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[dyannam BonHa-vyacTtuua, cynepnosnums 1 3anytbiBaHME OTHOCATCSA K Haubonee
3arafoyHbIM XapakTepucTuKam KBaHTOBOW MexaHuku. WX npoTMBopedne Halimm
KNacCU4YeCKUM OXMAAHUAM  MOTUBMPOBANM MOSIBIEHNE TEOpUM CO  CKPbITbIMU
napametpamu (hidden variables — HV). C nosiBneHMeM KBaHTOBbIX TEXHOSIOIMA Mbl
MOXEM  3KCMEpPMMEHTaNbHO  MPOBEPUTb  MpeAcKa3aHuMsi  KBAHTOBOM  Teopumn
CpaBHUTENBHO ¢ HV-TeopuaMM 1 HANOXNUTb CTPOrMe OrpaHNYEHUs Ha NONOXKEHHbIE B UX
OCHOBY KItoyeBble pfonyuwleHnda. B gaHHom nybnukauum uccrnenyetca  Bepcus
KBAHTOBOIrO 3KCrnepumeHTa (C 3anyTbiBaHWMEM) C OT/IOXKEHHbIM BbIOOPOM, M MokasaHo,
4yTOo 0600LEHe HV Ha ynpaBnsiowme yCTPOMUCTBaA TONbKO YrnybnseT nNpoTUBOPEYMS.
CpaBHuBatoTca HV-Teopuun, yooBneTBopsitowime ycroBnam oO6BHEKTMBHOCTM (CBOMCTBO
¢OTOHOB ObITb NMMBO YacTuuen, NGO BOSTHOM, HO HE TeéM M APYrMM OAHOBPEMEHHO),
AETEPMUHU3MA W NOKANbHOW HE3aBUCMMOCTWU CKPbITbIX MapamMeTpoB B KBAHTOBOW
mexaHuke (KM). JTiobble gBa n3 atux ycnosuii coBmectHbl B KM. KOHNMKT BO3HMKAET,
KOraa HanoXXeHbl BCE TPW YCMOBWUA U COXPAHATCA Npu NobOM HEHyneBoOW CTeneHu
3anyTtaHHoOCTU. [peanoXxeH aKCnepMMeHT AN NPOBEPKN yKa3aHHbIX BbIBOOOB.

RRREEPREEEEE , Cxema npegnaraemMoro 3KcrnepumMeHTa:
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| 3anyckatowum (trigger), a ocTanbHble Tpu
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KBaHTOBO-YyNpaBnaemMbiu NHTepdepomeTp
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& coge e 4@‘” < MOryT perynmpoBaTtbcd, 4Tobbl 0becneynTb
BN Wevepites HY)XHbIN ~ BPEMEHHOW  MOPAL4OK  COObITUN
PAN e OEeTEeKTUPOBaHUS.
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BugHocTb. BugHocTtun Vaic=o (>kenTbin UBET) M VM—'(CMHMVl LBET) BblYMCIEHbI, KakK
yKkaszaHo B TeKCTe cTaTbu, pasgen “Methods”. B HV-Teopusax BUOHOCTb He MO3BONSAET
otnnuntb cnyyan ¢=0.1, Bpeska crnpasa BBepxy WIOCTPUPYET 3TO ANS cry4vas

PIP)=n=3 rge npamas nuWHWS npeacTaBnseT npeackasanne  HV-Teopuin Ans
BUOUMOCTM.
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