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A bstract

In statistical physics Jately a speci ¢ kind of average, called the g-expectation value, has been
extensively used in the context ofg-generalized statistics dealing w ith distributions follow Ing pow er—
law s. In this context gexpectation values appear naturally. A fter it has been recently shown that
this non-linear functional is Instable, under a very strong notion of stability, it is therefore of high
Interest to know su cient conditions for when the resuls of g-expectations are robust under an all
variations of the underlying distrdbution function. W e show that reasonable restrictions on the
dom ain of adm issble probability distribbutions restore uniform continuiy for the gexpectation.
Bounds on the size of adm issibbl variations can be given. T he practical usefilness of the theorem s

forestin ating the robustness ofthe g-expectation value w ith respect to an allvariations isdiscussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the context of generalizations of entropy—fiinctionals generalized m om enta occur nat-
urally [l], which, In the case of Tsallis gstatistics E] are comm only called escort dis—
trbutions. A side from their necessity in several aspects of g-statistics, expectation val-
ues under these esocort distributions have been used to replace ordinary constraints in the
maxinum entropy principle [(E]. M axin izing under these escort constraints (@lso called g-
constraints) via functional variations w ith respect to distrdbutions p, the classical T sallis
entropy, Sq = 5 pIn, 4p, produces the fam ous g-exponential distributions, w here the the
grexponential function isde ned asexp,®) = 1+ 1 q@x)"% 9. However, note that in
general there is no need for g-oonstraints n the T sallis form align ; the sam e gexponential
distrdoutions can be derived under ordinary constraints when T sallis entropy is expressed
In itsdualform, Sq = Rp]nqp, see []. The way generalized m om enta still occur is when
di erential properties of ordinary expectation valies are considered [1]. For exam ple, one
may look at the gexponential distribution exp, ( 1), where ; are discrete energy
states, isthe inverse tem perature and is used for nom alization, ie. the nom alization
condition 1 = F 5 €XP, ( ;) holds. The way hasto change wih , in this cass,
can be cbtained by di erentiating the nom alization condition with respect to  and using

dequ(x)=dx = exp, x)4. T herefore,
P
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w here the right side exactly corresponds to the gexpectation value
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when p; = exp, ( ;) is the gexponential distribution. T he distribution
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usually is called the escort distrbution of p. One should note that, wih respect to p,
gexpectation values

i, = 2%, ; @)

of som e cbservables O = fO ;g are non-lnear functionals. In the entire paper we refer to

the g-expectation value as a functional and will use the notation Q p] 1O iy, to show its



explicit dependency on p. For allm athem atical notions that will be used in this paper,
like for instance equicontinuity, uniform continuity or Lebesgue decom position, we refer to
standard textbooks on functional analysis, lke eg. [B].

It has to be noted that the question of continuity of functionalshasbeen of som e Interest
lately, see eg. [6,17,18,19,110]. Recently, it has been shown that, under an all variations of
the probability distribbution, g-expectation values are instable n a certain sense [L1]. kwas
concluded there that, due to this certain lack of stability, the usage of gexpectation values
should be reconsidered in g-statistical physics. Therefore, it is in portant to ask whether
this argum ent really disquali es the usage of gexpectation values In general.

T he notion of stability used In [L1] is closely related to stability in the sense of Lesche
[6]. Let us write probabilities p on N such ‘chatP ;pi = 1 and the jpjj = F ; PiJis the
L; N )nom . Probabilitiess on nite setsi= 1:::W will sinply be represented on N w ith
pi= 0 oralli> W , asin [LC].

In [L1] a functional F ] is callked stable, if for all > 0 there exists a > 0, such
that for all ssquences of probabilities p fpy gy -, and fpd gy _;, where py s = 0 and
Py ;= 0 foralli> W , it is true that

8W [1pw po i< 1) Fhll FBI< : 5)

De ning
Do= ffpy Gy _, J8W [dbw 1= 11 81> W pw= Olg ; 6)

the sam e de nition, Eq. (J) can be form ulated shortly by calling a functionalF [p] stable if it
isunifom ly equicontinuouson D . To prove instability ofa functionalF on D, it issu cient

to nd one exam pl of a sequences fpy gvlq 1 2 Dy, such that unifom ly equicontinuity of
the functional F' is violated. This is exactly what has been done in [L1]. Two exam pls,
one for 0 < g< 1 and one for 1 < g, which orighally have been used by Lesche [6] (Pbra
detailed discussion see eg. [LQ]), show that the gexpectation value Q [p] is not unifom Iy
equicontinuous on D 3 and therefore prove that Q [p] is not stable. The recognition of such
Instabilities is In portant, since they point at the fact that, under certain conditions or under
certain circum stances, it w illbe di cult to correctly estin ate reliable values ofQ [p] (or any

other functional, for instance entropies, that possesses an nstability; see eg. [LA]).



On the other hand, properties, lke uniform continuity, are not sin ply properties of a
functional but are properties of a fiinctional together w ith a dom ain of de nition. Identi-
cation of the problam atic regions, In the dom ain of de nition of the functional, therefore
provides nform ation on where on its dom ain the functional can be used w ithout running
into the Instabilities the functional potentially possesses. In the context of ﬁmctjonsp Xmay
Serve as an exam ple. P X isuniform Iy continuous on all intervals g;b], with 0< a< b< 1 ,
but is not unifom } continuous on som e interval D;b]. Uniform continuity fails when O
is an elem ent of the considered dom ain ofp x. Sim ilarly, we m ay ask whether reasonable
dom ains D D ¢ can be found, such that the functionalF is uniform ly equicontinuous on
D , even though the functional is not uniform }7 equicontinuouson D . Ifsuch aD existswe
can callF stablk on D . W e will show in this paper that it is possbl to nd domainsD,
such that the gexpectation value Q [p] is stable w ith respect toD as a functional. M oreover,
the dom ains D are lJarge enough to contain a large range of situations that usually are of
physical interest. Thisw ill show that for this range of practical situations the g-expectation
value can safely be used and am all varations of the distrbution functions w ill not lead to
unoontrollable variations of the associated gexpectation values. The stability question in
the case of gexpectation values is egpecially of interest as, for instance, it hasbeen shown
that a varety of correlated processes m ay lead to lin it distrbutions that are extrem ely
close to gexponential finctions but are not gexponential functions after all [L12]. If in an
e ective theory experim ental data should for practicalm eans be m isinterpreted in temm s of
gexponential finctions it therefore is crucial to know how reliable the predictions w ill be,
given the experin ental uncertainty w ith resoect to the underlying distridbution.
In order to understand the nstability let us take a look at the two examples [6, [11]
violating uniform equicontinuity ofthe gexpectation valie Q fpl, where case (1) isassociated
wih 0< g< 1,and case Q) with 1 < g. Speci cally, in [11] the two cases are

cae (1): 0< g< 1

; W 1
pi= 11 5 BT W ] pit W 1 7
caxe ):1< g
l 0
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where coviously 7 p%ji = , Prany niteW . nthelinitW ! 1 both cases lad to
P
Imy ;1 Rl QK= H OijwhereO ling,; W * ,0;, whih proves instability



on Dy when O and K are chosen such that ¥ 0:3J> K > 0. This is true, shoe In the
lin it there already exists a W ( such that D p] Q p°5> K forallWd > W,.

T hough, this is not necessary for the validity of this proof one m ay note that the con-
sidered sequences of probabilities have a I it that is not a probabiliy, ie. the lm it
W ! 1 and thelL; N)-nom donot commute. For nstance, = limy | 1 F Viq:lj)i pgjé
F L Iy, 1 b plJ= =2, nboth cases. Thism eansthat p oryd are in generalnot proba-—
bilities in the pointw ise Iim i, eg., h case 0 < g< 1,or1ege‘csP ;dmy g pl= @1 =2)6 1.
T he considered sequences of probabilities fpy g'}q _, can easily be interpreted as a lim it to
distrbutions (x) on the continuous Intervalx 2 I 0;1] with RI dx = 1,where dx is
the usual Lebesgue m easure on [0;1]. W e will analyze the stability problem wihin this
continuous form ulation. This is done for two reasons. F irst, the continuiy properties of
gexpectation values with respect to distrdoution finctions ), where x 2 [0;1], are of
Interest on their own, since pow er distributions are not lim ited to discrete state spaces. The
second reason is that the discrete case is naturally embedded in the continuous case, as
dem onstrated below . P ropositions cbtained in the continuous case can therefore be used to
discuss continuity properties of the gexpectation value in the discrete case. In the contin—
uous case we w ill denote the gexpectation wih Q[ 1] R dx ?x)0 (x)=R dx 9x), where

the cbsarvable O (x) now is suitable m easurable function on D;1].

A . The problem form ulated for continuous distributions

The problem of the ill de ned lim it probabilities of the exampls (1) and (2) is easily
resolved by m apping the discrete probabilities fpy ;g% ; onto step functions y ), wih
x 2 Pj;llsuch that ¢y &X) = Wp; orx 2 [@ 1)=W ;=W ) (the last interval is chosen
E[{(W 1)=W ;1]). Therefore, for the usual Lebesgue m easure dx on ;1] it follow s that

1 W Ri=W P W i Qs

o Xw ®) =, 4 w® = _,pw;= 1, and the L, N)nom Jj o =
R b

dxj ®) ‘&®)J= [P pii= dp p’i. Sinilrly, the discrete cbservable O is

m apped to a step function In an analogous way by identifying O; = O (x) when 2 [d
1)=W ;=W ). The discrete and the continuous gexpectation value therefore coincide since
ol 1= Rdx 9 (x)0 (x)=Rdx 9(x) = F ene (x)=P ;P; Qpl. nthisway thelimt W !
1 can be interpreted as the continuum lin it of the step-fiinctions and °. These lim its are
wellde ned probability distributions, and the L 1-nom ofthedistrbbutionsand theWw ! 1



Iim it com m ute.
In this continuum form ulation the lim it distrbutions of the fam ilies of distrbutions ex—
am pls, cae (1) and (), that have violated uniform equicontinuity are given by
case (1): 0< g< 1
®= & ; ‘®=0 =) ®+= )

casxe @):1< g

®x)=1 ; &f=1 Sto @ (10)

where (x) is the usual delta function. The result of [11], that n the Imit w ! 1 ,
PPl Q5= D 0:3> 0orip p’j= ,in the continuum translates into that

DI Ol=H:. 073 ; 11)

or jj 4= ,wih O; = 0 (0) and O Rde ). Therefre, the rst requirem ent
we have to inpose on D is, that the sequences fpy g;lq _, 2 D possess a continuum lin it in
0;1]w ith respect to the 1-nom on L; ([0;1]). Let us denote the st of all Iim it distributions
produced by the sequences n D with D'. Ifuniform equicontinuity of Q fp] with respect to
D hasto hold it is therefore necessary that Q' [ ] is uniform Iy continuous on D'. T his serves
as starting point of the analysis.

T he rest of the paper is organized as ©llow s. Th section [IT we present two theorem s for
thecases (1) 0< g< land ) 1< gthatallow to analyze the continuity ofQ [ ]around the
distribbution . The bounds given in the theoram s are such that obvious de nitions of the
domain D" of Q' [ ] guarantees uniform continuity of the gexpectation value Q'[ ] on these
dom ains. An upper bound of adm issble variations on these dom ains is discussed which can
be s=en as a m easure of overall robustmess of the gexpectation values on these dom ains,
which m ay provide a practicalm ean to check experim ental situations for their robustness.
In the discussion [III we w ill show how the theorem s can be used in two exam ples. F irst, we
w ill discuss there how the properties of D" can be pulled back to a suitable D so that the g
expectation valie Q plbecom esuniform equicontinuouson D . Second, wew illbrie y discuss
how the theoram s can be used to analyze the continuity properties of Q' [ ] for distributions
de ned on the in nite Interval [0;1 ]. This result allow s to consider a di erent subclass of
D° D, where sequences of probabilittiesp n D° D, possess a lim it w ith respect to the

1nom on L; N) and where the I-nom on L; W) and the limiW ! 1 ocommute.



IT. THE INSTABILITY IN THE GENERAL CASE

x)4

In the conthuum the escort distrbution reads P @ (x) T & -

T he expectation
value of a function O (x) under this m easure { the gexpectation value { isthen Q[ ] =

R
dxP @ %)0 (x). The totalvaration of Q' [ ] therefore reads
QlL1=Q1[ + 1 Q01 = 12)

W e can now analyze the two cases ssparately. The follow ing proofs are carried out on the
uni interval I 2 [0;1]. This does not present a loss of generality, since the proofs can be
extended to any bounded Interval. For unbounded intervals, especially relevant org> 1,
the proofs get m ore Involved and require to x conditions that relate to soeci cboundedness
conditions for the cbservable and decay properties of , in order to kesp Q' [ ] a m eaningfuil
quantity as isbrie y discussed in section [ITI.

A. Thecase0< g< 1

Looking at Equ. [9) one can suppose that the uniform continuity property of the g
expectation value Q' [ ] is discontinuous for (x) = () sihce is a pure point m easure. D ue
to Lebesgue decom position for distributions each distrbbution can be decom posed Into
a singular part 4, that is de ned on a set of Lebesgue m easure zero, and an absolute
continuous part .. W e therefore assum e that the distrbution  In the theorem is not
purely singular, ie. it possesses an absolute continuous part . with RI dx > 0.Note that
I = (RI dx £ )P istheusualpnom on I= D;1l]land Tff = supff ®)jjx2 D;1l.

In order to prove Theoram (1), we have to establish propositions[ll -8, see A ppendix A .

Theorem 1.Let0< g< 1. LetQ[ ] IO §, ke the associated gexpectation value for
the observabl O . Let the distribution 0 < on I = [0;1] have a non vanishing absolute
continuous (non-singular) part. Let G = RIdx P andkt0< 9= G=4 Pr0< <1
and e a vardation of the distribution such ‘thatRI axj Jj= ~,and 0 < + is
positive on I. Furthemore ket 0 < O ke a strictly positive bounded observabke on I, then

there exists a constant 0 < ¢< 1 , such that
L1 9l + < o (13)

Moroverc 4G 24D 7 A+ 7 1 i )=a ).



Proof. The requirem ent that  is not purely sihgular is su cient to guarantee that 0 <
R

;dx 90 is strictly positive. Inversely, suppose (x) = (X %) is concentrated around
one point Xy and use the characteristic function ! [ > 7](x Xp) asa -sequence. The
characteristic function ;&)= 1 forx 2 [g;b] and zero otherw ise. It is straight forward
toseethatRD+dx (x)q=Ro dx 9= ' 91 0,r ! 0.Thiscan nothappen if has

a non vanishing absolutely continuous part.
N ote that

DI QL+ B=glld oL+ Qr1'7 : (14)
R
U sing the H oder-nequality one nds  dx &) &) JP Ji-a 9 P I .Consequently
R
P[0 1J< P j =G . Furthemore, note that _dx &0 k) G=ip 'Ii . Propositions
[IH8) in ply that

c, 4 Cs 2 + Cy 9 Cs ¢
1 2 ;] RrC3 QI ] 14 2 14 3
G C3™ dx 90 Qrl1] ;dx 90 G C3™

Setting the constants to their upper bounds, ie. C, ! 47D 13 ,C3 ! 473D 1 ,Cy ! 4,
C5 ! 4, and evaliating the tem s of the Jeft and the right side gives 1  a; ¥+ a, 29)

o[ + ] 1+ Lk 94 b, ?9) and the resulting constants a;, a,, by, and b, are all
positive. On the keft sdewenotethatl a; ¢ 1< 1 a %+ a, @ and on the right side
1+, 9+ b, 29< 1+ 9+ 1,™@ 9, Furthem ore, a; < by + b, . This allow s to give an upper
bound forcgivenbyc= 40 i b +b "9)=G .M oreover,b = @=Q1 )+4iD §§ O ' )=G
andb,™@= 4G D7 P '3 =« ) which com pletes the proof. O

The theoram (together with its associated propositions) states that for strictly posi-
tive bounded observables gexpectation values are continuous for non purely sngular ,
ie. the absolute continuous part of isnon vanishing. Clearly uniform continuity of the
gexpectation valuie can not be established on all of L; (0;1]). However, it follow s from
Theoram (1) that on any dom ain

Dar=f P< 2L (D;1);0 =10 r  dx & Bg (L6)

I

R

the gexpectation value Q' [ ] is uniform Iy continuous. The lower bound r on . dx &)X is

required In order to exclude distrbutions w ith purely singular m easure[l3]. The constant

C In general isdepending on  since G = _dx )!. However due to the common lower



bound r i llow s that G ronall 2 Dy, . Therefre, choosing c= 4r ?§D jj (L +

P[P th)=a ) Isa su ciently large on allof 2 D7p, and c does not depend
on the particular choice of 2 D, any more. Consequently, uniform continuity of the o
expectation value 0'[ ]isestablished on any domain 2D% .. . Further, shoe ~ = ( G=4)™
is an upper bound on the L;-nom = 7Jj jjofvarations = %, quaranteeing the
validity of 9 [ 1] O[°%) ¢ .M ost likely these bound can be in proved. Yet,~ can be seen
as a m easure of robustness of the g-expectation value Q'[ JonD7 ;.. Tom ake ~ independent
of the choice of onehasto set ™ = ( B=4)}"9. It has to be noted that the upper bound ~
decreases w ith increasingB lke 0 < "= B9 =4 and therefre robustness under variations
w ill in general decrease w ith Increasing B .

W e want to ram ark that the condition of strict positivity of the cbservable, we have
required as a condition in the theoram , can be relaxed to ocbservables that are bounded
from below by some constant L, ie. O L > 1 . If this is the case, one can look at
the cbservable O, = O L + 1, which is strictly positive and 1, '3i = 1. Sice fr the
gexpectation value it is true that ilh= 1 for any adm issble distribution it is also true that
0 h=10h; L+ 1. The results therefore relax to bounded cbservables, ie 7P Jj < 1 .By
shifting O to O we can m ake the substitutions in thebounds .74 ! 27 71 + 1 and

i S s R A

B. Thecasel< g

In contrast to the 0 < g< 1 case, the instability in the 1 < g case isnot caused by purely
singular distrloutions , but due to the variation having a non vanishing singular part.

Tn order to prove Theorem (2), we have to establish propositions[d —[14], see A ppendix B .

Theorem 2.Letg> 1 and ktm > 0 ke an arbitrary but xed constant. Let 0 <

e a probability distrioution on I = [P1]. Let e variations of , ie. + > 0. Let
Q[ 1= 1D i be the gexpectation value and ket 0 < O e a strictly positive bounded cbservable
on I.LetB > Okean arbitrarybut xed constant. Let the variations e uniform ¥ bounded
inthem nom , suchthatjj J < B.Furtherkty = . Let™ kean upperbound orthe

size of the variations suchthat 3@ 1)T B 9= @n GO I H *H ) -~ ~> 0,



where = m g)=m 1). Then, there exists a constant 0 < R < 1 , such that
DI oL+ PB<R ™ ; a7
and R does not depend on the choice of

P roof. This result follow s directly from propositions [314) from A ppendix B, and by noting

that
1 R, @ Q[ + ] 14 R, @

1+ R, ™ ol 1 R, @

18)

P roposition [14 tells us that 1=1 R, 79 14+ R; 9. Moreover 1=(1+ R, 9

1 R, 9. Note that R3 > R,. Shee 3 '3’ O] 0§ choosing R =
RoRsmaxfip 43 ';30 3 g is su cient. Noting that both R , and R 3 are not depending
on the particular choice of com pletes the proof. [

T he theoram (together w ith its associated propositions) states that, for strictly positive
bounded observables, gexpectation values are continuous forany , as long as the variation
=0 isbounded n somem -nom wih m > g. By considering dom ains

@ \

Dyp=f 3 2L(0;1) Lo (0;10;3 B By 19)

forcase (2), ie. 1 < g, autom atically any adm issbble variation 7j 3 < B and the constant
R isnotdepending on the particular choice ofadm issible varation w ith respect to the dom ain
Dy ,» any more. This proves that the g-expectation value Q[ ] is uniform Iy continuous on
any Dy, withm > g. Agai, it hastobenoted that ©~ / B¢ 97 . Slhee 0< < 1 and
g> 1 i follow s that ( = < 0and”™ decreases asB Increases. M easuring robustness
In ¥ again show s that robustness of the grexpectation value w ith respect to an all variations

decreases w ith enlarging the dom ain of de nition as expected.

ITT. DISCUSSION

W ewillnow dem onstrate the practicability of the two theoram s by discussing two appli-
cations ofthe theorem s. The rst application is to understand when uniform equicontinuity
of fam ilies of sequences of probabilities can be expected. The second application is to ex—

tend the oconditions for uniform continuity of the gexpectation value from the case where

10



the distrbutions have com pact support, ie. [0;1], to the case where distridbutions have an
unbounded support 0;1 1.

F irst, we tum to the question ofuniform equicontinuity the gexpectation value. W e have
shown in section III that g-expectation valies are uniform Iy continuous for dom ains that in
case (1) 0< g< lhavebeen speci ed n Eq. (16) and n case 2) 1< gin Eq. [19). These
results allow to establish equicontiniy properties of gexpectation values for sequences of
probabilities fpy g ., 2D Dy, specied n Eqg. (8).

To m ake the contact with the continuum resuls, we have to inpose that the lm it of
the sequences of probabilities In D exists as continuum Iim its n the L; (0;1])-nom , ie. in
tem s of step flinctions y representing py , as describbed in section [IAl. The span of these
Iin its has to coincide w ith the dom ain D". This can be achieved when all the distrbutions

w 2 D. Incase (1) the conditions de ning Dy ,, orsome 0 < r < B, translate Into the
requirem ent that
r quX p%;i B : (20)

In case (2) the conditions de ning D 5 , Orsomem > g> 1 and some B > 0, translate
Into the requirem ent that

1 m

iow e BW &= 1)
By in posing these conditions on the dom ain of sequences D , uniform Iy equicontinuity of
the gexpectation value, with respect to D, can be established for both cases (1) and ().
C onsequently, g-expectation values can be called robust or stabl w ith respect to the speci ed
dom ainsD .

W e discuss a second application of the theoram s, to establish crteria for specifying sub-—
sets of probability distrdbutions 2 L (0;1 1) such that the gexpectation value again is
uniform Iy continuous on this dom ain. Again, one can use the resuls of section as a
starting point of the discussion and proceed as follow s.

Choose a suitable di erentiable m onotonous fiinctions, g : P;1 17 D;1]. Let g° denote
the derivative of g and g ! the inverse finction of g. Therefore, g m aps the distribu-—
tion fiinction , de ned on D;1 ], to a distrbution finction ~ ) = Q)G 1)) *
on [0;1]. Sinilarly, the observabl function O on [0;1 ] gets mapped to O () =
0@ *§)d’g ') L. Applying the conditions used for the theorem s 1 and 2 and char-

acterizing dom ains where the gexpectation value on [0;1] is uniform Iy continuous poses

11



restrictions on the transform ed distributions ~ and the transform ed observable 0. These
restrictions can now be pulled back to the distrbution and the cdbservable O on D;1 1.
For speci c problm s di erent choices ofgm ay be considered. It is instructive to look at an
explicit exam ple. C onsider gexponential distrioutions ) / ( x) L a0 o x}ll_q
forg 1 and some Inverse tam perature . Assume that we wish to measure the st N

m om ents under the g-expectation,

R
ey ol ) Fx ; 22)
dx[ &)¥

In a wliablke way ({e. n N). Assume g > 1 and consider Dy, as the adm issble
dom ain of distrbutions on ;1] Gem = 1 ). &k Plowsthat B > Jp°) ()7 . Choose
gx)=1 1=@0+x) Prsome > 0.Consequently,®&)= 1+ x) '.Theboundedness
condition forthe cbservables inm ediately requires > N=(@ 1) 1 and the decay property
for the distrbutions Inplies g < 1+ 1=( + 1). Inversly, this means that for speci c
distributions on [0;1 ]it ispossible to design dom ains around these speci ¢ where the g-
expectation value is uniform ly continuous. A gain, the discrete case of probabilitiesp on N,

into P;1 ]can beembedded in the continuous case 0;1 ]Jusing step-functions  (xX) = p; for
x2 [ 1;i). DomainsD° of uniform continuity of the gexpectation valie of distributions
on D;1 ]can bepulled back to dom ains ofD ? such that the gexpectation value is uniform Iy

equicontinuous on D °.

IVvV. CONCLUSION

To summ arize, we have shown that reasonable restrictions on the dom ain of adm issble
probability distributions restore uniform continuity for the gexpectation on this dom ain.
Bounds on the size of adm issbl variations have been given that allow to estim ate the
overall robustness of the g-expectation under an all variations. T he practical usefilness of
the theoram s for estin ating the robustmess of the gexpectation valie w ith respect to an all

variations has been discussed.

12
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Apendix A

T his appendix contains the propositions for the proofoftheoram (1),thecase 0< g< 1.

P roposition 1. LetD I 0;1]and 0 < O ke a bounded positive function on I. Further,
R
kt be a function on I such that [ dxj J= ,then thereexistsa constant0< G< 1,

R R
suchthat | dxj )% &) C; 9. Furthemore,C1< 3P 3 P T % where P j= | dx.

D

R R R 1 4q

P roof. Using the Holder-nequality nd, | dxj %0 , ax 4 Ddxj)jll_q . Set—
R 1 g
thg C; = ,d&xPFi < @75 PI T = PIHPT Y and noting that
R R
p dx ] 5 e & ' = 9, com pletes the proof. [
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R
P roposition 2. LetDy= fxj x)= OgandD, = fxj ®)> Ogand r= 5 ax P, j=
R R "

1 Pojthen | dxj § 9 )t dand | dx3 § G 9,

D D

Proof. Set O = 1 in proposition [Il) anduser= D, j O

P roposition 3. Let 0 < e a non-singular prokability distribution on I = [0;1] and

e a variation of the distribution suchthatRIdxj j= ,and 0 < + is positive on
I. Further, et 0 < O ke a positive bounded observabk on I, then there exists a constant
0< Cy< 1 such that

dx ( + J0 d« % +Cc, % ; (23)

I I

andC,= 0 @i+ 2g 3 +C: 43D 1 .

R
Proof. Let D, = fxP < () gand D; = fxj < ()g, then _dx( + 9JO =
R R
o adx( + Jo + o ax( + J0 + DOdx 90 . SiInhce a power of g < 1 is concave the
’ R R R
rsttem leadsto | dx ( + JO 5 dx (9+ g2 t( + o 1 dxO +

R

gdt Rdxj P AED 4+ g Ti ). Sin ilarly, the second term Jeadsto . dx ( +
R +

D D

O S+ dx (94 g9ty IO [ dx 90+ gD i . The third tem , that corresponds
to the part ofthe dom ain where (x) = 0, is estin ated by proposition [0). A dding allthree
contributions together lads to the resul. [

P roposition 4. Let 0 < ke a non-singular prokability distrioution on I = [0;1] and a
R
variation of the distribution such that, Idxj j= ,and 0< + is positive on I, then

there exists a constant 0 < C, < 1 such that
Z Z
ax ( + ax T +Cp T (24)

I I

withC,=1+2g+ @ 1)t 2 4.
P roof. Use proposition [3) andsest O = 1to nd P Jj = land 0 73 = 1. O

P roposition 5. Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (3) nd that
Z Z
dx 90 Cs 2 dx ( + Yo ; (25)

I I

Wi Cs= A+ @q+ DI D < 4P 5 -
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Proof. Useproposition @) with = ( + ) , ie. substitute’=  + and °=
and adaptD o and D, to %accordingly. Dueto the substitution ! C°thevaluieofr= P, j
can not be assum ed to rem ain nvariant. C hoosing the worst possble cass, r = 0, leads to

the resul. ]

P roposition 6. Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (3) nd that
Z Z
dx 9 C3 © ax ( + ¥ ; (26)

I I

with Cy;= 20+ g) < 4.

P roof. U se proposition [§) and sest 0 = 1. O

R
P roposition 7.LetG = | dx &) andkt0< ™= G=4fr0< < 1.Underthesame

conditions as in proposition (3), it ollows that orall0< < ™~
R

L dx 90 C, @
R 1 R : @7)
;ax( + 90 ,dx 90 C3™
R R R
P roof. U se proposition [§) to get (dx 0= _dx( + J0 1+ Cs %= _dx( + J0 .
R

U se proposition [§) again on the right hand side to estin ate cax( + JO from below
and take them Inim al adm issible value of this estin ate by setting 9 to 9. U

R
P roposition 8. LetG = Idx ®Fandkt0< 9= G=4f©r0< < 1l.Underthe same

conditions as in proposition (3) it ©llows that orall0< < 7,

L dx @ Cy 9
- 1 — (28)
Ldx( + 9 G c,=

P roof. R epeat the proof of proposition [7) or O = 1, ie. by using proposition [6) instead
of proposition [9). O
A pendix B

This appendix contains the propositions for the proof of theorem (), the case 1 < q.
R
Since g> 0, the gnom Jf i} = (.dx f &)F)'™ is the usualLq nom .
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P roposition 9. LetB > 0 ke a arbitrary positive constant. Let e finctionson I = [0;1]

that are uniform I bounded for socme m nom , ie. Jj 3 < B, wherem > g. Further kt

TJ T= . Let0< O be a positive bounded cbservabk on I, then there exists a constant
0< R; < 1 ,such that 7
d&xj o Ri 29)
I
where = m g=mMm 1) landandR;=BY D I .
R
Proof. Let  be a constant 0 < 1. [dx3j % 5100005 s )5 S I A e

A P J3H- I3 9 J-a ) ushg Holder's lnequality. Now choosing a such thatm =
(o] =1 ) and noting thatthismeans = m qg)=Mm 1),ie.qg = g lm=m 1),
weget JJ JH- J3 % P-e H= @ D T B BT . H
P roposition 10. Let 0 <  be a prokability distribution on I = [0;1], ie. J) = 1, with
nite gnom , ie. Jj 3 < 1 . Let e a variation of , ie. 0 < + is positive on

I, that has the properties speci ed in proposition (9). Further ket 0 < ~ ke som e positive

consant and Jj = ~ and Et O > 0 ke a strictly positive bounded observablk then
there exists a constant 0 < R, < 1 , such that
Z Z
dx ( + j0 1+ R, @ ax 0 (30)

I I

Proof. Snce 1 < gwe rst use the M inkow sky nequality and then proposition (9) to get
R R R R
RIdx( + 90 (l(QIdX WO+ (Ldxj P)THT ((Ldx 9O )*qR+ Ry )T
dx 0 1+ R; = ;dx 90)"9)INow we note that them nimum for _dx 90O can be
R R
obtaind or €'/ O ! and it Pllowsthat _dx %0 (P ‘i) . Therefore _dx ( +
R

I

I

§O dx 9 1+ z ¥)qwherez= R0 '3 ). Now wenote that sihceg> 1 for

all <~ ithodsthat 1+ z ™9 1+ R, TwihR,= (Q+ z7 ™9 1)="" U

P roposition 11. Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (10), there exists a constant
0< R, < 1 ,such that

dx ( + 9 1+R, ™ dx 9 @)

P roof. U se proposition [10) and sst 0 = 1. O
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P roposition 12. Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (10), and for 0 < ~ chosen
anallenough thodsthat 0< 1 R,~7 ™9 and

Z Z
1 R, ™ dx 90 ax ( + jo (32)

I I

P roof. Use proposition [I0) with © = + and ° = to getRIdx 90

1+ R, ™ FI{dx( + J0 . Then, divide this result by 1+ R, ¢ and note that
I=01+ x) > 1 x to get the result. Inh order for 0 1 R, 1o hold simple
calculation show that this can be guaranteed by choosing ~ small enough, ie. @™

DT @ AP 'H) T > 7. O

P roposition 13. Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (10), there exists a constant
0< R3< 1, such that

Z Z
1 R, ™ dx “ dx ( + ¥ (33)
I I
P roof. U se proposition [12) and sst 0 = 1. O
P roposition 14. Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (10) and 0 < ~, there
exists a constant 0 < R3 < 1 , such that
R
dx 9
R ! 1 1+R; @ 34)
ax ( + 9

I

R R
P roof. U se proposition [13) to get cdx %= dx (4 $ 1=@0 R, ™ 1+R; ¢

I

withR;= 1=01 R, 1 7 T@=R,=1 R,~ ™). This compltes the proof. U
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