tl, =1.
Mp’St(Rd) % Mq,st’<]Rd) c MT’S(Rd),

with norm inequality || * ¥||prs < C||W||arest |V ggase for some constant C.

The constant C' will depend on the windows used to define the norms on the
different modulation spaces.
2.5.2 The Feichtinger algebra M!(R?)

Of particular interest is the space M*(R?), sometimes called the Feichtinger algebra.
As this name suggests, M'(R?) has an algebra structure — in fact it is a Banach
algebra under both pointwise multiplication and convolution [23, Prop. 12.1.7].
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More precisely, if 1, ¢ € M(R?), then |0 - ¢|[an < ||0|lar||@]|ar and ||¢0 * ¢ an <
][ ar || Dl asr-

As Jakobsen shows in [27], the Feichtinger algebra is continuously embedded in
LP(RY) for 1 < p < 0o, and this embedding is dense for p # co. On the other hand,
the Schwartz space is densely embedded in M!(R?). By theorem the dual of
M*Y(RY) is M°°(R%). This is a space of tempered distributions, much larger than
the function space L>(R?). In fact, LP(R?) is continuously embedded in M °°(R%)
for every 1 < p < oo |27, Lem. 6.1].

The Feichtinger algebra is closed under many natural operations. We collect
the results we will need in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Let 1 € M'(R?Y) and z = (z,w) € R*.
1. w(2)p € MHRY) with ||w(2)llan = [19[|ar-

2. ¢ € MY(R?), and there is a constant K such that L|[¢|yn < |¥]lan <
K|[¢[[ar-

3. * € MY (R?), and there is a constant C such that 5|v|[an < [[0*]|an <
Cllllar-

Proof. 1. Let z = (x,w) € R?*. The result follows from part [2 of lemma
and a change of variable.

Im:olln = [ IValn(2)i)(w' )] de’ d
R
- // V(o' = 2, — w)| da’ de’ = |||
R2d
2. Using the change of variable t — —t we find that

Vw@(z, w) = » (—t)e? wtp(t — ) dt

— ¢(t)€72ﬂ'iw't¢(—t _ .CE) dt
R4

= 1/;(15)6—2”“”%@ +x) dt = Vy(—z,—w).
Rd

Thus
// [Vaih(2!,w')| da’ dw’ = // V(! )| da’ dw'.
R2d R2d

In other words, the M'(R%)-norm of ¢ measured with respect to the window
¢ is the same as the M!(R%)-norm of ¢ measured with respect to ¢. Since
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the Schwartz space is easily seen to be closed under reflection ¢ — ¢, ¢ is also
a valid window. As different windows define equivalent norms on M?!(R?),
this means that there is some constant K such that

1 ;
el < @l < Kl[Wllan,

where all norms are measured with respect to the window ¢.

3. Similarly to the previous calculation, we calculate that

Voo (@) = | DTG0~ ) dt

= [ Y(t)e 2mwteH(t — ) dt = Vyip(z, —w).
Rd

The proof may now be concluded as we did in the previous part, as the

Schwartz space is also closed under complex conjugation.
O

2.5.3 Wilson bases

A very useful property of the modulation spaces MP(R) is the existence of a so-
called Wilson basis W(¢) = {tx.n }rezn>0, where ¢ € L*(R). We will not discuss
the details of this construction, but confine ourselves with knowing that there exists
an orthonormal basis W(¢) = {¢k n }kezn>0 of L*(R) which also is an unconditional
basis (see [23| for background material on unconditional convergence and basis) for
MP(R) for 1 < p < oo. Furthermore, for every ¢ € M'(R), the expansion

=) (k) Vkn

kEZ,n>0

converges unconditionally in the norm of M!'(R), and the expression ||| =
> i (0, 0rn)] is a norm on M'(R), equivalent to the usual one [18,25]. A
Wilson basis with the same properties for M!(R?) is obtained by taking ten-
sor products. For instance, if {t;,}rezn>0 is a Wilson basis for M!(R?), then
{0k @ Vi }riczn o is a Wilson basis for M*(R?*?). Later on we will also need
that a Wilson basis {wy, }men for L2(RY) satisfies ||wy,||a;1 < C for some constant
C [23, Prop. 12.3.8].

2.6 The symplectic Fourier transform

The standard symplectic form o on R?*® is defined for (z1,w;), (r2,wy) € R*
by o(x1,w1; To,ws) = wy - g — we - x1. Using the standard symplectic form we
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can introduce a version of the Fourier transform that will be suitable for the
consideration in this text.

Definition 2.7. Let f € L'(R?*?). We define the symplectic Fourier transform
F,f of f to be the function

J,—_-Uf(z) _ / f(zl)ef%ria(z,z’) dz'
R2d

for z € R??, where o is the standard symplectic form.

If Ff denotes the regular Fourier transform Ff(z) = [[i.q f(2/)e™27=% d2/, it
is easy to see that

Fof(r,w) = Ff(w,—x). (1)

From this it follows that most properties of the Fourier transform carry over to
the symplectic version. One such result that we will need is that the symplectic
Fourier transform has no zeros if and only if the same holds for the regular Fourier
transform. Furthermore, the symplectic Fourier transform may be extended to
L*(R?%), just as the regular Fourier transform. This extended symplectic Fourier
transform is then unitary and its own inverse, a fact that follows easily from the well
known equality FFf = f and equation . We now collect some simple results
that follow from manipulating the definition of the symplectic Fourier transform.

Lemma 2.16. Let f € L'(R%*).
1. F(T.f) = e*™ioGA F_f(2)) for z, 2 € R*,

2. Fof = F,f.

3. Fof"(¢) = Fof (=2).

2.7 Pseudodifferential operators

This section will introduce different procedures for associating a bounded operator
on L*(R?) to functions on R??, or more generally to distributions in &’(R?). They
come with different formalisms and properties that we will take advantage of,
but any continuous operator A : S — &’ may be expressed using all of the three
procedures that we consider |23, Thm. 14.3.5].
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2.7.1 The Weyl calculus

A close relative of the STFT is the cross- Wigner distribution of two functions on
R?. By definition, the cross-Wigner distribution W (1, ¢) of two functions ¢ and ¢
is given by

W, 6) (@, w) = /R ¥ (x + %) s (:c - %)eww dt.

This expression is similar to the definition of the STFT and the cross-ambiguity
function, and in fact W (v, ¢) = F,A(Y,¢) |15, Prop. 175]. We will need a
boundedness result for the cross-Wigner distribution on modulation spaces in
section [§] [13, Prop. 2.5].

Lemma 2.17. If ¢ € M (R?Y)) and ¢ € MP(R?), then W (¢, ¢) € M P(R*?) and

W (@, @) lare < Cllbllaze @l an
for some constant C'.

Our main motivation for studying the cross-Wigner distribution is its connection
with the Weyl calculus. The Weyl calculus provides one of the oldest and most
common quantization procedures.

Definition 2.8. Let o € §'(R*) and v, ¢ € S(R?). The Weyl transform L, of o
is defined by

<L0w7 ¢> = <U7 W(¢7 w>>
o is called the Weyl symbol of the operator L.

A question that has been discussed extensively in the literature is how the
properties of the symbol o translates into properties of its Weyl transform L,. We
will pick the results that we need from [13, Thm. 3.1].

Theorem 2.18.

1. If1 < p<2ando € MP(R?*), then Ly € TP with || Ls||7» < C|o||se for
some constant C.

2. If2 < p < oo and o € MPP(R?*®) where 713 Jr}% =1, then L, € T? with
| Loll70 < C|lo]|yppwr for some constant C.
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2.7.2 The integrated Schrodinger representation and twisted convolu-
tion

Another way of associating an operator to a function is to define the operator as a
superposition of time-frequency shifts using the theory of vector-valued integration.

Definition 2.9. The integrated Schridinger representation is the map p : L'(R?*?) —
B(L?*(R%)) defined by

p(f) = /RM f(2)e ™ n(2) dz,

where the integral is defined in the weak and pointwise sense discussed in section
We say that f is the twisted Weyl symbol of p(f).

Many properties of the integrated Schrodinger representation are proved in [23]
and [20]. One such property is the important product formula p(f)p(g) = p(ftg),
where the product f is the twisted convolution, defined by

fag(z) = /R2d flz— z')g(z’)ema(%z’) dz

for f,g € L'(R?*).

For this text it is essential that p may be extended to a unitary operator
from L?(R??) to T2, and that the twisted convolution ffg may be defined for
f,g € L*(R??) with norm estimate ||fig|lz2 < ||fllz2/lgl/z2. Both of these facts are
proved in [20], in theorem 1.30 and proposition 1.33, respectively.

The relationship between the Weyl calculus and the integrated Schrodinger
representation is neatly expressed using the symplectic Fourier transform: for a
symbol f we have that Ly = p(F, f).

2.7.3 Integral operators

Finally one may assign to a function k& on R?? a so-called integral operator Aj on

L*(R?) by
() = [ Ks.00(0) dy )
Rd
for 1 € L*(R%). k is called the kernel of Aj.

Notation. We will let M denote the set of integral operators A, with kernel k in
M*'(R2?),

As is shown in |25, M is also the set of operators with Weyl symbol or twisted
Weyl symbol in M*(R??). The next theorem (see |25]) shows that operators in M
have a useful decomposition in terms of the Wilson basis.
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Theorem 2.19. Let k € M'(R?*®) and let Ay, be the integral operator with kernel
k. Let (wp)nen be a Wilson basis for L*(R?), and denote by W,,, the corresponding
Wilson basis for L2(R??) given by W (2, y) = W (2)w,(y).

Then A, € T, and A, = Zm7n€N<k, Winn) Wi & w,, where the sum converges
in the T' norm.

2.8 Localization operators and the Berezin transform

One important class of pseudodifferential operators for this thesis are the so-called
localization operators, which are also known in the literature as the anti-Wick
operators [8,20]. Closely related to the localization operators is the Berezin
transform [3|, and so we define both these concepts in the following definition.

Definition 2.10. Let ¢; and ¢, be two functions on R?, called windows. If f is a
function on R??, then the localization operator with symbol f is the operator A;fl’“oz

on L*(RY) defined by
Az = / £(2) - Vorb(2)m(2)n da
RQd

for 1 € L*(R?). The integral is interpreted in the weak sense discussed in section

2.4
If T € B(L*(RY)), the Berezin transform B##2T is the function on R*® defined
by
BPr#T(2) = (T (2)¢prn, m(2)p2)

for z € R??. We often write just B and A when the this does not lead to ambiguity.

We will discuss the relation between the localization operators and Berezin
transform in section [5.1]

2.9 Banach modules

The theory of Banach modules includes some very powerful results, in particular
the celebrated Cohen-Hewitt theorem [22]. If we are able to phrase our theory
using Banach modules, we may apply the Cohen-Hewitt theorem to prove new
results with little effort. For this reason we include a short introduction to Banach
modules, based on the PhD-thesis of Graven [22].

Definition 2.11. Let A be a Banach algebra. A left Banach module over A is a
Banach space X together with a module multiplication A x X — X denoted by
(a, x) — ax satisfying the following properties:

1. Module multiplication (a,x) + ax is bilinear.
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2. a(bx) = (ab)x for any a,b € A, z € X.

3. [laz||x < |lallallz|x for any a € A, z € X.

Next we introduce the concepts of order-free and essential Banach modules.
Definition 2.12. Let X be a left Banach module over a Banach algebra A.

1. The essential submodule X, of X is the closed linear span of {az :a € A,z €
X}. We say that X is an essential module if X = X,.

2. We say that X is order-free if ax = 0 for all a € A implies that x = 0.

The previously mentioned Cohen-Hewitt theorem requires the Banach algebra
to have a bounded approximate identity, which we now define.

Definition 2.13. Let A be a Banach algebra. An approzimate identity for A is a
net {e;};cr, where I is a directed set, such that

lime;a = a and limae; = a for any a € A.
icl icl

The approximate identity is bounded if ||e;||4 < 1 for any ¢ € 1.

It is well known that the Banach algebra L'(G) has a bounded approximate
identity for any locally compact group G |21, Prop. 2.44].

Theorem 2.20 (Cohen-Hewitt factorization theorem). Let A be a Banach algebra
with a bounded approximate identity. If X is a Banach module over A, then

Xe={ar:a€ A x € X}.
2.9.1 Shifts of Banach spaces

We now turn to the less-known notion of a shift in a Banach space, which can be
defined for a general locally compact group [22|. However, we restrict ourselves
to R??. We will consider Banach modules over L'(R??), and write the action of
feL}R*) onxe X as f*u.

Definition 2.14. Let X be a Banach space. A shift 7 in X is a family of operators
{7.}.cr2¢ on X with the following properties:

1. For x € X and z € R?? the mapping = + 7,(x) is linear and ||7.(z)||x =
]l x-

2. If 2,2 € R*, then 7,7, = 7./, where 7,7, is the composition of operators.

3. Ty is the identity operator on X.
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We will be particularly interested in the cases where the map z — 7, is strongly
continuous, i.e. z — 7,(x) is continuous from R*® to X for every fixed z € X. If
the module structure agrees with the shift of a Banach space X, we say that that
X is a Banach module with shift.

Definition 2.15. Let X be a left Banach module over L!(R??) with a shift 7. We
say that X is a module with shift if .(f xx) = T.(f)*x = f*71.(x) for any z € R*,
f e LYR*) and x € X.

The next theorem will show that any Banach space with a strongly continuous
shift can be made into a module with shift in a unique way, and this module
will have certain nice properties such as being an essential module. This theorem
is [22, Thm. 3.1.5], and we refer the interested reader to the references in that

paper.

Theorem 2.21. Let X be a Banach space with a strongly continuous shift 7. Then
there exists a unique module multiplication  : L*(R?*?) x X — X making X into a
module with shift. With this module multiplication X is an essential L'(R?*?)-module,
and * is given by fxx = [[oon f(2)7(2) dz for f € LY(R*) and x € X, where
the integral is interpreted in the weak sense. Furthermore, if {fi}icr is a bounded
approzimate identity for L*(R??), then .(z) = lim; T.(f;) x x for any v € X.

If X is an L'(R?*?)-module with shift 7, we say that 7 is strongly continuous
at € X if z — 7.(x) is continuous from R?*? into X. We can now state a general
proposition [22, Thm. 3.1.7] describing such elements for an order-free module X
with a shift.

Proposition 2.22. Let X be an order-free module over L'(R?*?) with shift T. Then
the elements of X where T 1s strongly continuous are exactly the elements of the

form f*x for f € LY(R*?) and x € X.

2.10 Complex interpolation of Banach spaces

Complex interpolation is a powerful tool for generalizing results on Banach spaces
from particular cases to whole classes of Banach spaces. For instance, one may
often generalize a result known to be true for L'(R) and L>°(R) to a result for all
LP-spaces for 1 < p < oco. Since we will use this machinery on several occasions, we
cite the relevant definitions and theorems from |7], which is the standard reference
for this theory.

Definition 2.16. A pair (X, X;) of Banach spaces X, and X; are said to be
compatible if there exists a topological vector space Z such that X, and X; are
subspaces of Z, and the inclusions X, X7 < Z are continuous.
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In the setting of the definition above, we will in particular have that Xo+X, C Z,
where X+ X1 = {x¢+ 21 : 0 € Xo, 11 € X1}

Definition 2.17. If (X, X;) and (Yp,Y;) are two compatible pairs of Banach
spaces, then a pair of Banach spaces (X,Y') is an interpolation pair of (X, X;)
and (Yp, Y1) if

1. XonXiscXcXo+XjandYgNY;CY CYy+ Y,

2. Whenever T is a linear operator T : Xy + X; — Yy + Y; such that both

T X Xo— Y, zaundTX1 : X1 — Y; are bounded, then T’X : X — Y is also

bounded.

The interpolation pair is said to be of interpolation exponent 6 € (0, 1) if there
exists a constant C' such that

ITx v || < CllTxovo | N T oy |1,

where ||Tx,_y,|| is the operator norm of 7" as an operator from X; to Y;. If C' =1,
then (X,Y) is an ezact interpolation pair.

We now have all we need to state the main theorem, which apart from notation
is theorem 4.1.2 in [7].

Theorem 2.23. If (Xo, X1) og (Yo, Y1) are two pairs of compatible Banach spaces,
then for any 6 € (0,1) there ezist two Banach spaces (Xo, X1)g and (Yo, Y1) that
form an exact interpolation pair with exponent 6.

There is an explicit description of the spaces (Xo, X1)y that may be found in [7],
but we will only be interested in a few special cases where the interpolation pairs
have been identified with well-known spaces. These results have been collected
from equation 1.8 in [11] and theorem 5.1.1 in [7].

Theorem 2.24. Let 1 < py,q < 0o and0 < 0 < 1. Then the pairs (LP*(R?), L9 (R?))
and (TP, T%) are compatible pairs, and

1. (TP, T%™)g = TP, where p is given by % = 1p—_19 + (%,

2. (LP*(R?), L™ (R%))y = LP, where p is given by 117 =1=04 0
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2.11 A Banach space result

Recall that if X and Y are Banach spaces and T': X — Y is a bounded linear
operator, then the adjoint T* : Y* — X* is defined by (T*y*, x) = (y*,Tz) for
x € X, y* € Y*. The bracket denotes duality, and X* is the dual space of X. We
will need the following result relating the properties of 7" and T* [42, Thm. 4.12].

Proposition 2.25.
1. The range of T is dense if and only if T is injective.

2. The range of T* is weak™® dense if and only if T is injective.

3 A shift for operators

In [46], Werner defined the convolution of two operators and of a function with
an operator. One goal of this thesis is to explain these definitions, and in this
section we will study the different components of Werner’s definition. First we
need to identify these components, and we turn to the well-known convolution
of two functions for inspiration. The convolution of two functions f and g on
R* may be written as f * g(z) = [[oou f(y)T2(9)(y) dy. We see that there are
three operations involved: the translation 7)., the reflection ¢ and the integral. In
order to define the convolution of operators, we need to find three corresponding
operations on operators. If we start with the integral, it seems reasonable to say
that it corresponds to the trace of a trace class operator. After all, the trace is
the most natural linear functional associated to trace class operators, just like the
integral is for L!(IR??). As for translation and reflection of operators, the answer is
provided in the next definition.

Definition 3.1. Given an operator A € B(L*(R?)) and z € R*! we define two
operators o, A and A by

a,A=m(z)An(2)",
A= PAP.

The notation «, A was introduced by Werner in [46|, and will be used in this text
as it drastically improves the readability of many statements as well as making it
easier to spot when propositions are applicable. When we generalize the convolution
to operators, the guiding intuition will be that «, is the operator-analogue for
the translation 7, of functions, and A — A is the operator-analogue of f — f for
functions. Thus we will refer to the operators a, A as the translates or shifts of A.

The rest if this section will be dedicated to a detailed study of the operations
introduced in definition 3.1} In order to understand the operator ., we will need
to discuss the time-frequency shifts m(z).
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Lemma 3.1. {7(2)},gea form a projective representation of R* corresponding to
the cocycle c(z,2') = e~2™"%  In other words, the following hold for z = (z,w) and
2= (2/,0) in R*:

1. m(2)m() = e "o (2 4 &),

2. w(0) is the identity operator on L*(RY).

3. The operators m(z) are unitary, and m(2)* = e ™% x(—2).

4. The map z — w(z) is strongly continuous, which means that if z, — z in
R, then m(2,)0 — 7(2)Y in L>(R?) for any fized ¢ € L?(R?).

Proof. 1. Bylemma we have the commutation relation T, M,, = e~ 2™« = \[ T,
and since 7(z) = M, T, this implies the result:
7T(Z>7T<Z/) = MmeMw/Tx/
_ e—27riw"zMwa/TxTxl

_ e—ZWiw’-xW(Z_'_ZI)'

2. Follows directly from the definition of 7(z).

3. We know that m(z) = M,T,, and therefore the adjoint is 7(2)* = T, M}.
Since M,, is just multiplication with the complex function €™, one easily
confirms that M* = M_,,. For ¢, ¢ € L*(R?) we calculate that

(6} = [ w(t = )3 de

— Rdzp(t’)qb(t’ +x) dt
= (1, T_,9)

using the change of variable t’ = t—z. Thus 7 =T, and w(2)* =T_,M_, =
e 2™ @r(—2), where we have used the commutation relation in lemma [2.10}
Using parts (1) and (2) it is then trivial to check that 7(z)* = ()"

4. We shall divide the proof into three steps. First, we will show that the map
2+ M1 is continuous from R?? to L?(R?) for any ¢ € L*(RY). Then we
establish that the same is true for the translations « — T, (t), and finally
prove a theorem on pointwise multiplication of strongly continuous maps to
conclude that z +— 7(2) is strongly continuous.
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Consider a sequence w,, converging to 0 in R?. We are interested in || M, 1 —
Yl|3. = (M, ¢ — b, My, 1) — 1) 2, and writing out this inner product we find
that

Mo =0l = [l 1P at

Since we have that |e*™nt — 1|2|¢)(t)|* < 4[(¢)|?, we may appeal to the
dominated convergence theorem to conclude that lim0 | M, v — |2 = 0.
Zn—>

Now consider a sequence z,, € R? converging to 0. We want to show that
| T, — |2 — 0 as x, — 0 for any ¢ € L*(R?). Following the proof
in |24, Ex. 10.12], we first assume that ¢ is a compactly supported continuous
function. Since 9 is continuous, 7, 1 — 1 pointwise as x,, — 0. This
convergence will actually be uniform due to the compact support of ¢ and the
fact that pointwise continuity on a compact set is uniform. The compactness
of the support also allows us to find a compact set K C R? containing the
support of both ¢ and T, for any n. Combining these results we find that

ma¢—w;:/Wﬂmw—¢@Pm
Rd

- /K T (1) — ()2 dt
< sup(| T, ¥ (t) — Y ()|*) u(K),

tekK
where p denotes the Lebesgue measure. The final expression will converge to
0 as x, — 0 by the aforementioned uniform convergence.

If 1) is a general element of L?(R?), we will use the result that the compactly
supported continuous functions are dense in L?(R?) |41, Prop. 3.14]. Given
€ > 0, we therefore pick a compactly supported and continuous ¢ such that
I — é||2 < e. By the previous result we may find an N € N such that
|T%, & — @|l2 < € for n > N. Assuming that n > N, we find that

1 To, 0 = Plle < T ¥ — T, Oll2 + T2, 0 — @l + | — |12
= [Tend = Pll2 +2[¢ — |2

< 3e,

where the equality uses that T, clearly preserves the norm in L?(R?). There-
fore the map x — T, is strongly continuous.

Finally, 7(z) = M,T,, so we would be done if we could show that the

pointwise multiplication of strongly continuous maps on R?*? is strongly
continuous. In other words, if z — A(z) and z — B(z) are strongly continuous

from R? to B(L*(RY)), we want to show that z — B(z)A(z) is strongly
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continuous.Therefore we consider a sequence z, in R?? converging to some
z. By assumption the sequences A(z,)y and B(z,)1 converge for any ¢ €

L*(RY). In particular, the sequence ||B(2,)1| is bounded, and therefore the
uniform boundedness principle |9, Thm. 4.10| gives a constant C'z such that

| B(z,)|| < Cp for any n € N. For a fixed ¢y € L?(R?), we then calculate that

1B(zn)A(zn)t — B(2)A(2)¢[|L> < |[B(2n) A(zn)9 — B(2n) A(2)9]| L2
+1B(z2n)A(2)Y — B(2) A(2)¢]| 2
< CllA(zn)Y = A(2)¥] 2 + [|(B(2n) = B(2))(A(2)¢) | 2,

and the final expression converges to zero by the assumptions on A(z,) and
B(z,). This shows that z — B(z)A(z) is strongly continuous, as we wanted

to prove.
O

Since the operations a, and A — A will generalize translation and reflection
on functions to bounded operators, we may expect them to have certain nice
properties and to interact with each other in predictable ways. Several results of
this nature are collected in the next lemma. For instance, part shows that
the composition of two translations «, and «, is a, ., as one would expect for a
translation operator.

Lemma 3.2. Let A € B(L*(R??)), T € TP for 1 < p < oo and let 2,2’ € R*™.

~

2
3.
4

5

. Tll7> = | Tl7» and | Tl = [T |7

. CYZ(CYZ/A) = az+z/A-

_ 2mio

a,m(2) = e (), where o is the standard symplectic form.

(0, A)f = a, A" and (/1)* = (A*)".

~—

7(2)P = Pr(—2), n(2) = m(—2) and (0, A)” = a_,A.

Proof. 1. Both statements concern the operation of sending 7" to UTU* for

some unitary operator U. The Schatten p-class norm of 7' is defined to be
the ¢P-norm of the eigenvalues of |T|, and hence the Schatten p-class norm of
UTU* is the (P-norm of the eigenvalues of |UTU*|. It is easy to show that
|\UTU*| = U|T|U* for any unitary operator U. The statement would therefore
follow if we could show that |T'| and U|T|U* have the same eigenvalues. The
simple exercise of showing this is left to the reader.
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2. We know that 7(2)7(2') = e 2™ (2 + 2') and 7(2)* = e 2™@“x(—2) from
the previous lemma. The statement then follows from a calculation:
m(2)m(2) A (2w (2)" = e T n (2 4 2)A(w(2)7(2))*
_ 6—27ria:~w’ﬂ.(z + Z/)A(e—%riw-w’ﬂ_(z + Z/))*

=7(z+2")An(z + )"

3. This is another consequence of 7(2)m(z') = e~ 2@« 7(z 4 2'), which we apply
twice to find that

m(2)m () m(2)* = e T (2 4 2 )e T (—2)
_ 6727riz-(w’+w)6727ri(z+33/)'(*w)7r(2/)

_ 627ria(z,z’)7_[_(zl) ‘

_ 627ri(x’-wfx-w’)ﬂ_(z/)

4. Follows easily from the definitions and well known properties of the adjoint.

5. The result that Pm(z)P = m(—2z) is proved by writing the operators out using
their definitions — a straightforward calculation left to the reader. From this
we immediately get m(z)P = Pr(—=2).

Then let A € B(L*(R?)). Using Pr(2)P = 7(—z) we find that (7(2)Aw(2)*)" =
Pr(2)Ae ™59 (—2)P = n(—2)PAPe 2™ (2) = n(—z)An(—2)*, as de-
sired.

O

Remark. e Part shows that we may write S* for an operator S without
causing confusion about which of the two operations should be performed
first.

e Although z + 7(z) is merely a projective representation of R?? over the
Hilbert space L?(IR?), part [2 shows that {c },cge¢ is a unitary representation
of R over the Hilbert Schmidt operators. This was also noted by Feichinger
and Kozek in [19].

The fact that z — 7(2) is a strongly continuous map from R?? to B(L*(R?))
implies similar results for a,.

Proposition 3.3. 1. For p < oo, the map z — «.T is continuous from R?? to
TP for any fixed T € TP.

2. The map z — oa,T is continuous from R* to K(L*(RY)) for any fized
T e K(L2(RY)).
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3. The map z — a, A is weak*-continuous from R?* to B(L*(R?)) for any fived
A € B(L*(RY)).

Proof. 1. We refer to Griitmm’s convergence theorem [43, Thm. 2.19| for a proof
of this fact.

2. Let {2,}nen be a sequence in R?*? converging to z, and let € > 0. From
the singular value decomposition of T' € K(L?(R?)), we find a finite rank
operator S such that ||T"— S||pz2) < 5. Since S is a trace class operator
and || - [|g@2y < || - |71, we can use part (1) to find N € N such that
., S — a.S| B2 < § for n > N. For such n we find that

T — o, T| g2y < ||.T — a.S||prey + |28 — ., S| B2y + l|az, S — oz, T 2

cELELE_

37373 °©
We have used that o, is an isometry from part (1)) of lemma [3.2] so [|a., S —
., Tlprzy = lloz, (S = Tllsez = 15 = Tllse).

3. Assume that {z, }nen is a sequence in R?? converging to z. We need to show
that (a., A, T) — (A, T) for any T € T, where the brackets denote duality
given by (o, A, T) = tr((a,, A)T*).

Recall that 7(z) is strongly continuous and that pointwise multiplication of
strongly continuous maps is strongly continuous, as we showed when proving
lemma [3.2] Therefore the map z — (., A)T™* is strongly continuous. Now
let {¥, bmen be an orthonormal basis of L?(IR?) consisting of eigenvectors of
|T*|. By using the definition of the trace and assuming that the sum and
limit can be interchanged, we find that

lim tr((a., A)T") = lim (e, AT Y, Ym)

n—oo mEN
= lim (e, AT Y, )
neN
= S U@ AT o, o) = (@ AYT),
neN

where we have also used that the inner product is continuous in both
coordinates by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. It only remains to show
that we are allowed to take the limit inside the sum. To apply the dom-
inated convergence theorem, we need a sequence {a,,}men € ¢* such that
|{((atz, A)T* Y, Yim)| < ap, for every m € N. Let T* = U|T| be the polar

27



decomposition of T*. We then find that

(e, )T, )| < (0, AYUIT |0 | 2

< [[All ) 1T [¢ml| 22,
where we have used that ||Ul|p2) < 1 and ||as, Al g2y = || Al B2 But
IHT* || 2 is merely the m’th singular value of the trace class operator T,
since we picked our orthonormal basis to be eigenvectors of |T*|. Hence
{T* |t tmen € €1, and we can safely apply the dominated convergence

theorem with a,, = ||A|| g2 ||| T [¢m]| L2

O

Remark. Tt is well-known that the analogous results hold for the LP-spaces; the
map z +— T, is strongly continuous on LP for p < oo and weak* continuous on
L™ [29).

Finally, we will consider how the operations from definition affect the Weyl
symbol of an operator. This will serve two purposes. One the hand hand it will
emphasize that the translations o, and reflections S +— S are natural analogues of
the translations and reflection of functions. On the other hand it will show that the
set M of operators with Weyl symbol in M*!(R??) is closed under these operations.

Lemma 3.4. Let f € L*(R*®), and let Ly be the Weyl transform of f.
e a.(Ly)= Ly for z € R*.
° l\}; = Lf.
o Li =Ly

In particular, if S € M, then a.(S),S,S* € M.

Proof. From section we know that the twisted Weyl symbol of L¢ is F, f, so
Ly = [[ F,f(z)e ™ x(2') dz’ where 2’ = (2/,w’). Using this representation of
Ly will allow us to use the results from lemma 3.2

1. From proposition and part of lemma we find that
m(z)Lym(z)" = / Fof(2)e ™" o, (n(2)) dz’
R2d
_ / J,—_-Uf(Z/)e27ria(z,z’)e—ima’-x’ﬂ_(zl) dz’
R2d
/ Fo(T.f) (e ™ ' n(2") d2’ = L.
R2d
We have used that F,(T.f)(z') = F, f(2")e*™ %) from lemma[2.16]
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2. By definition I\;: = PL;P. Using proposition and part of lemma
we compute that

PL;P = / Fof(2)e ™" Pr(2\P d2
R2d
= / Fof(2e ™ n(=2") d2'
R2d
:/ Fof(=2)e ™" "1 (") d2’
R2d
= /R?d Fof(2)e ™ ¥ m(2') d2’ = Ly,

where the penultimate step uses F, f = .7-\"(:7" from lemma m
3. Let ¢, ¢ € L*(RY). By the weak definition of the integral we find that

(L, 6) = / Fof (e ™ (n( ), 6) 2’

R2d

N /RZd fof(’z/)emw{m, (U, m(=2")¢) d’

=[] FTEe =00 d

([ FerEe s d0,0)
=W, / R2d FUf(_z/)eimw{-I/W(Z/) dz'¢) = (¥, Ly-9).

We have used that F, f*(2') = F,f(—%) from lemma .

As we have discussed, M consists of operators with Weyl symbol in M*(R??). We
have just shown that if S has Weyl symbol f, then .S, S and S* have Weyl symbols
T.f, f and f*. Since we proved that f € M'(R??) implies T, f, f, f* € M*(R??) in
lemma [2.15, we get that «.(S),S,S* € M. O

4 Convolutions of operators and functions

Now that we have studied the necessary prerequisites, we will define the convolution
of two operators and of an operator with a function. We will follow [46] by first
considering functions in L*(R??) and operators in 7, before we extend to the other
LP-spaces and Schatten p-classes. In section [8| we then introduce the modulation
spaces.
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To motivate the definitions, consider the following two alternative expressions
for the convolution of two functions:

fra@ = [[ 1@ @ ®)
frg= / W) dy. (4)

where the last integral is interpreted in the weak sense to define a function in
LY(R9). That this really is an equivalent expression for the convolution is discussed
in appendix 4 in [21].

If we use equations and as starting points, and simply replace T, with
., the integral with the trace, and reflection of functions with S — S for operators,
we are led to the following definition.

Definition 4.1. Let f,g € L'Y(R?!) and T,S € T!. We define the following
convolutions

Fra@) = [t =) du
S * T(z) = tr(Sa.(T)),

frsi=8xp= [ fways) d.

where the last integral is interpreted in the weak and pointwise sense as discussed
in section [2.4] The first two definitions define a function on R?* whereas the last
definition defines an operator on L?(IR%).

Remark. 1. By the linearity of every operation in the definition, we see that the
convolutions are linear in both arguments.

2. For the convolution of two trace class operators S and 7', an elementary
calculation using lemma [3.2] shows that an equivalent form of ST is given by
SxT(z) =tr(Sa_,T). We will use this form whenever it is more convenient.

3. If we glance back at the proof of part (3) of proposition , we see that we
actually proved that S =T is a continuous function.

Definition [4.1| raises two natural questions. First, we might ask which spaces
of operators and functions the convolutions belong to. Furthermore, if we fix
a function or an operator, is convolution with this fixed operator a continuous
mapping between these spaces? The next lemma answers these questions except
for the convolution of two operators, which is proved separately in lemma (4.2
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Lemma 4.1. If f,g € L*(R*?) and S € T, then

f*ge L' (R,
fxSe '7'1,
with norm estimates || f * S| < || fl 2| S|l and || f* gllr < || fllzllgllzr-

Proof. The proof for f x g is standard, but included for completeness.

<ol = ([ ][] rwate = ] o
S//W//Wlf(y)g(x—y)l dy dx
< [[ 1w [[lata =l do dy
— 1501 o gl

=[£Izl e,

where we have used Tonelli’s theorem to switch the order of integration.
The statement for f xS is exactly the setting for proposition so it follows
from that proposition. n

We now proceed to prove the corresponding statement for the convolution of
two operators, which is [46, Lem. 3.1]. The reason for making this a separate
lemma is that it is associated with a very useful equality that generalizes Moyal’s
identity, which we will need to refer to on many occasions.

Lemma 4.2. Let S,T € T'. The function z — tr(Sa.T) for z € R* is integrable
and |[tr(Sa.T)|| 0 < [[S]lm[[T]7+-
Furthermore,

//de tr(So,T) dz = tr(S)tr(T).

Proof. We start by showing the norm-inequality. First use the singular value
decomposition of the operators S and T to write

meN neN

where {s,, }men and {t, },en are the singular values of S and T, respectively, and
the sets {¥m, Fmen, {@m Fmen, {70 tnen and {&, }nen are orthonormal in L2(R?). Then
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extend the set {t,, }men to an orthonormal basis {e;}ieny of L*(RY). Using this
basis to calculate the trace, we find that

tr(Sa.T) = Y (Sm()Tr(:) e
= 3 ta(m(2) e (ST () s €4)

3,nEN

= Z Smbn(T(2)" €3, &) (T (2) s Om) (Vs €3)

3,m,neN

= > Smtn(m(2) Ui, &) (7(2) M0, D)

m,neN

= Z Smtnvgn¢m<z)vnn¢m(2)
m,neN
By Moyal’s identity, Ve, ¥m, Vy, ém € L*(R*®), and so Ve, ¥V, ém € L' (R*?) by
Hélder’s inequality. The following computation, which exploits both Moyal’s identity
and Holder’s inequality, then shows that the series above converges absolutely in
L'(R?) with the desired norm estimates.

1Y smtaVe, Vi bl < D smtall Ve, ¥ Vi Sl

m,neN m,neN

< 7 sutall Ve ol 21 Vi 61l

m,neN

= Z SwzthanLQmeHLQ||7771||L2||¢771||L2

m,neN
= 5 suta = ISl 1T
m,neN

The equality [[g.q tr(Sa.T) dz = tr(S)tr(T) now follows by using Moyal’s iden-
tity. We have already seen in a previous calculation that tr(Se.,T) = 3, Smtn Ve, ¥m Vs, Om,
and that this expression is integrable. If we integrate the expression, we use Moyal’s
identity to find that

/ / tr(SaT) dz = / / S St Vertn Vo o d2
Rgd R2d

m,neN

= 3 st [ [ Vet Vo d:
R2d

m,neN

= Z Smtn<¢ma¢m><nn,§n>

m,neN

= t(S)tx(T),
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where the last equality follows from a straightforward calculation of the traces of S
and T O

Remark. If we pick S =9 ®@ ¢ and T =n ® & for ¢, 1, n,& € L2(R?), it is easy to
see from the preceding proof that tr(Sa,T") = Vg@bm, and one easily calculates
that tr(S) = (¢, ¢) and tr(T) = (n,£). In this case the equality in lemma [4.2] is
simply Moyal’s identity, so the lemma really generalizes this identity.

To sum up this section, we have defined various convolutions between functions
in L'(R?*®) and operators in 7!, and we have shown that the result of the convolution
always is an object belonging to one of those two spaces. Furthermore, the norm
estimates provided in the lemmas [£.1 and [4.2 show that taking convolutions with a
fixed operator or function always is a continuous operation.

4.1 Extending the domains of the convolutions to the dual
spaces

So far we have defined convolutions of objects in L*(R??) and 7, but based on the
theory of convolutions of functions one could expect that the convolution may be
defined for objects in the LP-spaces and Schatten p-classes. The first step in this
direction will be to define the convolution when one factor belongs to L!'(R?*?) or
T, and the other factor belongs to one of the dual spaces L>(R??) or B(L?(RY)).
Since one of the factors belongs to a dual space, these convolutions may be defined
by duality, as we will show shortly. After doing this, the convolutions on LP-spaces
and Schatten p-classes may be defined using the interpolation argument outlined
in section 210,

To define an object in B(L?(R%)) or L>(R??) by duality means that we consider
B(L*(R%)) and L>*(R??) as the dual spaces of 7' and L'(R?), respectively. For
instance, to define h * g € L°(R??) when h € L>®(R?*?) and g € L'(R*?), we need
to define (h * g, f) for any f € L}(R??). To motivate the definition of (h x g, f),
we will use that definition [4.1] already defines h * g for h € L'(R?*¥) N L>(R??),
and we need our definitions to agree in this case. We therefore assume that
h € L'(R*) N L>(R?*) and f,g € L*(R?*?). We calculate using Fubini’s theorem

that
(g f) = [[ 1eo)FE a:

N //de //RM h(y) 9(z — y)ﬁ dy dz
//Rad // (2 —y)f(2) dz dy

= (h, [*G").
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In other words, letting h * g act on f produces the same result as letting h act
on f * g*. But the action of h on f * g* is well-defined even when h € L*°(R??),
since f * g* € L*(R?) and L>°(R??) is the dual space of L!(R??). This inspires the
following definition.

Definition 4.2. Let g € LY(R?!),h € L>°(R??), S € T! and A € B(L*(R%)). We
then define the convolutions h* g € L>®(R*)), A% S € L>*(R?}), Ax g € B(L*(R%))
and h xS € B(L?(RY)) by

(hxg,f)=(h, f+g") Vf e L'(R*),
(Ax S, f)y = (A, f*S*)Vfe L'(R™),
(Ax g, T) = (A, T« §*) VT € T,
(h*S,T) = (h,T*S*) VT € T".

We further define gxh := hxg, SxA:= AxS, Sxh:=hxSand gx A := Axg.

Definition was motivated by showing that it agrees with definition when
all factors are functions. This implies neither that it agrees with definition for
the other cases, nor that duality actions in definition 4.2 actually define bounded,
antilinear functionals. We will need to prove these facts before we proceed, and
this is the content of the next two lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. The definitions[{.4 and[4.1] are compatible.

Proof. We will need to show that the duality actions of the convolution in definition
[4.1] satisfy the relations in definition [4.2] whenever both definitions are applicable.
Note that for operators both definitions will be applicable for any trace class
operator, as 7' C B(L?(R?)), whereas it is not true that L'(R??) C L>®°(R??).

1. The case where all factors are functions was shown before definition [4.2]

2. Assume that f € L'(R*) and A, S € T*. By applying proposition [2.9) we
find that

(A, f*8*) =tr((f**S9)A)
= /de mtr(Aay(S)) dy
= (AxS, f),

which is what we wanted to show.

3. Omitted as it is straightforward and similar to the other parts.
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4. Assume that T, S € T' and h € L'(R?*?) N L>(R?*?). Just as in part (2) we
use proposition [2.9] to calculate that

(h+S,T) =tr((h*S)T")

// y)tr(T* e, S) dy

R2d

// y)tr(Ta,S*) dy
R2d

(h, T*S*

where we have also used that (T'a,S*)* = o, (S)T™ by lemma
[

Lemma 4.4. Let g € L'(R*), h € L*(R?*?), S € T* and A € B(L*(RY)). Defini-
tion[{.9 defines elements of the dual space as claimed, and

1P gl o < (IRl llgllzr,
[ A+ Sz < | Alls) [S]7,

[A* glls2) < [[Allseollglicr
1P+ Slpe2y < Al |Sll7-

Proof. For instance, let h € L*(R?*¥) and S € T!. That h * S acts antilinearly
according to definition [4.2] is easy to check directly. To show boundedness, we use
the norm estimate in lemma [£.2] to calculate that

[(h xS, T)| = [(h,T % 5]
< [IAllzoe 1T % 87| 1
< [1allzee 1Sl Tl

The proofs in the other cases follow the same pattern: first use the estimate
associated with the operator norm of elements of the dual space, then use the norm

estimate for the convolutions in lemma [4.1] or lemma [4.2]
Il

Remark. If A € B(L*(R?%)) and T € T, the convolution A xT' defined in definition
is actually given by the function (A % T)(z) = tr(Aa.(T)), in other words
definition still holds in this case. To see this, recall that 7' is an ideal in
B(L*(R%)), so the function is well-defined. From proposition [2.5| we get that the
bound |tr(Aa(T))| < ||A| ge)||T |7+ holds, so tr(Aa.(T)) € L=(R*®). An explicit
calculation then reveals that this agrees with A % T" defined in definition 4.2} i.e.
(tr(Aax(T)), f) = (A, f «T%) Vf € L'(R*).
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4.2 Convolutions of LP-spaces and Schatten p-classes

As promised, we will now prove a result on convolutions between objects in LP-
spaces and Schatten p-classes for different values of p. For the convolution of
functions in different LP-spaces, Young’s inequality [39, p. 28| gives a condition for
when convolutions are defined. The most common proof of this fact uses complex
interpolation, and since theorem shows that the interpolation theories of
LP-spaces and Schatten p-classes are similar, we may generalize Young’s inequality
to the convolutions defined in the previous section. This is the content of the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let 1 < p,q,r < oo be such that % —i—é =1+ % If f €

LP(R*?), g € LY(RY),S € TP and T € T4, then the following convolutions may be
defined and satisfy the norm estimates

1f*gller < |fllzellgllLa,
1f = Tllrr < [ f e T |7,
g * S|l < llgllzall Sl7e,
1S * T < [|S]l72[|T[| 74

Proof. In the proof we will consider S % T, but the same argument works for the
other two cases. We divide the proof into two different steps, and will use complex
interpolation in both steps.

1. The statement is true for p = 1. In this case ¢ = r, and we consider a fixed
S € T'. By lemmalt.1]and lemmalfd.4 the map T+ S*T is bounded from 7
to LY(R??) and from B(L*(R%)) to L>*°(R??), with operator norm no greater
than ||.S||71 in both cases. Therefore we may use theorem with the the
map T — S x T and the compatible pairs of Banach spaces (T, B(L*(R?)))
and (L'(R??), L>°(R?*®)). From that theorem with p; = 1,q; = oo, we get that
T +— S+ T is bounded from 77 to L4(R?*?) with operator norm less than or
equal to ||S||71, where 1 < ¢ < oo. In other words, ||S* T« < ||S|l72||T]|7e-

2. The statement is true for 1 < p,q,r < co. Another way of interpreting the
previous statement ||S*T'||za < ||S]|71]|T|4, is to consider T" € T to be fixed.
The statement then says that the map S — S x T is bounded from 7 to
L4(R??) with operator norm less than or equal to ||T||7«. By duality one may
also prove, just as we have done in definition and lemma [£.4] that the
map S +— S * T is bounded from (79)* = T9 to LOO(RM), where ; + ¢ =1,
and with operator norm less than or equal to ||| 7.

L An observant reader might note that we need to prove step (1) for f * T to actually write out
this duality proof, but this is not an issue since the proof of step (1) is proved exactly like step
(1) for S« T.
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Once again we may apply theorem [2.24] this time with the compatible pairs
of Banach spaces (79,7¢) and (L?(R??), L>°(R??)). From theorem we
get that S +— S * T is bounded with operator norm at most ||7'||7« from 77
to L"(R??), where p and r are determined by

0
S
q

16

q

IR =

By eliminating 6 from the equations, we are left with 119 + % =1+ %, as
desired. Restating this as a norm estimate, we have shown that ||S * T'||» <
1Sl | T[]

O

4.2.1 Compact operators and continuous functions vanishing at infinity

Based on the previous proposition, the function space LP(R??) seems to correspond
to the Schatten p-class in the theory of convolutions. To make this more precise,
Werner introduced the notion of corresponding subspaces in [46|: a linear subspace
X of B(L?(R?%)) and a linear subspace Y of L>°(R??) are said to be corresponding
if S¥ X CY and S*Y C X for any S € T'. In this terminology we have shown
in proposition that LP(R??) corresponds to TP for any 1 < p < oo. We will
not study the theory of corresponding subspaces in detail, but we will give one
more example. Let Cy(IR?*?) denote the continuous functions on R?¢ vanishing at
infinity. The next proposition shows that Co(R??) and K (L*(R?)) are corresponding
subspaces.

Proposition 4.6. Let S € T. If f € Co(R??) and T € K(L*(R)), then f xS €
K(L*(R)) and S * T € Cy(R?).

Proof. We start by considering S * T". Using the singular value decompositions of
S , Write

meN

where { s, } men are the singular values of S (and also of S), and the sets { ¥, }men, {Om fmen
are orthonormal in L?(R%). By assumption, the singular values of S are summable.

Now assume that {z, },ey is a sequence in R* such that lim |z,| = co. We need
n—oo

to show that lim |T" % S(z,)| = 0. From a straightforward calculation we find that
n—oo

T % S(z,) = tr(Ta,, S) = Z S {TT(20) Vi, T(20) i) -

meN
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Consider the sequence given by m(2,)t,, for some fixed m. For any ¢ € L*(R%),
we have that (¢, 7(z,)Um) = Vi, ¥(2,) = 0 as n — oo, since lemma asserts
that the STFT vanishes at infinity. In other words, 7(z,)t,, — 0 weakly in L?(R?).
Since T is compact we therefore get that T'r(2,),, — 0 in L*(RY), and by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (T7(z,)m, 7(2,)0m) — 0 as n — oo. The reader
should also note that |[(T'7m(2,)m, 7(2n)0m)| < [|T||pL2) by the same inequality.
The idea to conclude the proof is to divide the sum defining 7"*.S into two parts.
We will control its tail by the summability of {s,, }men, and then control the rest
by the fact that each summand vanishes at infinity, as we have just shown. Start

by picking any € > 0. Then pick M € N such that > s, < . Then, for

mel+1 27522
any m € {1,2,..., M}, pick N,,, € N such that [(T7(2,)Um, 7(2n)Om)| < ijm

whenever n > N,,. If we now let N = max{Ny,...Ny} and pick n > N, we find
that

T % S(2)] < Z S |{T'(20) s T(20) O |

meN
o) M
< Y sallTllse) + D sml{Ta(zn)m, 7(20) dm))|
m=M+1 m=1
c M
< 3 + (SUIR)I sm) Z (T (2n)Vm, T(2n) Em) |
me m=1
< € 1 € -
2 737

where we have used that ||| p(r2) = sup s,.
meN

To consider continuity, assume that {z, }nen is a sequence in R* where 2z, — 2.
Observe that if we could take the limit inside the sum we would have

lim 7% S(2) = lim Y s (T (20) ¥, 7(20)d1m)

n—oo

meN
= Z Sm nlgg()(T?T(Zn)@bm, T(2n) )
=Y 5 T7(2) b, (2)m) = T * S(2),
meN

by the strong continuity of 7(z). To justify that we can take the limit inside
the sum, note that s,|[(T7(2,)Vm, T(20)Pm)| < sm||T|| by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, where the right side is summable since S € T'. This shows that the
dominated convergence theorem applies.
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We finally turn to f * S. By the Stone-WeierstraR theorem the space C.(R*?)
of continuous functions with compact support is dense in Cy(R?*?) with the || - ||z
norm, so pick a sequence of functions f, € C.(R?*?) converging to f. Since f, is
continuous with compact support it is in particular integrable, and thus f, xS € T*!
by lemma [4.1] Since 7' C K(L?(R?)), the operator f, * S is compact. By lemma
4.4 we then find that

1 f*S = fux Sl = [I(f — fa) * SlBre)
< = fallz 1Sl

which shows that f, *.S converges to f*.S in the operator norm. Since the operators

fn xS are compact, this shows that f % .S is compact.
]

4.3 Basic properties of the convolutions

Having defined the convolutions and extended the definition to more general
classes of functions and operators, we will now prove a few basic properties of the
convolutions. The most important of these will be the associativity of convolutions,
which is a non-trivial fact that we will need when proving the main results of the
text in section [7} First, however, we need to consider how the convolutions interact
with the basic operations defined in section , such as .S and S for an operator S.
The following result shows that these operations combine with our newly defined
convolutions in ways that are both natural and similar to the corresponding results
for the convolution of functions.

Lemma 4.7. Let f,g € L*(R*) and S,T € T*.
L (fxg)=fxg* (fxS) = f"«S* and (S« T)* = S*«T*.
2. (fxg) =fx*qg, (fxS) =f«Sand (S«xT) =8 *T.
3. Tf*g)=(T.f)xg, a.(f*S) = (T.f)*S and T,(S*T) = (,S) * T
4. The convolution of positive functions and/or operators is positive.

Proof. 1. The case with two functions is trivial, so we skip the proof. To consider
the adjoint (f * S)*, let ¥, ¢ € L*(RY) and use the weak definition of the
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integral to calculate
(=500 = [[(#)a,50.0) dy

-/ R2d<¢,f(y)(%5)*¢> d

LT

= (@, [" x 5™),

where we have used that (o, S)* = a,5* by lemma For (S *T)*, let
{en}nen be an orthonormal basis for L?(R?). Then

(S T)*(2) = tr(Sa.T)

= Z(SazTen, €n)

neN

= Z(en, SazT6n>

neN

= (az(T*)S*en, €n)

where we have used lemma [3.2] once more.

2. The proof for f % g consists of little more than writing out both sides of
the equality. For S,T € T' we need to use part of lemma and the
property that tr(AB) = tr(BA):

To consider f xS we will need the property of vector-valued integration given
in proposition with the bounded linear operator P. For ¢ € L*(R%), we
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calculate
sy v=p [ 1Py
=[], rwpta,s)pe iy
= [ rwas) v a

=[], ra-s ay
= (f*S),

where the last equality follows from the change of variable y — —y. We have
also used that (a,S)” = a_,S by lemma

3. The proof of this part is left to the reader, as it is straightforward and very
similar to the preceding proofs.

4. The convolution of two functions is clearly positive, since it is defined by
the integral of a positive function. If f € L'(R??) is a positive function and
S € T! a positive operator, let ) € L?(R?) and use the weak definition of
the integral to find that

((f*S), ) = / def(z)(az(sm,w dz.

This integrand is positive since f and S are positive.

Finally, assume that S,T € T are positive operators. Since S is positive, it
has a positive square root v/S. Therefore we can write S*T(z) = tr(Sa,T) =
tr(v/Sa.(T)V'S). A trivial calculation shows that v/Sa.(T)v/S is a positive
operator, and clearly the trace of a positive operator is a positive number.
Hence S * T(z) = tr(v/Sa,(T)V/'S) is positive.

0

Remark. The last part of point in this proposition states that if we fix some
function g and define an operator A, on functions by A,(f) = f * g, then A4,
commutes with translations in the sense that T,(A,(f)) = A4(T.f). There is a well
known converse to this, stating that if A : L®(RY) — L*(R%) is bounded, linear
and commutes with translation, then A = A/ for a unique tempered distribution
g [45, Thm.3.16].

The other two parts of point show that a similar property holds for convo-
lutions with a fixed operator S. If we denote by I's the operator that acts on a
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function or operator by taking the convolution with S, then I's(7.f) = a.I's(f)
and I's(a,T) = T.T's(T'). Werner calls these conditions on I's covariance in [46|,
and in the same paper a converse analogous to the one we just saw for functions
is proved. This theory is explained in greater detail and expanded upon in the
appendix on informational completeness. We mention these results to give yet
another reason why the convolutions we have defined really deserve their name. The
interested reader may consult the original paper [46], or the more recent extensions
of the theory in [30].

Proposition 4.8. The convolution operations in definitions[{.1] and[{.3 are com-
mutative and associative.

Proof. Commutativity For f,g € L'(R??), the proof is standard and consists of
introducing the variable u = x — y in the definitions:

fra@ = [[ 1wt —u) iy

/wax—u )g(u) du

=g f(x).
Then let S,T € T'. We find that

S*T(z)

tr(Sa.T)
tr(Sw(z)PTPr(2)")
tr(TPr(2)*S7(2)P)
(
(

tr(T(a_,S)")
trTaS)
T % S(z).

We have made extensive use of the property tr(AB) = tr(BA), and also used part
of lemma .

Associativity The most interesting case is the convolution of three operators.
We will need lemma [£.2] in addition to some more technical calculations. Let
Ty, Ty, T3 € T'. To show that Ty * (T * T3) = (T} x Ty) * Ty it will be helpful to
assume an arbitrary operator Ty € 7. If we can show that the dual space actions
(Ty x (TyxT3), Ty) = ((T1 * Ty) = T3, Ty) for any Ty, we will have shown that the two
expressions define the same element in the dual space B(L?*(R?)), and therefore the
same operator. Since the duality is given by taking the trace, we need to show that

tr [To(T) * (1o * T3))] = tr [To (T = T3) x T5)] .
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To be pedantic, we should really take the adjoint of the the right argument in (-, -),
since that is the way we defined the duality. However, two operators are equal if
and only if their adjoints are equal, so we may consider the expressions without
adjoints.

Writing out the left side of the equation and using proposition 2.9 we find that

tr [To(Th % (Ty + T3))] = tr [TO / /R ) tr(Tyo, Ts) o, Ty da:]

_ //de tr [TQ%T}] tr [(a,11)To) dz

_ / /R ) / /R o (0T ) Tooy Ty T dy da

The last equality uses lemma [£.2] to introduce the second integral, and also exploits
the recently proved commutativity of convolutions to switch the order of 75 and
T;. It is a simple exercise to check that o, (AB) = (a,A)(a,B) for operators A

and B, in particular ay(Tgozxfg) = (ayTg)(ozxozyfg). Inserting this into our main
calculation we get that

/ /R / /R tr [(amTl)Toay(Tgax”E)} dy dx = / /R 3 / /]R Lt [(ale)TO(ayTz)(axayE))] dy dx
- //Rad //Rad o [(Toayn)(afayﬂ)(azﬂ)} dy dz.

We may now use Fubini’s theorem to change the order of integration, and then
invoke the equality in lemma |4.2] again to reduce the expression to a form that we
recognize as the equality we wanted to prove.

// // tr (Toa,T3) am((ayTg)Tl dzr dy = // tr [Toou, T5] tr |:(Oéyj—/'2)T1i| dy
R2d R2d R2d

= tr [To((T7 * T2) = T3)] .

The other cases are more elementary, using properties of the weak definition of
the integral. To give an example, let f € L'(R?*?) and S,7 € T*. On the one hand
we have by proposition [2.9 that

S (T f)(z) = tr {S% ( / oo T W dy) }

—uls [ rcnata ol
-/ [ e [Sa.,T] dy
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On the other hand we find that
(S*xT)x f(z) = / flz=y)tr [SayT] dy,
RQd

and a standard change of variable establishes the desired equality. O]

Propositions and imply that 77 is a Banach module over L*(R??) for
1 < p < oo, where the module action of f € L*(R?!) on S € T? is given by
f = S. In fact, we could have obtained this module structure by starting with
«. Section [3| shows that « is a shift on the Banach spaces 77, and even strongly
continuous for p < oo by proposition [3.3] Hence, by theorem [2.21], o induces a
unique L!'(R?*?)-module structure with shift on 77 for p < oo, and theorem m
shows that this module structure is given by the convolutions that we have defined
in definition [4.1} It should be noted that Werner’s convolution of two operators does
not follow from the theory of Banach modules, yet we will see that the convolution
of two operators will be a useful tool to investigate the Banach module structures.

5 The Berezin transform, localization operators and
adjoints

The main novel result of this thesis is that the theory of convolutions defined by
Werner in [46] may be used to reprove and generalize results on the localization
operators and the Berezin transform in [3|. The key fact linking these theories is
that both the Berezin transform and localization operators are obtained by picking
an operator S of a special form, and then considering convolutions with S.

Theorem 5.1. Fiz o1, s € L2(R%), and consider the operators @@ and @1 & Js.
Let T € B(L*(RY)) and let f be a function on R*.
The localization operator Ajfl’w s given by

AT =[x 02 ® 1.
The Berezin transform of T with windows 1 and o is given by
BT (z) =T % 91 @ Pa.

Proof. The proof will simply consist of calculating f % o ® ¢ and T * @1 ® Js.
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First let v € L*(RY). We find that

(8w = [ eNa8)w) d:

- [ 1o v ¢
-/ def(zmlwwm -
— A?MDQQ#,

which proves the first statement.
Turning to the Berezin transform, let {e, },en be an orthonormal basis of L?(R9).
Using Parseval’s identity, we find that

(T %41 ® $2)(2) = tr(Ta_.41 ® &)
= (Tr(—2)¢1 ® Gam(—2)"€n, €n)

=S " (w(—2) en, BNTT(—2)F1, €a)
= en, 7(=2)F)(Tr(~2) 71, €n)

= (Tn(—2)@1, 7(—2) %)
= (PTPn(—z)Pp1,m(—2)Pys)
= (ITm(2)p1, m(2)pa) = BF#T(2),
where we have used lemma [3.2] in the last step. O

In order to apply the results in section[d]to the Berezin transform and localization
operators, we need to discuss some properties of S =y ® 1. If 1, s € L*(RY),
then S € 7" and ||S||7+ = ||S||s2) = |l1llr2l@2]| 12, as a simple calculation shows.
Therefore proposition applies, and we immediately obtain the next proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let 1, s € L2(R?) and 1 < p < co.
1. If T € T?, then B##2T € LP(R*?) with ||B#2T || 1o < | T|l7» @1l 2 [l 02l 2-

2. If a € LP(R*), then AD-#2 € TP with AL |10 < llalliello1 ][22l 2.

The boundedness results in this section for Berezin transforms and localization
operators were all shown, along with others, in [3] and [13]. The novel result in
this section is therefore that the Berezin transform and localization operators may
be considered as special cases of convolutions, which in section [7] will be used to
apply theorems from Werner’s theory of convolutions to Berezin transforms and
localization operators.
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5.1 Adjoints

There is one more fundamental connection between the different convolutions that
we will need in order to prove the theorems in section [/} In order to explain this,
we will extend the notation for the Berezin transforms and localization operators
to the case where the windows ¢, ¢, are replaced by an operator S € T'. From
theorem the obvious way of doing this is to define Ag and Bg by

Asf = f* S BsT =T * 5%,

for a function f and an operator T. The operators Ag and Bg are bounded on
different domains, such as LP-spaces and Schatten p-classes depending on the nature
of S, as we have seen in the previous sections. If we choose the domains of Ag and
Bs in a compatible way, then they are adjoints of each other. This was noted by
Werner in [46], but is also contained in [3], although with a very different formalism.

Theorem 5.3. Fiz S € T' and 1 < p < co. Let q be the conjugate exponent of p
determined by % + % = 1. The Banach space adjoint of Ag : LP(R*)) — TP is given
by

(As)" = Bs,

where Bg : T? — L1(R??).
Similarly, the adjoint of Bs : TP — LP(R*) is given by

(Bs)" = As,
where Ag : LY(R*) — T4,
Proof. If we let the bracket denote duality, then the adjoint of Ag is determined by
(As)'T, f) = (T, Asf)

for any T € 79 and f € LP(R?*@). First assume p < oo. Since Ag and By are
convolution operator in disguise, we did in fact check in section that

(BsT, f) = (T, Asf)

is true whenever T € 7' and f € L' N L. The general statement then follows,
since 7! is a dense subspace of 7% and L' N L™ is a dense subspace of L?. The
case p = 0o holds by definition 4.2} The proof that (Bs)* = Ag uses exactly the
same argument. O
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6 Fourier transforms

We will now introduce a Fourier transform for trace class operators. In the
terminology of Werner [28],29,46| this is the Fourier-Weyl transform, but we will
follow Folland [20] and call it the Fourier-Wigner transform.

Definition 6.1. Let S € T!. We define the Fourier- Wigner transform Fy S of S
to be the function given by

FwS(z) = e ™ “tr(m(—2)9)
for z € R*.

Various versions of the operator Fy have been studied in many different settings
both in the physics and the mathematics literature — it may in fact be traced
all the way back to a fundamental paper in quantum mechanics by Wigner from
1932 [49]. The crucial insight of Werner’s paper [46] is that Fy might rightly be
called a Fourier transform, and that the naturally associated convolution operations
are the convolutions discussed in section 4l Much of this section will be used to
make these claims precise, by showing that JFy, has several properties analogous to
known properties of the Fourier transform of functions. We start by showing that
in the simplest case the Fourier-Wigner transform of an operator recovers familiar
concepts from time-frequency analysis.

Lemma 6.1. Let S = ¢y ® @1 for two functions ¢y, s € L*(RY). The Fourier-
Wigner transform of S is given by

fw(S)(Z) = A<9027901)(Z)7
where A(ps, 1)(2) is the cross-ambiguity function.

Proof. Let {wn}nen be an orthonormal basis for L*(R?). A calculation using
Parseval’s identity shows that

Fiwv (02 @ 01)(2) = e ™ “tr(m(—2)p2 ® ¢1)
= €T ((1(—2)2 @ 1), n)

neN

= e 3 (=), ) (s 1)

neN
— €7ﬂ-m'w<ﬂ'(—z>g02, 801>
= "V 0(2),

where the last equality follows from the formula for m(2)* given in lemma [3.1 and
the definition of the short-time Fourier transform. O
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At some later point we are going to need an example of an operator T' such
that FiyT(z) # 0 for all 2 € R??. We therefore include the following example.

Example 6.1. Consider the Gaussian ¢(t) = 244~ for t € R? and the operator
S = ¢ ® . We know that Fy S = e™“V,p(z), and if we write out the definition
of V,p(2), we find that

Fw(o®@)(z) =™ /d e 2t (t 4 ) (L) dt. (5)
R
Calculating the integral in equation gives that

fW(SO ® S0) (Z) — 627rir~w€—%7rz-z'
In particular we note that the Fourier-Wigner transform has no zeros.

Next we will show that the Fourier-Wigner transform can be extended to a
unitary operator, just as the regular Fourier transform. By doing so we will also
find that the inverse of the Fourier-Wigner transform is the integrated Schrédinger
representation.

Proposition 6.2. The Fourier- Wigner transform extends to a unitary operator
Fw : T? — L*(R?Y). This extension is the inverse operator of the integrated
Schréodinger representation p, and satisfies

Fw(ST) = Fw(S)aFw(T)
for S,T € T?.

Proof. We start by showing that the Fourier-Wigner transform can be extended to
the Hilbert-Schmidt operators 72. By the singular value decomposition, elements

of the form S = 2 5,1, ® ¢, are dense in T2, where {1, }"_; and {¢,},
are orthonormal sets in L?(R%), s,, > 0 are the singular values of S and N € N.

From the previous lemma Fy, (S) = 25:1 €™ s, Vi 1y, and a computation using
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Moyal’s identity shows that

N N
1Fw ()72 = O sn€™ Vi thny Y $m€™ Vi, thyn) 12
n=1 m=1

N
— Z 3m3n<v¢nwmv¢mwm>L2

m,n=1

N
= Z Sm3n<wnawm>L2 <¢m7¢”>L2

m,n=1
N

> s

n=1

15117

In words, the Fourier-Wigner transform is an isometry on a dense subspace of T2
into L?(R??), and therefore extends to an isometry Fy : T2 — L2(R??) |40, Thm.
1.7]. To show that the extension is the inverse of p, we consider 7' = ¢y ® ¢, for
01,2 € L*(R?). We have already shown that Fy (T)(z) = €™V, po. If we let
¥, ¢ € L?(R?), we may use the weak definition of the vector-valued integral defining
p to calculate

(p(e™ Vo020, ) = // Virpa(m(2), ¢) d

— [ VorealalVede) a:

= (2, 0) (¥, ¢1),

where the last equality is Moyal’s identity. The last expression clearly equals
(Tf,g). If we denote the identity operator on T2 by Zr=, we have shown that
pFwT = Z=T. By linearity this equality of operators must hold on the dense
subspace of T2 spanned by such operators T', and therefore pFy, = Zr= by continuity.
To show that Fy is a two-sided inverse of p, we note that p has some two-sided
inverse p~!, since p is unitary. If we apply this inverse to the equation pFy = Iy,
we find that Fy = p~!. Therefore Fyy is the inverse operator of the integrated
Schrodinger representation.

The equation Fy (ST) = Fw (S)sFw (T) may now be deduced from two known
properties of p, namely p(fg) = p(f)p(g) and the fact that it is injective. Since p
is the inverse of Fy, pFw (ST) = ST. But we also know that p (Fw (S)sFw (1)) =
pFw (S)pFw(T) = ST. The equality now follows since p is injective.

]
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In other words, Fy(S) is the twisted Weyl symbol of S. As a simple consequence,
we obtain a formula for the trace of trace class operators in terms of their Weyl
symbol. In section |4 we informally viewed the trace of an operator as an analogue of
the integral of a function, and the next formula makes this analogue more precise.

Corollary 6.2.1. Let f € L'(R??) be a function such that the Weyl transform L
is a trace class operator. The trace of Ly is given by

tr(Ly) = /R2d f(z) dz.

Proof. On the one hand, the previous proposition shows that the Fy (L) is the
twisted Weyl symbol of L, which we know is F, f from section[2.7.2 On the other
hand, Fy (Lf)(z) = e ™ “tr(7(—z)Ly) from the definition of the Fourier-Wigner
transform. Therefore F, f(z) = e ™ “tr(n(—z)Ly), and evaluating this at z = 0
gives the desired equality. O

Now that we have extended the Fourier-Wigner transform to the Hilbert-Schmidt
operators, we may follow Werner [46] and use a simple interpolation argument
to prove the analogue of the well-known Hausdorff-Young inequality for Fourier
transforms |39, Thm. IX.§].

Proposition 6.3 (Hausdorff-Young inequality). Let 1 < p < 2 and let q be the
conjugate exponent determined by % + % = 1. If S € TP, then Fy(S) € L4(R*)
with norm estimate

[Fw (S)lze < [[S]l7e.

Proof. We will use complex interpolation, and therefore start with the endpoints
p =1 and p = 2. The result for p = 2 follows from proposition [6.2, where we even
have equality of norms. For p = 1, the result follows from part of proposition
since this proposition gives that

[FwS(2)] = |tr(m(=2)5)|
< [Im(=2) s Sl = 1517,

s0 || Fw S|z < ||S]|7:. For the interpolation argument, theorem [2.24] gives that
(TH,T?e="T" (L>®,L*)y = LY,

where % =1- g and % = g for 6 € (0,1). Thus the proposition follows from the
machinery of complex interpolation. O]
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For S = v ® ¢ with ¢, ¢ € L*(R?), the previous proposition gives that

//de Vu[*(2) dz < |[Wll7: 1]l

for 2 < ¢ < oo and p the conjugate exponent of ¢, since || @ ¢||7o = ||| z2]|P|| L2
This is a slightly weaker version of Lieb’s uncertainty principle from time-frequency
analysis [23, Thm. 3.3.2|, which states that

2 d
J[Worey @z < (2 potapons.
R2d q

On the other hand, if we take Lieb’s uncertainty principle as our starting point
and expand S = )« 5;mUm ® ¢p, using the singular value decomposition, we find
that

1Fw (S)]|ze = lim

n—0o0

m=1

La

= lim || Y smA(Wm, &m)llzs
m=1

n 2 d/q
lim Sm | — wm 2¢m 2
i > (q) [l 2l

2 d/q o0 2 d/q
-(2) Xw=(3) 151

The first step in this calculation uses proposition [6.3] which states that the Fourier-
Wigner transform is continuous from 77 to L?(R?*@). We also use Lieb’s uncertainty
principle to bound || A(¢m, ¢m)||ze. By these calculations we obtain an improved
version of the Hausdorff-Young inequality

IN

2 d/q
1P (S) 120 < (5> 1S,

which includes Lieb’s uncertainty principle as a special case. This version is sharp
as we have equality in Lieb’s uncertainty principle for Gaussians [23| p. 51].
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6.1 Convolutions and Fourier transforms

Having introduced both Fourier transforms and convolutions of functions and
operators, one would naturally hope that the well-known relationship between
these two operations on functions also holds for operators. This is true, but we will
need to use the symplectic Fourier transform F, on functions. A first clue to this
effect is the appearance of the symplectic form o in part of lemma , which
will turn out to be the key fact linking the symplectic Fourier transform to the
Fourier-Wigner transform and convolutions.

Proposition 6.4. Let f,g € L*(R*?) and S,T € T*.

1. Fo(f % 9) = Fo(f)Folg)-
2. Fo(S+T) = Fuw(S)Fw(T).
8. Fw(f x8) = Fo(f)Fw(S).

Proof. 1. The case of the Fourier transform of functions is well known, but we
include a proof to show how the argument goes for the case of the symplectic
Fourier transform. Using Fubini’s theorem, which is applicable since the
functions are integrable, we find that

; //wa(x) //RM ey ) dy

Introducing the variable ¥/ = y — x, the innermost integral becomes

/ / e POV g (y)) dy
R2d

and by the bilinearity of ¢ we may write this as

// e—27ria(z,x)e—27ria(z,y’)g(y/) dy/
R2d

We then insert this back into our double integral, to find that

— // 6727rio(zx // —2mio( zy) ) dy dr
R2d R2d

1)Fs(9)-
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2. From the definitions we get that F, (S*T")(z ffRQd tr [Sm(z")Tm(2)*] e=2mio(==) dz'.
Using part (3)) of lemma to get that 6*27”"(2 N (2) = a_,m(2'), the inte-

grand may be written in an alternative form that will allow us to use lemma

4.2 :

tr [S7(2)Tm(2)*] e 2m7(=%) = tr [Se‘Qﬂi”(z’Z,)w(z')Tﬂ(z')*}
= tr [ST(—2)7()m(—2)"Tm(2')"] .

Lemma [4.2) then gives that

(S T)( //thr [Sm(=2)au (m(—2)*T)] d
= tr(Sm(—2))tr(n(—2)*T)
= tr(Sm(—2))tr(e” 7" r(2)T)
= tr(e” ™" ST (—2))tr(e” ™ n(=2)T)
= Fw (5)(2) Fw (T)(2),

where we have used that tr(w(2)T) = tr(n(2)PTP) = tr(Pr(2)PT) =
tr(m(—2)T) from part (] of lemma [3.2]

. By proposition we may take the trace inside the integral:

Flf x8)2) = et (nl=) [[ sty a2
_ eminy / [ A r(—2)n() ()] a

Next we will manipulate the integrand by using part (3]) of lemma as before.
However, we first note that since 7(2')* = m(—2")e ?™@*  a straightforward
calculation yields that 7(2")*n(—z)7(2') = n(—=2")7(—2)n(—2")*. With this
in mind, we find that

tr [r(—2)7(2) S ()] = tr [7(2')*n(—2)7 (") S]
= tr [r(—=2")m(—2)7(—2")"S]

r(m(—2)9).

Inserting this expression into our calculation concludes the proof, since

Fw(f xS)(z) = e ™ / » f(2)e* e (n(—2)8) d2’

—e —Tmix- wtr / f —27rw (2,2") Z/
R2d
= Fo(f)Fw(S

_ e—27ria(z, !
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]

Remark. One might be tempted to remove the phase factor from the definition of
the Fourier-Wigner transform. However, another phase factor would then appear
in part (2) of this proposition.

This result is not merely aesthetically pleasing, but will be used in several proofs
in the rest of this text. As a first example we obtain the representation of f T as
a pseudodifferential operator.

Corollary 6.4.1. Let f € L*(R?!) and S € T'. The twisted Weyl symbol of f * S

15 the function
Fo(f)Fw(S)
In particular, if oy, 02 € L?(R?), the Weyl symbol of the localization operator
ATV s the function
o= fxW(ps, ).

Proof. We know from proposition that Fy is the inverse operator to the
integrated Schrodinger representation, and thus returns the twisted Weyl symbol
of an operator. From proposition [6.4] we find that Fy (f *.S) = F,(f)Fw(S). In
particular, the twisted Weyl symbol of AL"#* is F, (f) A, ¢1) by lemma . The
Weyl symbol is the symplectic Fourier transform of the twisted Weyl symbol, thus

given by F, [Fo(f)A(p2, 01)] = [ * W(pa, ¢1). O

Furthermore, this gives a way to calculate the composition of two operators
of the form f %S and g x T: from section [2.7.2] the twisted Weyl symbol of the
composition is the twisted convolution of the symbols of f xS and g T

We will now prove a proposition by Werner [46] which generalizes the Riemann-
Lebesgue lemma to the Fourier-Wigner transform.

Proposition 6.5 (Riemann-Lebesgue lemma). If S € T, the Fourier-Wigner
transform Fy (S) is continuous and vanishes at infinity, i.e. ‘l|im | Fw(z)| = 0.
Z|—00

Proof. Vanishes at infinity: Proposition gives that F,(S * S) = Fw(S)% By
the usual Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, the left side vanishes at infinity, which clearly
implies that Fy (S) vanishes at infinity.

Continuity: Assume that z, is a sequence converging to some z in R??. We
need to show that Fy (S)(z,) — Fw(S5)(2). Let {1 }men be an orthonormal basis
for L?(R?). Writing out the definition of the trace, we have that

i i ()(z0) = lim 3 (€70 m(20) St i)

n—o0
meN

= Z lim <€_7Ti$n.wn7r(zn)s¢m7 ¢m>a

meN

o4



where we have assumed that the limit can be taken inside the sum for now. By the
strong continuity of z — e ™*“7(2), which follows from a trivial addition to the
proof of lemma we get that lim e ™@n“ny(z,)S,, = e ™ “r(2)S1,,. Further-

.
more, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives that the inner product is continuous in

both coordinates, so lim (e ™" “n7(z,) S, V) = (Hm e ™ n (2, ) S, U ) =
n—oo n—oo

(e7™ " (2) S, Uyy). Inserting this back into the calculation gives the desired
result.
The proof that we can take the limit inside the sum follows from the argument
we used when proving part (3) of proposition [3.3]
O

6.2 The Arveson spectrum

For a function f € L'(IR??) one often defines the spectrum of f to be the closure of
{2z € R* : Ff(z) # 0}. Similarly we could use the Fourier-Wigner transform to
define the spectrum of S € T* to be the closure of {z € R* : Fy;S(2) # 0}. There
is however another notion of spectrum for elements of a von Neumann algebra, such
as B(L*(R?)), due to Arveson [1]. We wish to show that the Arveson spectrum of
S € T' can be described using the set of zeros of the Fourier-Wigner transform of
S in a natural way.

We first cite Arveson’s definition of the spectrum. Let X be a von Neumann
algebra with an automorphism group {U,},cre2« on X, and let x € X. Arveson
[2] defined the spectrum spy(z) to be the spectrum of the family of functions
{z = p(U,x) : p € X.}, where X, is the predual of X and we consider X, as a
subspace of the dual space of X.

In our case U = a and X = B(L*(R%)), and the predual of X is 7, where
T € T' acts on S € B(L*(R?%)) by S + tr(T'S). By the spectrum of a function
in f € L'(R*) we will mean the closure of {z € R* : F_f(2) # 0}, and the
spectrum of a family of functions {f;}ic; in L*(R??) is then the closure of {z €
R : F, fi(z) #0 for some i € I}.

Proposition 6.6. Let S € T'. The spectrum sp,(S) is the closure of the comple-
ment of {z € R**: FiyS(—z) = 0}.

Proof. By definition, sp,,(S) is the spectrum of the functions tr(T'a.S) = T*S(z) for
T € T'. By lemma 4.2 these functions belong to L'(R?*?), and hence their spectrum
is the closure of the complement of the set Z := {z € R* : F(TxS)=0VT € T'}.
By proposition [6.4) F, (T x $)(z) = Fw (T)(2)Fw(S)(2) = Fuw (T)(2)Fw (S)(~2),
hence {z € R* : FyyS(—2) = 0} is a subset of Z. To see that Z = {2 € R* :
FwS(—z) = 0}, note that we have constructed T, € T* with Fy (Tp)(z) # 0 for
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all 2 € R?* in example . Hence Fy(—2)(S) # 0 implies that F,(Tj * S)(2) =
Fw (To)(2)Fw (5)(=2) # 0.
[

Note that the minus sign in the previous proposition would disappear if we
followed Werner [46] and defined FyS(z) = e ™ “tr(r(2)S). The difference
between our definition and Werner’s is little more than cosmetic; we have chosen
our convention to get that Fyy(S) is the twisted Weyl symbol of S when S € T2

7 A generalization of Wiener’s Tauberian theorem

The previous section showed that the Fourier-Wigner transform shares several
properties with the Fourier transform of functions. The goal of this section is to
show that the Wiener’s famous Tauberian theorem for functions can be generalized
to operators, as was first done by Werner in [46]. We will then apply this result to
the rank-one case, which both improves the results of Bayer and Grochenig [3| and
gives these results a conceptual framework using the Fourier-Wigner transform.

Wiener’s Tauberian theorem was formulated and proved in a famous 1932
paper by Wiener [48|, and characterizes the functions g € L'(R?*?) whose translates
{T.g : = € R*¥} span a dense subspace of L' (R?) in terms of their Fourier transforms.
In order to generalize this theorem to operators, we will first need to fix some
terminology.

Definition 7.1. Let 1 < p < oo. We say that g € LP(R*?) is p-regular if the
translates {T.g : z € R??} span a norm dense subspace of LP(R?*?). Similarly, we
say that S € TP is p-regular if the translates {a.S : 2 € R*'} span a norm dense
subspace of TP. We will often refer to 1-regularity as simply regularity.

If g € L®(R??) we say that g is oco-reqular if the translates {T.g : z € R??}
span a weak* dense subspace of L>(R??). We say that S € B(L?(R%)) is co-regular
if the translates {.S : z € R?!} span a norm dense subspace of K (L?*(R%)).

Remark. 1. In section 2.3} we saw that || - [|pz2) < || [l7e < || [l72 < || - ||+ for
1 <p < g < oo, and also that 7P is a dense subspace of T?. Thus we get
that p-regularity implies ¢-regularity for an operator S if p < ¢. This is also
true for ¢ = oo, since any Schatten p-class is norm dense in K (L*(R?)).

2. An equivalent definition for an operator S to be oo-regular is that the
translates of S span a weak* dense subspace of B(L*(R%)) [30]. We will use
both of these formulations.

We are now ready to state Wiener’s theorem using our newly introduced

terminology. The first two of these equivalences were proved already in [48] by
Wiener, the last one appears for instance as theorem 2.3 in [16].

o6



Theorem 7.1 (Wiener’s Tauberian theorem).
1. f € LY(R*?) is reqular <= the set {z € R**: F,f(z) =0} is empty.

2. [ € L*(R*) is 2-reqular <= the set {z € R**: F,f(z) =0} has Lebesgue
measure zero.

3. f € L®(R*) is co-reqular <= the set {z € R**: F,f(z) = 0} has dense
complement.

Remark. The theorem is usually formulated using the regular Fourier transform,
but as we have discussed F,f(z) # 0 for all z € R?*? is equivalent to the same
statement for the regular Fourier transform.

For 1 < p < 2, Lev and Olevskii [34] have shown the existence of two functions in
L'(R) with the same set of zeros for the Fourier transform, but where one function
is p-regular and the other is not. Wiener’s Tauberian theorem can therefore not be
extended in an obvious way to all values of 1 < p < oo.

The next theorem consists of propositions 1,2 and 3 in 29|, and we mainly
follow the proof given in that paper. It contains many equivalent statements of
p-regularity for an operator, but none concerning the Fourier-Wigner transform
as we would have expected in a generalization of theorem [7.1 The reason for
this is that such a result is not known to exist for p # 1,2,00. We therefore
state this general result for all 1 < p < oo first, and then extend it to include the
Fourier-Wigner transform for p = 1,2, 0o in theorem [7.3]

Theorem 7.2. Let S € T, 1 < p < 0o and let q be the conjugate exponent of p
determined by % + % = 1. The following are equivalent:

1. S s p-reqular.

If f € LY(R™) and f+S =0, then f = 0.
TP xS is dense in LP(R*?).
IfTeT?andT xS =0, then T = 0.
LP(R??) % S is dense in TP.

S xS is p-reqular.

NS v e

For any reqular Ty € T, Ty x S is p-regular.

The density in points (3) and (5) is in the p-norm for p < oo, and weak® density
for p = 0.
For the case p = oo we may add two further equivalent statements to the list:
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(i) K(L*(R%)) xS is dense in Co(R?*®) in the || - ||z~ norm.
(i) Co(R?) xS is dense in K(L*(R?)) in the operator norm || - || pr2)-
Finally, there exists a p-reqular operator S for any 1 < p < oo.

Proof. We begin by considering the last statement, namely the existence of a
p-regular operator. From the remark following definition it is sufficient to find a
reqular operator S € T'. Now consider the Gaussian ¢ from example [6.1; we will
prove that S = ¢ ® ¢ satisfies part (6) of the theorem, so when the proof of the
theorem is complete we know that it is in fact regular. The reason for starting with
this is that we will need an operator satisfying (6) during the proof. Proposition
[6.4] gives that F, (S« S) = Fu (S)Fw(S). By example [6.1] Fyy(S) has no zeros,
thus the same is true for F,(S * S). The classical Tauberian theorem of Wiener
then states that S * S is regular.

(2) <= (3): First assume that p < oco. In the notation of section [5.1]
statement (3) says that Bg. : TP — LP(R??) has dense range. From theorem [5.3[ we
know that the Banach space adjoint of Bg. is Ag., and part (1) of proposition @
states that the range of Bg. is dense if and only if Ag. is injective. Furthermore,
the injectivity of Ag. is equivalent to the injectivity of Ag, since f * S* = 0 implies
that ((f % S*)")* = f** S = 0 by lemma This proves the equivalence.

For p = 0o we need to use part of (2) of proposition [2.25 and that (Ag)* = Bs
by theorem [5.3] Otherwise, the proof is the same.

(4) <= (5): Follows from the same line of reasoning as above, with the roles
of A and B switched. This is permissible by theorem since B and A appear in
a symmetric way in the theorem.

(2) = (4): Assume that we have T' € T9 such that 7% S = 0. Taking the
convolution with an arbitrary A € 7' from the left on both sides of this equality,
we find by associativity that (A*T)* S = 0. But AT € L1(R?*), so since we are
assuming (2) we get that A« T =0 for any A € T'. We will now use this to show
that T'= 0.

As we have remarked earlier, the expression A*7T(z) = tr(Aa_,T) is valid, even
for ¢ = co. If we let z = 0, we have that A % T(0) = tr(AT) = 0 for any A € T".
If we consider T as an element of the dual space (7T1)* = B(L?*(R?)), which is
possible since 77 C B(L*(R%)), this says that (T, A*) = 0 for any A € 7', where
(-,-) is a duality bracket. This is clearly equivalent to (T, A) = 0 for any A € T*
since ((A*)")* = A, and this proves that T = 0.

(1) < (4): For p < oo, we will use that 77 is the dual space of TP. A
subspace of a Banach space such as 77 is dense if and only if it separates points of
the dual space. In particular, the subspace spanned by {a.S : z € R??} is dense
in 77 if and only if (T, a.S) = 0 for every z € R* implies that T" = 0, where
the bracket denotes duality and 7" € 77 We have therefore shown that (1) is
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equivalent to the statement that (T, a.,S) = 0 for every z € R?? implies that 7' = 0.
Since T = 0 exactly when 7% = 0, we may equivalently phrase this condition as
(T*, o,S) = 0 for every z € R* implies that T = 0.

It remains to show that this last statement is equivalent to (4), which may be
achieved by showing that 7' % S = 0 is equivalent to (T, a,S) = 0 for any z € R*®.
By definition 7 * S(2) = tr(T'a_.S), which we may write in terms of the duality

bracket as T * S(2) = (T*, a_,S). Clearly the left side is zero for all z € R?® if and
only if the right side is, which is what we wanted to prove.

For p = oo the same argument works, now using the fact that 7 is the dual
space of K(L?(R%)).

(6) = (3): This is a simple consequence of part (3)) of lemmal[4.7, which states
that T,(S * S) = a.(S) x S. Therefore (6) gives that the set {a.(S) * S : 2 € R??}
is dense in LP(R??). However, a,(S) € TP for any 2 € R?! so the density of
{a.(S) * S : z € R?} in particular implies the density of TP % S.

(7) = (3): Follows from an argument similar to the preceding one. Again
T.(To % S) = a,(Ty) * S, and since Ty * S is assumed to be p-regular, the set
{a.(Ty) * S : 2z € R*} is dense in LP(R*). But {a.(Tp) : z € R*} Cc T' C T?,
which proves the statement.

(4) = (2): We start the proof similarly to the reverse implication. Assume
that f*S = 0 for f € LI(R??); we want to show that f = 0. Taking the convolution
with an arbitrary S’ € 7! from the left and using associativity, (5" * f) * S = 0,
which by (4) implies that S’ * f = 0 for any S’ € T*.

Unfortunately, there is no natural relation between f xS’ and duality as there
was when proving the reverse inclusion. Instead, we let T" be the operator ¢ ® ¢
discussed at the very start of the proof, where ¢ is the Gaussian from example [6.1]
We know that 7" satisfies (6) for p = 1, and we have shown that 7" then satisfies (3),
i.e. T+ Tt is a dense subset of L'(R??). Since f* S’ = S"* f =0 for any S’ € T,
we must also have (T'* S’) % f = 0 for any S’ € T'. In other words, f* g =0 for g
in the dense subset T'* T+ C L'(R??). Since the convolutions are continuous in
both arguments, this shows that f * L'(R?!) = 0 and therefore that f = 0.

(3) = (6): Assume first that p < co. Pick an f € LP(R??) and an € > 0. We
need to approximate f in the LP-norm by a finite linear combination of elements of
the form 7.(S % S) = a,(S5) * S. By investigating the already proved implications,
we see that we have proved (3) = (2) = (4) = (1), which lets us assume
that the elements {.S : z € R??} span a dense subset of T?.

Since (3) holds, we pick an operator 7" € T? such that ||T* S — f|» < 5. As
we have shown that (1) holds, we then pick ¢; € C and z; € R?*? for i = 1,2, ...,n

99



such that [|T— Y"1 | ., S|, < . An estimate now shows that

_€_
2[5

HE:Q%Aﬂ*S—waSH(E:W%ﬁ—ﬂj*Shm+HT*S—fhp
i=1

i=1

€ €
< WHSHTl T3 =6
where we have used proposition to estimate the norm of a convolution.

If p = oo, the same basic idea applies. First approximate f by T % .S in the
weak™ topology, then approximate T by a finite linear combination of translates of
S. We leave to the reader the trivial reformulation of the proof in terms of open
sets.

(3) = (7): Let Ty € T be regular; as noted before, Ty is also p-regular. The
key parts of the previous argument was to first use (3) to approximate f by T x S
for some T' € T, and then use the p-regularity of S to approximate T by a finite
linear combination of translates of S. Exactly the same argument works in this
case, except that we need to approximate 1" with a finite linear combination of
translates of Ty instead of S. We leave the details to the reader.

(ii) = (i): Following [29] we start by showing that K(L*(R%)) xS, is
dense in Cy(R*) for a reqular Sy. Let f € Co(R*) and ¢ > 0. Since L'(R*?)
has an approximate identity |21, Prop. 2.44], there is a g € L'(R??) such that
lg* f — fllo < §. Since we are assuming that S is regular, we know by (3) that
there isa T € T* with ||So * T — g||1 < 55— From proposition [4.6 the operator

2 flls
T * f is compact, and an estimate now shows that Sy * (T * f) approximates f:

150 # T f = fllzoe < (IS0 T f — g fllee +llg* f = fllre

<1180 % T = gl fllie + 5 < e

Armed with this knowledge we now prove that (ii) = (i) for any S €
T, so assume that Co(R??) x S is dense in K(L*(RY)). We need to prove that
K(L*(RY)) % S is dense in Cy(R??). If Sy is some regular operator, then the set
So* Co(R?*) % S = {Sy* f*S: fe Cy(R*)} is a subset of K(L*(R?)) xS, and
it will be enough to show that this smaller set is dense. Since we assume (ii) we
know that Cp(R??) % S is dense in K (L?(R%)). We also know that Sy x K (L?(R?)) is
dense in Cy(R??) from the first part of the argument, and if we combine these two
density results with the continuity of the convolutions, we get that Sy * Co(R??) x S
must be a dense subset of Cp(R??).

(i) = (ii): We will just show that (ii) holds for a regular operator Sy. The
proof is then completed in the same way as (i) = (i). Let T' € K(L*(R?)) and
¢ > 0; we will use three density results to find f € Co(R*?) with ||T— f*So||pr2) < €.
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Firstly, we use that 7" is compact to find a finite rank operator A with ||T—A|| p(z2) <
5+ Secondly, since A is finite rank it is in particular trace class, so by (3) we may
find g € L'(R*) such that [|A — g % Sol|p2) < 5. Here we have used that
|- IB2y < || - |l72. Finally the continuous functions with compact support are

dense in L', so we can pick f € Cp(R?*?) such that ||g — f||z: < We

S Tolps
claim that ||[T" — Sy * f||p(z2) < €, which would conclude the proof. By the triangle
inequality

| T — So * flla2y < IT — Allpr2) + 1A — So * gllz2) + 150 * g — So * fllBr2)

S+ 5+ ISollsanlf — gl <e.

(4) <= (ii) for p = oo: This part follows from the same kind of argument as
(2) <= (3) by using proposition with the Banach spaces K(L?(R%)) and
Co(R?*?). Similar to that argument we get that Co(R??) * S is dense in K (L?*(R?)) if
and only if the map T + T+ S is injective from T to Cy(R??)*. The first statement
is clearly (ii), and the last statement is almost (4) when p = oo, except that the
codomain is Cp(R??)* rather than L'(R??). However, it should be clear that this is
of no importance when determining whether the mapping is injective since L'(R?)
may be identified with a subset of Co(R*!)*. We have therefore shown that (4)
<= (ii) for p = oo, which concludes the proof. O

<

The next theorem is our generalization of Wiener’s Tauberian theorem. The
result was proved by Werner for p = 1 already in [46| using the theory of convolutions
and Fourier-Wigner transforms of operators, whereas the p = oo result was proved
more recently in [29]. We will follow a proof sketched in [29|, emphasizing the
important role of convolutions in translating results from functions to operators. A
more direct proof of the last two parts may be found in the same paper.

Theorem 7.3. Let S € T'.
1. S is reqular <= the set {z € R* : Fy,S(z) = 0} is empty.

2. S is 2-reqular <= the set {z € R*: Fy;S(z) = 0} has Lebesque measure
zero.

3. S is co-reqular <= the set {z € R?*?: FyS(2) = 0} has dense complement.

Proof. Each part of the proof will use the corresponding part of theorem [7.1] and
use the equivalences of (1) and (6) in theorem along with proposition [6.4]
We therefore only prove the first part — the others follow from the same line of
reasoning.

By theorem[7.2] S is regular if and only if S S is regular. The classical Tauberian
theorem of Wiener states that S % S is regular if and only if F,(S * S)(z) # 0
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for any z € R*. However, proposition gives that F,(S x S) = (FwS)?. Thus
F5(S*S)(z) # 0 for any z € R? if and only if the same holds for Fy . S. If we now
follow this chain of equivalences from beginning to end, we observe that we have
proved the theorem. O

When S is a pseudodifferential operator in M, theorem [7.3] takes a particularly
simple form.

Corollary 7.3.1. Let S € M be the operator on L*(RY) with twisted Weyl symbol
f e MY (R?%).

1. S is reqular <= the set {z € R**: f(z) = 0} is empty.
2. S is 2-reqular <= the set {z € R*': f(z) = 0} has Lebesgue measure zero.

3. S is co-reqular <= the set {z € R* : f(z) =0} has dense complement.

Proof. We have shown that the Fourier-Wigner transform of a trace class operator
is the twisted Weyl symbol of the operator, so Fy (S) = f. [

By theorem , the subset L'(R??) x S is dense in 7 for any regular operator
S. One might then naturally ask whether there exists some particularly nice
operator S such that L!'(R??) + S = T'. Unfortunately, this is not possible. As
a counterexample consider S. If there were a function f € L'(R??) such that
S = f xS, we could apply Fw to this equation to get that Fy (S) = F,(f)Fw(S).
Since S is regular, Fy/(S) has no zeros, so we can divide by it to get F,f = 1,
which is impossible by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma.

7.1 Tauberian theorems for localization operators

We now turn to reproving and generalizing the density results for localization
operators and Berezin transforms in [3]. Since both the localization operators and
Berezin transform may be expressed as a convolution, we can apply theorems
and to these concepts. More precisely, we will pick S = 3 ® ¢ for two windows
01,02 € L2(RY), and formulate theorems and using the terminology of the
Berezin transform and localization operators. We start by reformulating theorem

Theorem 7.4. Fiz two windows @1, 0 € L*(R?) for A and B, let 1 < p < 0o and
let q be the conjugate exponent of p, i.e. }D + % = 1. The following are equivalent:

1. The operator ps ® w1 s p-reqular.

2. A is injective on L1(R?).
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3. The set {BT : T € T*} is dense in LP(R??).
4. B is injective on T1.

5. The set {Af : f € LP(R*))} is dense in TP.
6. B(pa ® 1) is p-regular.

7. For any reqular Ty € T, BT is p-reqular.

The density in points (1), (3) and (5) is in the p norm for p < oo, and weak*
density for p = .

Remark. When reformulation theorem [7.2] we have substituted T * S with BT =
T % S*, where S = p, ® 1. The easiest way of seeing that this is allowed is to
observe that part (2) with S is equivalent to part (2) with S*, as we did in fact
prove when proving (2) <= (3). Since theorem [7.2| consists of equivalences, we
may therefore switch between S and S* as we please.

Even more interesting are the results that we obtain by combining part (5) of

theorem [7.4] with theorem [7.3]

Theorem 7.5. Fix two windows o1, ps € L*(RY).

1. The set {A7"%* . f € LYR*)} is dense in T' <= the set {z € R* :
A(pa, p1)(2) = 0} is empty.

2. The set {A7"* . f € L*(R*)} is dense in T <= the set {z € R* :
A(pa2,¢1)(2) = 0} has zero Lebesque measure.

3. The set {A7"7* 1 f € L®(R*")} is weak™ dense in B(L*(RY)) <= the set
{z € R*: A(py,91)(2) =0} has dense complement.

Proof. The density statements in this theorem are part (5) of theorem for
p = 1,2, 00, and therefore equivalent to .S being p-regular. Furthermore, theorem
relates the condition that S is p-regular for these three values of p to the set of
zeros of Fyy (S) = A(pa, 1). O

Remark. Of course, these statements are also equivalent to the other statements in
theorem [7.4] for p = 1, p = 2 and p = oo, respectively.

The equivalence for p = 2 was proved by Bayer and Grochenig in [3| using
different methods. They do, however, also sketch an approach similar to ours,
where they reduce the statement to Wiener’s Tauberian theorem for p = 2. This
approach is based on Pool’s theorem: an operator lies in 72 if and only if its Weyl
symbol lies in L?(R??). There is no corresponding result for 77 when p # 2, and the
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approach in [3| could therefore not give equivalences for p = 1, 00. Our approach,
on the other hand, does not use Pool’s theorem and is based on the equivalent
statements in Wiener’s Tauberian theorem, which is true for p = 1,2, 00. It was
the theory of convolutions and Fourier-Wigner transforms introduced in [46| that
allowed us to obtain equivalence statements on the level of operators from Wiener’s
theorem, and as a consequence obtain theorem [7.5

For p # 1,2, 00 our approach does not yield equivalences. We may however
reprove the results in [3], since p-regularity implies p’-regularity for p < p'.

Corollary 7.5.1. Fix two windows @1, ps € L*(RY).

1. Assume 1 < p < 2. If the set {z € R*®: A(pa, p1)(2) = 0} is empty, then the
set { A7V 1 f € LP(R*)} is norm dense in T?.

2. Assume 2 < p < co. If the set {z € R* : A(pq,1)(2) = 0} has Lebesgue
measure zero, then the set { A7 . f € LP(R**)} is norm dense in TP.

Proof. If the set {z € R?*® : A(pq, 1)(2) = 0} is empty, then the operator S =
Y2 @ 1 1s regular by theorem and the following remark. As noted, this
implies that S is p-regular for 1 < p < co. By theorem [7.4] this implies that
{A792 . f € LP(R*))} is dense in TP?. Exactly the same argument works for
2 < p < o0, using part (2) of theorem [7.5 O

7.2 A Banach module perspective

Recall that the convolutions make 77 into Banach modules over L'(R?*). We
will show how theorem may be used to shed light on these Banach module
structures.

Proposition 7.6. 1. For 1 < p < oo, the L'(R*!)-module T? is essential.
2. For 1 <p < oo, the L'(R*)-module T? is order-free.

Proof. 1. Let Ty € T* be a regular operator, which exists by theorem . By
part (5) of that theorem, L*(R??) Ty is dense in T*. As we discussed in a
remark after definition [7.1] this implies that L*(R*?) x T} is dense in T? for
any p < oo. In particular this means that the essential submodule of 77 is
all of 77, hence TP is an essential L' (R?*?)-module.

2. Assume that S € T? is such that f*S = 0 for every f € L'(R??). Let Ty € T*
to be a regular operator. Then L!'(R??) x Ty is dense in 7' by theorem .
By commutativity and associativity of convolutions, f % Ty xS = 0 for
any f € L'(R*?), and since L'(R??) x Ty is dense in 7' this implies by
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continuity of the convolution that 7'+ S = 0 for any T' € T'. In particular
T % S(0) = tr(TS) = 0, which shows that S = 0 as an element of the dual
space B(L*(R?)) of T, and hence S = 0.

[

For p < 0o the above result leads to an interesting and immediate application
of the Cohen-Hewitt factorization theorem.

Proposition 7.7. For 1 <p < oo, any S € T? can be written as f xT for some
feLYR*) and T € TP.

Since we have not shown that B(L?*(R¢)) = T is an essential module, we can
not deduce a similar result for general bounded operators. However, sections |3 and
make it clear that B(L?*(R?)) is an L'(R??)-module with shift «, and proposition
asserts that this Banach module is order-free. Hence proposition gives a
characterization of the elements of B(L?(R?)) where « is strongly continuous.

Proposition 7.8. The elements of B(L*(R?)) where a is strongly continuous are
exactly the elements of the form fx A for f € L*(R*)) and A € B(L*(R?)).

The application of Banach module theory to Werner’s convolutions, in particular

propositions [7.7] and [7.8] appears to be new.

8 Convolutions and Tauberian theorems for mod-
ulation spaces

So far we have used the LP-spaces as our function spaces when defining the
convolutions. Now we will seek to understand how the modulation spaces fit into
the convolution theory. As mentioned in section the modulation space M!(R?)
is a Banach algebra under convolutions. Furthermore, since M'(R??) C L'(R??)
with || f|lz2 < [|f|lan for f € MY (R??), lemma [4.1] shows that we may define f T
for f € M'(R??) and T € T'. Unfortunately, the convolution of two trace class
operators will not necessarily be an element of M!'(R??), so we do not get the
symmetry that we saw in lemmas and for L'(R??) and 7. This leads
to a natural question: which operators will produce functions in M*(R??) under
convolution with a trace class operator? It turns out that operators in M have
this property, which we now aim to prove. In order to do so we need the following
estimate, proved in the proof of corollary 4.3 in |13].

Lemma 8.1. If&,n € M'(RY) and ¢, ¢ € L*(R?), then Ve (2)V,é(z) € M (R*)
with norm estimate

Ve (2)Vad(2)[ar < Coll€llar [nllar 1901 22 | 0]] 22

65



for some constant Cy.

The main idea for proving theorems [8.2/ and [8.3| is to use the proofs in [3| for
the localization operators and Berezin transform, and then write S € M using the
Wilson basis as in theorem [2.19] to get the result for any S € M.

Theorem 8.2. Let S € M be the trace class operator given on L*(R?) by Si(s) =
Jpa k(s,)1(t) dt with k € M'(R*). For T € T*, the function

T % S(2) = tr(Tr(2)S7(2)")

lies in MY (R?Y) and || T * S||ann < C||k||lant||T||71 for some constant C' independent
of S and T.

Proof. We will prove that tr(Tr(2)Sw(2)*) lies in M'(R?) with the same norm
estimate. The corresponding result with S then follows since one may easily check
that the integral kernel of S is k and ||k||;n < K|k for some constant K by
lemma 2.T5

As in theorem [2.19| let {w;};en be a Wilson basis for L?(R%), and define the
Wilson basis for L?(R*?) by W;;(z,y) = w;(z)w;(y). By theorem and theorem

2.3 we may expand S and T as
§= (kWyhw @y, T=) tatn ® on,

i,jEN neN

where {t, }nen are the singular values of T and {¢,, }nen and {¢, }nen are orthonor-
mal sets in L?(R?).

We will now calculate the convolution of the operators, and to calculate the
trace we will use an orthonormal basis {ej }reny which is obtained by extending the
orthonormal set {1, }nen. A computation shows that

Tr(2)Sm(2) e = Tm(z) | Y (k, Wij)(m(2)"ex, wj)w;

i,7EN

=33 talk, Wig) (=) ey wy) (m(2)0s, ) o

neNi,jeN

- Z Z t”<k’ M/ij>ijek(z)vwi¢n(z)wn-

i,jEN neN
Now, since {ex ren extends {u, }nen, the trace is given by

tr(Tn(2)Sm(2)") = Z(T?T(Z)S?T(Z>*6k, ek)

keN

= Z Z tn(k, Wij>ijwn<z>vwi¢n<z)7

1,JEN neN
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by the previous computation. Recall from section that [|w;||an < C for some
constant C. In addition, the sets {1, }nen and {@, }nen are orthonormal, so lemma
implies that the product V,, ¥, (2)Va, ¢n(2) is a function in M*(R?®) with norm

“Vw]l/}n(z)vwlgbn(z)HMl < 02

for some constant Cs.
If we now take the M'(R??) norm of our expression for tr(7'7(z)Sm(2)*), we
find that

lte(Tr(2)Sm(2)Marn < Y D tal (ks Wig) | 1Vioy 9o (2) Vi, 6 (2) s

i,jEN neN
<Gy Y (kWi Dt
i,jEN neN

< G|kl Tl

where K’ is the positive constant associated with the fact that the ¢! norm on the
Wilson basis coefficients is an equivalent norm for M1(R??), as discussed in section
2.0.9) [

Remark. 1. If A € B(L*(R%)) and S € M, then clearly A x T € M>(R?).
After all, proposition shows that A xS € L*(R*?), and we know that
L®(RY) € M>(RY).

2. The theorem is not true for all S € T'. If welet S = T = ¢ ® ¢ for
Y € L*(R), then the calculations in the proof show that tr(T'a.S) = [Vy|?.
Benedetto and Pfander have constructed an example of a ¢ € L*(R) such
that |Vyo|* ¢ M'(R?) [4, Remark 4.6].

3. A version of theorem for T' in other Schatten p-classes was proved in |3].
However, the proof uses that ||o || < || T'|| 5(z2), Where o is the Weyl symbol
of T as an operator T : M(R?) — M>(R%). This inequality is not true in
general; in fact the opposite inequality is true by theorem We therefore
settle for the special cases T' and B(L*(R?)).

4. There are other reasons why M is a natural class of operators. Any class of
pseudodifferential operators suitable for the theory of convolutions should
be closed under «, and hence by lemma the associated class of symbols
should be closed under translation. We are therefore led to the class M, as
M (R?) is the smallest Banach space in L'(R?) isometrically invariant under
M, and T, [25].
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Next, we would like to prove a similar result for convolutions of functions in
different LP-spaces with S € M. Because of the connection between localization
operators and convolutions discussed in section [, we will be able to prove this
result using an argument from Cordero and Grochenig’s paper [13|. More precisely,
we will translate the statement into a statement on Weyl transforms by using the
convolution relations in proposition [2.14, The statement then follows from the
results on the Weyl transform in theorem [2.18

Theorem 8.3. Let 1 < p < oo, k € M'(R?*?) and let S € M be the trace class
operator gwen on L*(R?) by Si(s) = [pak(s,t)0(t) dt. If f € MP>(R*), the
function f xS lies in TP and ||f * S||7» < C||k|[an || fl|see for some constant C
independent of S and f.

Proof. First assume that S = s ® @1 for @1, € MY (R?*) with [[p1|n =
le2llar = 1.

1. 1 < p < 2. By corollary [6.4.1] f %S = L, for 0 = f * W{(pa,¢1). We
will estimate the M'P(R??)-norm of W (s, 1) using lemma , SO note
that p, € MP(RY), since M*(RY) ¢ MP(RY). Lemma then says that
W (2, 1) € MUP(R*), with [[W (2, 01)l[ane < Collalarllorllarn
Now the convolution relations in proposition [2.14] gives that o € MP(R?®)
with

lollar < Crllf llaares llpallarr lloal s
for some constant C].

Now we can apply the relationship between the function space of the Weyl sym-
bol and the Schatten p-class of the Weyl transform given in theorem [2.18 This
theorem shows that f xS € T, and || f x S|, < Ca||fllare |o2llart 1]l 2 =
Col|fl|arpee for some constant Cy, where we have used that |¢afar <
Cyllp2||ar for some constant C,.

2. 2 < p < 0. The exactly same argument may be used to reduce the statement
to the Weyl symbol of f*S. The only difference is that the proof is concluded
by part (2) of theorem [2.1§ instead of part (1).

In order to extend the result to S = Ay for k € M*(R??), we use the Wilson
basis {wy }men of L*(R?) to write S =37 (K, Winn) Wi @ wy, as is allowed by
theorem 2.19] Then

fxS=fx Z (ky W )Wy @ wy,

m,neN

= > (b, W) f 5 (W @ wy)

m,neN
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Now take the 7P norm of this expression to find that
1F % Slle < D7 1k Wa)| - 1f # (w0 @ w3) [l

m,neN

< Collflaree Y (kW)

m,neN

< Ol fllagve Kl a1
O

If o1,00 € MY (R?), then oy @ ; is the integral operator A, with kernel
k(2) = ps @ P1(2), since we calculate when ¢ € L?(R?) that

_ / / _ea@)e v ) dy
-t [ Bt

= (1, p1)p2
= 2 @ p1(1).
In particular, ps ® ¢1 € M, and applying theorems [8.2] and [8.3] to the operator

Y2 ® 1 allows us to deduce the following boundedness results for localization
operators and Berezin transforms from |[3].

Proposition 8.4. Let ¢y, 0o € MY(R?) and 1 < p < 0.

1. IfT € T, then BT € M'(R*®) with |BT ||an < CLlIT 172 |01l 22 |02l 22 for
some constant C1.

2. If a € MP>=(R?*), then A?v%2 € TP with || A% < Collpr||L2lp2l|L2 for
some constant Cy.

Finally, we include the density results for localization operators with windows in
M'(R??) from [3]. The proof consists merely of noting that LP(R?*d) C MP>°(R?d),
so the subsets that we claim are dense are larger than those in corollary In
this sense the following result is weaker than that corollary, and the main point of
interest is the previously proved fact that symbols in the large space MP>°(R??)
actually give operators in TP.

Corollary 8.4.1. Fiz two windows @1,y € M'(R?).
1. Assume 1 < p < 2. If the set {z € R¥ : Ay, p1)(2) = 0} is empty, then the
set {A779 : f € MP>(R*)} is norm dense in TP.

2. Assume 2 < p < co. If the set {z € R* : A(pq,1)(2) = 0} has Lebesgue
measure zero, then the set {A7""*: f € MP>=(R?*®)} is norm dense in TP.
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A Quantum mechanics and informational complete-
ness

In this appendix we will consider the problem that led Kiukas et. al. to proving
theorem in [29]. This is the problem of informational completeness in quantum
mechanics, and may informally be stated as follows: an observable assigns to each
state of a system a probability distribution; for which observables can any state be
reconstructed from this probability distribution? We shall see that for a special
class of observables this question is answered by theorem [7.2]

First, however, we need to make notions such as observable and state more
precise.

A.1 Positive operator valued measures

In quantum mechanics, a system is described by a Hilbert space, and we will consider
the system described by L?(R?). A common way of introducing observables on a
system in quantum mechanics is to define an observable on R?? to be a bounded, self-
adjoined operator on L?(R?). By the spectral theorem [24, Thm. 7.12] there is a one
to one correspondence between such operators and the so-called projection valued
measures. This suggests a useful generalization of the concept of an observable [10];
we say that a generalized observable is given by a positive operator valued measure,
which we now define for the special case of the Hilbert space L?(R?).

Definition A.1. Let X be a topological space and let B(X) denote the o-algebra
of Borel subsets of X. A positive operator valued measure (POVM) on X is a
mapping F : B(X) — B(L*(R%)) such that

1. F(M) is a positive operator for any M € B(X),
2. F(X) is the identity operator on L?(R?),

3. F(UienM;) = >,y F(M;) for any countable collection of disjoint, measurable
subsets { M, };en of X, where the sum converges in the weak operator topology.

We also need to make precise what we mean by a state of the system described
by the Hilbert space L?(R?). In quantum mechanics, the state of a system is
described by a density matriz.

Definition A.2. Let p € T'. We say that p is a density matriz if p is a positive
operator with tr(p) = 1.

Since we claim that a POVM F on X describes a generalized observable, we
should investigate how we may associate to F' some kind of abstract measurement
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procedure. Intuitively we would like to ask the following for a subset M C X:
if F7is a POVM on X and p describes a state, what is the probability that a
measurement of the observable F' in the state p yields a result in M7 An answer to
this question can be given by noting that if F'is a POVM on X and p is a density
matrix, then pf defined by

il (M) = tr(pF (M)

is a probability measure on XE] In this way a POVM F' associates a probability
measure uf to any density matrix p, and it is this map p — uf that we refer
to as a measurement [10]. Using this we can introduce Prugovecki’s concept of
informational completeness [3§].

Definition A.3. A family {4;},c; with A; € B(L?(R%)) and I some index set is
said to be informationally complete if, for density matrices p and p/, we have that

tr(pA;) =tr(pfA)Viel = p=/p.
Furthermore, we say that an observable F' is informationally complete if p — N,f is
injective.
A.2 Covariant observables

We now introduce the class of generalized observables analyzed in [29|, namely the
so-called covariant phase space observables.

Definition A.4. A covariant phase space observable is a POVM F on R?? such
that
a,(F(M)) = F(M+ z)

for any z € R?? and M € B(R??), where M +z={m +z:m € M}.

To relate the covariant observables to the theory of convolutions, we will use
the following concept from [46].

Definition A.5. A map I' : L>®(R?*?) — B(L?*(R%)) is said to be a positive
correspondence rule if

1. T(T.f) = a.T(f) for any f € L°(R??) and z € R?¢,

2. I sends positive functions to positive operators,

2This is why the generalization from a projection valued measure to a POVM is reasonable;
since the operators F'(M) are positive, puf (M) is a positive number and can still be interpreted
as a probability.
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3. I is weak*-weak™ continuous,

4. I'(1) = Z, where 1 is the constant function 1(z) = 1 and Z is the identity
operator on L?(RY).

Remark. The first property is also called covariance of I" [46].

The following lemma, originally due to Holevo |26]|, was mentioned briefly in a
remark in the main text. A proof may be found in [46].

Lemma A.1. IfT': L>°(R?!) — B(L*(RY)) is a positive correspondence rule, then
there exists a positive operator S € T' with tr(S) =1 such that

L(f)=f=*S
for any f € L>®(R?).

We now sketch how the covariant phase space observables may be identified with
the positive correspondence rules. First assume that I' is a positive correspondence
rule. One easily checks that the measure pur defined by pr(M) = I'(xa) is a
covariant phase space observable, where Y, is the characteristic function of the
Borel subset M C R??. Hence any positive correspondence rule determines a
covariant phase space observable.

On the other hand, if F' is a covariant phase space observable, then we can
construct a positive correspondence rule I' by defining integration with respect to
the POVM F. One can show that for any f e L>®(R??) there is a unique operator
Iy € B(L*(R?)) such that (I;¢,¢) = [[pea f(2)dvy for any ¢ € L*(RY), where vy,
is the probability measure defined by v, (M) = (F(M), ) |5]. I; is called the
integral of f with respect to the POVM F. If we define I' by I'(f) = I, then I is
a positive correspondence rule.

One can check that if F' is a covariant phase space observable and I' is the
positive correspondence rule obtained above, then F' = pur [47]. In particular,
any covariant phase space observable can be obtained by starting with a positive
correspondence rule. Using lemma this leads to the following result.

Lemma A.2. Let F' be a covariant phase space observable. There is a positive
operator Sp € T with tr(S) = 1 such that F is given by

PO =+ S = | / Xu(2)ax(8) ds

for any M € B(R??).

Proof. As we have discussed above, F'(M) = I'(xas) for any M € B(R?*?), where T
is some positive correspondence rule. By lemma , C(xa) = xu xS for some
fixed positive operator S € T' with tr(S) = 1. O
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A.3 Informational completeness for covariant observables

We will now investigate informational completeness for a covariant phase space
observable F. By lemma[A.2] F is given by F(M) = yx xS for a positive operator
S with tr(S) = 1. F is informationally complete if p — ) is injective for density
matrices p. By definition, p) is given by

py (M) = tr(pF (M)
= tr(pxar * )

- / / () tr(pas(S)) dz
_ / /R () 5() dz,

where we have used proposition to move the trace inside the integral.

Clearly the probability density function of ufj with respect to Lebesgue measure
is p* S. From this it follows that F' is informationally complete if and only if
the mapping p — p = S is injective. If we recall that p, S € T' we see that this
statement is covered by theorem with p = oo — the injectivity of p — p* S is
then part (4) of the theorem (with S instead of S, but as discussed before this
is not important). In other words F' given by F(M) = x * S is informationally
complete if and only if S is co-regular. Finally, by theorem this is equivalent
to the statement that the set of zeros of Fy (S) has dense complement, or by
proposition that the Arveson spectrum of S is all of R%.

B The generalized phase space representations of
Klauder and Skagerstam

The purpose of this appendix is to show that the convolutions of functions and oper-
ators have also been discovered in the physics literature by Klauder and Skagerstam,
who introduced what they called generalized phase space representations |31132].
However, they did not recognize that these representations could be phrased as
convolutions and that there is a natural corresponding Fourier transform of oper-
ators. By showing that Klauder and Skagerstam’s results may be phrased using
Werner’s convolutions, we will therefore be able to supply a conceptual framework
for the generalized phase space representations. In this appendix we will write
F for the symplectic Fourier transform, as we need to reserve the subscript o for
other purposes to agree with the notation in [31}32].

In physics, one often considers localization operators and the Berezin transform
with windows ¢; = @y = ¢, where ¢(x) = 2%/4e~™ |6,33]. In this case the Berezin
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transform B¢ S is called the Husimi representation Sg of S € T', and f € L'(R?*))
is called the Glauber-Sudarshan representation Sg_g of the operator S = A?’¢ [31].

Furthermore, the mapping f A?"b is the Berezin quantization [33).

By theorem [5.1], Werner’s convolutions provide a generalization of the Husimi
and Glauber-Sudarshan representations by replacing the operator ¢ ® ¢ with a
general trace class operator. However, rather than jumping to this conclusion, we
will follow the reasoning of |31] to show another way of arriving at the convolutions
of Werner.

B.1 Generalizing the Husimi and Glauber-Sudarshan repre-
sentations

The goal of Klauder and Skagerstam [31] was to generalize the Husimi and Glauber-
Sudarshan representations by replacing the Gaussian ¢(z) = 2%/4¢~™" with a trace
class operator o. To find a natural way to do this, they started from the relation

te(S°T) = / [ RS (6)

for S,T € T*, which follows from evaluating Fy (S*T)(z) = Fw (S*)1Fw (T)(2)
at z = 0. They then showed that this could be expressed using the Husimi and
Glauber-Sudarshan representations as

te(S°T) = / [ Fa I F ) (=) d (1)

which we will prove easily once the connection to Werner’s convolutions has been
established.

Klauder and Skagerstam then fixed o € 7' such that Fyy- (o) vanishes nowhere,
in order to generalize Si_g to a representation S_,, and Ty to a representation 7.
They required that S_, and T, should satisfy the obvious generalization of ,
and observed that this would hold if S_, and T, were introduced by the following
formal calculation based on equation @:

6e(S*T) = / /R ) [M} tx(n(2)0) Fuw (T)() d2’

tr(m(2')*o*)

- / [ FEIDFT)E) i

One may then derive explicit expressions for S_, and 7, [31]. The generalized
Husimi representation 7, is given by T,(z) = tr(Ta,(0)), which clearly equals
T % ¢ from the definition of the convolution of operators. The most relevant
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expression for the generalized Glauber-Sudarshan representation S_,, is that when
S = [[gea f(2)a.0* dz for some f € L'(R*), then f = S_,. In other words, if
S = fx0* then f = 5_,. One may easily check that T, = Ty and S_, = Sg_g
when ¢ = ¢ ® ¢, where ¢(z) = 2#/4e~™*  We summarize the results in the next
theorem.

Theorem B.1. Fiz o € T and let S € T*.
1. S, =8%*a7.
2. If S = f*0* for some f € L}(R??), then S_, = f.

Furthermore, if 0 = ¢ @ ¢ where ¢(x) = 244 for x € R?, then S, = Sy and
S_o = Sa-s.

From proposition we now get precise conditions for when the generalized
Husimi and Glauber-Sudarshan representations of an operator S belong to various
function spaces, depending on which Schatten p-class S and ¢ belong to. Also,
theorem shows that S, and S_, may be defined using Werner’s convolutions
even when Fy (o) has zeros. In fact, we can apply our generalization of Wiener’s
Tauberian theorem in theorems and |7.3| to obtain results on the representations
S, and S_, in terms of the zero set of Fy (o).

B.2 Using convolutions to reprove relations between Weyl
and Berezin quantization

Since we have related the generalized Husimi and Glauber-Sudarshan representa-
tions to Werner’s convolutions, we may now use the theory of these convolutions
to shed light on relations between the twisted Weyl symbol and the Husimi and
Glauber-Sudarshan representations. Known relations between these representations
can now be expressed neatly as the associativity of convolutions, or as the relations

Fw(f*«T)=F(f)Fw(T) and F(S*T) = Fw(S)Fw(T).

Example B.1. We have already used this approach to prove equation @, and
claimed that equation (7)) follows from theorem [B.1} By that theorem, S = S_,*o*
if S_, € L'(R*?) exists. We can use Fy (S) = Fiw(S_, x 0*) = F(S_,) Fw(c*) to
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write equation @ as

tr(S*T) = /R2d Fw (S)(2")Fw(T)(2") d’

- || FEIE R R d

- [ FEIE R D) d

- [ FEF@ e @,
where the last equality uses Fy (6)Fw(T) = F(T xd) = FT, by theorem [B.1} By
picking 0 = ¢ ® ¢ with ¢(z) = 2¥/4e~™ we recover equation (7).

Example B.2. There is also a relation between S, and S_, |31, which may be
formulated as the associativity of the convolutions. If S_, € L'(R??) exists for
o € T, theorem shows that S = S_, xo* and S, = S = &. Hence

Sy =(S_g*x0™)xd=8_s%(0"*%x5)=95_,xtr(c"a,0),

where the last equality uses the definition of ¢* * . One should also note that
the last convolution is a regular convolution of functions. Again, by picking
o=¢® ¢ for ¢p(x) = 24/4e=m% we obtain a known relation between the Husimi
and Glauber-Sudarshan representations [31].

Example B.3. Finally, Fy (f *T) = F(f)Fw (1) provides a known link between
Weyl and Berezin quantization. Assume that S € 7! may be represented as
S =S_,*0* where S_, € L*(R*) and ¢ € T*. By proposition [6.2 F(S) is the
twisted Weyl symbol of S, and by proposition [6.4]

Fw(5) = F(5-¢)Fw (o).

If 0 = ¢ ® ¢ with ¢(z) = 2¥/%e~™ % one may calculate that Fyy (0*) = > ez (%),
In this case S_, = Sg_g, and we obtain the relation

]:(SG—S) = fW<S)€—27ri:v~w€_g(z.z)7

which relates the symbol of S in Weyl quantization, Fy (S), to the symbol of S in
Berezin quantization, Sg_g. Similar formulae for the Husimi representation are
obtained in the same way.
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B.3 Berezin-Lieb inequalities

In [32], Klauder and Skagerstam proved and applied a Berezin-Lieb type inequality
for the extended Husimi and Glauber-Sudarshan representations S_, and S,. Let
0,0’ € T' be positive operators with tr(c) = tr(¢’) = 1. For an operator T' € T*
and § € R, Klauder and Skagerstam proved that

// e P12 dz < tr(e™PT) < // e PT=o2) (. (8)
R2d R2d

By theorem [B.1] one might expect that this result can be formulated using Werner’s
convolutions. In fact, Werner proved this result already in [46] in a more general
form. Werner’s proof uses the following three properties of the convolutions.

Lemma B.2. Let S be a positive trace class operator with tr(S) = 1, and consider
f € L>®R*) and T € B(L*(R?)) with f >0 and T > 0. Then

1. f*xS>0andT xS >0.
2. tr(f % S) = [[poa [(2) dz and [[0u T % S(2) dz = tx(T).

3. If 1 denotes the function 1(z) =1 on R?*? and T is the identity operator on
L2(RY), then 1% S =7 and T+ S = 1.

Proof. 1. This was proved in lemma [4.7]

2. Consider first tr(f *S). When f € L*(R??), we can use that Fyy (f * S)(2) =
F(f)(z)Fw(S)(z). Applying this at z = 0 gives the result. To prove the
result when fRZd f(z) dz = oo, one can approximate f from below by functions
in L'(R2).

The second part is lemma when 7' € T, and when tr(T) = 0o one can
approximate T by trace class operators to prove the result.

3. The convolution of f € LOO(]R%d) with S € T is defined by duality, using the
condition (f*S,T) = (f,T*S*) for any T' € T*. One easily checks using the
definitions and lemma {.2[ that (1,7 % S*) = [[ _postr(Ta.S*) dz = tr(T) =
(Z,T), hence 1 xS =7Z. That Z S =1 is proved similarly.

]

In words, convolution with S fixed preserves trace/integral, positivity and
identity. This is the key to Werner’s proof of the Berezin-Lieb inequality, which
now follows in an elaborated version.
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Proposition B.3. Fiz a positive trace class operator S with tr(S) = 1, and let
T =T* € B(L3(R%) and f = f* € L*(R*?). If ® is a positive, convexr and
continuous function on a domain containing the spectrums of T and S x T, then

//R B o (S+T)(2) dz < tr(®(T)). 9)

Similarly, if ® is a positive, convex and continuous function on a domain containing
the spectrums of f and f xS, then

Fx8) < //Rmcp o f(z) dz. (10)

Proof. First we will explain how the proof may be reduced to the case ®(t) = t,,
i.e. the function that returns the positive part of t. The reader may confirm that
the set of functions ® where equations @ and hold is a convex cone and
closed under taking the supremum. It is also closed under reflection ® +— ® and
translations ® — T,® for x € R — these facts follow from the spectral calculus
and that convolutions with S preserve identity. Since ® is assumed to be positive,
convex and continuous on a compact set, it can be approximated uniformly by
positive piecewise linear convex functions [37, p. 35]. As is shown in [37, Thm.
1.5.7], any positive piecewise linear convex function can be written as a linear
combination with positive coefficients of translates and reflections of the function

— hence ® can be approximated by such functions. It is therefore enough to
prove the result for ..

We will restrict the rest of the proof to inequality @, inequality follows
from a similar argument. Observe that by the spectral calculus,

tr(7,) = inf{tr(A) tA>0,A>T},

since 0 < T < A implies tr(7T) . Now consider the following calculation:

inf{tr(4): A>0,A > T} =inf // AxS(z2) dz: A>0A>T}
R2d

t
>1nf{// AxS(z) dz: A*S>0A*S>T*S}
R2d
>1nf{// ) dz: g>Og>T>|<S}
R2d
:// (T%S)y dz
R2d

The first equality is simply part (2) of lemma . The two inequalities follow since
we take the infinum of larger sets: in the first case this is true by part (1) of lemma
[B.2] and in the second case it is trivially true. The final equality follows by simple
integration theory. O
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To obtain Klauber and Skagerstam’s result in equation (), let ®(t) = e~ 7"
Then let S =6 in (9), and let S = 0" and f =T, in (10).

Remark. Equation (8) has an interesting interpretation in physics. If H € B(L*(R%))
is the Hamiltonian of a quantum mechanical system and g = kBLT, where kg is
Boltzmann’s constant and 7' is the temperature, then tr(e ") is the so-called
partition function of the system. In classical mechanics, on the other hand, the
partition function of an observable f € L>(R*?) is given by [[5..e™#/*) dz. Hence
equation (8)) bounds the quantum mechanical partition function of H by the classical
partition functions of H,, and H_,. If the aim is to determine tr(e %), one can
try to optimize the bounds by choosing o and o’ cleverly. A detailed discussion
of the physical consequences of equation is far beyond the scope of this thesis,

but the interested reader may consult |32,44].
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