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A bstract

In thisshortnote,Ipointoutthat[p;q]6= i�h,contrarytotheoriginalclaim sofBorn and

Jordan,and Dirac.Rather,[p;q]isequalto som ething thatisin�nitesim ally di�erent

from i�h. W hile thisdi�erence isusually harm less,itdoesprovide the solution ofthe

Born{Jordan \traceparadox" of[p;q].M orerecently,subtletiesofa very sim ilarform

have been found to beoffundam entalim portance in quantum �eld theory.

W hen Born and Jordan [1]and Dirac [2]discovered the relationship [p;q]= i�h,itwas
a turning point in physics. Classically, physicalquantities had always been assum ed to
com m ute; quantum m echanics was born when this assum ption was discarded. M atrix
m echanics reects this non-com m utativity by representing quantities such as p and q by
m atrices;wave m echanics does likewise by considering them to be operators;and Dirac’s
c-num berand q-num berform ulation sim ply takesnon-com m utativity asthestarting point.

Born and Jordan obtained [p;q]= i�h bym eansofargum entsbased on thecorrespondence
principle;and Dirac obtained itby hisPoisson bracketansatz. Letusreview itsstandard
wave-m echanicalderivation.In theq-representation,thestatevectorj iisa function  (q),
theoperatorq issim ply m ultiplication by q,and theoperatorp isde�ned asi�h@=@q.Thus
theidentity [p;q]= i�h isjusta scaling by thefactori�h oftheidentity

[@q;q]= 1; (1)

whereIam using thenotation @q to denote@=@q.Them eaning of(1)ism adem oreexplicit
ifwewritein theim plied function  (q)on both sides:

[@q;q] (q)=  (q):

Itisstraightforward to m ultiply outthe left-hand side,and use the productrule to obtain
theright-hand side:

[@q;q] (q)� @qq (q)� q@q (q)

=  (q)+ q@q (q)� q@q (q)

=  (q):

A problem ,however,ariseswhen wewanttom akethetransition tothem atrixm echanical
form ulation ofquantum m echanics. In thisform ulation,the state vector j iiswritten as
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a colum n vector.Physically observablequantities,such asp and q,m ustberepresented by
Herm itian m atrices. The equivalentofthe q-representation ofwave m echanicsisobtained
by takingtheverticalposition in thecolum n vectorasalinearfunction ofthevalueq.Since
q isa continuousvariable,and the rowsofa colum n vectorare discrete,we m ustconsider
thelim itofa sequenceofdiscretem atrix representations,ofeverincreasing dim ension,such
that the positions in the colum n vector for j i \�llin" the dom ain ofq m ore and m ore
densely,so thatin the lim itofan in�nite-dim ensionalm atrix they form a continuum . Let
uslabelthe rowsin such a way thatthe \m iddle one" hasthe index value n = 0;the rows
abovearerowsn = �1,�2,�3,...,and thosebelow aren = +1,+2,+3,....Letusthen
deem thatrow 0 isto representtheorigin oftheq coordinate,q= 0.Then therelationship
between q and n isoftheform

q= ‘n;

where‘issom elength scale,thatwillshrink asthedim ension ofthem atrix representation
isincreased. (The precise m athem aticalform ofthis\shrinking rate" doesnotneed to be
known forourpurposes). In otherwords,ifwe denote the colum n vectorrepresenting j i
by theboldfacesym bol ,then wehave
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Letusnow constructthem atrix q thatrepresentstheoperatorq.Clearly,thequantity
q (q)isgiven in them atrix representation by

q =

0
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from theidentity (2),itisthen clearthat
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isthem atrix correspondingtotheoperatorq,wheredotsindicatezeroentriesin them atrix.
Constructing a m atrix p to representthe operatorp isa little m ore subtle. Clearly,it

relies on us devising a suitable m atrix operator that is equivalent to the operator @q,in
the lim itofan in�nite dim ensionalm atrix. Now,since p ispostulated to be an observable
quantity,them atrix p m ustbeHerm itian;and since by de�nition p � i�h@q,then itfollows
that the m atrix representation @q of@q m ust be anti-Herm itian. Furtherm ore,since the
derivative @q ofany realfunction  (q) m ust itselfbe real,and since the de�nition of@ q

cannot depend on whether the function we apply it to is realor com plex,then it follows
that@q m ustin fullgenerality be a realm atrix. Taken together,these two considerations
already tellusthat@q m ustbea real,antisym m etric m atrix.To �nd itsexactform ,letus
considerthem eaning ofthederivative @q from �rstprinciples:fora function  (q),

@q0 (q
0)
�
�
�
q0= q

� lim
";"0! 0

 (q+ ")�  (q� "0)

"+ "0
; (3)

where" and "0arerealnum bersgreaterthan zero.Now,in them atrix representation,fora
�nite dim ension,we do nothave positionsthatarein�nitesim ally close to a given qn � n‘;
rather,the closest we can get are the two points qn+ 1 = (n + 1)‘ and qn�1 = (n � 1)‘.
However,in thelim itofan in�nite-dim ensionalm atrix representation,thesetwo pointswill
shrink around thepointqn in theway wedesire.M oreover,wealready know thatwecannot
use the pointqn itselfin the de�nition of@q,since the m atrix @q m ustbe antisym m etric,
which m eansthatthediagonalelem entsm ustvanish.Thebestthatwecan do istherefore

(@q )n �
 n+ 1 �  n�1

2‘
; (4)

which isequivalentto (3),with "= "0,in the lim itofan in�nite-dim ensionalm atrix. This
then im plesthat
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1
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ascan be veri�ed directly by m ultiplying (5)by (2).In otherwords,the m atrix p isgiven
by

p =
�h

2‘

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

... ... � � � � �

... 0 +i � � � �

� �i 0 +i � � �

� � �i 0 +i � �

� � � �i 0 +i �

� � � � �i 0
...

� � � � �
... ...

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (6)

3



which isclearly Herm itian,asrequired.
W ecan now turn im m ediately to theissueraised by thetitleofthisnote,by com puting

[p;q]in the m atrix representation above| nam ely,by com puting the m atrix com m utator
[p;q].By m ultiplying outthem atrices,itiseasily seen that

pq =
i�h
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wetherefore�nd that

[p;q]=
i�h
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Here is the subtlety. The problem isthatthe m atrix (7)isnot equalto i�h tim esthe unit
m atrix 1,

i�h1 �
i�h
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Rather,the m atrix (7) is e�ectively obtained by taking each diagonalelem ent of2 and
\splitting it" between theo�-diagonalsaboveand below.Thuswehaveproved therelation

[p;q]6= i�h1 (9)
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in them atrix representation ofquantum m echanics,and hencein fullgenerality

[p;q]6= i�h; (10)

asIhaveclaim ed in thetitleofthisnote.
The result (10) m ight be som ewhat disturbing. However,in alm ost allcases,it is of

academ ic interest only. The reason is that using the m atrix (8) rather than (7),in any
practicalcalculation,correspondsto thereplacem ent

lim
‘! 0

 (q� ‘)+  (q+ ‘)

2
!  (q);

which is arguably harm less for any reasonable  (q). In fact,we can obtain exactly the
sam eresult[p;q]6= i�h using thewavem echanicalrepresentation,ifwetreattheoperation of
di�erentiation m orecarefully,ratherthan bysim ply usingtheproductrule.Ifwewritedown
the wave-m echanicalequivalentofthe Herm itian (i.e.,sym m etrical)de�nition (4),nam ely,
thesym m etricalversion of(3),

@q0 (q
0)
�
�
�
q0= q

� lim
"! 0

 (q+ ")�  (q� ")

2"
;

then we�nd that

[@q;q] (q)� @qq (q)� q@q (q)

� lim
"! 0

(

(q+ ") (q+ ")� (q� ") (q� ")

2"
� q

 (q+ ")�  (q� ")

2"

)

� lim
"! 0

 (q+ ")+  (q� ")

2
;

in agreem entwith them atrix m echanicalresult.
Itm ightseem thatclaim ing that[p;q]6= i�h isa pedantry.Afterall,when would shifting

theargum entq by an in�nitesim alam ount,orshifting by onerow orcolum n in an in�nite-
dim ensionalm atrix representation,m akeany di�erence? Thereisatleastonesituation that
Iam awareofin which thischangedoesm akea di�erence:wheneverthetrace ofthem atrix
istaken.Forexam ple,theBorn and Jordan’s[1]well-known \traceparadox" of[p;q]points
outthefollowing:since

Tr(A B )� Tr(B A )

forany �nitem atricesA and B ,then in the�nite-dim ensionalcasewem usthave

Tr[p;q]� Tr(pq � qp)� 0:

Butif[p;q]= i�h wereto hold true,then wewould need to have

Tr[p;q]= i�hTr(1)= i�hD ;

where D isthe dim ension ofthe m atrix representation,which,ratherthan vanishing,ap-
proaches in�nity in the in�nite-dim ensionallim it! Iem phasise that this is a fallacy;itis
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the m atrix (7)thatm ust be used,not the identity m atrix (8). And ofcourse the m atrix
(7) is identically traceless;hence,the Born{Jordan \trace paradox" of[p;q]is due to the
incorrectassum ption that[p;q]= i�h,whereasatthelevelofindividualrowsand colum nsof
them atrix representation itfails.

It m ight be claim ed that this sim ply shows that one cannot take in�nite-dim ensional
m atrix m echanicsto bethein�nite-dim ension lim itof�nite-dim ensionalm atrix m echanics.
Butthen whatwould this\m atrix m echanics" have to do with m atricesaswe know them ?
M oreover,itisgenerally believed thatthecorrectway ofdealing with in�nities,orin�nites-
im als,in physicalproblem sisto takethem to bethelim itof�nite quantities.Surely,then,
it is better to m odify the postulate of[p;q]= i�h by an in�nitesim alam ount,rather than
rem ove allchanceofusing a well-de�ned lim iting procedure?

Furtherm ore,thisability ofthe trace| to be able to yield an answerthatiseitherzero
orin�nite,depending on how carelessly onede�nesone’sm atrix quantities| turnsoutto be
m ore im portantto real-world calculationsthan one m ightna��vely think. In quantum �eld
theory,the e�ectofe�ectively \including the diagonalterm s" in the tim e-ordered product
operation,when in fact they should not be included,leads to a drastic and fundam ental
changein thepredictionsofcalculationsinvolving loop diagram s.Thishashasbeen pointed
outseveraltim esin the pasttwo decades,buthasnotgained m uch attention;we shallbe
providing a fulland explicitdescription ofthesedevelopm entsshortly [3].
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