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Abstract

W e proposea new de�nition fortam enesswithin the m odelofsecurity pricesasIt̂o processes

thatisrisk-aware.W egivea new de�nition forarbitrageand characterizeit.W ethen provea

theorem thatcan beseen asan extension ofthesecond fundam entaltheorem ofassetpricing,

and a theorem for valuation ofcontingent claim s ofthe Am erican type. The valuation of

European contingentclaim sand Am erican contingentclaim sthatwe obtain doesnotrequire

the fullrangeofthe volatility m atrix.The technique used to provethe theorem on valuation

ofAm erican contingentclaim sdoesnotdepend on the Doob-M eyerdecom position ofsuper-

m artingales;itsproofisconstructiveand suggestand alternative way to �nd approxim ations

ofstopping tim esthatarecloseto optim al.

1 Introduction

In a continuoustim e setting,where security pricesare m odeled asIt̂o processes,the concept

oftam enesshasbeen introduced asa creditconstrain in orderto o�settheso called \doubling

strategies". Harrison and Pliska (1981)and Dybvig and Huang (1988)study the role ofthis

constrain in rulingoutdoublingstrategies.G enerally speaking,tam enesslim itsthecreditthat

an agentm ayhave,thatisused too�setinterm ediatelossesfrom tradeand consum ption.This

credit is established in advance in term s ofthe value ofm oney. Nam ely,the credit lim it is

resettled every tim eto reectthechangesin a bank account.Thism odelisa standard onein

�nancialeconom ics.See K aratzasand Shreve (1998),K aratzas(1996),and Du�e (1996)for

som e discussion aboutit. Nonetheless,in orderto obtain characterizationsofnon-arbitrage

and com pleteness,strong technicalconditionsare m ade thatdo nothold forvery interesting

m odels in �nancialeconom ics;see K reps(1981),Du�e and Huang (1986),Back and Pliska

(1991)and Hindy (1995)and m orerecently Fernholz,K aratzas,and K ardaras(2004).Several

approaches have been taken to generalize this m odel. For exam ple,Leventaland Skorohod

(1995) study notions of\arbitrage in tam e portfolios" and \approxim ate arbitrage";K reps

(1981)and Delbaen and Schacherm ayer(1994,1995a,1995b,1996,1997b,1997a,1997c,1998)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0305274v2


2 ElectronicCom m unicationsin Probability

proposeanotion ofarbitragecalled a\freelunch".Howeverthesenotionsareusually criticized

by theirlack ofeconom ic justi�cation. Loewenstein and W illard (2000)revisitthe standard

m odelofsecurity pricesasIt̂o processes,and show thatthe standard assum ptionsofpositive

statepricesand existenceofan equivalentm artingalem easureexcludepriceswhich areviable

m odels of com petitive equilibrium and are potentially usefulfor m odeling actual�nancial

m arkets. They propose the conceptof\free snacks" foradm issible trading strategies. O ther

references are Stricker (1990),Anseland Stricker (1992),Delbaen (1992),Schweizer (1992),

Clark (1993),Schacherm ayer(1993),Lakner(1993)and W illard and Dybvig (1999).

In thispaperweproposeanew de�nition fortam eness.W ecallitstatetam eness(seeDe�nition

3.1). Loosely speaking,we calla portfolio �(t)a state tam e portfolio ifthe value ofitsgain

process discounted by the so called \state price density process" is bounded below. For a

de�nition ofstate price density processsee equation (2.8). In �nancialterm s,thisde�nition

fortam enessaccountsforconstrainson an agentcreditthatareresettled atalltim esto reect

the changesin the state ofthe econom y. Letusestablish an analogy. In a Pokergam e,itis

naturalto assum e that the players have credit constrains,depending on the ability ofeach

ofthem to eventually coverlosses.Ifwe think ofa particulargam e forwhich one playerhas

exhausted his credit,but his stakes ofwinning are high,it is likely that som eone would be

willing to takeoverhisrisk.Ifthe rulesofthe gam eallowed it,thiscould increasehisability

to obtain credit.

W ede�nestatearbitrage,seeDe�nition 3.2,and characterizeit.AsaconsequenceofTheorem

3.1,ourde�nition ofnon-arbitrageisan extension ofnon-arbitragein thecontextofstandard

�nancialm arkets.SeeK aratzasand Shreve(1998).M oreover,wheneverequation (2.7)holds

and thevolatilitym atrixisinvertible,theexistenceofan equivalentm artingalem easureim plies

thenonexistenceofarbitrageopportunitiesthatarestatetam e,butnotconversely;seeRem ark

3.3.O urde�nition isweakerthattheoneproposed by Leventaland Skorohod (1995)underthe

condition thatequation (2.7)holds.SeeLeventaland Skorohod (1995)[Theorem 1 and Corol-

lary 1],and Loewenstein and W illard (2000)fortheeconom icm eaning ofequation (2.7).O ur

de�nition ofnon-state arbitrage is weakerthan the one proposed by Delbaen and Schacher-

m ayer (1995b); see Rem ark 3.4. O ur de�nition adm its the existence of\free snacks",see

e.g.,Rem ark 3.3 and Loewenstein and W illard (2000)[Corollary 2].See also Loewenstein and

W illard (2000)[Corollary2]and Loewenstein and W illard (2000)[Exam ple5.3]fortheeconom ic

viability ofthoseportfolios.

Next,we try to show the usefulnessofthe conceptintroduced. Thisisdone by proving two

extensionsofthesecond fundam entaltheorem ofassetpricing and a theorem forvaluation of

contingentclaim softhe Am erican typesuitable forthe currentcontext.

Thequestion ofcom pletenessisabouttheability to replicateoraccesscertain cash owsand

notabouthow thesecash owsarevalued.Hence,theappropriatem easureforform ulatingthe

question ofcom pletenessisthetruestatisticalprobability m easure,and notsom epresum ed to

existequivalentm artingaleprobability m easure.Jarrow and M adan (1999)elaboratefurther

on this point. W e propose a valuation technique that does not require the existence ofan

equivalentm artingalem easure and allowsforpricing contingentclaim s,even when the range

ofthe volatility m atrix isnotm axim al.See Theorem 4.1.The standard approach relatesthe

notionofm arketcom pletenesstouniquenessoftheequivalentm artingalem easure;seeHarrison

and K reps(1979),Harrison and Pliska (1981),and Jarrow and M adan (1991).Delbaen (1992)

extends the second fundam entaltheorem for asset prices with continuous sam ple paths for

the case ofin�nitely m any assets. O ther extension are Jarrow and M adan (1999),B�attig

(1999),and B�attig and Jarrow(1999). The recent paper Fernholz,K aratzas,and K ardaras

(2004)also extendsvaluation theory,when an equivalentm artingale m easuresfailsto exists;
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they arem otivated by considerationsof\diversity";seeRem ark 4.1 fora discussion aboutthe

connectionswith thispaper.

Last, we form ulate an extension of the Am erican contingent claim valuation theory. See

Theorem 5.1. W e provide a valuation technique ofthe contingent claim s ofthe Am erican

type in a setting that does not require the fullrange ofthe volatility m atrix. See Theorem

5.1 in conjunction with Theorem 4.1. O ur approach is closer in spirit to a com putational

approach.SeeK aratzas(1988)and Bensoussan (1984)toreview theform altheory ofvaluation

ofAm erican contingentclaim swith unconstrained portfolios;seethesurvey paperby M yneni

(1992)aswellasK aratzasand Shreve(1998).Closed form solutionsaretypically notavailable

forpricingAm erican O ptionson �nite-horizons.Although an extensiveliteratureexiston their

num ericalcom putation;interested readers are referred to severalsurvey papers and books

such asBroadieand Detem ple(1996),Boyle,Broadie,and G lasserm an (1997),Carverhilland

W ebber(1990),Hull(1993),W ilm ott,Dewynne,and Howison (1993)fora partiallistoffairly

recentnum ericalwork on Am erican O ptionsand com parisonsofe�ciency.

2 T he model

In what follows we try to follow as closely as possible the notation in K aratzas and Shreve

(1998), and K aratzas(1996). For the sake of com pleteness we explicitly state allthe hy-

potheses usually used for �nancialm arket m odels with a �nite set ofcontinuous assets de-

�ned on a Brownian �ltration. W e assum e a d-dim ensionalBrownian M otion starting at 0

fW (t);Ft;0 � t� Tg de�ned on a com plete probability space (
;F ;P )where fF tg0� t� T is

theP augm entation by thenullsetsin F W
T ofthenatural�ltration F W

t = �(W (s);0 � s� t),

0 � t� T,and F = FT .

W e assum e a risk-free rate process r(� ),a n-dim ensionalm ean rate ofreturn processb(� ),a

n-dim ensionaldividend rateprocess�(� ),a n � d m atrix valued volatility process(�i;j(� ));we

also assum ethatb(t),�(t),r(t)and (�i;j(t))areprogressively m easurableprocesses.M oreover

itisassum ed that
Z T

0

(jr(t)j+ kb(t)k+ k�(t)k+
X

i;j

�
2

ij(t))dt< 1

Asusualweassum ea bond priceprocessB (t)thatevolvesaccording to the equation

dB (t)= B (t)r(t)dt; B (0)= 1 (2.1)

and n stockswhoseevolution oftheprice-per-shareprocessPi(t)forthei
th stock attim et,is

given by the stochasticdi�erentialequation

dPi(t)= Pi(t)

2

4bi(t)dt+
X

1� j� d

�ij(t)dW j(t)

3

5 ; Pi(0)= pi 2 (0;1 )

i= 1;� � � ;n: (2.2)

Let� 2 S bea stopping tim e,whereS denotesthesetofstopping tim es�:
 7! [0;T]relative

to the �ltration (F t).W e shallsay thata stochasticprocessX (t),t2 [0;�]is(Ft)-adapted if

X (t^ �)is(Ft)-adapted,wheres^ t= m infs;tg,fors;t2 R.W econsidera portfolio process
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(�0(t);�(t)),t2 [0;�]to bea (F t)-progressively m easurableR � R
n valued process,such that

Z �

0

j
X

0� i� n

�i(t)jjr(t)jdt+
R�

0
j�0(t)(b(t)+ �(t)� r(t)1n)jdt

+
R�

0
k�0(t)�(t)k

2
dt< 1 (2.3)

holds alm ost surely,with kxk = (x21 + � � � + x2

d
)1=2 for x 2 R

d,and 1
0
n = (1;� � � ;1) 2 R

n.

A (Ft)-adapted processfC (t);0 � t� �g with increasing ,rightcontinuouspaths,C (0)= 0,

and C (�)< 1 alm ostsurely (a.s.) iscalled a cum ulative consum ption process.Following the

standard literature (see e.g.:K aratzasand Shreve (1998),K aratzas(1996))fora given x 2 R

and (�0;�;C )asabove,the processX (t)� X x;�;C (t),0 � t� � given by the equation

(t)X (t)= x �

Z

(0;t]

(s)dC (s)

+

Z t

0

(s)�0(s)[�(s)dW (s) + (b(s)+ �(s)� r(s)1n))ds] (2.4)

where(t)isde�ned as

(t)
�
=

1

B (t)
= exp

�

�

Z t

0

r(s)ds

�

; (2.5)

is the wealth process associated with the initialcapitalx,portfolio �,and cum ulative con-

sum ption processC .

R em ark 2.1. Letusobserve thatthe condition de�ned by equation (2.3)isslightly di�erent

from the condition thatde�nes a portfolio in the standard setting where the term inaltim e is

not random . In fact, only the form er condition is needed in order to obtain a wellde�ned

wealth process asde�ned by equation (2.4).

W ede�neaprogressivelym easurablem arketpriceofrisk process�(t)= (�1(t);� � � ;�d(t))with

valuesin Rd fort2 [0;T]astheuniqueprocess�(t)2 ker
?
(�(t)),theorthogonalcom plem ent

ofthe kernelof�(t),such that

b(t)+ �(t)� r(t)1n � projker(�0(t))(b(t)+ �(t)� r(t)1n)= �(t)�(t) a.s. (2.6)

(SeeK aratzasand Shreve(1998)fora proofthat�(� )isprogressively m easurable.) M oreover,

weassum ethat�(� )satis�esthe m ild condition

Z T

0

k�(t)k
2
dt < 1 a.s. (2.7)

W e de�ne a state price density process by

H 0(t)= (t)Z 0(t) (2.8)

where

Z0(t)= exp

�

�

Z t

0

�
0(s)dW (s) �

1

2

Z t

0

k�(s)k
2
ds

�

: (2.9)

Thenam e\statepricedensityprocess"isusuallygiven totheprocessde�ned byequation (2.8)

when them arketisa standard �nancialm arket;seeK aratzasand Shreve(1998).In thatcase

the processZ0(t)isa m artingale and Z0(T)isindeed a state price density. However,in our

setting weallow the possibility thatEZ0(T)< 1.
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3 State tameness and state arbitrage. C haracterization

W e proposethe following de�nition fortam eness.

D e�nition 3.1. G iven a stopping tim e � 2 S,a self-�nanced portfolio process(�0(t);�(t)),

t2 [0;�]issaid tobestate-tam e,ifthediscounted gain processH 0(t)G (t),t2 [0;�]isbounded

below,whereG (t)= G �(t)isthe gain processde�ned as

G (t)= 
� 1(t)

Z t

0

(s)�0(s)[�(s)dW (s) + (b(s)+ �(s)� r(s)1n))ds]: (3.1)

D e�nition 3.2. A self�nance state-tam e portfolio �(t), t 2 [0;T]is said to be a state

arbitrage opportunity if

P [H 0(T)G (T)� 0]= 1; and P [H 0(T)G (T)> 0]> 0 (3.2)

where G (t) is the gain processthat correspondsto �(t). W e say thata m arketM is state-

arbitrage-freeifno such portfoliosexistin it.

T heorem 3.1. A m arketM isstate-arbitrage-free ifand only ifthe process�(t)satis�es

b(t)+ �(t)� r(t)1 = �(t)�(t) 0 � t� T a.s. (3.3)

R em ark 3.1. W e observe thatif�(t) satis�es equation (3.3)then for any initialcapitalx,

and consum ption processC (t),

H 0(t)X (t)+

Z

(0;t]

H 0(s)dC (s)

= x +
Rt

0
H 0(s)

�
�0(s)�(s)� X (s)�(s)

�0
dW (s) : (3.4)

ProofofTheorem 3.1. First,weprovenecessity.For0 � t� T wede�ne

p(t)= projker(�0(t))(b(t)+ �(t)� r(t)1n)

�(t)=

�
kp(t)k

� 1
p(t) ifp(t)6= 0,

0 otherwise

and de�ne�0(t)= G (t)� �0(t)1n whereG (t)isthegain processde�ned by equation (2.4)with

zero initialcapital,and zero cum ulativeconsum ption process.Itfollowsthat(�0(t);�(t))isa

self-�nanced portfolio with gain process

G (t)= 
� 1(t)

Z t

0

kp(s)k(s)1p(s)6= 0 ds:

Since H 0(t)G (t)� 0,the non-state-arbitragehypothesisim pliesthe desired result. To prove

su�ciency,assum e that�(t)satis�esequation ( 3.3),�(t)isa self-�nanced portfolio and G (t)

is the gain process that corresponds to �(t) as in De�nition 3.1. Rem ark 3.1 im plies that

H 0(t)G (t)isa local-m artingale. By state-tam enessitisalso bounded below. Fatou’slem m a

im pliesthatH 0(t)G (t)isa super-m artingale.Theresultfollows.
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R em ark 3.2. W e can extend the de�nition of state arbitrage opportunity to state tam e

portfoliosde�ned on a random tim e.Itisworth to m entioning thatTheorem 3.1 rem ainstrue

even with thisapparently stronger de�nition.

R em ark 3.3. Itis wellknown thatabsence ofarbitrage opportunities on tam e portfolios is

im plied by the existence ofan equivalent m artingale m easure under which discounted prices

(by the bond price process)plusdiscounted cum ulative dividends becom e m artingales;see e.g.,

Du�e (1996)[Chapter 6]. Ifthe volatility m atrix �(� ) is invertible and equation (2.7) holds,

itis known thatthe non existence ofarbitrage opportunities in tam e portfolios is equivalent

to EZ0(T)= 1:,see e.g.,Leventaland Skorohod (1995)[Corollary 1]. Our fram ework allows

for the possibility that EZ0(T) < 1, as is the case of, for instance, Leventaland Skorohod

(1995)[Exam ple 1]. Therefore,in the cited exam ple,any arbitrage opportunity thatis a tam e

portfolio,would notbe a state tam e portfolio.

R em ark 3.4. It is known that the non existence ofarbitrage opportunities in tam e port-

folios im plies that equation (3.3) holds a.s. for Lebesgue-alm ost-every t 2 [0;T]; see e.g.

Karatzas and Shreve (1998)[Theorem 4.2]. Atthe sam e tim e,by Theorem 3.1,non existence

ofarbitrage opportunitiesin state-tam eportfoliosisequivalentto assum ingthatequation (3.3)

holds a.s. for Lebesgue-alm ost-every t2 [0;T]. Under a m ore generalsetting,Delbaen and

Schacherm ayer(1994) have proved thatthe existence ofan equivalentm artingale m easure is

equivalentto a property called \no free lunch with vanishing risk" (NFLVR).Itisalso known

that the concept ofNFLVR is stronger that the non existence ofarbitrage opportunities in

tam e portfolios; see e.g., Delbaen and Schacherm ayer(1995b)[Theorem 1.3]. It follows that

our de�nition ofnon-state-arbitrage is weaker thatNFLVR.

4 State European C ontingent C laims. Valuation

Throughoutthe restofthe paperweassum ethatequation (3.3)issatis�ed.

A (Ft)-progressively m easurable sem i-m artingale �(t);0 � t� �,where � 2 S is a stopping

tim eiscalled acum ulativeincom eprocessfortherandom tim einterval(0;�].LetX (t)de�ned

by

(t)X (t)= x +

Z

(0;t]

(s)d�(s)+

Z t

0

(s)�0(s)[�(s)dW (s) + (b(s)+ �(s)� r(s)1n))ds]; (4.1)

where�(t),t2 [0;�],isa R n valued (Ft)-progressively m easurableprocesssuch that

Z �

0

�

j�0(t)(b(t)+ �(t)� r(t)1n)j+ k�0(t)�(t)k
2
�

dt< 1 :

ItfollowsthatX (t)de�nesawealth associated with theinitialcapitalx and cum ulativeincom e

process�(t).Nam ely,if�0(t)= X (t)� �0(t)1n,(�0;�)de�nesaportfolioprocesswhosewealth

processisX (t)and cum ulativeincom eprocessis�(t).M oreover,itfollowsthat

H 0(t)X (t)�

Z

(0;t]

H 0(s)d�(s)

= x +
Rt

0
H 0(s)

�
�0(s)�(s)� X (s)�(s)

�0
dW (s) : (4.2)



State Tam eness 7

W e say that the portfolio is state �-tam e ifthe process H 0(t)X (t) is (uniform ly) bounded

below.

W eproposeto extend theconceptsofEuropean contingentclaim ,�nanciability and com plete-

ness. Let Y (t) t 2 [0;�]be a cum ulative incom e process with Y (0) = 0. Assum e that Y

hasa decom position Y (t)= Yloc(t)+ Yfv(t),asa sum ofa localm artingale and a processof

�nite variation.LetYfv(t)= Y
+

fv
(t)� Y

�

fv
(t)be the representation ofYfv(t)asthe di�erence

oftwo non decreasing RCLL progressively m easurable processes with Y
+

fv
(0) = Y

�

fv
(0) = 0,

where Y
+

fv
(t)and Y

�

fv
(t)are the positive and negative variation ofYfv(t)in the interval[0;t]

respectively.W edenoteby jYfvj(t)= Y
+

fv
+ Y

�

fv
(t)thetotalvariation ofYfv(t)on theinterval

[0;t].W e also denote Y � the processde�ned asY � (t)= Yloc(t)� Y
�

fv
(t).

D e�nition 4.1. G iven a stopping tim e � 2 S,weshallcallstate European contingentclaim

(SECC) with expiration date � any progressively m easurable sem i-m artingaleY (t),t2 [0;�],

with Y (0)= 0,such that�
R�

0
H 0(t)dY

�

fv
(t)isbounded below and

E

�Z �

0

H
2

0(t)dhY i(t)

�

+ E

�Z �

0

H 0(t)djYfvj(t)

�

< 1 : (4.3)

HerehY i(t)standsforthequadraticvariation processofthesem i-m artingaleY (t).W ede�ne

ue by the form ula

ue = E

Z �

0

H 0(t)dY: (4.4)

D e�nition 4.2. A state European contingent claim Y (t) with expiration date � is called

attainable ifthere exista state (� Y )-tam e portfolio process�(t),t2 [0;�]with

X
ue;�;� Y (�� )= Y (�); a.s. (4.5)

The m arket m odelM is called state com plete ifevery state European contingent claim is

attainable.O therwiseitiscalled state incom plete.

Forthe following theorem we assum e fi1 < � � � < ikg � f1;� � � ;dg isa setofindexesand let

fik+ 1 < � � � < idg � f1;� � � ;dg be its com plem ent. Let �i(t),1 � i� k,be the ith colum n

process for the m atrix valued process (�i;j(t));0 � t � T. Nam ely, �i(t), 1 � i � k, is

the R
n-valued progressively m easurable process whose jth, 1 � j � d entry agrees with

�i;j(t), for 0 � t � T. W e denote by �i1;� � � ;ik
(t), 0 � t � T the n � k m atrix valued

process whose jth colum n process agrees with �ij(t),0 � t � T for 1 � j � k. W e shall

denote asfF
i1;� � � ;ik

t ;0 � t� Tg the P augm entation by the nullsetsofthe natural�ltration

f�(W i1(s);� � � ;Wik (s);0 � s� t);0 � t� Tg.

T heorem 4.1.Assum ethat�i(t)= 0fori=2 fi1;� � � ;ikg,where�(t)= (�1(t);� � � ;�d(t))isthe

m arketpriceofrisk.Assum ethat�i1;� � � ;ik
(t)isa F

i1;� � � ;ik

t -progressively m easurablem atrixval-

ued processsuch thatRange(�ik+ 1;� � � ;id
(t))= Range? (�i1;� � � ;ik

(t))alm ostsurely for Lebesgue-

alm ost-every t. In addition assum e thatthe interestrate process  is F
i1;� � � ;ik

t -progressively

m easurable. Then,any F
i1� � � ;ik

t -progressively m easurable state European contingentclaim is

attainable ifand only ifRank(�i1;� � � ;ik
(t)) = k a.s. for Lebesgue-alm ost-every t. In partic-

ular,a �nancialm arketM is state com plete ifand only if�(t) has m axim alrange a.s. for

Lebesgue-alm ost-every t,0� t� T.
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Proofofsu�ciency. LetY (t),t2 [0;�],bea F i1;� � � ;ik (t)-progressively m easurableSECC with

� 2 S.De�ne

X (t)= H
� 1
0
(t)E

"Z

(t;�]

H 0(s)dY (s)jF
i1;� � � ;ik (t)

#

fort2 [0;�]: (4.6)

From the representation ofBrownian m artingalesasstochastic integralsitfollowsthatthere

exista progressively m easurable Rd-valued process’0(t)= (’1(t);� � � ;’d(t)),t2 [0;�],such

that

H 0(t)X (t)+

Z

(0;t]

H 0(s)dY (s) = ue +

Z t

0

’
0(s)dW (s) (4.7)

where ’i(t)= 0 fori=2 fi1;� � � ;ikg.De�ne �e(t),t2 [0;�],asthe unique Rn-valued progres-

sively m easurableprocesssuch that

�
0(t)�e(t)= H

� 1
0
(t)’(t)+ X (t)�(t): (4.8)

The existence and uniqueness ofsuch a portfolio follows from the hypotheses (see Lem m a

1.4.7 in K aratzasand Shreve(1998)).De�ne (�e)0(t)= X (t)� �(t)01n.Itfollowsusing It̂o’s

form ula thatX (t)de�nes a wealth processwith cum ulative incom e process� Y (t),with the

desired characteristics.(Toprovethestate� Y (t)tam enessoftheportfolio�e(t),letu
�
e bethe

constantde�ned by the equation (4.4)corresponding to the SECC Y � (t).LetX � (t),’� (t),

and ��e (t)betheprocessesde�ned by equations(4.6),(4.7), (4.8)respectively corresponding

to the SECC Y � (t);itfollowsthatX (t)� X � (t),0 � t� �.The � Y (t)tam enessof�e(t)is

im plied by the � Y � (t)tam enessof��e (t).Thelatterfollowsby the de�nition ofSECC.)

Proofofnecessity. Letusassum ethatany F
i1;� � � ;ik

t -progressively m easurableSECC isattain-

able.Letf :L(Rk;Rn)7! R
k bea bounded m easurablefunction such that:f(�)2 K ernel(�)

and f(�) 6= 0 ifK ernel(�) 6= f0g,hold for every � 2 L(R k;Rn). (See K aratzas (1996),

p. 9). Letusde�ne  (t)to be the bounded,F
i1;� � � ;ik

t -progressively m easurable processsuch

that  i1;� � � ;ik
= f(�i1;� � � ;ik

(t)) and  j(t) = 0 for j =2 fi1;� � � ;ikg. W e de�ne the F i1;� � � ;ik -

progressively m easurableSECC by

Y (t)=

Z t

0

1

H 0(s)
 
0(s)dW (s) for0� t� �: (4.9)

Let �e be the � Y state tam e portfolio with wealth process X ue;�e;� Y as in equation (4.5)

and ue de�ned by equation (4.4).Itfollowsthat

H 0(t)X
ue;�e;� Y (t)+

Z

(0;t]

H 0(s)dY (s)= ue +

Z t

0

 
0(s)dW (s) (4.10)

is a m artingale. Using equation (4.2),and the representation ofBrownian m artingales as

stochasticintegralsweobtain

 i1;� � � ;ik
(t)= �

0
i1;� � � ;ik

(t)�e(t)� X (t)�i1;� � � ;ik
(t)

2 K ernel? (�i1;� � � ;ik
(t)\ K ernel(�i1;� � � ;ik

(t))= f0g (4.11)

a.s.forLebesgue-alm ost-every t,0 � t� �.The resultfollows.
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R em ark 4.1. Fernholz,Karatzas,and Kardaras (2004) are able to hedge contingentclaim s

ofEuropean type when a m artingale m easure fails to exists. The fram ework oftheir paper is

the sam e as ours,nam ely,the m odelofsecurity prices as It̂o processes. In addition they as-

sum ethattheeigenvaluesofthestochastic n� n-m atrix ofvariation-covariation rateprocesses

�(t)� 0(t);t2 [0;T]are uniform ly bounded away from zero. This latter condition im plies that

equation (3.3)holds;asa consequence their resultson valuation are im plied by Theorem 4.1.

5 State A merican C ontingent C laims. Valuation.

D e�nition 5.1. Let (�(t);L(t)),0 � t � �,a couple ofRCLL progressively m easurable

sem i-m artingaleswhere�(t),t2 [0;�],isa cum ulativeincom eprocesswith �(0)= 0.Assum e

thatthe process

Y (t)=

Z

(0;t]

H 0(s)d�(s)+ L(t)H 0(t) for0� t� �; (5.1)

isa continuoussem i-m artingalesuch thatY and L(t)H 0(t),0� t� �,areuniform ly bounded

below.W eshallcalla stateAm erican contingentclaim (SACC)a coupleofprocessesasabove

such that

ua = sup
�02S(�)

E[Y (�0)]< 1 ; (5.2)

where S(�)= f�02 S;�0� �g. W e shallcallthe processY (t)the discounted payo� process,

L(t)thelum p-sum settlem entprocessand ua thevalueofthestateAm erican contingentclaim .

T heorem 5.1. Letfi1;� � � ;ikg � f1;� � � ;dg be a setofindexes. Assum e the hypotheses of

theorem 4.1. If(�(t);L(t)) is a state Am erican contingentclaim where the discounted payo�

process is F
i1;� � � ;ik

t -progressively m easurable then there exista � �(t) state tam e portfolio �a

such that

X
ua ;�a ;� �(t)� L(t) a.s. for 0� t� �: (5.3)

Indeed,

ua = inffu 2 R j there exista � �(t)state tam e portfolio

� with X u;�;� � (t)� L(t)a.s. for 0 � t� �g: (5.4)

Lem m a 1. Given �1;�2 2 S (�),there exist�02 S (�)with

ua � E [Y (�0)]� m axfE [Y (�1)];E [Y (�2)]g

such that

E [Y (�0)jFt]� m axfE [Y (�1)jFt];E [Y (�2)jFt]g for allt2 [0;�]:

Proof. De�ne

�
0= �1 ^ �21E [Y (�1_�2)jF t](�1^�2)< Y (�1^�2)

+ �1 _ �21E [Y (�1_�2)jF t](�1^�2)� Y (�1^�2)

wheres_ t= m axfs;tg,and s^ t= m infs;tg.Then �0 hasthe required properties.
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ProofofTheorem 5.1 . Let Y (t),0 � t� �,be the discounted payo� process. There exist

a sequence ofstopping tim es (�n) in S (�) such that E [Y (�n)] " ua, E [Y (�n+ 1)jFt] �

E [Y (�n)jFt]fort2 [0;�],with the property thatforany rationalq2 Q \ [0;T],thereexist

N q 2 N such that E [Y (�n)jFt](q^ �) � Y (q^ �) . The latter follows by lem m a 1. By

Doob’sinequality,E [Y (�n)jFt]isa Cauchy sequencein the senseofuniform convergencein

probability. By com pletenessofthe space oflocal-m artingales,there exista local-m artingale

Y (t),t2 [0;�],such thatE [Y (�n)jFt]! Y (t),t2 [0;�],uniform ly in probability.Itfollows

by continuity that Y (t) � Y (t) for t 2 [0;�],and clearly Y (0) = ua. De�ne �n to be the

�rsthitting tim e ofY (t),t2 [0;�],to the set[� n;n]
c
. From the representation ofBrownian

m artingalesas stochastic integralsitfollowsthatthere exista progressively m easurable Rd-

valued process’0(t)= (’1(t);� � � ;’d(t)),t2 [0;�n],such that

Y (t)= ua +

Z t

0

’
0(s)dW (s) (5.5)

where’i(t)= 0 fori=2 fi1;� � � ;ikg.De�ne X (t),t2 [0;�],by

H 0(t)X (t)+

Z

(0;t]

H 0(s)d�(s) = Y (t):

De�ne �a(t),t2 [0;�],asthe unique Rn-valued progressively m easurableprocesssuch that

�
0(t)�a(t)= H

� 1
0
(t)’(t)+ X (t)�(t):

Theexistenceand uniquenessofsuch aportfoliofollowsby thehypotheses(seeLem m a1.4.7in

K aratzasand Shreve(1998)).De�ne(�a)0(t)= X (t)� �a(t)
0
1n.Itfollowsusing It̂o’sform ula

thatX (t)de�nesa wealth processwith cum ulative incom e process� �(t),t2 [0;�],with the

desired characteristics.Equation (5.4)isa consequenceto thefactthatthediscounted payo�

processisa super-m artingale.

R em ark 5.1. Let us observe that it is not possible to obtain optim alstopping tim es for

the version of the theorem for valuation of Am erican contingent claim s that we presented.

Nonetheless,itis worth to pointoutthatthe conditions ofthe Theorem 5.1,are probably the

weakestpossible.
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