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W eintroduceade� nition fora’hidden m easurem entsystem ’,i.e.,aphysicalentity forwhich thereexist:

(i)’a setofnon-contextualstatesoftheentity understudy’and (ii)’a setofstatesofthem easurem ent

context’,and which are such thatalluncertainties are due to a lack ofknowledge on the actualstate

ofthe m easurem entcontext. Firstwe identify an explicit criterion that enables usto verify whether

a given hidden m easurem ent system is a representation ofa given couple � ;E consisting ofa set of

states� and a setofm easurem entsE (= m easurem entsystem ).Then weproveforevery m easurem ent

system thatthereexistsatleastonerepresentation asa hidden m easurem entsystem with [0;1]assetof

statesofthem easurem entcontext.Thus,wecan apply thisde� nition ofa hidden m easurem entsystem

to im pose an axiom atics for context dependence. W e show that in this way we always � nd classical

representations(hidden m easurem entrepresentations)forgeneralnon-classicalentities(e.g. quantum

entities).

1 Introduction.

In [1],Aerts introduced the ’hidden m easurem ent approach’to quantum m echanics. He considered

the quantum state as a com plete representation ofthe entity under study,but he allowed a lack of

knowledgeon theinteraction oftheentity with itsm easurem entcontextduringthem easurem ent.This

idea can also be putforward asfollows: with every quantum m easurem entcorresponds a collection of

classicalm easurem ents (called hidden m easurem ents),and there exists a lack ofknowledge concerning

which m easurem entisactuallyperform ed1.Explicit’hidden m easurem entm odels’havebeen introduced

forsom e ’typical’quantum system s(see [1],[2],[4],[7],[9]and [11]).

In this paper, we apply these idea’s within a m uch m ore generalfram ework. In stead of only

supposing the existence ofa setofstates forthe physicalentity (denoted by � ),we also suppose the

existence ofa set ofstates ofthe m easurem ent context (denoted by � ) which corresponds with the

collection ofhidden m easurem ents. For an as generalas possible class ofsystem s de� ned by a set �

1
Fora generalphysicaland philosophicalbackground ofthe idea ofhidden m easurem entswe referto [1,3,4,9].
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ofstatesand a setE ofm easurem ents(called ’m easurem entsystem s’and abbreviated asm .s:)we will

prove that there exists an equivalent representation as a ’hidden m easurem ent system ’(abbreviated

ash.m .s:)such thatthe probabilitiesthatoccurare due to a lack ofknowledge on the actualstate of

the m easurem entcontext. In thisway we � nd forevery m .s:,and thusalso forquantum m echanics,a

classicalrepresentation asa h.m .s.

In section 3.3 we illustrate how an additionalstructure on the m .s:(for exam ple,the geom etric

structure ofquantum m echanics) can be induced on the h.m .s:in a naturalway. Thus,the classical

representations that we consider respect the sym m etries of the given entity. W e also identify the

criterion thatenablesusto verify whethera given h.m .s:isa representation ofa given m .s:(seesection

4.2). Such a criterion is an essentialtoolfor any further study that uses this ’hidden m easurem ent

axiom atics’ for context dependence. In [9]and [10]we have build a com plete classi� cation of all

possibleh.m .s.-representationsfora given quantum m .s.,starting from thiscriterion.

Fora generalde� nition ofthe basic m athem aticalobjectsthatare used in thispaper(�-� elds,�-

m orphism s,probability m easures,m easurablefunctionsetc...) wereferto[6]and [24].W em ention that

from a m athem aticalpointofview,therepresentation thatweintroducein thispapercoincidessom e-

tim eswith G udder’sproofon the existence forcontextualhidden variable representations2 ofsystem s

described by orthom odularlattices(see[17]).A � rsttheorem on theexistenceofahidden m easurem ent

representation for� nitedim ensionalquantum m echanicswascontained in [1].A generalization ofthis

theorem tom oregeneral� nitedim ensionalentitiescan befound in [3].Thespeci� ccaseofm ixed states

wasconsidered in [8],and the generalproofforthe existence ofa hidden m easurem entrepresentation

forin� nite dim ensionalentities can be found in [12]. Finally,we rem ark thatthe resultspresented in

thispaper(exceptforsection 3.3)wherem ade known in [9].

2 A ssum ptions ofthe approach.

In this section we consider a situation when there is a lack ofknowledge concerning the interaction

ofthe entity under study with its m easurem ent context,i.e:,when the state3 ofthe entity does not

determ ine the outcom e anym ore. In such a case,when we perform a m easurem ent e on an entity

in a state p,we m ight even be lucky ifwe m anage to � nd a form alizable statisticalregim e in the

occurring outcom es. As a consequence,a generaltheoreticaltreatm ent ofthese m easurem ents is a

priorinotpossible.Nevertheless,afterstating a few reasonableassum ptions,itispossibleto construct

a fram ework to study these situations:

A ssum ption 1 There exists4 a setofpossible descriptions ofthe m easurem entcontexton the precise

tim e thatwe decide to perform the m easurem ent,i.e.,there existsa setof’relevant’param eters forthe

m easurem entcontext. W e callthis setofrelevantparam eters the ’states ofthe m easurem entcontext’.

A ssum ption 2 The resultofa m easurem ent,which is the resultofthe interaction between the entity

and the m easurem entcontext,is com pletely determ ined by the state ofthe entity and the state ofthe

m easurem entcontext,i.e:,there isa ’determ inistic dependence’on the initialconditions.

2
Forthe debate on thiskind ofrepresentationswe referto [16],[19]and [25].

3
W e exclude the situation ofa lack ofknowledge concerning the state,i.e:,ifwe write ’state’,we m ean ’pure state’.

Fora well-founded de�nition ofstate we referto [21].
4
W e rem ark that ’existence’is not equivalent with ’knowledge’. Thus, we don’t have to know the set of possible

descriptionsofthe m easurem entcontext.
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A ssum ption 3 There exists a statisticaldescription for the relative frequency of occurrence of the

statesofthe m easurem entcontextduring the m easurem ent.

W esupposethatalltheseassum ptionsareful� lled.In thenextsections,wewilldenotethesetofstates

ofthem easurem entcontextas� .Fora� xed stateofthem easurem entcontext� 2 � ,them easurem ent

processisstrictly classical5 (becauseofthedeterm inisticdependence),and thus,forevery such strictly

classicalhidden m easurem entthere existsa strictly classicalobservable:

’� :� ! Oe (1)

W here� isthesetofstatesofthephysicalentity and Oe isthesetofpossibleoutcom esofm easurem ent

e. Thus,we have the following setofstrictly classicalobservables that correspond with the di� erent

possiblestatesofthem easurem entcontext:

�� = f’�j� 2 � g (2)

Sincethereexistsa relativefrequency ofoccurrenceforstatesofthem easurem entcontext,thereexists

a probability m easure:

�� :B� ! [0;1] (3)

W here B� isa �-� eld ofsubsetsof� . Thus,we are able to com pute a probability de� ned on subsets

ofthe setofoutcom es,forevery given initialstate,i.e:,we obtain an ’outcom e probability’forevery

m easurem ente on the entity in a state p:

Pp;e :Be ! [0;1] (4)

W hereBe isa �-� eld ofsubsetsofOe.In fact,wehavesum m arized,and represented,the’unknown but

relevantinform ation’ofthem easurem entprocess(i.e:,allpossibleinteractionsduringthem easurem ent,

forallpossibleinitialstates),in a coupleconsisting in:a setofstrictly classicalobservables�� and,a

probability m easure�� de� ned on these observables.In thelastsection of[10]weillustrate how these

m athem aticalobjectsare encountered in Aerts’m odelsystem fora spin-1
2
quantum entity.

3 A n axiom atics for context dependence.

In thissection we translate the assum ptionsofthe previoussection in an axiom atic way.

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

W e characterize the physicalentitiesthatwe considerby the following objects:

� a setofstates� and a setofm easurem entsE.

� 8e2 E,a setofoutcom esOe represented asa m easurablesubsetoftherealline.

� 8p 2 � ;8e2 E:a probability m easurePp;e :Be ! [0;1],whereBe are them easurable subsetsofO e.

W ecall� ;E am .s:and denotethecollection ofallm .s:asM S.LetOE = [e2EO e,BE = fB 2 Beje2 Eg

and PE = fB � O eje 2 Eg. For a � xed set ofoutcom es O and a � xed set ofstates � ,the set ofall

� ;E 2 M S with OE � O is denoted as M S(� ;O ). IfE contains only one m easurem ent e we call

it a one m easurem entsystem (abbreviated as 1m .s:),and we denote it as � ;e. The collection ofall

5
W e use ’strictly classical’in stead of’classical’since we exclude the situations ofunstable equilibrium thatoccur in

m ostclassicaltheories.
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1m .s:isdenoted asM S0. To sum m arize allprobability m easuresthatcharacterize a m .s:within one

m athem aticalobjectweintroducea m ap P�;E :� � E � BE ! [0;1],which issuch that8p2 � ;8e2 E:

Pp;e isthetrace ofP�;E fora restricted dom ain fpg� feg� Be,and forallB 2 BE:

Pp;e(B )= Pp;e(B \ O e) (5)

Forthiscollection ofm .s:weexpressin thefollowing de� nition therelation ’:::isrepresentableas:::’

in a m athem aticalway.

D e�nition 1 Two m .s:� ;E and �0;E0are called m athem atically equivalent(denoted by � ;E � �0;E0)

ifthere existtwo m aps� :� ! �0and � :E ! E0,both one to one and onto,and if8e2 E,there exists

a �-isom orphism � :Be ! B�(e) such that:

8p 2 � ;8B 2 Be :Pp;e(B )= P�(p);�(e)(�(B )) (6)

Clearly,theorem s on the existence ofcertain representations ofa m .s:can be expressed in term s of

m athem aticalequivalence. W e end this section the notion of’belonging up to m athem aticalequiv-

alence’. Let � ;E 2 M S and N ;N 0 � M S. Ifthere exists �0;E0 2 N such that �0;E0 � � ;E we

write:

� ;E�
2 N (7)

3.2 H idden m easurem ent system s (h.m .s.).

In thefollowing de� nition weintroducethesem .s:thatarerelated to param eterized setsof’com patible’

strictly classical observables, i.e., strictly classical observables with a com m on set of states and a

com m on setofoutcom es.

D e�nition 2 � ;E 2 M S is called ’strictly classical’if8e2 E,e is a ’strictly classicalm easurem ent’,

i.e.,8p2 � ;8B 2 Be :Pp;e(B )2 f0;1g.

If� ;E is a strictly classicalm .s:then,8e 2 E there always exists a strictly classicalobservable ’e :

� ! Oe such that8p 2 � and 8B 2 Be we have Pp;e(B )= 1B [’e(p)](1B isthe indicator6 ofB ). W e

usethisproperty in thefollowing de� nition,wherewe introducea param eterization ofa setofstrictly

classicalm easurem entswith com m on setsofstatesand outcom es.In thisde� nition wedenotePp;e� as

Pp;� and thesetofallsubsetsofthe set� asP�.

D e�nition 3 LetE = fe�j� 2 � g and letOE be the outcom es ofe� for all� 2 � .� ;E 2 M S iscalled

a ’� -m .s.’ifthere existsa set

�� = f’� :� ! OEj� 2 � g (8)

which issuch that8p 2 � ;8� 2 � ;8B 2 BE :Pp;�(B )= 1B [’�(p)].W eintroduce a m ap � � :� � PE !

P� such that8p 2 � ;8o2 OE;8B 2 PE :� �
o
p = f� 2 � j’�(p)= og and � �Bp = [o2B � �

o
p (� �

o
p isthe

im age of(p;fog)and � �Bp the im age of(p;B )).

O neeasily veri� esthatweareabletorestrictthedom ain of� � to� � BE.Toavoid notationaloverkill,

weapply thesam enotationsforthem ap � � when de� ned on � � BE aswhen de� ned on � � PE (which

ofthe two dom ains we consider willfollow from the context,or willbe speci� ed). For a � xed state

p 2 � ,we can consider� �p :BE ! P�,i.e:,� � with the dom ain restricted to fpg� BE. For every

� xed state p 2 � we can introduce ’p :� ! OE which is such that 8� 2 � :’p(�) = ’�(p). Let

� � (� � BE)= f� �Bp jp 2 � ;8B 2 BEg.

6The indicator1B :O e ! f0;1g issuch that8o2 B :1B (o)= 1 and 8o2 O enB :1B (o)= 0.
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P roposition 1 LetB� bea sub-�-�eld ofP � and let� � (� � BE)� B�.Forallp 2 � ,� � :� � BE !

B� de�nesa �-m orphism ,nam ely � � p :BE ! B�,and 8p2 � ,’p :� ! OE isa m easurable function.

Theproofofthisproposition isstraightforward and therefore om itted.

In the following de� nition we introduce a probability m easure on a collection ofstrictly classical

observablesin thefollowing sense:weconsideranew (in generalnon-classical)m easurem entby suppos-

ing thatoneofthestrictly classicalm easurem entscorresponding with thestrictly classicalobservables

occurswith a given probability. The idea ofde� ning new m easurem entsby perform ing one m easure-

m entin a collection hasbeen introduced by Piron (see[21]and [22]).Theidea ofcreating non-classical

m easurem entsby considering classicalm easurem ents,equipped with a relativefrequency ofoccurrence,

hasbeen introduced by Aertsin hism odelsystem fora spin-1
2
quantum entity (see [1]and [3]),which

wasbased on them odelin [15].

D e�nition 4 A ’� -hidden m easurem entm odel’� ;E;�� consists in:

i)a � -m easurem entsystem � ;E

ii)a probability m easure �� :B� ! [0;1]thatful�lls� � (� � BE)� B�

De�ne e� as the m easurem entwhich is such thata strictly classicalm easurem ente� 2 E occurs with

the probability determ ined by �,i.e:,8B 2 B�,the probability that� 2 B is ��(B ). The 1m .s:� ;e�

related to � ;E;�� iscalled a ’��-h.m .s:’. If�� isnotspeci�ed,but� is,we callita ’� -h.m .s:’.If��

nor � are speci�ed,we callita ’h.m .s:’

Thus,every � -hidden m easurem entm odelde� nesa new one m easurem entsystem ifwe suppose that

�� expresses a lack ofknowledge concerning which e� 2 E actually takes place. Since in general,

the m easurem ents e� are not strictly classical,they are related to non-classicalobservables. In this

de� nition one easily sees that � can indeed be interpreted as the set ofstates ofthe m easurem ent

contextin thesensethatforevery given � 2 � ,e� determ inesan interaction between theentity under

study and them easurem entcontext.

P roposition 2 Let� ;e� be the 1m .s:related to a � -hidden m easurem entm odel� ;E;�� and letPp;e�
be the trace ofP�;e� for a restricted dom ain fpg� fe�g� BE.8p2 � ;8B 2 BE:

Pp;e�(B )= ��(� �
B
p ) (9)

P roof:Since� � (� � BE)� B�,P�;e� iswellde� ned:

P� ;e�

� � BE �! [0;1]

�� & % ��

B�

8p2 � ;8B 2 BE:Pp;e�(B )= ��(f�j’�(p)2 B g)= ��(� �
B
p ).�

De� nethesetofallh.m .s:in M S0 asH M S0,thesetofall� -h.m .s:in M S0 asH M S0(� ),and theset

ofall��-h.m .s:in M S0 asH M S0(��).In thefollowing de� nition weextend De� nition 4 to h.m .s:with

m ultiplenon-classicalm easurem ents,allofthem de� ned in thesam eway aswede� ned e� in De� nition

4,i.e.,we suppose that8e 2 E,there exists a setofclassicalobservables,param ertized by a set� of

statesofthem easurem entcontext.
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D e�nition 5 Let� ;E 2 M S. If8e 2 E :� ;e 2 H M S0 we call� ;E a h.m .s.7. If8e 2 E :� ;e 2

H M S0(� )we call� ;E a � -h.m .s.If8e2 E :� ;e2 H M S0(��)we call� ;E a ��-h.m .s.

The set of allh.m .s:is denoted as H M S. For a � xed set � ,we denote the set ofall� -h.m .s:as

H M S(� ).Fora � xed probability m easure ��,we denote the setofall��-h.m .s:asH M S(��)(when

the speci� cation of� is not relevant,we willalso use the sim pli� ed notation H M S(�)). Clearly we

haveH M S(��)� H M S(� )� H M S � M S.Fora � xed setofstates� and a � xed setofoutcom esO

we denote the setofallh.m .s:in M S(� ;O )asH M S(� ;O ). Again for� xed sets� and O we denote

the set ofall� -h.m .s:in M S(� ;O ) as H M S(� ;O ;� ) and the set ofall��-h.m .s:in M S(� ;O ) as

H M S(� ;O ;��).Forevery � ;E 2 H M S wecan de� nea m ap � � :� � E� BE ! P�,such that8e2 E,

the restriction ofthisnew m ap to � � feg� Be correspondswith the m ap introduced in De� nition 3

and,such that8B 2 BE :� �
B
p;e = � �B \O e

p;e (wedenotetherestriction ofthisnew m ap tofpg� feg� BE

as� �p;e). The resultsofthissection rem ain valid forthisnew m ap if8e 2 E,we replace � � by the

m ap � �e :� � BE ! P� (which isobtained by restriction ofthedom ain of� � :� � E � BE ! P�),if

wereplace � �p by � �p;e :BE ! P� and ifwereplace ’p by ’p;e :� ! OE.

3.3 C om patibility of the de�nition of a h.m .s: w ith the geom etric structure of

quantum m echanics.

Ifthere exists an additionalstructure on the set ofallpossible outcom es ofa m easurem ent system 8,

onecould dem and thatthisadditionalstructureinducesa structureon � .In thissection weshow how

theadditionalstructurein thedescription ofa physicalentity can beim plem ented in a straightforward

way within this fram ework. W e consider the case ofa quantum entity subm itted to m easurem ents

with a � nite num ber ofoutcom es. W e willshow that it su� ces to have a h.m .s.-representations for

only one ofthe m easurem ents to obtain a representation for allm easurem ents. IfE consists ofall

m easurem entswith n outcom es,we can representsuch a m easurem entby n eigenvectors pe;1;:::;pe;n

and n corresponding eigenvaluesoe;1;:::;oe;n.Considerone given m easurem ente0 (with p0;1;:::;p0;n

aseigenvectors and o0;1;:::;o0;n asrespective eigenvalues)forwhich we have a h.m .s.-representation,

i.e.,there exist:

��;0 = f’0;� :� ! fp0;1;:::;p0;ngj� 2 � g (10)

and

��;0 :B� ! [0;1] (11)

that characterize this h.m .s.-representation. Then,we can de� ne a representation for every e 2 E in

thefollowing way:

��;e = f’e;� :� ! fpe;1;:::;pe;ng :p7! Ue � ’0;� � U
� 1
e (p)j� 2 � g (12)

and

��;e = ��;0 (13)

where Ue is the unitary transform ation de� ned by 8i : pe;i = Ue(p0;i). In this way, the h.m .s.-

representation clearly ’respects’the structure thatcharacterizes thisquantum entity. Foran exam ple

oftheapplication ofeq.12 and eq.13 wereferto Aerts’m odelsystem which can befound in [1],[2],[5],

[7]and [9],and which isalso discussed within the form alism ofthisapproach in [10].

7
W e rem ark thatthe sym bolE which appearsin D e�nition 4 (i.e.,a �-setofstrictly classicalm easurem ents)isfrom

a conceptualpointofview com pletely di�erentfrom the one which appearsin D e�nition 5 (any setofm easurem entson

an entity with � assetofstatessuch thatalle2 E are de�ned in thesam e way aswe de�ned e� in D e�nition 4),i.e.,for

every e2 E ofD e�nition 5 there existsa setofstrictly classicalm easurem entsEe.
8Forexam ple,a partialordering ofthe subsetsofalloutcom esand/orthe im plem entation ofspatialsym m etries.
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4 O n the existence ofh.m .s.-representations.

Beforeweproceed weneed to introducesom em easuretheoreticalnotationsand lem m a’s.Nonetheless,

to avoid anotationaloverkillin them ain section ofthispaper,wehavecollected alllem m a’sand proofs

in an appendix atthe end ofthispaper.

4.1 Som e m athem aticalprelim inaries and notations.

First we willintroduce and study a collection ofm athem aticalobjects that’llplay a crucialrole in

the characterization ofthe h.m .s:in H M S,and thus,also in the criterion forthe existence ofh.m .s.-

representationswhich willbepresented atthe end ofthissection.

D e�nition 6 LetB be a Borelalgebra,and let� :B ! [0;1]be a probability m easure. De�ne B=� as

the setofequivalence classes for the relation � on B,which is de�ned by: B � B 0, �(B 4 B 0)= 0.

W e call(B;�)a m easure space ifB �= B=�,i.e.:

fB jB 2 B;�(B )= 0g = f;g (14)

Two m easure spaces (B;�) and (B0;�0) are isom orphic (denoted as (B;�)�= (B0;�0)),ifthere exists a

�-isom orphism H :B ! B0which issuch that8B 2 B :�(B )= �0(H (B )).

O ne can verify thatB=� isagain a Borelalgebra,and that� inducesa probability m easure on B=�.

Fora proofwe referto [6].The Borelsetsof[0;1]willbedenoted by B[0;1]and the Lebesgue m easure

by �[0;1].ThequotientB[0;1]=�[0;1]isdenoted by BR and the probability m easure introduced on BR by

�[0;1]as�R.Ifweconsiderthem easurespace(BR;�R),weom ittheindex R in �R (in Lem m a 1 wewill

see thatthatthiscannot lead to any confusion). To characterize ’notto big’Borelalgebras we have

thefollowing de� nition:

D e�nition 7 W e calla Borelalgebra B separable ifthere existsa countable dense subset,i.e:,ifthere

exists a setD = fB iji2 Ng which is such thatthe sm allestBorelsubalgebra ofB containing D is B

itself.W e calla m easure space (B;�)separable ifB isseparable.

LetM bethecollection ofallclassesconsisting ofisom orphicseparable m easure spaces,i.e.,every M

in M isa classofisom orphic separable m easure spaces. In the appendix atthe end ofthispaper,we

characterize M in an explicitway.O n M we introduce thefollowing relation9.

D e�nition 8 De�nea binary relation � on M by:M � M 0if8(B;�)2 M and 8(B0;�0)2 M 0,there

existsa �-m orphism F :B ! B0such that8B 2 B :�0(F (B ))= �(B ).

Clearly,itsu� cesto have one �-m orphism F such that8B 2 B :�0(F (B ))= �(B ).

P roposition 3 The �-m orphism F in De�nition 8 isone to one.

Theproofofthisproposition isstraightforward and om itted.Denote the setofallintegers,sm alleror

equalthen a given n 2 N asXn.LetBn betheBorelalgebra ofallsubsetsofXn and letBN betheBorel

algebra ofallsubsetsofN.Denote the classofallsetsisom orphic with Xn asX n,the classofallsets

isom orphicwith N asX N,and theclassofallsetsisom orphicwith R asX R.LetX = [n2NX n[X N [X R.

For a given set X 2 X ,denote the set ofallsubsets ofX as PX . There exists a one-to-one m ap

9In [10]we prove thatM ;� isa poset,i.e.,� isa partialorderrelation.
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hX :X ! [0;1],and thus,we can consider BX ;R = ffxjhX (x)2 B g jB 2 B[0;1]g � PX . Clearly,hX

is a m easurable function,i.e.,we can consider the �-m orphism H X :B[0;1] ! BX ;R induced by this

m easurable function. LetM X be the collection ofalltriples(X ;BX ;�X ),where X 2 X ,BX = BX ;R

and �X :BX ! [0;1]is a probability m easure. In the following proposition we prove a connection

between therelation � on M and the existence ofm easurable functionsforobjectsin M X .

P roposition 4 Let(X ;BX ;�X ) and (Y;BY ;�Y ) in M X ,and suppose thatthe m easure space related

to BX and �X belongs to M X ,and the one related to BY and �Y belongs to M Y . IfM X � M Y ,

there exists a m easurable function f :Y ! X such thatthe related �-m orphism F :BX ! BY ful�lls

8B 2 BX :�X (B )= �Y (F (B )).

Fortheproofofthisproposition we referto theappendix atthe end ofthispaper.

4.2 A criterion on the existence ofh.m .s.-representations.

In this section we identify an explicit criterion that enables us to verify whether a given h.m .s:is a

representation ofa given m .s. Thiscriterion willbe the m ain key in the proofon the existence fora

h.m .s.-representation forevery m .s. M oreover,asithasbeen shown in [9]and [10],thiscriterion also

enablesusto build a com pleteclassi� cation ofallpossibleh.m .s.-representationsfora given quantum -

like m .s. Nonetheless,in thispaperwe only wantto show thatourde� nition forcontext dependence

can beim posed on every m .s.

Ifnoconfusion ispossible,wewrite� 2 M X (or�� 2 M X )in stead of(� ;B�;��)2 M X .Consider

� ;E 2 M S with an event probability P�;E :� � E � BE ! [0;1]. 8p 2 � ;8e 2 E we denote Be=Pp;e

as Bp;e,and the induced probability m easure on Bp;e as �p;e. 8� ;E 2 M S,(Bp;e;�p;e) is a separable

m easurespace forallp 2 � and foralle2 E,and thus,(Oe;Be;Pp;e)2 M X .

� LetM p;e bethe uniqueclassin M such that(Bp;e;�p;e)2 M p;e.

� 8� ;E 2 M S we introduce:� M (� ;E)= fMp;ejp 2 � ;e2 Eg

For every � ;e 2 H M S0 there exists �� such that � ;e 2 H M S0(��). Denote B�=�� as B�,and the

induced probability m easureon B� as�.Analogously,if� ;E 2 H M S,wecan de� neB�;� foralle2 E.

For� ;E 2 H M S(��),thereexistsoneuniquem easurespace(B�;�),which iscalled ’them easurespace

related to the ��-h.m .s:� ;E’. For � ;E 2 H M S(� ),we have to considera m easure space (B�;�)for

alle2 E.

� LetM � betheuniqueclassin M such that(B�;�)2 M �.

Fora h.m .s:in � ;E 2 H M S(� )we have to considerone m easure space B�;� foralle 2 E. Forevery

� 2 X we introducethe following subsetofM :

� M � = fM �j�� 2 M X g

W e also introducethefollowing relation on subsetsofM .

D e�nition 9 8N ;N 0� M :

N � N
0( ) 8M 2 N ;9M 02 N

0
:M � M 0

W e’lldenoteN � fM g asN � M and fM g � N asM � N .In thefollowing de� nition weintroduce

a subcollection ofH M S thatcontainsthese h.m .s:in which appearonly separable m easurespaces.
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D e�nition 10 LetH M SS0 bethecollection ofall� ;e2 H M S0 such that(B�;�)isa separablem easure

space and letH M SS be the collection ofall� ;E 2 H M S such that8e2 E:� ;e2 H M SS0.

In the following section,we willprove thatitsu� cesto considerm easure spacescontained in classes

in M ,and thisautom atically allowsusto lim itourselvesto h.m .s:in H M SS.

Now weidentify thenecessary and su� cientcondition fortheexistenceofa��-h.m .s:-representation

in H M S(� ;OE;��),fora given m .s:in M S.

T heorem 1 Let� ;E 2 M S and �� 2 M X :

� ;E�
2 H M S(� ;OE;��), � M (� ;E)� M � (15)

P roof: =) Lete 2 E. According to De� nition 5,there exists� ;E0;�� such that� ;e � � ;e�. Thus,

thereexistsa �-m orphism � :Be ! BE0 which issuch that8B 2 Be :Pp;e�(�(B ))= Pp;e(B )(� :� ! �

is the identity,� :feg ! fe�g is trivial). M oreover,there exists � �p;e :BE ! B� (see Proposition

1)which issuch that8B 2 BE :��(� �p;e(B ))= Pp;e�(B \ O e)(see Proposition 2). Since BE0 � BE,

we can considerthe m ap [� �p;e � �]:Be ! B�. Clearly,[� �p;e � �]isalso a �-m orphism and ful� lls

8B 2 Be :��([� �p;e � �](B ))= Pp;e(B ). De� ne Fp :Be ! Bp;e and F� :B� ! B� by the following

schem e:

� � � p;e

Be �! BE0 �! B�
F p #

P p;e
& P p;e�# .

�
�

#F �

Bp;e �! [0;1]  � B�
�p;e �

Thus,8B 2 Be :�([F� � � �p;e � �](B ))= Pp;e(B ). ForallB 2 Bp;e,there existsatleastone B 1 2 Be

such that Fp(B 1) = B . Let B 0
1 = [F� � � �p;e � �](B1) 2 B�. IfB 2 6= B 1 and Fp(B 2) = B ,then

Pp;e(B 14 B 2)= 0,and thus

�([F� � � �p;e� �](B1)4 [F� � � �p;e� �](B2)) =

�([F� � � �p;e� �](B14 B 2)) =

Pp;e(B 14 B 2) = 0

By de� nition ofF� there existsonly one B 0
1 = [F� � � �p;e � �](B2)= [F� � � �p;e � �](B1). Thus,we

can de� neF� :Bp;e ! B� such that8B 2 Bp;e :F�(B )= [F� � � �p;e� �](B0), B = Fp(B
0).

� �� p;e

Be �! BE0 �! B�

Fp & F� . F�

Bp;e �! B�

Let B 0 2 Be be such that F�(B ) = [F� � Fp](B
0). W e have,�(F�(B )) = �([F� � Fp](B

0)) = �([F� �

� �p;e � �](B0))= ��([� �p;e � �](B0))= Pp;e�(�(B
0))= Pp;e(B

0)= �p;e(B ),and thus,De� nition 8 is

ful� lled.Asa consequence,M p;e � M �,and thus,� M (� ;E)� M �.

( = Letp 2 � and e2 E.SinceM p;e � M �,and,sinceboth (O e;Be;Pp;e)and (� ;B�;��)arein M X ,

wecan apply Proposition 4.Thus,thereexistsa m easurablefunction fp :� ! Oe such thattherelated

�-m orphism Fp :Be ! B� ful� lls8B 2 Be :Pp;e(B )= ��(Fp(B )).De� ne� �e :� � BE ! B� such that
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8B 2 BE :� �
B
p;e = Fp(O e\ B ).De� ne’� :� ! X such that8p2 � :’�(p)= fp(�).W ehave8p 2 � :

� �Bp = f�j� 2 � ;fp(�)g = f�j� 2 � ;’�(p)g. Thus,there existsa setofstrictly classicalobservables

Ee.Thus,� �e de� nesa � -m .s.Stillfollowing Proposition 4,8B 2 Be :Pp;e(B )= ��(F (B )),and thus,

8B 2 BE :Pp;e(B )= ��(F (O e\ B ))= ��(� �
B
p;e)(seeeq.5).Ifweidentify ewith e�,them easurem ent

related to � ;Ee;��,we obtain � ;e�
2 H M S0(� ;OE;��),and thus,� ;E�

2 H M S(� ;OE;��).�

An alternativeversion ofthistheorem expressesthesu� cientand necessary condition fortheexistence

ofatleastone representation in H M SS(� ;OE;� ):

T heorem 2 Let� ;E 2 M S and � 2 X :

� ;E�
2 H M S

S
(� ;OE;� ), � M (� ;E)� M � (16)

P roof: W e have � ;E�
2 H M SS(� ;OE;� ) , 8e 2 E : � ;e�

2 H M SS0(� ;OE;� ) , 8e 2 E;9�� :

� ;e�
2 H M S0(� ;OE;��) , 8e 2 E;9�� :� M (� ;e) � M � , 8e 2 E;9M � 2 M � :� M (� ;e) �

M � , 8e2 E :� M (� ;e)� M � , � M (� ;E)� M �.�

4.3 A prooffor the existence ofh.m .s.-representations for allm .s.

In thefollowing theorem weprovethattheaxiom aticsforthedependenceon them easurem entcontext

im posed by the de� nition ofa h.m .s:im plies no restriction for a generalm .s:,i.e.,every m .s:can be

represented asa h.m .s.,with [0;1]assetofstatesofthe m easurem entcontext.

T heorem 3 8� ;E 2 M S:� ;E�
2 H M SS(� ;OE;[0;1]).

P roof: According to Lem m a 6 we know thatM � M R.Forall� ;E 2 M S we have � M (� ;E)� M .

Thus,� M (� ;E)� M R,and thus,� ;E�
2 H M S(� ;OE;�[0;1])� H M SS(� ;OE;[0;1]).�

5 C onclusion.

Every m .s:in M S has a representation as a h.m .s:in H M S,and thus,also quantum m echanics can

berepresented in thisway.Asa consequence,theh.m .s.-form alism thatispresented in thispapercan

be seen as an axiom atics for generalphysicalentities for contextdependence thatleads to a classical

representation ofnon-classicalsystem s. W e also identi� ed the generalcondition for the existence of

a h.m .s:-representation with � as set of’states ofthe m easurem ent context’,or with �� as relative

frequency ofoccurenceofthesestatesofthem easurem entcontext.Ifno furtherrestrictionsorassum p-

tionsarem adeon � ,weonly obtain restrictionson theordinality of� ,and on thespeci� cprobability

m easure�� thatweconsider.A lotofproblem sarestillto besolved,forexam ple,how precisely should

thish.m .s.-form alism be� tted in them ore generaloperationalform alism sforquantum m echanicslike

Piron’sapproach (see [21]and [22])orthe Foulis-Randallapproach (see [13]and [14]). Still,we think

thattheapproach presented in thispapercertainly leadsto a successfulextension ofthecontem porary

quantum fram ework aswellfrom a philosophicalasfrom a m athem aticalpointofview.
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6 A ppendix: som e m easure theoreticallem m a’s.

LetB and B0betwo BorelAlgebras.Denote theirdirectunion10 by B[ B0,i.e.,B[ B0= f(B ;B 0)jB 2

B;B 02 B0g equipped with three relations:

(B 1;B
0
1)[ (B 2;B

0
2) = (B 1 [ B 2;B

0
1 [ B

0
2)

(B 1;B
0
1)\ (B 2;B

0
2) = (B 1 \ B 2;B

0
1 \ B

0
2)

c
(B 1;B

0
1) = (

c
B 1;

c
B
0
1)

In thefollowing de� nition weintroducean extension ofthisnotion ofdirectunion ofBorelalgebrasto

thecollection ofm easurespaces,i.e.,we introducea way to ’com pose’m easure spaces.

D e�nition 11 Let (B;�) and (B0;�0) be m easure spaces, a 2]0;1[and �+
a
�0 :B[ B0 ! [0;1]such

that 8(B ;B 0) 2 B[ B0 : �+
a
�0(B ;B 0) = (1 � a)�(B )+ a�0(B 0). De�ne the weighted direct union

(B;�)[
a
(B0;�0)of(B;�)and (B0;�0)asthe m easure space11 (B[ B0;�+

a
�0).

Asin section 4.1,wedenotethesetofallintegers,sm allerorequalthen a given n 2 N asXn.LetBn be

theBorelalgebra ofallsubsetsofXn and letBN betheBorelalgebra ofallsubsetsofN.W e introduce

thefollowing setsofm onotonousdecreasing strictly positive functions:

M n = fm :Xn ! [0;1]j

i= n
X

i= 1

m (i)= 1;i� j) m (j)� m (i)g

M N = fm :N ! [0;1]j
X

i2N

m (i)= 1;i� j) m (j)� m (i)g

For allm 2 M n [ M N we de� ne a probability m easure �m :BN ! [0;1]by 8i:�m (fig)= m (i). W e

also introducethe following notationsforsom e classesofm easurespaces:

M R = f(B;�)j(B;�)�= (BR;�)g

8N 2 N [ fNg;8m 2 M N :

M m
N = f(B;�)j(B;�)�= (BN ;�m )g

8N 2 N [ fNg;8m 2 M N ;8a 2]0;1[:

M m
N ;a = f(B;�)j(B;�)�= (BR;�)[

a
(BN ;�m )g

and also thefollowing notationsforsetsofsuch classes:

M N = fM m
N jm 2 M N g

M R;a = fM m
N ;a jN 2 N [ fNg;m 2 M N g

M = [N 2N[fNgM N [a2]0;1[M R;a [ fM Rg

The use ofthissym bolM (which we used in section 4.1 asa notation forthe collection ofallclasses

consisting ofisom orphic separablem easure spaces)isjusti� ed by the following lem m a.

10
A m ore generalconstruction,and also m ore details,can be found in [24].

11O ne easily veri�esthatthisweighted directunion isindeed a m easure space.
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Lem m a 1 The collection ofallseparable m easure spaces is:

M R [N 2N[fNg [m 2M N
M m

N [a2]0;1[M
m
N ;a (17)

M oreover,for every separable m easure space (B;�),9!M 2 M such that(B;�)2 M .

Theproofisa ratherlong construction thatusesLem m a 2,Lem m a 3,Lem m a 4 (see further)and the

Loom is-Sikorkitheorem (see [20]and [23]).Sincethecontentifthetheorem agreeswith ourintuition,

and the proofofitdoesn’tcontribute in an essentialway to the understanding ofthe subjectofthis

paper,thisproofisom itted.An explicitproofwith thenotationsofthispapercan befound in [9].

Lem m a 2 IfB is a separable Borelalgebra with fB 2 BjB 0 � B ) B 0 = ;g = f;g,then B �= BR.

M oreover,for every probability m easure � :B ! [0;1],there existsa �-isom orphism F� :B ! BR such

that8B 2 B :�(B )= �R(F�(B )).

P roof:Thislem m a isproved by M arczewski.Foran outline ofitwe referto [6]or[18].�

Lem m a 3 Let (B;�) be a m easure space, B 0 2 B, a = �(B 0), Bl = fB 2 BjB \ B 0 = ;g and

Br = fB 2 BjB \ B 0 = B g. De�ne two m aps, �l : Bl ! [0;1] and �r : Br ! [0;1] such that

8B 2 Bl :�l(B )=
�(B )

1� a
and 8B 2 Br :�r(B )=

�(B )

a
. Then,both (Bl;�l) and (Br;�r) are m easure

spaces. M oreover we have (B;�)�= (Bl;�l)[
a
(Br;�r).

P roof:O neeasily seesthatBr (resp.Bl)areBorelalgebras,with B 0 (resp.B
c
0)asgreatestelem ent.By

de� nition,�land �r are�-additive.Since�(B 0)= a and �(B c
0)= 1� a,both �land �r arenorm alized.

Thus,�land �r are probability m easures,and thus,(Bl;�l)and (Br;�r)arem easurespaces.W e have

to show that there exists a �-isom orphism H :B ! Bl[ Br such that 8B 2 B;8(B l;B r)2 Bl[ Br :

(B l;B r) = H (B ) ) �(B ) = �l+
a
�r(B l;B r). Since 8B 2 B we have: �l+

a
�r(B \ B c

0;B \ B 0) =

(1� a)�l(B \ B c
0)+ a�r(B \ B 0) = �((B \ B c

0)[ (B \ B 0)) = �(B ),we can de� ne H by 8B 2 B :

H (B )= (B \ B c
0;B \ B 0).�

Lem m a 4 A m easure space cannot have an uncountable subset ofdisjoint elem ents with a nonzero

probability.

P roof:Supposethatthereexistssuch a setD .LetD i= fB jB 2 D ;�(B )> 1

i
g.Clearly,D = [i2ND i.

SinceD isuncountable,thereexistsn 2 N such thatD n containsan in� nitesetofelem ents.LetD
0
n =

fB iji2 NgbeacountablesubsetofD n.W ehave�([B 2D n
)� �([B 2D 0

n
)=

P

i2N �(B i)�
P

i2N
1

n
= 1 .

�

Lem m a 5 Let �1 : B[0;1] ! [0;1] and �2 : B[0;1] ! [0;1] be two probability m easures such that

B[0;1]=�1
�= B[0;1]=�2

�= BR. There exists a m easurable function f : [0;1] ! [0;1], which is such

thatthe related �-m orphism F :B[0;1]! B[0;1]ful�lls8B 2 B[0;1]:�1(B )= �2(F (B )).

P roof: Let b 2 [0;1]. 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 suprem um ofallb0 2 [0;b[such that there exists x0 2 [0;1]ful� lling

�1([0;x
0])= b0. Then,there exists an increasing sequence (bi)i with for alli2 N: bi 2 [b� � 1=i;b� ]
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and 9xi 2 [0;1]such that�1([0;xi])= bi. Clearly,b� isthe suprem um offbiji2 Ng and (xi)i isalso

an increasing sequence. Denote the suprem um offxiji2 Ng as x� . There are two possibilities x� 2

fxiji2 Ng and x� 62 fxiji2 Ng.Ifx� 2 fxiji2 Ng then [i2N[0;xi]= [0;x� ],and thus�1([i2N[0;xi])=

�1([0;x� ]). Ifx� 62 fxiji2 Ng then [i2N[0;xi]= [0;x� [,and again we � nd �1([0;x� ])= �1([0;x� [)=

�1([i2N[0;xi]),since�1(fx� g)= 0.W ealsohaveforalli2 N:�1(]xi;xi+ 1])= �1([0;xi+ 1])� �1([0;xi]).

Thus:

�1([0;x� ]) = �1([i2N[0;xi])= �1([0;x1][ ([i2N]xi;xi+ 1]))

= �1([0;x1])+
X

i2N

�1(]xi;xi+ 1])

= �1([0;x1])+
X

i2N

�1([0;xi+ 1])�
X

i2N

�1([0;xi])

= b1 +
X

i2N

(bi+ 1 � bi)= b�

De� ne b+ as the in� m um ofallb0 2]b;1]such that 9x0 2 [0;1]:�1([0;x
0])= b0 (there exists at least

one such b0 since �1([0;1]) = 1). Then,there exists an decreasing sequence (bi)i with for alli2 N:

bi 2 [b+ ;b+ + 1=i]and 9xi2 [0;1]such that�1([0;xi])= bi. Denote the in� m um offxiji2 Ng asx+ .

Clearly,\i2N[0;xi]= [0;x+ ]and (xi)i isalso an decreasing sequence.Thus:

�1([0;x+ ]) = �1(\i2N[0;xi])= �1(([i2N[0;xi]
c
)
c
)

= 1� �1([i2N]xi;1])= 1� �1(]x1;1][ ([i2N]xi+ 1;xi]))

= 1� (�1(]x1;1])+
X

i2N

�1(]xi+ 1;xi]))

= 1� (1� �1([0;x1])+
X

i2N

(�1([0;xi])� �1([0;xi+ 1])))

= 1� (1� b1 +
X

i2N

(bi� bi+ 1))= b+

For allx0 2]x� ;x+ [we have �1([0;x
0]) � �1([0;x� ]) = b� ,�1([0;x

0]) � �1([0;x+ ]) = b+ ,but,as a

consequence ofthe de� nition ofb� and b+ ,there existno x
02]x� ;x+ [such that�1([0;x

0])2 [b� ;b+ ].

Thus we obtain a contradiction. As a consequence,x exists. For allx 2 [0;1],de� ne f such that

�1([0;f(x)]) = �2([0;x]). W e can de� ne a �-m orphism F :B[0;1] ! B[0;1] related to this m easurable

function. Thus,F ([0;x]) = fyjf(y) 2 [0;x]g = fyjf(y) � xg = fyj�2([0;y]) � �1([0;x])g for all

x 2 [0;1].Forallx1;x2 2 [0;1]such thatx1 < x2:

F (]x1;x2]) = F ([0;x2]n[0;x1])= F ([0;x2])nF ([0;x1])

= fyj�2([0;y])� �1([0;x2])gnfyj�2([0;y])� �1([0;x1])g

= ]y(x1);y(x2)]

wherey(x1)isthesm allestrealin [0;1]such that�2([0;y(x1)])= �1([0;x])and y(x2)isthelargestreal

in [0;1]such that�2([0;y(x2)])= �1([0;x]). Allthisleadsusto �2(F (]x1;x2]))= �2(]y(x1);y(x2)])=

�2([0;y(x2)])� �2([0;y(x1)])= �1([0;x2])� �1([0;x1])= �1(]x1;x2]).By de� nition,B[0;1]isthesm allest

Borelsubalgebra ofP[0;1]containing f]a;b]j0 � a < b� 1;a;b2 [0;1]g. Thiscom pletesthe proofasa

consequence ofthe �-additivity of�1 and �2.�
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Lem m a 6 M ;� has a greatestellem ent,nam ely M R,i.e.,M � M R

P roof:Firstweprovethat8M m
N;a 2 M R;a :M

m
N;a � M R.ConsidertheBorelalgebra

12 [ i2NBR,and a

probability m easure �0:[ i2NBR ! [0;1]which isde� ned by the relations8B 2 BR (� isde� ned asin

(BR;�)):�
0(B ;;;:::)= (1� a):�(B );�0(;;B ;;;:::)= a:m (1):�(B );�0(;;;;B ;;;:::)= a:m (2):�(B );:::.

O ne veri� es that fB 2 [ i2NBRj�(B ) = 0g = f;g and that [ i2NBR is separable,i.e.,[ i2NBR;�
0 is

a separable m easure space. Clearly, there exists no B 2 [ i2NBR with �0(B ) 6= 0, and such that

B 02 [ i2NBR and B 0� B im pliesB 0= ;,and thus,([ i2NBR;�
0)�= (BR;�)(see Lem m a 2),i.e.,there

existsa �-isom orphism H :[ i2NBR ! BR such that8B 2 [ i2NBR :�
0(B )= �(H (B )).ForallB 2 BN,

de� ne a m ap XB :N ! f;;Ig which is such that 8i2 B :X B (i)= I and 8i62 B :X B (i)= ;. W e

de� ne a m ap F :BR[ BN ! [ i2NBR by the relations 8B 2 BR :F (B ;;) = (B ;;;;;:::) and 8B 2

BN :F (;;B )= (;;X B (1);X B (2);X B (3);:::).O ne veri� esthatthe �-m orphism H � F :BR[ BN ! BR

ful� llstherequirem entsofDe� nition 8 and thuswehaveMm
N;a � M R.Along thesam elinesoneproves

that8M m
n;a 2 M R;a :M

m
n;a � M R and thatM N [n2N M n � M R.Asa consequence M � M R.�

W e end thisappendix with the proofofproposition 4.

P roof: Consider two �-epim orphism s FX :BX ! BX =�X and FY :BY ! BY =�Y ,which induce a

probability m easure � :BX =�X ! [0;1],respectively �0 :BY =�Y ! [0;1]. Clearly,(BX =�X ;�) and

(BY =�Y ;�
0)arem easurespaces.TherealsoexistsF 0:BX =�X ! BY =�Y which ful� llsDe� nition 8.Let

D X = fB 2 BX j�X (B )6= 0;B � B 02 BX ) B 0= ;g. Since D X isatm ostcountable (see Lem m a 4),

thereexistsasm allestsetX 2 [fXiji2 Ngofindicessuch thatD X = fB iji2 Xg.8i2 N:letB 0
i2 BY be

such thatFY (B
0
i)= [F 0� FX ](B i),and B

00
i = B 0

in([
j= i� 1
j= 1 B 0

j).Clearly,[i2XN B
00
i = [i2XN B

0
i and 8i;j2

X :i6= j) B 00
i \ B

00
j = ;.Since 8i;j2 X :i6= j) B i\ B j = ;,we have 8i2 X :B i\ ([

j= i� 1
j= 1 B j)= ;,

and thus,FY (B
0
i)\([

j= i� 1
j= 1 FY (B

0
j))= ;.Asaconsequence,8i2 X :�Y (B

0
i\([

j= i� 1
j= 1 B 0

j))= �0(FY (B
0
i)\

([
j= i� 1
j= 1 FY (B

0
j))) = 0,and thus,8i2 X :FY (B

00
i) = FY (B

0
in([

j= i� 1
j= 1 B 0

j)) = FY (B
0
i) = [F 0� FX ](B i),

whatleadsto �Y (B
00
i)= �0(FY (B

00
i))= �0[F 0� FX ](B

00
i))= �X (B i).De� ne X1 = [i2XB i,X 2 = X nX 1,

Y1 = [i2XB
00
i and Y2 = Y nY1.Supposethat�X (X 2)= �Y (Y2)6= 0.ConsiderB0X = fX 2 \ B jB 2 BX g

and B0Y = fY2 \ B jB 2 BY g.Following Lem m a 2 and Lem m a 3,weknow thatB0X =�
0
X
�= B0Y =�

0
Y
�= BR

(�0X and �0Y aretherestrictionsof�X to B0X ,respectively �Y to B0Y ,m ultiplied by 1=�Y (Y2),and thus,

they correspond with �r in Lem m a 3).Thisobservation,togetherwith the de� nition ofM X ,leadsto

B0X
�= B0Y

�= B[0;1].Letf :Y ! X besuch that8i2 X;8y 2 B 00
i :f(y)2 B i.Therearetwo possibilities:

�Y (Y2)= 0 or�Y (Y2)6= 0.If�Y (Y2)= 0,8y 2 Y2:wecan choosef(y)in X 2.If�Y (Y2)6= 0,wede� ne

f(y)forally 2 Y2 by applying Lem m a 5 (i.e:,we identify B
0
X and B0Y with B[0;1],�

0
X with �1 and �0Y

with �2). W e can de� ne the related �-m orphism F :BX ! BY . W e � nd that8i2 X :F (Bi)= B 00
i,

whatleads to �Y (F (B i))= �Y (B
00
i)= �X (B i). 8B 2 B0Y :�Y (F (B ))= �X (B ),as a consequence of

Lem m a 5.�
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12
O necan easily provethatitposesno problem to extend thenotion ofdirectunion to countablesetsofBorelalgebras.

Form ore detailswe referto [24].
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