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Abstract. For quantum observables 𝐻 truncated on the range of orthogonal projections
Π𝑁 of rank 𝑁 , we study the corresponding Weyl symbol in the phase space in the semiclas-
sical limit of vanishing Planck constant ℏ → 0 and large quantum number 𝑁 → ∞, with
ℏ𝑁 fixed. Under certain assumptions, we prove the 𝐿2- convergence of the Weyl symbols
to a symbol truncated (hence, in general discontinuous) on the classically permitted region
in phase space. As an illustration of the general theorems we analyse truncated observables
for the harmonic oscillator and for a free particle in a one-dimensional box. In the latter
case, we also compute the microscopic pointwise limit of the symbols near the boundary
of the classically permitted region.

1. Introduction

Let 𝐻 be a self-adjoint operator on 𝐿2 (R), and (Π𝑁 )𝑁≥1 a monotone family of orthog-
onal projections, RanΠ1 ⊂ RanΠ2 ⊂ RanΠ3 ⊂ · · · , with rankΠ𝑁 = 𝑁 for all 𝑁 ≥ 1. If
RanΠ𝑁 ⊂ 𝐷 (𝐻), it makes sense to consider the truncated quantum observables

𝐻𝑁 := Π𝑁𝐻Π𝑁 ,

and, under some integrability conditions, the associated Weyl symbols 𝜎ℏ
𝐻𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝), where
ℏ > 0. The question addressed in this paper is the semiclassical limit of 𝜎ℏ

𝐻𝑁
, as ℏ → 0.

Truncated linear operators emerge in a variety of mathematical settings, and the study of
their semiclassical limit is an interesting area in it own right, fueled mainly by applications
in quantum theory. In fact, our main motivation for this study comes from the semiclassical
limit of Zeno Hamiltonians and Zeno dynamics [14–17,27,28]. In the particular case𝐻 = 𝐼

(the identity operator), the semiclassical limit of the Weyl symbol is closely related to the
scaling limits of determinantal point processes [3,23] often applied to active research topics
that include eigenvalues of large random matrices, and number statistics of non-interacting
fermions [1, 2, 5, 6, 8–13, 24, 29, 34].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In the next section we recall some some preliminary
background material. In Section 3 we present a general discussion and the main results on
the semiclassical limit of symbols of truncated observables in 𝐿2 (R) (Theorems 3.1-3.2).
All Theorems in Section 3 can be extend to higher dimensions for truncated observables
in 𝐿2 (R𝑑), 𝑑 ≥ 1. Here we keep discussing the case 𝑑 = 1 for sake of simplicity. In
Section 3.1 we illustrate the main theorems for the spectral projections of the harmonic
oscillator introduced in [7] and discuss the semiclassical limit of a large class of truncated
observables. In Section 4 we consider the spectral projections of a free particle in a one-
dimensional box. The model is exactly solvable and provides a rich playground to prove
the semiclassical limit of truncated observables by manipulation of explicit formulae. In
addition to 𝐿2-convergence we prove in this case the pointwise convergence of the symbols
at microscopic scales.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section we introduce some notation and recall definitions and basic results about
Fourier transform, linear operators, Weyl symbols and Moyal product, see [19–21].
Fourier transform. In this paper, F and F −1 denote the Fourier transform and its inverse,

(2.1) (F 𝜑) (𝑥) :=
∫
R𝑝

𝜑(𝑝)𝑒−𝑖 𝑝𝑥𝑑𝑝,
(
F −1𝜓

)
(𝑝) := 1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑦

𝜓(𝑥)𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑥𝑑𝑥.

Plancherel’s theorem reads

(2.2)
∫
R𝑝

𝜓(𝑝)𝜑(𝑝)𝑑𝑝 =
1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑦

F𝜓(𝑦)F 𝜑(𝑦)𝑑𝑦.

For functions of several variables, F𝑗 is the partial Fourier transform in the 𝑗-th variable,
and F −1

𝑗
is its inverse.

Linear operators and kernels. For a linear operator 𝑇 on 𝐿2 (R) we denote, if it exists,
by 𝐾𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑦) its integral kernel, 𝑇𝑢(𝑥) =

∫
R𝑦
𝐾𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑦)𝑢(𝑦)𝑑𝑦. The conjugate kernel 𝐾𝑇 :=

F𝐾𝑇F −1 is

(2.3) 𝐾𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞) = 1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑥×R𝑦

𝐾𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑦)𝑒−𝑖 (𝑝𝑥−𝑞𝑦)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦.

We have the identity

(2.4) 𝐾𝑇

(
1

ℏ
𝑝 − 𝑞

2
,
1

ℏ
𝑝 + 𝑞

2

)
=

1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑥×R𝑦

ℏ𝐾𝑇

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑒𝑖 (𝑞𝑥+𝑝𝑦)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦.

Moreover, if 𝐾𝑇 ∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑦) then 𝑇 is an Hilbert-Schmidt operator and

∥𝑇 ∥2𝐻𝑆 = Tr(𝑇∗𝑇) = ∥𝐾𝑇 ∥2𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑦 ) .

Weyl symbol and Weyl quantisation. Given ℏ > 0, the Weyl symbol of an operator 𝑇 is
defined as

(2.5) 𝜎ℏ
𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑝) :=

∫
R𝑦

ℏ𝐾𝑇

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑦𝑑𝑦.

If 𝑇 is self-adjoint, then 𝐾𝑇 is an Hermitian kernel, i.e. 𝐾𝑇 (𝑦, 𝑥) = 𝐾𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑦), and the
symbol 𝜎ℏ

𝑇
is real-valued.

In terms of Fourier transform, the Weyl symbol 𝜎ℏ
𝑇

is

(2.6)
(
F2𝜎

ℏ
𝑇

)
(𝑥, 𝑦) = (2𝜋ℏ) 𝐾𝑇

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
.

The relation with the conjugate kernel 𝐾𝑇 is

(2.7) 𝜎ℏ
𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑝) =

1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑞

𝐾𝑇

(
1

ℏ
𝑝 − 𝑞

2
,
1

ℏ
𝑝 + 𝑞

2

)
𝑒𝑖𝑞𝑥𝑑𝑞,

or equivalently

(2.8)
(
F −1
1 𝜎ℏ

𝑇

)
(𝑞, 𝑝) = 𝐾𝑇

(
1

ℏ
𝑝 − 𝑞

2
,
1

ℏ
𝑝 + 𝑞

2

)
.

From Plancherel’s theorem, if 𝑇 is Hilbert-Schmidt, then

(2.9) ∥𝜎ℏ
𝑇 ∥2𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾𝑇 ∥2𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑦 ) = 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾𝑇 ∥2𝐿2 (R𝑞×R𝑝 ) .
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If 𝑓 = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) is a real-valued function, its Weyl quantisation Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) is an operator acting
(on a suitable subspace of 𝐿2 (R)) as

(2.10) Opℏ ( 𝑓 )𝜓(𝑥) =
∫
R𝑦×R𝑝

𝑓

( 𝑥 + 𝑦
2

, 𝑝

)
𝑒𝑖

𝑝

ℏ
(𝑥−𝑦)𝜓(𝑦) 𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑝

2𝜋ℏ
.

Moyal product. Given two linear operators𝑇1 and𝑇2 on 𝐿2 (R) such thatRan(𝑇2) ⊂ 𝐷 (𝑇1),
with Weyl symbols 𝜎ℏ

𝑇1
and 𝜎ℏ

𝑇2
respectively, the Moyal product of 𝜎ℏ

𝑇1
and 𝜎ℏ

𝑇2
, denoted

𝜎ℏ
𝑇1
♯ 𝜎ℏ

𝑇2
is the function defined by the equation

(2.11) 𝜎ℏ
𝑇1
♯ 𝜎ℏ

𝑇2
(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜎ℏ

𝑇1𝑇2
(𝑥, 𝑝).

Explicit formulae are:

𝜎ℏ
𝑇1
♯ 𝜎ℏ

𝑇2
(𝑥, 𝑝) =

∫
R4
𝑒

2𝑖
ℏ
[ (𝑥−𝑥1 ) (𝑝−𝑝2 )−(𝑥−𝑥2 ) (𝑝−𝑝1 ) ]

∏
𝑖=1,2

𝜎ℏ
𝑇𝑖
(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑝𝑖)

𝑑𝑥𝑖𝑑𝑝𝑖

𝜋ℏ
(2.12)

=

∫
R4
𝑒−𝑖 (𝑘1𝑥2−𝑘2𝑥1 )

∏
𝑖=1,2

𝜎ℏ
𝑇𝑖

(
𝑥 − 𝑥𝑖 , 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘𝑖

2

)
𝑑𝑥𝑖𝑑𝑘𝑖

2𝜋
(2.13)

=

∫
R4
𝑒−𝑖 (𝑝1𝑦2−𝑝2𝑦1 )

∏
𝑖=1,2

𝜎ℏ
𝑇𝑖

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦𝑖

2
, 𝑝 − 𝑝𝑖

)
𝑑𝑦𝑖𝑑𝑝𝑖

2𝜋
.(2.14)

Dirichlet and sine kernels. The Dirichlet kernel is defined as

(2.15) 𝐷𝑁 (𝑥) :=
∑︁

|𝑘 | ≤𝑁

𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑥 =

(
1 + 2

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

cos(𝑘𝑥)
)
=


sin

(
(2𝑁 + 1) 𝑥2

)
sin

(
𝑥
2

) if 𝑥 ≠ 0

2𝑁 + 1 if 𝑥 = 0

.

for all nonnegative integers 𝑁 . The sine kernel is defined as

(2.16) 𝑆(𝑥) :=
∫ 1

2

− 1
2

𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑥𝑑𝑘 =
sin 𝑥

2
𝑥
2

.

(It is the Fourier transform of the indicator function 𝜒[− 1
2
, 1
2 ] .)

3. General discussion and main results

To get an idea of what one can expect as a limit for 𝜎ℏ
𝐻𝑁

, we consider the simplest setting
where 𝐻 = 𝐼 is the identity operator, and so 𝐻𝑁 = Π𝑁 . The orthogonal projections Π𝑁

can be represented as

(3.1) Π𝑁 =

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

|𝑢𝑘⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 |,

for some orthonormal basis (𝑢𝑘)𝑘≥1 of an infinite dimensional subspace of 𝐿2 (R) (hereafter
we use the Dirac notation |𝑢𝑘⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 | to denote the projection onto span{𝑢𝑘}). A first remark
should be made about the symbol of Π𝑁 :

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜎ℏ
|𝑢𝑘 ⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 | (𝑥, 𝑝) = ℏ

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

∫
R𝑦

𝑢𝑘

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑢𝑘

(
𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑒−𝑖 𝑝𝑦 𝑑𝑦,
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hence 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 ×R𝑝) ∩𝐶0 (R𝑥 ×R𝑝), and ∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) =
√
2𝜋ℏ𝑁 . Then, for all

𝜑 ∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝), using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have the basic estimate�����∫R𝑥×R𝑝

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑝)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝
����� ≤ √

2𝜋ℏ𝑁 ∥𝜑∥𝐿2 .(3.2)

Therefore, 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

has a trivial weak limit, as ℏ → 0. In fact, the basic estimate (3.2) suggests
that something interesting can emerge in the simultaneous limit ℏ → 0, 𝑁 → ∞ with the
product ℏ𝑁 = 𝜇 > 0 fixed.

Indeed, when ℏ𝑁 = 𝜇, the family (𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

)𝑁≥1 is bounded in 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝) and therefore
has a limit 𝜎 ∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 ×R𝑝), upon extraction of a subsequence. If the symbols (𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
)𝑁≥1

were regular, say 𝐶1 (R𝑥 × R𝑝), then

(3.3) 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

= 𝜎ℏ

Π2
𝑁

= 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

♯ 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

=

(
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

)2
+𝑂 (ℏ)

as ℏ → 0, see [19]. Hence, the limit must satisfy 𝜎 = 𝜎2: the limit symbol can only
take value 0 or 1, excluding Lebesgue negligible sets. We conclude that if the limit is not
zero, then it must be the characteristic function 𝜎 = 𝜒Ω of a bounded region Ω ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝

in the phase space. This informal discussion can be made precise when the Π𝑁 ’s are the
spectral projections of Schrödinger operators: in that case we expect the symbols 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
to

concentrate on the corresponding classically allowed region Ω.
Consider the Schrödinger operator 𝐴 = 1

2 𝑝
2 + 𝑉 (𝑥), where 𝑝 = ℏ

𝑖
𝑑
𝑑𝑥

and 𝑉 (𝑥) the
multiplication operator by 𝑉 (𝑥). We work in the convenient setting where 𝑉 : R → R is
𝐶∞ (R), bounded from below, and confining, |𝑉 (𝑥) | → +∞, if |𝑥 | → +∞. Then, 𝐴 is
essentially self-adjoint on 𝐷 (𝐴) = 𝐻2 (R) ∩ {𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2 (R) : 𝑉𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2 (R)} and has compact
resolvent: it admits a non-decreasing sequence (𝐸𝑘)𝑘≥1 of eigenvalues tending to +∞, and
the associated eigenvectors (𝑢𝑘)𝑘≥1 form a basis in 𝐿2 (R). Note that the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of 𝐴 depend on ℏ, in general. By an appropriate shift of the potential 𝑉 (𝑥)
we can assume without loss of generality that 𝐴 is positive.

The Schrödinger operator 𝐴 is the Weyl quantisation 𝐴 = Opℏ (𝑎) of the classical
Hamiltonian function

(3.4) 𝑎(𝑥, 𝑝) = 1

2
𝑝2 +𝑉 (𝑥),

see (2.10). Let Π𝑁 = 𝜒(−∞,𝐸𝑁 ] (𝐴) be spectral projections of 𝐴. By the integrated Weyl
law (see for instance [35, Thm. 6.8]),

(3.5) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

𝐸𝑁 = 𝐸

with 𝐸 = 𝐸 (𝜇) being given by the solution of

(3.6) 𝜇 =
1

𝜋

∫
Ω

𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝 =
1

𝜋

∫
R

√︁
2 (𝐸 −𝑉 (𝑥))+𝑑𝑥,

where

(3.7) Ω = {(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : 𝑎(𝑥, 𝑝) ≤ 𝐸}
is the classically allowed region (we omit the dependence of Ω on 𝐸 or 𝜇). Then, in the
simultaneous limit of small Planck’s constant ℏ and large quantum number 𝑁 , one expects
that 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
converges to 𝜒Ω. Here is a precise statement.
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Theorem 3.1. Set 𝜇 > 0. Then, under the above hypotheses on 𝑉 (𝑥),

lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜒Ω∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0.(3.8)

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is postponed to Section 3.2.

Remark 1. The limit in Theorem 3.1 does not hold pointwise, in general. Suppose for
instance that 𝑉 (𝑥) is even. Then, the eigenfunctions of 𝐴 have defined parity 𝑢𝑘 (−𝑥) =

(−1)𝑘−1𝑢𝑘 (𝑥), 𝑘 ≥ 1. It is then easy to verify that 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(0, 0) = 1 + (−1)𝑁+1. The strong
𝐿2 convergence only implies the existence of a subsequence 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁𝑘

that converges almost
everywhere to 𝜒Ω.

Remark 2. The fact that the ‘macroscopic’ limit of the symbols is a characteristic function
is a universality result. It is the translation (in the phase space) of the universality of the sine
kernel for the integral kernel of spectral projections [12]. The universality of the sine kernel
is well-known for the Christoffel-Darboux kernels of families of orthogonal polynomial on
the real line [33]. Theorem 3.1 can be extend to dimension 𝑑 ≥ 1 (with the sine kernel
replaced by more general Bessel type kernels).

Remark 3. Note that the limit symbol 𝜒Ω is a discontinuous function in R𝑥 ×R𝑝 . A natural
question is what happens at the boundary 𝜕Ω in a ‘microscopic limit’, i.e. if we consider
the limit of the symbols 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
(𝑥ℏ, 𝑦ℏ) with sequences (𝑥ℏ, 𝑦ℏ) converging to the boundary

𝜕Ω as ℏ → 0. An analogue of Theorem 3.1 can be stated in terms of rescaled Fourier
transforms of the symbols. Suppose that 𝑥0 is a point of inversion for the classical motion,
i.e. 𝑉 (𝑥0) = 𝐸 . If𝑉 ′ (𝑥0) ≠ 0, then for all compact sets𝑊 ⋐ R, there exist constants ℏ0 > 0
and 𝐶 > 0 such that

sup
𝑦∈𝑊

���ℏ− 1
3 F2𝜎

ℏ
Π𝑁

(
𝑥0, ℏ

− 1
3 𝑦

)
− F2𝜒

(𝑁 )
Ω

(𝑦)
��� ≤ 𝐶ℏ 1

3(3.9)

for all 0 < ℏ < ℏ0, where F2𝜒
(𝑁 )
Ω

is the integrated Airy function, see [7]. This univer-
sal result (adapted from [12]) should be compared to the key estimate (3.29) underlying
Theorem 3.1. We stress that the microscopic limit of the symbol of the projections at the
boundary of the classically allowed region depends on the behaviour of the potential 𝑉 (𝑥)
at the points 𝑥0 of inversion of classical motion. When𝑉 is regular with non-zero derivative
at 𝑥0, it is natural to expect the Airy scaling and asymptotic symbols expressed in terms
of Airy functions. Different behaviours of the potential 𝑉 (𝑥) give rise to different scaling
limits. See Theorem 4.5 in Section 4.2 for an explicit calculation of the microscopic limit
of the symbols for a free particle confined in a box (𝑉 (𝑥) is formally infinite outside an
interval). These models with ‘hard wall potentials’ were studied in detail in [10].

If we now consider the truncated operators 𝐻𝑁 = Π𝑁𝐻Π𝑁 , one expects the symbol
𝜎ℏ
𝐻𝑁

to converge to the restriction of the principal symbol of 𝐻 to the classically allowed
region, namely 𝜎𝐻 𝜒Ω, where, rather informally, 𝜎𝐻 = limℏ→0 𝜎

ℏ
𝐻

. Let us consider
𝐻 = Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) the Weyl quantisation of a real-valued function 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) on the phase space,
with Ran(Π𝑁 ) ⊂ 𝐷 (𝐻). This choice simplifies the problem since the symbol of Opℏ ( 𝑓 )
is just

(3.10) 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) (𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝),
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and thus coincides with its principal symbol (independent of ℏ). As special cases the
reader can think of 𝐻 = 𝑓 (𝑥) being the multiplication of operator by 𝑓 (𝑥) in the posi-
tion representation or 𝐻 = 𝑓 (𝑝) the multiplication operator by 𝑓 (𝑝) in the momentum
representation.

Note that in general Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) and Π𝑁 do not commute, and therefore

𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
≠ 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁
.

Nevertheless for ℏ → 0 one expects the algebra of operators to reduce to a commutative
algebra, so that

𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) + 𝜎ℏ

[Π𝑁 ,Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) ]Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝)

∼ 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝)

= 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) ♯ 𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝)

= 𝑓 ♯ 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝)
∼ 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝).

The first approximation symbol ‘∼’ amounts to say that Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) and Π𝑁 asymptotically
commute on the range of Π𝑁 . The second ‘∼’ says that in the semiclassical limit, the
noncommutative Moyal product of 𝑓 and the symbols of 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
reduces to the commutative

pointwise product.
The next Theorems provide sufficient conditions for those two ‘approximations’ to hold

(recall that here ℏ → 0 and 𝑁 → ∞ simultaneously) thus implying that, if the symbols of
Π𝑁 have a weak limit, then do so the symbols of the truncated observables Π

𝑁
Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁 .

In the following, (Π𝑁 )𝑁≥1 is a monotone family of orthogonal projections RanΠ1 ⊂
RanΠ2 ⊂ RanΠ3 ⊂ · · · , with rankΠ𝑁 = 𝑁 for all 𝑁 ≥ 1. Denote by Π⊥

𝑁
:= 1 − Π𝑁

the orthogonal projection onto Ran(Π𝑁 )⊥. We assume that 𝐻 is a (densely defined)
self-adjoint operator on 𝐿2 (R) with Ran(Π𝑁 ) ⊂ 𝐷 (𝐻), for all 𝑁 ≥ 1.

Definition 1. Let 𝜇 > 0, and set ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁 . Define the following Conditions on (Π𝑁 )𝑁≥1
and 𝐻:

(C0) The sequence
(
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

)
𝑁≥1

weakly converges to 𝜎 ∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 ×R𝑝), as 𝑁 → ∞, with
ℏ𝑁 = 𝜇;

(C1) The sequence
(
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁𝐻Π𝑁

)
𝑁≥1

is bounded in 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝);
(C2) lim

𝑁→∞,ℏ→0
ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π⊥

𝑁
𝐻Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0.

Theorem 3.1 provides a large class of orthogonal projections satisfying Condition (C0).
Clearly, all bounded operators 𝐻 satisfy (C1), and Condition (C2) is trivially met if 𝐻
and Π𝑁 commute. However the class of operators obeying Conditions (C1)-(C2) is much
larger. See, e.g., the guiding example in Section 3.1. Typically, condition (C2) is the harder
to check.

Theorem 3.2. Let 𝜇 > 0, and set ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁 . Let 𝑓1 and 𝑓2 be continuous real-valued
function, and let

𝐻 = Opℏ ( 𝑓 ), 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝑓1 (𝑥) + 𝑓2 (𝑝)
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be defined by

(3.11) 𝐻𝜓(𝑥) = 𝑓1 (𝑥)𝜓(𝑥) +
∫
R𝑝

(∫
R𝑦

𝑓2 (𝑝)𝑒𝑖
𝑝

ℏ
(𝑥−𝑦)𝜓(𝑦)𝑑𝑦

)
𝑑𝑝

2𝜋ℏ
.

If Conditions (C0)-(C1)-(C2) hold, then 𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

weakly converges to 𝑓 𝜎 ∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 ×
R𝑝):

(3.12) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

⟨𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜎, 𝜑⟩𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0, for all 𝜑 ∈ 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝).

If one replaces (C1) by

(C1’) ∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 → ∥ 𝑓 𝜎∥𝐿2 ,

then, 𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

strongly converges to 𝑓 𝜎 in 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝):

(3.13) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜎∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0.

We can extend the theorem to a class of operators 𝐻 = Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) that ‘mix’ 𝑥 and 𝑝,
under some regularity assumptions.

Theorem 3.3. Let 𝜇 > 0 and set ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁 . Let 𝑓 ∈ 𝐶∞ (R𝑥 × R𝑝) be a real-valued
polynomial in 𝑝 with polynomially bounded coefficients in 𝑥. Consider

𝐻 = Opℏ ( 𝑓 )
the Weyl quantisation of 𝑓 defined by (2.10) on its maximal domain 𝐷 (𝐻). (Namely, 𝐻 is
a differential operator with polynomially bounded coefficients.)

If Conditions (C0)-(C1)-(C2) hold, then 𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

weakly converges to 𝑓 𝜎 ∈
𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝).

If one replaces (C1) by

(C1’) ∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥×R𝑝 ) → ∥ 𝑓 𝜎∥𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥×R𝑝 ) ,

then, 𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

strongly converges to 𝑓 𝜎 in 𝐿2 (R𝑥 × R𝑝).

The same conclusions hold if 𝑓 = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) is a real-valued polynomial in 𝑥 with poly-
nomially bounded coefficients in 𝑝 and, in particular, if 𝑓 = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) is a real-valued
polynomial in both 𝑥 and 𝑝.

The proofs of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 are postponed to Section 3.2.

3.1. Guiding example: the quantum harmonic oscillator. We apply here the main
theorems to a specific model that can be thought of as a guiding example. The model fits in
the hypotheses of Theorems 3.1- 3.2, and was studied in [7] motivated by an experimental
proposal of a quantum Zeno dynamics in QED cavity by Raimond et al. [30, 31].

Let (𝑢𝑘)𝑘≥1 be the Hermite wavefunctions defined as the normalised eigenfunctions of
the quantum harmonic oscillator 𝐴 = 1

2

(
𝑝2 + 𝑥2

)
:

𝑢𝑘 (𝑥) =
1√︁

2𝑘−1 (𝑘 − 1)!

(
1

𝜋ℏ

)1/4
𝑒−

𝑥2

2ℏ 𝐻𝑘−1

(
𝑥
√
ℏ

)
, 𝑘 ≥ 1,
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where (𝐻 𝑗 ) 𝑗∈N are the Hermite polynomials

𝐻 𝑗 (𝑦) = (−1) 𝑗𝑒𝑦2 𝑑
𝑗

𝑑𝑦 𝑗
(𝑒−𝑦2 ), 𝑗 ∈ N,

and the corresponding eigenvalues are 𝐸𝑘 = ℏ(𝑘 − 1/2), 𝑘 ≥ 1. The classical hamiltonian
of the harmonic oscillator is 𝑎(𝑥, 𝑝) = 1

2

(
𝑝2 + 𝑥2

)
. Throughout this section we consider

the nested sequence of orthogonal projections

(3.14) Π𝑁 := 𝜒(−∞,𝐸𝑁 ] (𝐴) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

|𝑢𝑘⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 |, 𝑁 ≥ 1.

If 𝜇 > 0, then in the limit ℏ → 0, 𝑁 → ∞, with ℏ𝑁 = 𝜇, we have 𝐸𝑁 → 𝜇, therefore,
the classically allowed region Ω = 𝐷 is the disk of radius

√
2𝜇,

(3.15) 𝐷 =
{
(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : 𝑎(𝑥, 𝑝) ≤ 𝜇

}
=

{
(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : 𝑥

2 + 𝑝2 ≤ 2𝜇
}
.

As an example of truncated observables let us consider the truncation of 𝐻 = Opℏ ( 𝑓 ),
with 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) = (𝑎𝑥 + 𝑏𝑝)𝑛, with 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ R and 𝑛 nonnegative integer, on the range of Π𝑁 .

Proposition 3.4. Set 𝜇 > 0. Then,

lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜒𝐷 ∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0,(3.16)

where 𝜒𝐷 is the characteristic function of the disk 𝐷 in (3.15).

Proof. Since 𝑓 is a polynomial in 𝑥 and 𝑝, to prove the limit (3.16) it is enough to check
the conditions of Theorem 3.3. For the harmonic oscillator the confining potential is
𝑉 (𝑥) = 𝑥2/2; hence from Theorem 3.1 we have that the symbol 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
strongly converges in

𝐿2 to the characteristic function 𝜒𝐷 ,

(3.17) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜒𝐷 ∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0.

A standard calculation from (2.10) shows that the Weyl quantisation of 𝑓 is

Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) = (𝑎𝑥 + 𝑏𝑝)𝑛.
Using

(3.18)
𝑥𝑢𝑘 =

√︂
ℏ

2

[√
𝑘 + 1𝑢𝑘+1 +

√
𝑘𝑢𝑘−1

]
,

𝑝𝑢𝑘 = 𝑖

√︂
ℏ

2

[√
𝑘 + 1𝑢𝑘+1 −

√
𝑘𝑢𝑘−1

]
,

we can give a combinatorial formula for the matrix elements ofOpℏ ( 𝑓 ) in the basis (𝑢𝑘)𝑘≥1.
Let 𝑘, 𝑙 be two nonnegative integers. A 𝑛-steps path from 𝑘 to 𝑙 is a 𝑛-tuple

𝛾 = (( 𝑗0, 𝑗1), ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2), . . . , ( 𝑗𝑛−1, 𝑗𝑛)) ∈ N2 × · · · × N2︸           ︷︷           ︸
𝑛 times

,

such that 𝑗0 = 𝑘 , 𝑗𝑛 = 𝑙, and | 𝑗𝑚 − 𝑗𝑚+1 | = 1 for all 𝑚 = 0, . . . , 𝑛 − 1. To a 𝑛-steps path 𝛾
we assign the weight

𝑤(𝛾) :=
𝑛−1∏
𝑚=0

(𝑎 + ( 𝑗𝑚+1 − 𝑗𝑚)𝑖𝑏)
√︁
max( 𝑗𝑚+1, 𝑗𝑚).
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Let Γ𝑛 (𝑘, ℓ) be the set of 𝑛-steps paths from 𝑘 to ℓ. Note that Γ𝑛 (𝑘, ℓ) = ∅ whenever
|𝑘 − ℓ | > 𝑛. Then, from (3.18) we can write

(3.19) ⟨𝑢ℓ ,Opℏ ( 𝑓 )𝑢𝑘⟩𝐿2 (R) =


(
ℏ

2

) 𝑛
2 ∑︁
𝛾∈Γ𝑛 (𝑘,ℓ )

𝑤(𝛾) if |𝑘 − ℓ | ≤ 𝑛

0 if |𝑘 − ℓ | > 𝑛

We have that for 𝑘 ≤ ℓ, with ℓ − 𝑘 ≤ 𝑛,

(3.20)
∑︁

𝛾∈Γ𝑛 (𝑘,ℓ )
𝑤(𝛾) = (𝑎 + 𝑖𝑏)ℓ−𝑘 (𝑎 − 𝑖𝑏)𝑛−(ℓ−𝑘 )#Γ𝑛 (𝑘, ℓ)𝑘

𝑛
2 [1 + 𝑜(1)] ,

as 𝑘 → ∞, where the total number of 𝑛-steps paths from 𝑘 to ℓ is

(3.21) #Γ𝑛 (𝑘, ℓ) =
(
𝑛

ℓ − 𝑘

)
Hence, from (3.19) we see that Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) is a finite-band operator in the basis (𝑢𝑘)𝑘≥1 of the
eigenfunctions of 𝐴. This implies that Π⊥

𝑁
Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁 has rank 𝑛 and

(3.22)
∥𝜎ℏ

Π⊥
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 2𝜋ℏ

(
ℏ

2

)𝑛 ∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁

𝑁+𝑘∑︁
ℓ=𝑁+1

������ ∑︁
𝛾∈Γ𝑛 (𝑘,ℓ )

𝑤(𝛾)

������
2

≤ 𝑐(𝑎2 + 𝑏2)𝑛ℏ𝑛+1𝑁𝑛,

where 𝑐 is a constant dependent on 𝑛 but not on 𝑁 . Hence Condition (C2) holds true. We
now show that Condition (C1’) is also met. We have

∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 2𝜋

ℏ𝑛+1

2𝑛

∑︁
𝑘,ℓ≤𝑁

������ ∑︁
𝛾∈Γ𝑛 (𝑘,ℓ )

𝑤(𝛾)

������
2

= 2𝜋
ℏ𝑛+1

2𝑛
(𝑎2 + 𝑏2)𝑛

∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁

𝑘𝑛
𝑛∑︁
𝑗=0

(
𝑛

𝑗

)2
[1 + 𝑜(1)], as 𝑁 → ∞.

We have ∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁

𝑘𝑛 =
𝑁𝑛+1

𝑛 + 1
[1 + 𝑜(1)], as 𝑁 → ∞,

and
𝑛∑︁
𝑗=0

(
𝑛

𝑗

)2
=

(
2𝑛

𝑛

)
,

by Vandermonde’s identity. Therefore,

(3.23) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 2𝜋𝜇𝑛+1

(
𝑎2 + 𝑏2

2

)𝑛
𝐶𝑛,

where 𝐶𝑛 = 1
𝑛+1

(2𝑛
𝑛

)
is the 𝑛-th Catalan number. The limit is indeed equal to

∥ 𝑓 𝜎𝐷 ∥2
𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) =

∫
𝐷

(𝑎𝑥 + 𝑏𝑝)2𝑛𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝 =

∫ √
2𝜇

0

𝑟2𝑛+1𝑑𝑟

∫ 2𝜋

0

(𝑎 cos 𝜃 + 𝑏 sin 𝜃)2𝑛𝑑𝜃,

see the Lemma below. □
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Lemma 3.5.

(3.24) 𝐼 =

∫ 2𝜋

0

(𝑎 cos 𝜃 + 𝑏 sin 𝜃)2𝑛𝑑𝜃 = 2𝜋

(
𝑎2 + 𝑏2

)𝑛
22𝑛

(
2𝑛

𝑛

)
.

Proof. Setting 𝑧 = 𝑒𝑖 𝜃 we get

𝐼 =

∮
|𝑧 |=1

(
𝑎

2

(
𝑧 + 𝑧−1

)
+ 𝑏

2𝑖

(
𝑧 − 𝑧−1

) )2𝑛 𝑑𝑧
𝑖𝑧

=
1

22𝑛𝑖

∮
|𝑧 |=1

[
(𝑎 − 𝑖𝑏)𝑧2 + (𝑎 + 𝑖𝑏)

]2𝑛
𝑧2𝑛+1

𝑑𝑧

= 2𝜋
1

22𝑛

(
2𝑛

𝑛

)
(𝑎 − 𝑖𝑏)𝑛 (𝑎 + 𝑖𝑏)𝑛,

using Cauchy’s integral formula. □

Remark 4. The observable 𝐻 = Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) with 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) = (𝑎𝑥 + 𝑏𝑝)𝑛, when 𝑛 = 1 and
𝑎 = 0 corresponds to 𝐻 = 𝑝, and 𝐻𝑁 = Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁 is the truncated momentum operator
on the subspace of the first 𝑁 eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator. This truncated
observable corresponds to the Zeno Hamiltonian constructed in [30,31], and studied in [7].
The convergence of the symbols𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
and𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁
was proved in [7] in a different topology.

More precisely, the following space of test functions introduced by Lions and Paul [25],

(3.25) A =
{
𝑓 ∈ 𝐶0 (R𝑥 × R𝑝) : F2 𝑓 ∈ 𝐿1 (

R𝑦;𝐶0 (R𝑥)
)}
,

equipped with the norm ∥ 𝑓 ∥A :=
∫
R𝑦

sup𝑥 |F2 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦) | 𝑑𝑦 was considered. The normed
space A is a separable Banach algebra. Let A′ be the its dual. In [7] it was proved that the
symbols (𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
)𝑁≥1 ⊂ A′, and (𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁
)𝑁≥1 ⊂ A′ converge in the weak∗-topology, i.e.,

(3.26) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜒𝐷 , 𝜑⟩A′ ,A = 0, lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁

− 𝑝𝜒𝐷 , 𝜑⟩A′ ,A = 0,

for all 𝜑 ∈ A, where ⟨·, ·⟩A′ ,A denotes the pairing between A′ and A. When trying
to extend these results to other models we faced the problem that, while A and A′ are
well-suited for some scopes, their are not so for the general problem of truncated quantum
observables. In particular, it is more natural to check ∥𝜎ℏ

Π⊥
𝑁
𝐻Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 → 0, rather than
∥𝜎ℏ

Π⊥
𝑁
𝐻Π𝑁

∥A′ → 0.

3.2. Proofs of the main theorems. We will repeatedly use some classical facts about
convergence in Hilbert spaces. In the following H and K denote separable Hilbert spaces
with the corresponding scalar products ⟨·, ·⟩H , ⟨·, ·⟩K and norms ∥ · ∥H , ∥ · ∥K , see for
instance [21].

Lemma 3.6. Let (𝜎𝑁 )𝑁≥1 ⊂ H , 𝜎 ∈ H , and 𝑇 : H → K an isometry.

(1) If (𝜎𝑁 ) is a bounded sequence and ⟨𝜎𝑁 , 𝑔⟩H → ⟨𝜎, 𝑔⟩H for all 𝑔 in a dense
subspace B of H , then 𝜎𝑁 weakly converges to 𝜎, i.e. ⟨𝜎𝑁 , 𝜑⟩H → ⟨𝜎, 𝜑⟩H for
all 𝜑 ∈ H ;

(2) If 𝜎𝑁 weakly converges to 𝜎, and ∥𝜎𝑁 ∥H → ∥𝜎∥H , then 𝜎𝑁 strongly converges
to 𝜎, i.e. ∥𝜎𝑁 − 𝜎∥H → 0;

(3) 𝜎𝑁 (weakly) converges to 𝜎 in H if and only if 𝑇𝜎𝑁 (weakly) converges to 𝑇𝜎 in
K.
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LetH = 𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝) andK = 𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑦). The partial Fourier transform F2 : H → K
is (up to a factor 2𝜋) an isometry. Consider 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
and 𝜒Ω in H , and their images F2𝜎

ℏ
Π𝑁

and F2𝜒Ω in K. We report their explicit formulae.

Lemma 3.7. For all 𝑁 ≥ 1, ℏ > 0, and 𝜇 > 0,

F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑦) = (2𝜋ℏ) 𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
,(3.27)

F2𝜒Ω (𝑥, 𝑦) = 2
√︁
2 (𝐸 (𝜇) −𝑉 (𝑥))+𝑆(2

√︁
2 (𝐸 (𝜇) −𝑉 (𝑥))+𝑦),(3.28)

where 𝐾Π𝑁
is the integral kernel of Π𝑁 , and 𝑆 is the sine kernel defined in (2.16).

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is the uniform convergence of F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

to F2𝜒Ω on compact sets.

Theorem 3.8. For any compact sets 𝑈 ⋐ R𝑥 ,𝑉 ⋐ R𝑦 , there exist constants ℏ0 > 0 and
𝐶 > 0 (both depending on𝑈,𝑉), such that

sup
𝑥∈𝑈

sup
𝑦∈𝑉

���F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑦) − F2𝜒Ω (𝑥, 𝑦)
��� ≤ 𝐶ℏ,(3.29)

for all ℏ < ℏ0.

Proof. The estimate (3.29), is an adapted restatement of the uniform convergence of the
rescaled kernel 𝐾Π𝑁

to the sine kernel on compact sets, proved in [12, Sec. 3]. □

Corollary 3.9. For all 𝜇 > 0,

(3.30) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

− F2𝜒Ω∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑦 ) = 0.

Proof. We simply observe that for all 𝑁 , ∥F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

∥2K = ℏ𝑁 and ∥F2𝜒Ω∥2K = 𝜇. So, with ℏ =

𝜇/𝑁 , we have that (F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

)𝑁≥1 is bounded in K and ∥F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

∥K = ∥F2𝜒Ω∥K . Therefore
we only need to prove weak convergence. Let B = 𝐶𝑐 (R𝑥 × R𝑦) ⊂ K be the subspace of
continuous functions 𝑔 with compact support in R𝑥 × R𝑦 . It is a standard fact that B is
dense in K. The estimate (3.29) with ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁 implies that ⟨F2𝜎

ℏ
Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩K → ⟨F2𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩K

for all 𝑔 ∈ B. By density this proves weak convergence of F2𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

to F2𝜒Ω. □

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Since F2 : H → K is (up to a factor 2𝜋) an isometry, the conver-
gence of 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
to 𝜒Ω in H follows from the convergence of F2𝜎

ℏ
Π𝑁

to F2𝜒Ω in K obtained
in Corollary 3.9. □

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝑓1 (𝑥) + 𝑓2 (𝑥). By Condition (C1), it is enough to
prove that

⟨𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H → 0, for all 𝑔 ∈ B,

where B is some dense subspace of H . We write,

⟨𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H =

⟨𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝜎ℏ

𝑓 (𝑥,𝑝)Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H︸                                      ︷︷                                      ︸

𝐼1 (𝑁 )

+ ⟨𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H︸                            ︷︷                            ︸

𝐼2 (𝑁 )

+ ⟨ 𝑓 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝑓 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H︸                   ︷︷                   ︸
𝐼3 (𝑁 )

.
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The first term can be majorized as

|𝐼1 (𝑁) | ≤ ∥𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
∥H ∥𝑔∥H

= ∥𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁−Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
∥H ∥𝑔∥H

= ∥𝜎ℏ

Π⊥
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
∥H ∥𝑔∥H ,

and tends to zero by (C2).
We now proceed to analyse 𝐼2 (𝑁) and 𝐼3 (𝑁). By linearity we can consider separately

the cases 𝑓2 ≡ 0 and 𝑓1 ≡ 0. We start from the case 𝑓2 ≡ 0, and we write Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) = 𝑓1 (𝑥).
Choose B1 = 𝐶𝑐 (R𝑥 ;F −1 (𝐶𝑐 (R𝑦))) ⊂ H . Let 𝑔 ∈ B1. The support of F2𝑔 ∈ K is
contained in𝑈 ×𝑉 for some𝑈 ⋐ R𝑥 , and 𝑉 ⋐ R𝑦 .

For 𝐼2 (𝑁) we first note that

𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜎ℏ

𝑓1 (𝑥 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) =

∫
R𝑦

ℏ 𝑓1

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑦𝑑𝑦,

𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝑓1 (𝑥)𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝)
∫
R𝑦

ℏ 𝑓1 (𝑥) 𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑦𝑑𝑦.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we get

|𝐼2 (𝑁) | ≤
∫
R𝑥×R𝑦

����( 𝑓1 (
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)
− 𝑓1 (𝑥)

)
ℏ𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
F2𝑔(𝑥, 𝑦)

���� 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦
≤ √

𝜇

(∫
𝑈×𝑉

����( 𝑓1 (
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)
− 𝑓1 (𝑥)

)
F2𝑔(𝑥, 𝑦)

����2 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦) 1
2

→ 0,

by dominated convergence.
The last term is easily bounded

|𝐼3 (𝑁) | =
���⟨ 𝑓 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜎, 𝑔⟩H

��� = ���⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜎, 𝑓 𝑔⟩H
��� ≤ sup

𝑥∈𝑈
| 𝑓1 (𝑥) |

���⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜎, 𝑔⟩H
���

since 𝑔(·, 𝑝) has support contained in𝑈 ⋐ R𝑥 . By Condition (C0), we have |𝐼3 (𝑁) | → 0.
We now consider the case 𝑓1 ≡ 0, henceOpℏ ( 𝑓 ) = 𝑓2 (𝑝) . ChooseB2 = F𝐶𝑐 (R𝑞;𝐶𝑐 (R𝑝)) ⊂

H . Let 𝑔 ∈ B2. The support of F −1
1 𝑔 is contained in𝑈×𝑉 for some𝑈 ⋐ R𝑞 , and𝑉 ⋐ R𝑝 .

We notice that

𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜎ℏ

𝑓2 (𝑝)Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) = 1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑦

𝑓2

(
𝑝 − ℏ𝑞

2

)
𝐾Π𝑁

(
1

ℏ
𝑝 − 𝑞

2
,
1

ℏ
𝑝 + 𝑞

2

)
𝑒𝑖𝑞𝑥𝑑𝑥,

𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝑓2 (𝑝)𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 1

2𝜋

∫
R𝑦

𝑓2 (𝑝) 𝐾Π𝑁

(
1

ℏ
𝑝 − 𝑞

2
,
1

ℏ
𝑝 + 𝑞

2

)
𝑒𝑖𝑞𝑥𝑑𝑥.

So, proceeding as above we get

|𝐼2 (𝑁) | ≤ 2𝜋

∫
R𝑞×R𝑝

����( 𝑓2 (
𝑝 − ℏ𝑞

2

)
− 𝑓2 (𝑝)

)
𝐾Π𝑁

(
1

ℏ
𝑝 − 𝑞

2
,
1

ℏ
𝑝 + 𝑞

2

)
F −1
1 𝑔(𝑞, 𝑝)

���� 𝑑𝑞𝑑𝑝
≤ √

𝜇

(∫
𝑈×𝑉

����( 𝑓2 (
𝑝 − ℏ𝑞

2

)
− 𝑓2 (𝑝)

)
F −1
1 𝑔(𝑞, 𝑝)

����2 𝑑𝑞𝑑𝑝) 1
2

→ 0,

by dominated convergence.
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For 𝐼3 (𝑁) we proceed as above

|𝐼3 (𝑁) | =
���⟨ 𝑓 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H

��� = ���⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜒Ω, 𝑓 𝑔⟩H
��� ≤ sup

𝑝∈𝑉
| 𝑓2 (𝑝) |

���⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H
���

since 𝑔(𝑥, ·) has support contained in 𝑉 ⋐ R𝑝 . Again by (C0), we have |𝐼3 (𝑁) | → 0.
□

Proof of Theorem 3.3. The scheme of the proof is the same as for the proof of Theorem 3.2.
Let B = 𝑆𝑆(R𝑥 × R𝑝) ⊂ H the space of Schwartz functions. Then, by Condition (C1), it
is enough to show that for all 𝑔 ∈ B,

⟨𝜎ℏ

Π
𝑁

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H =

⟨𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H︸                                       ︷︷                                       ︸

𝐼1 (𝑁 )

+ ⟨𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
− 𝑓 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H︸                            ︷︷                            ︸

𝐼2 (𝑁 )

+ ⟨ 𝑓 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝑓 𝜒Ω, 𝑔⟩H︸                   ︷︷                   ︸
𝐼3 (𝑁 )

.

tends to 0. Again, by Condition (C2), 𝐼1 (𝑁) → 0.
The last term is

(3.31) 𝐼3 (𝑁) = ⟨ 𝑓 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝑓 𝜎, 𝑔⟩H = ⟨𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜎, 𝑓 𝑔⟩H .

Since 𝑓 has at most polynomial growth, 𝑓 𝑔 ∈ H and therefore 𝐼3 (𝑁) → 0 by (C0).
It remains to bound 𝐼2 (𝑁). We have 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 ) ♯ 𝜎
ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) =

𝑓 ♯ 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝). Using the explicit formula for the Moyal product (2.13),

𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) =

∫
R4
𝑒−𝑖 (𝑘1𝑥2−𝑘2𝑥1 ) 𝑓

(
𝑥 − 𝑥1, 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘1

2

)
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − 𝑥2, 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘2

2

)
𝑑𝑥1𝑑𝑘1

2𝜋

𝑑𝑥2𝑑𝑘2

2𝜋
.

(3.32)

It is useful to first consider the case of 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) a real-valued polynomial in both 𝑥 and
𝑝. In such a case, by Taylor’s formula,

(3.33) 𝑓

(
𝑥 − 𝑥1, 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘1

2

)
=

∑︁
0≤ℓ𝑥+ℓ𝑝≤𝑑

1

ℓ𝑥 !ℓ𝑝!

[
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)

]
(−𝑥1)ℓ𝑥

(
−ℏ𝑘1

2

)ℓ𝑝
,

where 𝑑 ≥ 0 is the (total) degree of 𝑓 . Therefore,

(3.34) ⟨𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H =

∑︁
0≤ℓ𝑥+ℓ𝑝≤𝑑

(−1)ℓ𝑥+ℓ𝑝
ℓ𝑥 !ℓ𝑝!

𝐽ℓ𝑥 ,ℓ𝑝 ,
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where, for all 0 ≤ ℓ𝑥 + ℓ𝑝 ≤ 𝑑,

𝐽ℓ𝑥 ,ℓ𝑝 =

(
ℏ

2

)ℓ𝑝 ∫
R6
𝑥
ℓ𝑥
1 𝑘

ℓ𝑝
1 𝑒

−𝑖 (𝑘1𝑥2−𝑘2𝑥1 )
[
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)

]
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − 𝑥2, 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘2

2

)
× 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝) 𝑑𝑥1𝑑𝑘1

2𝜋

𝑑𝑥2𝑑𝑘2

2𝜋
𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝

=

(
ℏ

2

)ℓ𝑝
(−𝑖)ℓ𝑥 𝑖ℓ𝑝

∫
R6
𝜕
ℓ𝑥
𝑘2
𝜕
ℓ𝑝
𝑥2

[
𝑒−𝑖 (𝑘1𝑥2−𝑘2𝑥1 )

] [
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)

]
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − 𝑥2, 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘2

2

)
× 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝) 𝑑𝑥1𝑑𝑘1

2𝜋

𝑑𝑥2𝑑𝑘2

2𝜋
𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝

=

(
ℏ

2

)ℓ𝑝
(−𝑖)ℓ𝑥 𝑖ℓ𝑝

∫
R6
𝑒−𝑖 (𝑘1𝑥2−𝑘2𝑥1 )

[
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)

]
𝜕
ℓ𝑥
𝑘2
𝜕
ℓ𝑝
𝑥2

[
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − 𝑥2, 𝑝 −

ℏ𝑘2

2

)]
× 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝) 𝑑𝑥1𝑑𝑘1

2𝜋

𝑑𝑥2𝑑𝑘2

2𝜋
𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝

=

(
ℏ

2

)ℓ𝑥+ℓ𝑝
(−𝑖)ℓ𝑥 𝑖ℓ𝑝

∫
R𝑥×R𝑝

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝)
[
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑝 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑥

[
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝)

]
𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝)

]
𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝.

Hence, ��𝐽ℓ𝑥 ,ℓ𝑝 �� ≤ (
ℏ

2

)ℓ𝑥+ℓ𝑝
∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
∥H




𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑝 𝜕ℓ𝑝𝑥 (
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓

)
𝑔





H

=

(
ℏ

2

)ℓ𝑥+ℓ𝑝 √︁
2𝜋𝜇




𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑝 𝜕ℓ𝑝𝑥 (
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝑥 𝜕

ℓ𝑝
𝑝 𝑓

)
𝑔





H
.

We conclude that in (3.34), the only summand that survives in the limit is the one with
ℓ𝑥 = ℓ𝑝 = 0:

lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

⟨𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H = 𝐽0,0 = ⟨ 𝑓 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H ,(3.35)

and so 𝐼2 (𝑁) → 0.
We now consider the general case of 𝑓 polynomial in 𝑝,

(3.36) 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) =
𝑑∑︁

ℓ=0

1

ℓ!
𝑎ℓ (𝑥)𝑝ℓ ,

with polynomially bounded coefficients:

(3.37) |𝑎ℓ (𝑥) | ≤ 𝐶ℓ𝑥
2𝛼ℓ ,

for some constants 𝐶ℓ ≥ 0 and positive integers 𝛼ℓ ≥ 1. Then,

(3.38) ⟨𝜎ℏ

Opℏ ( 𝑓 )Π𝑁
, 𝑔⟩H =

∑︁
0≤ℓ≤𝑑

1

ℓ!
𝐽ℓ ,

where

𝐽ℓ =

(
− 𝑖ℏ
2

)ℓ ∫
R𝑥×R𝑝×R𝑥1

∫
R𝑘2

(
𝑒𝑖𝑘2𝑥1𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁

(
𝑥, 𝑝 − ℏ𝑘2

2

)
𝑑𝑘2

2𝜋

)
𝜕ℓ𝑥𝜕

ℓ
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥 − 𝑥1, 𝑝)𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝𝑑𝑥1
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From (3.38), we have

(3.39) 𝜕
𝑗
𝑥𝜕

𝑘
𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑝) =

𝑑−𝑘∑︁
ℓ=0

1

ℓ!

[
𝜕
𝑗
𝑥𝑎ℓ (𝑥)

]
𝑝ℓ ,

and therefore, by Leibniz’s rule, we have now

(3.40) 𝐽ℓ =

(
− 𝑖ℏ
2

)ℓ ℓ∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑑−ℓ∑︁
𝑠=0

(
ℓ

𝑗

)
1

𝑠!
𝐼ℓ,𝑠, 𝑗

where

𝐼ℓ,𝑠, 𝑗 =

∫
R𝑥×R𝑝×R𝑥1

∫
R𝑘2

(
𝑒𝑖𝑘2𝑥1𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁

(
𝑥, 𝑝 − ℏ𝑘2

2

)
𝑑𝑘2

2𝜋

) [
𝜕
𝑗
𝑥𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 − 𝑥1)

]
𝑝𝑠𝜕

ℓ− 𝑗
𝑥 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝𝑑𝑥1

=

∫
R𝑥×R𝑝×R𝑦

∫
R𝑘

(
𝑒−𝑖𝑦 (𝑘−𝑝)𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑘) 𝑑𝑘

2𝜋

) [
𝜕
𝑗
𝑥𝑎𝑠

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)]
𝑝𝑠𝜕

ℓ− 𝑗
𝑥 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝𝑑𝑦

=

∫
R𝑥×R𝑦

ℏ𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

) [
𝜕
𝑗
𝑥𝑎𝑠

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)] (∫
R𝑝

𝑝𝑠𝜕
ℓ− 𝑗
𝑥 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝)𝑒−𝑖𝑦 𝑝𝑑𝑝

)
𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦

Let 𝐹ℓ,𝑠, 𝑗 (𝑥, 𝑝) := 𝑝𝑠𝜕
ℓ− 𝑗
𝑥 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑝). Note that if 𝑔 ∈ 𝑆𝑆(R𝑥 × R𝑝), then F2 (𝐹ℓ,𝑠, 𝑗 ) ∈

𝑆𝑆(R𝑥 × R𝑦) for all ℓ, 𝑠, 𝑗 . From (3.37), we have����𝜕 𝑗
𝑥𝑎𝑠

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)���� ≤ 𝐶𝑠, 𝑗

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)2𝛼𝑠

,

for some constant 𝐶𝑠, 𝑗 ≥ 0. Therefore
(3.41)��𝐼ℓ,𝑠, 𝑗 �� ≤ 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾Π𝑁

∥K

(∫
R𝑥×R𝑦

���� [𝜕 𝑗
𝑥𝑎𝑠

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)]
F2 (𝐹ℓ,𝑠, 𝑗 ) (𝑥, 𝑦)

����2 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦)1/2 < ∞.

We deduce that in (3.38), the only summand that survives in the limit is the one with ℓ = 0,
and this concludes the proof. □

4. Truncated observables for a free particle in a box

We now study the family of spectral projections of the Schrödinger operator 𝐴 = − ℏ2

2
𝑑2

𝑑𝑥2

acting as

(4.1) 𝐴 𝑓 (𝑥) = −ℏ2

2
𝑓 ′′ (𝑥),

for all 𝑓 ∈ 𝐷 (𝐴) = 𝐻2
0 ( [−𝐿, 𝐿]). The self-adjoint operator 𝐴 is the Hamiltonian of a

free particle confined in the one-dimensional box [−𝐿, 𝐿] with zero Dirichlet boundary
conditions. The eigenvalues of 𝐴 are

(4.2) 𝐸𝑘 =
ℏ2

2

(
𝑘𝜋

2𝐿

)2
.

The corresponding normalised eigenfunctions

(4.3) 𝑢𝑘 (𝑥) =
𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)√

𝐿
sin

(
𝑘𝜋

2𝐿
(𝑥 + 𝐿)

)
, 𝑘 ≥ 1,
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form an orthonormal basis in 𝐿2 ( [−𝐿, 𝐿]). A useful formula is

(4.4) 𝑈𝑘 (cos 𝑥) =
sin(𝑘 + 1)𝑥

sin 𝑥
,

where 𝑈𝑘’s are the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind (𝑈0 (𝑦) = 1, 𝑈1 (𝑦) = 2𝑦
and 𝑈𝑘 (𝑦) = 2𝑦𝑈𝑘−1 (𝑦) − 𝑈𝑘−2 (𝑦), for all 𝑘 ≥ 2). Using (4.4), we can rewrite the
eigenfunctions of 𝐴 as

(4.5) 𝑢𝑘 (𝑥) =
𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)√

𝐿
sin

( 𝜋
2𝐿

(𝑥 + 𝐿)
)
𝑈𝑘−1

(
cos

( 𝜋
2𝐿

(𝑥 + 𝐿)
))
.

Throughout this section we consider the nested sequence of orthogonal projections

(4.6) Π𝑁 := 𝜒(−∞,𝐸𝑁 ] (𝐴) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

|𝑢𝑘⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 |, 𝑁 ≥ 1.

Note that for the Schödinger operator of a particle in a box, the confining potential 𝑉 (𝑥)
is formally infinite outside the box and thus this case is not covered by Theorem 3.1.

In this section we will repeatedly use the following identity (an application of trigono-
metric formulae and integration by parts).

Lemma 4.1. For all 𝑗 , 𝑘 ≥ 1,

(4.7) 𝜎ℏ
|𝑢 𝑗 ⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 | (𝑥, 𝑝) :=

∫
R𝑦

ℏ𝑢 𝑗

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑢𝑘

(
𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑦𝑑𝑦

= 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)
ℏ

2𝐿

∑︁
𝜖1 , 𝜖2=±1

𝜖1𝑒
−𝑖 𝜖2 𝜋

2𝐿
( 𝑗−𝜖1𝑘 ) (𝑥+𝐿)

𝜋ℏ
4𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝜖1𝑘) + 𝜖2𝑝

sin

(
2

ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

(
𝜋ℏ

4𝐿
( 𝑗 + 𝜖1𝑘) + 𝜖2𝑝

))
.

The starting point of the analysis are the explicit formulae for the integral kernel and the
symbol of Π𝑁 .

Proposition 4.2 (Integral kernel and symbol of Π𝑁 ).

𝐾Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑦) =

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑢𝑘 (𝑥)𝑢𝑘 (𝑦)

=
𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ]2 (𝑥, 𝑦)

4𝐿

[
𝐷𝑁

( 𝜋
2𝐿

(𝑥 − 𝑦)
)
− 𝐷𝑁

( 𝜋
2𝐿

(𝑥 + 𝑦 + 2𝐿
)]
.(4.8)

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)
ℏ

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

[
sin

(
2
ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

(
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 + 𝑝

))
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 + 𝑝

+
sin

(
2
ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

(
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 − 𝑝

))
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 − 𝑝

− 2
cos

(
𝜋𝑘
𝐿

(𝐿 + 𝑥)
)
sin

(
2
ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)𝑝

)
𝑝

]
.(4.9)

Proof. Formula (4.8) can be obtained by writing the complex exponential form of the sin(·)
function, and then using the geometric sum. Formula (4.9) follows from Lemma 4.1 upon
observing that 𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
=

∑𝑁
𝑘=1 𝜎

ℏ
|𝑢𝑘 ⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 | . □
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4.1. Semiclassical macroscopic limit of 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

. In the semiclassical limit 𝑁 → ∞, ℏ → 0

with the product ℏ𝑁 = 𝜇 kept fixed, we again expect the symbol to concentrate in the
classically allowed region. A natural candidate as classical counterpart of the quantum
Hamiltonian 𝐴 = − ℏ2

2
𝑑2

𝑑𝑥2 , 𝐷 (𝐴) = 𝐻2
0 ( [−𝐿, 𝐿]), is the function

𝑎(𝑥, 𝑝) = 1

2
𝑝2, (𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ [−𝐿, 𝐿] × R𝑝

In the limit, the classically allowed region corresponding to the subspace RanΠ𝑁 with
Π𝑁 = 𝜒(−∞,𝐸𝑁 ] (𝐴), and 𝐸𝑁 = ℏ2𝑁2

2

(
𝜋
2𝐿

)2 is the rectangle Ω = 𝑅 given by

(4.10)
𝑅 =

{
(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : 𝑥 ∈ [−𝐿, 𝐿] and 𝑎(𝑥, 𝑝) ≤ 1

2

𝜇2𝜋2

4𝐿2

}
=

{
(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : − 𝐿 ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 𝐿 and − 𝜇𝜋

2𝐿
≤ 𝑝 ≤ 𝜇𝜋

2𝐿

}
,

whose boundary is

𝜕𝑅 :=
{
(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : |𝑥 | = 𝐿

}
∩

{
(𝑥, 𝑝) ∈ R𝑥 × R𝑝 : |𝑝 | = 𝜇𝜋

2𝐿

}
.

The first result of this Section is the identification of the limit of the Weyl symbols
𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) of the projection operator Π𝑁 . Let

(4.11) 𝜒𝑅 (𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)𝜒[− 𝜇𝜋

2𝐿
,
𝜇𝜋

2𝐿 ] (𝑝)

be the characteristic function of the rectangle (4.10).

Theorem 4.3 (𝐿2-convergence of the symbol of Π𝑁 ). Set 𝜇 > 0. Then,

lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

− 𝜒𝑅 ∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0,(4.12)

with 𝜒𝑅 as in (4.11).

For a numerical illustration, see Figure 1. The proof scheme is the same as for Theo-
rem 3.1. The only ingredient missing (that does not immediately follows from the general
results of [12]) is the uniform convergence of F2𝜎

ℏ
Π𝑁

to F2𝜒𝑅 on compact subsets of
R𝑥 × R𝑦 . For completeness we report here the precise result and its proof.

Proposition 4.4. Fix 𝜇 > 0 and let ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁 . Let 𝑈 ⋐ (−𝐿, 𝐿) and 𝑉 ⋐ R compact sets,
and set𝐶𝑈 = max𝑥∈𝑈 |𝑥 |, and𝐶𝑉 = max𝑦∈𝑉 |𝑦 |. Let ℏ0 such that 0 < ℏ0 < (𝐿−𝐶𝑈)/𝐶𝑉 .
Then, for all ℏ < ℏ0 we have that:

(4.13) sup
𝑥∈𝑈

sup
𝑦∈𝑉

����2𝜋ℏ𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 − ℏ𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦

2

)
− 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)

𝜋𝜇

𝐿
𝑆

( 𝜋𝜇
𝐿
𝑦

)���� ≤ 𝐶ℏ,
where 𝑆(·) is the sine kernel of Eq. (2.16), and

(4.14) 𝐶 =
𝜋

2𝐿

[
𝐿

𝐿 − 𝐶𝑈

+ 𝜋𝜇
2𝐿
𝐶𝑉 + 1

]
.

Remark 5. If 𝑉 = {0}, we have 𝑦 = 0, and the claim is true for all ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁:���2𝜋ℏ𝐾Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑥) − 𝜋𝜇

𝐿
𝑆 (0)

��� = 𝜋

2𝐿
ℏ.

(So we formally set ℏ0 = +∞.)
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. We proceed to show (4.13). For all 𝑥 ∈ (−𝐿, 𝐿), we denote by
𝐼𝑥,ℏ the interval

𝐼𝑥,ℏ :=
{
𝑦 ∈ R :

���𝑥 − ℏ
𝑦

2

��� ≤ 𝐿 and
���𝑥 + ℏ

𝑦

2

��� ≤ 𝐿

}
.

With this notation we have that the rescaled kernel 2𝜋ℏ𝐾Π𝑁
(𝑥 − ℏ𝑦/2, 𝑥 + ℏ𝑦/2) is zero

whenever 𝑦 ∉ 𝐼𝑥,ℏ. If 𝑉 = {0}, the claim is immediate for all ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁 . Suppose 𝑉 ≠ {0}.
We have

2𝜋ℏ𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 + ℏ

𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ

𝑦

2

)
=
𝜋ℏ

2𝐿
𝜒𝐼𝑥,ℏ (𝑦)

[
𝐷𝑁

(
ℏ𝜋𝑦

2𝐿

)
− 𝐷𝑁

( 𝜋
𝐿
(𝑥 + 𝐿)

)]
.

Note that, for 𝑥 ∈ 𝑈,���𝑥 ± ℏ
𝑦

2

��� ≤ |𝑥 | + ℏ

��� 𝑦
2

��� ≤ max
𝑥∈𝑈

|𝑥 | + ℏ

2
max
𝑦∈𝑉

|𝑦 | = 𝐶𝑈 + ℏ

2
𝐶𝑉 ≤ 𝐿,

since ℏ < ℏ0. So, we have 𝜒𝐼𝑥,ℏ (𝑦) = 1 for all 𝑦 ∈ 𝑉 . Moreover, by the elementary
inequality sin

(
𝜋
2

𝐿+𝑥
𝐿

)
≥ 𝐿−|𝑥 |

𝐿
, for |𝑥 | ≤ 𝐿, we get���𝐷𝑁

( 𝜋
𝐿
(𝑥 + 𝐿)

)��� =

����� sin
(
(2𝑁 + 1) 𝜋

2
𝐿+𝑥
𝐿

)
sin

(
𝜋
2

𝐿+𝑥
𝐿

) ����� ≤
��sin (

(2𝑁 + 1) 𝜋
2

𝐿+𝑥
𝐿

) ��
𝐿−|𝑥 |

𝐿

≤ 𝐿

𝐿 − 𝐶𝑈

Therefore,���2𝜋ℏ𝐾Π𝑁

(
𝑥 + ℏ

𝑦

2
, 𝑥 + ℏ

𝑦

2

)
− 𝜋𝜇

𝐿
𝑆

( 𝜋𝜇
𝐿
𝑦

)��� ≤ 𝜋ℏ

2𝐿

𝐿

𝐿 − 𝐶𝑈

+
���� 𝜋ℏ2𝐿 𝐷𝑁

(
ℏ𝜋𝑦

2𝐿

)
− 𝜋𝜇

𝐿
𝑆

( 𝜋𝜇
𝐿
𝑦

)���� .
Recall the following corollary of the Lagrange mean value theorem: if 𝑓 is differentiable
in (𝑎, 𝑏), and we set 𝑥 𝑗 = 𝑎 + 𝑗 (𝑏−𝑎)𝑛

, 𝑗 = 0, . . . , 𝑛 − 1, then,

(4.15)

����� (𝑏 − 𝑎)𝑛

𝑛−1∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑓 (𝑥 𝑗 ) −
∫ 𝑏

𝑎

𝑓 (𝑥)𝑑𝑥
����� ≤ 𝑀1 (𝑏 − 𝑎)2

2𝑛
, 𝑀1 = sup

𝑥∈ (𝑎,𝑏)
| 𝑓 ′ (𝑥) | .

Therefore we have���� 𝜋ℏ2𝐿 𝐷𝑁

(
ℏ𝜋𝑦

2𝐿

)
− 𝜋𝜇

𝐿
𝑆

( 𝜋𝜇
𝐿
𝑦

)���� = ����� 𝜋ℏ2𝐿 𝑁∑︁
𝑘=−𝑁

𝑒𝑖
ℏ𝜋𝑘𝑦

2𝐿 − 𝜋

2𝐿

∫ 𝜇

−𝜇
𝑒𝑖

𝜋𝑘𝑦

2𝐿 𝑑𝑘

�����
≤ 𝜋

2𝐿

(�����ℏ 𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=−𝑁

𝑒𝑖
ℏ𝜋𝑘𝑦

2𝐿 −
∫ 𝜇

−𝜇
𝑒𝑖

𝜋𝑘𝑦

2𝐿 𝑑𝑘

����� + ℏ

)
≤ 𝜋

2𝐿

(
𝜋

2𝐿

|𝑦 |𝜇2
𝑁

+ ℏ

)
≤ 𝜋

2𝐿

( 𝜋
2𝐿
𝜇𝐶𝑉 + 1

)
ℏ.

Putting everything together, we get the claim.
□

4.2. Semiclassical pointwise limits of𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

. At the boundary 𝜕𝑅 of the classically allowed
region, the symbol𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁
develops a jump, for large 𝑁 . The second main result of this section

concerns the pointwise asymptotics of 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

near 𝜕𝑅. By symmetry, it is enough to consider
the left sides (𝑥 = 𝐿) and the upper side (𝑝 =

𝜋𝜇

2𝐿 ) of 𝜕𝑅.
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Figure 1. Comparison between 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(solid black line), its 𝐿2-limit 𝜒𝑅
in Eq. (4.11) (dotted blue line), and the microscopic pointwise limits in
Eqs. (4.16)-(4.17) (dashed red line). Here 𝑁 = 40, 𝜇 = 1, and 𝐿 =

√︁
𝜋/2.

Theorem 4.5 (Pointwise convergence at microscopic scale near the boundary). The fol-
lowing limits hold pointwise:

(4.16) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝐿 − ℏ𝑢, 𝑝) =

𝜒R+ (𝑢)
𝜋

[
Si

(
2𝑢

(
𝑝 + 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿

))
− Si

(
2𝑢

(
𝑝 − 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿

))
− sin(2𝑝𝑢)

𝑝𝑢
sin

( 𝜋𝜇
𝐿
𝑢

)]
,

where Si(·) is the Sine integral function,

Si(𝑥) :=
∫ 𝑥

0

sin 𝑡

𝑡
𝑑𝑡,

and

(4.17) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(
𝑥,
𝜋𝜇

2𝐿
+ ℏ𝜋

2𝐿
𝑞

)
=
𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)

2𝐿

∞∑︁
𝑗=0

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)

,

Proof. We begin by writing the symbol of Π𝑁 as

𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥) (𝐴 + 𝐵 − 2𝐶) ,



20 F. D. CUNDEN, M. LIGABÒ, AND M. C. SUSCA

where

𝐴 =
ℏ

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

sin
(
2
ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

(
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 + 𝑝

))
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 + 𝑝

, 𝐵 =
ℏ

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

sin
(
2
ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

(
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 − 𝑝

))
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 − 𝑝

,

𝐶 =
ℏ

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

cos
(
𝜋𝑘
𝐿

(𝐿 + 𝑥)
)
sin

(
2𝑝
ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

)
𝑝

.

We start by considering the case 𝑥 = 𝐿 − ℏ𝑢. Of course 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝐿 − ℏ𝑢) → 𝜒R+ (𝑢)
pointwise, as ℏ → 0. If we replace 𝑥 = 𝐿 − ℏ𝑢 with 𝑢 ≥ 0 in 𝐴, we obtain a Riemann sum
(ℏ = 𝜇/𝑁) of a continuous function, and hence,

𝐴 =
ℏ

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

sin
(
2𝑢

(
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 + 𝑝

))
ℏ𝜋𝑘
2𝐿 + 𝑝

→ 1

2𝐿

∫ 𝜇

0

sin
(
2𝑢

(
𝜋 𝜉

2𝐿 + 𝑝
))

2𝑢
(
𝜋 𝜉

2𝐿 + 𝑝
) 𝑑𝜉 =

1

𝜋

∫ 2𝑢( 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿
+𝑝)

0

sin 𝜉

𝜉
𝑑𝜉.

Similarly, for 𝐵. We now analyse 𝐶, for 𝑥 = 𝐿 − ℏ𝑢,

𝐶 =
sin (2𝑝𝑢)

𝑝

ℏ

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

cos

(
𝜋ℏ𝑘

𝐿
𝑢

)
→ sin (2𝑝𝑢)

𝑝

1

2𝐿

∫ 𝜇

0

cos

(
𝜋𝜉

𝐿
𝑢

)
𝑑𝜉

=
sin (2𝑝𝑢)

𝑝

1

2𝜋
sin

( 𝜋𝜇
𝐿
𝑢

)
.

We now consider the case 𝑝 =
𝜋𝜇

2𝐿 + ℏ𝜋
2𝐿 𝑞. In this case we get

𝐴 + 𝐵 =
1

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 (𝑘 + 𝑁 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 (𝑘 + 𝑁 + 𝑞) + 1

2𝐿

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 (𝑘 − 𝑁 − 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 (𝑘 − 𝑁 − 𝑞)

=
1

2𝐿

2𝑁∑︁
𝑗=𝑁+1

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞) + 1

2𝐿

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑗=0

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)

=
1

2𝐿

2𝑁∑︁
𝑗=0

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞) − 1

2𝐿

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞) ,

and

−2𝐶 =
1

2𝐿

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)

(
−2

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

cos

(
𝜋𝑘

𝐿
(𝐿 + 𝑥)

))
=

1

2𝐿

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)

(
1 −

sin
(
(2𝑁 + 1) 𝜋

4𝐿 (𝐿 + 𝑥)
)

sin
(
𝜋
4𝐿 (𝐿 + 𝑥)

) )
)
.

Hence,

𝐴 + 𝐵 − 2𝐶 =
1

2𝐿

2𝑁∑︁
𝑗=0

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝑞) + 𝑅𝑁

where

𝑅𝑁 = − 1

2𝐿

sin
(
2(𝐿 − |𝑥 |) 𝜋

2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)
)

𝜋
2𝐿 (𝑁 + 𝑞)

sin
(
(2𝑁 + 1) 𝜋

4𝐿 (𝐿 + 𝑥)
)

sin
(
𝜋
4𝐿 (𝐿 + 𝑥)

) .
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Note that 𝑅𝑁 = 0 for |𝑥 | = 𝐿. When |𝑥 | < 𝐿, we have |𝑅𝑁 | → 0 as 𝑁 → ∞. To see that
the series in (4.17) is convergent, we sandwich the sequence

(
sin(2(𝐿−|𝑥 | ) 𝜋

2𝐿
( 𝑗+𝑞))

𝜋
2𝐿

( 𝑗+𝑞)

)
𝑗≥0

by
two alternate sequences that satisfy the Leibniz criterion. The claim is proved. □

For a numerical illustration, see Figure 1.

4.3. Semiclassical limit of 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁𝐻Π𝑁

. We now address the problem of genuinely truncated
quantum observables Π𝑁𝐻Π𝑁 , with Π𝑁 the spectral projection (4.6) onto the first 𝑁 levels
of a free particle in a box, RanΠ𝑁 ⊂ 𝐷 (𝐻) and [𝐻,Π𝑁 ] ≠ 0.

We present here two explicit examples that can be thought of as natural analogues of the
truncated momentum operator in the harmonic oscillator eigenbasis of Section 3.1.

4.3.1. Multiplication by a tridiagonal operator. Define 𝐻 = 𝑓 (𝑥) as a multiplication
operator on 𝐷 ( 𝑓 (𝑥)) = 𝐿2 (R) where

(4.18) 𝑓 (𝑥) = 1
√
𝐿
sin

( 𝜋
2𝐿
𝑥

)
.

Note that 𝑓 (𝑥) does not commute with the spectral projections Π𝑁 . We have instead,

(4.19) 𝑓 (𝑥)𝑢𝑘 = −
(

1

2
√
𝐿
𝑢𝑘−1 +

1

2
√
𝐿
𝑢𝑘+1

)
.

We remark that 𝑓 (𝑥) is tridiagonal in the basis {𝑢𝑘}𝑘≥1, and in this sense it is the analogue
of the operator 𝑝 for the Hermite wavefunctions considered in Section 3.1. From (4.19) we
get an explicit formula for the integral kernel of the truncated observable

𝐾Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑦) = − 1

2
√
𝐿

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=1

[𝑢𝑘 (𝑥)𝑢𝑘+1 (𝑦) + 𝑢𝑘+1 (𝑥)𝑢𝑘 (𝑦)] .(4.20)

Equivalently, the matrix representation of Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥)Π𝑁 in the basis {𝑢𝑘}𝑘≥1 is the 𝑁 × 𝑁
real symmetric matrix

(4.21) − 1

2
√
𝐿



0 1 0 0 . . .

1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1
0 0 1 0
...

. . .

0 1
1 0


.

We can check the Conditions of Theorem 3.2:

(C1) ∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 is bounded, and in fact it converges to ∥ 𝑓 𝜒𝑅 ∥𝐿2 . Indeed (see the
matrix representation (4.21)),

∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁

∥2
𝐿2 = 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2

= 2𝜋ℏTr(Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥)Π𝑁 )2 = 2𝜋ℏ
1

4𝐿
2
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=1

12 → 𝜋𝜇

𝐿
.

On the other hand,

∥ 𝑓 𝜒𝑅 ∥2𝐿2 =

∫
𝑅

𝑓 (𝑥)2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝 =

∫ 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿

− 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿

𝑑𝑝

∫ 𝐿

−𝐿

1

𝐿
sin2

( 𝜋
2𝐿
𝑥

)
𝑑𝑥 =

𝜋𝜇

𝐿
;
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(C2) 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

strongly converges to 𝜒𝑅 ∈ 𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥 × R𝑝) (see Theorem 4.3);
(C3) lim

𝑁→∞,ℏ→0
ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π⊥

𝑁
𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 = 0 by the tridiagonal structure of Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥)Π𝑁 :

∥𝜎Π⊥
𝑁
𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁

∥2
𝐿2 = ∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑝) − 𝜎ℏ

𝑚(𝑥 )Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2

= 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾Π𝑁 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁
− 𝐾 𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁

∥2
𝐿2

= 2𝜋ℏ
1

4𝐿
∥𝑢𝑁+1∥2𝐿2 ∥𝑢𝑁 ∥2

𝐿2 =
𝜋ℏ

2𝐿
→ 0;

We conclude that

(4.22) lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π

𝑁
𝑓 (𝑥 )Π𝑁

− 𝑓 𝜒𝑅 ∥𝐿2 (R𝑥×R𝑝 ) = 0.

4.3.2. Truncated momentum. We now consider the operator 𝐻 = 𝑝 with domain 𝐷 (𝑝) =
𝐻1 (R), acting as 𝑝 𝑓 (𝑥) = −𝑖ℏ 𝑓 ′ (𝑥). Note that RanΠ𝑁 ⊂ 𝐷 (𝑝), but [Π𝑁 , 𝑝] ≠ 0. In fact,
in contrast to the previous example, the commutator [Π𝑁 , 𝑝] is not a finite rank operator.
The integral kernel of the truncated momentum Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁 is

𝐾Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁
(𝑥, 𝑦) =

∫
R
𝐾Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑧)
(
−𝑖ℏ 𝜕

𝜕𝑧

)
𝐾Π𝑁

(𝑧, 𝑦)𝑑𝑧 =
𝑁∑︁

𝑗 ,𝑘=1

𝐶ℏ
𝑗 ,𝑘𝑢 𝑗 (𝑥)𝑢𝑘 (𝑦),(4.23)

where

(4.24) 𝐶ℏ
𝑗 ,𝑘 = ⟨𝑢 𝑗 |𝑝 |𝑢𝑘⟩ = − 𝑖ℏ

𝐿

[
1 − (−1) 𝑗+𝑘

] 𝑗 𝑘

𝑗2 − 𝑘2 .

The matrix representation of Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁 in the basis {𝑢𝑘}𝑘≥1 is the 𝑁 × 𝑁 complex
hermitian matrix

(4.25) − 𝑖ℏ
𝐿



0 − 4
3 0 − 8

15 . . .

4
3 0 − 12

5 0
...

0 12
5 0 − 24

7

8
15 0 24

7

. . .

... 0 − 2𝑁 (𝑁−1)
2𝑁−1

· · · 2𝑁 (𝑁−1)
2𝑁−1 0


.

The Weyl symbol of Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁 is

(4.26) 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) = 𝜒[−𝐿,𝐿 ] (𝑥)
ℏ

2𝐿

∑︁
1≤𝑘< 𝑗≤𝑁

𝐶ℏ
𝑗 ,𝑘×∑︁

𝜖1 , 𝜖2=±1

𝜖1𝜖2
ℏ𝜋
4𝐿 ( 𝑗 + 𝜖1𝑘) + 𝜖2𝑝

sin
( 𝜋
2𝐿

( 𝑗 − 𝜖1𝑘) (𝑥 + 𝐿)
)
sin

(
2

ℏ
(𝐿 − |𝑥 |)

(
ℏ𝜋

4𝐿
( 𝑗 + 𝜖1𝑘) + 𝜖2𝑝

))
.

To derive (4.26) we used (4.7) and the facts that 𝐶 𝑗 ,𝑘 is purely imaginary, 𝐶 𝑗 ,𝑘 = 𝐶𝑘, 𝑗 , and
𝜎ℏ
|𝑢 𝑗 ⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 | = 𝜎

ℏ
|𝑢 𝑗 ⟩⟨𝑢𝑘 | .

This operator is the analogue of the truncated momentum of Sec. 3.1. Here we replace
the harmonic oscillator spectral projections with the spectral projections of the free particle
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in a box. This apparently innocuous replacement destroys the tridiagonal structure of the
truncated momentum.

We now proceed to show that 𝜎ℏ
Π

𝑁
𝑝Π𝑁

does fit in the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2:

(C1) ∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 is bounded. Indeed,

∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁

∥2
𝐿2 = 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2 = 2𝜋ℏ

𝑁∑︁
𝑗 ,𝑘=1

|𝐶ℏ
𝑗 ,𝑘 |

2

=
2𝜋ℏ3

𝐿2

𝑁∑︁
𝑗 ,𝑘=1

[
1 − (−1) 𝑗+𝑘

]2 (
𝑗 𝑘

𝑗2 − 𝑘2

)2

We change variables 𝑚 = 𝑗 + 𝑘 , 𝑛 = 𝑗 − 𝑘 , and bound the sum from above by

2𝜋ℏ3

𝐿2

2𝑁∑︁
𝑚=2

|𝑚−𝑁−1 |+(𝑁−1)∑︁
𝑛= |𝑚−𝑁−1 |− (𝑁−1)

𝑛≠0

4
(𝑚
𝑛
− 𝑛

𝑚

)2
≤ 2𝜋ℏ3

𝐿2

2𝑁∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=−𝑁
𝑛≠0

8

(
𝑚2

𝑛2
+ 𝑛2

𝑚2

)

≤ 16𝜋ℏ3

𝐿2
2

(
2

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

1

𝑛2

) (
2𝑁∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑚2

)
≤ 29𝜋ℏ3

𝐿2
𝜁 (2)𝑁3 =

29𝜋3𝜇2

6𝐿2
.

(C2) 𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁

converges strongly to 𝜒𝑅 ∈ 𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥 × R𝑝) (see Theorem 4.3);
(C3) We show that lim

𝑁→∞,ℏ→0
ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∥𝜎ℏ
Π⊥

𝑁
𝑝Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 = 0. Let 𝐵ℏ,𝑁 := ∥𝜎ℏ
Π⊥

𝑁
𝑝Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 . Then,

𝐵ℏ,𝑁 = 2𝜋ℏ
∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁
𝑗>𝑁

|𝐶 𝑗 ,𝑘 |2 ≤ 8𝜋ℏ3

𝐿2

∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁
𝑗>𝑁

(
𝑗 𝑘

𝑗2 − 𝑘2

)2
=
8𝜋𝜇3

𝐿2

1

𝑁

1

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁
𝑗>𝑁

(
𝑗 𝑘

𝑗2 − 𝑘2

)2
.

(4.27)

We now write, for 𝜖 = 1
𝑁

,

1

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁
𝑗>𝑁

(
𝑗 𝑘

𝑗2 − 𝑘2

)2
=

1

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑘≤𝑁−𝜖 𝑁
𝑗>𝑁+𝜖 𝑁

(
𝑗 𝑘

𝑗2 − 𝑘2

)2
=

∫ 1−𝜖

0

𝑑𝑣

∫ ∞

1+𝜖
𝑑𝑢

( 𝑢𝑣

𝑢2 − 𝑣2
)2

+ 𝑅𝑁 (𝜖)

for some remainder 𝑅𝑁 (𝜖). With the change variables 𝑥 = 𝑢 + 𝑣/2, 𝑦 = 𝑢 − 𝑣/2,
the integral simplifies and we can show that∫ 1−𝜖

0

𝑑𝑣

∫ ∞

1+𝜖
𝑑𝑢

( 𝑢𝑣

𝑢2 − 𝑣2
)2

≤ 𝐶 log
1

𝜖
= 𝐶 log 𝑁, |𝑅𝑁 (𝜖) | ≤ 𝐶

for some constant 𝐶 independent of 𝑁 . Plugging these estimates in (4.27) we see
that 𝐵ℏ,𝑁 → 0.

The latter estimates can be used in fact to show the stronger condition

(C1’) ∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁

∥𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥×R𝑝 ) → ∥𝑝𝜒𝑅 ∥𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥×R𝑝 ) . Indeed:



24 F. D. CUNDEN, M. LIGABÒ, AND M. C. SUSCA

∥𝜎ℏ
Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁

∥2
𝐿2 = 2𝜋ℏ∥𝐾ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2

= 2𝜋ℏTr(Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁 )2

= 2𝜋ℏTr(Π𝑁 𝑝
2Π𝑁 ) + 𝐵ℏ,𝑁

= 2𝜋ℏ
𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

2𝐸𝑘 + 𝐵ℏ,𝑁 =
𝜋3ℏ3

2𝐿2

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑘2 + 𝐵ℏ,𝑁 .

where we used the explicit form of 𝐸𝑘 (4.2). The term 𝐵ℏ,𝑁 tends to 0. Hence,
∥𝜎ℏ

Π𝑁 𝑝Π𝑁
∥2
𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥×R𝑝 ) →

𝜋3𝜇3

6𝐿2 , and also

∥𝑝𝜒𝑅 ∥2𝐿2 (𝑅𝑥×R𝑝 ) =

∫
𝑅

𝑝2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝 =

∫ 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿

− 𝜋𝜇

2𝐿

𝑝2𝑑𝑝

∫ 𝐿

−𝐿
𝑑𝑥 =

𝜋3𝜇3

6𝐿2
.

We conclude that there is strong convergence of the truncated momentum

lim
𝑁→∞,ℏ→0

ℏ𝑁=𝜇

∫
R𝑥×R𝑝

���𝜎ℏ
Π

𝑁
𝑝Π𝑁

(𝑥, 𝑝) − 𝑝𝜒𝑅 (𝑥, 𝑝)
���2 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑝 = 0.
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