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Kent’s conclusion that \non-contextual hidden variable
theories cannot be exclided by theoretical argum ents of the
K ochen-Specker type once the in precision in real world ex—
perin ents is taken into account" Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3755
(1999) ], is criticized . T he K ochen-Speckertheorem jist points
out that it is Im possble even to conceive a hidden variable
m odel n which the outcom es of all m easurem ents are pre—
determm ined; i does notm atter if these m easurem ents are per—
form ed or not, or even if these m easurem ents can be achieved
only wih nite precision.

PACS numbers: 03.65Bz, 03.67Hk, 03.67Lx

In a recent Letter ], Kent generalizes a re—
sul advanced by M eyer E], and concludes that:
(1) \N on-contextual hidden variabl NCHV ] theories
cannot be exclided by theoretical argum ents of the
K fochen—IS pecker] type [}{§1once the in precision in real
world experin ents is taken into account". (i) \T hisdoes
not (...) a ect the situation regarding local hidden vari-
able [LHV ]theories, which can be refited by experin ent,
m odulo reasonable assum ptions E{E]."

Inmy view , the situation isthe opposite: TheK S theo—
rem holds, precisely because it is a theoretical argum ent
which deals wih gedanken conospts such as ideal yes—
no questions. However, the em pirical refutation of LHV
theories can be questioned precisely on the grounds of
the lnevitable niteness of the precision of realm easure—
m ents. A llow m e to illustrate both points.

The K S theoram is a m athem atical statem ent which
asserts that for a physical system described in quantum
m echanics QM ) by a H ibert space of din ension greater
than orequalto three, it ispossbl to nd a set ofn pro—
“ection operators, w hich represent yes-no questionsabout
an individualphysical system , so that none ofthe 2" pos—
sible sets of \yes" or \no" answ ers is com patible w ith the
sum rule ofQM fororthogonalresolutions ofthe identity

(ie., if the sum of a subset of m utually orthogonalpro—
“ection operators is the identity, one and only one of the
corresponding answ ers ought to be \yes") E]. The an all-
est exam ple currently known of such a set has only 18
yesno questions (@bout a physical system described by a
four-din ensionalH ibert space) @]. AsfarasIcan see,
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the plain new result contained in ] is the follow ing: For
any physicalsystem described by a nite H ibert space, it
isalways possble to construct a set of pro fction opera—
tors, which isdense in the set ofall pro fction operators,
so that an assignation of \yes" or \no" answ ers is possi-
bl in a way com patible w ith the sum rule ofQM .From
a m athem atical point of view, it is clear that this new
result does not, by no m eans, nullify the KS theorem .
However, K ent a m sthat this is so when one takes into
acoount that realistic physicalm easurem ents are always
of nite precision. Kent seem s to assum e that the K S
theoram concems the results ofa (counterfactual) set of
m easuram ents, nstead of (the plain non-existence of) a
set of yesno questionsw ith pre-determ ined answers. T he
K S theorem Tust points out that it is in possible even to
oconceive a hidden variable m odel in which the outcom es
ofallm easurem ents are pre-determ ined; i doesnotm at—
ter ifthese m easurem ents are perform ed ornot, oreven if
these m easuram ents can be achieved only w th nite pre—
cision. The K S theorem assum esthat any NCHV theory
is a classical theory, and since In classical physics there
is In principle no di culty to conceive ideal (ie., de ned
w ith In nite precision) yesno questions, then i is quie
Jkgitin ate to handl ideal yesno questions when one is
trying to prove that such a theory does not even exist.

The only possbl loophole in the K S theorem would
be caused by the nonexistence of som e ofthe yesno ques-
tions involved In any of its proofs. H ow ever, this loophol
would have very weird consequences. For Instance, con—
sider a physical system described by a three-dim ensional
realH ibert space, and assum e that the only yes-no ques—
tions wih a real existence would be those represented
by progction operators de ned by vectors w ith rational
com ponents. This subset is dense in the set of yesno
questions and adm its an assignation of \yes" or \no" an-—
swers com patble wih the sum rule E]. However, the
Initial assum ption is in con ict with the superposition
principlebecause som e linear com binationsof\legal" yes—
no questions would be illegal, since their nom alization
would dem and irrational com ponents @].

On the other hand, the nie precision m easurem ent
problem m atters in real experim ents. It willa ect any
realexperim entbased on theK S theorem @], and indeed
a ects the theoretical analysis of any real experin ent to
refute LHV . In fact, realexperin ents like those ofA spect
et al. m entioned by K ent, adm it LHV m odels E]. These
m odels still work even assum ing perfect e ciency of de—
tectors, but vanish when In nite precision ofpreparations
and (of all required) m easurem ents is assum ed.
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