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A bstract
T he functional com position principle is generalized by taking into ac—
count of history of context change. Analysis of Peres’ exam ple show s
hysteresis of value assignm ents. It is shown that value assignm ents w hich

depend on the history of context change are possible in the case that the
H ibert space of state vectors is nite din ensional.

1 A generalized functional com position princi-
ple depending on history of context change

T heK ochen {Speckertheoram statesthat there isno value assignm ent for quantum —
m echanicalobservablesthat satis esthe finctionalcom position principle FUNC)
when the din ension ofthe H ibert space of state vectors is greaterthan two [1,12].
By analogy w ith R iem annian surfacesw hich settle contradictive conocept ofm ul-
tivalued functions by analytic continuation, we investigate a value assignm ent
depending on a history of context change.

T he eigenvalues of an observable represented by a selfadpint operator are
valuesw hich are obtainable w hen onem akesan ocbservation. Ifthere washidden
variables that specify the ocbserved value, we can assign the value to the pair
of the ocbservabl and the hidden variables. If we denote the hidden variables,
the observable, and the eignevalue by !, o) , and o;, regpectively, then a value
assigningm ap v isde ned as a m apping of the set of all cbservables nto a set
of random variables such that for the possbl !,

v@) ()= os: @)

em ail: uchiyam a@ hokuseiac.pp
YA ddress untill the end ofFeb. 2007: C entro V ito Volterra, U niversita degli StudidiR om a
\Tor Vergata", Via Colum bia, Rom e 00133, Ttaly.


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0610252v2

T he functional com position principle FUNC) states that for observables X
and B, if there exists a function £ such that £ = £ @), then a value assigning
map v satis esthat

vE) (1) = £&E)(1): @)

Physically, a context of a m easurem ent of an observable ¢ is detem ined by
a setting of the m easurem ent apparatus. M athem atically, a m axin al B oolan
sublattice of a Jattice of observational propositions on a quantum system deter-
m Ines a context of a m easurem ent. An observational proposition of an yesno
experin ent is represented by a pro fction operator. T here is a oneto-onem ap—
ping of the set of all uni vectors into the set of profction operators of rank
1. By using thism apping, we can specify a m axim alBoolan sublattice, ie., a
context, by a com plete orthonom al system (CONS) of vectors. W e de ne an
equivalence relation on the set of all CONSs. W e shall say that two CON Ss

p of the index set £1;2;:::;ng and phase factors exp 1 3)s @= 1;2;:::;n)
such that j ji= exp?_l o3I pel G = 1;2;:::n). Thus a context is an
equivalent class w th respect to this equivalence relation and some CONS isa
representative of a context. W e denote a set of contexts by C. C is a subset
of the quotient space w ith respect to the equivalence relation of the com plex
Stiefelm anifold of orthonom aln-fram es .

Ifa m easurem ent apparatus that isnot set in a context ofa m easurem ent of
an observablk § gave outoom es, then resultswould be invali, ie., the cbtained
values could be di erent from the eigenvalues. O n the contrary, a m easurem ent
apparatus that is set in the context ofa m easurem ent of the observable o) gives
eigenvalues of $ as outcom es. In this sense, the m easurem ent apparatus gives
stable results or @ in the context. W e say that an observable $ is stabke in
a context _ 2 C and denoting i by OA/_, if S is diagonalized n a CONS

W hen an observable O isnot stable :n a context _ , there is no experin ental
restriction on values of O . Hence it is naturalto consider that a value assigning
m ap depends on contexts, and therefore the dom ain ofa value assigningm ap is
the set of observables that are stable in a given context. T hus the contextual
version of FUNC becom es as follow s.

C ontextual version of FUNC (FUNC) X = f@) and B /__ then,

v )= fw E));as.on : @)

Here, is the set of hidden variables and a probability m easure on charac—
terizing the ensem ble of the hidden vardbles is supposed to be.

Tt ism ore generalto consider that a value assigningm ap m ay depend on the
contexts that the system experienced in the past. A history of context change
isa nie sequence of contexts ( i i ), where ; iz 2 C.Weussa

m ore intuitive notation about this such as__ ! _ ! _' .
G eneralized version of FUNC (gFUNC) X =f@®) and]§/_ then,

v . @) =ftv . _B)jas.on @)



or8 ; 2 C, where ! represents the sam e history of context change in
both sides of the equation.

P roposition 1 Provided gFUNC, ifobservabks X and B are stabke in a context
_, then

v !_(AA"'B{\)
v & B)

v &)+ v B); ®)
v !_(AA) v !_CBA); a.s.on 6)

Proof . Since X, B /_, they can be diagonalised sin ultaneously. Then there
exist an observable ¢ and finctions g and h such that X = g(CA) andE = h(€).

v !_(AA"' E)

= v _@&+ncy
= v 1 (g+h)©€)

T grme L€
= gwv _EN+he o E)
FUE v @y 6l
= v !_(AA) t v 1_CE§\)Z
v !_(P:\ B)

= v @€ nd)

= v (g hd)n

T g e 6

= gt . €)» hw )
gFUN C o

= v @€ v _6l)

A

= v &) v _E):

Rem ark. Di culty ofde ninga valie assigningm ap w ith the FUNC appears
when the &£ is degenerated. C onsider the follow ing m atrices:

0 1
1 0]o0
BE=@0 2/02;
0 10 10003 1 0 1
1 1 1 1
B~ 5|0 1 0]0 T et 3 10g
o B12 12 C B 12 12 ¢ % %
C=@ # & |0KC€ 0 2/02g & £ |0K=€ 7 0B
0 o1 0 03 0 o0]1




Suppose functions £ and g are give by

2 ifx< 3 2 ifx 2
k= x otherwise ' g&x) = x otherwise ' o
respectively. T hen 0 1
2 00
£EE)=@ 0 2|0A ®)
0 0]3

A ¥though E and € are stablke in di erent contexts respectjye]y,AA is stable In
both of the contexts. T hus one has to assign a value to K so that the assigned
value would be consistent w ith values assigned to B and €.

Sihce cFUNC and gFUNC give no constraint am ong value assignm ents in
di erent contexts, the space of hidden variables is broken up Into lndependent
probability spaces of di erent contexts. To synthesize them , we require the
follow ing condition.
N on—transition condition (n-TRN S). Forallcontexts , 2 C, ifB /

andBA/_,then

v _B)W)=v . B)()jas.on ; ©)

w here ! represents the sam e history of context change in both sides of the
equation.

Rem ark. In the EPR {Bohm G edankenexperin ent, since the spin cbservables
ofparticles in a pair comm ute, n-T RN S m eans that an assigned value ofa com —
ponent of the spin of one particle does not change, when we change the setting
of the m easuring apparatus for the soin of the other particle. But locality in
this sense is weaker than the genuine locality, since it allow s hysteresis of value

assignm ents.

In the rest of this section, we clarify what kinds of observables are stable in
two di erent contexts.

P roposition 2 There exists a nonzero selfadpint operator that is diagonalized



(m n) such that

spanfj 31 :12 Irg= spanfj ji:32 Jixg; 10)

are distinct from each other m n). W e de ne a partition £1g of the index

st X by n o

I = i2X :07Fii= o i a1)

Sin flarly, we de ne a partition £&g ofX by
n o
Je = J2X :03j34i=ocjsi : 12)

Since spanfj ;i :1i2 Ligand spanfj ;i :12 Jyxg is the eigenspace ofS with the
eigenvalie oy , they coincide w ith each other.

(( ) Let ox sare Increasing realnum bers, ie.,, 01 < 0, < :::< 0y .Wede ne
a selfadpint operatorOA by

R x X
O = O j j_ih. ij (13)
k=1 21,

. . 0 0 D . . . . 0 P . . . P . 0 .
this is diagonalized In (j 1i;:::;J n1). Since 21, J iih 1= 523, 3 ;ih 53
$ isdiagonalized in (j 1i;:::;7 nd). 0
Rem ark. W henm = 1, the selfadpint operator is I, ie., the identity oper-
ator.m = n m eansthat the two CO N Ss are representatives ofthe sam e context.

m°® n) such that

spanfj ii:i2 L)g= spanfj;i:j2 JJg;

ofthe index sst X m © n) such that

soanfj ;i :12 I]g)g= spanfj ji:j2 J]SOg;



0 ©
I(k;l) = Ik \ Il H

©
J(k'l) = J]S\ Jl;

span iz 12 Ty, = spanfjsi: i2 g\ spanfj ;i: i2 g

span jii: §2 Tg,y = spanfiji: 32 Jg\ spanfi iz i2 I0g;

we obtain
n o n o
span jji: 12 T,y = span jyi: J2 Ji;y 15)

Thus fT ;g and £J ;g are ner partitions of X satisfying the condition [[3)
than fI’g and £J{g or coincide with £fI)g and £J7g. Since the index set X is
nite, above procedure endsw ith nite tin esand we obtain the nestpartitions
fI;g and fJ;g satisfying the condition [[4). The uniqueness Hllows from the
m axin ality of the fI;g and the £Jig. O

Corollary 1 Fortwodi erentcontexts J1i7:::;J nd) and Ji1i5:::;3nd),
an observabk O is stabke in _and ifandonly if§ can be written as

oox
0 = ok Py ; 16)
k=1

~ P
ig;hereok is an eigenvalie of O and Py is given as Py = iZijijh iJ=

32 3, J yih 5Jjby using the nest partitions fI;:::;I, g and the £J,;:::;dn, g
of the index set given by Lemm a[Il.

Proof . It Pllows from the spectral decom position of g, P roposition [2 and
Lemm al[ll. 0

2 Contextuality in the P eres’ exam ple ofnonex—
istence of noncontextual hidden variables

Peres showed that it is In possble to assign a value to ( y) x) hon-—
contextually in the singlet state [3]. W e denote the eigenvectorsw ith eigenvalie



lof x by X i X = x;v;2z). Here are the contexts that appear in the

— (k+1 x+4x 1 k¥ Lxk+i ¥ Lk 1 x+1)@7)
_ (y+1 y+4y 1 ¥ L ¥+1 ¥ L'y 1 F+1)i8)
_ (F+1 Z+t4L 2 1 2 LE+1 2 LR 1 F+1);09
- (k+1 ¥+4kx 1 ¥ Lxk+1i ¥ Lk 1 y+i);
- (¥y+1i x+4y 1 ¥ Ly+ti k¥ Ly 1 k+1i);

1 p

_ P=(E+i Ftit 1y i % D
r . . . . P
p—E(jz+1 T+ i 1z i 2 1);
p—z(jz+1 7 it 1z 1 4+ 1);
r . ., P
p—z(jz+1 T i 1z i F+ 1)

W e can see the follow ing:

— X I;I xr X xr
_ Yy I;I y; vy y;
_ z i1 zi  z 27
_ x L1; I i ox vi
- - vy IiI xi v x7
X y; vy X7 z z:

W e analyze the P eres’ exam pl by exploiting gFUNC and n-TRN S. In order
to do this, we need one m ore condition.

P erfect anti-correlation (@-CRL). Forthe contexts_ of [17), of @8),
of [19),

v o (x D) = v o ([ x) (1);
v o (y D) = v o (@ v) (1);
v o (2 D) = v o (@ 2) (1);
respectively, or allpossble ! 2 . Here ! represents the sam e history of

context change in both sides of the equations.

Rem ark. Ifwe add a rul that we can replace an observable by its eigenvalue
in the corresponding eigenstate, then a-CRL follow s from gFUNC .

P roposition 3 IfgFUNC, n-TRN S, a-CRL hold and eigenvalies are assigned
to the corresponding observablks, then

v (( x y) & <D= 1; as. : @0)



P roof .

= vz 2)
nAEnS Vi (g z)
= vy ((z I) @ 2))
R (PR s R« SR
TEY v (oD@ L e1)
The last equality ©llow s from that the eigenvalniesof , Iare 1. O

P roposition 4 IfgFUNC, n-TRNS, a-<CRL hold, then

= vy 0 (x Dv, v (y Dvy v (y Dvy v (x DE2

v ((X y) (y x))

= v (x VDV Ly %)

n TRN S Vi (x 9V (y  x)

= v (e DE V()

gFaN ¢ v (x DV, @ )V (y )

n TRNS vi o (x Dv. @ vy x)
TREYT v (x Dy @ vy )
LE v (s Dva_ (y DV(y W

v ((x y) (y x))

R Vi o (x DV o (y DV _(y  x)

gFUNC Vi (x DV (y Dvi (y Dv,_ @ )

n TENS Vi _(x Dvy v (y Dvy (y Dvy o T %)
a CRL Vi (x Dvi_ (y DV (y Dvi_ i (5 D

RIRNS Dvi o (y Dvy v (y Dvy o (5 1)



P roposition 5 IfgFUNC, n-TRN S, a-CRL hold, then a valie assignm ent has
hysteresis.

P roof . By P roposition[3, the rh s. of [22)) isequalto 1. Because every tem s
ofthe rh s. of 22) assum e only the values 1, exactly one ofv | 1 (x 1),
vy o (y IDyvy v (y I,vy v (x I)musthaveopgosjtesjgnftom
tljleonésofthere_st's.avenoteth;ltv!_!_(x I=v.: 1 (x I) and
v, 1 (y I)=v, , (y I)donot®low from n-TRNAS, because , I
isnot stable in the context _ and ; I isnot stabl in the context _ . T herefore
we obtain

Vi (x D=vy o (x 1) Vi (y DEv, o+ (y I); @3)
or

vi o (x D&V v (x I); vi o (y D=v, 1 (y D): @4
T his show s hysteresis of the value assignmentto , Ior , I. O
Remark. v, | (y I)showsthat the system experienced the context  In
which Iwasnotstable.v ; | (x I)showsthatthe system experienced
the context . In which y I wasnotstabk.Onlyoneofv, , (, 1I)and
vi 1 (x I),however, can assum e valuesdi erent from the values through

a di erent values through a di erent history of context change. This is sin ilar
to the case of the K ocken { Specker paradox on spin-1 observables [1].

P roposition 6 IfgFUNC, n-TRN S, a-CRL hold and eigenvalues are assigned
to the corresponding observablks, then there is no noncontextualvalue assigning
map in the EPR {Bohm G edankenexperim ent.

Proof . Suppose that the value assigning m ap is noncontextual. Then [22)
becom es

Vi or (x Dvy v (y Dvy v (y Dvy v (x 1)

= Vv(x I) v( y I) v( y I) v(x I)
V(e D*v(y, I)P=+1:

T hus this contradicts [20); there is no such value assigningm ap. O

R em ark. This isnothing else but what Peres show s in ref. [3].



3 Context changing m aps

W eassociateamapping ; of into with a context change from a context

g@d) 2 Jx k= 1;:::;;m ). Wede neauniary transformation U, by

X X
g, = Jqwih i3 25)
k=1i2 I,

U_, changesthe context __ to . Symbolically, we w rite
=U ! : (26)

P roposition 7 IfS /_i ,then U, o) uY, = g.
Proof . By Corollary [Il and the de nition of U, ,denoting eigenvalues of 8
by oxs, we have h

X X X X
u, ¢uY = Jqwih i3 o j pih 03U,
B T K 21, 1 2L T
X X
= J qwiokh ijUy!
kK 2T, T
X X X X
= %I qwih i] J 0ih 403
k i2 Iy 1 1921,
X X
= %] qwih g3
k 2T,
X X
= o J 5ih 53
k 320
= J:
0
W e say that a value assigningmap v, adm its a context changing m ap

from _ to . if for an arbitrary observable o) /__, there exists a oneto-one
mapping ; of onto suchthat

v O, SUuY Hyt)=v 61 P as.on : @7)
Wecallsuch _; a oontextchangingmap from _ to
P roposition 8 Ifa value assigningmap v, adm its a context changing m ap

and an observabke O is stabk in the contexts _ and _, then

v O (L ttn=v . 61 as.on s 8)

10



P roof . By P roposition [T, orallpossbke ! 2,

v Ot
D, 6. Sur o
= v O
0
P roposition 9 Suppose that a value assigning map v | admifs a context
changingmap ﬁ:om_to_.Letfbeaﬁmctjonsuchﬂ'latAA=f(BA)ﬁ)r
som e observabks &, B /_.IfAA/_ and
v &)=fv | B) ;as.on @9)
hods, then
X = fu., BUY ) (30)
v [ (PC) = f v [ (U_[ BAUy! ) ; a.s.on H (31)
P roof . SjnoeAA/_,_,we have by P roposition [7
fu, BuY =u, RXuY ==&:
By 27),
v &)
= v ., 0, KuY )
22 A
= v L& (L Ty
29 o
= f£v _E)_ Ty
@) f v [ (Ul BAUY| )(!)
0
P roposition 10 Fordi erentcontexts Gatiziyiiad,  Qaiiciyidad),
(J1i7:::53nd), de ne
S_( ! _):=Ui! u, U, : (32)
ThenS_(_! _)jsapeﬂnutatjonoftheCONS (J1ir:::;7 1), ie., there exists
a pem utation p of the index set £1;:::;ng such that
Jpwi=s_( ! )Jidli i= 1;::n: (33)

11



Proof . By de nition ofU, ,foreach ithereis jsuch thatjsi= U, 3 ;i.

Sin ilarly, there exist k and 1lsuch that jxi= U_[ _j jiand j.i= Uz! J ki

HenceS_( ! )jii= jaii, and thereorep(d) = L Itjsc]earthatthjsfa isa
pem utation of the index set. O
P roposition 11 For a history of context change _ ! ! ! ! , there

U . WU Jii=U ., Jpgpl i= 1;::n: (34)
Proof . In the history of context change _ ! ! ! _b b b
ism apped to
U . U_[ [UU_[ jii:
Using thenotation S_( ! ) de ned ad3Q),
., U, WUu

= U ! U_[ _[U S_(_ ! _)

= U[ U_[ S_(_!_) __S!_)

= U, s (! )s (! ) (8! ):

T hus we obtain

vy U, U,  WUU, =s (! _)sC! ) (st _): B39

By successive applications of P roposition [I0, there exist a pem utation p of the
Index set such that

S_(!P st _(st )Jii= J i
and it is clear that thisp satis es[84). O
Corollary 2 For a history of context change _ ! ! ! ! , there

Ui! YU Jii= Jpomi 1= L;:n: (36)

P roof . By P roposition [11], there is a perm utation g of the index set such that

U . U J4i=U, Jgpdi i= 1j::5n: 37)

By de nition of U, , there is a pemutation r of the index set such that

U, jjsi=J,yi.ksu cestoputp= g’ r'. O

12



4 A m athem atical realization in the case of a
nite-dim ensional H ilbert space

Tt is necessary to show that there exists an exam ple that realized the idea
presented In the previous section at least m athem atically. W e shall show the
follow ing theoram .

Theorem 1 LetH ke an n-dimensional com plex Hibert space 2 n < 1 ).
Let 12 H ke an arbitrary quantum state vector. Let C ke a set of contexts
in H. Then for a su ciently small positive real number > 0, there are a
sym pkctic m anifold and a subsetB ( ) such that for an arbitrary history
of context change _ ! ! that begins with a xed context , there exist

1) a oneto-onemapping T | y ofB () Into ,

i) a probability distribution P j'! i , on that is obtained under the m ap—
ping T y  from a prokability distribution (§ i; ) that is uniform on

B ( ) and vanishes outside of B ( ); hence
d gy )=®\¥ | T, (38)

iii) avalueassigningmapv 1 such that the expectation value ofv | )
or any cbservabke 6/ cakubkted with P 7 | coincides with the cor-

responding one provided by quantum prokability Tcheory. And the random
variabk v | @) assum es only eigenvalues of 8 alost surely on

M oreover, these valuie assigning m aps satisfy gFUNC and n-TRNS.

T he proof consists of six steps. In the rst, we construct a sym plecticm ani-
fold from H and de neavolum eelem ent. In the second, wede nea probabik
iy distriboution (7 i; ) on  that representsan ensem bl prepared beforem ea—
surem ents. In the third, we Introduce a m apping called a splitting which m aps

prepared ensam ble to the one just before m easurem ents, and de ne Pj'! i , as

the results ofthe splitting. In the fourth, we de ne value assignm ent_s and show
that gFUNC issatis ed. In the fth, we show that quantum -m echanicalexpec—

tation valuesare reproduced. In the nalstep,weshow thatn-TRN S issatis ed.

Stepl.

xn ) P— .
Ji= xt(J i)+ 1yt 1) 7 id: (39)

i=1

13



Then ®';:::;x%; yriii:;y") becom es a coordinate system ofH .
Letusde ne = R°®.W e denote this coordhate system by _.Thenwe
de ne as

_iJi2H T XK insx @iy I Dinny 3D 2 2 @o)

U sing this coordinate system , we de ne a sym plectic structure on H by a
sym plectic form de ned by

xe . .
= dx* ~ dy*; 41)
i=1
where ©* m eans the exterior product. For the sake of convenience, we use m atrix
notation: x = k';:i:xF,y = k';:i:iv°F, where T means transpose.
T hen the sym plectic form can be w ritten as

= dx" ~dy: @2)

Lemm a 2 LetU ke a unitary transform ation of an n-dim ensionalH ibert space
H. Then U is a canonical transform ation of H with respect to the sym plectic
structure  de ned by [{T)).

) . P
Proof .Put zt = x*+ 1yt = 1;:::;n). For convenience, ket us use m atrix
notation; z = k';::5;2° F,where T represents transpose. Since

- P— . . P
zidzt = x* lyt dx'+ 1dy*

1 ; 1 p— . P— . .
Ed(xl)2 + Ed(yl)2 d&iyh + 2 1xiayt;
By taking the exterior derivatives, we obtain
p_ T
dz¥dz) = 2 1dx® ~ dy; @3)

w here y represents com plex con jugate transpose.
W edenoteby U then n-matrixwhose (i;j)-entry ish ;{7 j ji. It iseasy
to see that foran arbitrary 7 i2 H
2 3
. xn
z0F1)=EUIDI= h:PIil=4 hPj 35 =U0zFD: @4)

Jj=1
T he pullback of zYdz under U becom es

U (¥dz) = (@Uz)YdU z)
zYU YU dz

z'dz:

14



Thus z¥dz is invariant under U . Since the sym plectic form is equalto the exte—
rior derivative of zYdz except a scalarm ultiple aswe saw in [43), U isa canonical
transfom ation of H . 0

W ede neavolmeelmentdxd'y ofH by

1
Exdy = dx? A it dxP A dyt A rsir gyt = ( 1)Re D=2 — ARt @5)
Corollary 3 Let U ke a unitary transform ation of an n-dim ensional H ilert
gpace H . U preserves the volum e elem ent & xd y.

Proof . By Lenmal[d, U preserves the symplectic om . Hence the volim e
elem ent d"xd"y which is an nth power of w ith respect to exterior product is
preserved under U . O

Step2.
Wede nean -ballwith a center Y12 H by

B (Ji; )= ffi2 H : k fi Jik< g: (46)

Let us consideran ensem ble ofvectors that are distributed uniform ¥ on B 2° (1 i;
De neB ()= B ({i; ).Byusihg ,thisensamble ischaracterized by a
probability distrbution (¥ i; )on . Ushgm atrix notation ofthe coordinates
(x;y), we can write it as

d i ) (x;y)) = e () (&7 y))d xd y; 47)

_r
B (F i )3

where g (, isthe characteristic function ofB ( ) and B2 (7 i; )jdenotes the
volim e of B 2" ({ i; ).

Step3.
W ecallan inpetion C 7 7 ofB? ( i; ) intoH a splitting in a context _, ifthere
existsa split fD; :i= 1;2;:::;ngofB?" (§ i; ), ie,B (Ji; )= [L,D; and

D\ Dy=3; for i€ j, and the volum e ofD ; is proportionalto h ;7 i¥, and
c’¥ oy BTG hiFif™) =0 48)

i= 1;2;:::;n). Here, X Y represents the symm etric di erence of subsets

X and Y de ned by X Y = X Y)[ ¥ X).

Lemma 3 If > Oissu ciently small, then there exists a splitting of B2 (¥ i; )

In an arbitrary context 2 C:

Proof . A split fD ;g ofB 27 (4 i; ) is dbtaded by the follow ing procedure. Let
R (41 () be a rotation around the direction (§ i) wih an anglke ©

15
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<2 ): suchthatR (55 @ )= the dentity mapping. Putg = =
R ¢4 ()
Let B, be a subset of B?® (§ i; ) such that

g Bo)\geBo) = ;[jf § %0 ;%2
B (4 ) = fg Bo): 0 <2 g:

Let o= 0)< 1< :::< 4 E 2 ) bean increasing sequence of angles around
the direction _ (J 1) such that the volume of fg Bg) : i1 < ig is pro—
portionalto h ;Jif @ = 1;2;:::5n). PutD,; = fg Bo) : i1 < g
(i= 1;2;:::n). Forsu cilntsnall ,B?" (j;i; h;7 if™)s are paiw ise dis—
Ppint. Then we can de ne a one-to-onem apping ¢l Y ofpen (fi; ) ntoH by
T i

on D, by the successive com positions ofa stretching
D ; along g -direction so astom ake it a 2n-din ensionalball, a contraction along
radialdirection ofthe ball, and a parallel translation m apping the center of the
ballfrom ¥ ito jii = 1;:::;n). This com pletes the proof. d

de ning an action ofC

First, we de ne P_j( ! as the probability distribution characterizing an en—
sem ble that is obtained by an action of the splitting C7 ¥ 1 _ (Lemmal3) on
the ensem ble characterized by (§ i; ). Since

d & ) (eyn=dlt IV Ty 8eiy)2RT = = @)
49)
¥ i 1 x n n
dP 7 H&Y)) = oo €2 G . h oy igomy) (&Y xdy  (G0)
- BUOL I, -
holds.
Suppose that up to kth context _ ofthehistory ofcontext change ! !
asplittingC?, % | inacontext_ isde ned;P," |, isde ned rom (§i; )
through ¢ 7, % , -Now ourain istode neCj’!i" ., Inthe k+ 1)th context

!

of the history of context change__ ! !
W e dencte the split of B?® (1 i; ) with respect to the splitting Cj(!i; , by
fD,; (! ! )+ i= 1;2;:::;ng. These(D ! ! )smay bedi erent

from the D ;s de ned in the proof of Lemm a3, but by the assum ption they
satis es the ollow ing:

P! BEERERVANS 5 1)
D, (! ! )}@! ! )y = ; ifi6 J; (52)
P
D;( ! L) =By i; ); 53)
=1
c’’ o, 1) B hid i = 064)
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By Lemm a [, there exist the nest partitions £Ig and fJ4g of the index set
fl;:::;ng such that spanfjii : 12 Ixyg= goanfj i : j 2 Jxg. By splitting

D, (! B )s ner if necessary and collecting them , we can de ne a split
fD, (! ! )gdfRf i; ) sothat
[ [
Dy ! 4 ) D, (! _! =)0(5)
32 0y 2T,
D, (! vy haYif; (56)
D, ! 4! )MD ! o)y = ; ifis j; (57)
e 2
D, (! ) =Ry ) (58)
i=1
clf o, byt IS B B - s IE TR W (5 B )
hold. W e de ne the splitting €, | |, asan inction of B? (J 1; ) into H
that satis es B
R 1 =BT §ui hyyifT (60)
fori= 1;:::n
W e de ne P_j! * | as the probability distrdbution characterizing the en—
sam ble that is obtained as results of action of the splitting C_'!i" y on the

ensam ble characterized by (§ i; ). Sihce

d i) eyn=dalt Y Ty 8y 2R = =

(61)

, . 1 xt
dP_j!l L (B7y)) = FYINTEPRY €20 (G :i; b id ) (iy)) d'xd'y:
B0y )3, -

(62)
hods. Tsu cestoputT , | = _ ngl; 1 . By repeating these
oconstructions from k = lweobtaanj’!i" ! ,Pj’!'l , ,and T |
Step4.

For each pair of di erent contexts , 2 C, asthe counterpart of the unitary
transfom ation U _; of context change, wede ne , : ! by
! = U, . : (63)

First, we de ne a value assigning map v ( ) In the context that corre-
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f1;2;:::5;ng such that oy = oy 1 i;3 2 f for som e k. For the sake of conve—
nience, we write Oro Instead of o; whose index i belongs to I]S. Wede nev
by

S
o op; i ! &;y)2 B?" (fi; ) :k Fik= 1; £i2 spanfji: i2 I'g ;
v_0)(x;y)) = x = .
; otherw ise,
(64)
where representsa value depending on x;y).

Foreach context _ 2 C,wede nev, _ ord /_ by

v _O) iy = v 0, SUL (Lt (kiy));i 8&iy) 2R = = H):
(65)
In m ore generalcase, we de ne value assigning m aps successively. Suppose
that up to kth context _ ofthe history of context change ! _boyvo
isde ned.Forthe (k+ 1)th context ,wede newv o ord /_ by

v Oy = v 0, SU (L T eiy)); 8kiy)2RT = = @):
(66)
By de nition, these value assigning m aps adm it context changing m aps.

P roposition 12 LetU ke a unitary transform ation ofH .

UB® (J 4ir) = B* U] 4r); ©7)
where 12 H,r> 0.
P roof .
UB?" ( i;1)
= Uffi2H :k¥fi Jik< rg
= fUFi2H :kfi Jik< rg
= Pi2 H : kUYHi Jik<r
= fPi2H :kPi UJik< g
= B2 UJin:
0
P roposition 13 The value assigningm aps v_; | 3) T, y sde ned in

the albove satisfy gFUNC .

Proof . Let £ and B be observables such that there exists a function £ :R ! R
which satis esX = f @). Suppose that B’ is stabke in a context 2 C. For
a history of context changes _ ! ! ! ! , there exist uniary

18



transfom ationsU ; ;:::;U , ofcontext changes corresponding to each step.
Tt is easy to see that

U, YU B‘AU_E_ !U_=:OA /

O YU pCU_!_ _!U_=:QA /

and
3 =f£0):
Let (x;y) be an arbitrary point in B () = _CBZI‘ (7 i; )). There exists
12 fl;:rng such that T, 1 (&jy) 2 B2 (3id; hif i3™)) i the

notation In the step 3. Put fi = _1 (x;y)). Let a; and by be eigenvalues of
K and B associated w ith the eigenvector j ;i, respectively. T hen

v o &) Ty =y @) Y D=

In the sam e way,

!

v o EB) T. . (®iy) = b
Now ourtask isto show a; = f ().
By the de nition of v, 1 and 32),
a = v, &) T, . (&y)
= v U’ YURU . )t ot T (&)
= v@ ot IR /e B 21
- v.¢ _wu YuclF o ED):

By Corollary[d and P roposition[I7, there exists a pemm utation p° ofthe index
setf1;:::;ng such thatU”, Yuc fﬁ" , (i) bebngstoB?” (3 yoyi; hif iF™).
Hence a; is an eigenvalue of § associated with an eigenvector Jj go3i. Since
g = £0), J po 1 is an eigenvector of & with an eigenvalue o; such that
a; = f(01). By de nition ofv , the assigned value of§ is 0i. T herefore

a = v (S _07 Yucl ¥ D)
- £ v _wu Yucl ¥ D)
= £ v _!_1_ ___!_1 T:! L (65y)
= f v, U,  _UdUY U) T (&)
= £ v, @) T, . (&y)
- fp): )
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Step5S.
P roposition 14 LetB ke the Borel -algebra of . ( ;B;Pj(! i

ability space that reproduce quantum -m echanical statistical r_esu]ts,_ ie. for an
cbservabke B / o

, ) is a prob-

Z
®Y v, E)=rwETL 68)
Proof . For the history of context change _ ! ! 4! , there exists
a sequence of unitary transform ations of context changesU ; ;:::;U y  such
that UY, YUBU , U =:0 is stabk in the context _. Since
~ P~ O . -
B = . bjiih i3 by using Corollary[J, we obtain
§ = uY, Yu B U, U
= bU?, YU jiih 30, U
=1 - - B
xn
= bijpwih pJ
i=1

where p represents the pem utation of the index set given by C orollary [2.
By the de nition ofv, | C§),

v, o B)=v.C6) o *° Co e (69)

U sing C orollary [2 again and [69), we have

v E)N_Gd) = v 6 _wY YU 3 ad)

v 0) _(Gppd
b;:

Therefore by [62)
Z

dp Ij! b ! V_! ! CBA)

1 ? x
= . d'xdy 234 oy igey) Vot B)
:BZ (:fl, )] i _(B J ) —
_ BT 0TS
B I L )3

i=1
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xn
= bih ;7 if

Stepb.
Finally, we show that n-TRN S is satis ed.

P roposition 15 For the history of context change _ ! P! ,dete
a degenerate observabk that is stabk in both _ and . Then

A

vie . 6 _cl o, Ey =v, 6 e FED
(70)
Pré8fi2 B (7 i; ).
Proof . W e use the sam e notations in the step 3. Iffi2 D, ( ! ! )
B?" (¥ i; ), then
IV ED2BT 3uk hud i

By thede nition of the value assigningm ap v A N @) assum es an
eigenvalue ofOA, say Ok, , 1.

o,=vy 6 e @D

Let fIxgand fJxgbethe nestpartitionsofthe index setw ith respect to thepair
ofcontexts_ and  (Lemm dll). Let U , Dbe theunitary transform ation of the

context change from _ to . Thereexistsk such that i2 % . Forthisk, by [53),
there exists § 2 J, such that j yi= U_, jiiand ¥i2D,( ! R
Hence by [60)

cl D28 3ii hsI i

By P roposition [12,

of ¢l @D2B® S 7T
By P roposition[§, v , o Sy = v 5 S o 1, and therere
v 6 el @
= v, 6 _w© ¢l &
= o T T

Hence n-TRN S holds. T hus the proof of the theorem is com pleted.
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5 D iscussion

Theoram 1 seam es to contradict to the nogo theoram for noncontextualhidden
variable m odels [l]] by the ollow ing consideration. By the no-go theorem , there
existsa nite sestofcontextsf () :j= 1;:::;N g such that it is in possble to
de neavalie assigningm ap v Prthem , ifthe din ension ofthe H ibert Soace of
quantum state vectors is greater than two. For each context (j), there exists

nondegenerate observable £ (3)/ (). Let B be an observable that cannot be
assigned a value.
Suppose‘d'latDA isstable In every contexts (1);:::; @ ). Then there exists

a function £3 such thatD = £ & (§)). By gFUNC,

£* Vo !_(k)(AA(k)) =V . !_(k)CDA)
branarbjr:naryhjstoryofoontextd'langeﬂ! !_(k) k= 1;::5N ).
By n-TRN,
Vﬂ(ﬁ): =ay 1_(k)CDA)= =ay !_(N)(DA);
and therefore
£x v o !_(k)(AA(k)) =V . !_(k)(DA)=Vﬂ(DA):
Ifwede neava]ueassgjnjngmapvbyv@\)=v(l)! !_(k)(OA) ijA/ﬁ,

the assum ption forD . T he root ofthis contradiction com es from the assum ption
that ' / (§);87. Thustheremust be a j such that D isnot stable in  (3).
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