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W e introduce a linear space of nitely additive m easures to treat
the problem of optim al expected utility from consum ption under a
stochastic clock and an unbounded random endowm ent process. In
this way we establish existence and uniqueness for a large class of
utility-m axin ization problem s including the classical ones of tem i
nalwealth or consum ption, as well as the problem s that depend on
a random tim e horizon orm ultiple consum ption instances.A s an ex—
am ple we explicitly treat the problem ofm axin izing the logarithm ic
utility ofa consum ption stream , where the localtin e ofan O mstein {
U hlenbeck process acts as a stochastic clock.

1. Introduction. W hen we gpeak ofexpected utility, we usually have one
of the follow ng two cases In m Ind: expected utility of consum ption on a -
nite interval or the expected utility of term inal wealth at som e future tim e
point. These two cases correspond to two of the historically m ost In por—
tant problem form ulations in the c]assjcalca]cu]lfls ofvariations and optim al
(stochastic) oontrol| the M eyer form ulation E [ OT L(s;x(s))dt]! max and
the Lagrange formulktion E[ & (T ))]! max, where x( ) denotes the con-
trolled state function or stochastic process, and L and correspond to
the optim ization criteria. T hese form ulations owe a great deal of popular-
ity to their analytical tractability; they t very well into the fram ew ork of
the dynam ic program m ing principle offten used to tackle optim al control
problem s. Even though there are a num ber of problem form ulations in the
stochastic control literature that cannot be reduced to either a M eyer or
a Lagrange formm [see Section 2.7, pages 85{92 of Yong and Zhou (1999),
for an overview of several other classes of stochastic control m odels], the
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expected utility theory in contem porary m athem atical nance seem s to lag
behind In this respect. T he introduction of convex duality into the treatm ent
of utility-m axin ization problem s by K aratzas, Lehoczky and Shreve (1987)
and K aratzas, Lehoczky, Shreve and X u (1991), aswellas is furtherdevelop—
m ent by K ram kov and Schachem ayer (1999), C vitanic, Schachem ayer and
W ang (2001), K aratzas and Zikovic (2003) and Hugonnier and K ram kov
(2004) (to list but a sm all subset of the existing literature) o er hope that
this lJag can be overcom e.

This paper ain s to form ulate and solve a class of utility-m axin ization
problem s of the stochastic clock type in general ncom plete sem in artingale
m arketsw ith locally bounded stock pricesand a possibly unbounded random
endowm ent process. M ore speci cally, our cb ctive is to pﬁovjde a m athe—
m atical fram ew ork form axin izing functionalsofthe form E [ OT U (! ;5a)d ¢,
where U isa tin e and uncertainty-dependent utility function (@ utility ran—
dom eld), ¢t is the consum ption density process and + is an arbirary
nondecreasing right-continuous adapted processon [0;T]wih 1= 1.Two
particular choices += =T and = lg. 14 correspond to the fam iliarM eyer
and Lagrange form ulations of the utility-m axin ization problem , but there
are m any other nancially feasble ones. T he problem s of m axin ization of
the expected utility at term inaltine T, when T is a stopping tin e that
denotes the retirem ent tin e or a default tim e, form a class ofexam ples. An—
other class consists of problem sw ith the com pound expected utility sam pled
at a sequence of stopping tin es. Furthlgnn ore, we could m odel random con-—
sum ption prohibition by setting = OtlfRuzc gdu for som e ndex process
RyandasstC R.

T henotion ofa stochastic clock already waspresented explicitly by G oll and K allsen
(2003) (W here the phrase \stochastic clock" was ntroduced) and im plicitly
in Zitkovic (1999, 2002) and K aratzas and Z itkovic (2003).G oll and K allsen
(2003) treated the case of a logarithm ic utility w ith no random endowm ent
process, under additional assum ptions on existence of the optin aldualpro—
cess. K aratzas and Zitkovic (2003) established existence and uniqueness of
an optim al consum ption process in an incom plete sam in artingale m arket
In the presence of a bounded random endowm ent. Their version of the
stochastic clock is, however, relatively lin Jted| it is required to be a de-
term inistic process with no jumps on [0;T). This assum ption was crucial
for their treatm ent of the problem using convex duality and is related to
the existence of a cadlag version of the optin al dual process. Related to
the notion of a stochastic clock is the work by B lanchet-Scalliet, E 1K aroui,
Jeanblanc and M artellini (2003), which deals w ith utility-m axim ization on
a random horizon not necessarily given by a stopping tim e. A 1so, recent
work by Bouchard and Pham (2004) treated wealth-path-dependent utility—
m axin ization. T hese authorsused a duality relationship between the wealh
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processes and a suitably chosen class of dual processes viewed as optional
m easures on the product space [0;T ]

In the present paper we extend the existing literature in several ways.
W e prove existence and describe the structure of the optin al strategy under
fairly unrestrictive assum ptions on the nancial m arket and the random
endowm ent process.

First, we allow for a general stochastic clock and a general utility that
satis es the appropriate version of the requirem ent of reasonable elasticity
given by K ram kov and Schachem ayer (1999).

Second, we allow a random endowm ent process that is not necessarily
bounded: W e require only a nite upperhedging price for the total endow —
ment at tinet= T . The case of a nonbounded random endowm ent In the
utility m axin ization literature was considered by Hugonnier and K ram kov
(2004), but only in the case ofthe utility ofterm inalwealh and using tech—
nigques di erent from ours. T he only restriction warranting discussion is the
one we place on the jum ps of the stock-price process S. Nam ely, we re—
quire S to be locally bounded. T he reason for this requirem ent hot present
in K aratzas and Zitkovic (2003), but appearing in Hugonnier and K ram kov
(2004)] is that the random endowm ent process is no longer assum ed to be
bounded and the related notion of acceptability (developed only In the lo—
cally bounded setting) has to be em ployed.

Finally, we present an exam ple in which we deal com pltely explicitly
w ih a utility-m axin ization problem in an O process m arket m odel w ith
constant coe cients, where the stochastic clock is the Jocaltin e at 0 ofan
O mstein {Uhlenbeck process. T his exam ple illustrates how uncertainties in
future consum ption prohbitions introduce incom pleteness into the m arket
and describes the optin al strategy to face them .

To tackle the problem of utility m axin ization w ith the stochastic clock,
we cannot depend on existing techniques. W e still use the convex-duality
approach, but to be ablk to form ulate and solve the dual problem , we In—
troduce and study the properties of two new Banach spaces: consum ption
densities and nitely additive m easures. A 1so, we sin plify the form ulation
of the standard com ponents of the convex-duality treatm ent by de ning
the dual ob Ective function directly as the convex conjugate of the prin al
ob Ective function in the suitably coupled pair of Banach spaces. In this
way, the m ysterious reqular parts of the niely additive counterparts ofthe
m artingale m easures used In C vitanic, Schachem ayer and W ang (2001) and
K aratzas and Zikovic (2003) In the de nition of the dual problem appear
In our treatm ent m ore naturally, In an a posteriori fashion.

T he paper is organized as follow s. A fter this Introduction, Section 2 de—
scribes them odelofthe nancialm arket and poses the utility-m axin ization
problem . In Section 3 we introduce the functionalanalytic setup needed for
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the convex-duality treatm ent of our optin ization problem . Section 4 intro-—
duces the convex conjigate of the utility finctional and states the m ain
result. An exam pl that adm its an explicit solution is treated In Section 5.
Finally, the Appendix contains the proof of ourm ain resul.

2. The nancialm arket and the optim ization problem .

21. The stock-price process. W e consider a nancialm arket on a nite
horizon [0;T], T 2 (0;1 ), consisting of a d-din ensional locally bounded

ned on a stochastic base ( ;F; E ) p;r7P) that satis es the usual con—
ditions. For sin plicity we also assum e that F ¢ isP-trivialand that ¥ = F .
Together w ith the stock-price process (St)w p;rr there is a num eraire as-
set 5% and all values are denom inated in term s of SC. T his am ounts to the
standard assum ption that (SS)Q p;r ] is equal to the constant process 1.

2 2. Adm issibk portfolio processes. A nancialagent invests n them ar-
ket according to an ()i p;r Predictable S -integrable d-din ensional port—
olio process #H t)i; p;r - T he stochastic integral (H S p;r ) is called the
gains process and represents the net gains from trade for the agent who

A portfolio process H ) p;r; is called adm issible if there exists a con-—
stant x 2 R such that x+ #H Sp 0 rallt2 O;T], wih probability 1.
Furtherm ore, an adm issible process #H ) p;r) i called m axin al adm issibke

if there exists no other adm issble process (£ ), p,;rj such that

H Sy ®F Sy as. and P[H Sy < (¢ Spl> 0:

The fam ily of all processes (X { )y p,rj ofthe orm X , H Sy Pran
adm issble H , is denoted by X . The class of processes X { )y pr;2 X that
corresponds to m axim al adm issible portfolio processes H )i, p,r; 5 denoted
by X ax -

W e com plem ent the w ddespread notion of adm issbility by the less known
notion of acosptability [introduced by D elbaen and Schachem ayer (1997)],
because adm issibility is not adequate for dealing w ith nonbounded random
endowm ent processes, as was shown In the context of utility m axin ization
from term inalwealth by Hugonnier and K ram kov (2004). A portfolio pro—
cess H )i p;rj iscalled acceptabk ifitadm itsa decom position H = H™  H
wih H* admissbl and H m axin aladm issble.

2 3. Absence of arbitrage. To rule out the arbitrage opportunities in our
m arket, we state the follow Ing assum ption:
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A ssumption 2.1. There exists a probability m easure Q on F , equiva—
lent to P, such that the process (St p;r is @ Q Jocalm artingale.

T he celebrated paper of D ebaen and Schachem ayer (1994) showed that
the condition in A ssum ption 2.1 is equivalent to the notion ofno free unch
w ith vanishing risk WFILVR) | a conospt closely related to and only slightly
stronger than the classical notion of absence of arbitrage. T he condition
NFILVR istherefore w idely excepted as an operational proxy for the absence
of arbitrage, and the A ssum ption 2.1 w illbe in force throughout the rest of
the paper.

The sest ofallm easuresQ P asin A ssum ption 2.1 isdenoted by M and
we refer to the elem ents of M as the equivalent localm artingale m easures.

24. Endowm ent and consum ption. Apart from being allowed to invest
In the m arket in an adm issble way, the agent (@) is continuously getting
funds from an exogenous source (random endowm ent) and () is allowed to
consum e parts ofhis or her wealth as tim e progresses. T hese capial in—and
out- ow s are m odeled by nondecreasing processes Et)y p;r1 and €l pir
In V, where V denotes the set of all cadlag ' +) p,r jOPtional processes
vanishing at 0 whose paths are of nite varation. Here and in the rest of
the paper we alvays identify P-indistinguishable processes w thout explicit
m ention.

T he linear space V can be given the structure ofa vector lattice by equip—
pihg it with a partial order , that is com patible w ih is linear structure:
W e declare

rl F? if the process CFtZ Ftl)tz p;r 1 has nondecreasing paths.

The cone of all nondecreasing processes in V is the positive cone of the
vector lattice V and we denote it by V, . A Iso, the totalwvariation process
(F j:)tz[O;T]2V+ isassociated with each F 2 V.

T he process introduced In (a) above and denoted by Et)w p;r12 V+ rep—
resents the random endowm ent, that is, the value Ex at tine t2 [0;T ] stands
for the cum ulative am ount of endowm ent received by the agent during the
interval D;t]. The process Ei)y p;r] IS given exogenously and we assum e
that the agent exerts no controlover it.O n the other hand, the am ount and
distribbution of the consum ption is decided by the agent, and we m odel the
agent’s consum ption strategy by the consum ption process Ct)w p;r12 V+ i
the value C+ isthe cum ulative am ount spent on consum ption throughout the
Interval D;t].W e nd it usefilin later sections to Interpret the processes in
V4 as optional random m easures on the Borel sets of [0;T ].
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25. W ealth dynam ics. Starting from the nitialwealth of x 2 R Wwhich
can be negative) and the endowm ent process Ei)iy p;T ]» OUr agent is free to
choose an acceptable portfolio process H t)i p;r and a consum ption process
Ct)d p;r12 V+ - These two processes play the role of system controls. T he

resulting wealth process ()(t(x;H © ))t2 p;r] is given by the wealth dynam ics
equation

&H C)
1) X , X+ H SY Ci+ Eg; t2 0;T1]:

A consum ption process C )y, 0:T ] 2V, is said to be (X;E)— nanceabl if

there exists an acceptable portfolio process H )i p;r such that X T(x;H <)

as.The class of all (x;E)— nanceable consum ption processes is denoted by
A x;E) orsinply by A (x) when there is no possibility of confiision.

Remark 2.1. The Introduction of the concept of nanceability, which
suppresses explicit m ention of the portfolio process H t)y p,rr is Jasti ed
later when we specify the ob ctive (utility) function. It dependsonly on the
consum ption, not on the particular portfolio process used to nance it, so
we nd it usefulto form ulate a static version of the optin ization problem
In which the portfolio process [ ) p;r; does not appear at all.

Remark 2.2. Thenotion of nanceability im poses a weak solvency re—
striction on the am ount ofwealth the agent can consum e: Even though the
totalwealh process X t(X;H © ))t2 p;r is allowed to take strictly negative val-
ues before tin e T, the agent m ust plan consum ption and investm ent in such
away tobe able to pay alldebtsby the end ofthe planning horizon w ith cer—
tainty. In other words, borrow ing is pem itted, but only against the future
endowm ent so that there is no chance of default. W ih this interpretation
it m akes sense to allow the mitial wealth x to take negative values| the
nitial debt m ight very wellbe covered from the future endowm ent. F inally,
w e stress that our notion of nanceability di ers from the one introduced in
E 1K arouiand JeanblancP icque (1998), where no borrow Ing was allowed.
Treatm ent of a consum ption problm with such a stringent nanceability
condition seam s to require a set of techniques di erent from ours and we
leave it for future research.

26. A characterization of nanceablk consum ption processes. In the treat—

m ent of our utility-m axin ization problem in the m ain body of this paper,
the so-called budget-constraint characterization of the set A (x) proves to
be useful. The idea is to descrlbbe the nanceable consum ption processes in
term s of a set of linear inequalities. W e provide such a characterization in
the follow ng proposition under the assum ption that the random variable
Er @hich denotes the total cum ulative endowm ent over the horizon [0;T ])
adm its an upper-hedging price, that is, U Er), supg,y EC Erl< 1 .
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Proposition 2.2. Suppose thatthe totalendowm entEr adm its an upper—
hedging price, that is, U €7 ) < 1 .Then theprocess Ci)e 0T ] 2V; Is X;E)-
nanceabk if and only if

©2) E°Cr] x+ E9ED] 8Q 2 M

Proof. Onl ifiAssume rstthat Ci)e [0;T]2 A (x;E) and pick an ac—

(xH ;C)

ceptable portolio process H t)y p;r ) such that thew ealth process X )2 0T ]
&H C)

de ned In (2.1) satis esX . 0 as.By the de nition of acosptability,
there exists a decom position H = H . H into an adm issbl H, and a
maxin al adm issble H portolio process. Let M Y be the set ofallQ 2 M
such that (H S pir) I8 @ Q -uniform ly integrable m artingale. For any
Q2M ,theprocess (H " S p;r ) 35 a Q Jocalm artingale bounded from
below and, therefore, is a Q supem artingale. Hence, (H S pr) s a
Q supem artingale orallQ 2 M °and

(x:H ;C)

0 E°K, Fol=x+E%[H S)Fol+E°Er Cr¥Fol
2.3)
x+E%Er] E9[C] rallg 2M °.

ThesetM %ofallQ 2 M suchthatH S isa Q -uniform ly integrablem artin—
gale isconvex and dense iIn M In the totalvariation nom [seeD ebaen and Schachem ayer
(1997), Theoram 52].T herefore, the claim follow s from (2.3) and the density
ofM °in M
IF:Let Citlepri2 V+ beaprocessthat satis esEg Cr] x+ Eg Er ]
forallQ 2 M .Since Er 0 adm its an upperhedging price, there exists a
constant p> 0 and a m axin al adm issible portfolio process H EE)tz p;T] Such
thatp+ HE® S9) Er as.eelemma 5.13 in Debaen and Schachem ayer
(1998)]1.D e ne the process

Fi, esssupEq Cr  Er+p+ E® SyF<]
Q2M
andnotethatFy x+ p.Then i)y p,;r)iSanonnegative Q -superm artingale
forallQ 2 M , pem itting a cadlag m odi cation [see K ram kov (1996), The—
oram 32]. T hus the optional decom position theorem [see K ram kov (1996),
Theorem 2 .1]assertsthe existence ofan adm issbl portfolio processes © { )i, DT ]
and a nitevariation process G t)w p;r12 V+ such that

Fp=Fo+ (HF Sy Gt forallt2 P;T]a.s.

If Pllows that x+ p+ HY S) Cr Er+p+ HE S, so for the
acceptable portflio process H )y pr,de nedby Hy, HY HE,wehave
x+ H Sp Cr+Er O.
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2.7. The utility functional and the prim alprobkm . To de ne the ob c-
tive function of our optin ization problem , we need tw o principal ngredients:
a utility random eld and the stochastic clock process.

T he notion of a utility random eld asde ned below appeared in Zikovic
(1999) and K aratzas and Z ikovic (2003), and we use it because of its ex—
Tility and good analytic properl:ies| there are no continuiy requirem ents
in the tem poral argum ent and so it iswell suited for our setting.

A s for the notion of a stochastic clock, it m odels the the agent’s (either
endogenously or exogenously in posed) notion of the passage of tin e w ith
respect to which the consum ption rate is calculated and utility is accum u—
lated. Several exam ples that often appear in m athem atical nance are given
below . Before that ket us give the form alde nition of the concepts nvolred:

Definition 2.3.

1. A utlity andom ed U : 0;T] 0;1)! R isan F B 0;t]
B (0;1 )-m easurabl function that satis es the follow ing conditions.
@) Fora =xed (!;t)2 0;T ], the function x 7 U (! ;t;x) is a utik

iy finction, that is, a strictly concave, increasing C ! fiinction that
satis es the Inada conditions
Im U, (';5x)=1 and Ilm U, (!;5x)=0 as.,
x! 0+ x! 1
where Uy, ( ; ; ) denotes the derivative w ith respect to the last argu—
m ent.
(o) Thereare continuous, strictly decreasing (nonrandom ) functionsK ; : (0;1 ) !
©0;1 ), i= 1;2, that satisfy

pKz(X)< 1

x! Slu K1 &)
and constants G < D 2 R such that we have
K1) Ux(litx) Kz&)
forall (! ;t;x) 2 O;T] (©0;1 ) and
G U(¢;z1l) D

forall &;!)2 0;T]
(¢) Forevery optionalprocess (G)e py s the process U (1 jtic))e pir) 15
optional.
d) Field U is reasonably elastic, that is, it satis es AE U 1< 1, where
AE [U ] denotes the asym ptotic elasticity of the random eld U, de-
ned by

. xUx (! %)
AEU], lm sup esssuyp @ ———
1 goepry U itx)
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2. The stochastic clock ( ) p;r) IS an arbitrary process in V4, such that
r=1,as.

Remark 2.3. Therequirement 1 =1 1n De nition 2.3 is a m ere nor-
m alization. W e In pose it to be ablk to work w ith probability m easures on
the product space [0;T ] (see Section 3).

W earenow in theposition to de nethenotion ofa utility functionalwhich
takes consum ption processes as argum ents and retums their expected utility.
T his expected utility s de ned below in assum ption (2.4)]dependsonly on
the part of the consum ption process (Ct)g p;r that adm itts a density w ith
respect to the stochastic m easure d , so the choice of a consum ption plan
w ith a nontrivial com ponent singular to d is clearly suboptin al. For that
reason we restrict our attention only to consum ption processes (Ct)w p;r)
whose tra fctories are abso]uteﬁz continuous w ith respect to d , that is,
only processes of the form Ci= Otctd t, or a nonnegative optional process
(@) 2 p;r 1, which we refer to as the consum ption density of the consum ption
process (Ci)w p;ri- For sin plicity, we asg,llj\m e that the random endowm ent
adm tsa d density (@il p;r; I thatEe= Oteu d , orallt2 0;T],as.This
assum ption is clarly not necessary since the restrictions, which the size of
the random endowm ent places on the choice of the consum ption process,
depend only on the value Er , aswe showed In P roposition 22.W e in pose
it to sim plify notation by having all ingredients de ned as elem ents of the
sam e Banach space (see Section 3).

The utility derived from a consum ption process should, therefore, be
viewed as a function of the consum ption density (Gi)w p;r; and we de ne
the utility finctional as a function on the set of optional processes:

2
24)U (©, E , U (! ;50)d ¢ for an optional process (Gt 0T
To dealw ith the possbility of am biguities of the form + 1 ) (1) mn
De nition 23, we adopt the follow ing convention, whl%'ch is standard in the
utility-m axin ization literature: W hen the integral E OT U (;5a)) dof
the negative part U (! ;t;c)) of the integrand from (2.4) takes the value

1l ,wesetU (€= 1 .I otherwords, our nancialagent is not inclined
tow ard the risks that defy classi cation, as far as the utility random eld U
is concemed. Finally, we add a m ild technical integrability assum ption on
the utility functionalU . It is easily satis ed by all our exam ples and it is
crucial for the sin plicity of the proof of P roposition 4.1.

A ssumption 2.4. For any nonnegative optional process (G:)w p;r; Such
thatU (¢)> 1 and any constant 0< < 1lwehaveU (c¢)> 1 .



10 G.ZITKOVIC
2 8. Exam pks of utility fuinctionals.

Example 2.5 (Utilty random elds). 1. Let U (x) be a utility func-
tion that satis es lim sup,, ; XS ZS) < 1.A Iso, suppose there exist fiinctions
A:0;1)! RandB :(0;1)! (©0;1 )suchthatU (x)>A ()+ B ()U x)
forall > 0 and x> 0.A fam ily of exam ples of such utility functions is
supplied by the HARA ﬁmﬂg
< X 1
U )=
" g x); = 0:
Then the (determm inistic) utility random eld
Uligx)=exp( YU &)

conform sto De nition 2.3, and satis es A ssum ption 24.

<1l; 6 0;

part 1 and de ne
x .
U (gx)=  exp( DU &)1l | (1)gs
=1
the random eld U can be easily rede ned on the com plem ent of the union

satisfying A ssum ption 24.

Example 2.6 (StochasticclocksI). 1.Set = t, fort T=Rl.Theutjl—

ity functionaltakesthe form ofutility ofconsum ption U (c) = E 01 U (! ;t¢)dt.

2.For =0 fort< T and or 1 = 1, we are looking at the utility of
term inalwealth EU Kt )], where U x) = U (! ;T;x). Fom ally, we get an
expression ofthe form U (€)= E U (! ;T;cr )], but clearly o = Xt In allbut
suboptin al cases.

3.A combination = t=2 Prt< T =1, and = 1, of the UﬂoRcases
abovem odelsthe utility ofconsum ption and term nalwealth U (¢) = E [ OlU (! ;t;c) dt+
UXr)l

Example 2.7 (StochasticclocksII). l.Let beanas. nite Fi)p 0,71
stopping tine. W e can think of as a random horizon such as retirem ent
tin e or som e other m arket-exit tin e. Then the stochastic clock = 0 for
t< ,and = 1fort m odelstheexpected utility E U X )]ofthewealth
atarandom tine .Therandom endowm entE hasthe nterpretation ofthe
retirem ent package. In the case In w hich the random horizon isunbounded,
it isenough to apply a determ inistic tin e change to 2llback w ithin the reach
of our fram ework.
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Remark 2.4. Asthe anonym ous referee pointed out, the case ofa ran—
dom horizon given by a m ere random (as opposed to a stopping) tim e
can be included in this fram ework by de ning as the conditional distribbu-
tion of , given the lration F )y p;ry, @8 In B lanchetScalliet, E 1K aroud,
Jeanblanc and M artellini (2003).

2. Exam pl 2.7 can be extended to go wellw ith the utility function from
part 2 ofExam ple 2.5.For an n-tuple of ) p;r ;Stopping tin es, we set

X1
t= _1ft ig;
=10
so that
11Xt )
U(C)=H Elexp( ;U )
=1

3. fweset =1 exp( t) fort< and =1Hrt , we can add
consum ption to part 1 ofExamplk 2.7,
Z

U@=E exp( YU (! itegdt+ 1 exp( NU X )
0

w hich m odels the utility from consum ption up to and rem aining wealth at
random tine .Thepossbly nconvenient factor (I exp ( )) In front of
the tem nal utility term can be dealt w ith by absorbing it into the utility
random eld.

Example 2.8 (Stochastic clocks IV). 1. In this exam plk we m odel the
situation when the agent is allowed to w ithdraw consum ption fiinds only
when a certain Index process Ry satis esR+2 C for som g Borel set C
R . In tem s of the stochastic clock , we have = min( Otlthzcgdt;l).
The Ry could take the rol of a political indicator in an unstable econom y
where the ndividual's funds are under strict control of the govemm ent.
Only in periods of political stability (ie., when Ry 2 C) are the w thdrawal
constraints relaxed to allow w ithdrawal of funds from the bank. It should
be stressed here that the tim e horizon in this exam ple is not determ inistic.
Tt is given by the stopping tin e

t
Inf £>0: lg opcgdu 1
0

2. An approxin ation to the situation in part 1 ofE xam ple 2.8 arisesw hen
we assum e that the set C jsofthelijann (™" Praconstant "> 0.If" is
an all enough, the occupation tim e OtlfRuzcgdu can be well approxin ated

by the scaled Iocaltim e Zillé oftheprocessR at 0. Thus, wemay st =
e llé .An Instance of such a localtin edriven exam pl is treated explicitly

in Section 5.
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2.9. T he optim ization problem . Having introduced the notion ofthe utilk-
ity functional, we tum to the statem ent of our central optin ization problem
and we call it the prim alprobkem .W e describbe it in term sofitsvalue function
u:R ! R as

2.5) ux), sup U (©); X2 R;

C2A (x)
where A (x) denotes the set ofalld densities of (x;E)— nanceable consum p—
tion processes. Snce we are w orking exclusively w ith consum ption processes
that adm it a d density, no am biguities should arise from this slight abuse
of notation. To have a nontrivial optin ization problem , we im pose the ol
low Ing standard assum ption:

A ssumption 2.9. There existsa constant x> 0 such thatu )< 1 .

Remark 2.5. 1.Assumption 2.9 is, of course, nontrivial, although quite
comm on In the literature. In general, it has to be checked on a caseby-case
basis. In the particular case w hen the stock-price process is an Ttd prooess on
a Brownian Iration with bounded coe cients, A ssum ption 2.9 is satis ed
when there exist constantsM > 0 and < 1 such that

0 Uix) M (1+x) forall x)2 0;T] ©O;1 ).

For reference, see K aratzas and Shreve [(1998), Rem ark 3.9, page 274].

2.Partl () ofDe nition 2.3 ofa utility random eld in pliesthatU (c) 2
(1 ;1) orany constant consum ption process (G)w [o;T],that is, a process
@)e 0T ] such that s x forsom econstant x > 0.It follow sthatu x) > 1
forallx> 0.

3. The functionalanalytic setup. In thissection we introduce several Iin—
ear gpaces of stochastic processes and nitely additive m easures. T hey prove
Indispensable n the convex-duality treatm ent of the optim ization problem
de nedin 2.5).

31. Some fam ilies of nitely additive m easures. Let O denote the -
algebra of optional sets relative to the Iration  t)i p;ri- A measure Q
de ned on F 1 and absolutely continuous to P inducesameasure Q on O
ifwe set

Z 7
B1) Q0 B]=E® 1n !)d ¢ raA20:
0
Fornotational clarity, we alw ays identify optionalstochastic processes (G)w pir
and random variables c de ned on the product space [0;T ] m easurable
w ith respect to the optional -algebra O .Thus,them easureQ can be seen
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as acting on an optional processes by m eans of integration over [0;T ] n
the Lebesgue sense. In that spoirit we introduce the notation

Z
32) hc;Q i, cdo;

0;T]

for a measure Q on the optional -algebra O, and an optional process c
w henever the de ning Integral exists. A usefiil representation of the action
hc;Q i of Q on an optional process (Gi)w p;r; i given in the follow ing
proposition.

Proposition 3.1. LetQ ke ameasur on Fr, that is, absolutely con—
tinuous with respect to P. For a nonnegative optional process (Gl p;r] We
have

Z T
heiQ i=E  aYPd g
0
where (YtQ )2 p;r ] 18 the cadlag version of the m artinga’®e € [‘% Fedepr-

R
Proof. De neanondecreasing cadlagprocess (C )y p;r 10y Cr . Otcud us

By the integration-by-parts form ula we have
Z Z X
Y2 dc.+ Cp dyZ+ Y2 c
t t t t t t
0 0 0t
Z Z

=  v2dc.+ C. dy?
0 0

vQec

for every stopping t'mﬁ T . Follow ing P rotter [(1990), T heorem IIT.17,
page 107], theprocess ( otCu dYuQ )2 p;r ) i@ localm artingale, sowecan nd
an increasing sequenoeRofstoppjngtjm €S (n)non thatsatisfy P[,< T]! O
asn! 1 suchthatE " C¢ dYtQ = 0 orevery n 2 N . Taking expectations
and lttingn ! 1 , the m onotone convergence theorem in plies that
Z
.0 i @O _ Q - " o0
he;Q i=E CT]_E[YT Crl= n]'lr}l. E Yt dcC
: 0
Z T Z T

=8 Y2dci=E qvZd
0 0

Remark 3.1. Note that the advantage ofP roposition 3.1 over an invo—
cation ofthe Radon {N kodym theorem isthe fact that the version obtained
by the Radon{N kodym derivative is m erely optional and not necessarily
cadlag.
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WedeneM , f0 :Q2M g.ThesstM correspondsnaturally to the
set ofallm artingalem easures in our setting, and consideringm easureson the
product space [0;T ] instead of them easureson F 1 is ndigpensabl for
utility m axin ization w ith a stochastic clock .M ost ofthe existing approaches
to optim al consum ption start with equivalent m artingale m easures on F
and relate them to stochastic processeson ()i, p,rj through som e process
of regularization . In our setting, the generic structure of the stochastic clock
( t)t2 p;r; renders such a line of attack in possble.

However, as it tums out, M is too am all for duality treatm ent of the
utility m axin ization problem .W e need to enlarge i to contain niely ad—
ditive as well as countably additive m easures. To m ake headway w ith this
enlargem ent, we consider the set of allbounded niely additive m easures
Q on O, such that P A]= 0 Imnpliess Q A ]= 0, and we denote this st
by ba© ;P ). It is well known that ba O ;P ), supplied wih the total-
variation nom , constitutes a B anach space which is isom etrically isom orphic
to the topological dual of LT © ;P ) [see Dunford and Schwartz (1988) or
Bhaskara and Bhaskara (1983)].The action ofan element Q 2 ba © ;P ) on
c2 L' ©;P ) isdenoted by h;Q i| a notation that naturally supplem ents
the one Introduced In 32).

O n theBanadh spaceba (O ;P ) there isa canonicalpartial ordering trans—
ferred from the pointw ise order of LY (O ;P ), equipping it w ith the struc—
ture of a Banach lattice. T he positive orthant of ba (O ;P ) is denoted by
ba(©;P )y .AnelementQ 2ba(© ;P ); issaid tobepurely nitely additive
or singular if there exists no nontrivial countably additive Q 92 ba© Po)s
such that 0°A] Q B ]forallA 2 O . It is the content of the Yosida{H ew it
decom position [see Yosida and Hew it (1952)]thateach Q 2 ba O ;P )+ can
be uniquely decomposed asQ = Q"+ Q°%,with Q%;0°2 ba(© ;P )+, where
QF isa -additive m easure and Q ° ispurely nitely additive.

Having de ned the am bient spaceba O ;P ), we tum our attention to the
de nition of the set D which serves as a building block in the advertised
enlargement ofthe set M .Let M ) Dbe the polar of M in Lt ©;p )
and tD bethepolhrof ™M ) (thebipolarofM ), thatis,

M ), fc2L! ©O;P )icj0i 1 HrallQ2M g;
D , f02ba@©;P ):lg;0i 1forallc2 M )g

and we note Inm ediately that D ba©;P );,because M ) contains
the negative orthant Li © ;P ) of L1 ©;P ).
Finally, ory> 0 we de ne

M ), £Q: 20;yliQ2M g and D (), fyQ :0 2D g:

ObservethatM (y) D () Preachy 0.Even thoughM (v) typically
is a proper subset of D (y) for any y> 0, the follow Ing proposition show s
that the di erence is, In a sense, an all.
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Proposition 32. Fory> 0,M (y)is (©a(©;P );L1 © ;P )) dense
inD ().

Proof. It is enough to provide a proof n the case y= 1. W e start
by show Ing that D (1) is contained in the (a © ;P );L1 © ;P )) closure
cClM ba© ;P ), ) ofthe set M ba© ;P );,where

M ba@©;P )y, 0 0% 2M ;0%°ba@©;P )q:

Suppose, to the contrary, that thereexistsQ 2D (1)nC 1M ba©;P ):).
By the Hahn{Banach theoram there exists an elem ent c 2 L.t © ;P ), and
constants a< bsuch thathc ;0 1 band h ;01 a forallQ 2 C1M
ba© ;P );).SinceM ba © ;P ); containsallnegative elem entsofba © ;P ),
we conclude that c OP -as.and so 0 a.Furthem ore, the positivity of
b Implies that P [c > 0]> 0, since the probability m easures in M are
equivalent to P . Therefore, 0< a< b and the random variable %c belongs
to M ) .It llows that hc ;Q i1 a, a contradiction w ith the fact that
h;0 i b.

To nalizetheproofwepik Q 2D 0@ , 0 2D () :hl;0i= lgand take
adirected setA andanet @ ),a M ba@©;P ); suchthat§ ! Q.
Such a net exists thanks to the result ofthe rstpart ofthisproof.Each §
can be written as§ = QM 0" with Q™ 2M and Q' 2ba(©;P ).
orall 2 A.W eak— convergence ofthenet § dmpliesthat h1;Q*i! 0
and therefore Q7 ! 0 in the nom and weak- topologies. ThusQ™ ! Q
and we conclude that M is dense n D% (1). it Dllow s imm ediately that
M (@) isdenseinD ().

32. The space V" . Let VM stand for the vector space of all optional
random processes (G p,;r) Veriying

kcky < 1 where kcky , sup hijQi:
Q2M

It isquite clearthatk % de nesanom on VM .W eestablish com pleteness
n the follow iIng proposition.

Proposition 3.3. M ;k k ) isa Banach space.

Proof. Toprovetha%VM iscom plkteunderk ¥k ,we take a sequence
© )2y VM such that™ kg ky < 1 .Given a xed but arbitrary § 2
M, the nequality kcky  hi3E i holds for every c2 VM  and thus the
series }Flj:njoonvergesjnLl(O ;8 ).Wecan,Pﬂlereﬁ)re, nd an optional
process o 2 LY@ ;0) such that ¢p= lim,; 1 jp.;a n LY@ ;0) and
G as.
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Foran arbitrary Q 2 M we have
* +

X0 R R
c < iQ hip 50 1 kacky :
k=1 k=n+1 k=n+1
Ey taking the supremum over allQ 2 M , it Pllows that g2 VM and
ri1x=c ik k.

Remark 3.2. A nom oftheform k k rstappeared in D ebaen and Schachem ayer
(1997), who studied the Banadch-space properties of the space of workable
contingent clain s.

Atthispoint, we can Introducethethird (and nal) update ofthe notation
of 32).Let VM denote the set of nonnegative elem ents .n V* .Forc2 v™
aoconstanty> 0 and Q 2D (y),wede ne

33) hc;01, fth;Qi:cOZ Lt © ;P )+;co cP asg:

Proposition 32 mmpliesthathc;Qi ykcky <1 foranyQ 2D (y).W ecan
therefore extend the mapping h ; i to a pairing (a bilinear form ) between
the vector spaces vM"  and ba , where ba" isde ned as the linear space
spanned by D , that is,

ba” , f02ba@©;P ):9y>0;07;0 2D () suchthatQ =Q% Q g:

T he Inear space ba plays the rok of the am bient space in which the dual
dom ain is situated. It replaces the space ba appearing in C vitanic, Schacher-
m ayer and W ang (2001) and K aratzas and Z itkovic (2003), and allow susto
dealw ith unbounded random endowm ent and the stochastic clock.

In thisway the action h ;0 i de ned in 3.3) identi es Q 2 ba” wih a
linear finctionalon VY ;k % ) and, by the construction of the pairing
h ; i, the dualnom

kQky v sup ;0 i
VY keky 1

ofQ 2D (y) (seen as a linear fiinctionalon VM ) isatm ost equalto 2y.W e
can, therefore, identify ba" with a subspace of the topological dual of V
and D (y) wih its bounded subset.M oreover, by virtue of its de nition as
apolhrsstof M ) ,D (y) isclosed in ba? i the (baM V) topology,
so that the ollow ing proposition becom es a direct consequence of A laoghi’s
theoram .

Proposition 3.4. Foreveryy> 0,D (y) is (©a™ ;v™ ) com pact.
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Finally, we state a version of the budget-constraint characterization of
adm issible consum ption processes, rew ritten to achieve a closer m atch w ith
our new Iy Introduced setup. It follow s directly from P ropositions 22 and
32.

Proposition 3.5. For any y> 0, x 2 R and a nonnegative optional
proeess (Gl p;r 1 We have the equivalence

C2A XE) () yhe;Q1i xy+ hejQd orallQ 2D (),

R
where E, = Oteu d .M oreover, to check whether c2 A (x;E), it is enough to
show yhc;Q1 xy+ hejQiforallQ 2 M (y) onky.

4. The dualoptin ization problem and the m ain resul.

41. The convex con jugate V. and rehted finctionals. W ede nea convex
finctionalV :ba" ! (1 ;1 Jby

4.1) V@), sup U (€ hg0i)
c2vit

and call it the convex conjugate of V . The functionalV plays the central
role In the convex-duality treatm ent of our utility-m axin ization problem .

By strict concaviy and continuous di erentiability of the m apping x 7
U (! ;5x), thereexistsauniquerandom eld I: 0;T] (©;1 ) that sokres
the equation Uy (! ;5 I (! ;ty)) = y:Using the random eld I, we introduce
a functional I, de ned on and taking values in the set of strictly positive
optional process, by I )e(!)= I(!;t;¥Yy). The functional I is called the
Inversem arginalutility fuinctional.W e note forthe future use the welkknow n
relationship

UaId;gy)=VvIL;5y)+vyId;ty);
42)
(!;ty) 2 O;T] (©;1);

where V is the convex conjugate of the utility random eld U, de ned by
V (LiGy) s sup,s o U (LGx)  xylfor (1;Gy) 2 O;T]1 (©;1).

Fora function f :X ! R wih an arbitrary dom ain X , taking values in the
extended set of real numbersR = [ 1 ;1 ], weadopt the standard notation
Dom (f)= fx2X :fx)2 ( 1 ;1 )g.

T he llow Ing proposition represents the convex conjigate V. in tem s of
the regular part of is argum ent, relating the de nition (4.1) to the cor-
responding fom ulations in C vitanic, Schachem ayer and W ang (2001) and
K aratzas and Zitkovic (2003).
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Proposition 4.1. The domain Dom (V) of the convex conjigate V
of U satis es Dom (V) ba1\+4 andDom(V)erai4 Dom (V). For Q 2
Dom (V), we have V Q) =V QF), where Q* 2 ba!! is the reqular part of
the nitely additive m easure Q . M oreover, there exists a nonnegative op—
tional process Y ¢, such that

Z T
4 3) VQ)=E O V 6Y2)d .
W hen Q is countably additive, the process (YtQ )2 p;r ] coincides with the
synonym ous m artingal de ned in P roposition 3.1.

Proof. ForQ %bali1 ,thereexistsan optionalset A suchthatg, Q R ]> 0.
For a constant "> 0, we de ne a sequence (C")noy Of optional processes by
&, "+ nla.Let G being the constant from part 1 () of De nition 2 3.
T hen

Z 7
V) UC) h';0i E Uu(l;;"md: "+ng G "+ng! 1l

0
yiedsV Q)= 1 andsoDom (V) balil .To show thatDom (V) + bal\f
Dom (V ),weneed only to note that it follow s directly from them onotonicity
ofVv .

For the second clain, ket Q 2 ba’l and Jt Sing(Q) denote the fam ily
of all optional sets A 0;T] such that Q *@ )= 0, where Q ° denotes
the singular part of the nitely additive measure Q .ForA 2 Sing@Q), > 0
and an arbitrary c2 V¥ , we de ne an optional process é= ¢(?) by ¢,
cla + clpe.Excliding the trivalcaseswhen U )= 1 orU (©=+1,
weassume U () 2 R, so that Assumption 24 ImpliesthatU (c);U ¢)2 R,
aswell. Now

U@© hy0"i U@+ 501
44) 7
=E U (i) U a))lacd ¢ @ )hclae;07i+ hojQ®i:
0
A coording to Bhaskara Rao and Bhaskara Rao [(1983), Theorem 1032,
page 234], SIng(@ ) contains sets w ith the P probability arbitrarily close
to 1, so we can m ake the right-hand side ofthe expression in (4 4) arbitrarily
am all in absolute value by a suitable choice of A 2 Sing(@Q ) and . It ollow s
Inm ediately that
V)= sup U hgQ"i]l sup U @ hgQil=Vv Q)
c2vM c2vM
and theequaliy V Q )=V Q%) ©llows from the m onotonicity of V .

N ote further that QT is a countably additive m easure on the -algebra
of optional sets, absolutely continuous w ith respect to the measure P . It
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follow sby theR adon {N kodym theorem thatthe optionalprocess (YtQ )2 0T ]
de ned by
r Z T
satis es ho;Q Ti=E cthQ d ¢:
0
Let us now combine the representation (4.5) with the fact that V Q) =
V @7F).By the de nition of the convex con jagate flinction V ,

d
@ .5) Y9 ;)= =

V@)=V EYH= sup U @© hy0ti
c2vit
Z T Z T
= sip B U @Geh) coy)d: E V&Y .-
c2vit 0 0

T he reverse Inequality follow s from the di erentiability ofthe function V (t; )
by taking a bounded sequence in V* , which converges to @%V (t;y) m ono—
tonically, in the supremum thatde nesV QF).

Remark 4.1. The action ofthe functionalI can be extended to the set
of allQ 2 bal! that satisfy Y2 > 0P -ae.by IQ)., I(?)., obtaining
mmediately IQ)=IQ7).

42. The dualprobkm . The convex conjigate V serves as them ain In—
gredient in the convex-duality treatm ent ofthe prim alproblm .W e start by
Introducing the dualproblem , w ith the value function v:

vly), nf v®Q);
Q2D ()

4 6)
y2 0;1 )whereVE(Q), V Q)+ he;Qi:

Fory< 0,we sest v(y) = +1 and note that v(0) < 1 precisely when the
utility functionalU is bounded from above.

43. Themain result. Finally we state our central result in the ©ollow Ing
theoram . T he proof is given through a num ber of auxiliary results in the
Appendix A .

ge—free as In A ssum ption 2.1 and ktthe 113:\ar1dom endowm ent process Et)w p;r ]
adm it a density (et)w p;r] S0 that Ex= Oteud ur where ( t)yppr)2 Vs isa
stochastic clock. Let U ke a utility random eld asde ned in De nition 2.3
and ket U ke the corresoonding utility functional. If U satis es A ssum p—
tion 2.4 and the value function u satis es A ssum ption 2.9, then:
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1. The concave value function u ( ) is nite and strictly increasingon ( L &);1 )
andu®)= 1 orx< LE),wherel E), Infhoum EC Er ] denotes the
Iower hedging price of the contingent chin Er .

2.Wehave lin,, (g W& =+1 and limy 1 u’&)= 0.

3. The dualvalue function v( ) is nitely valued and continuously di eren-
tdabkon (0;1 )andv(y)=+1 fory< 0.

4.Wehave liny o+ vV2y)= 1 andlmy 1 V)= L E).

5.Foranyy 0, there exists a solution to the dualproblem (4.6), that is,
vy)=V EY)+ he;8Yi orsome &Y 2 D V) -

6. For x> L E), the primal problem has a solution (&) p,r; that is
unique d ae.

7. The unique solution (& ), p;r; of the prim al problem is of the form & =
I®Y)., where 8Y is a solution of the dual problem that corresponds to
y> 0 such that x= vo(y).

44. A clbser ok at the dual dom ain. G iven that the solution of the
prim al problem can be expressed as a function of the process (YtQ )2 ;T ]
from Proposition 4.1, it is usefiil to have m ore Inform ation on its prob—
abilistic structure. W hen Q 2 M , Proposition 3.1 inplies that Y9 is a
nonnegative cadlag m artingale. In general, we can only establish the su-
pem artingale property for a (large enough) subclass of P as.) maxi-
mal processes n fY® :Q 2 D (1)g. In the contrast with the case studied
n K aratzas and Z itkovic (2003), we cannot establish any strong tra fctory
reqularity properties such as right continuiy and have to satisfy ourselves
w ith the weaker property of optionalm easurability.

Proposition 4.3. ForQ 2 D (1) there exists an optionalprocess 't)w pr s
takingvaliesin [0;1], and Q 92 D (1) such that the follow ing statem ents hod:

1.Wehave Y2 = Y2 F,.

2. The process (YtQO)tZ p;r] has a d version which is an optional super-
m artingale.

3. Th?reexjstsa sequence ofm artingale m easures fQ ,gn2y Such thaty 9» !
Y9 d-ae.

Proof. W e start by observing that E [ROT Yth(t)d t] h;0i 1 for
allc2 A (1;0). In other words, Y9 isin the P polar sest of A (1;0) In the
term inology of Brannath and Schachem ayer (1999). By the characteriza—
tion in P roposition 35, A (1;0) can be written as the polarofM , and the
bipolar theorem of Brannath and Schachem ayer (1999) states that Y Q is
an elem ent of the am allest convex, solid and closed (in P probability) set
containingM . T herefore, there exists a process F't)y p;r 1, taking values in
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0;1], and an optionalprocess (Yi) p;rjr @ =&.S.) maxim alin the bipolar of

M , such that YtQ = YF+.M oreover, the sam e theorem in plies that there

exists a sequence fQ ®g oy M M and a sequence fF ®)g,,y of optional

@)

n)
processes taking values in [0;1], such that YtQ Fe Y P as.The s=

quence of positive processes Y © ™ isbounded 1 L* (P ); thus the theorem

of Kom los [see Schwartz (1986)] asserts the existence of a nonnegative op—
tionalprocess (%) p;r] and a sequence of nite convex com binations ofthe
elem ents of the sequence £fQ ® g,y (still denoted by £fQ ®g, .y ) such that

(n)
YtQ ! . P as. &t isnow a sinple consequence of Fatou’s lemm a that
¥ is an elem ent of the bipolar of M dom inating Y. Since Yt ism axim al,

we conclude that ¥.= Y. P -as.The supem artingale property of (Y )y pir)
)

follow s from Fatou’s lemm a applied to the sequence f(YtQ " )2 ;T 192N -

W e are keft now w ith the task of producing Q °2 D (1) such that Y= YtQO.
To do that, take Q° to be any cluster point of the sequence fQ ®'g .y In
D (1) inthe @®a™ ;Vv™ ) topology. T he existence of such a Q ° is guaranteed
by P roposition 34.F nally, it is a consequence of C vitanic, Schachem ayer
and W ang [(2001), Lemm a A 1, page 16] that Y. = YtQ0 P as.

5. An exampl. To illustrate the theory developed so far, In this section
we present an exam ple of a utility-m axin ization problem with a random
clock given by the localtin e at 0 of an O mstein {U hlenbeck process.

51. Description of the market model. Let B W t)p pa ) be two cor-
related Brownian m otions de ned on a probability space ( ;F ;P) and lt
Ft)e pa ) be the Itration they generate, augm ented by the P-null sets
to satisfy the usual conditions. W e assum e that the correlation coe cient

2 ( 1;1) is xed so thatdB ;W 1= dt.

The nancilm arket consists ofone risklessasset S{ 1 and a risky asset

(St) p;1 ) which satis es

dSt= St( dt+ dB t); SO= Sor

where 2 R isthe stock appreciation rate and > 0 is the volatility.
Apart from the tradeable asset (St)i p;1 ), there is an O rstein {U hlenbeck
process Ri)w p; ) de ned as the unique strong solution of

th= tht+ th; RO= 0:

We call Ri)g p;1 ) the Index process and interpret it as the process that
m odels a certain state variabl of the econom y, possbly related to political
stability or som e aspect of the govermm ent’s econom ic policy. T he index pro—
cess isnontradabl and its rolk is to Im pose constraints on the consum ption:
W e are allowed to withdraw money from the trading account only when
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ReJ< ".An agent with an nitial endowm ent x and a utility random eld

U ( ; ; ) thennaturally triesto choose a strategy so astom axin ize the utility
of consum ption of the form

Z
(5Ja) E U (1;5c®))ler, g ngdt

0

R
on som e trading horizon 0; ].Ifwe Introducethenotation , = l Otlfj?tjv\ "y dt,
the expression In (5.1) becom es (up to a m uliplicative constant)

Z
52) E U(;5ch)d ;:
0

A ssum ing that " is a sn all constant, the process — can be approxin ated
by the bcaltine  ofthe processRi.W e de ne the tine horizon = 1,
where ¢, Infft> 0: > sg is the Inverse localtin e process. In this way
our agent gets exactly one uni of consum ption tin e (@s m easured by the
clock ) from the start to the end ofthe trading Interval. It is, therefore, our
goal to solve the follow ng problem , de ned in temm s of its value finction

u( ):

Z
1

53) ux)= sup E U (! ;5c)d 5 x> 0:
c2A (x;0) 0

52. Absence of arbitrage. The tin e horizon de ned above is clearly
not a bounded random variable, so the results in them ain body ofthispaper
do not apply directly. H owever, to pass from an In nitetoa nitehorizon, it
is enough to apply a determ inistic tin e change that m aps [0;1 ) onto [0;1)
and to note that no in portant part of the structure of the problem is lost in
thisway e leave the easy details ofthe argum ent to the reader) .0 fcourse,
we need to show that all the assum ptions of Theorem 42 are satis ed.The
validity of A ssum ption 2.9 has to be checked on a cassby-case basis (see
Rem ark 5.1 for the case of log utility) . T herefore, we are left w ith A ssum p—
tion 2.1. To proceed, we need to exhbit a countably additive probability
measure Q equivalnt to P such that the asset-price process (St p;1 ) IS a
Q -localm artingale on the stochastic interval 0; ;]. T he obvious candidate
is the m easure Q g de ned In tem s of is R adon {N ikodym derivative w ith
respect to P by

dQ o
(5.4) ¥=Zol whereZOl, exp( B1 %21)
and = = is the market price of risk coe cient. Once we show that

E[Z 01 1= 1, it ollow sdirectly from G irsanov’stheoram [seeK aratzas and Shreve
(1991), Theorem 35., page 191] that (S)y p;1 ) isa Q Jocalm artingale on
0; 11. The equivalence of the m easures Q ¢ and P is a consequence of the
factthat 1< 1 as,which ollow s from the ollow ing proposition which lists
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som e distributional properties of the process Ry p;1 ) and its local tim e
( t)t~2 ;1) -

Proposition 5.1. For < Oandx 0, BtH (x) denote the value of
the H em ite function

!

_ eszxpés =2 14q.
2 () o

©2) H &)

For the O mstein {U hkenbeck process Ri)i, pa ) and the inverse (s)g P )
of its localtime at 0 ( t)g p;1 ), We have the explicit expressions

66)  Eem( JRo-0= SPLS N2
where the Laplace exponent () is given by
2 T =2+ =2) 2
6.7) ()= = ;
2 (=)
and, with Top = nfft> 0:R¢= 0g, we have
58) Ekxp( To)Ro=rl= J(ix);
where
- @+ =)=2) r
j(;r), 25 —————— - —
I 1=2) P2

Proof. Seeequation (2.0.1) ofBorodin and Salm inen [(2002), page 542]
for (5.6) and equation (4.0.1) of Borodin and Saln inen [(%092), page 557]
or 6.8).Usethe dentity D (k)= 2 ~2exp ( x°=4)H &= 2).

Toprovetheequaliy E [Z 01]= 1, t isbeenough to show thatE exp (% 2 1)1<
1 by theNovikov’s criterion K aratzas and Shreve (1991), P roposition 3.5.12,
page 198]. Equation (5.6) of P roposition 5.1 inplies that for > 2=2, we
have E xp ¢ 2 1)]1< 1 , which proves the Hllow ing proposition.

Proposition 5.2. W hen > 2=2, there is no arbitrage on the stochas—
tic interval D; 1].

53. The optim al consum ption and portfolio choice. It was shown In
K aratzas and Z itkovic (2003) that them axim aldualprocesses in the context
of the nancialm arkets driven by ItH processes w ith bounded coe cients
are in fact localm artingales and their structure was describbed. T his result
can be extended to our case as follow s.
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Theorem 5.3. Lettheutility random eld U satisfy A ssum ptions 2.4 and 2.9.
Then, for x> 0, there exists a predictable process ( )i p; ) such that the
P -a.e.unigque solution (&), p;; ) of the problem posed in (5.3) is given by

& (1)=I(;5Z, (!)).The process (@, )gpa ) is @ bcalmartingale that
satds es
5.9) . =2, (e (+ HdBY; 2o =y

where vy > 0 is the unigque solution of vY(y) = x. The portfolio process
( £ pa ) that nances ()i p,s ) and the process ( { )i pa ) are given by

(5.10) i Xe iy ;‘>+—th; hy L,
St StZ, X Z,
where (X i) p,s ) is the wealth process that corresponds to ( )i p,1 ) and
& )2 p;1 yr 9iven by
5a1) dX = ,}:(dSt d_fd € Xo= x;

and ( B)yupa ) and (7 )y ps ) are predictable processes such that
Z Z Z

1 1 1 %
542) xy + 2 dB .+ Joaw .= Z. &d ¢t
0 0 0
Proof. By Theoram 42,thereexistsaP -ae.unigqueoptin alconsum p—
tion density ¢ 2 A (x;0) given by & = I(t;YtQ) forsome Q 2D (y).Sihce
(YtQ )2 ps ) Solves the dual optim ization problem and is, therefore, P ae.
m axin al, P roposition 4.3 states that there exist a sequence £Q ®'g,,y ' M

such that Y2 | Y9 P -as.By taking a fiirther sequence of convex com —
binations which exist thanks to K om los’s theorem [see Kom los (1967) and

(n) (n) (n)
Schwartz (1986)], we can assum ethatYTQ ! YTQ Pa.s.and YtQ ! YtQ

P ae.W ihout going into tedious but straightforw ard details, we note
that i is the consequence of the continuiy of localm artingales on B row —
nian Irations, the tered bipolar theorem [Zitkovic (2002), Theorem 2],
and Lemm a 2.5, Theoram 2.10 and P roposition 4.1 in K aratzas and Z itkovic
(2003) that (YtQ )2 p;1 ) POSsessesa P version of the form YtQ = yZ. ,where
Z isa localm artingale of the form (5.9).

K now ing that ¢* 2 A (x;0), there exists a portblio process ( ¥)w pa )
such that the wealth process &) p; ) 9iven by (5.11) satis es X |
T he saturation of the budget constraint (see Lemm a A 32) forces X
Tto’s Iemm a show s that the process

0.
.= 0.
Z ¢
(513) M= XZo + z,6.d 4
0
R
isanonnegative localm artihngalewithM , = ,'Z,&d ,.ByLenmaA 32,
we have EM | ]= x= M. Therefore, M is a martingale on [D; 1]. The
second equality in (5.10) follow s by applying TtdH’s formula to (5.13) and
equating coe cients w ith those in the expansion (5.12).
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54. The case of Iogarithm ic utility. To get explicit resuls, we consider
now theagentwhoseutility function hastheform U (! ;4;x) = exp( 1) g x),
w here the in patience rate is a positive constant. T he expressions (5.10)
prove indispensable because it is possbl to get an explicit expression for
the processes ( { )upa1) and ( £ )wpa ) fom (5.12). The key feature of
the logarithm ic utility that allow s us to do this is the fact that the inverse
m arginal utility function I is given by I(y) = exp( t)=y, so that the

right-hand side of (5.12) becom es

Z Z
1

1
(5.14) M, 2, 6d = e d ¢
0 0
To progress w ith the explicit representation of the processes ( E )2 P )
and ( tB )2 p;1 ) Trom  (5.12), In the llow Ing kemm a we prove a useful fact
about the conditional potential of the bcalEin e ( t)e pa s that is, the

random process Gl ps ) de nedby Ge, E[ jlexp( u)d Fil:

Lemma 5.4. A version of the process G is given by

8
1 1 t
fen( BIGR I (() 92D, e va
0

:7 i
. e u d ur t> 1;
where the functions and jare de ned in (5.7) and (5.38).

Proof. W e start by de ning a fam ily of stopping times T (t) = Inffu
t:R, = Og and note that because d ,, does not charge the com plem ent of

the zero set of R, we have
zZ | Z .
(5.16) G.=E e "dyj( Ry + e "d,:
To (t) 0
Replacam ent of the -algebra F + by ( +;R¢) is pem itted by the M arkov
property of the process ( +;R¢) .

W hen  1,thevalueofG: istrivially given by (5.15ksowecan restrict
our attention to the value of the function g(t;r;k) = E [ T;(t) e "d yje=
ﬁ;Rt= r] for k < 1, because then (5.16) Implies that Gy = g;R; ) +

Otexp( u)d 4 on £ < 1g.Ushg again the strong M arkov property and
tin e hom ogeneity of ( +;R+), we obtain
Z

1
girk)=E e 09 e @ TOg Ri=r =k
To

Ga7) 7
1 k
=e B T"OR,=<rE e "d ¢Ro=10; 0=0:
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The second term in the above expression is given in (5.8).A s for the third
temm , a change of variables yields

Zlk Z1 1
(518) E e *d. = Ee “ldu=

0 0 () :

e @K O

W e have developed all the tools required to prove the follow ng result

Proposition 5.5. In the setup ofTheorem 53, setU (! ;4;x)= exp( t©)
log (x) . Then we have the follow ing explicit representations of the processes
(Hepa)r (Hepa) and Egpa):

x RiJ 2 H _ 1 ()
5.19 = h $= hereh(z), ———;
( ) f son R ) 193 where h (z) 5. @
% .
6520) F= 2" 4 ammon BY
St 2
1 exp( ()

(521) =X

ST Xl am @ 0 ()
Finally, the process ( )i p;r; is bounded and so the optim al dual process
(th)fz p;r] is a martingake.

Proof. Use ofthe ItH{Tanaka form ula and expression (5.15) yields
2 =0 and
522)
W

@ 1 exp( @ o ()
f-ep( YomROIGR P S :

M oreover, thelgl artingale property of process M + from (5.13) in plies that
XtZtX =Gt Ote “d ,,and so (5.8), (5.10) and (5.12) can be combined
Into the explicit expression of the optim al dualprocess

@=€ )3(G;R I
JOiR D )
Representation (5.8) and the identity £ H ()= 2 H ;(x) [see Lebedev

(1972), equation 1052, page 289] com plete the proofof (5.19).
Theoram 42 part 7 and dentities (5.10) and (522) mnply that

gz sgn R )

& = Xt ()
yI(;iReIA exp( @ ) (1))

where v satis es x= v%(y). To get a more explicit expression for y, we
combine (5.14) and (5.12) to get xy= E [ Olexp( t)d .]. A fter repeating
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the calculation n (518) wih k= 0, we need only to rearrange the tem s
and rememberthat Ry= 0 d ae. to obtain (521).

W e are Jeft w ith the proof of the boundedness of the process ( {)w p;1 ) -
The asym ptotic formula 1063 In Lebedev [(1972), page 291] in plies that
H k) C x asx! 1 forsomepositive constant C dependingon < 0.
T herefore, there exists a constant D > 0 such that hx) Dx Tasx! 1 .
Because of the existence of the Iim it 1m 1 o+ h X), we conclude that h isa
bounded fiinction on D;1 ).Henoce, ( )y p; ) isabounded process, m aking
(th)tZ 0:T ] am artingale.

Remark 5.1. In the generic sstup of Theoram 5.3, we have explicitly
assum ed thatu x) < 1 forat least one x> 0.In the case of the logarithm ic
utilty random eld treated above, the validiy of such an assum ption is
In plied by the chain of nequalities n which Q g and 2 Ol areasin (54),that
is

7
u) x= sup U x) V Qo=E (1 Jog@)Nd
c2A (x;0) 0
7 Z
11 5 2 171 2 2
523) E —(Bt+ 1+ d ¢ = = E[1+B“)+ slds
0o 2 2 0 °
24 1y%1 24 DE
IGLEY E [ ]ds (A DR
2 2 0 2

The fact that E[1]< 1 Which can easily be deduced from (5.6)] In plies
both the nal inequality in (523) and the equality E B 21 1= E [ 1] through
W ald’s ddentity [see Problem 2.12, page 141 in K aratzas and Shreve (1991)].

APPENDIX :A CONVEX-DUALITY PROOF OF THEOREM 42

W e have divided the proof into several steps, each of which is stated as a
separate lemm a. T hroughout this section all the conditions of Theoram 42
are assum ed to be satis ed.

Lemma A .1 G obalproperties of the value functions). The value func-

tion u( ) is convex, nondecreasing and [ 1 ;1 ) valued, whik v is concave
and ( 1 ;1 ]valued.M oreover, the prim aland the dualvalue functionsu ( )
and v( ) are convex conjugates of each other.

Proof. 1l.Concaviy ofu( ) and convexity ofv( ) are Inherited from the
properties ofthe ob fctive functionsU ( ) andV ( ) [s&keland and T em am
(1999), proof of Lemm a 2.1, page 50, for the standard argum ent]. T he in—
crease of u( ) llows from the inclusion A (x;E) A &E) rx< x°.

2. By the Assumption 2.9, there exists x2 R such that u®)< 1 . It
follow s Inm ediately by concavity ofu( ) thatu®)< 1 forallx2 R.
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3. To establish the clamm that v( ) is the convex conjigate ofu( ), we
de ne the auxiliary dom ain A O(x;E) r A GGE)ND Lo A (xO;E). N ote that
(@) the m onotonicity of the utility functionalU ( ) in plies that

sup U ©= sup U (0
c2A (x;E) 22O E)
and (b) the Proposition 22 inplies that supg,, )hc €Qi= xy forany
y> 0 and c2 AYx;E). Having established the weak— com pactness of the

dualdomain D (y) in 34, them Inin ax theorem [see Sion (1958)] in plies
that

sup u X)  xyl= sup sup U (©) xy
x2R x2R  2A0@xE)

= sup sup U (o) sup hc €01
x2R c2A O0(x;E) Q2D (v)

= sup sup inf U © hgQi+ he;Qi)
x2R 2A0(x;E)Q2D ()

= sup Inf U © hgQi+ he;Qi)
covM, Q2D )

= If sup U © hgQi+ he;Qi)
02D ) oy,

nf V Q)+ he;Qi)=vE):
Q2D (y)

Lemma A .2 Existence In the dual problem ). For y 2 Dom (v) there
exists ®Y 2 D (y) such that

viy)=VEBY) =V BY)+ he;8Yi:

Proof. Fory2Dom (), .t Qnln2ony be a m Inim izing sequence for
v(y), that is, a sequence n D (y), such that VE® Qp))n2ny IS real val
ued and decreasing with Ilim it v(y). SThoce D (y) is a closed and bounded
subset of the dual VM ) of V™ , by P roposition 34, the product space
D () KE);V®Q1)liscompact.Therefore, the ssquence Qn;V * Qn))nzn
has a cluster point (@Y;v ) n D () Bf(y);VE @ 1)]. By the decrease of
the sequence V& Qp))non,wehavev = Im,VE Q,)= v().0n the other
hand, by the de niion (4.1) of the functional V ( ), the epigraph of is
restriction VE ( ):D (y) ! R is closed with respect to the product of the
weak— and Euclidean topologies. T herefore, @Y;v ) is in the epigraph of
VE andthusvy)=v VE@EY)=V @Y)+ 1HY;ei:

Lemma A .3 (Consequences of reasonable elasticity) .
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=

.WehaveDom (v)= ©O;1 ).
. W e have v( ) is continuously di erentiabk and, for y > 0, its derivative
satis es

N

v = h@Y)IEY)i+ he8Yi;
where ®Y 2 D (y) isam inim izer in the dualprobkm [e. v(y)= VE @Y)].
3. The inequality
wWoy) M5 IEY)i+ he;8Yi

hods forallQ 2D (v).
.Wehaveliny, (vO¢)= 1 andling 1 v'(y)2 Enfhom E Erl supg,y EC Erll
5.Wehave I®Y)2 A ( vP(y);e) and I®Y); BY) i= I BY);HV1.

IS

R
Proof. Thanks to the representation v(y) = E OTV (t;Yt@y)d £, and

the fact that EROT Y2d. 1@rallQ 2D (1), the proofs of parts 1{4
of this Jemm a follow (alm ost verbatin ) the proofs of the follow ing state—
m ents In K aratzas and Zikovic 2003):1.Lemma A 5, page 30; 2. Lenm a
A .6, page 31; 3.P roposition A .7, page 32.4.Lemm a A 8, page 33.

Toprove clain 5,we observe that the com bination ofparts 3 and 4 in plies
that

h@Y);yQi yvP(y) + he;yQ i forallQ 2 M

From P roposition 3.5 it ollows that I®Y) 2 A ( vP(y);e), so hI®Y);0 i

yvO(y) + he;Qi orallQ 2 D (y). In particular, I @Y);EY1 yO(y) +
re;&Vi, yielding inm ediately the hequaliy hI@®Y);8¥i hI@Y); @¥) 1.
T he second part of the clain follow s by the trivial nequality hH@Y);8Y1
L ®Y); @Y)*i.

Lemma A 4 [Existence in theprimalproblm ). Forx> limy 1 v(),
the prim alprobkem (2.5) has a solution, that is, there exists ¢ 2 A x;E) such
thatu x) = U (¢*).M oreover, the optim al consum ption density process & is
P -a.s.unique.

Proof. Using the continuousdi erentiability of the dualvalie function
v( ) and Lemm & 5, we conclude that orany x > liny, 1 v0(y) there exists
a unique y > 0 such that v’y) = x.Let &Y be the solution to the dual
problem that corresponds to y and de ne the candidate solution ¢* to the
prim alproblem by

&, 1BY):
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By Lenma A 3, & 2 A X;E). The optin ality of the consum ption density
process & follow s from the fact that

U TEY)=V &Y)+ @Y);8Yi=v &)+ 1 @Y); Y)*i
vy) y)=u®);

U &)

using Lemm a A 3 and the conjigacy ofu( ) and v( ).ThePas.uniqueness
of & is a direct consequence of the strict concavity of the m apping x 7
U (! ;%) coupled w ith convexity of the feasble set A x;E).

LemmaA 5. Wehavelinyg 1 v'y)=L €),whereL E)= Infom E° Er .

Proof. Let x°= Imyy g vo(y).Part 4 of Lemm a A 3 states that x°
L E), so we need only to prove that x0 1 (E). Suppose, to the contrary,
that there exists xg > L Er ) of the form xy = v°(yy) for some yo > 0 so that
x> x(. The optin al consum ption process Ci ™) p;r] that corresponds
to the initial capital xo exists by Lemma A 4 and satis es E® [0 *]

xo+ ECEr]lPrany Q 2M by Proposition 22. Taking the in mum over
Q 2M ,we reach a contradiction:

0 anMfEQK:TXOJ X0+ L @) < 0:

TherePre, x° L E).
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