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A bstract

A m ore detailed derivation of the H eisenberg uncertainty principle from the certainty principle is given.

Introductory rem arks. A fter publication of the paper 'gj] I received m any letters, lncluding those w ith refer—
ences. In this connection, I think it is necessary to specify the follow ing:

1. The m etric Introduced by me (\quantum anglk") is known to m athem aticians from 1904 as Fubini-Study
m etric.

2. The correct \uncertainty relation" (in fact, certainty relation) for the quantities energy —tine was rst
suggested by M andelshtam and Tamm ig].

3. M andelshtam and Tamm studied a quantum system in the Schrodinger representation and did not use group
theory m ethods. For this reason they could not understand that their result hasm ore general character.

4. In contrast, I used group theory form ulations. And in plied that the system can be studied, n particular,
1
in the representation of relativistic canonical quantization [{l]. This allowed m e to form ulate the certainty
principle and to suggest m ore general inequalities.

Som e of my critics refiised to believe that the Heisenberg uncertainty principle is really a consequence of the
certainty principle. They claim ed that \this can not be so, because this can never be so".

N evertheless, this is so. And here I give a m ore detailed explanation.

D erivation of the uncertainty principle. Suppose that for a given quantum system we sucoeeded to nd
som e observable X , that can be considered in som e sense a \coordinate operator”.

Suppose that X isa selfadpint operatorw ith continuous spectrum , X = X .Letusdenote () its spectral
projacton'f for an arbirary real interval (a;b) .

Suppose also that we have a selffad pintoperator P , P = P, such that forany a, b and x wehaveequaliy:

+ i xP=~ i xP=~ _ .
e @+ x;bt+ x)e - @b) r

i.e. P is a \generator of spectral shifts" for X . As we know, such an operator is usually an operator of
m om entum .

Suppose now that the system isinh state i, hji= 1.
The quantity h (4,1, cbviously, de nes the probability to nd the system inside the interval (@;b) . Let us
de nesuch 1 and r,that

h (1pi=h gri)i=32 2 1 o1  0;07926:::
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R oughly speaking, spectral projctor is an operator nullifying wave function in X -representation outside of the given interval.
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Tt iseasy to see, that 1 and r ex:slf: So, the quantity ;X = r 1 can be naturally called \uncertainty" of the
coordinate X

T heorem. The Plowing inequality takes place (the uncertainty principk):

iX iP >~ (l)

In order to prove this theorem lt us st estin ate the scalar product of the vector i and the shifted vector
i ;X P=~

e 1:
i X P=~ s _ i X P=~ . _
hje 1 = h( (1 ;x) + (r;+1 ))e 1 =
i (X P=~ . i ;X P=~ .
= h (1 ;) © i+ h 41 )€ i 6
i (X P=~ . i X P=~ s _
6 h (1 ;) © i+ h c+1l)© 1 =

2 i ;X P=~ . 2 i ;X P=~. _
= h((l;r))el 1+ h( (r;+l))el 1 =

_ i ;X P=~ . i X P=~ .
= h (1ne (101 + h gr1)e w+1)1 6

1=2 1=2 1=2 1=2
6h (1, "h (191" +h gu1)T "h @11 " =
q q
pP——— p———
= %+ 171 21 % % 1 cofl+

d Piq P—
+ 2 21 fl ++1 1 oofl= cosl:

Here, com Ing from the fth to the sixth line, we estin ated both tem s by the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz
nequality.
So, Por the quantum angle between the iniial and the shiffed vectors we have estin ation:

\ i;e® XFTi > 1:

But it m eans that under the action of e * ¥ =" the vector i changes substantially fL].
Applying the certainty principle fi], we directly get ().

D iscussion. H istorically, it stacked up so Ea] that now in all textbooks the H eisenberg uncertainty principle is
Mustrated w ith the help of the K ennard inequality,

iX iP>E;

which isnot identicalw ith (-'!;') . Its undoubted virtue is that its proof is easier to understand for a person, who just
starts to study quantum m echanics. N evertheless, I believe that (Q;') ism ore fuindam ental.
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