
resolved problems of interpretation.
Moreover Heisenberg holds that no mat-
ter how successful the theory has been
we must try to go beyond it. He him-
self has taken a leap by building a uni-
fied field theory of elementary "parti-
cles." He is still at it: The blackboard
in his office is covered with formulas
from that theory, which he feels calls
for an even greater mathematical ability
than his own. This kind of theory,
rather than a mere predicting device, is
what Heisenberg cherishes.

One of the most intriguing facets of
Heisenberg's philosophy is that, like
Bertrand Russell's, it is double stranded.
Indeed, Heisenberg now leans towards
positivism (although he dislikes it), now
towards Platonism (in which he takes
pleasure). He read Plato as a young
man and is probably the only modem
scientist to take the Timaeus seriously.
Thus in connection with his new theory
he writes, "The thesis 'In the beginning
was symmetry' is surely truer than
Democritus's thesis 'In the beginning
was the particle.' The elementary par-
ticles embody the symmetries, they con-
stitute their simplest representations,
but they are a consequence of the sym-
metries," and, further on, "The ele-
mentary particles may be compared to
the regular solids in Plato's Timaeus.
They are the primaeval models [Ur-
bilder], the Ideas of matter" (page 326).

A philosopher is likely to take issue
with this and other philosophical views
aired by Heisenberg here and elsewhere.
On the other hand, the historian of sci-
ence will record (impartially or not) the
heuristic stepping stones leading to a
scientific theory. And the psychologist
of science may study what kinds of
heuristic clues trigger certain brains
while failing to activate others. The
scientist's attitude is again different:
What counts for him is not the philo-
sophical pedigree of a scientific theory
but the theory itself and its performance
in accounting for experience and spur-
ring it. The philosopher is entitled to
get annoyed only if an heuristic clue, or
crutch, even a fertile one, is counted as
evidence for the soundness of the philos-
ophy it may be associated with, or as
evidence for the thesis that the given
theory confirms that philosophy.

He will be entitled to his discomfort,
as one and the same heuristic charmer
is apt to trigger different ideas in dif-
ferent minds. In particular the result
may backfire. One example, as Einstein
told the young Heisenberg, is relativity.
Mach's operationalism may have played
an heuristic role in the genesis of the
theory even though the outcome defeats
Mach's philosophy, by focusing on ob-
server-invariant formulas containing
transobservational concepts. Another
example is Heisenberg's unified field
theory of elementary particles. This
theory, despite its Platonic inspiration,

might not have displeased Democritus,
for its ambition is to account for the ba-
sic units that compound matter. More-
over, it might have pleased Einstein.

Whatever your philosophy may be,
you must read this book if you are in-
terested not only in net results but also
in research programs and in styles of
conducting research. This is one of the
rare occasions where a genius talks
freely, in simple (misleadingly simple)
words—without any formulas—with some
of his peers and with his readers on
some of the trickiest problems of theo-
retical physics. The book is also a chal-
lenge to the young scientists who handle
so deftly some of the tools wrought by
Heisenberg. He insists that computa-
tion is not everything and that calculat-
ing should be a means for understanding
the deeper patterns beneath the appar-
ent details and beyond the bookkeeping
apparatus.

The reviewer, a professor of philosophy at
McGill University, was formerly a profes-
sor of theoretical physics. He has ivorked
on relativistic quantum mechanics, nuclear
theory, the axiomatic foundations of phys-
ics and the philosophy of science.

Quantum Mechanics
With Applications
By D. B. Beard, G. B. Beard
333 pp. Allyn and Bacon, Boston, 1969.
$11.50

This book is a revised version of a text
on introductory quantum mechanics
written by David 13. Beard and pub-
lished several years ago. It is in-
tended for students who have taken
courses on intermediate classical me-
chanics and electromagnetism and who
possess more than a casual knowledge
of physical optics and the phenomenol-
ogy of quantum physics.

Indeed, the first four chapters are
devoted to a persuasive (if not rigor-
ous) dialectic on the properties of light
waves and matter waves wherein the
reader is asked constantly to draw upon
his previous experience with modulated
waves, diffraction and interference.
The authors' approach has the merit of
emulating the historical development of
wave quantum mechanics and distin-
guishes itself by a very believable pre-
sentation of the Schrodinger equation in
the context of Feynman path integrals.
A credibility gap is opened, however,
when we are told in the second chapter
that "Heisenberg originally derived
quantum mechanics by postulating [the
uncertainty relations] as fundamental
to all physical measurement," and, in
the third, that Robert A. Millikan
"quickly confirmed" Albert Einstein's
equation for the photoelectric effect.
Lapses such as these are probably more

annoying than they are consequential,
but, in this fifth decade of quantum me-
chanics, it is trifles that make perfec-
tion.

The middle chapters are the expected
ones on one-dimensional motion, the
WKBJ approximation, elementary per-
turbation theory, and central-field mo-
tion. The discussion here is aedquate
and not a little influenced by the well
known text by Linus Pauling and E.
Bright Wilson. But once again there
are the lapses, this time centering about
the authors' somewhat cavalier attitude
toward the uncertainty relations. Of
most significance in this regard are the
incorrectly calculated transmission coef-
ficient for a particle incident upon a po-
tential step with energy less than the
step height and the statement that
"(xpa,)" is a meaningless symbol any-
way, because x and p., cannot be mea-
sured simultaneously with infinite preci-
sion, which stands in defiance of the
quantum-mechanical virial theorem.

The last six chapters of the book are
concerned with applications, atomic
and molecular structure, metals, scatter-
ing phenomena and nuclei, and contain
much useful information to complement
the primarily theoretical sections.
These chapters are done with care and
are eclectic enough to satisfy the needs
of a variety of possible one-term courses
on quantum mechanics. The same can
be said of the book itself, if one is in-
clined to regard the blemishes noted
above only as motes in a generally lucid
introduction.

GARRISON SPOSITO
Sonoma State College

Solenoid Magnet Design:
The Magnetic and Mechanical
Aspects of Resistive and
Superconducting Systems
By D. Bruce Montgomery
312 pp. Interscience, New York, 1969.
$13.95

Many readers may doubt that enough
useful information is available about
solenoids to fill 312 pages. They will be
agreeably surprised to find that Solenoid
Magnet Design is packed with cogent
analysis and design instruction. Al-
though it is written as a handbook for
solenoid designers, its author has man-
aged to make his material interesting,
and one reads this book with pleasure.

D. Bruce Montgomery was one of the
founders of the National Magnet Lab-
oratory in Cambridge, Mass. There,
more than 20 solenoid magnets produce
high magnetic-flux densities, in some
cases reaching over 200 kilogauss. The
power supplies available add up to 10
megawatts; the adjacent Charles River
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