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A bstract

The functionalcom position principle isgeneralized by taking into ac-

count of history of context change. Analysis of Peres’ exam ple shows

hysteresisofvalueassignm ents.Itisshown thatvalueassignm entswhich

depend on the history ofcontextchange are possible in the case thatthe

Hilbertspace ofstate vectorsis�nite dim ensional.

1 A generalized functional com position princi-

ple depending on history ofcontext change

TheK ochen{Speckertheorem statesthatthereisnovalueassignm entforquantum -

m echanicalobservablesthatsatis� esthefunctionalcom positionprinciple(FUNC)

when thedim ension oftheHilbertspaceofstatevectorsisgreaterthan two[1,2].

By analogywith Riem annian surfaceswhich settlecontradictiveconceptofm ul-

tivalued functions by analytic continuation,we investigate a value assignm ent

depending on a history ofcontextchange.

The eigenvaluesofan observable represented by a self-adjointoperatorare

valueswhich areobtainablewhen onem akesan observation.Iftherewashidden

variables that specify the observed value,we can assign the value to the pair

ofthe observable and the hidden variables. Ifwe denote the hidden variables,

the observable,and the eignevalue by !,Ô ,and oi,respectively,then a value

assigning m ap v isde� ned asa m apping ofthe setofallobservablesinto a set

ofrandom variablessuch thatforthe possible !,

v(Ô )(!)= oi: (1)

�em ail:uchiyam a@ hokusei.ac.jp
yA ddressuntilltheend ofFeb.2007:Centro V ito Volterra,U niversit�a degliStudidiR om a

\TorVergata",V ia Colum bia,R om e 00133,Italy.
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The functionalcom position principle(FUNC)statesthatforobservables Â

and B̂ ,ifthere existsa function f such that Â = f(B̂ ),then a value assigning

m ap v satis� esthat

v(Â)(!)= f(v(B̂ )(!)): (2)

Physically,a context ofa m easurem ent ofan observable Ô is determ ined by

a setting ofthe m easurem entapparatus. M athem atically,a m axim alBoolean

sublatticeofa latticeofobservationalpropositionson a quantum system deter-

m inesa contextofa m easurem ent. An observationalproposition ofan yes-no

experim entisrepresented by a projection operator.Thereisa one-to-onem ap-

ping ofthe set ofallunit vectors into the set ofprojection operators ofrank

1.By using thism apping,we can specify a m axim alBoolean sublattice,i.e.,a

context,by a com plete orthonorm alsystem (CO NS)ofvectors. W e de� ne an

equivalence relation on the set ofallCO NSs. W e shallsay that two CO NSs

(j�1i;:::;j�ni)and (j�1i;:::;j�ni)are equivalentifthere exista perm utation

p ofthe index setf1;2;:::;ng and phase factorsexp(
p
� 1�i)s(i= 1;2;:::;n)

such that j�ji= exp(
p
� 1�p(j))j�p(j)i (j = 1;2;:::;n). Thus a contextis an

equivalentclasswith respectto thisequivalence relation and som e CO NS isa

representative ofa context. W e denote a set ofcontexts by C. C is a subset

ofthe quotient space with respect to the equivalence relation ofthe com plex

Stiefelm anifold oforthonorm aln-fram es.

Ifa m easurem entapparatusthatisnotsetin a contextofa m easurem entof

an observable Ô gaveoutcom es,then resultswould beinvalid,i.e.,theobtained

valuescould bedi� erentfrom theeigenvalues.O n thecontrary,a m easurem ent

apparatusthatissetin thecontextofa m easurem entoftheobservable Ô gives

eigenvaluesofÔ asoutcom es. In thissense,the m easurem entapparatusgives

stable results for Ô in the context. W e say that an observable Ô is stable in

a context � 2 C and denoting it by Ô /�, if Ô is diagonalized in a CO NS

(j�1i;:::;j�ni)thatisa representativeof�.

W hen an observable Ô isnotstablein a context�,thereisno experim ental

restriction on valuesofÔ .Henceitisnaturalto considerthata valueassigning

m ap dependson contexts,and thereforethedom ain ofa valueassigning m ap is

the setofobservablesthatare stable in a given context. Thusthe contextual

version ofFUNC becom esasfollows.

C ontextualversion ofFU N C (cFU N C ) IfÂ = f(B̂ )and B̂ /� then,

v�(Â)= f(v�(B̂ )); a.s.on 
 : (3)

Here,
 isthe setofhidden variablesand a probability m easure on 
 charac-

terizing the ensem bleofthe hidden variblesissupposed to be.

Itism oregeneralto considerthata valueassigningm ap m ay depend on the

contextsthatthe system experienced in the past. A history ofcontextchange

is a � nite sequence ofcontexts (�;�;:::;
),where �;�;:::;
 2 C. W e use a

m oreintuitivenotation aboutthissuch as� ! � ! � � � ! 
.

G eneralized version ofFU N C (gFU N C ) IfÂ = f(B̂ )and B̂ /� then,

v���! �! �(Â)= f(v���! �! �(B̂ )); a.s.on 
 (4)
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for 8�;� � � 2 C,where � � � ! representsthe sam e history ofcontextchange in

both sidesofthe equation.

P roposition 1 Provided gFUNC,ifobservables Â and B̂ arestablein a context

�,then

v���! �(Â + B̂ ) = v���! �(Â) + v���! �(B̂ ); (5)

v���! �(Â �B̂ ) = v���! �(Â) � v���! �(B̂ ); a.s.on 
 : (6)

Proof. Since Â, B̂ /�,they can be diagonalised sim ultaneously. Then there

existan observable Ĉ and functionsg and h such thatÂ = g(Ĉ )and B̂ = h(Ĉ ).

v���! �(Â + B̂ )

= v���! �(g(Ĉ )+ h(Ĉ ))

= v���! �((g+ h)(Ĉ ))

gF U N C
= (g+ h)(v���! �(Ĉ ))

= g(v���! �(Ĉ ))+ h(v���! �(Ĉ ))

gF U N C
= v���! �(g(Ĉ ))+ v���! �(h(Ĉ ))

= v���! �(Â) + v���! �(B̂ ):

v���! �(Â �B̂ )

= v���! �(g(Ĉ )� h(̂C ))

= v���! �((g� h)(̂C ))

gF U N C
= (g� h)(v���! �(Ĉ ))

= g(v���! �(Ĉ ))� h(v���! �(Ĉ ))

gF U N C
= v���! �(g(Ĉ ))� v���! �(h(Ĉ ))

= v���! �(Â) � v���! �(B̂ ):

R em ark. Di� culty ofde� ning a valueassigning m ap with theFUNC appears

when the Â isdegenerated.Considerthe following m atrices:

B̂ :=

0

@

1 0 0

0 2 0

0 0 3

1

A ;

Ĉ :=

0

B
@

1p
2

� 1p
2

0
1p
2

1p
2

0

0 0 1

1

C
A

0

@

1 0 0

0 2 0

0 0 3

1

A

0

B
@

1p
2

1p
2

0

� 1p
2

1p
2

0

0 0 1

1

C
A =

0

@

3

2
� 1

2
0

� 1

2

3

2
0

0 0 3

1

A :
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Supposefunctionsf and g aregiveby

f(x)=

�
2 ifx < 3

x otherwise
; g(x)=

�
2 ifx � 2

x otherwise
; (7)

respectively.Then

f(B̂ )=

0

@

2 0 0

0 2 0

0 0 3

1

A : (8)

g(Ĉ ) =

0

B
@

1p
2

� 1p
2

0
1p
2

1p
2

0

0 0 1

1

C
A

0

@

2 0 0

0 2 0

0 0 3

1

A

0

B
@

1p
2

1p
2

0

� 1p
2

1p
2

0

0 0 1

1

C
A

=

0

@

2 0 0

0 2 0

0 0 3

1

A = f(B̂ )= Â :

Although B̂ and Ĉ are stable in di� erentcontexts respectively,Â is stable in

both ofthe contexts.Thusone hasto assign a value to Â so thatthe assigned

valuewould be consistentwith valuesassigned to B̂ and Ĉ .

Since cFUNC and gFUNC give no constraint am ong value assignm ents in

di� erentcontexts,the space ofhidden variablesisbroken up into independent

probability spaces ofdi� erent contexts. To synthesize them , we require the

following condition.

N on-transition condition (n-T R N S). For allcontexts �,� 2 C,ifB̂ /�

and B̂ /�,then

v���! �(B̂ )(!)= v���! �! �(B̂ )(!); a.s.on 
 ; (9)

where� � � ! representsthe sam ehistory ofcontextchangein both sidesofthe

equation.

R em ark. In the EPR{Bohm Gedankenexperim ent,since the spin observables

ofparticlesin a paircom m ute,n-TRNS m eansthatan assigned valueofa com -

ponentofthe spin ofoneparticledoesnotchange,when wechangethesetting

ofthe m easuring apparatus for the spin ofthe other particle. But locality in

thissenseisweakerthan thegenuinelocality,sinceitallowshysteresisofvalue

assignm ents.

In the restofthissection,weclarify whatkindsofobservablesarestablein

two di� erentcontexts.

P roposition 2 Thereexistsa nonzero self-adjointoperatorthatisdiagonalized

in two di� erentCONSs(j�1i;:::;j�ni)and (j�1i;:::;j�ni)ifand only ifthere
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existpartitions fI1;:::;Im g and fJ1;:::;Jm g ofthe index setX := f1;:::;ng

(m � n)such that

spanfj�ii:i2 Ikg = spanfj�ji:j2 Jkg; (10)

for k = 1;:::;m .

Proof.() )LetÔ beaself-adjointoperatorthatisdiagonalized in both CO NSs

(j�1i;:::;j�ni)and (j�1i;:::;j�ni).Suppose Ô haseigenvalueso1;:::;om that

are distinctfrom each other(m � n). W e de� ne a partition fIkg ofthe index

setX by

Ik :=

n

i2 X : Ô j�ii= okj�ii

o

: (11)

Sim ilarly,wede� ne a partition fJkg ofX by

Jk :=

n

j2 X : Ô j�ji= okj�ji

o

: (12)

Sincespanfj�ii:i2 Ikg and spanfj�ii:i2 Jkg istheeigenspaceofÔ with the

eigenvalueok,they coincidewith each other.

(( )Letoksareincreasing realnum bers,i.e.,o1 < o2 < :::< om .W ede� ne

a self-adjointoperator Ô by

Ô :=

mX

k= 1

ok

X

i2Ik

j�iih�ij; (13)

this isdiagonalized in (j�1i;:::;j�ni). Since
P

i2Ik
j�iih�ij=

P

j2Jk
j�jih�jj,

Ô isdiagonalized in (j�1i;:::;j�ni).

R em ark. W hen m = 1,the self-adjointoperatorisI,i.e.,the identity oper-

ator.m = n m eansthatthetwoCO NSsarerepresentativesofthesam econtext.

Lem m a 1 Fortwo di� erentCONSs(j�1i;:::;j�ni)and (j�1i;:::;j�ni),there

exists uniquely the � nestpartitions fI1;:::;Im g and fJ1;:::;Jm g ofthe index

setX := f1;:::;ng ofthe CONSsrespectively (m � n)such that

spanfj�ii:i2 Ikg = spanfj�ji:j2 Jkg; (14)

for k = 1;:::;m .

Proof. ConsiderpartitionsfI01;:::;I
0
m 0g and fJ01;:::;J

0
m 0g ofthe index setX

(m 0� n)such that

spanfj�ii:i2 I0kg = spanfj�ji:j2 J0kg;

fork = 1;:::;m 0.IfthereexistanotherpartitionsfI001;:::;I
00
m 00gandfJ

00
1 ;:::;J

00
m 00g

ofthe index setX (m 00� n)such that

spanfj�ii:i2 I00kg = spanfj�ji:j2 J00k g;
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fork = 1;:::;m 00,then put

~I(k;l) := I0k \ I
00
l;

~J(k;l) := J0k \ J
00
l ;

fork = 1;:::;m 0,l= 1;:::;m 00.Since

span

n

j�ii: i2 ~I(k;l)

o

= spanfj�ii: i2 I0kg\ spanfj�ii: i2 I00l g

and

span

n

j�ji: j2 ~J(k;l)

o

= spanfj�ji: j2 J0kg\ spanfj�ji: i2 J00l g;

weobtain

span

n

j�ii: i2 ~I(k;l)

o

= span

n

j�ji: j2 ~J(k;l)

o

: (15)

Thusf~I(k;l)g and f
~J(k;l)g are� nerpartitionsofX satisfying the condition (15)

than fI0kg and fJ0lg or coincide with fI0kg and fJ0lg. Since the index setX is

� nite,aboveprocedureendswith � nitetim esand weobtain the� nestpartitions

fIig and fJig satisfying the condition (14). The uniqueness follows from the

m axim ality ofthe fIig and the fJig.

C orollary 1 Fortwodi� erentcontexts� � (j�1i;:::;j�ni)and� � (j�1i;:::;j�ni),

an observable Ô isstable in � and � ifand only ifÔ can be written as

Ô =

mX

k= 1

okPk; (16)

where ok is an eigenvalue of Ô and Pk is given as Pk :=
P

i2Ik
j�iih�ij =P

j2Jk
j�jih�jjby using the � nestpartitions fI1;:::;Im g and the fJ1;:::;Jm g

ofthe index setgiven by Lem m a 1.

Proof . It follows from the spectraldecom position of Ô , Proposition 2 and

Lem m a 1.

2 C ontextuality in the Peres’exam ple ofnonex-

istence ofnoncontextualhidden variables

Peresshowed thatitisim possibleto assign a valueto (�x 
 �y)� (�y 
 �x)non-

contextually in thesingletstate[3].W edenotetheeigenvectorswith eigenvalue
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� 1 of�X by jX � i (X = x;y;z). Here are the contexts that appear in the

Peres’exam ple:

� � (jx + i
 jx + i;jx � i
 jx � i; jx + i
 jx � i;jx � i
 jx + i);(17)

� � (jy+ i
 jy+ i; jy� i
 jy� i; jy+ i
 jy� i; jy� i
 jy+ i);(18)


 � (jz+ i
 jz+ i; jz� i
 jz� i; jz+ i
 jz� i;jz� i
 jz+ i);(19)

� � (jx + i
 jy+ i;jx � i
 jy� i;jx + i
 jy� i;jx � i
 jy+ i);

� � (jy+ i
 jx + i;jy� i
 jx � i;jy+ i
 jx � i;jy� i
 jx + i);

� �

�
1
p
2
(jz+ i
 jz+ i+

p
� 1jz� i
 jz� i);

1
p
2
(jz+ i
 jz+ i�

p
� 1jz� i
 jz� i);

1
p
2
(jz+ i
 jz� i+

p
� 1jz� i
 jz+ i);

1
p
2
(jz+ i
 jz� i�

p
� 1jz� i
 jz+ i)

�

:

W e can seethe following:

� . �x 
 I; I
 �x;�x 
 �x;

� . �y 
 I;I
 �y; �y 
 �y;


 . �z 
 I; I
 �z;�z 
 �z;

� . �x 
 I; I
 �y;�x 
 �y;

� . �y 
 I;I
 �x;�y 
 �x;

� . �x 
 �y;�y 
 �x; �z 
 �z:

W eanalyzethePeres’exam pleby exploiting gFUNC and n-TRNS.In order

to do this,we need one m orecondition.

Perfect anti-correlation (a-C R L). Forthe contexts� of(17),� of(18),


of(19),

v���! �(�x 
 I)(!) = � v���! �(I
 �x)(!);

v���! �(�y 
 I)(!) = � v���! �(I
 �y)(!);

v���! 
(�z 
 I)(!) = � v���! 
(I
 �z)(!);

respectively,forallpossible ! 2 
 . Here � � � ! representsthe sam e history of

contextchangein both sidesofthe equations.

R em ark. Ifweadd a rulethatwecan replacean observableby itseigenvalue

in the corresponding eigenstate,then a-CRL followsfrom gFUNC.

P roposition 3 IfgFUNC,n-TRNS,a-CRL hold and eigenvalues are assigned

to the corresponding observables,then

v�((�x 
 �y)� (�y 
 �x))= � 1; a.s. 
 : (20)
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Proof.

v�((�x 
 �y)� (�y 
 �x))

= v�(�z 
 �z)

n�T R N S
= v�! 
(�z 
 �z)

= v�! 
((�z 
 I)� (I
 �z))

gF U N C
= v�! 
(�z 
 I)v�! 
(I
 �z)

a�C R L
= � (v�! 
(�z 
 I))2 = � 1: (21)

Thelastequality followsfrom thatthe eigenvaluesof�z 
 I are� 1.

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

v�((�x 
 �y)� (�y 
 �x))

= v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�x 
 I);(22)

a.s.on 
 .

Proof.

v�((�x 
 �y)� (�y 
 �x))

gF U N C
= v�(�x 
 �y)v�(�y 
 �x)

n�T R N S
= v�! �(�x 
 �y)v�(�y 
 �x)

= v�! �((�x 
 I)(I
 �y))v�(�y 
 �x)

gF U N C
= v�! �(�x 
 I)v�! �(I
 �y)v�(�y 
 �x)

n�T R N S
= v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �(I
 �y)v�(�y 
 �x)

n�T R N S
= v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(I
 �y)v�(�y 
 �x)

a�C R L
= � v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�(�y 
 �x):

W e can proceed along calculatiing.

v�((�x 
 �y)� (�y 
 �x))

n�T R N S
= � v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �(�y 
 �x)

gF U N C
= � v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �(�y 
 I)v�! �(I
 �x)

n�T R N S
= � v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(I
 �x)

a�C R L
= v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�x 
 I)

n�T R N S
= v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�x 
 I):
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P roposition 5 IfgFUNC,n-TRNS,a-CRL hold,then a value assignm enthas

hysteresis.

Proof.By Proposition 3,ther.h.s.of(22)isequalto � 1.Becauseevery term s

ofther.h.s.of(22)assum eonly thevalues� 1,exactly oneofv�! �! �(�x 
 I),

v�! �! �(�y 
 I),v�! �! �(�y 
 I),v�! �! �(�x 
 I)m usthaveoppositesign from

the ones ofthe rests. W e note that v�! �! �(�x 
 I) = v�! �! �(�x 
 I) and

v�! �! �(�y 
 I)= v�! �! �(�y 
 I)do notfollow from n-TRNAS,because�x 
 I

isnotstablein thecontext� and �y 
 I isnotstablein thecontext�.Therefore

weobtain

v�! �! �(�x
 I)= v�! �! �(�x
 I); v�! �! �(�y
 I)6= v�! �! �(�y
 I); (23)

or

v�! �! �(�x
 I)6= v�! �! �(�x
 I); v�! �! �(�y
 I)= v�! �! �(�y
 I):(24)

Thisshowshysteresisofthe valueassignm entto �x 
 I or�y 
 I.

R em ark. v�! �! �(�y 
 I)showsthatthesystem experienced thecontext� in

which �y
 I wasnotstable.v�! �! �(�x 
 I)showsthatthesystem experienced

the context� in which �x 
 I wasnotstable.O nly oneofv�! �! �(�y 
 I)and

v�! �! �(�x 
 I),however,can assum evaluesdi� erentfrom the valuesthrough

a di� erentvaluesthrough a di� erenthistory ofcontextchange.Thisissim ilar

to the caseofthe K ocken{Speckerparadox on spin-1 observables[1].

P roposition 6 IfgFUNC,n-TRNS,a-CRL hold and eigenvalues are assigned

to the corresponding observables,then there isno noncontextualvalue assigning

m ap in the EPR{Bohm Gedankenexperim ent.

Proof. Suppose that the value assigning m ap is noncontextual. Then (22)

becom es

v�! �! �(�x 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�y 
 I)v�! �! �(�x 
 I)

= v(�x 
 I)v(�y 
 I)v(�y 
 I)v(�x 
 I)

= v(�x 
 I)2 v(�y 
 I)2 = + 1:

Thusthiscontradicts(20);thereisno such value assigning m ap.

R em ark. Thisisnothing elsebutwhatPeresshowsin ref.[3].
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3 C ontext changing m aps

W eassociatea m apping ��! � of
 into 
 with a contextchangefrom a context

� � (j�1i;:::;j�ni)to a context� � (j�1i;:::;j�ni).

Let fIkg and fJkg be the � nest partitions ofthe index set f1;:::;ng of

Lem m a 1. Let q be a perm utation ofthe index set such that i2 Ik im plies

q(i)2 Jk (k = 1;:::;m ).W e de� ne a unitary transform ation U�! � by

U�! � :=

mX

k= 1

X

i2Ik

j�q(i)ih�ij: (25)

U�! � changesthe context� to �.Sym bolically,wewrite

� = U�! � �: (26)

P roposition 7 IfÔ /�;�,then U�! � Ô U
y

�! �
= Ô .

Proof. By Corollary 1 and the de� nition ofU�! � ,denoting eigenvaluesofÔ

by oks,wehave

U�! � Ô U
y

�! �
=

X

k

X

i2Ik

j�q(i)ih�ij
X

l

ol

X

i02Il

j�i0ih�i0jU
y

�! �

=
X

k

X

i2Ik

j�q(i)iokh�ijU
y

�! �

=
X

k

X

i2Ik

okj�q(i)ih�ij
X

l

X

i02Il

j�i0ih�q(i0)j

=
X

k

X

i2Ik

okj�q(i)ih�q(i)j

=
X

k

X

j2Jk

okj�jih�jj

= Ô :

W e say that a value assigning m ap v���! �adm its a contextchanging m ap

from � to �, if for an arbitrary observable Ô /�, there exists a one-to-one

m apping ��! � of
 onto 
 such that

v���! �! �(U�! � Ô U
y

�! �
)(!)= v���! �(Ô )(��! �

�1 (!)); a.s.on 
 : (27)

W e callsuch ��! � a contextchanging m ap from � to �.

P roposition 8 Ifa value assigning m ap v���! �adm itsa contextchanging m ap

and an observable Ô isstable in the contexts� and �,then

v���! �(Ô )(��! �
�1 (!))= v���! �! �(Ô )(!); a.s.on 
 : (28)

10



Proof.By Proposition 7,forallpossible ! 2 
 ,

v���! �(Ô )(��! �
�1 (!))

(27)
= v���! �! �(U�! � Ô U

y

�! �
)(!)

= v���! �! �(Ô )(!):

P roposition 9 Suppose that a value assigning m ap v���! �adm its a context

changing m ap ��! � from � to �. Letf be a function such thatÂ = f(B̂ )for

som e observables Â,B̂ /�.IfÂ /� and

v���! �(Â)= f

�

v���! �(B̂ )

�

; a.s.on 
 (29)

holds,then

Â = f(U�! � B̂ U
y

�! �
); (30)

v���! �! �(Â) = f

�

v���! �! �(U�! � B̂ U
y

�! �
)

�

; a.s.on 
 : (31)

Proof.Since Â /�,�,wehaveby Proposition 7

f

�

U�! � B̂ U
y

�! �

�

= U�! � Â U
y

�! �
= Â :

By (27),

v���! �! �(Â)(!)

= v���! �! �(U�! � Â U
y

�! �
)(!)

(27)
= v���! �(Â)(��! �

�1 (!))

(29)
= f

�

v���! �(B̂ )(��! �
�1 (!))

�

(27)
= f

�

v���! �! �(U�! � B̂ U
y

�! �
)(!)

�

:

P roposition 10 Fordi� erentcontexts� � (j�1i;:::;j�ni),� � (j�1i;:::;j�ni),


 � (j
1i;:::;j
ni),de� ne

S�(� ! 
):= Uy�! 
 U�! 
 U�! � : (32)

Then S�(� ! 
)isa perm utation oftheCONS (j�1i;:::;j�ni),i.e.,thereexists

a perm utation p ofthe index setf1;:::;ng such that

j�p(i)i= S�(� ! 
)j�ii; i= 1;:::;n: (33)

11



Proof.By de� nition ofU�! � ,foreach ithere isj such thatj�ji= U�! � j�ii.

Sim ilarly,there existk and lsuch thatj
ki= U�! 
j�jiand j�li= U y
�! 
j
ki.

Hence S�(� ! 
)j�ii= j�li,and therefore p(i)= l. Itisclearthatthisp isa

perm utation ofthe index set.

P roposition 11 For a history ofcontextchange � ! � ! � � � ! � ! �,there

existsa perm utation p ofthe index setf1;:::;ng such that

U�! � � � � U�! �j�ii= U�! � j�p(i)i; i= 1;:::;n: (34)

Proof. In the history ofcontextchange � ! � ! � ! � � � ! � ! � ! �,j�ii

ism apped to

U�! �U�! � � � � U�! �U�! �j�ii:

Using the notation S�(� ! �)de� ned as(32),

U�! �U�! � � � � U�! �U�! �

= U�! �U�! � � � � U�! �S�(� ! �)

= U�! �U�! �S�(� ! �)� � � S�(� ! �)

= U�! � S�(� ! �)S�(� ! �)� � � S�(� ! �):

Thusweobtain

U
y

�! �
U�! �U�! � � � � U�! �U�! � = S�(� ! �)S�(� ! �)� � � S�(� ! �): (35)

By successiveapplicationsofProposition 10,thereexista perm utation p ofthe

index setsuch that

S�(� ! �)S�(� ! �)� � � S�(� ! �)j�ii= j�p(i)i

and itisclearthatthisp satis� es(34).

C orollary 2 For a history ofcontextchange � ! � ! � � � ! � ! �,there

existsa perm utation p ofthe index setf1;:::;ng such that

U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
j�ii= j�p(i)i; i= 1;:::;n: (36)

Proof.By Proposition 11,thereisa perm utation q ofthe index setsuch that

U�! � � � � U�! �j�ii= U�! � j�q(i)i;i= 1;:::;n: (37)

By de� nition of U�! � , there is a perm utation r ofthe index set such that

U�! � j�ji= j�r(j)i.Itsu� cesto putp = q�1 � r�1 .

12



4 A m athem atical realization in the case of a

�nite-dim ensionalH ilbert space

It 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 shallshow the

following theorem .

T heorem 1 LetH be an n-dim ensionalcom plex Hilbertspace (2 � n < 1 ).

Letj’i 2 H be an arbitrary quantum state vector. LetC be a setofcontexts

in H . Then for a su� ciently sm allpositive realnum ber � > 0, there are a

sym plectic m anifold 
 and a subsetB (�)� 
 such thatforan arbitrary history

ofcontextchange � ! � � � ! � thatbeginswith a � xed context�,there exist

i) a one-to-one m apping T�! ���! �ofB (�)into 
 ,

ii) a probability distribution P
j’i;�

�! ���! �
on 
 thatis obtained under the m ap-

ping T�! ���! �from a probability distribution �(j’i;�)thatis uniform on

B (�)and vanishes outside ofB (�);hence

d�(j’i;�)= dP
j’i;�

�! ���! �
� T�! ���! �; (38)

iii) avalueassigningm apv�! ���! �suchthattheexpectation valueofv�! ���! �(Ô )

for any observable Ô /� calculated with P
j’i;�

�! ���! �
coincides with the cor-

responding one provided by quantum probability theory. And the random

variable v�! ���! �(Ô )assum esonly eigenvalues ofÔ alm ostsurely on 
 .

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

Theproofconsistsofsix steps.In the� rst,weconstructa sym plecticm ani-

fold 
 from H and de� neavolum eelem ent.In thesecond,wede� neaprobabil-

ity distribution �(j’i;�)on 
 thatrepresentsan ensem bleprepared beforem ea-

surem ents.In the third,we introduce a m apping called a splitting which m aps

prepared ensem bleto theonejustbeforem easurem ents,and de� neP
j’i;�

�! ���! �
as

theresultsofthesplitting.In thefourth,wede� nevalueassignm entsand show

thatgFUNC issatis� ed.In the� fth,weshow thatquantum -m echanicalexpec-

tation valuesarereproduced.In the� nalstep,weshow thatn-TRNS issatis� ed.

Step1.

Letus� x a com pleteorthonorm alsystem (j�1i;:::;j�ni)ofH thatspeci� esa

context� 2 C.W ede� nefunctionsxi,yi(i= 1;2;:::;n)ofH intoR asthereal

partand theim aginary partofthecoe� cientofj�iiin expansion ofa vectorof

H respectively,fori= 1;2;:::;n.Then foran arbitrary vectorj’i2 H ,

j’i=

nX

i= 1

�

xi(j’i)+
p
� 1yi(j’i)

�

j�ii: (39)

13



Then (x1;:::;xn;y1;:::;yn)becom esa coordinatesystem ofH .

Letusde� ne 
 = R2n. W e denote thiscoordinate system by ��. Then we

de� ne �� as

�� :j’i2 H 7!

�

x1(j’i);:::;xn(j’i);y1(j’i);:::;yn(j’i)

�

2 
 : (40)

Using this coordinate system ,we de� ne a sym plectic structure on H by a

sym plecticform � de� ned by

� :=

nX

i= 1

dxi^ dyi; (41)

where^ m eanstheexteriorproduct.Forthesakeofconvenience,weusem atrix

notation: x := [x1;:::;xn]T , y := [y1;:::;yn]T , where T m eans transpose.

Then thesym plectic form can be written as

� = dxT ^ dy: (42)

Lem m a 2 LetU bea unitary transform ation ofan n-dim ensionalHilbertspace

H . Then U is a canonicaltransform ation ofH with respectto the sym plectic

structure � de� ned by (41).

Proof.Putzi := xi+
p
� 1yi (i= 1;:::;n).Forconvenience,letususem atrix

notation;z := [z1;:::;zn]T ,whereT representstranspose.Since

zidzi =
�
xi�

p
� 1yi

� �
dxi+

p
� 1dyi

�

=
1

2
d(xi)2 +

1

2
d(yi)2 �

p
� 1d(xiyi)+ 2

p
� 1xidyi;

By taking the exteriorderivatives,weobtain

d(zydz)= 2
p
� 1dxT ^ dy; (43)

whereyrepresentscom plex conjugatetranspose.

W e denoteby U the n � n-m atrix whose(i;j)-entry ish�ijU j�ji.Itiseasy

to seethatforan arbitrary j’i2 H

z(U j’i)= [zi(U j’i)]= [h�ijU j’i]=

2

4

nX

j= 1

h�ijU j�jih�jj’i

3

5 = U z(j’i): (44)

Thepull-back ofzydz underU becom es

U �(zydz) = (U z)yd(U z)

= z
y
U

y
U dz

= z
ydz:

14



Thuszydz isinvariantunderU .Sincethesym plecticform isequalto theexte-

riorderivativeofzydzexceptascalarm ultipleaswesaw in (43),U isacanonical

transform ation ofH .

W e de� ne a volum eelem entdnxdny ofH by

dnxdny := dx1 ^ :::̂ dxn ^ dy1 ^ :::̂ dyn = (� 1)n(n�1)=2
1

n!
^ni= 1 �: (45)

C orollary 3 Let U be a unitary transform ation of an n-dim ensionalHilbert

space H .U preserves the volum e elem entdnxdny.

Proof. By Lem m a 2,U preservesthe sym plectic form �. Hence the volum e

elem entdnxdny which isan nth powerof� with respectto exteriorproductis

preserved underU .

Step2.

W e de� ne an �-ballwith a centerj’i2 H by

B 2n(j’i;�):= fjfi2 H : k jfi� j’ik < �g: (46)

Letusconsideranensem bleofvectorsthataredistributed uniform lyonB 2n(j’i;�).

De� neB (�):= ��
�
B 2n(j’i;�)

�
.By using��,thisensem bleischaracterized by a

probabilitydistribution �(j’i;�)on 
 .Usingm atrix notation ofthecoordinates

(x;y),wecan write itas

d�(j’i;�)((x; y)):=
1

jB 2n(j’i;�)j
�B (�)((x; y))d

nxdny; (47)

where �B (�) isthe characteristicfunction ofB (�)and jB2n(j’i;�)jdenotesthe

volum eofB 2n(j’i;�).

Step3.

W ecallan injection C
j’i;�

�
ofB 2n(j’i;�)intoH asplittingin acontext�,ifthere

existsa splitfD �
i :i= 1;2;:::;ng ofB 2n(j’i;�),i.e.,B2n(j’i;�)= [ni= 1D

�
i and

D �
i \ D

�
j = ; fori6= j,and the volum eofD �

i isproportionalto jh�ij’ij
2,and

�
�
�C

j’i;�

�
(D �

i)� B 2n(j�ii;�jh�ij’ij
1=n)

�
�
�= 0 (48)

(i= 1;2;:::;n). Here,X � Y representsthe sym m etric di� erence ofsubsets

X and Y de� ned by X � Y := (X � Y )[ (Y � X ).

Lem m a 3 If� > 0issu� cientlysm all,then thereexistsasplittingofB2n(j’i;�)

in an arbitrary context� 2 C:

Proof.A splitfD �
ig ofB

2n(j’i;�)isobtained by the following procedure.Let

R �� (j’i)(�) be a rotation around the direction ��(j’i) with an angle � (0 �
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� < 2�)in 
 such thatR�� (j’i)(2�)= the identity m apping. Putg� := ��1� �

R �� (j’i)(�)� ��.

LetB 0 be a subsetofB
2n(j’i;�)such that

g�(B 0)\ g�0(B 0) = ; if� 6= �0;0� �;�0< 2�;

B 2n(j’i;�) =
[

fg�(B 0): 0 � � < 2�g:

Let�0(= 0)< �1 < :::< �n(= 2�)be an increasing sequence ofanglesaround

the direction ��(j’i)such thatthe volum e offg�(B 0):�i�1 � � < �ig ispro-

portionalto jh�ij’ij
2 (i = 1;2;:::;n). Put D �

i := fg�(B 0) :�i�1 � � < �ig

(i= 1;2;:::;n).Forsu� cientsm all�,B2n(j�ii;�jh�ij’ij
1=n)sarepairwisedis-

joint.Then wecan de� nea one-to-onem apping C
j’i;�

�
ofB 2n(j’i;�)into H by

de� ning an action ofC
j’i;�

�
on D �

i by thesuccessivecom positionsofa stretching

D �
i alongg�-direction soastom akeita2n-dim ensionalball,acontraction along

radialdirection oftheball,and a paralleltranslation m apping thecenterofthe

ballfrom j’ito j�ii(i= 1;:::;n).Thiscom pletesthe proof.

First,we de� ne P
j’i
� as the probability distribution characterizing an en-

sem ble thatisobtained by an action ofthe splitting C
j’i;�
� in � (Lem m a 3)on

the ensem blecharacterized by �(j’i;�).Since

d�(j’i;�)((x;y))= dPj’i� � ��� C
j’i;�
� � ��1� ((x;y)); 8(x;y)2 R

2n = 
 = ��(H );

(49)

dP j’i
� ((x;y))=

1

jB 2n(j’i;�)j

nX

i= 1

�
�� (B 2n (j� ii;�jh�ij’ij

1=n ))((x;y))d
nxdny (50)

holds.

Supposethatup tokth context� ofthehistoryofcontextchange� ! � � � ! �,

a splitting C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
in a context� isde� ned;P

j’i

�! ���! �
isde� ned from �(j’i;�)

through C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
.Now ouraim istode� neC

j’i;�

�! ���! �! 

in the(k+ 1)th context


 ofthe history ofcontextchange� ! � � � ! �.

W e denotethe splitofB 2n(j’i;�)with respectto the splitting C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
by

fD �
i(� ! � � � ! �): i= 1;2;:::;ng.These D�

i(� ! � � � ! �)sm ay be di� erent

from the D �
is de� ned in the proofofLem m a3,but by the assum ption they

satis� esthe following:

jD �
i(� ! � � � ! �)j / jh�ij’ij

2; (51)

D �
i(� ! � � � ! �)\ D�

j(� ! � � � ! �) = ; ifi6= j; (52)

n[

i= 1

D �
i(� ! � � � ! �) = B2n(j’i;�); (53)

�
�
�C

j’i;�

�! ���! �
(D �

i(� ! � � � ! �)) � B2n
�

j�ii;�jh�ij’ij
1=n

��
�
�= 0:(54)
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By Lem m a 1,there exist the � nest partitions fIig and fJjg ofthe index set

f1;:::;ng such thatspanfj�ii: i2 Ikg = spanfj
ji: j 2 Jkg. By splitting

D �
i(� ! � � � ! �)s� nerifnecessary and collecting them ,we can de� ne a split

fD �
i(� ! � � � ! � ! 
)g ofB2n(j’i;�)so that

�
�
�
�
�
�

[

j2Jk

D �
j(� ! � � � ! � ! 
) �

[

i2Ik

D �
i(� ! � � � ! �)

�
�
�
�
�
= 0;(55)

�
�D �

i(� ! � � � ! � ! 
)
�
� / jh
ij’ij

2; (56)

D �
i(� ! � � � ! � ! 
)\ D�

j(� ! � � � ! �) = ; ifi6= j; (57)

n[

i= 1

D �
i(� ! � � � ! � ! 
) = B2n(j’i;�); (58)

�
�
�C

j’i;�

�! ���! �! 


�
D �
i(� ! � � � ! � ! 
)

�
� B 2n

�

j
ii; �jh
ij’ij
1=n

��
�
�= 0(59)

hold.W e de� ne the splitting C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �
asan injection ofB 2n(j’i;�)into H

thatsatis� es

C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �

�
D �
i(� ! � � � ! � ! �)

�
= B 2n

�

j�ii; �jh�ij’ij
1=n

�

(60)

fori= 1;:::;n.

W e de� ne P
j’i
�! ���! 
as the probability distribution characterizing the en-

sem ble that is obtained as results ofaction ofthe splitting C
j’i;�
�! ���! 
on the

ensem blecharacterized by �(j’i;�).Since

d�(j’i;�)((x;y))= dP
j’i
�! ���! 
� ��� C

j’i;�
�! ���! 
� �

�1
� ((x;y)); 8(x;y)2 R

2n = 
 = ��(H );

(61)

dP
j’i
�! ���! 
((x;y))=

1

jB 2n(j’i;�)j

nX

i= 1

�
�� (B 2n (j
ii;�jh
ij’ij

1=n ))((x;y))d
nxdny:

(62)

holds. It su� ces to put T�! ���! 
:= �� � C
j’i;�
�! ���! 
� ��1� . By repeating these

constructionsfrom k = 1 weobtain C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
,P

j’i

�! ���! �
,and T�! ���! �.

Step4.

Foreach pairofdi� erentcontexts�,
 2 C,asthe counterpartofthe unitary

transform ation U�! 
 ofcontextchange,we de� ne��! 
 :
 ! 
 by

��! 
 := �� � U�! 
 � ��1� : (63)

First,we de� ne a value assigning m ap v�(� ) in the context � that corre-

sponds to the orthonorm albasis fj�1i;:::;j�nig in the following way. Let Ô

be an observablethatisstable in �.W e denote the eigenvalueofÔ associated

with an eigenvectorj�iiby oi.LetfI
0
1;:::;I

0
m g be a partition ofthe index set
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f1;2;:::;ng such thatoi = oj i� i;j 2 I0
k
forsom e k. Forthe sake ofconve-

nience,we write oI0
k

instead ofoi whose index ibelongs to I0k. W e de� ne v�
by

v�(Ô )((x;y)):=

�
oI0

k

; if��1� (x;y)2
S �

B 2n(jfi;�): k jfik = 1;jfi2 spanfj�ii: i2 I0
k
g
	
;

� ; otherwise,

(64)

where� representsa value depending on (x;y).

Foreach context� 2 C,wede� ne v�! � for Ô /� by

v�! �(Ô )((x;y)):= v�(U
y

�! �
Ô U�! �)(��! �

�1 ((x;y))); 8(x;y)2 R
2n = 
 = ��(H ):

(65)

In m ore generalcase,we de� ne value assigning m apssuccessively.Suppose

thatup to kth context� ofthehistory ofcontextchange� ! � � � ! �,v�! ���! �

isde� ned.Forthe (k + 1)th context
,we de� nev�! ���! �! 
for Ô /
 by

v�! ���! �! 
(Ô )((x;y)):= v����! �(U
y

�! 

Ô U�! 
)(��! 


�1 ((x;y))); 8(x;y)2 R
2n = 
 = ��(H ):

(66)

By de� nition,thesevalue assigning m apsadm itcontextchanging m aps.

P roposition 12 LetU be a unitary transform ation ofH .

U B 2n(j’i;r)= B 2n(U j’i;r); (67)

where j’i2 H ,r> 0.

Proof.

U B 2n(j’i;r)

= U fjfi2 H : k jfi� j’ik < rg

= fU jfi2 H : k jfi� j’ik < rg

=
�
jgi2 H : k U yjgi� j’ik < r

	

= fjgi2 H : k jgi� U j’ik < rg

= B 2n(U j’i;r):

P roposition 13 The value assigning m apsv�! ���! �(Ô )� T�! ���! �sde� ned in

the above satisfy gFUNC.

Proof.LetÂ and B̂ beobservablessuch thatthereexistsa function f :R ! R

which satis� esÂ = f(B̂ ). Suppose that B̂ is stable in a context � 2 C. For

a history of context changes � ! � ! � � � ! � ! �, there exist unitary
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transform ationsU�! �;:::;U�! � ofcontextchangescorrespondingtoeach step.

Itiseasy to seethat

U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
B̂ U�! � � � � U�! � = :Ô / �;

U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
Â U�! � � � � U�! � = :Q̂ / �;

and

Q̂ := f(Ô ):

Let (x;y) be an arbitrary point in B (�) = ��(B
2n(j’i;�)). There exists

i 2 f1;:::;ng such that T�! ���! �((x;y)) 2 ��(B
2n(j�ii;�jh�ij’ij

1=n)) in the

notation in the step 3. Putjfi:= ��1� ((x;y)). Letai and bi be eigenvaluesof

Â and B̂ associated with the eigenvectorj�ii,respectively.Then

v�! ���! �(Â)� T�! ���! �((x;y))= v�! ���! �(Â)� �� � C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi)= ai:

In thesam e way,

v�! ���! �(B̂ )� T�! ���! �((x;y))= bi:

Now ourtask isto show ai = f(bi).

By the de� nition ofv�! ���! �and (32),

ai = v�! ���! �(Â)� T�! ���! �((x;y))

= v�(U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
Â U�! � � � � U�! �)� ��! �

�1 � � � � � ��! �
�1 � T�! ���! �((x;y))

= v�(Q̂ )� ��! �
�1 � � � � � ��! �

�1 � �� � C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi)

= v�(Q̂ )� ��(U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi)):

By Corollary2and Proposition 12,thereexistsaperm utation p0oftheindex

setf1;:::;ngsuchthatU
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi)belongstoB 2n(j�p0(i)i;�jh�ij’ij

1=n).

Hence ai is an eigenvalue of Q̂ associated with an eigenvector j�p0(i)i. Since

Q̂ = f(Ô ), j�p0(i)i is an eigenvector of Ô with an eigenvalue oi such that

ai = f(oi).By de� nition ofv�,the assigned value ofÔ isoi.Therefore

ai = v�(f(Ô ))� ��(U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi))

= f � v�(Ô )� ��(U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi))

= f � v�(Ô )� ��! �
�1 � � � � � ��! �

�1 � T�! ���! �((x;y))

= f � v�! ���! �(U�! � � � � U�! � Ô U
y

�! �
� � � U

y

�! �
)� T�! ���! �((x;y))

= f � v�! ���! �(B̂ )� T�! ���! �((x;y))

= f(bi):
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Step5.

P roposition 14 LetB be the Borel�-algebra of
 .(
 ;B;P
j’i;�

�! ���! �
)isa prob-

ability space thatreproduce quantum -m echanicalstatisticalresults,i.e.,for an

observable B̂ /�,

Z




dP
j’i;�

�! ���! �
v�! ���! �(B̂ )= h’jB̂ j’i: (68)

Proof. Forthe history ofcontextchange � ! 
 ! � � � ! � ! �,there exists

a sequenceofunitary transform ationsofcontextchangesU�! 
;:::;U�! � such

that U y
�! 
 � � � U

y

�! �
B̂ U�! � � � � U�! 
 = : Ô is stable in the context �. Since

B̂ =
P n

i= 1
bij�iih�ij,by using Corollary 2,weobtain

Ô = U y
�! 
 � � � U

y

�! �
B̂ U�! � � � � U�! 


=

nX

i= 1

biU
y
�! 
 � � � U

y

�! �
j�iih�ijU�! � � � � U�! 


=

nX

i= 1

bij�p(i)ih�p(i)j;

wherep representsthe perm utation ofthe index setgiven by Corollary 2.

By the de� nition ofv�! ���! �(B̂ ),

v�! ���! �(B̂ )= v�(Ô )� ��! 

�1 � � � � � ��! �

�1 : (69)

Using Corollary 2 again and (69),wehave

v�! ���! �(B̂ )(��(j�ii)) = v�(Ô )

�

��(U
y
�! 
 � � � U

y

�! �
j�ii)

�

= v�(Ô )
�
��(j�p(i)i)

�

= bi:

Thereforeby (62)

Z




dP
j’i;�

�! ���! �
v�! ���! �(B̂ )

=
1

jB 2n(j’i;�)j

Z




dnxdny

nX

i= 1

�
�� (B 2n (j�ii;�jh�ij’ij

1=n ))v�! ���! �(B̂ )

=

nX

i= 1

bi
jB 2n(j�ii;�jh�ij’ij

1=n)j

jB 2n(j’i;�)j
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=

nX

i= 1

bijh�ij’ij
2

= h’jB̂ j’i:

Step6.

Finally,we show thatn-TRNS issatis� ed.

P roposition 15 For the history ofcontextchange � ! � � � ! � ! �,letÔ be

a degenerate observable thatisstable in both � and �.Then

v�! ���! �! �(Ô )

�

��(C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �
(jfi))

�

= v�! ���! �(Ô )

�

��(C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi))

�

(70)

for 8jfi2 B 2n(j’i;�).

Proof. W e use the sam e notationsin the step 3. Ifjfi2 D �
i(� ! � � � ! �)�

B 2n(j’i;�),then

C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi)2 B 2n

�

j�ii;�jh�ij’ij
1=n

�

:

By thede� nition ofthevalueassigning m ap v�! ���! �,v�! ���! �(Ô )assum esan

eigenvalueofÔ ,say ok0,i.e.,

ok0 = v�! ���! �(Ô )

�

��(C
j’i;�

�! ���! �
(jfi))

�

:

LetfIkgand fJkgbethe� nestpartitionsoftheindexsetwith respecttothepair

ofcontexts� and � (Lem m a1).LetU�! � betheunitary transform ation ofthe

contextchangefrom � to �.Thereexistsk such thati2 Ik.Forthisk,by (55),

there existsj2 Jk such thatj�ji= U�! �j�iiand jfi2 D �
j(� ! � � � ! � ! �).

Henceby (60)

C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �
(jfi)2 B 2n

�

j�ji;�jh�jj’ij
1=n

�

:

By Proposition 12,

U
y

�! �
C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �
(jfi)2 B 2n

�

j�ii;�jh�jj’ij
1=n

�

:

By Proposition 8,v�! ���! �! �(Ô )= v�! ���! �(Ô )� ��! �
�1 ,and therefore

v�! ���! �! �(Ô )

�

��(C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �
(jfi))

�

= v�! ���! �(Ô )

�

��(U
y

�! �
C
j’i;�

�! ���! �! �
(jfi))

�

= ok0:

Hence n-TRNS holds.Thusthe proofofthe theorem iscom pleted.
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5 D iscussion

Theorem 1 seem esto contradictto theno-go theorem fornoncontextualhidden

variablem odels[1]by thefollowing consideration.By theno-go theorem ,there

existsa � nite setofcontextsf�(j):j= 1;:::;N g such thatitisim possibleto

de� nea valueassigningm ap v forthem ,ifthedim ension oftheHilbertspaceof

quantum state vectorsisgreaterthan two. Foreach context�(j),there exists

nondegenerate observable Â(j)/�(j). Let D̂ be an observable thatcannotbe

assigned a value.

SupposethatD̂ isstablein everycontexts�(1);:::;�(N ).Then thereexists

a function fj such that D̂ = fj(Â(j)).By gFUNC,

fk
�

v�(1)! ���! �(k)(Â(k))

�

= v�(1)! ���! �(k)(D̂ )

foran arbitrary history ofcontextchange �(1)! � � � ! �(k) (k = 1;:::;N ).

By n-TRN,

v�(1)(D̂ )= � � � = v�(1)! ���! �(k)(D̂ )= � � � = v�(1)! ���! �(N )(D̂ );

and therefore

fk
�

v�(1)! ���! �(k)(Â(k))

�

= v�(1)! ���! �(k)(D̂ )= v�(1)(D̂ ):

Ifwe de� ne a value assgining m ap v by v(̂O )= v�(1)! ���! �(k)(Ô ) if Ô /�(k),

then v satis� esFUNC partially,i.e.,forfjs(j= 1;:::;N ),butthiscontradicts

theassum ption forD̂ .Therootofthiscontradiction com esfrom theassum ption

that D̂ /�(j);8j.Thustherem ustbe a j such that D̂ isnotstablein �(j).
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