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In Section 3 ofhis paper [1], Gisin argues that a \careless application of
generalized quantum m easurem entscan violateBell’sinequalityeven form ixtures
ofproductstates." However,the observed violation ofthe CHSH inequality is
not in fact due to the application ofgeneralized quantum m easurem ents, but
ratherto a m isapplication ofthe inequality itself| to conditionalexpectations
in which theconditioning dependsupon them easurem entsunderconsideration.

Considertheusualsetup ofquantum nonlocalityargum ents:asystem consists
oftwo widely separated subsystem s,and in each ofthe subsystem s one oftwo
possible experim entsa;a0 and b;b0,respectively,can be perform ed. The system
isin a quantum state� which isa density m atrix on theHilbertspaceH 1 
 H 2.
W e shalldenote by O i

a the positive operatoron H 1 giving via tr�(O i
a 
 I)the

probability of obtaining the value i for the m easurem ent ofa. Sim ilarly O
j

b

denotesthepositiveoperatoron H 2 forthevaluej ofthem easurem entofb.1

A localhidden variablesm odelforthissetup consistsofrandom variablesX a,
X a0,X b,and X b0 for the experim ents under consideration on som e probability
space(
;IP)such thatthejointdistributionsofthem odelreproducethequantum
jointdistribution P �

IP(X a = i;X b = j)= P
�(a = i;b= j)= tr�(O i

a 
 O
j

b) (1)

fora jointm easurem entofa and b,and sim ilarly forthepairs(a;b0),(a0;b),and
(a0;b0).Thuswehavefortheexpectation valueoftheproducta� b

E
�(a� b)= IE(XaX b)

�

=
Z




X a(!)X b(!)dIP(!)
�

; (2)

1This covers m easurem ents associated with positive operator valued (POV) m easures,as

wellasthe specialcase ofm easurem entsassociated with self-adjointoperators,where O i

a
will

be the projection on the eigenspaceofthe eigenvaluei.
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and sim ilarly for the pairs (a;b0), (a0;b), and (a0;b0). Random variables X n,
n = 1:::4 taking valuesin [�1;1]satisfy theCHSH inequality [2,3]

IE(X 1X 2)+ IE(X 1X 3)+ IE(X 4X 2)� IE(X 4X 3)� 2: (3)

Thus (2) im plies that ifthere is a localhidden variables m odelfor quantum
m easurem entstaking valuesin [�1;1]then

E
�(a� b)+ E

�(a� b
0)+ E

�(a0� b)� E
�(a0� b

0)� 2; (4)

and the violation of(4)provesthata localhidden variablesm odelforthe con-
sidered setup isim possible.

A quantum state � thatisa productstate quite obviously allowsfora local
hidden variables m odelreproducing the distributions oflocalexperim ents,and
thusthism ustalsobetrueofam ixtureofproductstates.M oreover,thisconclu-
sion holdsregardlessofthe nature ofthe localexperim entsand in particularit
doesnotm atterwhethertheseexperim entsaredescribed bystandard observables
represented by self-adjointoperatorsorby generalized observablesrepresented by
positiveoperatorvalued(POV)m easures.2 Thusforquantum m easurem entswith
resultsin [�1;1],(4)m ustbesatis�ed in a m ixtureofproductstates.

Nevertheless,Gisin presentsPOV’s| which m ay beregarded ascorrespond-
ing to thethreepossibleoutcom es�1;0;1 | which apparently yield a violation
of(4)even fora state which is a m ixture ofproduct states. W hile the expec-
tationsthathe considersonly concern the instancesin which the particlesboth
�rstpassthrough a �lter,one would expect the ensem ble so de�ned to stillbe
localand henceto stillsatisfy (4),even forgeneralized observables.

W e thus m ust m ore carefully analyze the expectation values used by Gisin.
Theexpectation valueoftheproductofa and b| oura correspondsto Gisin’s
(�;a),bto (�;b)etc.| isgiven by

E
�(a� b) =

X

i;j2f� 1;0;1g

ij P
�(a = i;b= j)

= P
�(a = 1;b= 1)+ P

�(a = �1;b= �1)

�P
�(a = 1;b= �1)� P

�(a = �1;b= 1) (5)

and analogously forE �(a� b0),E �(a0� b),and E�(a0� b0).Thisequalsthenum erator
in Gisin’sEqn.(10),and thisquantity cannotviolate (4)when calculated in a
quantum statewhich isam ixtureofproductstates.Butthequantitiesforwhich
Gisin showsthatthey can lead to a violation of(4)| Gisin’sEqn.(10)| are
notE �(a� b)buttheconditionalexpectation values

E
�(a� bja 6= 0;b6= 0) =

X

i;j2f� 1;0;1g

ij P
�(a = i;b= jja 6= 0;b6= 0)

=
E �(a� b)

P �(a 6= 0;b6= 0)
(6)

2G isin also statesthisin thesecond sentenceafterEqn.(12)in [1].W ehaveproven a m ore

generalstatem entin [4].
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conditioned under \both outcom es di�erent from zero," an eventthatdepends

upon the the choice of experim ents. In a localhidden variables m odelthese
conditionalexpectationsarerepresented by

E
�(a� bja 6= 0;b6= 0)= IE(XaX bjX a 6= 0;X b 6= 0)=

IE(X aX b)

IP(X a 6= 0;X b 6= 0)
: (7)

Clearly, since for the di�erent random variables X a, X a0, X b, and X b0 these
conditionalexpectations refer to di�erent subensem bles ofthe originalensem -
ble de�ned by (
;IP),in generalthe conditionalexpectations need not satisfy
(3),and thusthe violation ofthisinequality doesnotpreclude the existence of
a localhidden variables m odelin this case. In Gisin’s exam ple the subensem -
bles(X a 6= 0;X b 6= 0),(X a 6= 0;X b0 6= 0),etc.,correspond to the eventthatthe
photonspassthe�lterswhich areputin thedirections(a;b),(a;b0),etc.,respec-
tively,and theproblem arisessim ply | asGisin pointsout| because the\�l-
tersdepend on the m easured quantity" which am ountsto selecting experim ent-
dependentsubensem bles.

Thus the results Gisin presents in Section 3 of[1]are not at all\bizarre."
Norarethey related to theapplication ofPOV m easures.In fact,onecan easily
construct a sim ilar situation with 3-valued standard observables (however, of
course notin Hilbertspace dim ension 2):take 2 spin-1 particles,H = lC3 � lC3,
considerthespin observablesJ� in direction � in thex-z-plane

J� =

0

B
B
@

cos� sin�p
2

0
sin�p

2
0 sin�p

2

0 sin�p
2

� cos�

1

C
C
A ;

and takethestate� = 1

2
P(1;0;0)
 (1;0;0)+

1

2
P
(
1

2
;
1
p
2
;
1

2
)
 (

1

2
;
1
p
2
;
1

2
)
.Then theconditional

expectations eE �(�;�)= E �(J�
 J�jJ� 6= 0;J� 6= 0)satisfy eE �(�;�)+ eE �(�0;�)+
eE �(�;� 0)� eE �(�0;�0) = 16

9

p
2 > 2 forthe choice � = 0,� = �

4
,�0 = �

2
,�0 =

� �

4
.This,however,asexplained above,tellsnothing aboutnonlocality,i.e.,the

nonexistence ofa localhidden variablesm odel.
W ethank Shelly Goldstein forvaluablediscussions.
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