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Abstract

W e propose a new de nition for tam eness w ithin the m odel of security prices as k6 processes
that is risk-aware. W e give a new de nition orarbitrage and characterize it. W e then prove a
theorem that can be seen as an extension ofthe second fiindam ental theorem of asset pricing,
and a theorem for valuation of contingent clain s of the Am erican type. The valiation of
European contingent clain s and Am erican contingent claim s that we obtain does not require
the full range of the volatility m atrix. T he technigue used to prove the theorem on valiation
of Am erican contingent clain s does not depend on the D oob-M eyer decom position of super-
m artingales; its proof is constructive and suggest and altemative way to nd approxin ations
of stopping tin es that are close to optin al.

1 Introduction

In a continuous tim e setting, where security prices are m odeled as It processes, the conocept
oftam eness hasbeen introduced as a credit constrain in orderto o set the so called \doubling
strategies". H arrison and P liska (1981) and D ybvig and Huang (1988) study the rol of this
constrain in ruling out doubling strategies. G enerally speaking, tam eness lim its the credit that
an agentm ay have, that isused to o set Interm ediate losses from trade and consum ption. T his
credit is established In advance In tem s of the valie of m oney. Nam ely, the credi lim it is
resettled every tin e to re ect the changes In a bank account. Thism odel is a standard one in
nancial econom ics. See K aratzas and Shreve (1998), K aratzas (1996), and Du e (1996) for
som e discussion about it. Nonetheless, In order to obtain characterizations of non-arbitrage
and com pleteness, strong technical conditions are m ade that do not hold for very interesting
models In nancial econom ics; see K reps (1981), Du e and Huang (1986), Back and P liska
(1991) and H indy (1995) and m ore recently Femholz, K aratzas, and K ardaras (2004). Several
approaches have been taken to generalize this m odel. For exam ple, Levental and Skorohod
(1995) study notions of \arbitrage In tam e portfolios" and \approxin ate arbitrage"; K reps
(1981) and D ebaen and Schachem ayer (1994, 1995a, 1995b, 1996, 1997b, 1997a, 1997¢, 1998)
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propose a notion ofarbitrage called a \free inch". H ow ever these notions are usually criticized
by their lJack of econom ic justi cation. Loewenstein and W illard (2000) revisit the standard
m odel of security prices as Itd processes, and show that the standard assum ptions of positive
state prices and existence of an equivalent m artingale m easure exclide prices which are viable
m odels of com petitive equilbriim and are potentially usefiil for m odeling actual nancial
m arkets. They propose the concept of \free snacks" for adm issble trading strategies. O ther
references are Stricker (1990), Ansel and Stricker (1992), D elbaen (1992), Schweizer (1992),
Clark (1993), Schachem ayer (1993), Lakner (1993) and W illard and D ybvig (1999).
In thispaperweproposea new de nition fortam eness. W e call it state tam eness (seeD e nition
El). Loosely speaking, we calla portlio (t) a state tam e portPlio if the value of its gain
process discounted by the so called \state price density process" is bounded below . For a
de nition of state price density process see equation [Z8). In nancial temm s, this de nition
for tam eness accounts for constrains on an agent credit that are resettled at alltin esto re ect
the changes in the state of the econom y. Let us establish an analogy. In a Poker gam g, it is
natural to assum e that the players have credit constrains, depending on the ability of each
of them to eventually cover losses. If we think of a particular gam e for which one player has
exhausted his credit, but his stakes of winning are high, it is lkely that som eone would be
w illing to take over his risk. If the rules of the gam e allowed i, this could increase his ability
to obtain credit.
W e de ne state arbitrage, see D e nition 37, and characterize it. A s a consequence of T heorem
[Z1, our de nition of non-arbitrage is an extension of non-arbitrage in the context of standard
nancialm arkets. See K aratzas and Shreve (1998).M oreover, w henever equation (224) holds
and the volatility m atrix is invertible, the existence ofan equivalent m artingalem easure n plies
the non existence ofarbitrage opportunitiesthat are state tam e, but not conversely; see R em ark
[B3. 0 urde nition isweakerthat the one proposed by Leventaland Skorohod (1995) under the
condition that equation [2A) holds. See Leventaland Skorochod (1995) [ heorem 1 and C orol
lary 1], and Loewenstein and W illard (2000) for the econom icm eaning of equation [2A). O ur
de nition of non-state arbitrage is weaker than the one proposed by D ebaen and Schacher-
mayer (1995b); see Ramn ark 4. Our de nition adm is the existence of \free snacks", see
eg. Remark[33 and Loewenstein and W illard (2000) C orollary 2]. See also Loewenstein and
W illard (2000) [C orollary 2] and Loew enstein and W illard (2000) E xam ple 53] for the econom ic
viability of those portfolios.
Next, we try to show the usefilness of the conogpt introduced. T his is done by proving two
extensions of the second fiindam ental theorem of asset pricing and a theorem for valuation of
contingent claim s of the Am erican type suitable for the current context.
T he question of com pleteness is about the ability to replicate or access certain cash ow s and
not about how these cash ow sarevalued. Hence, the appropriatem easure for form ulating the
question of com pleteness is the true statistical probability m easure, and not som e presum ed to
exist equivalent m artingale probability m easure. Jarrow and M adan (1999) elaborate further
on this poInt. W e propose a valuation technique that does not require the existence of an
equivalent m artingale m easure and allow s for pricing contingent clain s, even when the range
of the volatility m atrix is not m axim al. See T heorem [A]l. T he standard approach relates the
notion ofm arket com pletenessto uniqueness ofthe equivalentm artingalem easure; see H arrison
and K reps (1979), H arrison and P liska (1981), and Jarrow and M adan (1991). D elbaen (1992)
extends the second fiindam ental theorem for asset prices w ith continuous sam ple paths for
the case of In nitely m any assets. O ther extension are Jarrow and M adan (1999), Battig
(1999), and Battig and Jarrow (1999). The recent paper Femholz, K aratzas, and K ardaras
(2004) also extends valuation theory, when an equivalent m artingale m easures fails to exists;
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they are m otivated by considerations of \diversity"; see R am ark [l for a discussion about the
connections w ith this paper.
Last, we formulate an extension of the Am erican contingent clain valuation theory. See
Theorem [El. W e provide a valuation technique of the contingent clain s of the Am erican
type In a setting that does not require the fi1ll range of the volatility m atrix. See T heorem
[EJl in conjunction with Theorem [Jl. Our approach is closer in spirit to a com putational
approach. SeeK aratzas (1988) and Bensoussan (1984) to review the form altheory ofvaluation
of Am erican contingent claim s w ith unconstrained portfolios; see the survey paper by M yneni
(1992) aswellasK aratzasand Shreve (1998). C losed form solutions are typically not available
forpricing Am erican O ptionson nite-horizons. A lthough an extensive literature exist on their
num erical com putation; interested readers are referred to several survey papers and books
such asBroadie and D etem ple (1996), Boyl, Broadie, and G lasserm an (1997), C arverhilland
W ebber (1990), Hull (1993), W ilm ott, D ew ynne, and How ison (1993) for a partial list of airly
recent num ericalwork on Am erican O ptions and com parisons ofe ciency.

2 The model

In what Pllows we try to ollow 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 all the hy-
potheses usually used for nancialm arket m odels with a nite set of continuous assets de—
ned on a Brownian ltration. W e assum e a d-din ensional Brownian M otion starting at 0
fW (©);F+;0 t Tgde ned on a com plete probability space ( ;F ;P ) where fF gy + r is
theP augm entation by thenullsetsin FJ ofthenatural IrationF! = @ (s);0 s v,
0 t T,andF =Fr.
W e assum e a risk-free rate process r( ), a n-din ensionalm ean rate of retum process b( ), a
n-din ensionaldividend rate process ( ),an dm atrix valued volatility process (;;5 ( ));we
also assum e thatb(t), ®), r@® and ( ;5 () are progressively m easurable processes. M oreover
it is assum ed that
T X
() Jj+ Kok + k Ok + fj t))de< 1

i3
A susualwe assum e a bond price process B (t) that evolves according to the equation

dB (t) = B {)r©)dt; BO=1 (2.1)
and n stocks whose evolution of the pricepershare process P; () ©rthe i stock at tine t, is

given by the stochastic di erential equation

2 3
X
dP; ) = Pi(t) 4y (Ddt+ SO 5O; P;O)=p2 0;1)

i= 1; Hol 22)

Let 2 S bea stopping tin e, where S denotes the set of stoppingtimes : 7 [D;T Jrelative
to the ltration ). W e shallsay that a stochastic processX (t),t2 D; ]is E+)-adapted if
X " ) is Fr)adapted, where s™ t= m in fs;tg, ors;t2 R. W e consider a portfolio process
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(o®; (©),t2 D; Jtobea [ +)progressively m easurable R R" valued process, such that

z % R
J 1 (O r @) jde + o JUO O+ © rMl,)jdt
O 0 in
R 2
+ , k00 Mk dt< 1 223)
holds alm ost surely, with kxk = &% + £)%? orx 2 RY, and 19 = (1; ;1) 2R

A (+)adapted process fC (£);0 t g w ith Increasing , right continuous paths, C (0) = 0,
and C ()< 1 almost surely (@s. iscalled a cum ulative consum ption process. Follow ing the
standard literature (see eg.: K aratzas and Shreve (1998), K aratzas(1996)) fora given x 2 R
and ( o; ;C) asabove, the processX (t) X * (t),0 t given by the equation

Z
X ) = x (s)dC (s)
05t]

Z t
+ ) %) [ ()W () + b))+ (8) r(s)ly,))ds] 2.4)

0

where (t) isde ned as 7
l t

) = BO exp . r(s)ds ; 2.5)

is the wealh process associated w ih the initial capial x, portfolio , and cum ulative con—
sum ption processC .

Rem ark 2.1. Let us observe that the condition de ned by equation (Z3) is slightly di erent
from the condition that de 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 well de ned
wealth process as de ned by equation (24).

W e de neaprogressively m easurablem arket price of risk process () = (1 {©); aft)) wih
values n RY ©rt2 ;T ]asthe unique process (t) 2 ker’ ( (t) ,the orthogonalcom plem ent
of the kemelof (t), such that

b+ ) r®ln, Proker oq) b+ © r®ly)= @ © as. (2.6)
(See K aratzas and Shreve (1998) for a proofthat ( ) isprogressively m easurable.) M oreover,
we assum e that ( ) satis esthem ild condition
Z T
k k* dt < 1 as. @)

0
W e de ne a state price density process by
Ho®= ®Zo® (2.8)
where 7 N 1 7 c
Zg () = exp Oc)aw (s) > k (s)k2 ds : 2.9)

0 0

T he nam e \state price density process" isusually given to the processde ned by equation [Z.8)
when them arket is a standard nancialm arket; see K aratzas and Shreve (1998). In that case
the process Z (t) is a m artingale and Z, (T ) is indeed a state price density. However, In our
setting we allow the possbility that EZo (T ) < 1.
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3 State tameness and state arbitrage. Characterization

W e propose the follow Ing de nition for tam eness.

De nition 3.1. Given a stopping tine 2 S, a self- nanced portfolio process ( ¢ (£); (),
t2 0; ]lissaid tobe statetam e, ifthe discounted gain processH ¢ (£)G (), t2 [0; ]isbounded
below ,where G (t) = G (t) is the gain process de ned as

Z t

GhH= '© ) %) [ G)dW (s) + b))+ (5) r(s)l,))ds]: Bd1)
0

De nition 3.2. A slf nance statetame portfolio (), t 2 [0;T] is said to be a state
arbitrage opportunity if

P HoM)G T) 0]=1; and P HoT)G(T)>0]>0 32)

where G () is the galn process that corresponds to (t). W e say that a market M is state—
arbitrage-free if no such portfolios exist n it.

Theorem 3.1.A marketM is statearbitrage-free if and only if the process (t) satis es
b+ ®© rl= © © 0 t T as. 33)

Rem ark 3.1. W e observe that if () satis es equation (33)) then for any initial capital x,
and consum ption process C (t),

Ho®X @+ Ho (s)dC (s)
(0;t]

t

= X+ OHo(S) %(s) s) X (s) (s) OdW (s) = 34)

P roof of Theorem [El. F irst, we prove necessity. For0 t T wede ne

P = Proer( oy PO+ © r®1,)

o= POk pO #pwSO,
0 otherw ise

anddene o)=G ) ‘@)1, whereG () isthe gah processde ned by equation ZA) w ith

zero initial capital, and zero cum ulative consum ption process. It ©llow s that ( o (£); (©) isa

self- nanced portfolio w ith gain process

Z ¢

Go= 0 kpOk 6)1lpesods:
0

Since Hy (©)G (t) O, the non-statearbitrage hypothesis in plies the desired resul. To prove
su ciency, assum e that (t) satis es equation ([B3), (t) is a self nanced port®lic and G (t)
is the gain process that corresponds to (t) as in De nition [l. Rem ark 3] in plies that
Ho )G (t) is a Jocalm artingale. By state-tam eness i is also bounded below . Fatou’s lemm a
Inplies that H o (t)G (t) is a superm artingale. T he result follow s. O
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Rem ark 3.2. W e can extend the de nition of state arbitrage opportunity to state tame
portfHlios de ned on a random tim e. It is worth to m entioning that Theorem [BJl rem ains true
even with this apparently stronger de nition.

Rem ark 3.3. It is well known that absence of arbitrage opportunities on tam e portfolios is
In plied by the existence of an equivalent m artingale m easure under which discounted prices
(by the bond price process) plis discounted cum ulative dividends becom e m artingalks; see eg.,
Du e (1996) [Chapter 6]. If the volatility m atrix ( ) is invertible and equation @) holds,
it is known that the non existence of arbitrage opportunities in tam e portfolios is equivalent
toEZyT)= 1: see eg., Levental and Skorohod (1995) Corollary 1]. Our fram ework allows
for the possibility that EZ (T) < 1, as is the case of, for instance, Levental and Skorohod
(1995) Exam pk 1]. Therefore, in the cited exam pk, any arbitrage opportunity that is a tame
portfolio, would not be a state tam e portfolio.

Rem ark 3.4. It is known that the non existence of arbitrage opportunities in tam e port—
flios implies that equation [B3) hoHds a.s. for Lebesque-alnostevery t 2 [0;T]; see eg.
K aratzas and Shreve (1998) [T heoram 4.2]. At the same tim e, by Theoram [E1l, non existence
of arbitrage opportunities in statetam e portolios is equivalent to assum ing that equation [33)
holds a.s. for Lebesquealn ostevery t 2 [0;T ]. Under a m ore general setting, D elaen and
Schacherm ayer(1994) have proved that the existence of an equivalent m artingak m easure is
equivalent to a property called \no free unch with vanishing risk" WFLVR). It is also known
that the concept of NFLVR is stronger that the non existence of arbitrage opportunities in
tam e portfolios; see eg., Delaen and Schachem ayer(1995b) [T heorem 1.3]. It llows that
our de nition of non-state-arbitrage is weaker that NFLVR .

4 State European Contingent Claims. Valuation

T hroughout the rest of the paper we assum e that equation [EJ) is satis ed.

A (Fi)progressively m easurable sem im artingale ();0 t , where 2 S isa stopping
tin e iscalled a cum ulative incom e process for the random tim e interval (0; ]. Let X (t) de ned
by

X ©=x+ (s)d (s) +
(0;t]

() °s) [ ()W (s) + ((s)+ (s) r(s)l,))dsl; @.1)
0

where (t),t2 0; ], isaR" valued )-progressively m easurable process such that
%M b+ © rOl)itk ' ©k° de< 1

It ollow sthat X (t) de nesa wealh associated w ith the Iniialcapitalx and cum ulative lncom e
process (t).Namely, if ()= X () ‘)1,, ( 0; )de nes a portfolio processwhose wealth
process is X (t) and cum ulative lncom e process is () . M oreover, it ©llow s that
Z
Ho®X © Ho(s)d (s)
0;t]
Rt

=x+ JHol) °6) (8) X () (6 W (5) = “2)
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W e say that the portfolio is state -tame if the process H ( (©)X (t) is (unifom ly) bounded
below .
W e propose to extend the conoepts of E uropean contingent clain , nanciability and com plete-
ness. Let Y (t) t 2 0O; ]be a cumulative ncom e processwih Y (0) = 0. Assume that Y
has a decom position Y () = Yioc ) + Yey (£), @asa sum ofa localm artingale and a process of
nite variation. Let Y¢, (£) = Y;V (t) Y., () bethe representation of Y¢y () as the di erence
of two non decreasing RCLL progressively m easurable processes w ith Y;V 0) = Y,,0) =0,
where Y;V (t) and Y. (t) are the positive and negative variation of Y¢y (£) In the interval 0;t]
regpectively. W e denote by Y j k) = Y;v + Y., () the totalvariation of Y¢y () on the interval

D;t]l. w e also denote Y theprocessde nedas¥Y (t) = Y@ Y., ©.

De nition 4.1. Given a stopping tine 2 S, we shall call state European contingent clhin
(SECC) with expiration dat:?,\ any progressively m easurable sem Im artingale Y ), t2 0O; ],
wih Y (0) = 0, such that o Ho (t) dY,, (t) is bounded below and

Z Z

E HZM®dWwi@m +E Ho®d¥er i) < 1 : @3)
0 0

Here hY i (t) stands for the quadratic variation process of the sem im artingale Y (t). W e de ne

Ue by the form ula 7

Ue = E Hody: 4 4)
0
De nition 4.2. A state European contingent clain Y (t) with expiration date is called
attainabk if there exist a state ( Y )-tam e portfolio process (t), t2 0; Jwih

X9 T (o)=Y (); as. 4.5)

The market model M is called state com pkte if every state European contingent claim is
attainable. O therw ise it is called state incom plkte.

For the follow ing theorem we assum e fi; < i f1; ;dg is a set of indexes and let
fi ;1 < i f1; ;dg be is com plem ent. Let(t), 1 ik, be the i® column
process for the m atrix valued process ( ;4 (£));0 t T. Namely, (), 1 i k, is
the R™ wvalued progressively m easurable process whose %, 1 3 d entry agrees wih
430, Pro t T. Wedenoteby 4; ,{®,0 t T then k matrix valued
process whose 7 colum n process agrees w ith i, ®,0 t T Prl J k. We shall
denote as fF "/ *iD t TgtheP augm entation by the null sets of the natural lItration
£ Wy (s); #Ws);0 s ©;0 t Tg.

Theorem 4.1.Assumethat ;(t) = 0 foriz fi;; . kg,j.where = (1@®; q f£)) isthe
m arket price of risk. Assumethat 3; , &) isaF.’ *Zprogressively m easurabk m atrix val-
ued process such that Range( 5, ,; , )= Range’ (4, , () alostsurely Hr Lebesgue-
aln ostevery t. In addition assum e that the interest rate process is F ti“ x —f)rogxessme]y
measurmbk. Then, any F;' *“rogressively m easurabk state European contingent clhim is
attainabk if and only ifRank( ;,; , §)) = k a.s. for Lebesguealn ostevery t. In partic-
ular, a nancialmarketM is state compkte if and only if (t) has m axin al range a.s. for
Lebesgueammostevery t, 0 t T.
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Proofofsu ciency. LetY (t),t2 D; l,beaF %/ x {)-progressively m easurable SECC w ith
2S.Dene

" #
Z
X =H,' OF Ho@)dY () 5F 27 * ) ort2 D; 1: 4 .6)

t 1

From the representation of Brownian m artingales as stochastic integrals it follow s that there

exist a progressively m easurable R%valied process / () = (" 1 @©); af®),t2 D; 1, such
that 7 Z .
Ho®X @)+ Ho(s)dY () = ue + rOs)dw (s) @.)
(07t] 0
where’ ;(t) = 0 foriz fi;; xgiDe ne (), t2 O; ], asthe unigue R" <valued progres—

sively m easurable process such that
°M) o) = Hol(t)’ +X O ©: 4.8)

T he existence and unigqueness of such a portfolio ollow s from the hypotheses (see Lemm a
14.7 In K aratzas and Shreve (1998)).De ne ( ¢)o €) = X (t) ©°%,. X ollow s using td's
formula that X (t) de nes a wealth process w ith cum ulative incom e process Y (t), w ith the
desired characteristics. (To provethestate Y (t) tam enessoftheportfolio . (t), letu, bethe
constant de ned by the equation L) corresponding to the SECC Y (). LetX (t),’ @),
and . () be the processes de ned by equations {£8), E), [EH) respectively corresponding
tothe SECC Y (t); tPollowsthatX () X (@),0 t .The Y (t) tamenessof . (t) is
inplied by the Y (t) tamenessof . (t). The latter follow s by the de nition of SECC.) O
P roof of necessity. Let us assum e that any F é“ K —’forogressﬁe]y m easurable SECC isattain-
abk.Letf :L R*;R™) T R* beabounded m easurablk finction such that: £ ( ) 2 K ernel( )

and £() 6 0 ifK ernel() & fO0g, hod revery 2 LR kK;R™). (See Kamatzas (1996),
p. 9). Letusde ne (t) to be thebounded, F.'" *progressively m easurable process such

that 3; ,,& £(4; ,®)and 50 = 0 orj2 fi; «GiWede netheF ®i xif
progressively m easurable SECC by
Z . 1
Y () = O(s)dw (s) oro t 4.9)
0 Ho (s)

Let . bethe Y state tame portlio with wealth process X s/ ¢/ ¥ as in equation [£3)
and u. de ned by equation {£4). It Hllow s that

Z Z .

Ho@x i ¥ )+ Ho(s)dY (8) = ue + O)aw (s) (4.10)
0;t] 0

is a m artingale. Using equation [£J), and the representation of Brownian m artingales as
stochastic integrals we obtain

1, 0= 9, 00 XO4; .0
2Kemel’ (5, ,®\Kemel(y, &)= £f0g (4.11)

as. PrLebesguealmostevery t,0 t . The resul ollow s. O
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Rem ark 4.1. Femholz, K aratzas, and K ardaras (2004) are abke to hedge contingent clain s
of European type when a m artingale m easure fails to exists. The fram ework of their paper is
the sam e as ours, nam ely, the m odel of security prices as ItH) processes. In addition they as—
sum e that the eigenvalues of the stochasticn n-m atrix of variation-covariation rate processes

© °®);t2 D;T]are uniform ¥ bounded away from zero. This htter condition im plies that
equation [323) hols; as a consequence their results on valuation are im plied by T heorem [£.]].

5 State American Contingent Clains. Valuation.

De nition 5.1. Let ( (t);L ), O t , a couple of RCLL progressively m easurable
sem im artingaleswhere (t),t2 [0; ], isa cumulative incom e processwih (0)= 0.Assume
that the process

Y () = Ho(s)d (s)+ L (©H o (©) for0 t H 6.1)
(0;t]

is a continuous sem im artingale such that ¥ and L ©)Ho (), 0 t , are unifom ¥ bounded
below . W e shallcalla state Am erican contingent clain (SACC) a couple ofprocesses as above
such that
U= sup EN ()I<1; 62)
928 ()
whereS ()= £ °25; © g.We shallcallthe process Y (t) the discounted payo process,
L (t) the lum p—sum settlem ent process and u, the value of the state Am erican contingent clhain .

Theorem 5.1. Let fi;; xgi £f1; ;dg be a set of indexes. A ssum e the hypotheses of
theorem [£. If ( @©);L () is a state Am erican contingent clain where the discounted payo
process is F;'' * progressively m easurabke then there exist a (t) state tam e portHlio ,
such that

X Uaiaio(g)y L (b) as. or0 t : 53)
Tndesd,
Uy = nffu2 R j there exist a (t) state tam e portfolio
with X 77 () L) as.for0 t g: 54)

Lemmal.Given 1; 2285 (), thereexist °2 S () with
us E N (9] maxfE Y (1)LE K (2
such that
EN (%93Fe] maxfE Y (1) JF;E ¥ (2) JFelg Prallt2 ; I

Proof. De ne

= .~ .1
1 2LE Y (1 2)F el 2)<Y (17 2)

o1 ZlEDf(l, 2D)Fel1™ 2) Y (17 2)

where s_ t= maxfs;tg, and s * t= m infs;tg. Then °has the required properties. O



10

E lectronic C om m unications in P robability

Proofof Theorem [EJ] . Let Y (£), 0 t , be the discounted payo process. There exist
a sequence of stopping tines (,) N S () such that E ¥ (o)1 " Ua, E ¥ ( n+1) JF¢]
EN (4)]JFedfort2 O; 1, wih the property that for any rationalg2 Q \ ;T ], there exist
Ng 2 N such thatE ¥ () JFel@” ) Y (@ ) . The latter ©llows by lemma[l. By
Doob’s inequality, E [Y ( ) jJF+] isa Cauchy sequence in the sense of uniform convergence in
probability. By com pleteness of the space of localm artingales, there exist a localm artingale
Y @®),t2 D; L, suchthatE ¥ (o) JF¢]! Y ®),t2 D; ], unibm y in probability. Tt Hllow s
by continuity that Y () Y () ort2 [D; ], and clearly Y (0) = u,. De ne , to be the
rsthji:tjlgtjmeon_(t),tZ 0; 1, to the st [ n;n]c. From the representation of B rownian
m artingales as stochastic ntegrals it ©llow s that there exist a progressively m easurable R~

valued prooess’o(t)= ("1 ); aXt),t2 0; 5], such that

Z t

Y )= ua+ 10y dw (s) (5.5)

0

where’ s (t) = 0 ori2 fi; «rgiDe neX (), t2 D; 1, by
Z
Ho (DX () + Ho)d (6) = Y (®:
0;t]

De ne ,(),t2 D; ], asthe unique R" -valued progressively m easurabl process such that
‘D LO=H,'® ©O+X 0 O:

T he existence and uniqueness of such a portfolio follow sby the hypotheses (seeLemma 14.7 In
K aratzasand Shreve (1998)).De ne ( 5)o (©) = X (v a (t)oln . It ollow susing Itd's om ula

that X (t) de nes a wealth process w ith cum ulative incom e process ), t2 O; 1, wih the
desired characteristics. Equation [54) is a consequence to the fact that the discounted payo
process is a superm artingale. O

Rem ark 5.1. Let us observe that it is not possibke to obtain optim al stopping tim es for
the version of the theorem for valuation of Am erican contingent claim s that we presented.
N onethelkess, it is worth to point out that the conditions of the Theorem [, are probably the
weakest possibke.
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