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In a recent letter, Jennewein et al. ﬂ] re—
ported an experin ent dem onstrating entan-—
glem ent swapping am ong two pairs (0,1 and
2,3) of dow n-converted photons. T hey accom —
plished thisby perform ing a Bellm easurem ent
on photons 1 and 2, and they veri ed the ef-
fect with regular polarization m easurem ents
on photons 0 and 3. By selecting data from
runs In which 1,2 are m easured to be iIn the
Bell state 7 1, they nd that the m easure-
m ent results for 0,3 vioclatea Bell CHSH) In—
equality, and they conclide that 0,3 have ex—
hibited quantum nonlocaliy.

A peculiarity is noted for the case In which
the Bellm easurem ent on 1,2 isperform ed only
after 0,3 have theirpolarizationsm easured. In
this case, Jennewein et al. say that the m ea—
surem entson 0 and 3 \indicate... that photons
0 and 3 were entangled."

Butatthetimn e 0 and 3 werem easured, they
were not entangled, because they started out
unentangled and no entangling operation had
been perform ed up to that point. T hey cannot
be entangled retroactively. W e are thus lkead to
conclude that photons 0 and 3 have violated a
Bell inequality w hile not even being entangled
w ith each other!
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In fact, while the data for 0 and 3 does tech—
nically violate a Bell nequality in this case, i
is due not to quantum nonlocality between 0
and 3, but rather to the post—selection of 0,3
data according to whether ornot 1,2 arem ea—
sured to be in the Bell state j 1.

A s far as Bell nequalities are concemed,
this kind of post-selection is the sam e as en—
hancing observed correlationsby m anually dis—
carding selected runs after com paring the 0,3
polarization records. In these experim ents, the
m easurem ent results or photons 1 and 2 have
sin ply been used asm arkers for such runs. In—
deed O wasentangled wih 1, and 2 w ith 3, but
this entanglem ent has nothing to do w ith the
Bell inequality violations involving 0 and 3.

On the other hand, in the experim ents
where 1 and 2 arem easured rst, 0 and 3 are
In fact profcted Into an entangled state and
the resulting B ell nequality violation does in—
dicate real quantum nonlocality.
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