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T he BelkK ochen-Specker contradiction is presented using continuous observables in in nite di-
m ensional H ibert space. It is shown that the assum ption of the existence of putative values for
position and m om entum observables for one single particle is incom patible w th quantum m echanics.

I. NTRODUCTION

O ne of the central questions in the interpretation of quantum m echanics from a realist perspective is whether the
Indeterm inacies or uncertainties in quantum m echanics are of an ontolgical or gnoseological character. They are
gnoseological if the observables of the system possess exact values that quantum m echanics is unable to predict and
can only provide probability distrdbutions for them . In this case the uncertainty is in our know ledge of the system
and not In the system itself and the developm ent of a determm inistic theory w ith hidden variables that are averaged to
produce the sam e statistical predictions of quantum m echanics is w ished. T he Indeterm inacies are ontological if the
observables do not assum e exact values but instead they are di use by nature and the indeterm inacies are in nature
and not in our know ledge. In this case quantum m echanics can be considered to be a com plte theory and not the
statistical average of a better theory. T he E instein-P odolsky-R osen argum enti'}'] was originally designed in order to
prove that quantum m echanics is not com plete, although later developm ents favour an interpretation ofthe argum ent
w here the values of the \elem ents of physical reality" are nonlocality determm ined (@ special case of contextuality) .
Indeed, the experin entalvjo]au'onsig] ofBell's nequality [_j] have established such nonlocale ects in the valuation of
Observables.

T he existence of de nie context independent valies for the observables was shown by B eJlEf] and by K ochen and
SpeckerE] to be In con ict with quantum m echanics on logical grounds, that is, in con ict wih the geom etrical
structure of the H ibert space, m ore than w ith the postulates of quantum m echanics. T he K ochen Specker theorem
is a com plicated argum ent requiring 117 vectors In a three dim ensionalH ibert space. A sin pler proofw as produced
by Peresi_é] w ith only 33 vectors and Penroseij] found a beautifiil geom etrical representation for these vectors. W ith
another goal, not trying tom inin ize the num ber ofdirections, a proofofthe theoram wasgiven E] nvolring continuous
sets of directions. Analysing spin observables for system s of two and three particles, M erm in i_Si] presented physical
exam ples of the B elkK ochen-Specker contradiction.

T he original E instein-P odolsky-R osen argum ent involves observables of position and m om entum and D . Bohm t_l-(_fli]
presented the sam e argum ent but In term s of gpin cbservables. Since then, spin cbservablesw ere preferred for E instein—
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P odolsky-R osen and B ellK ochen-Specker type ofargum ents. T his preference isnot only because these nvolvea nite
din ensionalH ibert space w ith sin pler m athem atics, but m ainly because spin ocbservables are m ore adequate or real
experin ental tests. H owever, spin is an essentially quantum m echanic observable w ith alm ost no correlate in classical
m echanics and therefore it is Interesting to exhbit these argum ents also for position and m om entum observables In
order to em phasize the drastic di erencesbetw een classicaland quantum m echanics. W ith these observables, a \fram e
function" was constructed and a rigourous proof of the B ell-K ochen-Specker theoram was provided [_1-1:] Furthem ore,
ilustrations of the BellK ochen-Specker contradiction were built nvolving Sign and Re ection observables 'E_L-gj'] and
also for unitary operators, functions of position and m om entum Iij] In all these cases, the operators nvolved are
not trivial functions of position and m om entum and it would be convenient to devise a sin ple proof. In this work,
the Incom patbility of quantum m echanics w ith the assum ption of the existence of noncontextual values for position
and m om entum of jist one particle is shown. The proof is very sin ple (a posteriori) and it nvolves the sim plest
physical system (one soinless free particle) and therefore it m akes the B elkK ochen-Specker result easier accessble to
non experts.

In thiswork we w ill nvestigate the possibility ofexistence ofde nite values forposition and m om entum observables
of a single particle. O f course these putative values are not provided by quantum m echanics and i does not m atter
w hether they are determ inistic, as n a hidden variable theory, or are random valies distributed according to som e
Inherent random ness in nature (zitterbewegung). In an ensemble of system s, we only require that the proposed
putative values should be distributed according to the distributions predicted by quantum m echanics.

II. THE PUTATIVE VALUE
Let us assum e that we can assign to any H ibert space operator A a num erical valie A calld the putative value,
w ith the follow ing properties.
Com pkteness: the set fXg of all possible putative values is the spectrum of the corresponding operator.

Functional consistency: the putative value preserves finctional relations in the sense that for any function F it
iSF @)=F @).
Context independence: the putative value assum ed by an operator is independent of the context in which the

corresponding observable is placed. D i erent contexts are de ned by di erent sets of com m uting operators.

Tt can be proved [ié_l‘] that the functional consistency condition has the in portant consequence that the putative value
for comm uting operators are additive and m ultiplicatire. T hat is,

R;B]=0! A+B=A+B and A B=A B : @)
T hese relations can be generalized to fiinctions that can be expanded as pow er series: m =F (X;E), howeverwe
w illnot use the general form . In fact we w illonly need the additive property. T his additive property is not necessarily
true for non com muting operators. For nstance if A = J; and B = J, are two com ponents of angular m om entum ,
then A + B = pﬁJu is also a com ponent of angularm om entum In a di erent direction but the spectrum ofszu is
clearly not equalto the sum of the spectra of J, and J, .

W e will now Investigate whether i is possble to assign putative values X and P to the position and m om entum

observables X and P of a particle, n a way com patble with quantum m echanics. This com patibility m eans that
the putative values should be distributed according to the probability finctions provided by quantum m echanics. O £



course, quantum m echanics can not predict or com pute these putative values but we want to know if their existence
is allowed by quantum m echanics. W e just want to see if we can think that these values exist. It is also irrelevant
w hether these values can be calculated by a determ inistic hidden variables theory or they are assigned random ly.
Let us assum e that the position observable is divided by som e length scale  (Com pton length, for instance) and
momentum ismultiplied by =h m aking them dim ensionless. T herefore their associated values are pure num bers and
the addition ofposition w ith m om entum isnotm eaningless. Let us considerthe operatorsX 1 ;X ,;P; ;P corresponding
to the observables of position and m om entum of a particle in a plane and lt X_l ;X_z ;P_l ;32 be their putative
values. Let usnow build several linear com binations of these operators that can be grouped in Intersecting subsets of
com m uting operators. In Fig.l we see som e of these Iinear com binations and we notice that all operators pined by a
straight line com m ute. Let us consider the two operatorsA = X1 X ,+ P;+ Py andB = X1+ X, + Py P 5. Sihce

they com m ute, their putative values are such that

A+B=A+B : @)

T he left hand side ofthis equation isA + B = 2X; + 2P, and the right hand side isA + B = X1 X ,+P1+Py+

X1+Xy2+P; Pr=X; X 2+P1+Py+X 1+ X,+P; P2=X_1 )(_2+El+52+x_1+x_2+31 P_2=2X_1+251.
T herefore the equation above becom es

X1+P1=X_1+Ell (3)

W e have used the additive property of the putative values of com m uting cbservables and we have shown that, even
though X ; and P; do not comm ute, their putative values are also additive. This is Indeed very suspicious and for
m ost experts this would be su cient reason to deny the existence of the putative values. Anyway we w ill prove that
this resul is in contradiction w ith quantum m echanics, but before doing this, som e com m ents are convenient.

T he property of context iIndependence is necessary in the above argum ent because we assum e that the value of, for
Instance, the operatorX ; + X , in the upper right comer ofF igl, is the sam e when we consider it as a m em ber of the
setfX 1 X ;X 1;X2;X 1+ X gasthevalie ttakeswhen it isamemberofthesst £X 1+ X 5;B ;P1 P ,g. W ihout this
assum ption, E q.{_ﬁ) could not be obtained. W e could have taken other sets of com m uting operators leading to sin ilar
results. For instance In the top line ofF ig.l we could take the operatorsX ; + P,;X 1;P,;X 1 P , and the appropriate
set In the Iower line. A Iso, choosing the signs properly, instead of an addition we could get a substraction in Eq.(’_ﬂ) or
any linear com bination of the operators. C onsidering the pro fction of position and m om entum along two arirary
orthogonaldirections in three din ensional space, would lead us to the conclusion that for any linear com bination we
have X + P = X + P .Noticethat in order to obtain these resuls i is in portant that the com m utator ofX and
P is a constant and a subtle cancellation of the com m utator in di erent directions ism ade. T his cancellation is no
lIongerpossibl when we use a sin ilar schem e In order to try to prove thatX 2+ P2= X2+ P2, Unfortunately several
attem pts to prove this failed. If we could prove this, then we would obtain an in m ediate contradiction because the
spectrum ofX 2+ P 2 is discrete w hereas the spectra ofX ? and P ? are continuous. An inm ediate contradiction would
also follow ifwe could prove that X P = X P because In one case the spectrum is com plex and in the other it is real.

III. CONTRADICTION W ITH QUANTUM MECHANICS

If the putative values for position X and momentum P exist, then they must be such that, for the operator

S =X+ P,wehave§= X +P = X +P.Wewillnow see that this is in contradiction w ith quantum m echanics.



X1 Xz X1 X2 X1"'X2
X X
= X1 X, +P1+ P X B=X1+X,;+P1 P,
X X X
P+ Py P P2 P P>

FIG.1l: Set ofoperators used to show that, although X and P do not com m ute, their putative values are additive. N otice

that all operators pined by a straight lne com m ute.

For this, let us consider an ensam ble of system s descrdbed by quantum m echanics by a H ibert space element . Let
f"xgif x99 ;f sgbe the eigenvectors of the operators X ;P ;S corresponding to the eigenvalues x;p;s. A ccording to
quantum m echanics, these three cbservables w ill have the probability distribution functions

®) = i if; @)
$ ) = hopi if; ®)
) = hs; if : ®)

T he assum ptionsm ade are the usualones when we dealw ith position and m om entum observables. H ow ever In order
to bem ore rigourousw e should state that the operatorsX ;P and S are unbound (this follow s from their com m utation
relations) and they have no eigenvectors in the H ibert space. T he solution to thisproblem isto de neaR igged H ibert
space (known asa G el’fand triplet in m athem atics) that contains the sets of generalized eigenvectors £/ ;g ;£ g;f g
that can be used as basses in order to expand any H ibert space elem ent[_l-§']. T he m odulus squared of the expansion
coe cients are interpreted In quantum m echanics as the probability distrdbutions given in the equations above. A s

an exam ple, the generalized eigenvectors in the coordinate representation, where X = x and P = i@ ,, are given by

Txo &) = & Xo); @
1
p ) = 192:e><p (ipx) ; @®)
il:4 (>< S)Z SZ

s &) = p2:exp i = : )



O ne can easily check that they satisfy their corresponding eigenvalue equations and that they are \delta finction" nor-
m alized. W e w illnot use these functionsbut we present them -just in order to clarify that the probability distributions
n Egs.@) to (6) arem athem atically wellde ned.
In the ensam ble of systam s, the putative values of position and m om entum X and P are distrbuted according to
) and $ (o), then the addition of these two random variablesS = X + P = X + P is distributed, according to the
theory of random variables, by the convolution

Z
pv (s) = dx x)$ 6 x)
Z 7
= dxdp &SP (5 &+p): (10)

Now we will see that this putative value prediction for the distrbution is di erent from the quantum m echanical

prediction n Eq.(6), that can be w ritten as
Z Z
)= dxdplx; ith ; pihp; sihsi’x1i; 11

and appears om ally quite di erent from the putative value distrbution. The form aldi erence between these two
distributions is such that, presum ably, o, (s) € (s) forallstates . In particular, it is easy to show that for some

states both distrbutions have di erent dispersion, that is, gv )6 2 4 (8). The quantum m echanical prediction is:

Z40(6) = pS?i mSi’=hX +P)*i WX +Pi’

K?+P?+XP+PXi i? Wwi? 2 itPi

= 2x)+ @)+ P +PXi 2HKiPi;

and the putative value prediction is

Z 7 5
gv (s) = ds & pv (8) ds s py (8)
Z Z Z Z 7 7 2
= dss® dxdp ®K)S ) (5 &+ p) dss dxdp ®)S$ ) (5 &+ p))
Z 7 Z 7 2
= dxdp k+p)°’ &) $ ) dxdp x+p) &) $ @)
7z 7 7 Z 5
= dxdp &2+ p°+ 2xp) &) S ) dxx )+ dpp$ ()
= ‘®+ ‘@) :

C karly, at kast fr any state w ith non vanishing correlation 6] IX P + PX i 2hX itP i€ 0, the assum ption of the
existence of the putative values is In contradiction w ith quantum m echanics.

Iv. CONCLUSION

If the predictions of quantum m echanics are correct, then we have proved that position and m om entum observables
can not be assigned any context independent value. T he proof presented here involves elem entary observables of one
single partick and provides a very sin ple illustration of the B ellK ochen-Specker contradiction .

C ontext dependent putative values are not prohibited and all attem pts to replace standard quantum m echanics by
som e form ofhidden variables theoriesm ust necessarily include the context dependence in the determ inistic assignm ent



ofvalues to the ocbservables. T his necessity m akes such determ inistic theories less appealing. O ne ofthem ain reasons
for developing hidden variables theories was to bring the quantum world closer to the classical expectations but the
necessary contextuality goes In the other direction.
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