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A bstract

W e derive inequalities for n spin-1/2 system s under the assum ption

thatthe hidden-variable theoreticaljointprobability distribution forany

pair ofcom m uting observables is equalto the quantum m echanicalone.

Fineshowed thatthisassum ption isconnected to theno-hidden-variables

theorem ofK ochen and Specker(K S theorem ). These inequalitiesgive a

way to experim entally testtheK S theorem .The� delity to theBellstates

which islargerthan 1/2 issu� cientforthe experim entalcon� rm ation of

the K S theorem . Hence,the W erner state is enough to test experim en-

tally the K S theorem .Furtherm ore,itispossible to testthe K S theorem

experim entally using uncorrelated states.An n-partiteuncorrelated state

violates the n-partite inequality derived here by an am ount that grows

exponentially with n.
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1 Introduction

From the incom pletenessargum entofthe EPR paper[1],hidden-variableinter-

pretation ofquantum m echanics(Q M )hasbeen an attractivetopicofresearch[2,

3].Therearetwo m ain approachesto study thisconceptualfoundation ofQ M .

O ne isthe Bell-EPR theorem [4].Thistheorem saysthatthe statisticalpredic-

tion ofQ M violates the inequality following from the EPR-locality principle.

TheEPR-locality principletellsthata resultofm easurem entpertaining to one

system isindependentofany m easurem entperform ed sim ultaneously ata dis-

tanceon anothersystem .

The other is the no-hidden-variables theorem ofK ochen and Specker (K S

theorem )[5]. The originalK S theorem says the non-existence ofa real-valued

function which ism ultiplicativeand linearon com m uting operatorsso thatQ M

cannot be im bedded into classicaltheory. The proofofthe K S theorem re-

lies on intricate geom etric argum ent. Fine connected[6,7]the K S theorem to

the assum ption that the hidden-variable theoreticaljointprobability distribu-

tion forany pairofcom m uting observables.G reenberger,Horne,and Zeilinger

discovered[8]theso-called G HZ theorem forfour-partiteG HZ statesand theK S

theorem hastaken very sim pleform sincethen (see also Refs.[9,10,11,12]).

In 1990,M erm in considered the Bell-EPR theorem ofm ultipartite system s

and derived m ultipartite Bell’sinequality[13]. Ithasshown thatthe n-partite

G HZ stateviolatesthe Bell-M erm in inequality by an am ountthatgrowsexpo-

nentially with n. After this work,severalm ultipartite Bell’s inequalities have

been derived[14,15]. They also exhibitthatQ M violateslocalhidden-variable

theory by an am ountthatgrowsexponentially with the num berofparties.

Asforthe K S theorem ,m ostresearch isrelated to \allversusnothing" de-

m olition ofthe existence ofhidden variables[16].(O fcourse,Bell’sinequalities

isavailablefora testoftheK S theorem ).Recently,ithasbegun to research the

K S theorem using inequalities(see Refs.[17]).To �nd such inequalitiesto test

the K S theorem isparticularly usefulforexperim entalinvestigation[18]. Since

theK S theorem waspurely related to thealgebraicstructureofquantum opera-

torsand wasindependentofstates,itm ay bepossibleto �nd an inequality that

isviolated by quantum predictionsoftheresultofm easurem enton uncorrelated

states[19].Thatisto say,an entanglem entofstatesm ightnotbe necessary in

order to show a violation ofsuch inequalities for the K S theorem unlike the

onesfortheBell-EPR theorem .Here,weshallm odify theBell-M erm in inequal-

ity. Nam ely,the inequality derived in this paper is violated independently of

entanglem ente�ects. W e m ay furtherask,then,how the relation between the

m agnitude ofthe violation and the num berofpartieswould be.

M otivated by these argum ents,we shallderive two inequalities following

from the assum ption pointed out[6,7]by Fine as a test for the K S theorem

forn spin-1/2 states.Fine’sassum ption isthatthe hidden-variabletheoretical

joint probability distribution for any com m uting pair ofobservables is equal

to quantum m echanicalone. Thatis,a violation ofFine’sassum ption im plies

thatthereexistsa pairofcom m uting observablessuch thatthehidden-variable

theoreticaljointdistribution doesnotagreewith Q M ,orhidden variablescannot

exist.

O neoftheinequalitiessaysthatthe�delity totheBellstates,which islarger

than 1/2,allowsaproofoftheK S theorem .ThissaystheW ernerstate[19]which

adm itslocalhidden-variabletheoryisenough totestexperim entallytheK S the-
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orem .And weobtain m odi�cation oftheBell-M erm in inequality on com bining

M erm in’s geom etric idea[13]and a com m utative operator group presented by

Nagata et al.[20]. W e show that when n exceeds 2,not only n-partite G HZ

statesbutalso n-partiteuncorrelated statesviolatethem odi�ed inequality de-

rived here. The am ount ofviolations grows exponentially with n,which is a

factorofO (2n=2)atthem acroscopiclevel.

O urresultprovidesa strikingaspectoffoundationsofQ M and im possibility

of a classicalreinterpretation of it. That is, Q M exhibits an exponentially

strongerrefutation ofthe K S type ofhidden-variable theory,asthe num berof

partiesconstituting the state increases,irrespectiveofentanglem ente�ects.In

otherwords,wecan saythattheK S theorem ism oreseriousin high-dim ensional

settings than in low-dim ensionalones. Further,we can see the localhidden-

variabletheory violatesthe K S type ofhidden-variabletheory.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.2,we �x severalnotations and

prepare for argum ents ofthis paper. In Sec.3,we review the statisticalK S

theorem and m ention thatitsinequality version isnecessaryforan experim ental

test. In Sec.4,we presentan inequality which followsfrom Fine’sassum ption

for two-partite states and derive a su�cient condition to allow a proofofthe

K S theorem ,which statesthatthe�delity to the Bellstatesislargerthan 1/2.

Sincethe�delity totheBellstatesis5=8,thetwo-spin 1/2W ernerstateviolates

the inequality. In Sec.5,we m odefy the Bell-M erm in inequality. W e derive

another inequality which follows from Fine’s assum ption for n-partite states

and show that not only n-partite G HZ states but also n-partite uncorrelated

states violate the inequality by an am ount that grows exponentially with n.

Section 6 sum m arizesthispaper.

2 N otation and preparations

Throughoutthispaper,weassum evon Neum ann’sprojectivem easurem entsand

we con�ne ourselvesto the �nite-dim ensionaland the discrete spectrum case.

Let R denote the reals where � 1 62 R . W e assum e every eigenvalue in this

paperliesin R .Further,weassum ethatevery Herm itian operatorisassociated

with a unique observable because we do notneed to distinguish between them

in thispaper.

W e assum e the validity ofQ M and we would like to investigate ifthe K S

type ofhidden-variable interpretation ofQ M is possible. Let O be the space

ofHerm itian operatorsdescribed in a �nite-dim ensionalHilbert space,and T

be the space of density operators described in the Hilbert space. Nam ely,

T = f j 2 O ^  � 0^ Tr[ ]= 1g. Now we de�ne the notation � which

representsoneresultofquantum m easurem ent.Supposethatthem easurem ent

ofa Herm itian operatorA fora system in the state yieldsa value �(A)2 R .

W e assum e that the following two propositions (BSF and Q DJ) hold. Here,

�� (x);x 2 R representsthecharacteristicfunction.� isany subsetofthereals

R .

P roposition: B SF (The Born statisticalform ula).

P rob(�)
 

�(A )
= Tr[ �� (A)]: (2.1)

The whole sym bol(�)
 

�(A )
is used to denote the proposition thatthe value of
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�(A)liesin theset� in thequantum state .And P robdenotestheprobability

thatthe proposition holds.

P roposition: Q D J (The quantum -m echanicaljointprobability distribution

for com m uting observables).

P rob(�;� 0)
 

�(A );�(B )
= Tr[ �� (A)�� 0(B )]; (2.2)

wherethenotation on theLHS of(2.2)isageneralization ofthesym bol(�)
 

�(A )

to expressthe proposition thatm easurem entresultsofA and B willlie in the

sets� and � 0,respectively.

Letusconsideraclassicalprobabilityspace(
;�;� ),where
 isanonem pty

sam ple space,� isa �-algebra ofsubsetsof
,and � isa �-additive norm al-

ized m easure on � such that � (
) = 1. The subscript expressesthat the

probability m easureisdeterm ined uniquely when the state isspeci�ed.

Letus introduce m easurable functions (classicalrandom variables)onto 


(f :
 7! R ),which is written as fA (!) for an operatorA 2 O . Here ! 2 


isa hidden variable. W e introduce appropriate notation. P (!)’ Q (!)m eans

P (!) = Q (!) holds alm ost everywhere with respect to � in 
. O ne m ay

assum etheprobability m easure� ischosen such thatthefollowing relation is

valid:

tr[ A]=

Z

!2


� (d!)fA (!) (2.3)

for every Herm itian operator A in O . Please notice the assum ption for the

probability m easure� doesnotdisturb theK S theorem .Seethelem m a (B.1)

in Appendix B.

P roposition:H V (Thedeterm inistichidden-variableinterpretation ofQM ).

M easurablefunctionsfA (!)existforevery Herm itian operatorA in O .

P roposition: D (The probability distribution rule).

� (f
�1

A
(�))= P rob(�)

 

�(A )
: (2.4)

P roposition: JD (The jointprobability distribution rule).

� (f
�1

A
(�)\ f�1

B
(� 0))= P rob(�;� 0)

 

�(A );�(B )
(2.5)

forevery com m uting pairA;B in O .

P roposition: FU N C A .E. (The functionalrule holding alm ost every-

where).

fg(A )(!)’ g(fA (!)) (2.6)

forevery function g :R 7! R .

P roposition: P R O D A .E.(The productrule holding alm osteverywhere).

IfHerm itian operatorsA and B com m ute,then

fA B (!)’ fA (!)� fB (!): (2.7)

T heorem [6].

HV ^ JD (2:5)) HV ^ D (2:4)^ FUNC A:E:(2:6): (2.8)
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Proof.See(B.6)in Appendix B.

T heorem [6].

HV ^ FUNC A:E:(2:6)) HV ^ PRO D A:E:(2:7): (2.9)

Proof.See(B.14)in Appendix B.

3 T he statisticalK ochen-Specker theorem

In thissection,wewanttoreview thestatisticalK S theorem (seealsoRefs.[17]).

In what follows,we assum e HV and JD (2.5) hold. This im plies that we can

useD (2.4),FUNC A.E.(2.6),and PRO D A.E.(2.7).W e follow the statistical

version oftheK S theorem proposed by Peres[11]and re�ned by M erm in[12]for

two spin-1/2 system s.O nethen can seethat

X (!) := f�1
x �

2
x
(!)f�1

y �
2
y
(!)f�1

z�
2
z
(!)’ f�1

x �
2
x �

1
y �

2
y �

1
z�

2
z
(!)= f�I (!)

)

Z

!2


� (d!)X (!)= Tr[ (� I)]= � 1; (3.1)

where I represents the identity operator for the four-dim ensionalspace. By

the way we can factorize two of the term s as f�1
x �

2
x
’ f�1

x
f�2

x
and f�1

y �
2
y
’

f�1
y
f�2

y
. Further,we have f�1

x �
2
y
’ f�1

x
f�2

y
and f�1

y �
2
x
’ f�1

y
f�2

x
. Hence we get

f�1
x
�2
x
f�1

y
�2
y
’ f�1

x
�2
y
f�1

y
�2
x
and

X (!) ’ f�1
x
�2
y
(!)f�1

y
�2
x
(!)f�1

z
�2
z
(!)’ f�1

x
�2
y
�1
y
�2
x
�1
z
�2
z
(!)= fI(!)

)

Z

!2


� (d!)X (!)= Tr[ I]= 1 (3.2)

in contradiction to (3.1). Thereby,we see thatHV doesnothold ifwe accept

JD (2.5).

W efollow thestatisticalversion oftheK S theorem proposed in Refs.[9,12]

forthreespin-1/2 system s.Then,onecan seethat

Y (!) := f�1
x
�2
y
�3
y
(!)f�1

y
�2
x
�3
y
(!)f�1

y
�2
y
�3
x
(!)f�1

x
�2
x
�3
x
(!)

’ f�1
x �

2
y �

3
y �

1
y �

2
x �

3
y �

1
y �

2
y �

3
x �

1
x �

2
x �

3
x
(!)= f�I (!)

)

Z

!2


� (d!)Y (!)= Tr[ (� I)]= � 1; (3.3)

where I represents the identity operator for the eight-dim ensionalspace. By

the way,we can factorizeeach ofthe fourterm sas

f�1
x �

2
y �

3
y
(!)’ f�1

x
(!)f�2

y
(!)f�3

y
(!) (3.4)

and so on to get

Y (!) ’ (f�1
x
(!))2(f�1

y
(!))2(F�2

x
(!))2(f�2

y
(!))2(f�3

x
(!))2(f�3

y
(!))2

’ fI(!)fI(!)fI(!)fI(!)fI(!)fI(!)’ fI(!)

)

Z

!2


� (d!)Y (!)= Tr[ I]= 1 (3.5)
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in contradiction to (3.3).

Thesetwo exam plesprovidethe statisticalK S theorem ,which saysdem oli-

tion ofHV orofJD (2.5).W e havethe following result:

T heorem :(The statisticalKochen-Specker theorem ).

Forevery quantum statedescribed in a HilbertspaceH 1
 H 2 orH 1
 H 2


H 3,(Dim (H j)= 2;(j= 1;2;3)),

HV ^ JD (2:5)) ? : (3.6)

Thatis,these two assum ptionsdo nothold atthe sam etim e.

Theseexam plesaresu�cienttoshow that,ifweacceptJD (2.5),HV cannot

be possible in any state. However,they are notofsuitable form to testexper-

im entally the K S theorem . Because,in a realexperim ent,we cannot claim a

sharp value asan expectation with arbitrary precision. Therefore,we need its

inequality version isnecessary foran experim entaltestofthe K S theorem .

4 Inequality for two-partite system s

In thissection,weshallderivetheinequality version statisticalK S theorem for

two-partite system s. Then,we show that the two spin-1/2 W erner state[19]

violates the inequality. Since the W erner state satis�es allBell’s inequalities,

the inequality derived in thissection doesnotbelong to the category ofBell’s

inequalities.(Sodoestheinequality derived in thenextsection).Theinequality

is just the inequality concerned with the K S theorem . In the following,we

assum e that HV and JD (2.5) hold. Let x;y be realnum bers with x;y 2

f� 1;+ 1g,then wehave

(1+ x + y� xy)= � 2: (4.1)

T heorem [21]. For every state  described in a Hilbert space H 1 
 H 2,

(Dim (H j)= 2;(j= 1;2)),

HV ^ JD (2:5)(̂ �
1

x�
2

y�
1

y�
2

x = �
1

z�
2

z)

) 1+ Tr[ �1x�
2

x]+ Tr[ �1y�
2

y]� Tr[ �1z�
2

z]� 2: (4.2)

Proof.From PRO D A.E.(2.7),wehave

(f�1

k
�2

k
(!))2 ’ fI(!)= + 1, f�1

k
�2

k
(!)’ � 1;(k = x;y): (4.3)

Hence,the (4.1)says

U (!):= 1+ f�1
x �

2
x
(!)+ f�1

y �
2
y
(!)� f�1

x �
2
x
(!)f�1

y �
2
y
(!)) U (!)’ � 2 (4.4)

and
Z

!2


� (d!)U (!)� 2: (4.5)

O n using f�1
x
�2
x
f�1

y
�2
y
’ f�1

x
�2
y
f�1

y
�2
x
’ f�1

z
�2
z
(!)weget

Z

!2


� (d!)f�1
x
�2
x
(!)f�1

y
�2
y
(!)=

Z

!2


� (d!)f�1
x
�2
y
(!)f�1

y
�2
x
(!)

=

Z

!2


� (d!)f�1
z�

2
z
(!); (4.6)
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wherewehaveused the quantum m echanicalrule�1x�
2
y�

1
y�

2
x = �1z�

2
z.Hencewe

conclude
Z

!2


� (d!)U (!)� 2 , 1+ Tr[ �1x�
2

x]+ Tr[ �1y�
2

y]� Tr[ �1z�
2

z]� 2: (4.7)

Q ED.

Violation ofthe inequality (4.7)im pliesdem olition ofHV orofJD (2.5)in

the state .Note the following quantum m echanicalrelation:

1+ Tr[ �1x�
2

x]+ Tr[ �1y�
2

y]� Tr[ �1z�
2

z]� 2, Tr[ j�ih�j]� 1=2; (4.8)

where

j�i:=
j+ 1;� 2i+ j� 1;+ 2i

p
2

: (4.9)

ThereforethestatisticalK S theorem holdsifthe�delity to theBellstatej�iis

largerthan 1/2.Notethe �delity to the Bellstatesofthe two spin-1/2 W erner

state[19]is5=8(> 1=2).The W ernerstateW is

W = (1=2)j�ih�j+ (1=8)I; (4.10)

where I is the identity operator on the four-dim ensionalspace. Hence,this

quantum state which adm itslocalhidden-variable theory allowsa proofofthe

K S theorem .

5 Inequality for m ultipartite system s

In whatfollows,we shallm odify the Bell-M erm in inequality[13].W e derive an

n-partite inequality which issatis�ed ifboth HV and JD (2.5)hold. W e show

n-partite uncorrelated statesviolate the inequality when n � 3,by an am ount

that grows exponentially with n. Please note uncorrelated states satisfy all

Bell’s inequalities[19]. Hence,the m odi�ed inequality does not belong to the

category ofBell’sinequalities.In thissection,we assum en � 2.Letusdenote

f1;2;:::;ng by N n.

D e�nition:(Com m utative group (�n)ofHerm itian operators).

O n
p(p 2 f0;1;:::;2n � 1g;n � 2)areHerm itian operatorsde�ned by

O
n
p :=

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
bj(�jx)

b0

= (�1z)
b1(�2z)

b2(�3z)
b3(�4z)

b4 � � � (�n�1
z )bn � 1(�nz)

bn

� (�1x)
b0(�2x)

b0(�3x)
b0 � � � (�n�1

x )b0(�nx)
b0; (5.1)

where the superscriptj ofthe Paulioperatorsdenotesthe party j and the n-

bit sequence b0b1 � � � bn�1 is the binary representation ofp,and bn 2 f0;1g^

bn �
P n�1

j= 1
bj(m od2). Thus,the parity ofb1b2 � � � bn iseven. (Here,�1

k
m eans

�1k 

n
j= 2 I

j and so on. O m itting the identity operator,we abbreviate those as

above.)

The operatorO n
0 isthe identity operatoron the 2n-dim ensionalspace,and

the otheroperatorsO n
1;� � � ;On

2n �1 have two eigenvalues,� 1. In the following,

therearethe caseswhere weabbreviateO n
0 asI.

7



Exam ple:Ifp 2 f0;1;:::;2n�1 � 1g,then b0 = 0 and (�jx)
b0 = 
 n

k= 1
Ik =

O n
0 for allj. That is,the binary representation ofp takes,for exam ple,the

following form :

p1 := 0

B 1z }| {
1001� � � 01(= b0b1 � � � bn�1 ); (5.2)

where B 1 represents the sum ofthe num ber of1. Then,bn 2 f0;1g^ bn �

B 1(m od2) holds. Suppose bn = 1 holds,then (�nz)
bn = �nz. Then,the corre-

sponding Herm itian operatorO n
p1
isasfollows:

O
n
p1

= �
1

zI
2
I
3
�
4

z � � � I
n�2

�
n�1
z �

n
z � I

1
I
2
I
3
I
4 � � � I

n�1
I
n

= (�1zI
1)I2I3(�4zI

4)� � � I
n�2 (�n�1z I

n�1 )(�nzI
n)

= �
1

zI
2
I
3
�
4

z � � � I
n�2

�
n�1
z �

n
z; (5.3)

wherethe num berof(�zI)= �z iseven becauseofthe de�nition ofbn.

Exam ple:Ifp2 f2n�1 ;2n�1 + 1;:::;2n � 1g,then b0 = 1 and (�jx)
b0 = �jx

forallj.Thatis,thebinaryrepresentation ofptakes,forexam ple,thefollowing

form :

p2 := 1

B 2z }| {
1001� � � 01; (5.4)

where B 2 represents the sum ofthe num ber of1. Then,bn 2 f0;1g^ bn �

B 2(m od2) holds. Suppose bn = 0 holds,then (�nz)
bn = O n

0. Then the corre-

sponding Herm itian operatorO n
p2
isasfollows:

O
n
p2

= �
1

zI
2
I
3
�
4

z � � � I
n�2

�
n�1
z I

n � �
1

x�
2

x�
3

x � � � �
n�1
x �

n
x

= (�1z�
1

x)�
2

x�
3

x(�
4

z�
4

x)� � � �
n�2
x (�n�1z �

n�1
x )�nx

= (i�1y)�
2

x�
3

x(i�
4

y)� � � �
n�2
x (i�n�1y )�nx; (5.5)

wherethe num berof(�z�x)= i�y iseven.

Exam ple:The binary representation of2n�1 takesthe following form

2n�1 = 1

n�1
z }| {
0000� � � 00: (5.6)

Then the corresponding Herm itian operatorO n
2n � 1 isasfollows:

O
n
2n � 1 = I

1
I
2
I
3
I
4 � � � I

n�1
I
n � �

1

x�
2

x�
3

x � � � �
n�1
x �

n
x

= �
1

x�
2

x�
3

x � � � �
n�1
x �

n
x: (5.7)

Lem m a.IfO n
p;O

n
q 2 �n,then

O
n
pO

n
q = O

n
p�q (2 �n); (5.8)

wherep� q isthe bitwiseXO R (exclusiveO R)ofp and q.

Proof.See(A.1)in Appendix A.

From the lem m a (5.8),the setof2n operatorsfO n
pg form s a com m utative

group isom orphic to (Z2)
n. W e have denoted this com m utative group as �n.

Letusde�ne anothersetofoperators.
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D e�nition.

R n
p(p 2 f0;1;:::;2n � 1g;n � 2)areoperatorsde�ned by

R
n
p :=

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
ej(�jx)

e0; (5.9)

wherethesuperscriptjofthePaulioperatorsdenotestheparty jand then-bit

sequence e0e1 � � � en�1 isthe binary representation ofp,and en 2 f0;1g^ en �P n�1

j= 1
ej + 1(m od2).Thus,unlikeO n

p,the parity ofe1e2 � � � en isodd.

Exam ple:Ifp 2 f0;1;:::;2n�1 � 1g,then e0 = 0 and (�jx)
e0 = 
 n

k= 1I
k =

O n
0 for allj. That is,the binary representation ofp takes,for exam ple,the

following form :

p3 := 0

B 3

z }| {
1001� � � 01(= e0e1 � � � en�1 ); (5.10)

where B 3 represents the sum ofthe num ber of1. Then,en 2 f0;1g^ en �

B 3 + 1(m od2) holds. Suppose en = 1 holds,then (�nz)
en = �nz. Then,the

corresponding Herm itian operatorR n
p3
isasfollows:

R
n
p3

= �
1

zI
2
I
3
�
4

z � � � I
n�2

�
n�1
z �

n
z � I

1
I
2
I
3
I
4 � � � I

n�1
I
n

= (�1zI
1)I2I3(�4zI

4)� � � I
n�2 (�n�1z I

n�1 )(�nzI
n)

= �
1

zI
2
I
3
�
4

z � � � I
n�2

�
n�1
z �

n
z; (5.11)

wherethe num berof(�zI)= �z isodd becauseofthe de�nition ofen.

Exam ple:Ifp 2 f2n�1 ;2n�1 + 1;:::;2n � 1g,then e0 = 1 and (�jx)
e0 = �jx

forallj.Thatis,thebinaryrepresentation ofptakes,forexam ple,thefollowing

form :

p4 := 1

B 4

z }| {
1001� � � 01; (5.12)

where B 4 represents the sum ofthe num ber of1. Then,en 2 f0;1g^ en �

B 4 + 1(m od2) holds. Suppose en = 0 holds,then (�nz)
en = O n

0. Then the

corresponding non-Herm itian operatorR n
p4
isasfollows:

R
n
p4

= �
1

zI
2
I
3
�
4

z � � � I
n�2

�
n�1
z I

n � �
1

x�
2

x�
3

x � � � �
n�1
x �

n
x

= (�1z�
1

x)�
2

x�
3

x(�
4

z�
4

x)� � � �
n�2
x (�n�1z �

n�1
x )�nx

= (i�1y)�
2

x�
3

x(i�
4

y)� � � �
n�2
x (i�n�1y )�nx; (5.13)

wherethenum berof(�z�x)= i�y isodd.R
n
p=iand iR

n
p areHerm itian operators

ifp 2 f2n�1 ;2n�1 + 1;:::;2n � 1g.

Lem m a.

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)+

nY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

O
n
p;

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)�

nY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

R
n
p;

9



1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)+

nY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)

!

=

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

O
n
p;

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)�

nY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)

!

=

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

R
n
p: (5.14)

Proof.See(A.7)and (A.14)in Appendix A.

Lem m a.

HV ^ FUNC A:E:(2:6))

Re

 
nY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!

’

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

fO n
p
(!);

Im

 
nY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!

’

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

fR n
p =i

(!): (5.15)

Proof.See(A.21)in Appendix A.

T heorem [21]. For every state  described in a Hilbert space 
 n
j= 1H j,

(Dim (H j)= 2;(j2 N n;n � 2)),

HV ^ JD (2:5)(̂ (i�iy)(i�
j
y)�

i
x�

j
x = �

i
z�

j
z)

)

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

Tr[ O n
p]�

�
2n=2 n = even

2(n�1)=2 n = odd:
(5.16)

Proof.From PRO D A.E.(2.7),wehave

(f
�
j

k

(!))2 ’ fO n
0
(!)’ + 1, f

�
j

k

(!)’ � 1;(j2 N n;k = x;y):(5.17)

Now,wede�ne F by

F
 :=

Z

!2


� (d!)G (!); (5.18)

whereG (!)isde�ned by

G (!):= Re

 
nY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!
nY

j= 1

f
�
j
x
(!): (5.19)

From the geom etricargum entby M erm in in Ref.[13]and (5.17),wehave

G (!)�

�
2n=2 n = even

2(n�1)=2 n = odd
(� � a:e:): (5.20)

In m ore detail,alm ost everywhere with respect to � in 
,the m axim um of

G (!)isequalto the realpartofa productofcom plex num berseach ofwhich

has m agnitude of
p
2 and a phase of� �=4 or � 3�=4 since absolute value ofQ n

j= 1
f
�
j
x
(!) is unity alm ost everywhere with respect to � . W hen n is even

theproductcan liealong therealaxisand can attain a m axim um valueof2n=2,

10



when n is odd the product m ust lie along an axisat 45� to the realaxis and

itsrealpartcan only attain the m axim um value2(n�1)=2 .Therefore,the value

G (!)isbounded as(5.20)alm osteverywhere in 
,and hence F  isbounded

as

F
 �

�
2n=2 n = even

2(n�1)=2 n = odd:
(5.21)

From (5.7),itiseasy to seethat

nY

j= 1

f
�
j
x
(!)’ fO n

2n � 1
(!): (5.22)

Therefore,from (5.19)and the lem m a (5.15),we have

G (!)’

0

@
2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

fO n
p
(!)

1

A fO n

2n � 1
(!): (5.23)

Noting [O n
p;O

n
q]= 0;8O n

p;O
n
q 2 �n (See the lem m a (5.8)),PRO D A.E.(2.7)

tellsthe following relations,

fO n
p
(!)fO n

q
(!)’ fO n

p� q
(!);(8O n

p;O
n
q 2 �n): (5.24)

Itiseasy to seethat

fO n
pO

n
2n � 1jp 2 f2n�1 ;2n�1 + 1;:::;2n � 1gg

= fO n
pjp2 f0;1;:::;2n�1 � 1gg: (5.25)

Here,we have used the quantum m echanicalrule (i�iy)(i�
j
y)�

i
x�

j
x = �iz�

j
z(i;j2

N n;i 6= j). (Eq.(5.25) is also obvious from the expression (5.1) and (5.7)).

Therefore,we get

G (!)’

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

fO n
p
(!): (5.26)

Thusfrom (5.18)we conclude

F
 =

Z

!2


� (d!)

0

@
2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

fO n
p
(!)

1

A =

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

Tr[ O n
p]: (5.27)

Q ED.

Now,itfollowsfrom the lem m a (5.14)that

j+ 1;+ 2;� � � ;+nih+ 1;+ 2;� � � ;+nj+ j� 1;� 2;� � � ;�nih� 1;� 2;� � � ;�nj

=
1

2n

 
nY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)+

nY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=
1

2n�1

0

@
2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

O
n
p

1

A (5.28)

whereO n
p =

Q n

j= 1
(�jx)

b0(�jz)
bj and �jzj� i= � jj� ji.Hence wehave

F
 =

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

Tr[ O n
p]= Tr[ H n] (5.29)

11



where,(see (5.28))

H n := 2n�1 (j+ 1;+ 2;� � � ;+nih+ 1;+ 2;� � � ;+nj

+ j� 1;� 2;� � � ;�nih� 1;� 2;� � � ;�nj): (5.30)

Now,let be j	ih	jwhere

j	i= �j+ 1;+ 2;� � � ;+ni+ �j�1;� 2;� � � ;�ni;(j�j
2 + j�j2 = 1): (5.31)

Thisstate j	iisan uncorrelated state if� or� iszero and j	iisan n-partite

G HZ stateif� = � = 1=
p
2.

Thequantum theoreticalprediction saystheexpectation valueTr[j	ih	jH n]

should take a value of2n�1 forthe state j	iin spite ofany value of� and of

�,and weget

F
j	 i = 2n�1 : (5.32)

W hen n exceeds2,thisvalueF j	 i islagerthan thebound (5.21),which exceeds

(5.21)by theexponentially lagerfactorof2(n�2)=2 (forn even)or2(n�1)=2 (for

n odd).Thisim pliesdem olition ofHV orofJD (2.5)in thestatej	i.Thus,we

have derived the exponentially strongerviolation ofHV^JD (2.5),irrespective

ofquantum entanglem ente�ects.

6 Sum m ary

In sum m ary,weshowed thatthe �delity to the Bellstateswhich islargerthan

1/2 is su�cient to allow a proofofthe K S theorem . Thus,the W erner state

isenough to testexperim entally the K S theorem . W e also have derived an n-

partiteinequalityfollowingfrom HV^JD (2.5).W ehaveshownthatan n-partite

uncorrelated state violatesthe inequality by a factorofO (2n=2)atthe m acro-

scopic level. Hence,it turns out that Q M exhibits an exponentially stronger

violation ofHV^JD (2.5),as the num ber ofparties constituting the state in-

creases,irrespectiveofentanglem ente�ects.
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A A ppendix A

Lem m a.IfO n
p;O

n
q 2 �n,then

O
n
pO

n
q = O

n
p�q (2 �n); (A.1)

wherep� q isthe bitwiseXO R (exclusiveO R)ofp and q.

12



Proof. Suppose thatthe binary representationsofp and q are b0b1 � � � bn�1

and c0c1 � � � cn�1 ,respectively.Supposethatbn 2 f0;1g^ bn �
P n�1

j= 1
bj(m od2)

and cn 2 f0;1g^ cn �
P n�1

j= 1
cj(m od2)hold.Thism eansthat

cj 2 f0;1g8j^

nX

j= 1

cj � 0(m od2): (A.2)

Thisyields(b0 2 f1;0g)

[

nY

j= 1

(�jx)
b0;

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
cj]= 0: (A.3)

Then from (5.1)we have

O
n
p =

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
bj(�jx)

b0;O
n
q =

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
cj(�jx)

c0

) O
n
pO

n
q =

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
bj(�jx)

b0(�jz)
cj(�jx)

c0

=

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
bj(�jz)

cj(�jx)
b0(�jx)

c0

=

nY

j= 1

(�jz)
dj(�jx)

d0 = O
n
p�q ; (A.4)

where

dj 2 f0;1g^ dj � bj + cj(m od2): (A.5)

Here,

dn �

n�1X

j= 1

bj +

n�1X

j= 1

cj(m od2)

�

n�1X

j= 1

(bj + cj)(m od2)

�

n�1X

j= 1

dj(m od2): (A.6)

Hence,dn can beassum ed such thatdn 2 f0;1gand dn �
P n�1

j= 1
dj(m od2)hold.

Q ED.

Lem m a.

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)+

nY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

O
n
p;

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)�

nY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=

2
n � 1

�1X

p= 0

R
n
p: (A.7)
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Proof.Ifthe following relationshold forallm ;(2 � m � n),

1

2

 
mY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)+

mY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=

2
m � 1

�1X

p= 0

O
m
p ; (A.8)

1

2

 
mY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)�

mY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)

!

=

2
m � 1

�1X

p= 0

R
m
p ; (A.9)

then the theorem holds.Here,O m
p m eansO m

p 
 n
j= m + 1

Ij and so on.O m itting

the identity operator, we abbreviate those as above. Rem em ber, �1
k
m eans

�1k 

n
j= 2 I

j and so on.

In the case where m = 2: LHS of(A.8)is(I1I2 + �1z�
2
z)


n
j= 3 I

j and RHS

of(A.8)isalso (I1I2 + �1z�
2
z)


n
j= 3 I

j. LHS of(A.9)is(I1�2z + �1zI
2)
 n

j= 3 I
j

and RHS of(A.9)isalso (I1�2z + �1zI
2)
 n

j= 3 I
j.Therefore(A.8)and (A.9)hold

when m = 2.In the following,ifpossible,weom itthe identity operator.

Supposethat(A.8)and (A.9)hold form = k� 1.Then we have

k�1Y

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)=

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p +

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p ;

k�1Y

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)=

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p �

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p : (A.10)

O n the otherhand,wehave

(Ik + �
k
z)

0

@
2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p +

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p

1

A

=

0

@
2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p I

k +

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p �

k
z

1

A +

0

@
2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p �

k
z +

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p I

k
z

1

A

=

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

O
k
p +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

R
k
p (A.11)

and

(Ik � �
k
z)

0

@
2
(k� 1)� 1

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p �

2
(k� 1)� 1

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p

1

A

=

0

@
2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p I

k +

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p �

k
z

1

A �

0

@
2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

O
k�1
p �

k
z +

2
k� 2

�1X

p= 0

R
k�1
p I

k
z

1

A

=

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

O
k
p �

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

R
k
p: (A.12)

Thereforewe have

kY

j= 1

(Ij + �
j
z)=

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

O
k
p +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

R
k
p;
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kY

j= 1

(Ij � �
j
z)=

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

O
k
p �

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 0

R
k
p: (A.13)

Thisim pliesthat(A.8)and (A.9)hold form = k.Q ED.

Lem m a.

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)+

nY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)

!

=

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

O
n
p;

1

2

 
nY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)�

nY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)

!

=

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

R
n
p: (A.14)

Proof.Ifthe following relationshold forallm ;(2 � m � n),

1

2

 
mY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)+

mY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)

!

=

2
m
�1X

p= 2m � 1

O
m
p ; (A.15)

1

2

 
mY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)�

mY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)

!

=

2
m
�1X

p= 2m � 1

R
m
p ; (A.16)

then the theorem holds.Here,O m
p m eansO m

p 
 n
j= m + 1 I

j and so on.

In thecasewherem = 2:LHS of(A.15)is(�1x�
2
x + i�1yi�

2
y)


n
j= 3I

j and RHS

of(A.15)isalso(�1x�
2
x+ i�

1
yi�

2
y)


n
j= 3I

j.LHS of(A.16)is(�1xi�
2
y+ i�

1
y�

2
x)


n
j= 3I

j

and RHS of(A.16)isalso (�1xi�
2
y + i�1y�

2
x)


n
j= 3I

j.Therefore(A.15)and (A.16)

hold when m = 2.In the following,ifpossible,weom itthe identity operator.

Supposethat(A.15)and (A.16)hold form = k� 1.Then we have

k�1Y

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)=

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p ;

k�1Y

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)=

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p �

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p : (A.17)

O n the otherhand,wehave

(�kx + i�
k
y)

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p

1

A

=

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p �

k
x +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p i�

k
y

1

A +

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p i�

k
y +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p �

k
x

1

A

=

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

O
k
p +

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

R
k
p (A.18)

and

(�kx � i�
k
y)

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p �

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p

1

A

15



=

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p �

k
x +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p i�

k
y

1

A �

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

O
k�1
p i�

k
y +

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

R
k�1
p �

k
x

1

A

=

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

O
k
p �

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

R
k
p: (A.19)

Thereforewe have

kY

j= 1

(�jx + i�
j
y)=

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

O
k
p +

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

R
k
p;

kY

j= 1

(�jx � i�
j
y)=

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

O
k
p �

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

R
k
p: (A.20)

Thisim pliesthat(A.15)and (A.16)hold form = k.Q ED.

Lem m a.

HV ^ FUNC A:E:(2:6))

Re

 
nY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!

’

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

fO n
p
(!);

Im

 
nY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!

’

2
n
�1X

p= 2n � 1

fR n
p
=i(!): (A.21)

Proof.Ifthe following relationshold forallm ;(2 � m � n),

Re

 
mY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!

’

2
m
�1X

p= 2m � 1

fO m
p
(!); (A.22)

Im

 
mY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
(!)+ if

�
j
y
(!))

!

’

2
m
�1X

p= 2m � 1

fR m
p =i(!); (A.23)

then the theorem holds.Here,fO m
p
m eansfO m

p 
 n
j= m + 1

Ij and so on.

In the case where m = 2: LHS of(A.22) is f(�1
x �

2
x )


n
j= 3

Ij + f(i�1
y i�

2
y )


n
j= 3

Ij

alm osteverywhereand RHS of(A.22)isf(�1
x
�2
x
)
 n

j= 3
Ij + f(i�1

y
i�2

y
)
 n

j= 3
Ij.LHS of

(A.23)isf(�1
x
�2
y
)
 n

j= 3
Ij + f(�1

y
�2
x
)
 n

j= 3
Ij alm osteverywhereand RHS of(A.23)is

f(�1
x �

2
y )


n
j= 3

Ij + f(�1
y �

2
x )


n
j= 3

Ij. Therefore (A.22) and (A.23)hold when m = 2.

Here,wehaveused PRO D A.E.(2.7).In thefollowing,ifpossible,weom itthe

identity operator.

Supposethat(A.22)and (A.23)hold form = k� 1.Then we have

k�1Y

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
+ if

�
j
y
)’

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

;

k�1Y

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
� if

�
j
y
)’

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

�

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

: (A.24)
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FUNC A.E.(2.6)says

(� 1)fA (!)’ f(�1)A (!): (A.25)

PRO D A.E.(2.7)says

f
O

k� 1
p

f�k
x
’ f

O
k� 1
p �k

x

(A.26)

and so on.Hence,wehave

(f�k
x
+ if�k

y
)

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

1

A

=

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

f�k
x
+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

if�k
y

1

A +

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

if�k
y
+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

f�k
x

1

A

’

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p �k

x

+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
R

k� 1
p i�k

y

1

A +

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
O

k� 1
p i�k

y =i
+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p �k

x =i

1

A

=

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

fO k
p
+

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

ifR k
p
=i (A.27)

and

(f�k
x
� if�k

y
)

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

�

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

1

A

=

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

f�k
x
+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

if�k
y

1

A �

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p

if�k
y
+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p =i

f�k
x

1

A

’

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
O

k� 1
p �k

x

+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

f
R

k� 1
p i�k

y

1

A �

0

@
2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
O

k� 1
p i�k

y =i
+

2
k� 1

�1X

p= 2k� 2

if
R

k� 1
p �k

x =i

1

A

=

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

fO k
p
�

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

ifR k
p
=i: (A.28)

Thereforewe have

kY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
+ if

�
j
y
)’

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

fO k
p
+

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

ifR k
p
=i;

kY

j= 1

(f
�
j
x
� if

�
j
y
)’

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

fO k
p
�

2
k
�1X

p= 2k� 1

ifR k
p =i
: (A.29)

Thisim pliesthat(A.22)and (A.23)hold form = k.Q ED.
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B A ppendix B

Lem m a.

LetSA stand forthe spectrum ofthe Herm itian operatorA.If

Tr[ A] =
X

y2SA

P rob(fyg)
 

�(A )
y;

E  (A) :=

Z

!2


� (d!)fA (!);

then

HV ^ D (2:4)) Tr[ A]= E  (A): (B.1)

Proof.Note

! 2 f
�1

A
(fyg), fA (!)2 fyg, y = fA (!);

Z

!2f
� 1

A
(fyg)

� (d!)

� (f
�1

A
(fyg))

= 1;

y 6= y
0) f

�1

A
(fyg)\ f

�1

A
(fy0g)= �: (B.2)

Hence wehave

Tr[ A]=
X

y2SA

P rob(fyg)
 

�(A )
y =

X

y2R

P rob(fyg)
 

�(A )
y =

X

y2R

� (f
�1

A
(fyg))y

=
X

y2R

� (f
�1

A
(fyg))y�

Z

!2f
� 1

A
(fyg)

� (d!)

� (f
�1

A
(fyg))

=
X

y2R

Z

!2f
� 1

A
(fyg)

� (f
�1

A
(fyg))�

� (d!)

� (f
�1

A
(fyg))

fA (!)

=

Z

!2


� (d!)fA (!)= E  (A): (B.3)

Q ED.

Lem m a.

�� (g(x))= �g� 1(� )(x);(x 2 R )

and

P rob(�)
 

�(g(A ))
= Tr[ �� (g(A))]

= Tr[ �g� 1(� )(A)]= P rob(g�1 (�))
 

�(A )
: (B.4)

Proof.O bvious.

Lem m a.

Q JD (2:2)) BSF (2:1);

HV ^ JD (2:5)) HV ^ D (2:4): (B.5)

Proof.O bvious.
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T heorem [6].

HV ^ JD (2:5)) HV ^ D (2:4)^ FUNC A:E:(2:6): (B.6)

Proof. Suppose JD (2.5) holds. Let y be any realnum ber,and let S :=

f!jfg(A )(!)= yg and T := f!jg(fA (!))= yg. W e want� (S \ T)= � (S \

T)= 0.Thisisvalid ifwe have� (S)= � (T)= � (S \ T)since

� (S \ T)+ � (S \ T)= � (S);

� (S \ T)+ � (S \ T)= � (T): (B.7)

Note

! 2 f
�1

g(A )
(fyg), fg(A )(!)2 fyg, y = fg(A )(!) (B.8)

and

! 2 f
�1

A
(g�1 (fyg)), fA (!)2 g

�1 (fyg)

, g(fA (!))2 fyg, y = g(fA (!)): (B.9)

The lem m a (B.5) says that JD (2.5) yields D (2.4). Then,from the lem m a

(B.4),wehave

� (T)= � (f!j! 2 f
�1

A
(g�1 (fyg))g)= P rob(g�1 (fyg))

 

�(A )

= P rob(fyg)
 

�(g(A ))
= � (f!j! 2 f

�1

g(A )
(fyg)g)= � (S): (B.10)

Using the spectralrepresentation of A, it follows that �� (A)�g(� )(g(A)) =

�� (A)forany set�,where g(�)= fg(x)jx 2 �g.Because,� � (z)= 1 , z 2

� ) g(z)2 g(�), � g(� )(g(z))= 1 holds(z 2 R ).Hence,

P rob(�;g(�))
 

�(A );�(g(A ))

= Tr[ �� (A)�g(� )(g(A))]= Tr[ �� (A)]= P rob(�)
 

�(A )
: (B.11)

O n the other hand,we have g(g�1 (�)) = � because g(g�1 (�)) = fg(x)jx 2

g�1 (�)g = fg(x)jg(x)2 �g = �. Therefore,on substituting g �1 (fyg)into �,

wehave

P rob(g�1 (fyg);fyg)
 

�(A );�(g(A ))
= P rob(g�1 (fyg))

 

�(A )
= � (T): (B.12)

But,from JD (2.5)we have

P rob(g�1 (fyg);fyg)
 

�(A );�(g(A ))

= � (f
�1

A
(g�1 (fyg))\ f

�1

g(A )
(fyg))= � (T \ S): (B.13)

Q ED.

T heorem [6].

HV ^ FUNC A:E:(2:6)) HV ^ PRO D A:E:(2:7): (B.14)

Proof.SupposethatA and B aretwocom m utingHerm itian operators.This

m eansthatthereexistsa basisfPig by which wecan expand A =
P

i
aiPi,and
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such that B can also be expanded in the form B =
P

i
biPi. Now construct

a Herm itian operator O :=
P

i
oiPi with realnum bers oi. None ofthem is

equal. Nam ely, O is assum ed to be nondegenerate by construction. Let us

de�ne functions j and k by j(oi) := ai and k(oi) := bi,respectively. Then

we can see thatifA and B com m ute,there existsa nondegenerate Herm itian

operatorO such thatA = j(O )and B = k(O ). Therefore,we can introduce a

function h such thatAB = h(O )whereh := j� k.So we havethe following:

fA B (!)= fh(O )(!)’ h(fO (!))= j(fO (!))� k(fO (!))

’ fj(O )(!)� fk(O )(!)= fA (!)� fB (!); (B.15)

whereFUNC A.E.(2.6)hasbeen used.Q ED.

Lem m a[7].If

� (S \ S
0)= � (S

0\ S)= � (T \ T 0)= � (T
0\ T)= 0;

then

� (S \ T)= � (S
0\ T 0): (B.16)

Proof.Note

� (S \ S
0\ T)+ � (S \ S0\ T)= � (S

0\ T);

� (S
0\ S \ T)+ � (S \ S0\ T)= � (S \ T): (B.17)

Ifthe following relation holds

� (S \ S
0)= � (S

0\ S)= 0; (B.18)

then

� (S \ S0\ T)= � (S
0\ S \ T)= 0: (B.19)

Therefore,from (B.17),wehave

� (S \ S
0\ T)= � (S

0\ T)= � (S \ T): (B.20)

Sim ilarto the argum entby changing S to T,S0 to T 0,and T to S0,weget

� (T \ T 0\ S0)= � (T
0\ S0)= � (T \ S0): (B.21)

From the relations(B.20)and (B.21),we conclude

� (T \ S)= � (T
0\ S0): (B.22)

Q ED.

Lem m a.

HV ^ PRO D A:E:(2:7)) f�� (A )(!)2 f0;1g;(� � a:e:): (B.23)

Proof.O bvious.

T heorem [7].

HV ^ D (2:4)^ PRO D A:E:(2:7)) HV ^ JD (2:5) (B.24)
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Proof. Suppose [A;B ]= 0 holds.Itfollowsfrom Q JD (2.2),BSF (2.1),and D

(2.4)that

P rob(�;� 0)
 

�(A );�(B )

= Tr[ �� (A)�� 0(B )](see(2:2))

= Tr[ �f1g(�� (A)�� 0(B ))]

= P rob(f1g)
 

�(�� (A )�� 0(B ))
(see(2:1))

= � (f
�1

�� (A )�� 0(B )
(f1g))(see(2:4)): (B.25)

PRO D A.E.(2.7)and the lem m a (B.23)say that

(B :25)= � (f!j! 2 f
�1

�� (A )�
� 0(B )

(f1g)g)

= � (f!jf�� (A )�� 0(B )(!)= 1g)

= � (f!jf�� (A )(!)� f�� 0(B )(!)= 1g)(see(2:7))

= � (f!jf�� (A )(!)= f�� 0(B )(!)= 1g)(see(B :23))

= � (f
�1

�� (A )
(f1g)\ f

�1

�� 0(B )
(f1g)): (B.26)

O n the otherhand,wehave

� (f
�1

�� (A )
(f1g)\ f

�1

A
(�))

= � (f!jf�� (A )(!)= 1^ fA (!)2 �g)

= � (f!jf�� (A )(!)� fA (!)2 �g)

= � (f!jf�� (A )�A(!)2 �g)(see(2:7))

= � (f
�1

�� (A )�A
(�))

= P rob(�)
 

�(�� (A )�A )
(see(2:4))

= Tr[ �� (�� (A)� A)](see(2:1))

= Tr[ �� (A)]: (B.27)

W e also obtain

� (f
�1

�� (A )
(f1g))= Tr[ �f1g(�� (A))]= Tr[ �� (A)]= � (f

�1

A
(�)): (B.28)

Note,(see(B.7))

� (S \ T)= � (S)= � (T), � (S \ T)= � (S \ T)= 0: (B.29)

Therefore,from Eq.(B.27)and Eq.(B.28),wehave

� (f
�1

�� (A )
(f1g)\ f

�1

A
(�))= � (f

�1

�� (A )
(f1g)\ f

�1

A
(�))= 0: (B.30)

Sim ilarly wecan get

� (f
�1

�
� 0(B )

(f1g)\ f�1
B
(� 0))= Tr[ �� 0(B )]

� (f
�1

�� 0(B )
(f1g))= � (f

�1

B
(� 0))= Tr[ �� 0(B )]; (B.31)

and we have

� (f
�1

�
� 0(B )

(f1g)\ f
�1

B
(� 0))= � (f

�1

�
� 0(B )

(f1g)\ f
�1

B
(� 0))= 0: (B.32)
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Hence,from the lem m a (B.16),wehave

� (f
�1

�� (A )
(f1g)\ f

�1

�
� 0(B )

(f1g))= � (f
�1

A
(�)\ f

�1

B
(� 0)): (B.33)

Therefore,from (B.26),weconclude

P rob(�;� 0)
 

�(A );�(B )
= � (f

�1

A
(�)\ f�1

B
(� 0)); (B.34)

which isJD (2.5).Q ED.

T heorem [6].

HV ^ D (2:4)^ FUNC A:E:(2:6)) HV ^ JD (2:5) (B.35)

Proof. Suppose [A;B ]= 0 holds. Itfollowsfrom BSF (2.1),Q JD (2.2),D

(2.4),FUNC A.E.(2.6),and PRO D A.E.(2.7)that

P rob(�;� 0)
 

�(A );�(B )

= Tr[ �� (A)�� 0(B )](see(2:2))

= Tr[ �f1g(�� (A)�� 0(B ))]

= P rob(f1g)
 

�(�� (A )�� 0(B ))
(see(2:1))

= � (f
�1

�� (A )�� 0(B )
(f1g))(see(2:4))

= � (f!j! 2 f
�1

�� (A )�� 0(B )
(f1g)g)

= � (f!jf�� (A )�� 0(B )(!)= 1g)

= � (f!jf�� (A )(!)� f�� 0(B )(!)= 1g)(see(2:7))

= � (f!j�� (fA (!))� �� 0(fB (!))= 1g)(see(2:6))

= � (f!j�� (fA (!))= �� 0(fB (!))= 1g)

= � (f!jfA (!)2 � ^ fB (!)2 � 0g)

= � (f
�1

A
(�)\ f

�1

B
(� 0)): (B.36)

Q ED.

Now wesum m arizethe inclusion relation asfollows:

HV ^ JD (2:5)

, HV ^ D (2:4)^ FUNC A:E:(2:6)

, HV ^ D (2:4)^ PRO D A:E:(2:7): (B.37)
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z =
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I;(i;j 2 N n;i 6= j) is needless to prove the theorem (5.16), while we

haveused the quantum m echanicalrule in the proofofthe theorem (3.6).

O bviously,�ix�
j
y�

k
y�

i
y�

j
x�

k
y�

i
y�

j
y�

k
x�

i
x�

j
x�

k
x = � I;(i;j;k 2 N n;i6= j 6= k 6=

i)isneedlessto provethe theorem (5.16).O fcourse,G leason’stheorem is

needless.Therefore,we can derive these inequalities(4.2)and (5.16)from

m orepreciseand weakerpresupposition which oughtnotto be necessarily

false.
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