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W e introduce a de nition fora 'hidden m easurem ent system /, ie., a physicalentity forw hich there exist:
(1) 'a set of non-contextual states of the entity under study’ and (ii) ‘a set of states of the m easurem ent
context’, and which are such that all uncertainties are due to a Jack of know ledge on the actual state
of the m easurem ent context. First we identify an explicit criterion that enables us to verify whether
a given hidden m easurem ent systam is a representation of a given couplk ;E consisting of a set of
states and a set ofm easurem entsE (E m easurem ent systaem ). Then we prove for every m easurem ent
system that there exists at least one representation as a hidden m easurem ent system w ith [0;1] as set of
states of the m easurem ent context. Thus, we can apply thisde nition ofa hidden m easuram ent system
to In pose an axiom atics for context dependence. W e show that In thisway we always nd classical
representations (hidden m easurem ent representations) for general non-classical entities (eg. quantum
entities).

1 Introduction.

In @], A erts Introduced the 'hidden m easurem ent approach’ to quantum m echanics. He considered
the quantum state as a com plkte representation of the entity under study, but he allowed a lack of
know Jedge on the interaction of the entity w ith itsm easurem ent context during the m easurem ent. T his
idea can also be put forward as follow s: with every quantum m easurem ent corregoonds a collection of
clssical m easurem ents (called hidden m easurem ents), and there exists a lJack of know ledge conceming
which m easurem ent is actually perform edF_L: . Explicit 'hidden m easurem ent m odels’ have been introduced
for som e "typical’ quantum system s (see ﬂ:], E_Z], [_4], B], [_73}] and I_l-i_l'l]).

In this paper, we apply these idea’s wihin a much m ore general fram ework. In stead of only
supposing the existence of a set of states for the physical entity (denoted by ), we also suppose the
existence of a set of states of the m easuram ent context (denoted by ) which corresponds w ith the
collection of hidden m easurem ents. For an as general as possible class of system s de ned by a set

Fora general physical and philosophical background of the idea of hidden m easurem ents we refer to 'E:, :_3, :ff, :_QI].
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of states and a set E ofm easuram ents (called m easuram ent system s’ and abbreviated asm s:) we will
prove that there exists an equivalent representation as a ‘hidden m easurem ent system ’/ (@bbreviated
ashm s:) such that the probabilities that occur are due to a Jack of know ledge on the actual state of
the m easuram ent context. In thisway we nd for every m s; and thus also for quantum m echanics, a
classical representation asa hm =s.

In section :_3-_5. we ilistrate how an additional structure on the m s: (for exam ple, the geom etric
structure of quantum m echanics) can be induced on the hm s: In a naturalway. Thus, the classical
representations that we consider respect the symm etries of the given entity. W e also dentify the
criterion that enables us to verify whether a given hm s: is a representation ofa given m s: (see section
42). Such a criterion is an essential tool for any further study that uses this hidden m easurem ent
axiom atics’ for context dependence. In [] and [Id] we have build a complte classi cation of all
possbl hm s~representations or a given quantum m s., starting from this criterion.

For a generalde nition of the basic m athem atical ob cts that are used In this paper ( — elds,

m orphian s, probability m easures, m easurabl finctionsetc...) we refer to [_6] and [_2-4]. W em ention that
from a m athem atical point of view , the representation that we introduce in this paper coincides som e~
tin es w th G udder’s proof on the existence for contextual hidden variable representatjonsf: of system s
described by orthom odular lattices (see i_:l.-j]) . A rsttheorem on the existence ofa hidden m easurem ent
representation or nite din ensional quantum m echanics was contained in -'_I;L]. A generalization of this
theoram tom oregeneral nitedin ensionalentities can be found in :_B]. The speci ccase ofm ixed states
was considered in ig], and the general proof for the existence of a hidden m easurem ent representation
for n nie din ensional entities can be found in -'_[i.'Z]. Finally, we ram ark that the results presented in
this paper (exospt for section :§-_5.) where m ade known in Eﬁ].

2 A ssum ptions of the approach.

In this section we consider a situation when there is a lJack of know ledge conceming the interaction
of the entity under study w ith is m easurem ent context, ie: when the state?. of the entity does not
determ ine the outcom e anym ore. In such a case, when we perform a measuram ent e on an entiy
in a state p, we m ight even be ucky if we manage to nd a fom alizable statistical regin e in the
occurring outcom es. A s a consequence, a general theoretical treatm ent of these m easurem ents is a
priorinot possible. N evertheless, after stating a few reasonable assum ptions, it is possible to construct
a fram ew ork to study these situations:

A ssum ption 1 There exists'f: a set of possibke descriptions of the m easurem ent context on the precise
tim e that we decide to perform the m easurem ent, ie., there exists a set of 'elevant’ param eters for the
m easurem ent context. W e call this set of rekevant param eters the ’states of the m easurem ent context’.

A ssum ption 2 The resul of a m easurem ent, which is the result of the interaction between the entity
and the m easurem ent context, is com pktely determ ined by the state of the entity and the state of the
m easurem ent context, ie:, there is a 'determ inistic dependence’ on the initial conditions.

2For the debate on this kind of representations we refer to [_l-é], [-_lé] and éS:]

3W e exclude the situation of a lack of know ]e(ig_e conceming the state, ie: if we write ‘state’, we m ean "pure state’.
For a welkfounded de nition of state we refer to RI].

‘W e rem ark that ‘existence’ is not equivalent w ith ’know ledge’. Thus, we don’t have to know the set of possble
descriptions of the m easurem ent context.



A ssum ption 3 There exists a statistical description for the rhtive frequency of occurrence of the
states of the m easurem ent context during the m easurem ent.

W e suppose that allthese assum ptions are i1l lled. In the next sections, we w illdenote the set of states
ofthem easurem ent context as .Fora xed state ofthem easurem ent context 2 ,them easurem ent
process is strictly c]assx:afj (oecause of the determ inistic dependence), and thus, for every such strictly
classical hidden m easurem ent there exists a strictly classical cbservable:

N A oN 1)

W here isthe set of states of the physicalentity and O, is the set ofpossible outcom es ofm easurem ent
e. Thus, we have the follow ing set of strictly classical observables that correspond w ith the di erent
possible states of the m easurem ent context:

=f 32 g @)

Since there exists a relative frequency of occurrence for states of the m easuram ent context, there exists
a probability m easure:

:B ! ;1] 3)

W hereB isa - eld ofsubsetsof . Thus, we are abl to com pute a probability de ned on subsets
of the set of outocom es, for every given initial state, ie: we obtain an ‘outcom e probability’ for every
m easurem ent e on the entity in a state p:

Poe :Be ! D;1] )

W hereB. isa - eld ofsubsetsof(Q.. In fact, we have sum m arized, and represented, the 'unknown but
relevant Inform ation’ ofthem easurem ent process (ie:, allpossible interactions during them easurem ent,
for allpossible initial states), In a couple consisting In: a set of strictly classical cbservables and, a
probability m easure de ned on these cbservables. In the last section ofifiD] we illustrate how these
m athem atical ob fcts are encountered in A erts’ m odel system for a spjn% quantum entity.

3 An axiom atics for context dependence.

In this section we translate the assum ptions of the previous section In an axiom atic way.

3.1 M easurem ent system s (m .s.).

W e characterize the physical entities that we consider by the follow Ing ob Fcts:

a set of states and a set of m easurem ents E.

8e 2 E, a st of outocom es O, represented as a m easurable subset of the real Iine.

8p2 ;8e2 E:aprobability measureR, :Be ! [0;1], where B, are the m easurable subsets of O.
Wecall ;E am s:and denote the collection ofallm s:asM S.LetOg = [2rOe,Brg = fB 2 Be# 2 Eg
and Py = fB Oc® 2 Eg. Fora xed sst ofoutcomes O and a xed set of states , the set of all

;E 2 M S wih Og O isdenoted asM S( ;0). IfE contains only one m easuram ent e we call
it a one measurem ent system (@bbreviated as Im s:), and we denote it as ;e. The collection of all

W e use 'strictly classical’ in stead of ‘classical since we exclide the situations of unstable equilbrium that occur in
m ost classical theordes.



Im s:isdenoted asM Sp. To summ arize all probability m easures that characterize a m s: w thin one
m athan atical cb Bct we introduceamap P 5z : E Bg ! [D;1l], which issuch that8p2 ;8e2 E:
Py Isthe trace of P 5z fora restricted domain fpg feg Be,and forallB 2 Bg:

Pp;eCB ) = Pp;eCB \ Oe) (5)

For this collection ofm s:we express In the follow Ing de nition the relation ’::: is representable as :: ¢
in amathem aticalway.

De nition 1 Twom .s: ;E and O;Eo are called m athem atically equivalent (denoted by ;E o;EO)
ifthere existtwomaps : ! Oand :E ! EY both one to one and onto, and if 8e 2 E, there exists
a —isom orphism :Be ! B () such that:

8p2 ;8B 2Be :PpeB)=P ); ¢ B)) (6)

C learly, theorem s on the existence of certain representations of a m s: can be expressed in tem s of
m athem atical equivalence. W e end this section the notion of belonging up to m athem atical equiv—
alence’. Let ;E 2 M S and N;N? M S. Ifthere exists %E®2 N such that %E° ;E we
w rite:

7E2 N (7)

32 H idden m easurem ent system s (hm .s.).

In the ©llow ng de nition we Introduce thesem s:that are related to param eterized sets of ‘ocom patible’
strictly classical observables, ie. strictly classical observables wih a common set of states and a
comm on set of outcom es.

De nition 2 ;;E 2 M S is calld ’strictly classical if 8e 2 E, e is a ’strictly classical m easurem ent’,
ie, 8p2 ;8B 2 Be :PpeB) 2 £0;1g.

If ;E is a strictly classicalm s: then, 8e 2 E there always exists a strictly classical cbservable /. :

! O¢ such that 8p 2 and 8B 2 B wehavePp,e B) = 1z [ ()] (I isthe jndjcatorﬁ ofB).We
use this property in the follow ing de nition, where we introduce a param eterization of a set of strictly
classicalm easurem ents w ith comm on sets of states and outcom es. In thisde nition we denote B, as

Py; and the sest of all subsetsofthe set  asP
De nition 3 LetE= fe J 2 gand ktOg be the outcomesofe forall 2 . ;E2 M S iscalld
a'’ -m ../ ifthere exists a set

=f" : ! Ogj 2 g @8)
which issuch that8p 2 ;8 2 ;8B 2 B :Pp, B)= 1 [ ()]. W e ntroduce am ap : Pz !
P suchthat8p2 ;8020g;8B 2Pg: g=f 2 J ()= ogand g= [o2B o ( pisthe

image of p;fog) and  © the image of (;B)).

Oneeasily veri esthat we are able to restrict the dom ain of to B . To avoid notational overkill,
we apply the sam e notations forthem ap when de ned on B aswhen de ned on B which
of the two dom ains we consider w ill follow from the context, or willbe speci ed). Fora xed state
p2 ,we can consider p :Bg ! P ,iey w ih the dom ain restricted to fpg Bg. For every
xed state p 2 we can introduce %, : ! O which is such that 8 2 () =" ). Let
( B)=f SP2 ;8B 2Bgg.
®The indicator 1z :0. ! f0;1g issuch that 802 B :1g (0) = 1 and 802 O.nB :1p (0) = O.




P roposition 1 LetB keasub- —edofP andkt ( B:) B .Forallp2 , : B !
B de nesa -morphisn, namely p:Bg! B ,and8p2 ,';: ! Og is a measurabk function.

T he proof of this proposition is straightforward and therefore om itted.

In the Pollow ng de nition we Introduce a probability m easure on a collection of strictly classical
observables In the follow ing sense: we considera new (In generalnon-classical) m easurem ent by suppos—
ing that one of the strictly classicalm easuram ents corresponding w ith the strictly classical observables
occurs w ith a given probability. The idea of de ning new m easuram ents by perform Ing one m easure-
m ent In a collection hasbeen introduced by P iron (see 1_2-3:] and E?]) . The idea of creating non-classical
m easurem ents by considering classicalm easurem ents, equipped w ith a relative frequency of occurrence,
has been introduced by A erts .n hism odel system for a spjn—% quantum entity (see fl]and {1), which
wasbased on them odeln {I5].

De nition 4 A ' -hidden measuramentmodel ;E; consists in:

i) a -measuraem ent system ;B

ii) a probability m easure :B ! [0;1] that ul 1Is ( B:) B

De ne e as the measurem ent which is such that a strictly classical m easurement e 2 E occurs with
the probability determ ined by , ie:; 8B 2 B , the prokability that 2 B is B). The Im .s: ;e
rehted to  E; isa@mlleda’ -hm.s!.If isnot goeci ed, but  is, we wallita’ -hm .s’. If
nor are soeci ed, we callita 'hm s

Thus, every -hidden m easurem ent m odelde nesa new one m easuram ent systam ifwe suppose that

expresses a lack of know ledge conceming which e 2 E actually takes place. Since In general,
the m easuram ents e are not strictly classical, they are related to non-classical observables. In this
de nition one easily sees that can indeed be Interpreted as the set of states of the m easurem ent
context In the sense that orevery given 2 , e detem ines an interaction between the entity under
study and the m easurem ent context.

P roposition 2 Let ;e lkethe Im s:rehted to a -hidden measurementmodel ;E; and kEtPy,
ke the trace of P . fora restricted domain fpg fe g Bg.8p2 ;8B 2 Bg:

Poe B)= ( 32) )
P roof: Since ( Bz) B ,P , iswellde ned:
P e
Br ! 0;1]
& %
B
8p2 ;8B 2Bg:Ppe B)= (7 ©®2Bg= ( 2.

De nethesstofallhm s:inM § asHM Sp,thesstofall -hms:inM S;asHM Sp( ), and the set
ofall -hm s:InM SpasHM Sg( ). In the Pllowingde niion weextendDe njtionl:4tohm S:w ith
multiple non—classicalm easuram ents, allofthem de ned n the sameway aswede nedein De nition
:-f!, ie., we suppose that 8e 2 E, there exists a set of classical cbservables, param ertized by a set of
states of the m easuram ent context.



De nition 5 Let ;E2 M S. If8e 2 E : ;e2 HM § we call ;Eahm.s[j:.lf8e2E: ;e 2
HM Sp( )weell ;Ea -hm.s.If8e2E: ;e2HMG( )wewll ;Ea -hm.s.

The sst of allhm s: is denoted as HM S. Fora xed sst , we denote the set ofall -hm s: as
HM S( ).Fora xedprobabiliy measure ,wedenotethe sstofall -hm s:asHM S( ) (when
the speci cation of  is not relkvant, we will also use the sinpli ed notation HM S ( )). Clearly we
haveHM S( ) HM S( ) HMS M S.Fora =xedstofstates anda xed set ofoutcomesO
we denote the set ofallhm s:in M S( ;0)asHM S( ;0). Again for xed sets and O we denote
the sestofall -hms:inMS( ;0)asHM S( ;0; )and thesstofall hms:inM S( ;0) as

HM S( ;0; ).Forevery ;E2HM Swecande neamap : E B! P ,suchthat8e2 E,
the restriction of this new m ap to feg B correspondsw ith them ap Introduced In De njtionEB
and, such that 8B 2 Bg : .= g;goé (we denote the restriction ofthisnew m ap to fog feg Bg
as pe) - The results of this section rem ain valid for thisnew map if8e 2 E, we replace by the
m ap et Bg ! P (Whidth is obtained by restriction of the dom ain of : E B! P ),if
we replace p by pee :Be ! P and ifwereplace ", by "pe: ! Og.

3.3 Compatbility of the de nition of a hm .s: with the geom etric structure of
guantum m echanics.

If there exists an additional structure on the set of all possible outcom es of a m easurem ent system 8,
one could dem and that this additional structure induces a structureon . In this section we show how
the additional structure in the description of a physical entity can be im plem ented in a straightforw ard
way within this fram ework. W e consider the case of a quantum entity subm ited to m easurem ents
wih a nite number of outcom es. W e will show that it su ces to have a hm s~representations for
only one of the m easurem ents to obtain a representation for all m easurem ents. If E consists of all

ie., there exist:
o=1£f0 ! fmaitiyipomgd 2 g (10)
and
0:B 1 D;1] (1)

that characterize this hm s~representation. Then, we can de ne a representation for every e 2 E In
the follow ng way:

e = f’e; : ! fFé;l;"'; end :pT Ue ,O; Uel(P)j 2 g 12)

and
e~ ;0 13)

where U, is the unitary transform ation de ned by 8i : p;; = Ue(po;). In this way, the hm s~
representation clearly 'respects’ the structure that characterizes this quantum entity. For an exam ple
of the application ofeq44 and eqil3 we refer to A erts’ m odel system which can be ound in ], g1, Bl
[7 and g and which is also discussed w thin the form alism of this approach in ng .

"W e rem ark that the symbolE which appears in D e nition .4 (ie., a -set of strictly c]ass1calm easurem ents) is from
a conceptual point of view com pletely di erent from the one which appears in D e nition E (any set ofm easurem ents on
an entity w ith assetofstatessuch thatalle2 E arede ned In thesameway aswede nede inDe nJi:JonA ie., for

every e2 E ofDe nition -5 there exists a set of strictly classicalm easurem ents Ee .
®For exam ple, a partial ordering of the subsets of all outcom es and/or the in plem entation of spatial sym m etries.




4 On the existence of hm .s.—representations.

Before we proceed we need to introduce som e m easure theoretical notations and lemm a’s. N onetheless,
to avoid a notationaloverkillin them ain section ofthispaper, we have collected all lem m a’s and proofs
in an appendix at the end of this paper.

41 Somem athem atical prelim inaries and notations.

First we will lntroduce and study a ocollection of m athem atical ob fcts that’ll play a crucial role in
the characterization ofthehm s:in HM S, and thus, also in the criterion for the existence ofhm s~
representations which w illbe presented at the end of this section.

De nition 6 LetB ke a Borrlalgebra, and et :B ! [;1] e a probability m easure. De ne B= as
the set of equivalence classes for the rehtion on B, which is de ned by: B BO, ®4BY9% = 0.
Wecl B; ) amesure space ifB = B= , ie.:

fBR 2B; B)= 0g= f;g (14)
Two measure spaces B; ) and CBO; O) are isom orphic (denoted as B; ) = CBO; 0)),jf1fnereexjstsa
—isom orphism H :B ! BPwhich issuchthat8B 2B : ®B)= °®H ®)).

O ne can verify that B= isagain a Borel algebra, and that induces a probability m easure on B= .
For a proofwe refer to [6]. The Borel sets of 0;1] w illbe denoted by B p;;; and the Lebesgue m easure
by paj- The quotient By = p;; is denoted by By and the probability m easure introduced on By by

pia] @S r. Ifwe consider them easure space Br; r),weomittheindexR n  (n Lenma lwewill
see that that this cannot lead to any confusion). To characterize mot to big’ Borel algebras we have
the follow ing de nition:

De nition 7 W e calla Borrlaljebra B separabk if there exists a countabk dense subset, ie:, if there
exists a set D = fB;j 2 Ng which is such that the sm allest Borel sulkalgebra of B containing D is B
itself. W e calla m easure space B; ) separabk ifB is separabk.

Let M be the oollection of all classes consisting of isom orphic separable m easure spaces, ie., every M
in M isa class of isom orphic separable m easure spaces. In the appendix at the end of this paper, we
characterize M in an explicit way. On M we introduce the follow ing re]ationﬁ .

D e nition 8 De ne a binary relation onM by:M M oJ'f8CE5; )2 M and8CBO; 92 M O,fnere
existsa -morphism F :B ! Blsuchthat8B 2B : F @)= @®).

Clearly,  su ocesto have one -morphism F such that 8B 2 B : ‘T®)= @B).
P roposition 3 The -morpohism F inDe njijon'gisonetoone.

T he proof of this proposition is straightforward and om itted. D enote the set of all integers, sm aller or
equalthen agiven n 2 N asX, . Let B, bethe Borelalgebra ofall subsets of X, and ket By be the Borel
algebra of all subsets of N . D enote the class of all sets isom orphic with X, as X ,, the class of all sets
isom orphicw ith N asX y, and the classofall setsisom orphicwith R asXg.LetX = [onXn [ Xy [ X
For a given set X 2 X, denote the set of all subsets 0of X as Py . There exists a oneto-one m ap

°m @O:]wepmvethatM; is a poset, ie., is a partial order relation.



hx :X ! [0;1], and thus, we can consider By z = ffxhx ) 2 BgJjB 2 Bpyg Px . Clearly, hy
is a m easurable function, ie., we can consider the -morhisn Hy :Bp,;; ! Bx g Induced by this
m easurable function. Let M X be the collection of all trdples X ;Bx ; x ), whereX 2 X ,Bx = Bx g
and x :Byx ! [0;1] is a probability m easure. In the follow Ing proposition we prove a connection
between the relation on M and the existence ofm easurable functions orobectsin M X .

P roposition 4 Let X ;Bx; x) and (Y;By; v) In M X, and suppose that the m easure space rehted
to By and x kebngs to M ¢, and the one rhted to By and y bebngsto M y. IfM My,
there exists a m easurabk function £ :Y ! X such that the rrlated -morphism F :By ! By fullls
8B 2By : x B)= y & B)).

For the proof of this proposition we refer to the appendix at the end of this paper.

42 A criterion on the existence of hm .s-—representations.

In this section we identify an explicit criterion that enables us to verify whether a given hm s: is a
representation of a given m s. This criterion w ill be the m ain key in the proof on the existence for a
hm s representation for every m s. M oreover, as it hasbeen shown I [-_9] and 'Ll-(_j], this criterion also
enables us to build a com plte classi cation ofallpossible hm s~representations or a given quantum —
like m s. Nonethelss, in this paper we only want to show that our de nition for context dependence
can be mm posed on every m S.
Ifno confision ispossbl, wewrite 2 M X (or 2MX)insteadof( ;B; )2 M X .Consider

;E 2 M S with an event probability P 5 : E B! D;1]. 8p 2 78e 2 E we denote Be=P,
as Bp,, and the induced probability m easure on Bye @S pe. 8 ;E 2 M S, Bpe; pe) IS a sparable
m easure space forallp 2 and foralle 2 E, and thus, Oe¢;jBeiPpe) 2 M X .

Let M p,e betheuniqueclassin M such that Bpe; pe) 2 M pe-
8 ;E2M Swedtroduce: M ( ;E)= fMpeP2 ;e2Eg

Forevery ;e2 HM Sy there exists such that ;e2 HM Sp( ). Denote B = as B , and the
induced probability m easureon B as .Analogously, if ;E2 HM S,wecande neB; foralle2 E.
For ;E2HM S( ),thereexistsoneuniquem easure space B ; ), which iscalled "them easure space
related to the ‘hms: ;E’.For ;E2HM S( ),wehave to consider a m easure space B; ) Por
alle2 E.

LetM DbetheuniqueclassinM suchthat B ; )2 M

Forahms:in ;E2 HM S( ) we have to consider one m easure space B; foralle 2 E. For every
2 X we Introduce the follow ing subset ofM :

M =fM j 2MXg
W e also Introduce the follow ng relation on subsets of M .
De nition 9 8N;N° M :

N N°() 8M 2n;mM ‘2NO:M @M ¢

W e'lldenote N fM gasN M andfM g N asM N . In the Pllow Ing de nition we Introduce
a suboollection of HM S that contains these hm s:in which appear only separable m easure spaces.



De nition 10 LetH M Sg e the collkection ofall ;e2 HM Sy suchthat B ; ) isa separablke m easure
space and Et H M SS be the collkction of all ;JE2HM S suchthat8e2 E: ;e2 HM %

In the follow ing section, we w ill prove that i su ces to consider m easure spaces contained In classes
in'M , and this autom atically allow s us to lin it ourselvesto hm s:.n HM S5.

N ow we identify the necessary and su cient condition forthe existence ofa -hm srrepresentation
mnHM S( ;0g; ), Pragwenms:inM S.

Theorem 1 Let ;E2 M S and 2MX:

;E2HM S( ;0g; ), M ( ;E) M (15)
Proof: =) Lete2 E.AccordingtoDe njtion-'_B,thereexjsts ;ﬁ; such that ;e ;e . Thus,
there existsa -m orphism :Be ! Bgowhich issuch that 8B 2 Be :Ppee ( B)) = Ppe®) ( : !
is the identity, :feg ! fe g is trivial). M oreover, there exists pe :Bg ! B (see P roposition
1) which is such that 88 2 Bg ¢  ( pe®)) = Ppe B \ O.) (see Proposition d). Since Bgo By,
we can considerthemap [ e ]:B! B .Clarly, [ e ]isalso a -morphisn and ful 1s
8B 2 B. : ([ pe I1B)) = R,e®).De nek, :Bc! BgeandF :B ! B by the Pllowing
schem e:

pie
Be ! Bgo ! B
e # & Frie 4 . #
Ppje
Boswe ! [0;1] B
pie
Thus, 8B 2 B : (F pie 1B)) = R,B).ForallB 2 By, there exists at least oneB; 2 B¢
sudw.thatFp(B;L)=B.Leth= F pie 1B) 2 B . IfB, 6§ B; and F,B2) = B, then
Pp;eCBl4 B2)= O,andthus
(F pie 1B)4 F pie 1I®)) =
(F pre 14 B2)) =
Pp;e(Bl4B2) = 0
By de nition of F there exists only oner= F pie 1I®)= F pie 1B.). Thus, we
cande neF :Bpe! B suchthat8B 2 By, :F B)= F e 168), B=F,B9.
pie
Be ! BEO ! B
Fp & F F
Bpe ! B
Let B2 Bcbesuch thatF B)= F EIBY). Wehave, E B)) = (F BIBY) = (F
pe 1B = ([ pe 1)) =Ppe ( BY) =PpeBY = ,cB), and thus, De niton:B is

ful Iled.Asa consequence,Mp,e M ,andthus, M ( ;E) M

(= Letp2 ande2 E.SinceM . M ,and,sihceboth O¢;BeiPpe)and ( ;B ; )areinM X,
we can apply P roposition :fl T hus, there existsam easurable function f;, : ! O¢ such that the related
-morphism Fy :Be ! B ful 1Is8B 2 B :Pp.B) = Fp,®B®)).De ne ¢: Bg ! B such that



8B 2 B : g;e=Fp(Oe\B).De ne’ : ! X such that8p 2 ' P)=f,().Wehave8p2

g =f3j2 ;£()g=£f3 2 ;" (E)g. Thus, there exists a set of strictly classical observables
Ee. Thus, cde nesa -m s.Stillllowing Propositionn 4, 8B 2 B :Pp, B) = F ®B)),and thus,
8B 2 By :Ppe®B) = F ©O.\B)) = ( g,e) (seeeq'zﬂ). Ifwe dentify e w ith e , them easurem ent

related to  ;E; ,weodbtain ;e2 HM Sg( ;0g; ),andthus, ;E2HM S( ;0g; ).

An alemative version ofthis theoram expressesthe su cient and necessary condition for the existence
of at least one representation in HM gSs ( ;0g; ):

Theorem 2 Let ;E2M S and 2 X:

;E2HM S°( j0g; ), M ( ;E) M (16)
Proof: We have ;;E2 HM sS( jOg; ), 8 2 E : ;& HM SS( ;Og; ), 8e 2 E;9
;€2 HM So( ;0g; ), 8e2 E;9 : M ( ;e M , 8e 2 E;9M 2 M : M ( ;e

M , 82E: M ( ;&) M , M ( ;E) M

43 A proof for the existence of hm .s.representations for allm .s.

In the llow Ing theorem we prove that the axiom atics for the dependence on the m easurem ent context
in posed by the de nition ofa hm s: inplies no restriction for a generalm s:, ie., every m s: can be
represented asa hm s, with [0;1] as set of states of the m easurem ent context.

Theorem 3 8 ;E2M S: ;E2 HM S5 ( ;0r;0;1]).

Proof:AcoordjngtoLemma-'_Gweknow that M M g.Forall ;E2M Swehave M ( ;E) M .
Thus, M ( ;E) Mgz,andthus, ;E2HM S( ;0g; pap) HM sS( ;0; 0;1]).

5 Conclusion.

Every m s: in M S has a representation asa hm s: In HM S, and thus, also quantum m echanics can
be represented In thisway. A s a consequence, the hm s~formm alisn that is presented in this paper can
be seen as an axiom atics for general physical entities for context dependence that leads to a classial
representation of non-chssical system s. W e also denti ed the general condition for the existence of
a hm ssrepresentation w ith as set of ’states of the m easurem ent context’, or w ith as relative
frequency of occurence of these states of the m easurem ent context. Ifno fiurther restrictions or assum p—
tionsaremade on ,we only obtain restrictions on the ordinality of , and on the speci c probability
m easure that we consider. A ot ofproblem s are stillto be solved, for exam ple, how precisely should
thishm s~fom alisn be tted in the m ore general operational formm alism s for quantum m echanics lke
P iron’s approach (see E_Z-Z_IJ'] and [_2'21]) or the FoulisR andall approach (see [_l-j] and Ll-fl]) . Still, we think
that the approach presented in this paper certainly leads to a successfiill extension of the contem porary
quantum fram ework aswell from a philosophicalas from a m athem atical point of view .
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6 Appendix: som e m easure theoretical lem m a’s.

Let B and B%be two Borel A Igebras. D enote their direct union!% by B [ B, ie, B [B’= £B;B)B 2
B;B "2 BY equipped w ith three relations:

®1;BY) [ B2BY) B1 [ByBY[BY)

®1;BY)\ ®B2;BY) ®1\B,;BY\BY)
°B1;BY) = €B.1FBY)

In the ollow ing de nition we introduce an extension of this notion of direct union ofB orel algebras to
the collection ofm easure spaces, ie., we Introduce a way to ‘com pose’ m easure spaces.

De nition 11 Let B; ) and CBO; % e measure spaces, a 210;1[ and + 0. [BO! ;1] such
a
that 8@®;B% 2 B [B? : + ‘B;B) = @ a) B)+ a °BY. De ne the weighted direct union
B; )L BY% 9of B; )and B% 9 asthemeasure space’™ B [B%G + 9.
- a

a

A's in section 4 I, we denote the set ofall integers, sm aller orequalthen agiven n 2 N asX, . Let B, be
the Borel algebra of all subsets ofX,, and lkt By be the Borelalgebra of all subsets ofN . W e introduce
the follow ing sets of m onotonous decreasing strictly positive fiinctions:

}'fn

Mp = fm Xp! 071l m@=L1i Jj) m(@ mPdg
=1
X

My = fm::N! ;13 m@=L;i J) m@ m@Dg
2N

Forallm 2 M, [ My wede ne aprobability measure , :By ! [D0;1llby 8i: , fig)=m ). We
also introduce the ollow Ing notations for som e classes of m easure spaces:

Mgz=£B; )JB; )= Br; )9

8N 2 N [ fNg;8m 2 My

8N 2 N [ fNg;8m 2 My ;8a2]10;1[:
My.=£B; )iB; )= Bzi )l Bni n)g
4 a
and also the follow Ing notations for sets of such classes:

MN=fME ]m 2MNg
Mgpa=1fMy,,JN 2N [ fNgim 2Myg
M = [yoniengM n [a2702(M r;a [ B RO

The use of this symbolM (Wwhich we used in section :_4-_.]-,' as a notation for the collection of all classes
consisting of isom orphic separable m easure spaces) is justi ed by the follow ing lemm a.

A m ore general construction, and also m ore details, can be fund in R4].
0one easily veri es that this weighted direct union is indeed a m easure space.

11



Lemm a 1 The collection of all separabk m easure spaces is:

M g [wonieng [m2vy M § [azpaM N an
M oreover, for every separabk measure space B; ), 9M 2 M suchthat B; )2 M

T he proof is a rather long construction that uses Lemma &, Lemma g, Lemm a4 (see further) and the
Loom isSikorkitheorem (see [_Z-Q] and i_2-3]) . Since the content if the theorem agrees w ith our intuition,
and the proof of it doesn’t contrlbbute in an essential way to the understanding of the sub fct of this
paper, this proof is om itted. A n explicit proofw ith the notations of this paper can be found In EQI].

Lemma 2 IfB is a separabk Borlalebra with fB 2 BB? B ) B%= ;g= f;g, then B = By.
M oreover, for every prokability measure :B ! [0;1], there existsa -isom orxphism F :B ! By such
that BB 2B : B)= rE B)).

P roof: This Jamm a is proved by M arczew ski. For an outline of it we refer to F_é] or Ll-g]

Lemma 3 Let B; ) ke a measure space, By 2 B, a = Bo), B1= fB 2 BB \ By = ;g and
B = fB 2 BB \Bg = Bg. Denetwomaps, 1 :B; ! D;ll]and , :B, ! [0;1] such that
8B 2 B;: 1B)= 52 and 8B 2 By : ;(B)= —=). Then, both By 1) and B;; ;) are measure

spaces. M oreover we have B; )= (By; 1)£ Bri r).

P roof: Oneeasily seesthatB, (resp. B;) areBorelalgebras, with B (resp. B ) asgreatest elem ent. By
de nition, ;and ,are -additive. Slhce By)= aand B§ =1 a,both ;and . arenom alized.
Thus, ;and . are probability m easures, and thus, B1; ;) and B.; ) arem easure spaces. W e have
to show that there existsa -isomorphisn H :B ! B;[ B, such that 8B 2 B;8B1;B,) 2 B;[ By :
BBy = HB)) B)= 1 rB1By). Since 8B 2 B we have: t @ \ B§;B \ Bg) =
@ a) 1B\Bg+a B\NBg)= (B\NBJHI[ B\Bg)= @B) wecande neH by 8B 2 B :
H®B)= B\B§B \Byg).

Lemma 4 A measure space cannot have an uncountabk subset of dispint elem ents with a nonzero
probability .

P roof: Suppose that there exists such a setD . LetD;= fBB 2D; B) > lig.C]eary,D = [iNxDj.
Since D isunocountable, there existsn 2 N such that D, contains an in ni%esetofe]em e%ts. Let Dg =
fB;J2 Ngbea countable subsst ofD, . W ehave ([g2p,) (ls2po,)= iy GBI QN%= 1.

Lemmab5 Let 1 :Bp,; ! D;lland 2 :Bpy; ! 0;1] be two prokability m easures such that
Bpa= 1 = Bpja= 2 = Br. There exists a measurabk function £ : ;1] ! [O;1], which is such
that the related -morphism F :Bp,)! Bp,ulls8B 2Bp,: 1B)= 2 B)).

Proof: Let b2 [;1l]. W e prove that there exists x 2 [0;1] such that 1 (0;x]) = b. Suppose that
x doesn’t exist. Let b be the supremum of allk’ 2 0;b[ such that there exists %02 0;1] ful ling
1 ([O;xo]) = . T hen, there exists an increasing sequence (); with foralli2 N: Iy 2 b 1=1;b ]

12



and 9x; 2 ;1] such that 1 (0;x;]) = bi. Clarly, b isthe supremum of flbi i 2 Ng and (xi); is also
an Increasing sequence. D enote the supremum of fx;71 2 Ng as x . There are two possbilities x 2
fx;312 Ngand x B8 fx;32 Ng. Ifx 2 fx;32 Ngthen [y D;xi]= D;x ], and thus 1 ([ 2oy D;xi]) =
1(D;x 1. Ifx B fx;32 Ngthen [y Dixi]= D;x [andagain we nd 1(D;x )= 1(0;x D=
1 (Lizy Ojxi]), since 1 (fx g) = 0.Wealohave oralli2 N: 3 (Kijxir1]) = 1(0Dixir1]) 1 (0ixi)).
T hus:

1(O;x D) = 1 ([ 2w [O;XiQ = 1 (D;x1]1[ ([i2n Xi7x501])
= 1 (0;x1]) + 1 (Kiixir 1))
2N
X X
= 1 (0;x1]) + 1 (O;xir 1)) 1 (0;x1])
2N 2N
X
= b+ b1 b)=Db
i2N

De neb asthein mum ofallB2I;1] such that 9x°2 ;1] : 1(0;x%) = K’ (there exists at least
one such 1’ since 1(0;1]) = 1). Then, there exists an decreasing sequence (j); with oralli 2 N:
bi2 b ;b + 1=i]land 9x; 2 [0;1] such that 1 ([0;%x3]) = b;. DenotetheIn mum of £ 2 Ng as x; .
Clarly, \ oy D;x:]= D;x+ ]and (x3); is also an decreasing sequence. T hus:

1(0;xs ) = 1 N2y Dixid) = 1 (([i2n D;xi1)°)
1 l([iZN]Xi;l])X= 1 1 (17110 ([ ion iy 17%1])
1 (1(xe;1]D+ 1 (Ki+ 17%4])

iZNX
= 1 Q@ @i+ (1 (0ix) 1 (05x1])
% 2N
= 1 0 b+ G bsi1))=h
2N
For all x° 2 x ;x; [we have 1 ([0;x°) 1(0;x D =D, 1(0;x°) 1(0;x+ ) = by, but, as a

consequence of the de nition ofb and by , there exist no x%2 x ;X [such that - ([O;xo]) 2 b ;.
Thus we obtain a contradiction. A s a consequence, x exists. For allx 2 [0;1], de ne f such that

1(0;fx)) = 2(0;x])). Wecan de nea -morhisn F :Bp,; ! Bp;; related to thismeasurable
function. Thus, F (D;x]) = fyf ) 2 DOixlg = fyf ) xg = fyJj 2(D;y) 1(D;x])g or all
X 2 [0;1]. Forallx1;x, 2 [0;1] such that x1 < x5,

F (X1;x2]) = F (U;x2InD;x1) = F (D;x2))nF (D;x1])
= fyj 2 (D;yD 1(D;x2Dgnfyj 2 (0;y)) 1(D;x1])g
= &)y &2)]

wherey (x1) istheanallest realin D;1]such that 2 (D;y 1)) = 1(0;x]) and y (x,) is the Jargest real
In ;1] such that 2 (D;y®2)])) = 1(0;x]). Allthisleadsusto » F (x1;%2])) = 2y &1)iy&x2)]) =

2(Diy®2)D)  2(Diy&®1)D) = 1(D;x2])  1(0;x1]) = 1(X1;%2]).Byde nition, Bp;;; isthe sn allest
Borel subalgebra of P containing fla;blP a<b 1;a;b2 D;1llg. This com pltes the proofas a
consequence ofthe -additivity of 1 and 5.
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Lemma 6 M ; hasa gratestellement, namely M , ie., M M R

P roof: Firstweprovethat 8M ., 2 M g,z :M ., M & - Consider the Borel algebra? [ 1By, and a
probability m easure 0. [ 2xBr ! D;llwhich isde ned by the relations 8B 2 B, ( isde ned asin

Br; )): "Bjiiizd= @ a): B); °GiBjiiizd=am ): @) %GB =am @): B)iin
One veri esthat fB 2 [ pyBrj B) = Og = f;g and that [ pyBr is separable, ie., [ pyBgr; Cis
a separable m easure space. Clearly, there exists no B 2 [ pyBr with °®) 6 0, and such that
B22 [ 2xBr andB? B jmp]jesB0= ;,and thus, ([ onBr; 9 = Br; ) (seeLenma:_Z),i.e.,ﬂlere
existsa -isomorphism H : [ pyBr ! Bg suchthat 8B 2 [ pyBr : B)= @ B)).ForallB 2 By,
de neamap Xg :N ! f;;Igwhith issuch that 812 B :Xg 1) = I and 8i8 B :Xg (1) = ;. We
de neamapF :B [ By ! [ 2xBr by the relations 8B 2 By :F ®B;;) = ;i) and 8B 2
By :F (G;B)= (;Xg 1);Xg 2);X5 (3);:::). Oneveri esthat the -morphisn H F :B[By ! Bg

ful lIsthe requirem entsofD e njtior'_Z:S and ‘chuswehaveM{qﬂ;a M . A long the sam e lines one proves
that 8M ., 2 M g M |

nja

Mg and thatM gy [p2n M M z.Asa oconsequence M M g.
W e end this appendix w ith the proof of proposition A

P roof: Consider two -epinorphismsFy :By ! By= x andFy :By ! By= y, whith Induce a
probability m easure :Bx=x ! [0;1], respectively 0 :By=vyv ! [0;1]. Clarly, Bx= x; ) and
By= yv; °) arem easure spaces. Therealso existsF ® :By = x | By= y which il IlsDe nition;8. Let
Dy = fB 2By jx B)#%6 0;B B2 Bx ) BO= ;9. Shce Dy is at m ost countable (seeLenma:fi),
thereexistsa anallest set X 2 [ X312 Ngofjndioess;chthatDX = fB;3i2 Xg.8i2 N:]eth2 By be
such thatFy B) = F° E 1Bi),and BP®=Bh( 3 l 'B BY). Clearly, [y, B{’= [ux, B{and 8i;j2
j=1i1

X :i6 7) CO\B;D ;.Snce8i;j2 X 116 J) Bl\Bj— ;,wehave 812 X :B; \ ([321 By =i,
and thus, Fy )\ ([1] 'Fy B)) = ;.Asaconsequence,8i2 x : y BN\ (L] BM = °Fy BI\
(1 Fy ®)) = 0,and thus, 8i2 x :Fy BN = Fy Bh( L] BN = Fy B) = F° K 1By,
what kads to yBH= ey M= F° HIBD) = « CBl> De neX;= [xBi, Xp= XnX1q,
Y, = [Qng)andY2= YnY,. Suppossthat x Kz)= y ¥2)#6 O.Consjdeng = fX,\BB 2Bxg

and BY = £fY,\ BB 2 Byg. Follow ing Lenm a 4 and Lemm a 3, we know thatBy= $ = Bl=0 = By
(Y and 9 arethe restrictionsof y to By , respectively y toBY,multplied by 1= y (¥2), and thus,
they correspond w ith rJ'nLen1ma-'_3).Thisobservation,toge‘cherwjth the de nition of M X , Jeads to
BY = B) = Bp,j.Letf :Y | X besuchthat8i2 x;8y 2 BP:f (y) 2 B;. There are two possbilities:
y ¥2)=0o0r v (¥2)6 0.If v (¥2)=0,8y2 Yy:wecan choose f (y) nX,.If vy (Y2) 6 0,wede ne
fy) Prally 2 Y, by applying Lemma g (ie:, we dentify BY and B withBp,), 2 with ;and
wih 5). Wecan de ne the related -morphism F :B; ! By.We ndthat8i2 X :F B;) = Bg),
what kadsto y F Bi)) = yBD = x B:).88 2B : y F®)) = x B),asa consequence of

Lanma:_5.
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20 ne can easily prove that it poses no problem to extend the notion of direct union to countable sets of Borel algebras.
Form ore details we refer to R41.
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