arXiv:quant-ph/9709007v1 2 Sep 1997

EPR correlations and EPW distributions
revisited
LarsM .Johansen %

Institute of P hysics, University of O slo, P O Box 1048 B lindem, N-0316 O sb,
N orway

A bstract

Tt is shown that Bell's proof of violation of local realism in phase space is lncor-
rect. U sing Bell's approach, a violation can be derived also for nonnegative W igner
distrbutions. The error is found to lie in the use of an unnom alizable W igner
function.
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In 1964, J. S.Bellderived an Inequality which must be cbeyed by any local,
realistic theory [L]. Sin ultaneously, he dem onstrated that quantum m echanics
violates such an nequality. Thiswas done using a tw o-particke entangled soin—
state. C Jauser et al. reform ulated Bell's inequality In a way better adapted to
experin entaltesting R].Since then, Bell’stheoram hasbeen extended In m any
ways [3,4]. T heoretically, violation of local realisn has also been dem onstrated
w ithout the use of nequalities [5,6]. Local realisn hasbeen tested in various
experin ents, and In the overw helm Ing m a prity of cases a violation has been
found [7,8].

M ost ofthisactivity hasbeen concemed w ith tests where discrete varables are
m easured. M ost typically, entangled spjn-; states [9,10] are em ployed. Bell's
paper [l] was Inspired by the work of E instein, Podolsky and Rosen (EPR),
which deal with a gedanken experim ent where continuous variables like po—
sition and m om entum would be observed [11]. In 1985, Home and Zeilinger
proposed a Belltype experin ent using entanglem ent in continuous variables,
In this case linear mom enta [L2]. This possbility was elaborated further in
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Refs. [13,14], and an experim ental test was perfomm ed by R arity and Tapster
n 1990 [15].

Tt hasbeen shown that the EPR state can be generated In quantum optics by
a nondegenerate param etric am pli er [16,17]. In this experin ent, two conji—
gate variables can both be cbserved w ith arbitrary precision if one of them is
Inferred from a strongly correlated variable. T hese predictions were later con—

m ed In an experin ent by Ou et al. [18,19]. It should be noted that violation
of ocal realian is not dem onstrated in such experin ents.

In 1986 Bell presented a paper entitled \EPR correlationsand EPW distribu-
tions" in a conference arranged by the New York A cadem y of Sciences R0]. It
has also been reprinted in the volum e \Speakabl and unspeakable In quantum
m echanics" R1]. In the title, Bell plays w ith the acronym s EPR and EPW ,
the latter being form ed from the initials of Eugene P. W igner. The W igner
distrdoution R2]plays a prom inent role In this paper.W ih a f&w notable ex—
ceptions R3,24], the paper has received little attention in the litterature. &t is
di erent from the otherworksby Bellon localrealisn in that it dealsw ith an
experin ent where variables w ith a continuous spectrum are to be observed.
Bell form ulates a condition on local realisn for a two-particle system where
the particlk positions are to be cbserved at di erent tin es. T his is closely re—
lated to the origihal EPR problem . The state orighally used by EPR has a
nonnegative W igner distribution .B ellargues that this constitutes a local, clas-
sicalm odel, and that consequently this state should not violate Jocal realiam .
He then exam Ines a state w ith negative W igner distrloution, and proceeds to
dem onstrate that this state violates local realiam .

R ecently, Leonhardt and Vaccaro R4] have dam onstrated that Bell's schem e
can be translated Into a quantum optical experim ent. Instead of cbserving
particle positions at di erent tin es, they suggested to cbserve the rotated
quadrature variables of a two-m ode radiation eld at di erent settings of the
Jocal oscillator phases. A s the Input state, they suggested to use a superposi—
tion of vacuum and a two-photon state.

In his 1986 paper 20], Bellused an unnom alizabl W igner finction in order
to describe a state w ith sharp m om entum . H owever, the use of vectors w ith
In nite nom m ay som etin es lead to problem s R5].D ue to the n nie nom,
Bell could not calculate nom alized probabilities. Instead, he ntroduced an
nequality where only relative probabilities enter. W ith these assum ptions he
was able to dem onstrate violation of local realism . In this paper, I shall follow

Bell's procedure in Ref. R0] closely, but Iw illuse an input state which has an
explicitly nonnegative W igner distribution. N evertheless, Iw illderive a viola—
tion ofBell's nequality. T his raises the suspicion that therem ust be som ething
wrong In Bell's argum ent In Ref. R0]. And indeed, by closer inspection, it is
found that the use of an unnom alizable W igner function is not pem issble,



due to the fact that a nom alization factor is treated as tin e lndependent.
Thiswillbe explained in detail Jater.

P_
To begin with, we consider a ooherent state § i.Here = (1= 2) (@ + Ioo),
and @ and py are assum ed to be real numbers. This state has a W igner
distrdbution R22,26]
1 h ) 2i
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A lso, we shall consider a \squeezed vacuum " state, which has a W igner dis—
tribution R6]

1 b . "o
W,QiP)= —exp (sQ)" exp S : @)

W hen s decreases, the rst gaussian gets very broad and alm ost lndependent
of Q , whereas the second gaussian gets very narrow . In the Iimit s ! 0 Bell
w rites the W igner function as

W,Q;P)=K ®); (3)

where he denotes K as an \unin portant constant" R0].N ote that in thisway
he has started working w ith an unnom alizable W igner distribution. It is the
m aln purpose of this paper to show that this trick is not pem issble.

A ssum e that the total system is described by the product W ;W , . Note that
both W ; and W , are nonnegative. In this sense, a classical phase space de-
scription exists. In analogy w ith Bell’s treatm ent (see also Bohr in Ref. R7]),
we in pose the linear transform ations

1 1

q=1@—§(qL ®); pP= P—z(pl P2)i @)
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Q=P—§(Ch+qz); P=P—§(Pl+p2)= ©)

Expressed In tem s of output variables, the total W igner distribution now
reads

Q. @ P P2 at e prt P2
P=—i—P=— )W, (P=—7;—P=
2 2 2 2

W @i%ipiip2) = W ): 6)

Now we assum e that the two \positions" g and @ are m easured at arbitrary
tines y and t,, regpectively. The tim es . play the rol of local param eters,



Just like polarizer ssttings do in the traditional Bell experin ent [L]. For two
free particles, the two-tin e W igner distriboution is R2]

W @;@ipiipiti) =W @ pibre pbipp): 7

N ote that this distribution is also nonnegative.W e assum e that the twom asses
are equal, and choose a uni ofm ass so thatm = 1.The two-tin ¢, m arginal,
“pInt position probability distribution is
Z Z
w@ieitit) = dpr  dp W @i%ipiipeitaite): @)

Due to the function (3), the st integral over, say, p,, essentially consists
In replacing p, with ;. A fler perform Ing the nal integral over p;, we get

w@iestik)=w @ ); 9)
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Follow ng Bell (see also Ref. R4]), we calculate the unnom alized \probability"
of ¢ and g, having di erent signs,

A z0
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By change of Integration variables using Egs. (4)-(5), wem ay w rite

70 Z 4 7 z4
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Fig.1l.The function S ( )=K forthe state (6) when gy = 1l andpp = 1. I clarly
can becom e negative, a result w hich should notbepossibl fora nonnegative W igner
distrbution. T his indicates a faul in Bell's argum ent.
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Bellproceeded to dem onstrate R0] that for localhidden variabl theories, the
finction

S()=3F() FQG) 15)

should be nonnegative,
S() O: (16)
By setting, eg., g = 1 and pg = 1, i is seen that the state (6) violates this

nequality, even though it has a nonnegative W igner distribution (seeFig.1).
How can thisbe possblk?



A ccording to Bell, F' () expresses the probability of g and ¢ having di erent
signs, apart from an \unin portant constant" K [RO0]. H owever, this conclusion
is not straightforward, due to the follow Ing argum ent which applies both to
the state considered by Bellin Ref. R0] and the state considered here. A prob—
ability can never exoeed uniy, but we ssethatF () ! 1 as ! 1 .Thus,
In order to have a nite probability ast! 1 , the nom alization constant K
must approach in nity ast ! 1 .Ifwe now assum e that the nom alization
constant K istim e ndependent, the probability w illvanish forall nite tin es.
T his is clearly wrong, and besides does not lead to any violation of Bell’'s In—
equality (16).W etherefore see that the nom alization constant K m ust depend
on tin e. In the inequality (16), the probability is com pared at two di erent
tin es, and one isnot allowed to assum e that K is tin e lndependent. T he con—
clusion is that the assum ption that K isan \unin portant constant" is w rong,
and that violation of local realisn has not been dem onstrated in Ref. R0].

To summ arize, i hasbeen found that Bell's dam onstration In Ref. R0] of vi-
olation of local realisn in phase space for continuous variables is untenable.
Bell's calculation was repeated, but w ith a nonnegative W igner function.N ev—
ertheless, i was seem ingly possible to derive a violation of local realian . T his
should not be possible, since a nonnegative W igner fiinction can be regarded
as a Jocalhidden varable theory. It was seen that the error was caused by the
use of an unnom alizable state. In this experin ent, the two \local tin es" t,
play the roke of Iocal param eters in the sam e way that the ordentation of the
FoiIn— lters are the local param eters in the standard Bell experim ent [1]. It is
not pem issble to disregard a nom alization constant which depends on the
localparam eters.

R eferences

[L] J.S.Bell, Physics (Long Islnd Ciy, N Y ) 1 (1964) 195.

R] J.F.Chuser,M .A.Home, A.Shinony, and R .A . Hol, Phys.Rev. Lett. 23
(1969) 880 .

B] J.F.Clhuserand M .A .Home, Phys.Rev.D 10 (1974) 526.
4] N.Gisin and A .Peres, Phys. Lett. A 162 (1992) 15.

B] D .M .G reenberger,M .A .Home, and A . Zeilinger, n :Bell’s T heoram , Q uantum
Theory and Conceptions of the Universe, ed. M . K afatos K luwer A cadem ic
P ublishers, D ordrecht, 1989) p. 69.

b] L.Hardy, Phys.Rev.Lett. 68 (1992) 2981.

[71 A .A spect, P.G rangier, and G . Roger, Phys.Rev. Lett. 47 (1981) 460



B] R.Y.Chiao,P.G .Kwiat,and A .M .Steinberg, Q uant. Sem iclass.Opt.7 (1995)
259.

P] J.F.Cluserand A . Shimony, Rep.Prog.Phys. 41 (1978) 1881.
[O]JF .M .Pipkin,Adv.At.M ol.Phys. 14 (1978) 281.
[l1]A .Einstein, B .Podolsky, and N .Rosen, Phys.Rev. 47 (1935) 777.

[l2]M .A .Home and A . Zeilinger, In: Sym posium on the Foundations of M odem
Physics, eds. P. Lahti and P .M ittelstaedt W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore, 1985)
p.435.

[L3]M . Zukow skiand J.Pykacz, Phys.Lett.A 127 (1988) 1.

[l41M .A .Home, A . Shin ony, and A . Zeilinger, Phys.Rev. Lett. 62 (1989) 2209.
[15]1J.G .Rarity and P.R . Tapster, Phys.Rev. Lett. 64 (1990) 2495.

[l6]M .D .Reid and P.D .D rumm ond, Phys.Rev. Lett. 60, 2731 (1988).

[L7]M .D .Reid, Phys.Rev.A 40 (1989) 913.

[18]1Z.Y.0Ou, S.F.Pereira, H.J.Kinbl, and K. C.Peng, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68
(1992) 3663.

[9]1Z2.Y.0u,S.F.Percira,and H.J.Kinbl, AppL Phys.B 55 (1992) 265.

R0]J.S.Bell, n:New Technigues and Ideas in Q uantum M easurem ent T heory, ed.
D.M .Greenberger (The New York A cademy of Sciences, New York, 1986) p.
263.

R1]1J. S. Bell, Speakabl and unspeakable In quantum m echanics (Cam bridge
University P ress, C am bridge, 1987) p.196.

R2]E .W igner, Phys.Rev. 40 (1932) 749.
R3]U . Leonhardt, Phys. Lett. A 182 (1993) 195.
R4]1U . Leonhardt and J.A .Vaccaro, J.M od. O pt. 42 (1995) 939.

R5]A . Peres, Quantum Theory: Conosgpts and M ethods K luwer A cadem ic
P ublishers, D ordrecht, 1993) p. 80.

R6]D .F.W allsand G .J.M ibum, Q uantum O ptics (SpringerVerlag, Berlin, 1994)
p.64.

R7IN .Bohr, Phys.Rev. 48 (1935) 696.



