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The emergence of realism from the quantum domain, often associated with the suppression of quantum fea-
tures, is a key aspect of the quantum-to-classical transition. In this work, we implement an experiment with
Werner states subjected to weak measurements to investigate how quantum correlations influence the emer-
gence of realism. Maximally entangled twin photons, generated via spontaneous parametric down-conversion,
are used to prepare Werner states. We employ a monitoring model that smoothly transitions between weak and
strong nonselective measurements, along with an irrealism measure. Our findings demonstrate that quantum
discord suppression induced by weak measurements, known as weak quantum discord, drives the emergence
of realism. Additionally, our findings highlight the robustness of the irrealism measure in quantum correlation-
based scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum-to-classical transition, and more broadly the
measurement problem, continues to be one of the most in-
triguing challenges in quantum theory. Understanding how
classical phenomena, where observables have well-defined
and realistic values, emerge from a quantum framework that
lacks intrinsic realism carries deep implications. Over the past
few decades, foundational debate about the ontic or epistemic
nature of wave function has sparked interest [1–12]. Further-
more, significant conceptual advances in understanding the
emergence of objective reality from the quantum substratum
have been explored through different approaches like weak
measurements [13–16], decoherence [17], and quantum dar-
winism [18]. Monitoring maps, known as generalized mea-
surement maps [15, 16, 19, 20], which act as a connection
between weak and strong (projective) nonselective regimes,
have been employed to investigate the emergence of realism
from the quantum substratum [14, 15, 21], and their links
with quantum darwinism have been identified [16]. In ad-
dition to their foundational importance, weak measurements
have proven useful in various applications, such as protecting
quantum states from decoherence [22, 23], quantum thermal
devices [24–27], and quantum state tomography [28].

The informational measure known as quantum irreal-
ism [14, 15, 29], derived from the contextual realism hypoth-
esis introduced in [29], is used to assess the degree of realism
in quantum systems. The hypothesis generalizes the notion of
EPR elements of reality [30], asserting that in quantum sys-
tems, a measured property attains a well-defined value follow-
ing a projective measurement of a discrete spectrum observ-
able, regardless of whether the specific measurement outcome
is known [15, 29]. This implies that incoherent mixtures of all
possible outcomes have realism for the measured observable.
This measure has proven valuable across a variety of con-
texts, including coherence [31], non-locality [32–36], random
quantum walks [37], continuous variables [38, 39], Hardy’s
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paradox [40], generalized resource theory of information [41],
Aharonov-Bohm effect [42], complementarity relations [43],
delayed-choice arrangements [44], and quantum eraser exper-
iments [45]. More recently, generalizations have been pro-
posed, including a theory-independent framework [46] and a
joint reality criterion [47].

In particular, the implications of monitoring for the emer-
gence of realistic properties of quantum two-level systems
were experimentally investigated in two separate setups. In
the first experiment, a weak measurement was performed in a
photonic device [14], where a fiducial bipartite state was pre-
pared close to a pure state, with initial entropies assumed to be
zero within a margin of error comparable to experimental un-
certainties [14]. In the second experiment, using IBM’s quan-
tum computers, the realism of an observable was examined by
monitoring its incompatible counterpart with superconducting
qubits [21]. Both experiments corroborated the theoretical
prediction that the realism of an observable increases when
monitoring the same observable.

In this work, we move forward on the investigation of the
emergence of realism by conducting a photonic experiment
with Werner state preparation wherein realism induced by the
monitoring operation can be completely associated with the
amount of quantum discord removed from the measurement
procedure. This conclusion is based on a distance-based ap-
proach that defines quantum discord in the context of weak
measurements, as discussed in [48]. The weak quantum dis-
cord interpolates between two scenarios, one in which the
quantum correlations remain fully intact without measure-
ment and another in which one-way quantum discord vanishes
upon performing a local projective measurement [48]. This
allows weak quantum discord to be understood as a measure
of the quantum correlations that are removed by local weak
measurements [48].

To implement the experiment, we utilized entangled twin
photons created by spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) to generate a maximally entangled state in polariza-
tion [49]. The Werner state and the weak measurement are
implemented using the technique discussed in [50], which is
experimentally built through Kraus maps, carrying out uni-
tary operations. The manuscript is organized as follows. In
Sec.II, we introduce the realism quantifier and the weak dis-
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cord framework. In Sec.III, we present our main findings,
beginning with the experimental setup used to generate the
Werner state and implement the weak measurement. We then
demonstrate the emergence of realism through weak quantum
discord for various values of measurement strength and ini-
tial parameters of the Werner state. Finally, in Sec. IV, we
summarize our conclusions and offer perspectives for future
work.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The realism quantifier is based on the idea that a projective
measurement of a discrete-spectrum observable A =

∑
a aAa,

with projectors Aa = |a⟩ ⟨a| acting on the Hilbert spaceHA for
a given preparation ϱ on HA ⊗HB establishes the realism of
the measured property related to the observable A even when
the measurement outcome is not revealed. Formally, this pro-
cedure can be represented by the post-measurement state

ΦA(ϱ) :=
∑

a

(Aa ⊗ 1)ϱ(Aa ⊗ 1), (1)

which is then taken as a primitive notion of A-reality state in
this framework [15, 44]. The quantifier is defined as

RA(ρ) := ln dA − IA(ρ), (2)

where

IA(ρ) := min
ϱ

S
(
ρ||ΦA(ϱ)

)
= S

(
ΦA(ρ)

)
− S (ρ) (3)

is a faithful quantifier of A-realism violations for a given state
ρ (where S (ρ||σ) = Tr

[
ρ(ln ρ − lnσ)

]
is the relative entropy,

S (ρ) := Tr
(
ρ ln ρ

)
is the von Neumann entropy) and dA =

dimHA. The irrealism of the measurement context A and
state ρ, is bounded as 0 ≤ IA(ρ) ≤ ln dA and vanishing iff
ρ = ΦA(ρ).

It is evident that whenever quantum discord is present in a
bipartite state [44], the A-irrealism induced by the joint state
ρ = ρAB exceeds that of the subsystemA alone. This relation
is expressed by the inequality

IA(ρ) − IA(ρA) ≥ DA(ρ), (4)

where ρA = TrB(ρ) represents the reduced state of subsystem
A. The term DA(ρ) denotes the quantum discord [51–54],
defined as

DA(ρ) := min
A

[IA:B(ρ) − IA:B(ΦA(ρ))], (5)

which quantifies the difference in mutual information before
and after a local measurement on A. Here, mutual informa-
tion is given by IA:B(ρ) = S (ρ||ρA⊗ρB). This result highlights
that the presence of quantum discord inherently indicates the
A-irrealism in the system, connecting the concepts of quantum
correlations and the irrealism of local observables.

Another important property concerning maximally incom-
patible observables A and A′ acting onHA

RA(ρ) + RA′ (ρ) ≤ ln dA + S (ρA) − IA:B(ρ), (6)

precludes the manifestation of full realism whenever ρ ,
1

dA
⊗ ρB and shows that quantum correlations make real-

ism a property that depends not only on the system under
investigation but also on any potential correlations it may
share [15, 44]. For pure states ρ = |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|, the upper bound
becomes ln dA − E(ψ), with E(ψ) = S (ρA(B)) the entangle-
ment entropy of |ψ⟩ [44].

A. Weak measurements, realism, and weak quantum discord

The map referred to as monitoring,

Mϵ
A(ρ) := (1 − ϵ)ρ + ϵ ΦA(ρ), (7)

transitions smoothly between two extremes: no interven-
tion Mϵ→0

A (ρ) = ρ and a projective unrevealed measurement
Mϵ→1

A (ρ) = ΦA(ρ). For intermediate values 0 < ϵ < 1,
it represents a weak unrevealed measurement of varying in-
tensity. This map adheres to the non-signaling principle
TrA[Mϵ

A(ρ)] = TrA[ρ] and captures the fact that an infinite se-
quence of weak measurements converges to a projective mea-
surement limn→∞[Mϵ

A]n = ΦA), ∀ ϵ , 0. Further details on
weak maps can be found in Ref. [15].

Using the realism quantifier and the hierarchy relation for
all measurement strengths ϵ, Mϵ

AΦA = ΦAMϵ
A = ΦA, it was

demonstrated in Ref. [15] that

∆R(A) = S (Mϵ
A(ρ)) − S (ρ) ⩾ ϵIA(ρ), (8)

which is generally non-negative, with equality occurring at
ϵ = 0 and ϵ = 1. If ρ = ΦA(ρ), then ∆R = 0, as in this case
ρ is already a state of reality for A. If ϵ → 1, the variation
saturates to the maximum value ∆Rmax(A) = IA(ρ), meaning
that realism maximally emerges when full irrealism is sup-
pressed. Moreover, one can prove that the following decom-
position holds

∆R(A)ρ = ∆R(A)ρA + DA
ϵ(ρ), (9)

where ∆R(A)ρA = S (Mϵ
A(ρA)) − S (ρA) is the variation of co-

herence in the reduced state and DA
ϵ is the non-minimized

version of the one-way weak quantum discord [48], defined
as

DA
ϵ(ρ) := min

A

[
I(ρ) − I(Mϵ

A(ρ))
]
, (10)

with 0 ≤ ϵ ≤ 1. The weak quantum discord, as defined by
(10), has the precise meaning of the amount of quantum dis-
cord, presented in the initial state ρ, which is destroyed when-
ever we have a weak non-selective interaction [48].

In the following, we present our experiment to investi-
gate the above decomposition in a specific scenario where the
emergence of realism induced by the monitoring map can be
associated with the quantum discord suppressed in the pro-
cess.
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III. EXPERIMENT AND RESULTS

A. Experimental setup

We used photonic qubits encoded in polarization to imple-
ment an experiment showing the validity of the results pre-
sented in the previous section. Our experimental configuration
includes a twin-photon source generated from spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC). We apply unitary op-
erations to the photon polarization, first to prepare the initial
state ρ, and later to approximate the action of the monitoring
map Mϵ

A(ρ).

1. Entangled Photonic States

The schematic of our experimental setup is shown in Fig-
ure 1. In the first part, a diode laser of 50 mW emits a beam
at a wavelength of 405 nm and pumps two β -barium boreate
(BBO) crystals, which have been cut adequately for carrying
out collinear type I phase matching, and the optical axes are
held orthogonal to each other, as illustrated in Figure 1(a). In
this way, a half-wave plate (HWP) set at 22.5◦, fixed before
the non-linear crystals, turns the pump photon polarization
|H⟩, |V⟩ into 1

√
2
(|H⟩ ± |V⟩), respectively. Additionally, a pair

of compensating Yttrium vanadate (YVO) crystals is placed to
correct temporal and spatial effects that reduce the coherence
of the system [49]. Accordingly, the pair of down-conversion
photons from the coupled BBO crystals is indistinguishable,
and the initial state of the system is prepared to approximate a
Bell state in polarization, |φ−⟩ = 1

√
2
[|H1⟩|H2⟩ − |V1⟩|V2⟩].

In Figure 1 (b), the down-converted photons are reflected by
the mirrors, defining specified single spatial modes. Photon
polarization analysis is carried out using adjustable quarter-
wave plates, QWP1(2), plus polarizers, P1(2), allowing us to re-
construct a quantum state by tomography measurement (com-
bination of all Pauli matrices). Each mode is equipped with
an optical fiber coupler that steers the photons to be detected
in coincidence by avalanche single-photon detectors.

2. Preparation of Werner States

The SPDC process allows the preparation of Werner states
by submitting one of the photons to a controlled depolariza-
tion channel of one qubit [50, 55, 56]. It was recently demon-
strated in [50] that depolarizing dynamics can be achieved by
dividing the acquisition time into intervals, each correspond-
ing to different operations. In this case, the Pauli operators
(σx, σy, σz) contribute equally to the dynamics, while the
identity operator 1 plays a distinct role with a different weight.

The operators needed to prepare the Werner state are

K0 =
√

p0 1, Kx =
√

pxσx

Ky =
√

pyσy, Kz =
√

pzσz, (11)

FIG. 1: (a) Experimental setup for generating the maximally
entangled Bell state |φ−⟩ in polarization via SPDC in two or-
thogonal BBO crystal. Twin-photon pair is generated by a
pump laser at diagonal polarization, achieved using HWPp set
at 22.5◦, enabling down-conversion in either the first or second
crystal. (b) In mode 1, a combination of two HWPs is used
to prepare the Werner state, as detailed in subsection III A 2.
In mode 2, the monitoring map is implemented inserting or
not a HWP, as described in subsection III A 3. Subsequently,
QWPs and Polarizers are employed to make the measurement
for quantum state tomography. The twin photons are coupled
into optical fibers and directed to single-photon detectors for
coincidence counts.

where p0 + px + py + pz = 1 guarantees the property∑
k K†µKk = 1. Figure 1(b) shows how to implement op-

erators Ki using the wave plates in mode 1. We insert the
plates HWP(0) and HWP′(45◦) in the path through which the
photons from mode 1 pass through. The Pauli operators are
run by rotating the photon polarization. For example, the an-
gles required for each operation produce σx = HWP(45◦),
σy = HWP(0◦)HWP′(45◦), and σz = HWP′(0◦) [50]. When
we apply these transformations, we get the four maximally
entangled Bell states:

|φ−⟩ =

(
K0
√

p0
⊗ 1

)
|φ−⟩, |ψ−⟩ =

(
Kx
√

px
⊗ 1

)
|φ−⟩

|ψ+⟩ =

(
Ky
√py

⊗ 1

)
|φ−⟩, |φ+⟩ =

(
Kz
√

pz
⊗ 1

)
|φ−⟩, (12)

where the normalization is omitted in this equation.
Considering the effect of map (11) in the source state ρ =
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|φ−⟩ ⟨φ−|, we obtain

E(|φ−⟩⟨φ−|) =
z∑

i=0

Mi|φ
−⟩⟨φ−|M†i ,

E(|φ−⟩⟨φ−|) = p0 |φ
−⟩ ⟨φ−| + px |ψ

−⟩ ⟨ψ−|

+py |ψ+⟩ ⟨ψ+| + pz |φ
+⟩ ⟨φ+| . (13)

Given that the parameters pi fulfill p0 → (1 + 3µ)/4; px =

py = pz → (1 − µ)/4, the state is represented by

|φ−⟩⟨φ−| 7−→ (1 − µ)
1 ⊗ 1

4
+ µ|φ−⟩⟨φ−|. (14)

To implement the state, we divided the acquisition time
∆T = 16s between the four operations with the given sub-
division time t⃗ T

w = (∆t0,∆tx,∆ty,∆tz). The effect of the de-
polarization channel occurs at intervals ranging from 0 to ∆T
where µ = ∆ti/∆T given the preparation ρµ implemented in
this work listed below.

µ = 1, t⃗w =


16s
0
0
0

 → ρ1 = |φ
−⟩⟨φ−|, (15)

µ =
3
4
, t⃗w =


13s
1s
1s
1s

 → ρ3/4 =
3
4
|φ−⟩⟨φ−| +

1
16

1 ⊗ 1,

(16)

µ =
1
2
, t⃗w =


10s
2s
2s
2s

 → ρ1/2 =
1
2
|φ−⟩⟨φ−| +

1
8
1 ⊗ 1, (17)

µ =
1
4
, t⃗w =


7s
3s
3s
3s

 → ρ1/4 =
1
4
|φ−⟩⟨φ−| +

3
16

1 ⊗ 1, (18)

µ = 0, t⃗w =


4s
4s
4s
4s

 → ρ0 =
1
4
1 ⊗ 1. (19)

Initially, the physical system is in |φ−⟩⟨φ−|, and throughout the
acquisition time, only K0 operates for the entire duration ∆T .
However, as the operating time of the operators Ki increases,
they become a significant part of the acquisition time. This
gradually introduces errors until the system reaches its most
degraded state at ∆ti = ∆T = 16s, i = {0, x, y, z}. At this
point, the system state is maximally mixed.

3. Weak Measurement Implementation

In equation 7, we defined the monitoring map Mϵ
A given the

strength ϵ and the observable A. Considering the observable

with projectors A0 = |0⟩ ⟨0| and A1 = |1⟩ ⟨1|, we can rewrite
this monitoring maps act in ρ as:

Mϵ
A(ρ) = (1 − ϵ)ρ + ϵ

[
⟨0| ρ |0⟩ + ⟨1| ρ |1⟩

]
. (20)

Note that, the application of the monitoring map gives the
same result as the dephasing map

Mϵ
A(ρ) =

(
1 −

ϵ

2

)
ρ +

ϵ

2
σzρσz. (21)

We applied the same technique used to prepare the Werner
state, we can use it to implement the monitoring map for an
observable that has the computational basis as a spectrum. For
our experiment, we used the acquisition time ∆T = 16s and
the subdivision t⃗ T

d = (t0, tz), where t0 (tz) is the time interval
that is applied identity (σz). In this work, we implement the
following monitoring maps:

ϵ = 0, t⃗w =
(
16s
0s

)
→ M0

A(ρ) = ρ, (22)

ϵ =
1
4
, t⃗d =

(
14s
2s

)
→ M1/4

A (ρ) =
3
4
ρ +

1
4

∑
i

⟨i| ρ |i⟩ ,

(23)

ϵ =
1
2
, t⃗d =

(
12s
4s

)
→ M1/2

A (ρ) =
1
2
ρ +

1
2

∑
i

⟨i| ρ |i⟩ ,

(24)

ϵ =
3
4
, t⃗d =

(
10s
6s

)
→ M3/4

A (ρ) =
1
4
ρ +

3
4

∑
i

⟨i| ρ |i⟩ ,

(25)

ϵ = 1, t⃗d =
(
8s
8s

)
→ M1

A(ρ) =
∑

i

⟨i| ρ |i⟩ . (26)

In Figure 1(b), mode 1 is used to prepare the Werner state
and, in mode 2, we implement the monitoring map, using an
HWP at 0◦ to implement σz and removing it to implement the
identity. To calculate the weak quantum discord properties of
the state for each Werner state and monitoring map strength,
we performed quantum tomography. Taking the initial state
as |φ−⟩, we calculate the fidelity for each µ and ϵ, which can
be seen in Figure 2.

B. Emergence of realism via weak quantum discord

For the Werner state

ρµ = (1 − µ)
1 ⊗ 1

4
+ µ|φ−⟩⟨φ−|, (27)

the local state ρµ
A
= TrB[ρAB] is not affected by the moni-

toring since ρµ
A
= Mϵ

A(ρµ
A

) = 1/2. One can use the above
condition, the invariance under local rotations, and the lower
bound given by Eq. 8 to write

∆R(A)ρµ = DAϵ(ρµ) = S (Mϵ
A(ρµ)) − S (ρµ) ⩾ ϵIA(ρµ). (28)
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FIG. 2: Fidelity of the implemented states as a function of
the measurement strength. Subfigures (a), (b), (c), (d), and
(e) correspond to µ = 1, µ = 3/4, µ = 1/2, µ = 1/4, and
µ = 0, respectively. The fidelity is calculated between the
ideal case with the initial state as |φ−⟩ and the measure state
for all implemented values of µ and ϵ.

The equality reveals the connection between the emergence
of realism and weak quantum discord for Werner states.
It holds by evaluating the eigenvalues of Mϵ

A(ρµ) with a
generic observable A(θ, ϕ) =

∑
a=± aAa(θ, ϕ) with projectors

A±(θ, ϕ) = |±⟩ ⟨±|, where the eigenstates are given by |+⟩ =
cos

(
θ
2

)
|0⟩+eiϕ sin

(
θ
2

)
|1⟩ and |−⟩ = sin

(
θ
2

)
|0⟩−eiϕ cos

(
θ
2

)
|1⟩.

FIG. 3: Weak realism as a function of the measurement
strength. The results demonstrate that tuning the measure-
ment strength increases the realism for different values of µ
in the Werner state. Specifically, subfigures (a), (b), (c), (d),
and (e) correspond to µ = 1, µ = 3/4, µ = 1/2, µ = 1/4,
and µ = 0, respectively. Considering the ideal scenario, with
the |φ−⟩ as the source state, the solid black curve represents
the theoretical prediction while the dashed red curve corre-
sponds to the lower bound for the amount of weak realism ob-
tained via monitoring. The experimental results are depicted
using up-and-down triangles and squares, each accompanied
by its respective error bars, representing respectively, the ex-
perimental minimization used to determine quantum discord,
the expression based on the difference in mutual information,
and the realism variation.
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The transformation of the state under measurement is given by
ΦA(θ,ϕ)(ρµ) =

∑
a=±(Aa(θ, ϕ)⊗1)ρµ(Aa(θ, ϕ)⊗1), leading to the

weakly measured state Mϵ
A(θ,ϕ)(ρ

µ) = (1− ϵ)ρµ + ϵΦA(ρµ). The

eigenvalues of this state are found to be λ1 =
1−µ

4 , λ2 =
1−µ

4 ,
λ3 =

1+3µ−2µϵ
4 , and λ4 =

1−µ+2µϵ
4 . Importantly, these eigen-

values do not depend on the parameters (θ, ϕ), reflecting the
rotational invariance of the Werner state. This allows us to
choose any basis for A, including the computational basis, the
one implemented in this experiment. The result then reads

∆R(A)ρµ = 1
4

1∑
i=−1

1∑
j=0

(−1) jλi j ln λi j, (29)

with λi j = 1 + µ[1 + 2i(1 − jϵ)].
Figure 3 presents our main results, illustrating how weak

realism emerges from the suppression of quantum discord
induced by local measurements that transition smoothly be-
tween weak and strong regimes. Furthermore, we examine
the robustness of the lower bound in Eq. 28, extending the
analysis to a scenario involving quantum correlations, going
beyond previous studies that focused on quantum coherence
in pure states [14]. The findings emphasize that, for Werner
states, the emergence of weak realism is directly linked to the
suppression of quantum discord induced by weak measure-
ments, a phenomenon known as weak quantum discord.

IV. DISCUSSION

One key advantage of the quantum irrealism measure is
its quantitative and operational nature, aligning with the EPR
criterion by ensuring that eigenstate preparations are always
elements of reality for some observable. In addition, it ex-
tends the EPR concept by quantifying the degree of realism
for mixed states. This approach highlights the fundamental
role of information in the quantum-to-classical transition [15].
Realism emerges as quantum features are suppressed, whether
through the loss of quantum coherence in a given basis or the
reduction of quantum correlations such as quantum discord.

Previous experiments investigated the emergence of realism
using single-partite coherent states [14], where the transition
to realism was driven by the suppression of quantum coher-
ence. In contrast, our experiment explores a different aspect of
this phenomenon by focusing on quantum correlations rather
than coherence. Specifically, we analyze how tuning the mea-
surement strength suppresses quantum discord, leading to the
emergence of realism. Although the results obtained with a
maximally entangled state exhibited some noise in the strong
measurement regime given by our twin-photon source, the re-
maining data closely aligned with theoretical predictions and

respected the proposed lower bound. This demonstrates the
robustness of our approach and further supports the role of
quantum discord suppression in the emergence of classical re-
alism, highlighting the feasibility of the irrealism measure in
a regime governed by quantum correlations.

To probe this relationship, we performed an experi-
ment using maximally entangled twin photons generated
through spontaneous parametric down-conversion to prepare
the Werner state, followed by photonic weak measurements.
Werner states provide a well-controlled platform for study-
ing quantum correlations, allowing us to tune entanglement
and quantum discord. By employing monitoring maps [15],
we systematically examined how suppressing quantum dis-
cord leads to the emergence of realism. Our experiment fur-
ther demonstrates that weak measurements are effective tools
for probing the quantum-to-classical transition, enabling a
controlled shift between weak and projective measurements.
The results confirm this connection, as shown by data rep-
resented with up-and-down triangles and squares, each with
corresponding error bars. These markers correspond to three
distinct methods of analysis: the experimental minimization
used to determine quantum discord, the expression based on
the difference in mutual information, and the measure of real-
ism obtained through the monitoring procedure. The consis-
tency across these approaches reinforces the validity of our
findings, providing evidence that weak measurements per-
formed in Werner states progressively suppress quantum dis-
cord, driving the emergence of classical realism.

Building on this work, future advancements of our setup
could be utilized to explore the recently proposed connection
between the irrealism measure and complete complementarity
relations [43], offering new insights into the interplay between
quantum correlations [48], realism [15, 29], and complemen-
tarity [44, 57, 58].
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