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Experiment
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change one, and the other would be immediately effected!
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Quote of the day
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[ cannot sertously believe n quantum mechanics, because the theory

cannot be reconciled with the idea that physics should represent a

'

reality n fime and space, free from spooky actions at a distance.
— Albert Ewnsten
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CS Perspective: Multi-prover luteractive Proofs (MIP)
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Why does this matter?~— Quantum M[P

Provers are

all Pow-erfu(

Verifier
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Upper bound?
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