Chapter V
Conclusion

Readers who expect to find a final conclusion in this chapter
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which must be debatab Figih . Anyway. here are some
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Accardi's work on quantum probabilities uses the symmetry

condition (4.4) which is, however, not always true. His results are
also in conflict with Aerts’, but Aerts has his own way of defining
conditional probability. Aerts' condition of lack of knowledge about

the state and about the measurement is not very clear-cut, but his



examples give very interesting results. |
Thus it would seem that before we could move on to analyse the
logic of quantum mechanics, we should define the concept of gquantum

probabilities first. thereby reversing the trend of most previous

investigations. _ v ;

The foundationswes.guant é constitute a very lively
research field of Y Saes P ' owehing on mathematics and
philosophy. Now and ghea. OV ::. brief glimpses of the

abstract structures he fundamental laws of
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