nonlocality

=) +icos¢’sin ¢’(1+ cos 0)
) +i(sin ¢’ cos 6’ — cos? o)
0

s ’'sin g’
L@ sin 6§/
0

Freedman at Berkeley have
ement with S,;, but in dis-
s) with Sy, - a strong dis-

s of Quantum Mechanics
sche Grundlagen der Quan-

b, 827 (1963).
157).

- A Holt: Phys. Rev. Lett.,

Rev., 47, 777 (1935).
and also from Dr. E. Guth,

wmis and Predictions, edited

ch., 17, 59 (1967).

=cture at the Boston Collo-
970.

Question,” in Foundations
-ademic Press, New York,

ussed by A. Peres and P.

50).
s thesis, Boston University

ble theories by means of a
imental Test of Quantum
wunations of Quantum Me-
v York, 1971), pp. 195-210.
assumption that the results

nuclei with nonzero spin.
[20] A. 1. Akhiezer and V. B
(Washington, D.C.).
[21] The assumption of a poj
the more realistic case of a li
[22] See ref, [6] and ref, [15].
[23] L. de Broglie: Nonlinegr Wave Mechanics
e’lectromagne’tiques et photons ( Paris, 1968),
[24] For eéxample, D. Bohm: Phys, Rev., 85, 166,

(New York, 1960); also Ondes
and other publications.
180 (1952).

book from the shelf and pointe
rem (in Section 1 of Chapter IV): “If R, 8, .

a,b,... real numbers, then Exp(a® +p§
.Einstein then said that ther

on Neumann’s theo-
-+ are arbitrary quantitjes and
( +-~-)=aExp(<R)+bExp(S)+
€ 1S 10 reason why this premise should

LY 22




