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A bstract

In thisshort note, Ipoint outthat [p;g] € ih, contrary to the originalclain s o

| Jordar], and P irad. Rather, [p;q] is equalto som ething that is in nitesim ally di erent
from ih. W hilke this di erence is usually ham less, it does provide the solution of the
Bom {Jordan \trace paradox" of [p;ql. M ore recently, subtlketies of a very sin ilar formm
have been found to be of fuindam ental in portance In quantum eld theory.

W hen Bom and Jordan [l] and A1 discovered the relationsh fp;ql= ih, it was
a tuming point in physics. C lassically, physical quantities had always been assum ed to
comm ute; quantum m echanics was bom when this assum ption was discarded. M atrix
m echanics re ects this non-com m utativity by representing quantities such as p and g by
m atrices; wave m echanics does likew ise by considering them to be operators; and D irac’s
cnum ber and g-num ber form ulation sim ply takes non-com m utativity as the starting point.

Bom and Jordan cbtained [p;q]l= ih by m eansofargum entsbased on the correspondence
principle; and D irac obtained it by his Poisson bracket ansatz. Let us review is standard
wave-m echanical dervation. In the grepresentation, the state vector j iisa function (g),
the operator g is sim ply m ultiplication by g, and the operator p is de ned as ih @=Qqg. Thus
the dentity [po;gl= ih is jist a scaling by the factor ih of the dentity

Ry;al= 1; @)

where Tam usig the notation @, to denote @=Qq. Them eaning of {ll) ism ade m ore explicit
ifwe write in the in plied function (g) on both sides:
Byiql @= @:

Tt is strmightforward to multiply out the keft-hand side, and use the product rul to obtain
the right-hand side:

Byyal @ G @ 9l @
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A problem , however, ariseswhen we want tom ake the transition to them atrix m echanical
form ulation of quantum m echanics. In this form ulation, the state vector j i is written as


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9505014v1

a colum n vector. Physically observable quantities, such as p and g, m ust be represented by
Hem itHan m atrices. T he equivalent of the grepresentation of wave m echanics is obtained
by taking the vertical position in the colum n vector as a linear fiinction ofthe value g. Since
g is a continuous variable, and the row s of a colum n vector are discrete, we m ust consider
the lim it of a sequence of discrete m atrix representations, of ever increasing din ension, such
that the positions In the column vector for j i \ 11 in" the dom ain of g m ore and m ore
densely, so that In the lim i of an In nitedin ensionalm atrix they form a continuum . Let
us label the row s In such a way that the \m iddle one" has the Index valuie n = 0; the row s
abovearerowsn= 1, 2, 3,...,andthossbelow aren= +1,+2,+3,....Letusthen
deam that row 0 is to represent the origin of the g coordinate, g= 0. Then the relationship
between g and n is of the fom

g= 'n;

where " is som e length scale, that w ill shrink as the din ension of the m atrix representation
is lncreased. (T he precise m athem atical form of this \shrinking rate" does not need to be
known for our purposes). In other words, if we denote the colum n vector representing j i
by the boldface symbol , then we have
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Let usnow oconstruct the m atrix g that represents the operator gq. C karly, the quantity
d (@ isgiven In them atrix representation by
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from the dentity {3), i is then clear that
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isthem atrix corresponding to the operator g, where dots indicate zero entries in them atrix.
Constructing a m atrix p to represent the operator p is a little m ore subtle. Clarly, i
relies on us devising a suitable m atrix operator that is equivalent to the operator @4, In
the lin  of an In nite din ensionalm atrix. Now , since p is postulated to be an cbservable
quantity, the m atrix p must be Hem itian; and since by de nition p  ih@y, then it follow s
that the m atrix representation @, of @; must be anti-H em itian. Furthem ore, since the
derivative @; of any real function () must itself be real, and since the de nition of @4
cannot depend on whether the function we apply it to is real or com plex, then it follows
that @4 must in full generality be a realm atrix. Taken together, these two considerations
already tellus that @ 4 must be a real, antisymm etric m atrix. To nd its exact form , et us
consider the m eaning of the derivative @, from rst principles: for a function (@),

0 I «q+vw @: "%.
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where " and "’ are real num bers greater than zero. Now, in the m atrix representation, fora

nie din ension, we do not have positions that are In nitesinally closstoagiven g, nY
rather, the closest we can get are the two points .17 = I+ 1)*and g, ;1 = @ 1)°.
However, n the lim i ofan in nite-dim ensionalm atrix representation, these two points will
shrink around the point ¢, in the way we desire. M oreover, we already know that we cannot
use the point g, itself in the de nition of @, since the m atrix @ 4 must be antisym m etric,
which m eans that the diagonal elem ents m ust vanish. The best that we can do is therefore

@q ) @)
which is equivalent to G),wjth "= "0 i the lin i ofan ;n nitedin ensionalm atrix. T his
then in ples that
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as can be veri ed directly by multplying @) by @ . In other words, the m atrix p is given
by
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which is clearly Hem iian, as required.

W e can now tum inm ediately to the issue raised by the titke of this note, by com puting
o;a]l In the m atrix representation above| nam ely, by com puting the m atrix com m utator

b;gl. By muliplying out the m atrices, it is easily seen that
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we therefore nd that
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Here is the subtlety. The problem is that the m atrix (]) is not equalto ih tines the unit

matrix 1,
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Rather, the matrix {]) is e ectively cbtained by taking each diagonal elem ent of 2 and
\splitting i" between the o diagonals above and below . T hus we have proved the relation
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In the m atrix representation of quantum m echanics, and hence In fiill generality
;al6 ih; 10)

as T have clain ed in the title ofthis note.

The result {I(J) m ight be som ewhat disturbing. However, In aln ost all cases, i is of
academ ic interest only. The reason is that using the matrix @) rather than (1), in any
practical calculation, corresoonds to the replacem ent
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which is arguably ham less for any reasonablke (). In fact, we can obtain exactly the
sam e result p;glé ih using the wave m echanical representation, ifwe treat the operation of
di erentiation m ore carefilly, rather than by sim ply using the product rule. Iffwe w rite down

the wavem echanical equivalent of the Hem itian (i.e., symm etrical) de nition ), nam ely,

the sym m etrical version of (),
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then we nd that
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In agreem ent w ith the m atrix m echanical result.

T m ight seem that clain ing that p;ql$ ih isa pedantry. A fter all, when would shifting
the argum ent g by an In niesim al am ount, or shifting by one row or column in an In nie-
din ensionalm atrix representation, m ake any di erence? T here is at least one situation that
Iam aware of n which this change does m ake a di erence: whenever the trace of the m atrix
is taken. For exam pk, the Bom and Jordan’s []]weltknown \trace paradox" of p;q] points
out the follow ing: sihoe

TrAB) Tr®A)
forany nitem atricesA and B , then In the nie-dim ensional case we must have
Trp;q] Treg gp) O:
But if jp;g]= ih were to hold true, then we would need to have
Trip;gl= ihTr@)= ihD;

where D is the din ension of the m atrix representation, which, rather than vanishing, ap-
proaches in niy In the In nitedin ensional Iim it! I em phasise that this is a allacy; it is



the m atrix (]) that must be used, not the identity matrix ). And of course the m atrix
{1) is dentically traceless; hence, the Bom{Jordan \trace paradox" of [p;q] is due to the
Incorrect assum ption that [p;gl= ih, whereas at the level of individual row s and colum ns of
the m atrix representation it fails.

It m ight be clain ed that this sin ply show s that one cannot take in nite-dim ensional
m atrix m echanics to be the In nie-dim ension lim & of nite-dim ensionalm atrix m echanics.
But then what would this \m atrix m echanics" have to do w ith m atrices as we know them ?
M oreover, it is generally believed that the correct way of dealing w ith In nities, or in nies-
In als, in physical problem s is to take them to be the 1m it of nite quantities. Surely, then,
it is better to m odify the postulate of [p;gl= ih by an In nitesin al am ount, rather than
ram ove all chance of using a welkde ned lim itihg procedure?

Furthem ore, this ability of the ttaoe| to be ablk to yield an answer that is either zero
or in nite, depending on how carelessly one de nes one’sm atrix quantjrjes| tums out to be
m ore in portant to realworld calculations than one m ight na vely think. In quantum eld
theory, the e ect of e ectively \including the diagonal termm s" in the tin eordered product
operation, when in fact they should not be included, lads to a drastic and fundam ental
change In the predictions of calculations involving loop diagram s. T his hashasbeen pointed
out several tin es In the past two decades, but has not gained much attention; we shallbe
providing a full and explicit description of these developm ents shortly [].
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