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We deduce the quantum mechanical prediction of −a · b for the singlet spin state employing
local measurement functions following Bell’s approach. Our derivation is corroborated through a
computational simulation conducted via the Mathematica programming environment.

In this manuscript, we elucidate the quantum mechanical (QM) prediction for the singlet spin state in the context
of the EPR-Bohm thought experiment (EPRB) [1, 4], employing local measurement functions in accordance with the
methodologies of Bell [2] and Christian [3]. Within the framework of the EPRB experiment, we consider two spin one-
half quantum particles (an electron and a positron) propagating in opposite directions subsequent to their generation
from a singlet state particle. Subsequently, at Stations A and B—situated at a spacelike separation—measurements
of their spins are conducted along independently chosen unit vectors a and b. We posit that the progenitor particle
of the pair possesses zero spin, thereby endowing the pair with the following singlet wavefunction:

|Ψn⟩ =
1√
2

{
|n, +⟩1 ⊗ |n, −⟩2 − |n, −⟩1 ⊗ |n, +⟩2

}
, (1)

where

σ · n |n, ±⟩ = ± |n, ±⟩, (2)

characterizes the quantum mechanical eigenstates where the particles exhibit spin in the ”up” or ”down” orientation
measured in units of ℏ = 2. Here, σ denotes the Pauli spin ”vector” (σx, σy, σz), while n represents the particle’s
spin vector oriented in an arbitrary direction.

The rotational symmetry inherent in the singlet state Ψn guarantees that the expectation values for the individual
spin observables σ · a and σ · b are

Eq.m.(a) = ⟨Ψn|σ · a⊗ 1l |Ψn⟩
= ⟨Ψn|σ · a |Ψn⟩ = 0 (3)

and Eq.m.(b) = ⟨Ψn| 1l⊗ σ · b |Ψn⟩
= ⟨Ψn|σ · b |Ψn⟩ = 0 , (4)

where 1l is the identity matrix. The expectation value of the joint observable σ · a⊗ σ · b is [5]

Eq.m.(a, b) = ⟨Ψn|σ · a ⊗ σ · b |Ψn⟩ = −a · b , (5)

regardless of the relative distance between the two remote locations represented by the unit vectors a and b.

We shall now formulate certain explicitly local measurement functions, akin to those in Bell’s framework [2]. This
approach yields the aforementioned result of −a ·b and aligns with the eigenvalues of observable operators that entail
spins being detected by detectors, with the division of the singlet vector governed by the conservation of spin angular
momentum, as discussed in s1 + s2 = 0, so that:

n = s = s1 = −s2. (6)

In the interaction of two vectors, the resultant is composed of a scalar, (u · v), in addition to a vector via a cross-
product, (u×v) = r, which may collectively be represented as a quaternion, q(u ·v, r), as a single entity. Employing
this notion in conjunction with eq.(6), we define

ra =
a× s1

||a× s1||
and rb =

s2 × b

|| s2 × b ||
, (7)
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µa = sgn(a · s1)a, (8)

µb = sgn(b · s2)b, (9)

A(a, s1) := lim
s1→µa

[
⟨ϕn|(σ · a) (σ · s1)|ϕn⟩+ i ra

]
,

= lim
s1→µa

[
a · s1 + i ra

]
,

= lim
s1→µa

[
qa(a · s1, ra)

]
,

= sgn(a · s1) = ±1, (10)

B(b, s2) := lim
s2→µb

[
⟨χn|(σ · s2) (σ · b)|χn⟩+ i rb

]
,

= lim
s2→µb

[
s2 · b+ i rb

]
,

= lim
s2→µb

[
qb(s2 · b, rb)

]
,

= sgn(s2 · b) = ∓1, (11)

where

|ϕn⟩ =
1√
2

{
|n, +⟩1|n, −⟩1

}
(12)

and |χn⟩ =
1√
2

{
|n, +⟩2|n, −⟩2

}
. (13)

The derivation of the expectation value of the matrix calculation pertaining to the measurement functions A and B
is detailed in the Appendix. In this context, σ · a and σ · b are designated as the detectors utilized by Alice and
Bob, respectively, each possessing no angular momentum at the instant of detection. σ · s1 = −σ · s2 denotes the
spin of the fermions these detectors receive, which constitutes the basis for conducting the EPRB experiment. The
replacement limit functions simulate the functioning of the polarizers at the detection stations, while |ϕn⟩ and |χn⟩
are elementary products now symbolizing the wavefunction of the individual particles. The original singlet state is
thus partitioned between two distinct simple product bra-kets. In the subsequent stage of the A and B functions, it
becomes apparent that quaternions are delineated from the preceding stage. Although the measurement functions
exhibit a deterministic appearance, quantum mechanics precludes the prediction of outcomes on an event-by-event
basis. An analytical depiction of these outcomes, following proper evaluation, does not yield the negative cosine curve.
The probability remains constant at fifty percent for either +1 or −1 outcomes (up or down). The cross products
contained within the functions neither influence this probability nor alter the −a · b expectation value through the
product of the functions. As the replacement limit functions mimic the role of detection polarizers, over numerous
events, the mean action should converge to approximately fifty percent.

The measurement functions delineate the detection processes occurring at two potentially spacelike-separated ob-
servation stations belonging to Alice and Bob. Despite possibly transpiring concurrently, A(a, s1) and B(b, s2)
constitute independent physical processes that are not constrained by the conservation of the initial zero spin angu-
lar momentum. In advancing the AB product calculation, the k indices are omitted subsequent to the initial step.
Employing the ”product of limits equal to limits of product” principle results in the computation of the expectation
value as follows [8]:

E(a, b) = lim
n>>1

[
1

n

n∑
k=1

A(ak, sk1) B(bk, sk2)

]
, (14)

= lim
n≫ 1

{
1

n

n∑
k=1

[
lim

s1 →µa

{qa(a · s1, ra)}
] [

lim
s2 →µb

{qb(s2 · b, rb)}
]}

, (15)

= lim
n≫ 1

[
1

n

n∑
k=1

lim
s1 →µa
s2 →µb

{
qa(a · s1, ra) qb(s2 · b, rb)

}]
, (16)
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= lim
n≫ 1

[
1

n

n∑
k=1

lim
s1 →µa
s2 →µb

{
Re(qa)Re(qb)− Im(qa) · Im(qb) + r0

}]
, (17)

=− cos(θab) + lim
n≫ 1

[
1

n

n∑
k=1

lim
s1 →µa
s2 →µb

{
r0

}]
, (18)

= − cos( θab) + 0⃗, (19)

= −a · b, (20)

where r0 (s1, s2) =
(a · s1)(s2 × b) + (s2 · b)(a× s1)− (a× s1)× (s2 × b)

sin(θab)
. (21)

In step (17), we have employed an identity pertinent to the multiplication of two quaternions, as referenced in [7, 8].
Consequently, the product of two quaternions results in another quaternion, and it is noted that r0 encompasses
all cross products in the numerator which become zero upon taking the limits. In step (18), the limit replacement
functions are applied exclusively to the cross-products of r0, resulting in a null vector. Consequently, the desired
result is obtained through a wholly local process. It is apparent that quantum mechanics is perhaps completed by the
3-sphere topology discussed in [7, 8] through the utilization of quaternions, and that the singlet exhibits a parallelized
3-sphere topology that is transmitted to the particle pair [3, 6–8]. This demonstration can be readily achieved through
the application of Pauli algebra.

We have verified the above analytical calculation through a computer simulation using Mathematica programming
language [9] and the result can be seen in Figure 1. The Mathematica notebook file is also available at [9].

FIG. 1: Plot of product calculation from the simulation. Blue is the correlation data, magenta is the negative cosine curve for
an exact match.

As demonstrated, it is feasible to arrive at a solution for a local QM result. The solution is achieved through the
application of 3-sphere topology using quaternions. This discourse addresses the presumptions made by John Bell
regarding the non-local nature of quantum mechanics in the EPRB scenario. Nonetheless, Bell provided valuable
insights into the formulation of local measurement functions. Subsequently, Joy Christian refined the formulation by
incorporating limit replacement functions, which facilitated accurate product calculations [3, 6–8]. It is probable that
previous assertions claiming ”ordinary quantum mechanics is not locally causal” are incorrect [10].
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Appendix: Matrix Expectation Value Calculation for Functions A and B

We demonstrate here the mathematical steps for the calculation of the matrix expectation value in the measurement
functions that produce cosine with s1 = s.

E(cos (θas1)) = ⟨ϕn|(σ · a) (σ · s1)|ϕn⟩ (A.1)

=
1

2

(
1 0

)
·
(
axsx + aysy + azsz + iaxsy − iaysx azsx − axsz − iazsy + iaysz

−azsx + axsz − iazsy + iaysz axsx + aysy + azsz − iaxsy + iaysx

)
·
(
1
0

)
(A.2)

+
(
0 1

)
·
(
axsx + aysy + azsz + iaxsy − iaysx azsx − axsz − iazsy + iaysz

−azsx + axsz − iazsy + iaysz axsx + aysy + azsz − iaxsy + iaysx

)
·
(
0
1

)
(A.3)

=
1

2
((axsx + aysy + azsz + iaxsy − iaysx) + (axsx + aysy + azsz − iaxsy + iaysx)) (A.4)

= axsx + aysy + azsz = a · s1 (A.5)

Note that the calculation for Bob’s station is similar giving s2 · b. Since there is only one particle per detection
station, it is either ”up” or ”down” upon detection.
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