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A bstract

The quantum -m echanical fram ework in which observables are associated
with Herm itian operators is too narrow to discuss m easurem ents ofsuch im -
portantphysicalquantitiesaselapsed tim eorharm onic-oscillatorphase.W ein-
troduceabroaderfram eworkthatallowsustoderivequantum -m echanicallim its
on theprecision to which a param eter| e.g.,elapsed tim e| m ay bedeterm ined
via arbitrary data analysisofarbitrary m easurem entson N identically prepared
quantum system s. The lim itsare expressed asgeneralized M andelstam -Tam m
uncertainty relations,which involvetheoperatorthatgeneratesdisplacem entsof
theparam eter| e.g.,theHam iltonian operatorin thecaseofelapsed tim e.This
approach avoidsentirely the problem ofassociating a Herm itian operatorwith
theparam eter.W eillustratethegeneralform alism ,�rst,with nonrelativisticun-
certainty relationsforspatialdisplacem entand m om entum ,harm onic-oscillator
phase and num berofquanta,and tim e and energy and,second,with Lorentz-
invariantuncertainty relationsinvolving thedisplacem entand Lorentz-rotation
param etersofthe Poincar�e group.
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1 Introduction

The goalofquantitative experim ents in physics isto determ ine a set ofparam eters
to som e levelofcon�dence. In generalthis determ ination entails com plex m ethods
ofdata analysisapplied to observed data. From thispointofview,the conventional
description ofm easurem entsin quantum theory,tied to the use ofHerm itian opera-
torsto representobservablequantities,providestoo narrow a fram ework,becausefor
m any experim entalparam eters,tim ebeingan exam ple,thereisnosuitableHerm itian
operator.

In thispaperweem ploy abroaderfram ework fordescribing thequantum -m echan-
icaldeterm ination ofparam eters such astim e [1]. In thisfram ework m easurem ents
are described in the m ost generalway perm itted by quantum m echanics| in term s
ofso-called \positive-operator-valued m easures" (POVM s). The role ofa quantum
m easurem ent is to provide data from which one infers the param eter ofinterest by
classicalm ethodsofparam eterestim ation.Thereisno need to associatea Herm itian
operatorwith the param eter,and generally thereisno such Herm itian operator.W e
derivequantum restrictionson determ ining a param eterby considering optim alm ea-
surem ents and optim alm ethodsofparam eterestim ation. The quantum restrictions
are stated asuncertainty relationsthatinvolve the param eterand the operatorthat
generatesdisplacem ents ofthe param eter,tim e and the Ham iltonian operatorbeing
an exam ple.

Uncertainty relationsare centralto the interpretation ofquantum theory,yet in
m anycasesofinterestitisim possibletoform ulatean uncertaintyrelation ifoneinsists
thatboth quantities have an associated Herm itian operator. Hilgevoord and U�nk
[2]give an excellentsum m ary ofthe defectsofstandard uncertainty relationsand of
them otivation forparam eter-based uncertainty relations.M andelstam and Tam m [3]
derived the�rstparam eter-based uncertaintyrelation,fortim eand energy,bytreating
elapsed tim e as a param eter to be determ ined by m easurem ent ofa conventional
observable thatvarieswith tim e. Helstrom [4]and Holevo [5]pioneered the m odern
study ofparam eter-based uncertainty relations,by considering quantum restrictions
on how wellone can determ ine a param eter from the results ofgeneralquantum
m easurem ents described by POVM s. Other authors [1,2,6,7,8]have form ulated
param eter-based uncertainty relationsin variouscontexts.

Here we present a generaltheory ofparam eter-based uncertainty relations and
explore in som e detailthe question of�nding optim alquantum m easurem ents that
achieve the lower bound set by the uncertainty relation. W e devote Section 2 to
sum m arizing thefram ework forquantum param eterestim ation and thecorresponding
generalized param eter-based uncertainty relations. Section 2.1 develops the general
theory form ixed quantum states(density operators).Section 2.2 specializesthegen-
eraltheory to purestatesthataregenerated by a single-param eterunitary operator,
a case thatoccupies the rem ainderofthe paper. In Section 3 we develop a general
description ofglobaloptim alm easurem entsthatsaturatethelowerbound in thegen-
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eralized uncertainty relation. Section 4 illustrates the param eter-based uncertainty
relations with various exam ples ofnonrelativistic uncertainty relations: spatialdis-
placem ent and m om entum in Section 4.1,harm onic-oscillator phase and num ber of
quanta in Section 4.2,and tim e and energy in Section 4.3. Section 5 applies the
param eter-based uncertainty relations to the displacem ent and Lorentz-rotation pa-
ram etersofthePoincar�e group,leading ultim ately to relativistically invariantuncer-
tainty relationsfortheinvariantspace-tim eintervalofspecialrelativity and theboost
and spatial-rotation param etersofLorentztransform ations.Section 6 concludeswith
a briefdiscussion.

2 G eneralized U ncertainty R elations

2.1 U ncertainty relations for m ixed states

Consider N replicas ofa quantum system . Each replica is prepared in the sam e
quantum state(density operator)�̂(X ),which isparam etrized bythesingleparam eter
X . In the following a subscript X on an expectation value denotes an expectation
valuewith respectto �̂(X ).Braunstein and Caves[1]considera generalsm ooth path
on thespaceofdensity operators,

�̂(X )=
X

j

pjjjihjj; (1)

where both theeigenvaluespj and theeigenvectorsjjican change along thepath.A
path isspeci�ed by giving thetangentvector

d�̂

dX
=

X

j

dpj

dX
jjihjj� i[̂h;�̂]� �̂

0
: (2)

TheHerm itian operatorĥ,which can depend onX ,generatesthein�nitesim alchanges
in theeigenvectorsof�̂(X ):

�̂(X + dX )= �̂(X )+ �̂
0(X )dX =

X

j

(pj + dpj)e
�idX ĥjjihjjeidX ĥ

: (3)

Noticethat ĥ can bereplaced by

� ĥ � ĥ � ĥhiX (4)

in Eqs.(2)and (3)withoutchanging thepath.
Them ostgeneralm easurem entperm itted by quantum m echanics[5,9,10]can be

described by a setofbounded,non-negative,Herm itian operatorsÊ (�)d� (generaliza-
tionsofprojection operators),which arecom pletein thesense that

Z

d�Ê (�)= 1̂ = (unitoperator): (5)
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The quantity � labels the \results" of the m easurem ent; written here as a single
continuous realvariable,it can be discrete or m ultivariate. The operators Ê (�)d�
m akeupwhatiscalleda\positive-operator-valuedm easure"(POVM ).Theprobability
distribution forresult�,given theparam eterX ,is

p(�jX )= tr
�

Ê (�)̂�(X )
�

: (6)

The properties ofthe POVM are just those needed to m ake p(�jX ) a norm alized
probability distribution.

Let�1;:::;�N denotetheresultsofm easurem entson theN replicasofourquantum
system .A generalform ofdata analysisusesa function

X est = X est(�1;:::;�N ) (7)

to generate an estim ate X est forthe param eterX ,based on the data �1;:::;�N ob-
tained from them easurem entsand nothing else.

To characterize how precisely the N m easurem entsare able to determ ine the pa-
ram eterX ,we need som ething a bitm ore com plicated than the obviouschoice,the
variance ofthe estim ator,h(�X est)2iX = h(X est � hX estiX )2iX . The reason is that
thevariancedoesnottakeinto accounttwo im portantpossibilities.First,even ifthe
estim atorhasa sm allvariance,itm ightbesystem atically biased away from the true
param eter value| i.e.,hX estiX m ight not equalX | and thus give a poor estim ate.
Second,the estim atorm ighthave di�erent\units" from the param eter,thusm aking
itdi�cultto interpretthe variance ofthe estim atorasa m easure ofprecision in de-
term ining X .Both theam ountofbiasand thedi�erence in unitscan depend on the
param eter,i.e.,on location along thepath.To rem edy these di�culties,we quantify
theestim ate’sdeviation from theparam eterby [1]

�X �
X est

jdhX estiX =dX j
� X : (8)

The derivative dhX estiX =dX rem oves the localdi�erence in the \units" ofthe esti-
m atorand theparam eter,and then theunits-corrected estim atoriscom pared to the
param eterX ,notto them ean valueoftheestim ator.Asa statisticalm easureofthe
precision oftheestim ation,weusethesecond m om entof�X .

Thereisa lowerbound on thesecond m om entof�X :

h(�X )2iX �
1

N F(X )
�

1

N (ds=dX )2
: (9)

Braunstein and Caves [1]derive the ultim ate lower bound in two steps,in contrast
to derivationsby Helstrom [4]and Holevo [5(Chap.VI.2)],both ofwhom proceed to
the ultim ate lowerbound in a single step thatobscuresthe conditionsforachieving
the ultim ate lower bound. The two steps in the Braunstein-Caves derivation are
displayed as the two inequalities in Eq.(9). The �rst inequality is a bound that
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applies to allestim ators X est for a �xed probability distribution p(�jX ),i.e.,for a
�xed quantum m easurem ent. The second inequality is a bound that applies to all
quantum m easurem ents.

In the�rstinequality in Eq.(9),

F(X )�
Z

d�
1

p(�jX )

 
@p(�jX )

@X

! 2

(10)

is the Fisher inform ation [11]associated with the probability distribution p(�jX ).
The�rstinequality isan expression oftheCram �er-Rao bound ofclassicalestim ation
theory [11],which places a lower bound on the variance ofany estim ator X est that
isapplied to data drawn from the distribution p(�jX ). An estim atorthatsaturates
the �rstinequality in Eq.(9)| and,hence,attainsthe Cram �er-Rao bound| iscalled
an e� cientestim ator.Thelowerbound in the�rstinequality can alwaysbeachieved
asym ptotically forlarge N by using m axim um -likelihood estim ation [12],butexcept
forspecialdistributions,thereisno e�cientestim atorfor�nitevaluesofN .

The second inequality in Eq.(9) holds for any POVM Ê (�)d�. The second in-
equality iswritten in term sofalineelem entds2,which de�nesa\statisticaldistance"
[13]thatm easuresthedistinguishability ofneighboring quantum statesand provides
a naturalRiem annian geom etry on thespace ofdensity operators.The explicitform
thatBraunstein and Caves[1](seealso [4,5(Chap.VI.2)])�nd forthelineelem entis

ds
2
=dX

2 =
��

L �̂(̂�
0)
�2
�

X

= tr
�

�̂
0L �̂(̂�

0)
�

; (11)

whereL �̂ isa super-operatorthat,in thebasisthatdiagonalizes �̂,takestheform

L �̂(Ô)=
X

fj;kjpj+ pk6= 0g

2

pj + pk
O jkjjihkj: (12)

If�̂ hasnozeroeigenvalues,L�̂ istheinverseofthesuper-operatorde�ned byR �̂(Ô)�
1

2
(̂�Ô + Ô �̂);hence,L�̂ wasdenoted R �1

�̂ by Braunstein and Caves[1]. Helstrom [4]
and Holevo [5(Chap.VI.2)]callL �̂(̂�0)the \sym m etric logarithm ic derivative" of �̂.
The lower bound in the second inequality can be achieved by using a POVM such
that the operators Ê (�)are one-dim ensionalprojection operatorsonto orthonorm al
eigenstatesoftheHerm itian operatorL �̂(̂�0)[1].Theconditionsgiven hereand above
forachievingthetwolowerboundsin Eq.(9)aresu�cient,though theyarenotalways
necessary.

Thelineelem ent(11)on thespaceofdensity operatorsarisesherefrom quantifying
precisely thequantum restrictionson determ iningaparam eter| and,hence,thequan-
tum restrictionson the statisticaldistinguishability ofneighboring density operators
�(X )and �(X + dX ).Thesam elineelem entcan also begotten by de�ning a natural
m etric on density operatorsin term softhecorrelation between pairsofconventional
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observables. The readerinterested in thisalternative route to the m etric can �nd it
spelled outin [8,14],togetherwith referencesto related work.

Although notpointed outby Braunstein and Caves,thelowerbound (9)doesnot
im prove ifone allows m easurem ents that do not factorinto separate m easurem ents
on each ofthe N replicas. One can see this by treating the N replicas as a single
com positesystem with density operator

�̂
(N )(X )= �̂(X )
 � � � 
 �̂(X ): (13)

Applied tothiscom positesystem ,thebound (9)takesaform h(�X )2iX � (dX =ds(N ))2

thatholdsforallquantum m easurem entson theproductspaceofthecom positesys-
tem . Itisnotdi�cultto show,however,thatforN -replica productstates,the line
elem enton theproductspacereducesto N tim esthesingle-replica lineelem ent,i.e.,

(ds(N ))2

dX 2
= tr

 
d�̂(N )

dX
L �̂(N )

�
d�̂(N )

dX

�!

= N tr
�

�̂
0L �̂(̂�

0)
�

; (14)

thusgiving thesam elowerbound asin Eq.(9).Thisresultprovidesa lim ited answer
to a question raised by Peres and W ootters[15]: when a com posite system ism ade
up ofreplicas allprepared in the sam e quantum state, can m easurem ents on the
com posite system betterdistinguish statesthan can separate m easurem ents on each
ofthereplicas? Forthevery specialcaseoftwo neighboring states,theanswerisno.

W e pause at this point to take stock ofwhat has already been presented. The
bound (9),togetherwith Eq.(11),isa generalspeciesofuncertainty relation,which
restricts one’s ability to determ ine a param eter from the results ofquantum m ea-
surem ents. This uncertainty relation applies to m ixed quantum states, allows for
m easurem entsthatarenotdescribed by projection operators,and includesthepossi-
bilityofm ultiplem easurem ents.On theotherhand,precisely becausethisuncertainty
relation isso general,we�nd itinstructivein whatfollowsto specializein threeways,
thusperm itting usto m akeclosercontactwith standard uncertainty relations.

Forthe�rstspecialization weassum ethattheeigenvaluesofthedensity operator
do notchangealong thepath| i.e.,dpj = 0 in Eq.(3)| which sim pli�esEq.(2)to

�̂
0= �i[̂h;�̂]= �i[� ĥ;�̂]: (15)

This�rstspecialization m eansthatthepath isgenerated by aunitary transform ation;
keep in m ind,however,thatwe stillallow the localgeneratorofthe transform ation,
ĥ,to depend on X .Asa consequence ofthis�rstspecialization,wecan write

L �̂(̂�
0)= 2i

X

fj;kjpj+ pk6= 0g

pj � pk

pj + pk
�h jkjjihkj� 2c�h ; (16)

whereweintroduce c�h asa shorthand for1
2
L �̂(̂�0),and thelineelem ent(11)becom es

ds2

dX 2
= 4h(c�h)2iX = 2

X

j;k

(pj + pk)

 
pj � pk

pj + pk

!2

j�h jkj
2 � 4h(� ĥ)2iX : (17)
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Notice thatin thisline elem entwe can drop the restriction on the sum ,since under
any procedure forapproaching the boundary on which one orm ore eigenvalues of�̂
vanishes,theterm sforwhich pj + pk = 0 do notcontribute.

A consequence ofthelastinequality in Eq.(17)isa param eter-based uncertainty
relation [1,4,5(Chaps.III.2,IV.7,and VI.3)],

h(�X )2iX h(� ĥ)
2iX �

1

4N
; (18)

which,since it involves the variance of ĥ,resem bles standard uncertainty relations,
exceptthatX isa param eterand therelation holdsform ultiple m easurem ents.The
corresponding uncertainty relation involving c�h,

h(�X )2iX h(c�h)
2iX �

1

4N
; (19)

isstricter[1,5(Chap.VI.3)],unlessequality holdsin Eq.(17). Equality isequivalent
to thecondition thatpjpkj�h jkj

2 = 0 foralljand k.In particular,equality holdsif�̂
isa purestate,butneverholdsif�̂ hasno zero eigenvalues(exceptin thetrivialcase
� ĥ = 0).

2.2 U ncertainty relations for pure states

The second specialization isto assum e that �̂(X )= j X ih X jisa pure state. This
assum ption im plies the �rstone,which isincorporated in Eq.(15),since a path on
thepurestatesm ustbegenerated by aunitary transform ation.Norm alization im plies
that

0=
d

dX
h X j X i= h X j

 
dj X i

dX

!

+

 
dh X j

dX

!

j X i= 2Re

 

h X j

�
dj X i

dX

�!

; (20)

butthefreedom to m ultiply j X iby a phase factorm eansthatIm [h X j(dj X i=dX )]
can bechosen arbitrarily.Using Eqs.(15)and (20),onecan show that

 
dj X i

dX

!

?

�
dj X i

dX
� j X ih X j

 
dj X i

dX

!

= �i� ĥj X i; (21)

where(dj X i=dX )? istheprojection ofdj X i=dX orthogonalto j X i.Equation (15)
can now bewritten as

�̂
0= �i[� ĥ;�̂]=

 
dj X i

dX

!

?

h X j+ j X i

 
dh X j

dX

!

?

: (22)

A convenientphasechoice,

h X j

 
dj X i

dX

!

= �iĥhiX ; (23)
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leadsto a Schr�odinger-like equation forj X i:

dj X i

dX
= � îhj X i: (24)

Noticethatthephasefreedom in j X iisequivalentto thefreedom to add a m ultiple
oftheunitoperatorto ĥ.

Applying oursecond assum ption to Eq.(16),one�ndsthat

c�h =
1

2
L �̂(̂�

0)= �i[� ĥ;�̂]=

 
dj X i

dX

!

?

h X j+ j X i

 
dh X j

dX

!

?

= �̂
0
: (25)

Thus,forpurestates,thelineelem ent(17)forstatisticaldistancereducesto

ds2

dX 2
= 4

 
dh X j

dX

!

?

 
dj X i

dX

!

?

= 4h(� ĥ)2iX ; (26)

which im plies,asindicated above,thatwecan restrictourattention totheuncertainty
relation (18).

One expects statisticaldistance,which m easures the distinguishability ofstates,
to be related to the innerproductand thusto the Hilbert-space angle between pure
states. The square ofthe in�nitesim alHilbert-space angle d� between neighboring
statesj X iand j X + dX iis

d�
2 = [cos�1 (jh X j X + dX ij)]

2 = 1� jh X j X + dX ij
2
: (27)

The line elem ent d�2 de�nes a naturalRiem annian m etric,called the Fubini-Study
m etric [16,17,18],on the m anifold ofHilbert-space rays. Using Eq.(20) and the
furtherconsequence ofnorm alization,

0=
1

2

d2

dX 2
h X j X i=

 
dh X j

dX

!  
dj X i

dX

!

+ Re

 

h X j

�
d2j X i

dX 2

�!

; (28)

one�ndsthat

d�
2 = dX

2

2

4

 
dh X j

dX

!  
dj X i

dX

!

�

�
�
�
�
�
h X j

 
dj X i

dX

! �
�
�
�
�

2
3

5

= dX
2

 
dh X j

dX

!

?

 
dj X i

dX

!

?

=
1

4
ds

2
; (29)

which m eansthatHilbert-spaceangleishalfthestatisticaldistancede�ned here.
Thethird and �nalspecialization istoassum ethatthegenerator ĥ isindependent

ofX .Thisassum ption allowsustointegrateEq.(24)and towritethepath on Hilbert
spaceasbeing generated by a single-param eterunitary operator,

j X i= e
�iX ĥj 0i; (30)
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where j 0iisa �ducialstate atX = 0. M oreover,thisassum ption guaranteesthat
the expectation value ofany function of ĥ is independent ofX ;thus we can drop
the subscript X from the m ean and variance of ĥ. In particular,we can write the
uncertainty relation (18)as

h(�X )2iX h(� ĥ)
2i�

1

4N
: (31)

Itisthisparam eter-based uncertainty relation thatoccupiesusforthe rem ainderof
thispaper. Asnoted above,thisuncertainty relation resem bles the standard uncer-
tainty relation,exceptthatthe relation holdsform ultiple m easurem entsand X isa
param eter,notnecessarily corresponding to any Herm itian operator.

3 G lobalO ptim alM easurem ents

3.1 G eneralconsiderations

Thechain ofinequalitiesleadingtotheuncertainty relation (31)consistsofthetwoin-
equalitiesleadingtothestatisticaldistancein Eq.(9)and theinequality involving the
generatorĥ in Eq.(17).The�rstinequality in Eq.(9)can besaturated asym ptotically
forlargeN by useofm axim um -likelihood estim ation,and theinequality in Eq.(17)is
saturated forpure states. Thusthe question ofachieving equality in the uncertainty
relation (31),provided one allows form any m easurem ents N ,reduces to �nding an
optim alm easurem ent,i.e.,onethatsaturatesthesecond inequality in Eq.(9).Notice
that since the variance of ĥ is constant as a consequence ofour third assum ption,
optim alm easurem entslead to a m axim um Fisherinform ation thatisconstantalong
thepath.

Asindicated above,one such optim alm easurem ent uses a POVM such thatthe
operatorsÊ (�)areone-dim ensionalprojection operatorsontoorthonorm aleigenstates
ofthe Herm itian operator L �̂(̂�0) = 2c�h [cf.Eq.(25)]. This m easurem ent has the
defect,however,thatitgenerally dependson X ,thusrequiring oneto know thevalue
oftheparam eteroneistrying to estim atebeforechoosing theoptim alm easurem ent.
Ourgoalhere isto �nd a globalm easurem ent,independentofX ,thatisoptim alall
along the path. W e seek such a globaloptim alm easurem ent in term s ofa POVM
Ê (x)dx,where the m easurem ent results are labeled by a single realnum ber x that
hasthesam erangeofvaluesasX .Aswediscussfurtherin Section 3.2,wecan hopeto
�nd an optim alm easurem entofthisform only ifthegenerator ĥ isnon-degenerate;if
thespectrum ofĥ hasdegeneracies,an optim alm easurem entm ustacquireinform ation
beyond thatwhich can bedescribed by a singlerealnum ber.

ThePOVM Ê (x)dx m ust,ofcourse,becom plete,which m eansthat

1̂ =
Z

dxÊ (x): (32)
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Theprobability density forresultx,given theparam eterX ,is

p(xjX )= h X ĵE (x)j X i= h 0je
iX ĥ

Ê (x)e�iX ĥj 0i: (33)

Asnoted above,globaloptim alm easurem entslead to a Fisherinform ation (10)that
isindependentofX .Thissuggeststhatwerequirethatp(xjX )bea function only of
x � X ,which m eansthePOVM m ustsatisfy a \displacem ent" property

e
iX ĥ

Ê (x)e�iX ĥ = Ê (x� X ): (34)

M easurem entsthatsatisfy properties(32)and (34)arecalled covariantby Holevo [5].
W erestrictoursearch forglobaloptim alm easurem entsto POVM sthathave one

additionalproperty: the POVM consistsofm ultiplesof\projection operators" onto
(generally unnorm alizable)statesjxi,

Ê (x)dx =
dx

C
jxihxj (35)

(C is a realconstant). The m otivation for this assum ption is that m easurem ents
notdescribed by one-dim ensional\projectors" have lessresolution [19],butitwould
be usefulto m ake this m otivation precise or to investigate whether covariant m ea-
surem ents thatdo notsatisfy property (35)can be optim al. Notice thatwe do not
require that the states jxi be orthogonal,and ifthey are not,they are necessarily
overcom plete.The constantC could be absorbed into thestatesjxi,butitisuseful
to leave itfree so thatthese states can be given conventionalnorm alizations in the
exam plesofSection 4.

W ithoutlossofgenerality we can discard the freedom to re-phase the statesjxi,
because the POVM is una�ected by re-phasing,and thus replace the displacem ent
property ofthePOVM with a displacem entrequirem enton thestates,

e
�iX ĥjxi= jx+ X i: (36)

Thisdisplacem entproperty,written as

hxje�iX ĥj i= hx� X j i= e
�X @=@x hxj i; (37)

isequivalentto saying thatin thex representation,ĥ isrepresented by a derivative:

ĥ ( )
1

i

@

@x
: (38)

Theprobability density (33)can bewritten as

p(xjX )= j X (x)j
2 = j 0(x� X )j2 � p(x � X ); (39)

where

 X (x)�
1
p
C
hxj X i=

1
p
C
hx� X j 0i=  0(x� X ) (40)
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isthe\wavefunction" ofthestatevectorj X iin thex representation.
Equations (32),(35),and (36) are the three properties that we require ofthe

POVM Ê (x)dx. Holevo [5(Chap.IV.7)]considers the sam e sorts ofm easurem ents;
histreatm ent,whilem orerigorousm athem atically than ours,isinaccessible to m any
physicists. The three properties are preserved by a \gauge transform ation," which
replacesthestatesjxiwith states

e
if(̂h)jxi; (41)

wheref isan arbitrary real-valued function.Thisgaugefreedom playsan im portant
role,aswediscussfurtherin Section 3.2 and in theexam plesofSection 4.

Ifthe POVM Ê (x)dx is an optim alm easurem ent,then it saturates the second
inequality in Eq.(9),which sim pli�esto

Z

dx
[p0(x)]2

p(x)
= F �

ds2

dX 2
= 4h(� ĥ)2i: (42)

In thisinequality we puttheFisherinform ation F in a new form ,which appliesto a
covariantm easurem entand which isexplicitly independentofX .

Fora m easurem entdescribed by theone-dim ensional\projectors" jxihxj,thenec-
essary and su�cientcondition foran optim alm easurem ent,asshown in [1],isthat

Im

 

h X jxihxj

�
dj X i

dX

�

?

!

= 0 forallx and allX . (43)

Using Eqs.(21)and (34)and writing

1
p
C
hxj 0i=  0(x)= r(x)ei�(x) ; (44)

r(x)= j 0(x)j=
q

p(x); (45)

onecan recastcondition (43)as

0=
1

C
Im (ih 0jxihxj� ĥj 0i)= r

2(x)[� 0(x)� ĥhi] forallx, (46)

which isequivalentto �(x)= hĥix+ constant.Afterdiscarding theirrelevantoverall
phasedueto theconstant,theresulting wave function is

 0(x)= r(x)eiĥhix : (47)

The POVM Ê (x)dx thusdescribes a globaloptim alm easurem ent ifand only ifthe
wave function  0(x)ofthe�ducialstate is(up to an overallphase)an arbitrary real
function tim esa sim plephasefactorthataccountsfortheexpectation valueofĥ.For
a �ducialstatewhose wave function hasa phasethatisnonlinearin x forallchoices

11



ofthe statesjxi,we cannotrule outthe existence ofa globaloptim alm easurem ent,
butwecan say thatany m easurem entthatsatis�esproperties(32),(35),and (36)is
notoptim al.

W ecan getatcondition (46)directly by calculating them ean and varianceofĥ in
thex representation,again writing  0(x)asin Eq.(44):

ĥhi=
Z

dx 
�
0(x)

1

i

@

@x
 0(x)=

Z

dxp(x)� 0(x); (48)

h(� ĥ)2i=
Z

dx

�
�
�
�
�

 
@

@x
� iĥhi

!

 0(x)

�
�
�
�
�

2

=
1

4

Z

dx
[p0(x)]2

p(x)
+
Z

dxp(x)[� 0(x)� ĥhi]2 :

(49)
Thisexpression forh(� ĥ)2iconnectsthetheCram �er-Raobound ofclassicalestim ation
theory [�rst inequality in Eq.(9)]to the requirem ents ofquantum theory [second
inequality in Eq.(9)].A glanceatEq.(42)rem indsonethatthe�rstterm in h(� ĥ)2i
isone-quarteroftheFisherinform ation;m oreover,onerecognizesthatforan optim al
m easurem ent this �rst term m ust attain its m axim um value,which is the variance
of ĥ. Thus,for an optim alm easurem ent,the second term in h(� ĥ)2i,which is the
variance of� 0(x)with respectto p(x),m ustbe zero;vanishing ofthe second term is
precisely thecondition (46).

It is instructive to consider in som e detaila specialcase ofthe uncertainty re-
lation (31),because in thisspecialcase one �ndsthe closestconnection between our
param eter-based uncertainty relationsand standard uncertainty relations.Beforecon-
sidering thisspecialcase,however,itisusefulto notethatthem ean and varianceof
them easurem entresultx aregiven by

hxiX =
Z

dxxp(x � X )= X +
Z

dxxp(x)= X + hxi0 ; (50)

h(�x)2iX =
Z

dx(x� hxiX )
2
p(x � X )=

Z

dx(x� hxi0)
2
p(x)= h(�x)2i: (51)

Them ean valueofx with respectto the�ducialstate,hxi0,globally biasesthem ean
hxiX away from theparam eter.Thevarianceofx isindependentofX .

To introduceourspecialcase,supposethatonem akesN m easurem entsdescribed
by the POVM Ê (x)dx and thatoneestim atesthe param eterX asthesam ple m ean
ofthedata,with theglobalbiasrem oved,i.e.,

X est =
1

N

NX

i= 1

(xi� hxi0): (52)

Thisestim atorisunbiased,i.e.,hX estiX = hxiX � hxi0 = X ,and thusthedeviation (8)
becom es �X = Xest � X = �X est. In addition,the e�ciency ofthis estim ator is
independentofN ,becausethem ean-squaredeviation decreasesas1=N :

h(�X )2i= h(�X est)
2i= h(�x)2i: (53)
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Theresulting specialcaseoftheuncertainty relation (31)is

h(�x)2ih(� ĥ)2i= N h(�X )2ih(� ĥ)2i�
1

4
: (54)

The uncertainty relation forthisestim atorisidenticalto a standard uncertainty re-
lation forthe m easurem entresultx,the only di�erence being thatthe statesjxiare
generally nottheeigenstatesofany Herm itian operator.

Equality in the uncertainty relation (54)requires saturating both inequalities in
Eq.(9).Saturatingthesecond inequality| i.e.,m aking F = 4h(� ĥ)2i[seeEq.(42)]|
m eans thatthe �ducialwave function  0(x)hasthe form (47). Saturating the �rst
inequality m eansthatthesam plem ean (52)isan e�cientestim atorforallvaluesofN
and,in particular,thatx� hxi0,them easurem entresultwith theglobalbiasrem oved,
isitselfan e�cientestim atorforN = 1.W ecan determ inetheresulting conditionsby
specializing the proofofthe Cram �er-Rao bound to the case ofa single m easurem ent
with x � hxi0 astheestim ator.W e�rstwritethem ean oftheestim atorin theform

hxiX � hxi0 =
Z

dx(x� hxi0)p(x� X )= X ; (55)

Di�erentiating thisexpression with respectto X and using

0=
d

dX

Z

dxp(x� X )= �

Z

dxp
0(x� X ) (56)

leadsto

1 = �

Z

dx(x� hxi0)p
0(x � X )

= �

Z

dx(x� hxi0 � X )p0(x� X )

= �

Z

dx(x� hxi0)p
0(x)= �

Z

dxp(x)(x � hxi0)
dlnp(x)

dx
: (57)

Squaring thisexpression and using theSchwarz inequality yields

1 =

 Z

dxp(x)(x� hxi0)
dlnp(x)

dx

!2

�

�Z

dx(x� hxi0)
2
p(x)

�
0

@

Z

dxp(x)

 
dlnp(x)

dx

!2
1

A : (58)

Re-writing theexpression fortheFisherinform ation in Eq.(42)as

F =
Z

dx
[p0(x)]2

p(x)
=

Z

dxp(x)

 
dlnp(x)

dx

! 2

(59)
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showsthatEq.(58)istheclassicalN = 1 bound on theestim atorx:

h(�x)2i=
Z

dx(x� hxi0)
2
p(x)�

1

F
: (60)

Thecondition forsaturating thisbound,which com esfrom theSchwarzinequality in
Eq.(58),isthat

dlnp(x)

dx
= ��(x � hxi0) =) p(x)/ e

��(x�hxi 0)
2=2

; (61)

where� isa constant.
Theresultoftheseconsiderationsisthatequality in theuncertainty relation (54)

can be achieved ifand only ifthe �ducialwave function has the form (47),with
p(x)= r2(x)beingaGaussian.TheseGaussian statesareanalogoustothem inim um -
uncertainty statesthatgive equality in the standard uncertainty relation. Thusour
form alism ofparam eter-based uncertaintyrelationscontainswithinitself,inthespecial
caseoftheestim atorbeingthesam plem ean,thestandard uncertaintyrelation and the
associated m inim um -uncertainty states.Two pointsdeserve m ention.First,form ost
generatorsĥ,therearerestrictionson theform ofthewavefunction;theserestrictions,
which arediscussed in Section 3.2 and in theexam plesofSection 4,generally prevent
one from choosing a Gaussian forp(x)and thus m ean thatthere are no statesthat
yieldequalityintheuncertaintyrelation(54).Second,therestrictiontoGaussianwave
functionsisa consequence ofusing the sam ple m ean asthe estim ator. Ifone allows
otherestim ators,theconditionson the�ducialwavefunction areweaker.Speci�cally,
as we have seen,in the lim it oflarge N ,where m axim um -likelihood estim ation is
asym ptotically e�cient,the condition forsaturating the uncertainty relation (31)is
thatthe�ducialwavefunction havetheform (47).

3.2 T he x representation

Up tillnow,ithasnot been necessary to construct explicitly states jxi thatsatisfy
the com pleteness and displacem ent properties. Such a construction depends on the
eigenvaluespectrum ofĥ.Supposethatwewritetheeigenvalueequation for ĥ as

ĥjh;�i= hjh;�i; (62)

where we allow forthe possibility ofdegeneraciesby including a degeneracy label�.
Theorthonorm aleigenstatesjh;�isatisfy a com pletenessrelation

1̂ =
X

h;�

jh;�ihh;�j: (63)

Thedisplacem entproperty (36),with x = 0 and X = x,becom es

hh;�jxi= e
�ixh hh;�jx = 0i: (64)
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Thedisplacem entproperty thusrelatesallthestatesjxito a particularstatejx = 0i,
which rem ainsarbitrary.

W e can now ask whether itispossible to satisfy the com pleteness property (32)
by noting that

Z
dx

C
jxihxj=

X

h;h0

Z
dx

C
e
�ix(h�h 0)

0

@
X

�;�0

jh;�ihh;�jx = 0ihx = 0jh0;�0ihh0;�0j

1

A : (65)

Onecan arrangethat
Z
dx

C
e
�i(h�h 0) = �hh0 ; (66)

in which caseEq.(65)sim pli�esto

Z
dx

C
jxihxj=

X

h

0

@
X

�;�0

jh;�ihh;�jx = 0ihx = 0jh;�0ihh;�0j

1

A : (67)

To m akethisintegralequalto theunitoperatorrequiresthat

hh;�jx = 0ihx = 0jh;�0i= ���0 forallh, (68)

which can only be satis�ed ifthe spectrum of ĥ hasno degeneracies. Thusonly for
non-degenerate ĥ can one hope to �nd a globaloptim alm easurem ent in term s ofa
POVM described by a single realnum ber x. An exam ple ofhow to proceed for a
degenerate ĥ can be found in the discussion oftim e-energy uncertainty relations in
Section 4.3.

W e now assum e explicitly that the generator ĥ is non-degenerate,thus allowing
us to drop the degeneracy label� from the preceding equations. The form ofthe
com pletenessrelation dependson furtherpropertiesofthe eigenvalue spectrum ofĥ.
W e illustrate the procedure here for the case that the non-degenerate spectrum of
ĥ is discrete (nowhere dense) and thatthe unitary generatore�iX ĥ is periodic with
sm allestperiod X ,i.e.,e�iX ĥ = 1̂ (othernon-degenerate eigenvalue spectra are dealt
with in theexam plesofSection 4).Thism eansthatalltheeigenvaluescan bewritten
as

h = 2�nh=X ; nh an integer; (69)

any discrete spectrum can be approxim ated in thisway forX su�ciently large.The
periodicity allowsusto restrictboth theparam eterX and them easurem entresultsx
to the�niteinterval[�X =2;X =2).

Thecom pletenesscondition (32)now becom es

1̂ =
Z X =2

�X =2

dx

C
jxihxj =

X

h;h0

jhihhjx = 0ihx = 0jh0ihh0j
Z X =2

�X =2

dx

C
e
�ix(h�h 0)

=
X

h

jhihhj
X jhhjx = 0ij2

C
; (70)
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which can besatis�ed by choosing C = X and

hhjx = 0i= e
if(h)

; (71)

where f(h) is an arbitrary real-valued function. The com pleteness property thus
requiresthatjx = 0ihave the sam e m agnitude ofoverlap with allthe eigenstatesof
ĥ.

The m inim alchoice, f(h) = 0, which we distinguish by underlining, leads to
canonicalstates

jxi=
X

h

jhie�ixh ; (72)

whereasan arbitrary choiceforf(h)leadsto states,

jxi=
X

h

jhieif(h)e�ixh = e
if(̂h)jxi; (73)

thatarea gaugetransform ation (41)ofthecanonicalstatesjxi.A gaugetransform a-
tion correspondsto the freedom to re-phase independently each ofthe eigenstatesof
ĥ| i.e.,to replacejhiby eif(h)jhi.

Theinnerproductofjxiand jx0iisgiven by

hxjx0i=
X

h

e
i(x�x 0)h =

X

h

e
2�inh(x�x

0)=X
: (74)

These states are orthogonal| i.e.,they can be given � function norm alization with
hxjx0i= X �(x� x0)| ifand only ifallintegersarerequired torepresenttheeigenvalue
spectrum ofĥ;only ifthe statesare orthogonal| i.e.,allintegersare present in the
eigenvaluespectrum | arethey eigenstatesofa Herm itian operator.

Thex and h representationsofa statej iarerelated by

1
p
X
hxj i=  (x)=

1
p
X

X

h

e
ixh
e
�if(h)hhj i; (75)

e
�if(h)hhj i=

1
p
X

Z X =2

�X =2

dxe
�ixh

 (x): (76)

Theam plitudee�if(h)hhj iisthediscreteFouriercoe�cient,corresponding tointeger
nh,ofthefunction  (x),which isperiodicwith period X .Thewavefunctions (x)are
restricted to periodicfunctionsthathavevanishing Fouriercoe�cientsfortheunused
integers.By thesam etoken,theexpansion ofa statej iin term softhestatesjxi,

j i=
Z X =2

�X =2

dx

X
jxihxj i=

1
p
X

Z X =2

�X =2

dx (x)jxi; (77)

isnotunique;one can add to  (x)any periodic function g(x)thathasnonvanishing
Fouriercoe�cientsonly fortheunused integers,forsuch a function satis�es

1
p
X

Z X =2

�X =2

dxg(x)jxi= 0: (78)
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This lack ofuniqueness expresses the overcom pleteness ofthe states jxi. Both the
overcom pletenessand therestrictionson thewavefunctions (x)areconsequencesof
thelack oforthogonality ofthestatesjxi.

ForH = 2�nH =X ,wecan de�nea \displacem entoperator"

D̂ (H )�
Z X =2

�X =2

dxe
ixH

Ê (x) =
Z X =2

�X =2

dx

X
e
ixH jxihxj

=
X

h;h0

�nh0;nh+ nH e
if(h0)jh0ihhje�if(h) ; (79)

which displaceseigenstatesofĥ;i.e.,

D̂ (H )eif(h)jhi= e
if(h+ H )jh + H i; (80)

provided H isthedi�erencein eigenvalues.Given achoiceofphasesfortheeigenstates
jhi,the canonicalstates jxi are unique in that their displacem ent operator D̂ (H )
displacesthe eigenstatesjhiwithoutthe inclusion ofany phase factors. Notice that
generally D̂ (H ) is not a unitary operator. For particular eigenvalue spectra of ĥ,
however,asin theexam plesofSection 4,thedisplacem entoperatoracquiresadditional
im portantproperties.

The x and h representations (75) and (76) ofa state j i show that the condi-
tion (47) for a globaloptim alm easurem ent,when written in the h representation,
with h = ĥhi+ u,becom es

e
�if(hhi+ u)

D

ĥhi+ u
�
�
�  0

E

= e
if(hhi�u)

D

ĥhi� u
�
�
�  0

E�
: (81)

Sincethephasesin theh representation can berem oved by appropriatechoiceofthe
function f(h),thiscondition reducesto

�
�
�

D

ĥhi+ u
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

=
�
�
�

D

ĥhi� u
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

: (82)

To m ake thiscondition m eaningfulrequiresthatwhenever
D

ĥhi+ u
�
�
�  0

E

isnon-zero,

ĥhi� u isan eigenvalue ofĥ.Forgeneraleigenvalue spectra ofĥ,the condition (82)
can bem etby onlyavery lim ited classofstates,sinceitrequiressym m etricexcitation
ofeigenstatesjhisym m etrically located abouttheexpectation valueofĥ.

4 Exam ples ofG eneralized U ncertainty R elations

W e turn now to exam ples ofgeneralized uncertainty relations,�rst dealing,in this
section, with nonrelativistic exam ples and then turning, in Section 5, to Lorentz-
invariantversionsofuncertainty relations.

17



4.1 Spatialdisplacem ent and m om entum

The�rstexam pleofanonrelativisticuncertainty relation isthefam iliaroneofspatial
displacem entsX thataregenerated by them om entum operator p̂,i.e.,ĥ = p̂=�h:

j X i= e
�iX p̂=�h j 0i: (83)

Theuncertainty relation (31)takestheform

h(�X )2iX h(�p̂)
2i�

�h2

4N
: (84)

Helstrom [4]and Holevo [5(Chap.VI.2)]havepresented param eter-based uncertainty
relations forspatialdisplacem ent and m om entum ,and Dem bo,Cover,and Thom as
[7]have reviewed the basisforsuch uncertainty relationsin the propertiesofFisher
inform ation.

To investigate the possibilities foroptim alPOVM s Ê (x)dx = jxihxjdx=C,start
from thecom pletesetof� function norm alized eigenstatesjpiofp̂:

hpjp0i= 2��h�(p� p
0); (85)

1̂ =
Z 1

�1

dp

2��h
jpihpj: (86)

Thedisplacem entcondition (36),with x = 0 and X = x,becom es

hpjxi= e
�ixp=�h hpjx = 0i; (87)

which leadsto

hpj

 Z 1

�1

dx

C
jxihxj

!

jp0i=
2��hjhpjx = 0ij2

C
�(p� p

0): (88)

Thusthecom pletenesscondition (32)can besatis�ed by choosing C = 1 and

hpjx = 0i= e
if(p)

; (89)

wheref(p)isan arbitrary real-valued function.In thiscase,becausethespectrum of
p̂ coverstheentirerealline,thestates

jxi=
Z 1

�1

dp

2��h
jpieif(p)e�ixp=�h (90)

have� function norm alization,

hxjx0i= �(x� x
0); (91)
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and thusareeigenstatesoftheHerm itian operator

x̂ =
Z

1

�1

dxxÊ (x)=
Z

1

�1

dxxjxihxj: (92)

Them inim alchoice,f(p)= 0,leadsto thecanonicalposition states,

jxi=
Z 1

�1

dp

2��h
jpie�ixp=�h ; (93)

which areeigenstatesofthecanonicalposition operator

x̂ =
Z 1

�1

dxxÊ (x)=
Z 1

�1

dxxjxihxj: (94)

M easurem ents described by Ê (x) are thus canonicalm easurem ents ofposition. An
arbitrary choiceforf(p)leadsto thestates(90),which,written as

jxi= e
if(̂p)jxi; (95)

are seen to bea gauge transform ation (41)ofthe position eigenstates. The state jxi
isan eigenstate,with eigenvaluex,oftheoperator(92),which can bewritten as

x̂ = e
if(̂p)

x̂e
�if(̂p) = x̂+ �hf0(̂p); (96)

m easurem ents described by Ê (x)are m easurem ents ofthis operator. Notice that x̂
and p̂ satisfy thecanonicalcom m utation relation,

[̂x;p̂]= i�h ; (97)

thegaugefreedom being precisely thefreedom perm itted by thiscom m utator.
Theoperatorthatdisplacesm om entum eigenstates,

D̂ (P)=
Z 1

�1

dxe
ixP=�hjxihxj= e

îxP=�h (98)

[cf.Eq.(79)],in thiscasea unitary operator,actsaccording to

D̂ (P)eif(p)jpi= e
if(p+ P )jp+ Pi: (99)

The canonicalstates jxi lead to a displacem ent operator D̂ (P) that displaces the
m om entum eigenstatesjpiwithouttheinclusion ofany phasefactors.

W riting theposition wave function ofthe�ducialstate as 0(x)= r(x)ei�(x),the
generalrelations(48)and(49)forthem ean and varianceofĥ becom ein thiscase

ĥpi=
Z 1

�1

dx 
�
0(x)

�h

i

@

@x
 0(x)=

Z 1

�1

dxp(x)�h� 0(x); (100)
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h(�p̂)2i =
Z 1

�1

dx

�
�
�
�
�

 

�h
@

@x
� iĥpi

!

 0(x)

�
�
�
�
�

2

=
�h2

4

Z 1

�1

dx
[p0(x)]2

p(x)
+
Z 1

�1

dxp(x)[�h� 0(x)� ĥpi]2 : (101)

Forthem inim alchoice[f(p)= 0]and itscanonicalposition operator,severalauthors
havedrawn attention tothewaythem om entum variancesplitsintothesum ofthetwo
partsin Eq.(101).Stam [20]noted long ago thatthevarianceofp̂ isbounded below
by the Fisher inform ation forposition m easurem ents,Cohen [21]has discussed and
illustrated with exam plesthesplitofthe m om entum variance,and Sipe and Arkani-
Ham ed [22]have used thissplitand the sim ilarsplitofthe variance ofx̂ to contrast
thecoherenceofpureand m ixed states.

Thecondition foraglobaloptim alm easurem entisthattheposition wavefunction
ofthe�ducialstatehavetheform

hxj 0i=  0(x)= r(x)eiĥpix=�h (102)

[cf.Eq.(47)].Transform ing to them om entum representation,with p= hpi+ u,

e
�if(ĥpi+ u)

D

ĥpi+ u
�
�
�  0

E

=
Z 1

�1

dxe
�ixu=�h

r(x); (103)

oneseesthattheoptim ality condition can bewritten as

e
�if(ĥpi+ u)

D

ĥpi+ u
�
�
�  0

E

= e
if(ĥpi�u)

D

ĥpi� u
�
�
�  0

E�
(104)

[cf.Eq.(81)].Ifoneisrestricted tocanonicalposition m easurem ents,forwhich f(p)=
0,thecondition foroptim ality isthat

D

ĥpi+ u
�
�
�  0

E

=
D

ĥpi� u
�
�
�  0

E�
: (105)

Ifone allows gauge-transform ed m easurem ents,then the gauge transform ation can
be used to rem ove the phasesin the m om entum representation,so the condition for
optim ality istheweakercondition that

�
�
�

D

ĥpi+ u
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

=
�
�
�

D

ĥpi� u
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

; (106)

i.e.,thatthem om entum probability density issym m etric about ĥpi.
It is instructive to illustrate these ideas with an extended exam ple based on a

speci�c�ducialstate.Forthispurpose,introducean \annihilation operator"

â =
1
p
2

 
x̂

L
+ i

Lp̂

�h

!

; (107)
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where L is a constant that has dim ensions oflength,and a \vacuum state" jvaci,
which isthestateannihilated by â,

âjvaci= 0: (108)

One easily veri�es from this equation that in the vacuum state, x̂ and p̂ have zero
m ean,and theircovariancem atrix isgiven by

hvacj(�x̂)2jvaci

L2
=
L2hvacj(�p̂)2jvaci

�h2
=
1

2
; (109)

hvacj(�x̂�p̂+ �p̂�x̂)jvaci= 0: (110)

The vacuum state isthusa m inim um -uncertainty state for x̂ and p̂. Itisconvenient
throughouttherem ainderofthisexam pleto useunitssuch thatL = 1,a choicethat
gives x̂ and p̂=�h equalvariancesin thevacuum state.

Thenextstep isto introducethesqueeze operator[23]

Ŝ � exp
�
1

2
r
�

e
�2i’

â
2 � e

2i’
â
y2
��

; (111)

which isa function ofa squeezeparam eterr� 0 and a squeezeangle’.Thesqueeze
operatorhastheproperty [23]

ŜâŜ
y = âcoshr+ â

y
e
2i’ sinhr

=
1
p
2

 

x̂(coshr+ e
2i’ sinhr)+ i

p̂

�h
(coshr� e

2i’ sinhr)

!

� �̂ : (112)

The�ducialstatein thisexam pleisgenerated from thevacuum stateby thesqueeze
operator,

j 0i= Ŝjvaci; (113)

and issom etim escalled thesqueezed vacuum state.An im m ediateconsequenceofthe
property (112)isthatthesqueezed vacuum stateisannihilated by �̂:

�̂j 0i= 0: (114)

One can get a better feelfor the nature ofthe squeezed vacuum state and,in
particular,itsparam etersr and ’ by considering x̂ and p̂=�h to be co�ordinateson a
phaseplaneand then rotating by angle’ to new canonicalco�ordinates x̂0and p̂0=�h:

1
p
2
(̂x+ îp=�h)= â = â

0
e
i’ =

1
p
2
(̂x0+ îp

0
=�h)ei’ : (115)

In term softherotated co�ordinatestheoperator �̂ assum estheform

�̂ = e
i’ (̂a0coshr+ â

0ysinhr)=
1
p
2
e
i’

 

x̂
0
e
r + i

p̂0

�h
e
�r

!

; (116)
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which,togetherwith Eq.(114),im pliesthatin the squeezed vacuum state,x̂0 and p̂0

havezero m ean,and theircovariancem atrix isgiven by

h 0j(�x̂
0)2j 0ie

2r =
h 0j(�p̂ 0)2j 0i

�h2
e
�2r =

1

2
; (117)

h 0j(�x̂
0�p̂ 0+ �p̂ 0�x̂ 0)j 0i= 0: (118)

The squeezed vacuum state is thus a m inim um -uncertainty state for the rotated
co�ordinates x̂0 and p̂0;relative to the vacuum state, x̂0 has uncertainty reduced by
a factor e�r ,and p̂0 has uncertainty increased by a factor er. Figure 1 depicts the
squeezed vacuum stateon a phase-planediagram .

Ifonerotatesto any otherorthogonalaxes,theposition variancegetsbiggerthan
the variance ofx̂0 (recallthatr � 0),because the reduced variance ofx̂0 iscontam -
inated by the increased variance ofp̂0. Indeed,the covariance m atrix ofthe original
canonicalco�ordinates,obtained directly from Eq.(114) or by rotating back to the
originalco�ordinates,isgiven by [23]

h 0j(�x̂)
2j 0i=

1

2

�

e
�2r cos2’ + e

2rsin2’
�

=
1

2Re(
)
; (119)

h 0j(�p̂)2j 0i

�h2
=
1

2

�

e
�2r sin2’ + e

2rcos2’
�

=
1

2Re(
�1 )
; (120)

1

2
h 0j(�x̂�p̂+ �p̂�x̂)j 0i

�h
= �

1

2
sinh2rsin2’ = �

Im (
)

2Re(
)
=

Im (
�1 )

2Re(
�1 )
; (121)

where


 =
coshr+ e2i’ sinhr

coshr� e2i’ sinhr
=

1+ isinh2rsin2’

cosh2r� sinh2rcos2’
=
cosh2r+ sinh2rcos2’

1� isinh2rsin2’
(122)

is a com plex constant. This covariance m atrix can also be gotten from the wave
function ofthe�ducialstatein thecanonicalposition representation [23],

 0(x)= hxj 0i=

 
Re(
)

�

! 1=4

exp

 

�

x2

2

!

; (123)

which followsfrom integrating the di�erentialequation thatrepresents Eq.(114)in
thecanonicalposition representation.An irrelevantphasefactorissetequalto unity
in the wave function (123)(Schum aker [23]has given a consistent set ofphases for
squeezed-state wave functions).

Itisnow straightforward to �nd theoptim alm easurem ent.The wave function in
them om entum basisisgiven by

hpj 0i=
Z

1

�1

dxe
�ixp=�h

 0(x)=

s

j
j




�

4�Re(
�1 )
�1=4

exp

 

�
p2=�h2

2


!

; (124)

22



where
q

j
j=
 isan overallphasefactor.According to theoptim ality condition (104),
choosing f(p)to canceltheim aginary partofthiscom plex Gaussian,i.e.,

f(p)= �
1

2
Im (
�1 )p2=�h2 ; (125)

yieldsan optim alm easurem ent,corresponding to m easuring theoperator

x̂ = x̂ + �hf0(̂p)= x̂ � Im (
�1 )̂p=�h : (126)

The distinguishing feature ofusing a squeezed state asthe �ducialstate isthatthe
optim alm easurem ent is a linear com bination of x̂ and p̂. Transform ing to the x

representation yieldsa realwavefunction

 0(x)= hxj 0i=

s

j
j




 
1

�Re(
�1 )

! 1=4

exp

 

�
x2

2Re(
�1 )

!

; (127)

aside from the overallphase factor
q

j
j=
,in accordance with the generalcondition
foran optim alm easurem ent.

One feature oftheoptim alm easurem entin thiscase,which followsfrom the fact
that 0(x)isaGaussian wavefunction ofthesortconsidered attheend ofSection 3.1,
deservesem phasis.Theprobability density ofm easurem entsofx̂,

p(x)= j 0(x)j
2 =

 
1

�Re(
�1 )

! 1=2

exp

 

�
x2

Re(
�1 )

!

; (128)

isa zero-m ean Gaussian with variance

h 0j(�x̂)
2j 0i=

1

2
Re(
�1 )=

1

2

�

e
�2r sin2’ + e

2rcos2’
��1

=
�h2

4h 0j(�p̂)2j 0i
: (129)

Generally onem ustappealto thelarge-N asym ptoticlim itto saturatethe�rst(clas-
sical) inequality in Eq.(9)| i.e.,to achieve the Cram �er-Rao bound| but since the
statisticsofx̂ areGaussian,no such appealisnecessary.Indeed,forGaussian statis-
ticsthe sam ple m ean (52)ofthe data (here hxi0 = 0)providesan e�cientestim ator
forallvaluesofN ,asisdiscussed attheend ofSection 3.1.TheGaussian statisticsof
x forthe�ducialstate,displaced according toEq.(33),im ply thathX estiX = X | i.e.,
theestim atorisunbiased| which m eansthattheestim ate’sdeviation away from the
param eterbecom es�X = Xest� X = �X est.Them ean-square deviation isindepen-
dentofX and reducesto

h(�X )2i= h(�X est)
2i=

1

N
h 0j(�x̂)

2j 0i=
1

N F
: (130)

The�nalequality,which showsthatX est isan e�cientestim ator,followsm osteasily
from theform oftheFisherinform ation in Eq.(59).In thiscase,wherean e�cientes-
tim atorisknown,onecan proceed directly toequality in theuncertainty relation (84),
withoutgoing through theFisherinform ation,by com bining Eqs.(129)and (130).
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One gainsinsightinto the optim alm easurem ent by writing the m easured opera-
tor(126)as

x̂ = x̂+
p̂

�h
tan� =

x̂cos� + (̂p=�h)sin�

cos�
; (131)

where

tan� = �Im (
�1 )=
sinh2rsin2’

cosh2r+ sinh2rcos2’
; (132)

and regarding x̂ as a species ofposition operatorthatarises from a rotation in the
phase plane by angle �,followed by rescaling by 1=cos�. The rescaling m eansthat
displacem ent by X produces the sam e \signal" in x̂ as it does in x̂. The optim al
angle� isnotequalto’,therotation anglethatm inim izesthevarianceoftherotated
position;instead,the optim alangle is a com prom ise between reduced \noise" and
reduced signal,both ofwhich com e with rotation (see Fig.1). The rescaling of x̂
accountsforthereduced signal,so thevarianceofx̂,

h 0j(�x̂)
2j 0i

= h 0j(�x̂)
2j 0i+ 2

1

2
h 0j(�x̂�p̂+ �p̂�x̂)j 0i

�h
tan� +

h 0j(�p̂)2j 0i

�h2
tan2� ;

(133)

is a noise-to-signalratio [24]. Indeed,the angle that m inim izes this noise-to-signal
ratio,

tan� = �

1

2
h 0j(�x̂�p̂+ �p̂�x̂)j 0i=�h

h 0j(�p̂)2j 0i=�h
2

= �Im (
�1 ); (134)

de�nestheoptim alm easurem ent.

4.2 H arm onic-oscillator phase and num ber ofquanta

Foroursecond exam pleofa nonrelativisticuncertainty relation,considera harm onic
oscillatorthathascreation and annihilation operators ây and â.The\num beropera-
tor"

n̂ = â
y
â (135)

haseigenstatesjni,called\num berstates,"wheren = 0;1;:::isthenum berofquanta.
ShiftsX = � in thephaseoftheoscillatoraregenerated by thenum beroperator,

j �i= e
i�n̂ j 0i; (136)

i.e.,ĥ = � n̂.Theuncertainty relation (31)then reads

h(��)2i�h(�n̂)
2i�

1

4N
: (137)

Holevo [5(Chap.III.9)]hasconsidered thissortofphase uncertainty relation. Lane,
Braunstein,and Caves[25],in a detailed analysisofphase m easurem ents,have used
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the form ula (49),specialized to give the variance ofthe num beroperator,to bound
theFisherinform ation forthephase.

A phase shift� can be thoughtofasa dim ensionless tim e [m easured in unitsof
(harm onic-oscillatorperiod)/2�],so the uncertainty relation (137)isa dim ensionless
tim e-energy uncertainty relation,specialbecauseoftheuniform spacing oftheeigen-
statesofthegeneratorn̂.Generaltim e-energy uncertainty relations,corresponding to
otherenergy spectra,areconsidered in Section 4.3.

Since phase shifts are periodic with period 2�,� can be restricted to the inter-
val�� � � < �. It m ight be thought that there is a di�culty with the phase-
num beruncertainty relation (137)when the�ducialstateisanum berstate,forwhich
h(�n̂)2i= 0;the uncertainty relation then forcesh(��)2i� ! 1 ,even though a sen-
sible estim ator�est isrestricted to the sam e 2� intervalasis�. No di�culty arises,
however,because fora num ber state,no m easurem ent can provide any inform ation
aboutthe phase shift;thus,any estim ator,sensible ornot,satis�esdh� esti=d� = 0,
with the resultthatthe deviation �� ofEq.(8)diverges,even if� est isrestricted to
a �niterange.

ThepossibilitiesforPOVM s Ê (�)d� = j�ih�jd�=C (�� � � < �)aredeterm ined
by thedisplacem entcondition (36),which,with � = 0 and �= �,becom es

hnj�i= e
i�nhnj� = 0i; (138)

and by thecom pletenesscondition (32),

1̂ =
Z �

��

d�

C
j�ih�j=

2�

C

1X

n= 0

jhnj� = 0ij2jnihnj; (139)

which can besatis�ed by choosing C = 2� and

hnj� = 0i= e
if(n)

; (140)

wheref(n)isan arbitrary real-valued function.Sincethereareno num berstatesfor
negative integers,the phase states j�i are not orthogonal,the inner product being
given by [26]

h�j�0i =
1X

n= 0

e
�i(��� 0)n

=
1

2

 
1X

n= �1

e
�i(��� 0)n +
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!
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+
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2
; (141)

where

sgn(n)�

8
><

>:

�1; n < 0,
0; n = 0,
1; n > 0.

(142)
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Hence the statesj�iare overcom plete and are notthe eigenstates ofany Herm itian
operator. There is no Herm itian phase operator in the in�nite-dim ensionalHilbert
space ofa harm onic oscillator[5,26,27,28,29],although one can be constructed if
theharm onic-oscillatorHilbertspaceistruncated to be�nite-dim ensional[30].

Them inim alchoice,f(n)= 0,leadstotheSusskind-Glogower[27]canonicalphase
states,

j�i=
1X

n= 0

jniei�n ; (143)

which areeigenstatesofthenon-unitary num ber-lowering operator

cei� � (̂n + 1)�1=2 â = ân̂
�1=2 =

1X

n= 1

jn � 1ihnj; (144)

i.e.,
cei�j�i= e

i�j�i: (145)

Helstrom [4]and Holevo [5(Chap III.9)]have considered m easurem entsdescribed by
theSusskind-Glogowerstates.An arbitrary choiceforf(n)leadsto states,

j�i=
1X

n= 0

jnieif(n)ei�n = e
if(̂n)j�i; (146)

thatare a gauge transform ation (41)ofthe Susskind-Glogowerstates. The state j�i
isan eigenstate,with eigenvalueei�,oftheoperator

e
if(̂n)cei�e

�if(̂n) = e
�i[f(̂n+ 1)�f(̂n)] cei� = cei�e

�i[f(̂n)�f(̂n�1)] =
1X

n= 1

e
if(n�1)jn � 1ihnje�if(n) ;

(147)
thedi�erencesf(̂n+ 1)� f(̂n)and f(̂n)� f(̂n� 1)in theexponentsareanalogousto
thederivative�hf0(̂p)in Eq.(96).

ForN an integerthenum berdisplacem entoperatorisgiven by

D̂ (N )�
Z �

��

d� e
�i�N

Ê (�) =
Z �

��

d�

2�
e
�i�N j�ih�j

=
X

n;n0

�n0;n+ N e
if(n0)jn0ihnje�if(n)

=
1X

n= m ax(0;�N )

e
if(n+ N )jn + N ihnje�if(n) (148)

[cf.Eq.(79)].Because thereare no num berstatesfornegative integers,D̂ (N )isnot
unitary;the�nalform ofD̂ (N )isa consequenceoftheregularspacing ofthenum ber

states. Notice that D̂ (�1) = eif(̂n)cei�e�if(̂n) [thus the states j�i are eigenstates of

D̂ (�1)]and D̂ (1)= [̂D (�1)]y = eif(̂n)cei�
y

e�if(̂n).
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The� and n representationsofa statej iarerelated by

1
p
2�
h�j i=  (�)=

1
p
2�

X

n

e
�i�n

e
�if(n)hnj i; (149)

e
�if(n)hnj i=

1
p
2�

Z �

��

d� e
i�n
 (�); (150)

e�if(n)hnj ibeing theFouriercoe�cientoftheperiodicfunction  (�).Thecondition
fora globaloptim alm easurem ent,thatthe� wavefunction ofthe�ducialstatehave
theform

 0(�)= r(�)e�iĥni� ; (151)

isequivalentto thefollowing requirem enton thenum ber-stateam plitudes:

e
�if(hni+ u)

D

ĥni+ u
�
�
�  0

E

= e
if(hni�u)

D

ĥni� u
�
�
�  0

E�
(152)

[cf.Eq.(81)].Ifoneisrestricted toSusskind-Glogowerphasem easurem ents[f(n)= 0],
thecondition foroptim ality isthat

D

ĥni+ u
�
�
�  0

E

=
D

ĥni� u
�
�
�  0

E�
; (153)

butifone allows gauge-transform ed m easurem ents,the condition foroptim ality be-
com es �

�
�

D
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�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

=
�
�
�

D

hni� u
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

: (154)

In eithercase,thecondition foroptim ality can only bem etby alim ited classofstates;
in particular,becauseofthediscretenessofthenum berstates,ĥnim ustbeintegralor
half-integral,and becauseofthelowerbound atn = 0,hnj im ustvanish forn > 2ĥni.

Sincetheoptim ality conditionsappearto beso restrictive,itisworth noting that
a large class of\sem iclassical" states satisfy them approxim ately. By a sem iclassi-
calstate,we m ean one thathas num ber am plitudes hnj i thatare concentrated at
large n,rendering the lower bound atn = 0 irrelevant,and are spread over a wide
range ofvalues ofn,m aking the discreteness ofn unim portant. For sem iclassical
states m easurem ents described by Ê (�) are nearly optim alprovided only that the
num berprobabilitiesjhnj ij2 are sym m etric about ĥni[cf.Eq.(106)].The extentto
which m easurem entsofÊ (�)aresub-optim alforsem iclassicalstatesdeservesfurther
investigation.

4.3 T im e and energy

Forour�nalexam ple ofa nonrelativistic uncertainty relation,consider the Hilbert-
spacepath traced outby dynam icalevolution undertheHam iltonian Ĥ :

j Ti= e
�iT Ĥ =�hj 0i: (155)
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Theparam eterhereistheelapsed tim eT,and thetem poraldisplacem entsaregener-
ated by ĥ = Ĥ =�h.Theuncertainty relation (31)reads

h(�T)2iTh(� Ĥ )
2i�

�h2

4N
: (156)

Thisinequality m eansthatno m atterwhatm easurem entsarem adeto determ inethe
elapsed tim eT and nom atterhow thedatafrom thosem easurem entsareprocessed to
givean estim ateofT,theestim ator’sm ean-squaredeviation from theactualelapsed
tim em ustsatisfy Eq.(156).

The tim e-energy uncertainty relation (156)m ustbe used carefully,however. For
exam ple,suppose one wishesto estim ate elapsed tim e from the dynam icsofa sm all
system decaying into an environm ent. The inequality (156) places usefullim its on
such an estim ateonly ifoneusesthetotalHam iltonian ofthesystem and theenviron-
m ent.An alternativeapproach,which focuseson thedissipativedynam icsofthesm all
system ,isto use a m asterequation to describe the dynam icsofthe sm allsystem ,to
com puteds=dT from them asterequation,and then to usetheoriginalinequality (9)
to placelim itson theestim ation ofelapsed tim e[31].

M andelstam and Tam m [3]derived the�rstparam eter-based uncertainty relation,
fortim eand energy,in thefollowing way.They realized thatto m easureelapsed tim e
T,one m easures an observable Â that changes with tim e| a clock observable. By
de�ning a tim euncertainty

�T �
h(� Â)2i1=2

jdhÂi=dTj
=
�hh(� Â)2i1=2

jh[Â;Ĥ ]ij
; (157)

they converted thestandard operatoruncertainty relation for Â and Ĥ ,

h(� Â)2i1=2h(� Ĥ )2i1=2 �
1

2
jh[Â;Ĥ ]ij; (158)

into a tim e-energy uncertainty relation

�Th(� Ĥ )2i1=2 �
�h

2
: (159)

The key idea in M andelstam and Tam m ’s work,to regard elapsed tim e asa pa-
ram eterto bedeterm ined by m easuring som eotherquantity,underliestheform alism
ofparam eter-based uncertainty relations. The technicaladvancesin the presentfor-
m alism are,�rst,the use ofestim ation theory to incorporate easily the possibility
ofm ultiple m easurem ents and to quantify precisely the precision with which a pa-
ram etercan be determ ined and,second,the use ofPOVM sto allow forallquantum
m easurem ents thatm ight be used to infer the param eter. Helstrom [4]and Holevo
[5(Chaps.III.8 and IV.7]pioneered in using these technicaladvances to form ulate
tim e-energy uncertainty relations. Hilgevoord and U�nk [2,6]have form ulated a
di�erentsortofparam eter-based tim e-energy uncertainty relation.
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Forthe case ofpure-state tim e evolution,Anandan and Aharonov [16]noted the
connection between theHilbert-spaceangle(27)and thevarianceoftheHam iltonian
Ĥ .Thisconnection followsfrom com bining Eqs.(26)and (29):

d�

dT
=
1

2

ds

dT
=
h(� Ĥ )2i1=2T

�h
: (160)

Knowing that Hilbert-space angle is related to distinguishability through the inner
product,Anandan and Aharonov form ulated an uncertainty relation by asking forthe
m inim um tim efortheevolution to proceed to an orthogonalstate.Anandan [17]and
Uhlm ann [32]generalized this approach to m ixed states. Ourform ulation di�ers in
that we also relate Hilbert-space angle to statisticaldistance and thus to a precise
m easure ofthe uncertainty in determ ining the elapsed tim e T, i.e., the m inim um
m ean-squaredeviation h(�T)2iX .

The statesjtithatare used to describe globaloptim alm easurem ents can be ob-
tained from theenergy eigenstatesj�i:

Ĥ j�i= �j�i: (161)

Ifthe spectrum ofenergy eigenvalues is discrete and non-degenerate,then the tim e
representation followsim m ediately from obviouschangesin thenotation ofSection 3.
Forexam ple,thetim estatesaregiven by

jti=
X

�

j�ieif(�)e�it�=�h ; (162)

with the m inim alchoice,f(�) = 0,giving the canonicaltim e representation. The
statesjti,likeposition eigenstatesand phasestates,aregenerally notphysicalstates,
asthey typically havein�niteenergy.Holevo[5(Chaps.III.8and IV.7)]hasconsidered
the canonicaltim e representation and its application to optim alm easurem ents and
has worked out in detailthe exam ple ofa free particle,where the energy spectrum
is continuous and doubly degenerate. W e review the free-particle exam ple here to
providean exam pleofhow to proceed when thegenerator ĥ isdegenerate.

Considerthen a freeparticlewith Ham iltonian

Ĥ = p̂
2
=2m : (163)

The energy eigenstates coincide with the m om entum eigenstates jpi,which we nor-
m alizeasin Eq.(85).Theenergy eigenstatesare,however,doubly degenerate(except
forp= 0),with eigenvaluesgiven by

� = p
2
=2m : (164)

A convenientway to dealwith thedegeneracy isto introducea degeneracy label

� = sgn(p) (165)
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[jpj= �p;cf.Eq.(142)],which allowsusto write

p= �
p
2m � : (166)

Theenergy eigenstatescan now bede�ned as

j�;�i= (m =2�)1=4jpi ( ) jpi= (�p=m )1=2j�;�i; (167)

where � isused to distinguish degenerate energy eigenstatesand where the norm al-
ization ischosen so that

h�;�j�0;�0i= 2��h���0�(� � �
0); (168)

1̂ =
X

�

Z
1

0

d�

2��h
j�;�ih�;�j: (169)

W ecan now �nd globaloptim alm easurem entsin term softim estatesjt;�i,where
the states jt;+1i are constructed as in Eq.(162),but in the � = +1 subspace of
Hilbertspace,and thestatesjt;�1iaresim ilarly constructed in the� = �1subspace.
Notice,however,thatbecause ofthedegeneracy wehave thefreedom notonly to re-
phaseeach oftheenergy eigenstatesindependently,butalsotouseasthebasicenergy
eigenstates any orthonorm allinearcom bination ofthe states j�;+1iand j�;�1i. In
sym bols,wehavethefreedom to choosenew energy eigenstates

j�;
i=
X

�

j�;�ieif(�)U�
(�); (170)

where 
 = �1 isa new degeneracy labeland U�
(�)isa 2� 2 unitary m atrix with
unitdeterm inant.

W ith thisfreedom in m ind,we seek a globaloptim alm easurem ent in term sofa
POVM Ê (t;
)dt,where the possible results ofthe m easurem ent are labeled by the
continuousparam etertand thediscreteparam eter
 = �1.ThePOVM satis�esthree
propertiesanalogousto Eqs.(32),(35),and (36):

Ê (t;
)dt=
dt

C
jt;
iht;
j; (171)

1̂ =
X




Z 1

�1

dtÊ (t;
)=
X




Z 1

�1

dt

C
jt;
iht;
j; (172)

e
�iT Ĥ =�hjt;
i= jt+ T;
i: (173)

Thedisplacem entcondition (173),with t= 0 and T = t,becom es

h�;�jt;
i= e
�it�=�hh�;�jt= 0;
i; (174)
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which leadsto

h�;�j

 
X




Z 1

�1

dt

C
jt;
iht;
j

!

j�0;�0i=
2��h

C
�(� � �

0)
X




h�;�jt= 0;
iht= 0;
j�;�0i:

(175)
Thus the com pleteness condition (172) can be satis�ed by choosing C = 1 and by
requiring that

X




h�;�jt= 0;
iht= 0;
j�;�0i= ���0 ; (176)

which,in turn,m eansthath�;�jt= 0;
iisa 2� 2 unitary m atrix.By rem oving the
com m on phasefactorfrom thisunitary m atrix,itcan bewritten as

h�;�jt= 0;
i= e
if(�)

U�
(�); (177)

whereU�
(�)istheunit-determ inantunitary m atrix ofEq.(170).Noticethatthenew
energy eigenstates(170)satisfy h�;
jt;
0i= �

0e

�it�=�h.
Becausetheenergy spectrum isbounded below,thetim estates

jt;
i=
X

�

Z
1

0

d�

2��h
j�;�ieif(�)U�
(�)e

�it�=�h =
Z

1

0

d�

2��h
j�;
ie�it�=�h (178)

arenotorthogonal,theirinnerproductbeing given by

ht;
jt0;
0i= �

0

Z
1

0

d�

2��h
e
i(t�t0)�=�h = �

0

 
1

2
�(t� t

0)+
i

2�
P
�

1

t� t0

�!

: (179)

Thecanonicaltim erepresentation resultsfrom choosing f(�)= 0 and U�
(�)= ��
.
Theprobabilitydensity thatam easurem entyieldsresultstand 
,given param eter

T,isgiven by

p(t;
jT)= j T(t;
)j
2 = j 0(t� T;
)j2 = p(t� T;
); (180)

where
 T(t;
)= ht;
j Ti= ht� T;
j 0i=  0(t� T;
) (181)

isthe wave function ofthe state j Tiin the tim e representation. The displacem ent
property(173)im pliesthatinthetim erepresentation,Ĥ isrepresented byaderivative:

Ĥ ( )
�h

i

@

@t
: (182)

W riting thetim ewavefunction ofthe�ducialstateas 0(t;
)= r(t;
)ei�(t;
),the
generalrelations(48)and (49)forthem ean and varianceofĥ becom ein thiscase
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Z 1
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dt 
�
0(t;
)
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@t
 0(t;
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X




Z 1

�1

dtp(t;
)�h�0(t;
); (183)
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)[�h�0(t;
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(184)

Using this expression for the variance of Ĥ or using the generalcondition (43) for
an optim alm easurem ent,one can derive that the requirem ent for a globaloptim al
m easurem entisthat�(t;
)= hĤ it=�h+ (constant)



.Discarding an irrelevantoverall

phaseduetothetwoconstants,butretainingthedi�erentialphasebetween the
 = �1
parts ofthe wave function,one can write the resulting �ducialwave function for a
globaloptim alm easurem entas

 0(t;
)= e
i
�
r(t;
)eihĤ it=�h

; (185)

where� isa constant.
Thetim eand energy representationsofa statej iarerelated by

ht;
j i=  (t;
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X
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�
�
(�)h�;�j i=

Z 1

�1

dte
�it�=�h

 (t;
): (187)

Theserepresentationsshow thatthecondition (185)foraglobaloptim alm easurem ent,
when written in theenergy representation,with � = ĥH i+ u,becom es
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e
if(hĤ i�u)

U�


�

hĤ i� u
�D
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�
�
�  0

E�

=
D

hĤ i� u;

�
�
�  0

E�
; (188)

wherewediscard thedi�erentialphase� becauseitcan beabsorbed into theunitary
m atrix U�
. The condition (188) can be satis�ed, by appropriate choices for the
function f(�)and theunitary m atrix U�
(�),ifand only if

X

�

�
�
�

D

hĤ i+ u;�
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

=
X

�

�
�
�

D

hĤ i� u;�
�
�
�  0

E�
�
�
2

; (189)

i.e.,the totalprobability density to have energy hĤ i+ u is the sam e as the total
probability density to haveenergy hĤ i� u.
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5 Lorentz-Invariant U ncertainty R elations

W enow applytheform alism developed in Section 2.2toform ulatingLorentz-invariant
uncertainty relationsforestim ation ofthedisplacem entand Lorentz-rotation param -
etersofthe Poincar�e group. W e deal�rstwith the displacem ent param eters,where
weareseeking a restriction on theestim ation ofa space-tim etranslation and,hence,
on the estim ation ofthe invariant space-tim e interval. The generatorofspace-tim e
translationsistheoperatorfortheenergy-m om entum 4-vector

P̂ = P̂
�
e� = P̂

0
e0 + ~̂P = P̂

0
e0 + P̂

j
ej ; (190)

forwhatever�eldsare used to distinguish translated fram es. W e write the displace-
m ent4-vectoras

X = Sn = Sn
�
e� ; (191)

where
n = n

0
e0 + ~n = n

0
e0 + n

j
ej (192)

is a (tim elike or spacelike) unit 4-vector that gives the direction ofthe space-tim e
translation and S istheinvariantintervalthatparam etrizesthetranslation.Thepath
on Hilbertspaceisgiven by

j Si= e
�iSn�P̂ =�hj 0i; (193)

where
n �P̂ = ���n

�
P̂
� = n

�
P̂� = �n0P̂ 0 + ~n �~̂P : (194)

Here jj���jj= diag(�1;+1;+1;+1)isthe M inkowskim etric ofspecialrelativity (we

adopt units such that the speed oflight c = 1),and ~n � ~̂P = njP̂ j is the three-
dim ensionaldotproduct.

From Eq.(31)theuncertainty relation forestim ation oftheinvariantintervalS is

h(�S)2iSh(n � �̂P)2i= h(�S)2iS n
�
n
�h� P̂�� P̂�i�

�h2

4N
: (195)

W hen n istim elike,thisisatim e-energy uncertainty relation fortheobserverwhose4-
velocityisn,andwhen n isspacelike,thisisaposition-m om entum uncertaintyrelation
foran observerwhose 4-velocity isorthogonalto n. In particular,when n = e0,the
tim e-energy uncertainty relation takestheform

h(�S)2iSh(� P̂
0)2i�

�h2

4N
; (196)

and when n = ~n = njej isa spatialunitvector,the position-m om entum uncertainty
relation becom es

h(�S)2iSh(~n � �~̂P)2i�
�h2

4N
: (197)
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For illustration,suppose that the relevant �eld is the free electrom agnetic �eld.
W hen consideringtheenergy-m om entum 4-vectorasagenerator,itism ostconvenient
to decom posethe�eld in term sofplane-wave �eld m odes,forthen

P̂ =
X

~k;�

�hk ây
~k;�
â~k;� (198)

isasum ofseparatecontributionsfrom thevariousm odes.In Eq.(198)k = !e0+ ~k =
!e0 + kjej isa (null)wave 4-vector,with ! = j~kj= k;the sum runsoverallplane-

wave�eld m odes,i.e.,overallallwave3-vectors~k and overthetwo helicities,denoted
by �. Since the generator n �P̂=�h for any space-tim e translation is determ ined by
the num ber operatorsfor the plane-wave �eld m odes,globaloptim alm easurem ents
willinvolve m easurem ents ofphase shifts ofthese m odes. This is not a surprising
conclusion because the e�ectofa space-tim e translation isto shiftthe phase ofeach
plane-wave �eld m ode. Indeed,ifonly a single plane-wave �eld m ode isexcited,the
discussion ofglobaloptim alm easurem ents ofthe invariant intervalreduces to the
analysis ofphase m easurem ent in Section 4.2. Ifm any m odes are excited,as in a
pulse ofelectrom agnetic radiation,the discussion ofglobaloptim alm easurem ents is
m ore com plicated. M easurem ents ofphase shifts in the m ulti-m ode case are only
beginning to be considered [33,34,35]. Notice thatwhen m any m odesare excited,
thegeneratorn�P̂=�h becom eshighly degenerate,asituation thatcannotbeaddressed
by thegeneralconsiderationsofSection 3.

Turn now tothecaseofLorentztransform ations,whereweseek restrictionson the
estim ation oftheparam etersthatdescribeboostsand spatialrotations.Thegenerator
ofLorentz transform ationsistheoperatorforthe antisym m etric angular-m om entum
two-tensor

Ĵ = Ĵ
��
ê� 
 ê� ; (199)

whosecom ponentsaregiven in term softhestress-energy tensorby

Ĵ
�� =

Z

d
3
x
�

x
�
T̂
�0 � x

�
T̂
�0
�

: (200)

Thepath on Hilbertspaceisgiven by

j � i= exp
�

�
i

2�h
�
 ��

Ĵ��

�

j 0i; (201)

where � isthe Lorentz-rotation param eter and 
 �� is an antisym m etric two-tensor
thatspeci�esthesenseoftheLorentzrotation.

Fora boostwith velocity v in the direction ofa spatialunitvector~n = njej,�
isthevelocity param etercorresponding to v,i.e.,cosh�= (1� v 2)�1=2 ,and theonly
non-zero com ponentsof
�� arethetim e-spacecom ponents
0j = �
j0 = �nj.The
path on Hilbertspacebecom es

j � i= e
i�~n� ~̂K =�hj 0i; (202)
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wheretheboostgenerator,
~̂K = K̂

j
ej = Ĵ0

j
ej ; (203)

isan energy-weighted position operator.Fora spatialrotation aboutthespatialunit
vector~n = njej,� isthe rotation angle,and the only non-zero com ponents of
 ��

arethespace-spacecom ponents
jk = �jklnl,where�jklisthethree-dim ensionalLevi-
Civita tensor.Thepath on Hilbertspacebecom es

j � i= e
�i�~n� ~̂J=�hj 0i; (204)

wherethegeneratorofspatialrotations,

~̂J = Ĵ
j
ej =

1

2
�
jkl
Ĵklej ; (205)

istheangular-m om entum operator.
Thegeneralform oftheuncertainty relation forestim ation oftheLorentz-rotation

param eter� is

h(��)2i�
1

4

��
��h� Ĵ��� Ĵ��i�

�h2

4N
: (206)

Fora boosttheuncertainty relation,

h(��)2i� h(~n � �~̂K )2i�
�h2

4N
; (207)

expressesthequantum -m echanicallim itationson determ ining thevelocity param eter
�.Thisuncertainty relation iscom plem entary to therelativisticposition-m om entum
uncertainty relation (197).In Eq.(197)theparam eterisa spatialdisplacem ent,and
the operator is the com ponent of3-m om entum which generates the displacem ent.
In Eq.(207)the param eter is related to a velocity change,and the operator is the
com ponentofenergy-weighted position which generatesthechangein velocity.Fora
spatialrotation theuncertainty relation,

h(��)2i� h(~n � �~̂J)2i�
�h2

4N
; (208)

expressesthequantum -m echanicallim itationson determ ining a rotation.
To investigate globaloptim alm easurem ents ofa spatialrotation or a boost,it

would bewise to decom pose therelevant�eld in term sofangular-m om entum m odes
or\boostm odes." Such an investigation liesoutsidethescopeofthepresentpaper.

6 C onclusion

M uch ink hasbeen devoted to theproblem thatm any quantitiesofphysicalinterest,
such as tim e or harm onic-oscillator phase,though determ ined routinely from m ea-
surem ents, cannot be accom m odated within the conventionalquantum -m echanical
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description ofm easurem ents,because such quantities have no associated Herm itian
operator. The aim ofthispaperisto show thatthisproblem isonly apparent. W e
eschew tediousdiscussionsofthestatusofsuch quantitiesin quantum theory.Instead
we develop a form alism thatallowsusto derive quantum -m echanicallim itationson
the determ ination ofsuch a quantity,without ever having to introduce an operator
associated with thequantity,and weillustratetheform alism with num erousexam ples.

The form alism is founded on the idea that such a quantity should be treated
asa param eter,to be determ ined from the resultsofm easurem ents. To derive strict
quantum -m echanicallim itson such adeterm ination,wem ustbeable,�rst,todescribe
allm easurem entsperm itted by therulesofquantum m echanics| thisisaccom plished
by using theform alism ofPOVM s| and,second,tosetboundson allpossiblewaysof
estim ating theparam eterfrom theresultsofthem easurem ents| thisisaccom plished
by appealing to theCram �er-Rao bound ofclassicalparam eter-estim ation theory.The
resulting quantum -m echanicallim itationsareexpressed asM andelstam -Tam m uncer-
tainty relationsinvolvingtheprecision oftheparam eterestim ation and varianceofthe
operatorthatgenerates changes in the param eter. These uncertainty relationstake
into account naturally the expected im provem ent in determ ining the param eter as
oneisallowed to m akem easurem entson an increasing num berofidentically prepared
system s.M oreover,weareabletoderivegeneralconditionsforoptim alm easurem ents
thatcan achieve thelowerbound in theuncertainty relation,although itisgenerally
notknown how toperform such optim alm easurem ents.The�nalresultisaform alism
thatincreasesconsiderably the scope and powerofuncertainty relationsin quantum
theory.
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Figure1: Phase-plane representation ofoptim alm easurem entsofdisplacem entofa
squeezed vacuum state. The squeezed vacuum state j 0i= Ŝjvaciisrepresented by
a solid \uncertainty ellipse" centered atthe origin. The principalaxesofthe ellipse
are oriented along the directions de�ned by the uncorrelated co�ordinates x0 and p0,
which arerotated by an angle’ relativeto theaxesde�ned by thecanonicalposition
x and the m om entum p; the principalradiiofthe ellipse are given by the uncer-
tainties h 0j(�x̂

0)2j 0i1=2 = e�r =
p
2 and h 0j(�p̂ 0)2j 0i1=2=�h = er=

p
2. The dotted

uncertainty ellipsedepictsthestateobtained by displacing thesqueezed vacuum state
a distance X along the x axis. The globaloptim alm easurem ent for distinguishing
displaced squeezed statescorrespondsto m easuring avariablex [seeEq.(131)],which
isa rescaled position variable along an axisrotated by angle � from the axis ofthe
canonicalposition variablex.Theoptim alm easurem entrepresentsa com prom isebe-
tween m axim al\signal,"which would beobtained bym easuringthecanonicalposition
variable x,and m inim al\noise," which would be obtained by m easuring the rotated
position variablex0[seeEq.(134)].
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FIG. 1. of \Generalized uncertainty relations: Theory, examples, and Lorentz invariance,"

by S. L. Braunstein, Carlton M. Caves, and G. J. Milburn, submitted to Ann. Phys.
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