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AN UN BOUN DED RAN DOM EN DOW M EN T1

By G ordan �Zitkovi�c
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W eintroducea linearspaceof�nitely additivem easuresto treat

the problem ofoptim alexpected 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 axim ization problem s including the classicalones ofterm i-

nalwealth or consum ption,as wellas the problem s thatdepend on

a random tim ehorizon orm ultipleconsum ption instances.Asan ex-

am ple we explicitly treattheproblem ofm axim izing the logarithm ic

utility ofa consum ption stream ,wherethelocaltim eofan O rnstein{

Uhlenbeck processactsasa stochastic clock.

1. Introduction. W hen wespeak ofexpected utility,weusually haveone
ofthe following two casesin m ind:expected utility ofconsum ption on a �-
nite intervalorthe expected utility ofterm inalwealth atsom e futuretim e
point.These two cases correspond to two ofthe historically m ost im por-
tantproblem form ulationsin theclassicalcalculusofvariationsand optim al
(stochastic)control| the M eyerform ulation E[

R
T

0 L(s;x(s))dt]! m ax and
the Lagrange form ulation E[ (x(T))]! m ax,where x(� ) denotes the con-
trolled state function or stochastic process,and L and  correspond to
the optim ization criteria.These form ulations owe a great dealofpopular-
ity to theiranalyticaltractability;they �tvery wellinto the fram ework of
the dynam ic program m ing principle often used to tackle optim alcontrol
problem s.Even though there are a num berofproblem form ulationsin the
stochastic controlliterature that cannot be reduced to either a M eyer or
a Lagrange form [see Section 2.7,pages 85{92 ofYong and Zhou (1999),
for an overview ofseveralother classes ofstochastic controlm odels],the
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2 G .�ZITKOVI�C

expected utility theory in contem porary m athem atical�nance seem sto lag
behind in thisrespect.Theintroduction ofconvex duality intothetreatm ent
ofutility-m axim ization problem sby K aratzas,Lehoczky and Shreve(1987)
and K aratzas,Lehoczky,Shreveand Xu (1991),aswellasitsfurtherdevelop-
m entby K ram kov and Schacherm ayer(1999),Cvitani�c,Schacherm ayerand
W ang (2001),K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003) and Hugonnierand K ram kov
(2004)(to listbuta sm allsubsetofthe existing literature)o�erhope that
thislag can beovercom e.
This paper aim s to form ulate and solve a class ofutility-m axim ization

problem softhe stochastic clock type in generalincom plete sem im artingale
m arketswith locallybounded stockpricesand apossiblyunboundedrandom
endowm entprocess.M ore speci�cally,ourobjective isto provide a m athe-
m aticalfram eworkform axim izingfunctionalsoftheform E[

RT

0 U (!;t;ct)d�t],
whereU isa tim eand uncertainty-dependentutility function (a utility ran-
dom �eld),ct is the consum ption density process and �t is an arbitrary
nondecreasing right-continuousadapted processon [0;T]with �T = 1.Two
particularchoices�t= t=T and �t= 1ft= Tg correspond tothefam iliarM eyer
and Lagrange form ulations ofthe utility-m axim ization problem ,butthere
are m any other �nancially feasible ones.The problem sofm axim ization of
the expected utility at term inaltim e T,when T is a stopping tim e that
denotestheretirem enttim eora defaulttim e,form a classofexam ples.An-
otherclassconsistsofproblem swith thecom pound expected utility sam pled
ata sequenceofstopping tim es.Furtherm ore,wecould m odelrandom con-
sum ption prohibition by setting �t=

Rt

0 1fR u 2C gdu for som e index process
R t and a setC � R.
Thenotion ofastochasticclockalreadywaspresented explicitlybyG olland K allsen

(2003)(wherethe phrase\stochastic clock" wasintroduced)and im plicitly
in �Zitkovi�c(1999,2002)and K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c(2003).G olland K allsen
(2003)treated thecase ofa logarithm ic utility with no random endowm ent
process,underadditionalassum ptionson existenceoftheoptim aldualpro-
cess.K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003)established existence and uniquenessof
an optim alconsum ption process in an incom plete sem im artingale m arket
in the presence of a bounded random endowm ent. Their version of the
stochastic clock is,however,relatively lim ited| it is required to be a de-
term inistic process with no jum ps on [0;T).This assum ption was crucial
for their treatm ent ofthe problem using convex duality and is related to
the existence ofa cadlag version ofthe optim aldualprocess.Related to
thenotion ofa stochastic clock isthework by Blanchet-Scalliet,ElK aroui,
Jeanblanc and M artellini(2003),which dealswith utility-m axim ization on
a random horizon not necessarily given by a stopping tim e.Also,recent
work by Bouchard and Pham (2004)treated wealth-path-dependentutility-
m axim ization.Theseauthorsused aduality relationship between thewealth
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processes and a suitably chosen class ofdualprocesses viewed as optional
m easureson theproductspace [0;T]� 
.
In the present paper we extend the existing literature in severalways.

W eproveexistenceand describethestructureoftheoptim alstrategy under
fairly unrestrictive assum ptions on the �nancialm arket and the random
endowm entprocess.
First,we allow for a generalstochastic clock and a generalutility that

satis�esthe appropriate version ofthe requirem entofreasonable elasticity
given by K ram kov and Schacherm ayer(1999).
Second,we allow a random endowm ent process that is not necessarily

bounded:W e require only a �nite upper-hedging price forthe totalendow-
m ent at tim e t= T.The case ofa nonbounded random endowm ent in the
utility m axim ization literature wasconsidered by Hugonnierand K ram kov
(2004),butonly in thecaseoftheutility ofterm inalwealth and using tech-
niquesdi�erentfrom ours.Theonly restriction warranting discussion isthe
one we place on the jum ps ofthe stock-price process S.Nam ely,we re-
quireS to belocally bounded.Thereason forthisrequirem ent[notpresent
in K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003),butappearing in Hugonnierand K ram kov
(2004)]isthatthe random endowm entprocessisno longerassum ed to be
bounded and the related notion ofacceptability (developed only in the lo-
cally bounded setting)hasto beem ployed.
Finally,we present an exam ple in which we dealcom pletely explicitly

with a utility-m axim ization problem in an It̂o process m arket m odelwith
constantcoe�cients,wherethe stochastic clock isthe localtim e at0 ofan
O rnstein{Uhlenbeck process.Thisexam ple illustrates how uncertainties in
future consum ption prohibitionsintroduce incom pleteness into the m arket
and describestheoptim alstrategy to face them .
To tackle the problem ofutility m axim ization with the stochastic clock,

we cannot depend on existing techniques.W e stilluse the convex-duality
approach,but to be able to form ulate and solve the dualproblem ,we in-
troduce and study the properties oftwo new Banach spaces:consum ption
densities and �nitely additive m easures.Also,we sim plify the form ulation
of the standard com ponents of the convex-duality treatm ent by de�ning
the dualobjective function directly as the convex conjugate ofthe prim al
objective function in the suitably coupled pair ofBanach spaces.In this
way,them ysteriousregularpartsofthe�nitely additivecounterpartsofthe
m artingalem easuresused in Cvitani�c,Schacherm ayerand W ang (2001)and
K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003) in the de�nition ofthe dualproblem appear
in ourtreatm entm ore naturally,in an a posteriorifashion.
The paperisorganized asfollows.AfterthisIntroduction,Section 2 de-

scribesthem odelofthe�nancialm arketand posestheutility-m axim ization
problem .In Section 3 weintroducethefunctional-analyticsetup needed for
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the convex-duality treatm entofouroptim ization problem .Section 4 intro-
duces the convex conjugate ofthe utility functionaland states the m ain
result.An exam ple thatadm itsan explicitsolution istreated in Section 5.
Finally,the Appendix containsthe proofofourm ain result.

2. The �nancialm arketand the optim ization problem .

2.1. The stock-price process. W e considera �nancialm arketon a �nite
horizon [0;T], T 2 (0;1 ), consisting of a d-dim ensionallocally bounded
sem im artingale (St)t2[0;T]= (S1t;:::;S

d
t)t2[0;T].Theprocess(St)t2[0;T]isde-

�ned on a stochastic base (
;F ;(F t)t2[0;T];P)thatsatis�esthe usualcon-
ditions.Forsim plicity wealso assum ethatF0 isP-trivialand thatF = FT.
Together with the stock-price process (St)t2[0;T],there is a num eraire as-
setS0 and allvaluesare denom inated in term sofS0t.Thisam ountsto the
standard assum ption that(S0t)t2[0;T]isequalto theconstantprocess1.

2.2. Adm issible portfolio processes. A �nancialagentinvestsin them ar-
ketaccording to an (Ft)t2[0;T]-predictable S-integrable d-dim ensionalport-
folio process(H t)t2[0;T].Thestochasticintegral((H � S)t)t2[0;T]iscalled the
gains process and represents the net gains from trade for the agent who
holdsa portfolio with H k

t sharesofthe assetk attim e t,fork= 1;:::;d.
A portfolio process (H t)t2[0;T] is called adm issible ifthere exists a con-

stant x 2 R such that x + (H � S)t� 0 forallt2 [0;T],with probability 1.
Furtherm ore,an adm issible process(H )t2[0;T] iscalled m axim aladm issible

ifthereexistsno otheradm issible process(eH )t2[0;T]such that

(H � S)T � (eH � S)T a.s. and P[(H � S)T < (eH � S)T]> 0:

The fam ily ofallprocesses (X H
t )t2[0;T] ofthe form X H

t , (H � S)t,for an
adm issible H ,isdenoted by X .Theclassofprocesses(X H

t )t2[0;T]2 X that
correspondsto m axim aladm issibleportfolio processes(H )t2[0;T]isdenoted
by Xm ax.
W ecom plem entthewidespread notion ofadm issibility by thelessknown

notion ofacceptability [introduced by Delbaen and Schacherm ayer(1997)],
because adm issibility isnotadequate fordealing with nonbounded random
endowm entprocesses,aswasshown in the contextofutility m axim ization
from term inalwealth by Hugonnierand K ram kov (2004).A portfolio pro-
cess(H )t2[0;T]iscalled acceptable ifitadm itsadecom position H = H + � H �

with H + adm issible and H � m axim aladm issible.

2.3. Absenceofarbitrage. To ruleoutthearbitrageopportunitiesin our
m arket,we state the following assum ption:
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A ssumption 2.1. There existsa probability m easure Q on F ,equiva-
lentto P,such thattheprocess(St)t2[0;T]isa Q -localm artingale.

Thecelebrated paperofDelbaen and Schacherm ayer(1994)showed that
thecondition in Assum ption 2.1 isequivalentto thenotion ofno freelunch
with vanishingrisk (NFLVR)| a conceptclosely related to and only slightly
stronger than the classicalnotion of absence ofarbitrage.The condition
NFLVR isthereforewidely excepted asan operationalproxy fortheabsence
ofarbitrage,and theAssum ption 2.1 willbein forcethroughouttherestof
the paper.
Thesetofallm easuresQ � P asin Assum ption 2.1 isdenoted by M and

we referto the elem entsofM asthe equivalentlocalm artingale m easures.

2.4. Endowm entand consum ption. Apartfrom being allowed to invest
in the m arket in an adm issible way,the agent (a) is continuously getting
fundsfrom an exogenoussource(random endowm ent)and (b)isallowed to
consum epartsofhisorherwealth astim eprogresses.Thesecapitalin-and
out-
owsare m odeled by nondecreasing processes(Et)t2[0;T] and (Ct)t2[0;T]
in V,where V denotes the set ofallcadlag (Ft)t2[0;T]-optionalprocesses
vanishing at 0 whose paths are of�nite variation.Here and in the rest of
the paperwe alwaysidentify P-indistinguishable processeswithoutexplicit
m ention.
ThelinearspaceV can begiven thestructureofa vectorlatticeby equip-

ping itwith a partialorder� ,thatiscom patible with itslinearstructure:
W e declare

F
1
� F

2 iftheprocess(F 2
t � F

1
t)t2[0;T]hasnondecreasing paths.

The cone of allnondecreasing processes in V is the positive cone of the
vector lattice V and we denote it by V+ .Also,the total-variation process
(jF jt)t2[0;T]2 V+ isassociated with each F 2 V.
Theprocessintroduced in (a)above and denoted by (Et)t2[0;T]2 V+ rep-

resentstherandom endowm ent,thatis,thevalueEt attim et2 [0;T]stands
forthe cum ulative am ountofendowm entreceived by the agentduring the
interval[0;t].The process (Et)t2[0;T] is given exogenously and we assum e
thattheagentexertsno controloverit.O n theotherhand,theam ountand
distribution ofthe consum ption isdecided by the agent,and we m odelthe
agent’s consum ption strategy by the consum ption process (Ct)t2[0;T]2 V+ ;
thevalueCtisthecum ulativeam ountspenton consum ption throughoutthe
interval[0;t].W e�nd itusefulin latersectionsto interprettheprocessesin
V+ asoptionalrandom m easureson the Borelsetsof[0;T].
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2.5. W ealth dynam ics. Starting from the initialwealth ofx 2 R (which
can benegative)and theendowm entprocess(Et)t2[0;T],ouragentisfreeto
choosean acceptableportfolioprocess(H t)t2[0;T]and aconsum ption process
(Ct)t2[0;T]2 V+ .These two processes play the role ofsystem controls.The

resulting wealth process (X (x;H ;C )

t )t2[0;T] is given by the wealth dynam ics
equation

X
(x;H ;C )

t , x+ (H � S)t� Ct+ Et; t2 [0;T]:(2.1)

A consum ption process (C )t2[0;T]2 V+ is said to be (x;E)-�nanceable if

thereexistsan acceptableportfolio process(H )t2[0;T]such thatX
(x;H ;C )

T
� 0

a.s.The classofall(x;E)-�nanceable consum ption processesisdenoted by
A (x;E)orsim ply by A (x)when thereisno possibility ofconfusion.

R emark 2.1. The introduction ofthe conceptof�nanceability,which
suppresses explicit m ention ofthe portfolio process (H t)t2[0;T],is justi�ed
laterwhen wespecify theobjective(utility)function.Itdependsonly on the
consum ption,not on the particular portfolio processused to �nance it,so
we �nd it usefulto form ulate a static version ofthe optim ization problem
in which the portfolio process(H t)t2[0;T]doesnotappearatall.

R emark 2.2. Thenotion of�nanceability im posesa weak solvency re-
striction on the am ountofwealth the agentcan consum e:Even though the

totalwealth process(X (x;H ;C )

t )t2[0;T]isallowed to takestrictly negativeval-
uesbeforetim eT,theagentm ustplan consum ption and investm entin such
away tobeabletopay alldebtsby theend oftheplanninghorizon with cer-
tainty.In otherwords,borrowing isperm itted,butonly againstthe future
endowm ent so that there is no chance ofdefault.W ith this interpretation
it m akes sense to allow the initialwealth x to take negative values| the
initialdebtm ightvery wellbecovered from thefutureendowm ent.Finally,
westressthatournotion of�nanceability di�ersfrom theoneintroduced in
ElK arouiand Jeanblanc-Picqu�e (1998),where no borrowing was allowed.
Treatm ent ofa consum ption problem with such a stringent �nanceability
condition seem s to require a set oftechniques di�erent from ours and we
leave itforfutureresearch.

2.6. A characterization of�nanceableconsum ption processes. Inthetreat-
m entofour utility-m axim ization problem in the m ain body ofthis paper,
the so-called budget-constraint characterization ofthe set A (x) proves to
be useful.The idea isto describe the �nanceable consum ption processesin
term s ofa set oflinear inequalities.W e provide such a characterization in
the following proposition under the assum ption that the random variable
ET (which denotesthe totalcum ulative endowm entoverthe horizon [0;T])
adm itsan upper-hedging price,thatis,U(ET), supQ 2M E

Q[ET]< 1 .
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Proposition 2.2. Supposethatthetotalendowm entET adm itsan upper-

hedgingprice,thatis,U(ET)< 1 .Then theprocess(Ct)t2[0;T]2 V+ is(x;E)-
�nanceable ifand only if

E
Q[CT]� x+ E

Q[ET] 8Q 2 M :(2.2)

Proof. O nly if:Assum e �rstthat(C t)t2[0;T]2 A (x;E)and pick an ac-

ceptableportfolioprocess(H t)t2[0;T]such thatthewealth process(X
(x;H ;C )
t )t2[0;T]

de�ned in (2.1)satis�esX (x;H ;C )

T
� 0 a.s.By the de�nition ofacceptability,

there exists a decom position H = H + � H � into an adm issible H + and a
m axim aladm issible H � portfolio process.LetM 0 be the setofallQ 2 M

such that((H � � S)t)t2[0;T]isa Q -uniform ly integrable m artingale.Forany
Q 2 M ,theprocess((H + � S)t)t2[0;T]isa Q -localm artingale bounded from
below and,therefore,is a Q superm artingale.Hence,((H � S)t)t2[0;T] is a
Q superm artingaleforallQ 2 M 0and

0� E
Q[X (x;H ;C )

T
jF0]= x+ E

Q[(H � S)TjF0]+ E
Q[ET � CTjF0]

(2.3)
� x+ E

Q[ET]� E
Q[CT] forallQ 2 M 0.

ThesetM 0ofallQ 2 M such thatH � � S isaQ -uniform lyintegrablem artin-
galeisconvexand densein M in thetotal-variation norm [seeDelbaen and Schacherm ayer
(1997),Theorem 5.2].Therefore,theclaim followsfrom (2.3)and thedensity
ofM 0in M .
IF:Let (Ct)t2[0;T]2 V+ be a process that satis�es E Q[CT]� x + EQ[ET]

for allQ 2 M .Since ET � 0 adm its an upper-hedging price,there exists a
constantp> 0 and a m axim aladm issible portfolio process(H E

t)t2[0;T]such
thatp+ (H E � S)T � ET a.s.[seeLem m a5.13 in Delbaen and Schacherm ayer
(1998)].De�nethe process

Ft, esssup
Q 2M

EQ[CT � ET + p+ (H E
� S)TjFt]

and notethatF0 � x+ p.Then (Ft)t2[0;T]isanonnegativeQ -superm artingale
forallQ 2 M ,perm itting a cadlag m odi�cation [see K ram kov (1996),The-
orem 3.2].Thusthe optionaldecom position theorem [see K ram kov (1996),
Theorem 2.1]assertstheexistenceofan adm issibleportfolioprocesses(H F

t )t2[0;T]
and a �nite-variation process(G t)t2[0;T]2 V+ such that

Ft= F0 + (H F
� S)t� G t forallt2 [0;T]a.s.

If follows that x + p+ (H F � S)T � CT � ET + p + (H E � S)T,so for the
acceptable portfolio process(H t)t2[0;T],de�ned by H t, H F

t � H E
t,we have

x+ (H � S)T � CT + ET � 0. �
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2.7. The utility functionaland the prim alproblem . To de�netheobjec-
tivefunction ofouroptim ization problem ,weneed twoprincipalingredients:
a utility random �eld and the stochastic clock process.
Thenotion ofautility random �eld asde�ned below appeared in �Zitkovi�c

(1999)and K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003),and we use itbecause ofits
ex-
ibility and good analytic properties| there are no continuity requirem ents
in the tem poralargum entand so itiswellsuited foroursetting.
Asforthe notion ofa stochastic clock,itm odelsthe the agent’s (either

endogenously or exogenously im posed) notion ofthe passage oftim e with
respectto which the consum ption rate iscalculated and utility isaccum u-
lated.Severalexam plesthatoften appearin m athem atical�nancearegiven
below.Beforethatletusgivetheform alde�nition oftheconceptsinvolved:

D efinition 2.3.

1. A utility random �eld U :
 � [0;T]� (0;1 )! R is an F 
 B[0;t]

B(0;1 )-m easurable function thatsatis�esthe following conditions.
(a) For a �xed (!;t)2 
� [0;T],the function x 7! U (!;t;x) is a util-

ity function,thatis,a strictly concave,increasing C 1 function that
satis�esthe Inada conditions

lim
x! 0+

Ux(!;t;x)= 1 and lim
x! 1

Ux(!;t;x)= 0 a.s.,

where Ux(� ;� ;� )denotesthe derivative with respectto the lastargu-
m ent.

(b) Therearecontinuous,strictlydecreasing(nonrandom )functionsK i:(0;1 )!
(0;1 ),i= 1;2,thatsatisfy

lim sup
x! 1

K 2(x)

K 1(x)
< 1

and constantsG < D 2 R such thatwe have

K 1(x)� Ux(!;t;x)� K 2(x)

forall(!;t;x)2 
� [0;T]� (0;1 )and

G � U (!;t;1)� D

forall(t;!)2 [0;T]� 
.
(c) Forevery optionalprocess(ct)t2[0;T],theprocess(U (!;t;ct))t2[0;T]is

optional.
(d) Field U is reasonably elastic,that is,it satis�es AE[U ]< 1,where

AE[U ]denotes the asym ptotic elasticity ofthe random �eld U ,de-
�ned by

AE[U ], lim sup
x! 1

�

esssup
(t;!)2[0;T]� 


xUx(!;t;x)

U (!;t;x)

�

:
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2. The stochastic clock (�t)t2[0;T] is an arbitrary process in V+ ,such that
�T = 1,a.s.

R emark 2.3. The requirem ent�T = 1 in De�nition 2.3 isa m ere nor-
m alization.W e im pose itto be able to work with probability m easureson
the productspace [0;T]� 
 (see Section 3).

W earenow in theposition tode�nethenotion ofautilityfunctionalwhich
takesconsum ption processesasargum entsand returnstheirexpected utility.
Thisexpected utility [asde�ned below in assum ption (2.4)]dependsonly on
the partofthe consum ption process(Ct)t2[0;T]thatadm ittsa density with
respectto the stochastic m easure d�,so the choice ofa consum ption plan
with a nontrivialcom ponentsingularto d� isclearly suboptim al.Forthat
reason we restrict our attention only to consum ption processes (Ct)t2[0;T]
whose trajectories are absolutely continuous with respect to d�,that is,
only processesoftheform Ct=

R
t

0 ctd�t,fora nonnegative optionalprocess
(ct)t2[0;T],which wereferto astheconsum ption density oftheconsum ption
process (Ct)t2[0;T].For sim plicity,we assum e that the random endowm ent

adm itsad�density (et)t2[0;T]in thatEt=
Rt

0 eu d�u forallt2 [0;T],a.s.This
assum ption isclearly notnecessary since the restrictions,which the size of
the random endowm ent places on the choice ofthe consum ption process,
depend only on the value ET,aswe showed in Proposition 2.2.W e im pose
itto sim plify notation by having allingredients de�ned aselem ents ofthe
sam e Banach space (see Section 3).
The utility derived from a consum ption process should, therefore, be

viewed as a function ofthe consum ption density (ct)t2[0;T] and we de�ne
the utility functionalasa function on the setofoptionalprocesses:

U (c), E

Z T

0

U (!;t;ct)d�t foran optionalprocess(ct)t2[0;T].(2.4)

To dealwith the possibility ofam biguities ofthe form (+ 1 )� (� 1 ) in
De�nition 2.3,we adoptthe following convention,which isstandard in the
utility-m axim ization literature:W hen the integralE

RT

0 (U (!;t;ct))
� d�t of

the negative part(U (!;t;ct))� ofthe integrand from (2.4)takes the value
� 1 ,we setU (c)= � 1 .In otherwords,our�nancialagentisnotinclined
toward therisksthatdefy classi�cation,asfarastheutility random �eld U
is concerned.Finally,we add a m ild technicalintegrability assum ption on
the utility functionalU .It is easily satis�ed by allour exam ples and it is
crucialforthesim plicity ofthe proofofProposition 4.1.

A ssumption 2.4. Forany nonnegative optionalprocess(ct)t2[0;T]such
thatU (c)> � 1 and any constant0< �< 1 we have U (�c)> � 1 .
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2.8. Exam ples ofutility functionals.

Example 2.5 (Utility random �elds). 1.Let U (x) be a utility func-

tion thatsatis�eslim supx! 1
xU 0(x)

U (x)
< 1.Also,supposethereexistfunctions

A :(0;1 )! R and B :(0;1 )! (0;1 )such thatU (�x)> A(�)+ B (�)U (x)
for all�> 0 and x > 0.A fam ily ofexam ples ofsuch utility functions is
supplied by theHARA fam ily

U
(x)=

8

<

:

x
 � 1



; 
< 1;
6= 0;

log(x); 
= 0:

Then the(determ inistic)utility random �eld

U (!;t;x)= exp(� �t)U 
(x)

conform sto De�nition 2.3,and satis�esAssum ption 2.4.
2. Ifwe take a �nite num ber n of (F t)t2[0;T]-stopping tim es �1;:::;�n,

positive constants �1;:::;�n and n utility functions U 1(� );:::;Un(� ) as in
part1 and de�ne

U (!;t;x)=
nX

i= 1

exp(� �it)U
i(x)1ft= �i(!)g;

therandom �eld U can beeasily rede�ned on thecom plem entoftheunion
ofthegraphsofstoppingtim es�i,i= 1;:::;n,to yield autility random �eld
satisfying Assum ption 2.4.

Example 2.6 (StochasticclocksI). 1.Set�t= t,fort� T = 1.Theutil-
ityfunctionaltakestheform ofutilityofconsum ption U (c)= E

R1

0 U (!;t;ct)dt.

2. For �t= 0 for t< T and for �T = 1,we are looking at the utility of
term inalwealth E[U (X T)],where U (x)= U (!;T;x).Form ally,we get an
expression oftheform U (c)= E[U (!;T;cT)],butclearly cT = X T in allbut
suboptim alcases.
3. A com bination �t= t=2 for t< T = 1,and �T = 1,ofthe two cases

abovem odelstheutilityofconsum ption and term inalwealth U (c)= E[
R1
0 U (!;t;ct)dt+

U (X T)].

Example 2.7 (StochasticclocksII). 1.Let� bean a.s.�nite(F t)t2[0;T]-
stopping tim e.W e can think of� as a random horizon such as retirem ent
tim e or som e other m arket-exit tim e.Then the stochastic clock �t= 0 for
t< �,and �t= 1fort� � m odelstheexpected utility E[U (X �)]ofthewealth
atarandom tim e�.Therandom endowm entE� hastheinterpretation ofthe
retirem entpackage.In thecasein which therandom horizon � isunbounded,
itisenough toapplyadeterm inistictim echangetofallback within thereach
ofourfram ework.
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R emark 2.4. Astheanonym ousrefereepointed out,thecaseofa ran-
dom horizon � given by a m ere random (as opposed to a stopping) tim e
can beincluded in thisfram ework by de�ning �astheconditionaldistribu-
tion of�,given the �ltration (F t)t2[0;T],asin Blanchet-Scalliet,ElK aroui,
Jeanblanc and M artellini(2003).

2. Exam ple2.7 can beextended to go wellwith theutility function from
part2 ofExam ple2.5.Foran n-tupleof(Ft)t2[0;T]-stopping tim es,weset

�t=
nX

i= 1

1

n
1ft� �ig

;

so that

U (c)=
1

n

nX

i= 1

E[exp(� �i�i)U
i(c�i)]:

3. Ifwe set�t= 1� exp(� �t)fort< � and �t= 1 fort� �,we can add
consum ption to part1 ofExam ple2.7,

U (c)= E

�Z �

0

exp(� �t)U (!;t;ct)dt+ (1� exp(� ��))U (X �)
�

;

which m odelsthe utility from consum ption up to and rem aining wealth at
random tim e�.Thepossibly inconvenientfactor(1� exp(� ��))in frontof
the term inalutility term can be dealtwith by absorbing itinto the utility
random �eld.

Example 2.8 (Stochastic clocks IV). 1.In thisexam ple we m odelthe
situation when the agent is allowed to withdraw consum ption funds only
when a certain index process R t satis�es R t2 C for som e Borelset C �

R.In term s ofthe stochastic clock �,we have �t= m in(
R
t

0 1fR t2C g
dt;1).

The R t could take the role ofa politicalindicatorin an unstable econom y
where the individual’s funds are under strict controlof the governm ent.
O nly in periodsofpoliticalstability (i.e.,when R t2 C )are thewithdrawal
constraints relaxed to allow withdrawaloffunds from the bank.It should
be stressed here thatthe tim e horizon in thisexam ple isnotdeterm inistic.
Itisgiven by thestopping tim e

inf
�

t> 0:
Z t

0

1fR u 2C gdu � 1
�

:

2. An approxim ation tothesituation in part1ofExam ple2.8ariseswhen
we assum e thatthe setC isofthe form (� ";")fora constant"> 0.If" is
sm allenough,the occupation tim e

Rt

0 1fR u2C g
du can bewellapproxim ated

by thescaled localtim e 1
2"
lRt oftheprocessR t at0.Thus,wem ay set�t=

1^ lRt .An instance ofsuch a local-tim e-driven exam ple istreated explicitly
in Section 5.
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2.9. Theoptim ization problem . Havingintroduced thenotion oftheutil-
ity functional,weturn to thestatem entofourcentraloptim ization problem
and wecallittheprim alproblem .W edescribeitin term sofitsvaluefunction
u:R ! R as

u(x), sup
c2A (x)

U (c); x 2 R;(2.5)

whereA (x)denotesthesetofalld�densitiesof(x;E)-�nanceableconsum p-
tion processes.Sinceweareworking exclusively with consum ption processes
thatadm ita d� density,no am biguitiesshould arise from thisslightabuse
ofnotation.To have a nontrivialoptim ization problem ,we im pose the fol-
lowing standard assum ption:

A ssumption 2.9. Thereexistsa constantx > 0 such thatu(x)< 1 .

R emark 2.5. 1.Assum ption 2.9 is,ofcourse,nontrivial,although quite
com m on in theliterature.In general,ithasto bechecked on a case-by-case
basis.In theparticularcasewhen thestock-priceprocessisan It̂o processon
a Brownian �ltration with bounded coe�cients,Assum ption 2.9 issatis�ed
when thereexistconstantsM > 0 and �< 1 such that

0� U (t;x)� M (1+ x
�) forall(t;x)2 [0;T]� (0;1 ).

Forreference,seeK aratzasand Shreve[(1998),Rem ark 3.9,page 274].
2. Part1(b)ofDe�nition 2.3 ofautility random �eld im pliesthatU (c)2

(� 1 ;1 )forany constantconsum ption process(ct)t2[0;T],thatis,a process
(ct)t2[0;T]such thatct� x forsom econstantx > 0.Itfollowsthatu(x)> � 1

forallx> 0.

3. Thefunctional-analyticsetup. In thissection weintroduceseverallin-
earspacesofstochasticprocessesand �nitely additivem easures.They prove
indispensable in the convex-duality treatm entofthe optim ization problem
de�ned in (2.5).

3.1. Som e fam ilies of �nitely additive m easures. Let O denote the �-
algebra ofoptionalsets relative to the �ltration (F t)t2[0;T].A m easure Q
de�ned on F T and absolutely continuousto P inducesa m easure Q � on O

ifweset

Q �[A]= E
Q

Z T

0

1A (t;!)d�t forA 2 O :(3.1)

Fornotationalclarity,wealwaysidentifyoptionalstochasticprocesses(ct)t2[0;T]
and random variablesc de�ned on the productspace [0;T]� 
 m easurable
with respectto theoptional�-algebra O .Thus,them easureQ � can beseen
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asacting on an optionalprocessesby m eansofintegration over[0;T]� 
 in
the Lebesguesense.In thatspiritwe introduce thenotation

hc;Q i,

Z

[0;T]� 


cdQ ;(3.2)

for a m easure Q on the optional�-algebra O ,and an optionalprocess c
wheneverthe de�ning integralexists.A usefulrepresentation ofthe action
hc;Q �i of Q � on an optional process (ct)t2[0;T] is given in the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.1. LetQ be a m easure on FT,thatis,absolutely con-

tinuous with respectto P.For a nonnegative optionalprocess (ct)t2[0;T] we
have

hc;Q �i= E

Z T

0

ctY
Q

t d�t;

where (Y Q

t )t2[0;T] isthe cadlag version ofthe m artingale (E[dQ
dP
jFt])t2[0;T].

Proof. De�neanondecreasingcadlagprocess(C t)t2[0;T]byCt,

Rt

0 cu d�u:

By the integration-by-partsform ula we have

Y
Q

� C� =
Z �

0

Y
Q

t� dCt+
Z �

0

Ct� dY
Q

t +
X

0� t� �

�Y Q

t �C t

=
Z

�

0

Y
Q

t dCt+
Z

�

0

Ct� dY
Q

t

for every stopping tim e � � T.Following Protter [(1990),Theorem III.17,
page107],theprocess(

Rt

0 Cu� dY
Q
u )t2[0;T]isalocalm artingale,sowecan �nd

an increasing sequenceofstopping tim es(�n)n2N thatsatisfy P[�n < T]! 0
asn ! 1 such thatE

R
�n
0 Ct� dY

Q

t = 0 forevery n 2 N.Taking expectations
and letting n ! 1 ,the m onotone convergence theorem im pliesthat

hc;Q
�
i= E

Q[CT]= E[Y Q

T
CT]= lim

n! 1
E

Z �n

0

Y
Q

t dCt

= E

Z T

0

Y
Q

t dCt= E

Z T

0

ctY
Q

t d�t:
�

R emark 3.1. Note thattheadvantage ofProposition 3.1 overan invo-
cation oftheRadon{Nikodym theorem isthefactthattheversion obtained
by the Radon{Nikodym derivative is m erely optionaland not necessarily
cadlag.



14 G .�ZITKOVI�C

W ede�neM � , fQ � :Q 2 M g.ThesetM � correspondsnaturally to the
setofallm artingalem easuresin oursetting,and consideringm easureson the
productspace [0;T]� 
 instead ofthem easureson F T isindispensablefor
utility m axim ization with astochasticclock.M ostoftheexistingapproaches
to optim alconsum ption start with equivalent m artingale m easures on FT

and relate them to stochastic processeson (Ft)t2[0;T]through som eprocess
ofregularization.In oursetting,thegenericstructureofthestochasticclock
(�t)t2[0;T]renderssuch a line ofattack im possible.
However,as it turns out,M � is too sm allfor duality treatm ent ofthe

utility m axim ization problem .W e need to enlarge itto contain �nitely ad-
ditive as wellas countably additive m easures.To m ake headway with this
enlargem ent,we consider the set ofallbounded �nitely additive m easures
Q on O , such that P�[A]= 0 im plies Q [A]= 0, and we denote this set
by ba(O ;P�).It is well known that ba(O ;P�), supplied with the total-
variation norm ,constitutesaBanach spacewhich isisom etrically isom orphic
to the topologicaldualofL1 (O ;P�) [see Dunford and Schwartz (1988)or
Bhaskara and Bhaskara (1983)].Theaction ofan elem entQ 2 ba(O ;P�)on
c2 L1 (O ;P�)isdenoted by hc;Q i| a notation thatnaturally supplem ents
the one introduced in (3.2).
O n theBanach spaceba(O ;P�)thereisacanonicalpartialorderingtrans-

ferred from the pointwise orderofL1 (O ;P�),equipping itwith the struc-
ture ofa Banach lattice.The positive orthant ofba(O ;P�) is denoted by
ba(O ;P�)+ .An elem entQ 2 ba(O ;P�)+ issaid tobepurely�nitely additive
orsingularifthere existsno nontrivialcountably additive Q 02 ba(O ;P�)+
such thatQ 0[A]� Q [A]forallA 2 O .ItisthecontentoftheYosida{Hewitt
decom position [seeYosida and Hewitt(1952)]thateach Q 2 ba(O ;P�)+ can
be uniquely decom posed asQ = Q

r+ Q
s,with Q

r;Q s2 ba(O ;P�)+ ,where
Q
r isa �-additive m easureand Q

s ispurely �nitely additive.
Having de�ned theam bientspaceba(O ;P�),weturn ourattention to the

de�nition ofthe set D � which serves as a building block in the advertised
enlargem ent ofthe set M �.Let (M �)� be the polar ofM � in L

1 (O ;P�)
and letD � bethe polarof(M �)� (the bipolarofM �),thatis,

(M �)
�
, fc2 L

1 (O ;P�):hc;Q i� 1 forallQ 2 M �g;

D � , fQ 2 ba(O ;P�):hc;Q i� 1 forallc2 (M �)
�
g

and we note im m ediately that D � � ba(O ;P�)+ ,because (M �)� contains
the negative orthant� L1+ (O ;P�)ofL

1 (O ;P�).
Finally,fory> 0 we de�ne

M �(y), f�Q :�2 [0;y];Q 2 M �g and D �(y), fyQ :Q 2 D �g:

O bserve thatM �(y)� D �(y)foreach y� 0.Even though M �(y)typically
is a propersubsetofD �(y) for any y> 0,the following proposition shows
thatthe di�erence is,in a sense,sm all.
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Proposition 3.2. Fory> 0,M �(y)is�(ba(O ;P �);L1 (O ;P�))dense
in D �(y).

Proof. It is enough to provide a proof in the case y = 1.W e start
by showing thatD �(1)iscontained in the �(ba(O ;P �);L1 (O ;P�))closure
Cl(M � � ba(O ;P�)+ )ofthe setM � � ba(O ;P�)+ ,where

M � � ba(O ;P�)+ , fQ � Q
0:Q 2 M �;Q

0
2 ba(O ;P�)+ g:

Suppose,tothecontrary,thatthereexistsQ � 2 D �(1)nCl(M �� ba(O ;P�)+ ).
By the Hahn{Banach theorem there existsan elem entc� 2 L1 (O ;P�),and
constants a< b such that hc�;Q �i� b and hc�;Q i� a forallQ 2 Cl(M � �

ba(O ;P�)+ ).SinceM �� ba(O ;P�)+ containsallnegativeelem entsofba(O ;P�),
weconcludethatc� � 0 P�-a.s.and so 0� a.Furtherm ore,thepositivity of
b im plies that P�[c� > 0]> 0,since the probability m easures in M � are
equivalentto P�.Therefore,0< a< band therandom variable 1

a
c� belongs

to (M �)�.It follows that hc�;Q �i� a,a contradiction with the fact that
hc�;Q �i� b.
To�nalizetheproofwepick Q 2 D 0

�(1), fQ 2 D �(1):h1;Q i= 1gand take
a directed setA and a net(eQ �)�2A in M � � ba(O ;P�)+ such that eQ � ! Q .
Such a netexiststhanksto theresultofthe�rstpartofthisproof.Each eQ �

can be written as eQ � = Q
M �
� � Q

+
� with Q

M �
� 2 M � and Q

+
� 2 ba(O ;P�)+

for all�2 A.W eak-� convergence ofthe net eQ � im plies that h1;Q +
� i! 0

and therefore Q +
� ! 0 in the norm and weak-� topologies.ThusQ M � ! Q

and we conclude that M � is dense in D 0
�(1).It follows im m ediately that

M �(1)isdensein D �(1). �

3.2. The space VM� . Let VM� stand for the vector space ofalloptional
random processes(ct)t2[0;T]verifying

kckM < 1 wherekckM , sup
Q 2M �

hjcj;Q i:

Itisquiteclearthatk� kM de�nesanorm on V M
� .W eestablish com pleteness

in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. (VM� ;k� kM )isa Banach space.

Proof. To provethatVM� iscom pleteunderk� kM ,wetakea sequence
(cn)n2N in VM� such that

P

n kcnkM < 1 .G iven a �xed butarbitrary eQ � 2

M �,the inequality kckM � hjcj;eQ �i holds for every c2 VM� and thus the
series

P 1
n= 1jcnjconvergesin L

1(O ;eQ �).W ecan,therefore,�nd an optional
process c0 2 L

1(eQ �;O ) such that c0 = lim n! 1

P n
k= 1ck in L

1(eQ �;O ) and
eQ �-a.s.
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Foran arbitrary Q � 2 M � we have
* �
�
�
�
�
c�

nX

k= 1

ck

�
�
�
�
�
;Q �

+

�

1X

k= n+ 1

hjckj;Q �i�

1X

k= n+ 1

kckkM :

By taking the suprem um over allQ � 2 M �,it follows that c0 2 VM and
P 1

k= 1ck = c0 in k� kM . �

R emark 3.2. A norm oftheform k� k
M
�rstappeared in Delbaen and Schacherm ayer

(1997),who studied the Banach-space properties ofthe space ofworkable
contingentclaim s.

Atthispoint,wecan introducethethird (and �nal)updateofthenotation
of(3.2).LetVM�+ denotethesetofnonnegativeelem entsin VM� .Forc2 VM�+
a constanty> 0 and Q 2 D �(y),we de�ne

hc;Q i, fhc
0
;Q i:c02 L1 (O ;P�)+ ;c

0
� c P�-a.s.g:(3.3)

Proposition 3.2 im pliesthathc;Q i� ykckM < 1 forany Q 2 D �(y).W ecan
therefore extend the m apping h� ;� i to a pairing (a bilinear form ) between
the vectorspaces VM� and ba

M ,where baM isde�ned asthe linearspace
spanned by D �,thatis,

ba
M
, fQ 2 ba(O ;P�):9y> 0;Q +

;Q
�
2 D �(y)such thatQ = Q

+
� Q

�
g:

ThelinearspacebaM playstheroleoftheam bientspacein which thedual
dom ain issituated.Itreplacesthespaceba appearingin Cvitani�c,Schacher-
m ayerand W ang (2001)and K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c(2003),and allowsusto
dealwith unbounded random endowm entand the stochastic clock.
In this way the action h� ;Q i de�ned in (3.3) identi�es Q 2 ba

M with a
linear functionalon (VM ;k� kM ) and,by the construction ofthe pairing
h� ;� i,thedualnorm

kQ k
ba

M , sup
c2V M

� :kckM � 1

jhc;Q ij

ofQ 2 D �(y)(seen asa linearfunctionalon VM� )isatm ostequalto 2y.W e
can,therefore,identify baM with a subspaceofthetopologicaldualofVM�
and D �(y)with itsbounded subset.M oreover,by virtue ofitsde�nition as
a polarsetof(M �)�,D �(y)isclosed in ba

M in the�(baM ;VM� )topology,
so thatthefollowing proposition becom esa directconsequenceofAlaoglu’s
theorem .

Proposition 3.4. For every y> 0,D �(y)is�(ba
M
;VM� )com pact.
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Finally,we state a version ofthe budget-constraint characterization of
adm issibleconsum ption processes,rewritten to achieve a closerm atch with
our newly introduced setup.It follows directly from Propositions 2.2 and
3.2.

Proposition 3.5. For any y > 0, x 2 R and a nonnegative optional

process (ct)t2[0;T],we have the equivalence

c2 A (x;E) ( ) yhc;Q i� xy+ he;Q i for allQ 2 D �(y),

where Et=
Rt

0 eu d�u.M oreover,to check whetherc2 A (x;E),itisenough to
show yhc;Q i� xy+ he;Q ifor allQ 2 M �(y)only.

4. The dualoptim ization problem and the m ain result.

4.1. TheconvexconjugateV and related functionals. W ede�neaconvex
functionalV :baM ! (� 1 ;1 ]by

V (Q ), sup
c2V M

+

(U (c)� hc;Q i)(4.1)

and callit the convex conjugate ofV .The functionalV plays the central
role in the convex-duality treatm entofourutility-m axim ization problem .
By strictconcavity and continuous di�erentiability ofthe m apping x 7!

U (!;t;x),thereexistsauniquerandom �eld I:
� [0;T]� (0;1 )thatsolves
the equation Ux(!;t;I(!;t;y))= y:Using the random �eld I,we introduce
a functionalI,de�ned on and taking values in the set ofstrictly positive
optionalprocess,by I(Y )t(!)= I(!;t;Yt).The functionalI is called the
inversem arginalutility functional.W enoteforthefutureusethewell-known
relationship

U (!;t;I(!;t;y))= V (!;t;y)+ yI(!;t;y);
(4.2)

(!;t;y)2 
� [0;T]� (0;1 );

where V is the convex conjugate ofthe utility random �eld U ,de�ned by
V (!;t;y), supx> 0[U (!;t;x)� xy]for(!;t;y)2 
� [0;T]� (0;1 ).
Forafunction f:X ! R with an arbitrary dom ain X ,takingvaluesin the

extended setofrealnum bersR = [� 1 ;1 ],weadoptthestandard notation
Dom (f)= fx 2 X :f(x)2 (� 1 ;1 )g.
Thefollowing proposition representsthe convex conjugate V in term sof

the regular part ofits argum ent,relating the de�nition (4.1) to the cor-
responding form ulationsin Cvitani�c,Schacherm ayer and W ang (2001)and
K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003).
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Proposition 4.1. The dom ain Dom (V ) of the convex conjugate V

ofU satis�es Dom (V )� ba
M
+ and Dom (V )+ ba

M
+ � Dom (V ).For Q 2

Dom (V ),we have V (Q )= V (Q r),where Q
r 2 ba

M
+ is the regular part of

the �nitely additive m easure Q .M oreover, there exists a nonnegative op-

tionalprocess Y Q,such that

V (Q )= E

Z
T

0

V (t;Y Q

t )d�t:(4.3)

W hen Q is countably additive, the process (Y Q

t )t2[0;T] coincides with the

synonym ous m artingale de�ned in Proposition 3.1.

Proof. ForQ =2 ba
M
+ ,thereexistsan optionalsetA suchthatq, � Q [A]> 0.

Fora constant"> 0,we de�nea sequence (cn)n2N ofoptionalprocessesby
cn , "+ n1A .Let G being the constant from part 1(b) ofDe�nition 2.3.
Then

V (Q )� U (cn)� hc
n
;Q i� E

Z T

0

U (!;t;")d�t� "+ nq� G � "+ nq! 1

yieldsV (Q )= 1 and so Dom (V )� ba
M
+ .To show thatDom (V )+ ba

M
+ �

Dom (V ),weneed only tonotethatitfollowsdirectly from them onotonicity
ofV .
For the second claim ,let Q 2 ba

M
+ and let Sing(Q ) denote the fam ily

ofalloptionalsets A � [0;T]� 
 such that Q s(A)= 0,where Q s denotes
thesingularpartofthe�nitely additive m easureQ .ForA 2 Sing(Q ),�> 0
and an arbitrary c2 VM+ ,we de�ne an optionalprocess ĉ= ĉ(�;A ) by ĉ,

c1A + �c1A c.Excluding the trivialcases when U (c)= � 1 or U (c)= + 1 ,
we assum e U (c)2 R,so thatAssum ption 2.4 im pliesthatU (�c);U (̂c)2 R,
aswell.Now

U (c)� hc;Q
r
i� U (̂c)+ ĥc;Q i

(4.4)

= E

Z
T

0

(U (t;ct)� U (t;�ct))1A c d�t� (1� �)hc1A c;Q
r
i+ �hc;Q

s
i:

According to Bhaskara Rao and Bhaskara Rao [(1983),Theorem 10.3.2,
page 234],Sing(Q �) contains sets with the P� probability arbitrarily close
to 1,sowecan m aketheright-hand sideoftheexpression in (4.4)arbitrarily
sm allin absolutevalueby a suitablechoiceofA 2 Sing(Q )and �.Itfollows
im m ediately that

V (Q r)= sup
c2V M

[U (c)� hc;Q
r
i]� sup

c2V M

[U (c)� hc;Q i]= V (Q )

and the equality V (Q )= V (Q r)followsfrom the m onotonicity ofV .
Note further that Q r is a countably additive m easure on the �-algebra

ofoptionalsets,absolutely continuous with respect to the m easure P�.It
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followsbytheRadon{Nikodym theorem thattheoptionalprocess(Y Q

t )t2[0;T]
de�ned by

Y
Q(t;!)=

dQ r

dP�
satis�es hc;Q

r
i= E

Z T

0

ctY
Q

t d�t:(4.5)

Letusnow com bine the representation (4.5)with the factthat V (Q )=
V (Q r).By the de�nition ofthe convex conjugate function V ,

V (Q )= V (Q r)= sup
c2V M

+

(U (c)� hc;Q
r
i)

= sup
c2V M

+

E

Z
T

0

(U (t;c(t))� c(t)Y Q

t )d�t� E

Z
T

0

V (t;Y Q

t )d�t:

Thereverseinequality followsfrom thedi�erentiability ofthefunction V (t;� )
by taking a bounded sequencein VM ,which convergesto � @

@y
V (t;y)m ono-

tonically,in the suprem um thatde�nesV (Q r). �

R emark 4.1. Theaction ofthefunctionalIcan beextended to theset
ofallQ 2 ba

M
+ that satisfy Y

Q

t > 0 P�-a.e.by I(Q )t, I(Y Q)t,obtaining
im m ediately I(Q )= I(Q r).

4.2. The dualproblem . The convex conjugate V servesasthe m ain in-
gredientin theconvex-duality treatm entoftheprim alproblem .W estartby
introducing the dualproblem ,with the value function v:

v(y), inf
Q 2D �(y)

V
E(Q );

(4.6)
y2 [0;1 )whereV E(Q ), V (Q )+ he;Q i:

For y < 0,we set v(y)= + 1 and note that v(0)< 1 precisely when the
utility functionalU isbounded from above.

4.3. The m ain result. Finally westateourcentralresultin thefollowing
theorem .The proofis given through a num ber ofauxiliary results in the
Appendix A.

T heorem 4.2. Letthe�nancialm arket(Sit)t2[0;T],i= 1;:::;d,bearbitra-
ge-freeasin Assum ption 2.1andlettherandom endowm entprocess(Et)t2[0;T]
adm ita density (et)t2[0;T] so thatEt=

Rt

0 eu d�u,where (�t)t2[0;T]2 V+ is a

stochastic clock.LetU be a utility random �eld asde�ned in De�nition 2.3
and let U be the corresponding utility functional. If U satis�es Assum p-

tion 2.4 and the value function u satis�es Assum ption 2.9,then:
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1. Theconcavevaluefunction u(� )is�niteand strictlyincreasingon (� L(E);1 )
and u(x)= � 1 forx < � L(E),where L(E), infQ 2M E

Q[ET]denotesthe
lower hedging price ofthe contingentclaim ET.

2. W e have lim x! (� L(E))+ u
0(x)= + 1 and lim x! 1 u0(x)= 0.

3. The dualvalue function v(� )is �nitely valued and continuously di�eren-
tiable on (0;1 )and v(y)= + 1 for y< 0.

4. W e have lim y! 0+ v
0(y)= � 1 and lim y! 1 v0(y)= � L(E).

5. For any y� 0,there exists a solution to the dualproblem (4.6),thatis,
v(y)= V (bQ y)+ he;bQ yifor som e bQ

y 2 D �(y).
6. For x > � L(E), the prim al problem has a solution (̂cxt)t2[0;T] that is

unique d�-a.e.

7. The unique solution (̂cxt)t2[0;T] ofthe prim alproblem isofthe form ĉxt =

I(bQ y)t,where bQ
y is a solution ofthe dualproblem thatcorresponds to

y> 0 such thatx = � v0(y).

4.4. A closer look at the dualdom ain. G iven that the solution ofthe
prim alproblem can be expressed as a function ofthe process (Y Q

t )t2[0;T]
from Proposition 4.1,it is usefulto have m ore inform ation on its prob-
abilistic structure.W hen Q 2 M �,Proposition 3.1 im plies that Y Q is a
nonnegative cadlag m artingale.In general,we can only establish the su-
perm artingale property for a (large enough) subclass of (P�-a.s.) m axi-
m al processes in fY Q :Q 2 D (1)g. In the contrast with the case studied
in K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003),we cannotestablish any strong trajectory
regularity properties such as right continuity and have to satisfy ourselves
with the weakerproperty ofoptionalm easurability.

Proposition 4.3. ForQ 2 D (1)thereexistsan optionalprocess(Ft)t2[0;T],
takingvaluesin [0;1],and Q 02 D (1)suchthatthefollowingstatem entshold:

1. W e have Y
Q

t = Y
Q
0

t Ft.

2. The process (Y Q
0

t )t2[0;T] has a d� version which is an optionalsuper-

m artingale.

3. Thereexistsasequenceofm artingalem easuresfQ ngn2N suchthatY
Q n !

Y Q
0

d�-a.e.

Proof. W e start by observing that E[
R
T

0 Y
Q

t c(t)d�t]� hc;Q i� 1 for
allc2 A (1;0).In other words,Y Q is in the P� polar set ofA (1;0) in the
term inology ofBrannath and Schacherm ayer (1999).By the characteriza-
tion in Proposition 3.5,A (1;0)can bewritten asthe polarofM �,and the
bipolar theorem ofBrannath and Schacherm ayer (1999) states that Y Q is
an elem ent ofthe sm allest convex,solid and closed (in P� probability)set
containing M �.Therefore,thereexistsa process(Ft)t2[0;T],taking valuesin
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[0;1],and an optionalprocess(Yt)t2[0;T],(P�-a.s.)m axim alin thebipolarof

M �,such that Y Q

t = YtFt.M oreover,the sam e theorem im pliesthatthere
exists a sequence fQ (n)gn2N in M and a sequence fF (n)gn2N ofoptional

processes taking values in [0;1],such that Y Q
(n)

t F
(n)
t ! Yt P� a.s.The se-

quence ofpositive processesY Q
(n)

isbounded in L
1(P�);thusthe theorem

ofK om l�os[see Schwartz (1986)]asserts the existence ofa nonnegative op-
tionalprocess(eYt)t2[0;T]and a sequenceof�niteconvex com binationsofthe

elem entsofthe sequence fQ (n)gn2N (stilldenoted by fQ (n)gn2N)such that

Y
Q
(n)

t ! eYt P�-a.s.It is now a sim ple consequence ofFatou’s lem m a that
eY isan elem entofthe bipolarofM � dom inating Yt.Since Yt ism axim al,
weconcludethat eYt= Yt P�-a.s.Thesuperm artingaleproperty of(Y )t2[0;T]

followsfrom Fatou’slem m a applied to thesequence f(Y Q
(n)

t )t2[0;T]gn2N.

W eareleftnow with thetask ofproducing Q 02 D (1)such thatYt= Y
Q
0

t .
To do that,take Q 0 to be any cluster point ofthe sequence fQ (n)gn2N in
D (1)in the�(baM

;VM� )topology.Theexistenceofsuch a Q 0isguaranteed
by Proposition 3.4.Finally,itisa consequence ofCvitani�c,Schacherm ayer
and W ang [(2001),Lem m a A.1,page 16]thatYt= Y

Q
0

t P�-a.s. �

5. An exam ple. To illustratethetheory developed so far,in thissection
we present an exam ple ofa utility-m axim ization problem with a random
clock given by thelocaltim e at0 ofan O rnstein{Uhlenbeck process.

5.1. Description of the m arket m odel. Let (B t;W t)t2[0;1 ) be two cor-
related Brownian m otions de�ned on a probability space (
;F ;P) and let
(Ft)t2[0;1 ) be the �ltration they generate, augm ented by the P-nullsets
to satisfy the usualconditions.W e assum e that the correlation coe�cient
�2 (� 1;1)is�xed so thatd[B ;W ]t= �dt.
The�nancialm arketconsistsofonerisklessassetS 0

t � 1 and a risky asset
(St)t2[0;1 ) which satis�es

dSt= St(�dt+ �dB t); S0 = s0;

where �2 R isthe stock appreciation rate and �> 0 isthe volatility.
Apartfrom thetradeableasset(St)t2[0;1 ),thereisan O rstein{Uhlenbeck

process(R t)t2[0;1 ) de�ned astheuniquestrong solution of

dR t= � �R tdt+ dW t; R 0 = 0:

W e call(R t)t2[0;1 ) the index process and interpret it as the process that
m odelsa certain state variable ofthe econom y,possibly related to political
stability orsom easpectofthegovernm ent’seconom icpolicy.Theindex pro-
cessisnontradableand itsroleisto im poseconstraintson theconsum ption:
W e are allowed to withdraw m oney from the trading account only when
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jR tj< ".An agent with an initialendowm ent x and a utility random �eld
U (� ;� ;� )then naturallytriestochooseastrategy soastom axim izetheutility
ofconsum ption ofthe form

E

Z �

0

U (!;t;c(t))1fjR tj< "g
dt(5.1)

on som etradinghorizon [0;�].Ifweintroducethenotation �"t=
1
"

Rt

0 1fjR tj< "g
dt,

the expression in (5.1)becom es(up to a m ultiplicative constant)

E

Z �

0

U (!;t;c(t))d�"t:(5.2)

Assum ing that " is a sm allconstant,the process �" can be approxim ated
by the localtim e �t ofthe process R t.W e de�ne the tim e horizon � = �1,
where �s , infft> 0:�t> sg is the inverse local-tim e process.In this way
our agent gets exactly one unit ofconsum ption tim e (as m easured by the
clock �)from thestartto theend ofthetrading interval.Itis,therefore,our
goalto solve the following problem ,de�ned in term s ofits value function
u(� ):

u(x)= sup
c2A (x;0)

E

Z �1

0

U (!;t;ct)d�t; x > 0:(5.3)

5.2. Absence ofarbitrage. The tim e horizon � de�ned above is clearly
notabounded random variable,sotheresultsin them ain bodyofthispaper
donotapply directly.However,to passfrom an in�niteto a�nitehorizon,it
isenough to apply a determ inistic tim echange thatm aps[0;1 )onto [0;1)
and to notethatno im portantpartofthestructureoftheproblem islostin
thisway (weleavetheeasy detailsoftheargum enttothereader).O fcourse,
we need to show thatalltheassum ptionsofTheorem 4.2 aresatis�ed.The
validity ofAssum ption 2.9 has to be checked on a case-by-case basis (see
Rem ark 5.1 forthecaseoflog utility).Therefore,weareleftwith Assum p-
tion 2.1.To proceed,we need to exhibit a countably additive probability
m easure Q equivalentto P such thatthe asset-price process(St)t2[0;1 ) isa
Q -localm artingale on the stochastic interval[0;�1].The obviouscandidate
is the m easure Q 0 de�ned in term s ofits Radon{Nikodym derivative with
respectto P by

dQ 0

dP
= Z

0
�1

whereZ 0
�1
, exp(� �B �1 �

1
2
�
2
�1)(5.4)

and �= �=� is the m arket price of risk coe�cient. O nce we show that
E[Z 0

�1
]= 1,itfollowsdirectlyfrom G irsanov’stheorem [seeK aratzasand Shreve

(1991),Theorem 3.5.1,page 191]that(S)t2[0;1 ) isa Q -localm artingale on
[0;�1].The equivalence ofthe m easures Q 0 and P is a consequence ofthe
factthat�1 < 1 a.s,which followsfrom thefollowingproposition which lists
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som e distributionalproperties ofthe process (R t)t2[0;1 ) and its localtim e
(�t)t2[0;1 ).

Proposition 5.1. For �< 0 and x � 0,letH �(x) denote the value of
the Herm ite function

H �(x)=
1

2�(� �)

Z 1

0

e
� s� 2x

p
s
s
� �=2� 1

ds:(5.5)

For the Ornstein{Uhlenbeck process (R t)t2[0;1 ) and the inverse (�s)s2[0;1 )

ofitslocaltim e at0 (�t)t2[0;1 ),we have the explicitexpressions

E[exp(� ��s)jR 0 = 0]=
�

exp(� s (�)); �> � �;

1 ; �� � �;
(5.6)

where the Laplace exponent (�)isgiven by

 (�)= �
21+ �=� �(1=2+ �=2�) 2

p
2��(�=�)

;(5.7)

and,with T0 = infft> 0:R t= 0g,we have

E[exp(� �T0)jR 0 = r]= j(�;jrj);(5.8)

where

j(�;r), 2�=�
�((1+ �=�)=2)

�(1=2)
H � �=�

�
r
p
2

�

:

Proof. Seeequation (2.0.1)ofBorodin and Salm inen [(2002),page542]
for (5.6) and equation (4.0.1) ofBorodin and Salm inen [(2002),page 557]
for(5.8).Use theidentity D �(x)= 2� �=2exp(� x2=4)H �(x=

p
2). �

Toprovetheequality E[Z 0
�1
]= 1,itisbeenough toshow thatE[exp(1

2
�2�1)]<

1 bytheNovikov’scriterion [K aratzasand Shreve(1991),Proposition 3.5.12,
page 198].Equation (5.6) ofProposition 5.1 im plies that for �> �2=2,we
have E[exp(1

2
�2�1)]< 1 ,which provesthefollowing proposition.

Proposition 5.2. W hen �> �2=2,there isno arbitrage on thestochas-
tic interval[0;�1].

5.3. The optim al consum ption and portfolio choice. It was shown in
K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c(2003)thatthem axim aldualprocessesin thecontext
ofthe �nancialm arkets driven by It̂o processes with bounded coe�cients
are in factlocalm artingalesand theirstructure wasdescribed.Thisresult
can beextended to ourcase asfollows.
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T heorem 5.3. Lettheutilityrandom �eld U satisfyAssum ptions2.4and 2.9.
Then,for x > 0,there exists a predictable process (�xt)t2[0;1 ) such thatthe

P�-a.e.unique solution (̂cxt)t2[0;1 ) ofthe problem posed in (5.3)isgiven by

ĉxt(!)= I(!;t;Z �x

t (!)).The process (Z �x

t )t2[0;1 ) is a localm artingale that

satis�es

dZ
�x

t = Z
�x

t (�xt dW t� (�+ ��
x
t)dB t); Z

�x

0 = y;(5.9)

where y > 0 is the unique solution of � v0(y)= x. The portfolio process

(�xt)t2[0;1 ) that�nances (̂c
x)t2[0;1 ) and the process (�

x
t)t2[0;1 ) are given by

�
x
t =

X t

�S t

(�+ ��
x
t)+

 Bt

�S tZ
�x

t

; �
x
t =

1

X tZ
�x

t

 
W
t ;(5.10)

where (X t)t2[0;1 ) is the wealth process thatcorresponds to (�xt)t2[0;1 ) and

(̂cxt)t2[0;1 ),given by

dX t= �
x
t dSt� ĉ

x
t d�t; X 0 = x;(5.11)

and ( B )t2[0;1 ) and ( 
W )t2[0;1 ) are predictable processes such that

xy+
Z �1

0

 
B
t dB t+

Z �1

0

 
W
t dW t=

Z �1

0

Z
�x

t ĉ
x
t d�t:(5.12)

Proof. ByTheorem 4.2,thereexistsaP�-a.e.uniqueoptim alconsum p-
tion density ĉx 2 A (x;0) given by ĉxt = I(t;Y Q

t ) for som e Q 2 D �(y).Since
(Y Q

t )t2[0;1 ) solves the dualoptim ization problem and is,therefore,P�-a.e.

m axim al,Proposition 4.3 statesthatthereexista sequencefQ (n)gn2N in M

such thatY Q
(n)

! Y Q
P�-a.s.By taking a furthersequence ofconvex com -

binations which existthanksto K om l�os’s theorem [see K om l�os (1967)and

Schwartz(1986)],wecan assum ethatY Q
(n)

T
! Y

Q

T
P-a.s.and Y Q

(n)

t ! Y
Q
(n)

t

P � �-a.e.W ithoutgoing into tedious butstraightforward details,we note
that it is the consequence ofthe continuity oflocalm artingales on Brow-
nian �ltrations,the �ltered bipolar theorem [�Zitkovi�c (2002),Theorem 2],
and Lem m a2.5,Theorem 2.10 and Proposition 4.1in K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c
(2003)that(Y Q

t )t2[0;1 ) possessesa P� version oftheform Y
Q

t = yZ �
t,where

Z � isa localm artingale ofthe form (5.9).
K nowing that ĉx 2 A (x;0),there exists a portfolio process (�xt)t2[0;1 )

such that the wealth process (X t)t2[0;1 ) given by (5.11) satis�es X �1 � 0.
The saturation ofthe budgetconstraint(see Lem m a A.3.2)forcesX �1 = 0.
It̂o’slem m a showsthatthe process

M t= X tZ
�
t +

Z
t

0

Z
�
u ĉ

x
u d�u(5.13)

isanonnegativelocalm artingalewith M �1 =
R�1
0 Z �

u ĉ
x
u d�u.ByLem m aA.3.2,

we have E[M �1]= x = M 0. Therefore, M is a m artingale on [0;�1]. The
second equality in (5.10) follows by applying It̂o’s form ula to (5.13) and
equating coe�cientswith those in theexpansion (5.12). �
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5.4. The case oflogarithm ic utility. To getexplicitresults,we consider
now theagentwhoseutilityfunction hastheform U (!;t;x)= exp(� �t)log(x),
where the im patience rate � is a positive constant.The expressions(5.10)
prove indispensable because it is possible to get an explicit expression for
the processes ( Wt )t2[0;1 ) and ( Bt )t2[0;1 ) from (5.12).The key feature of
the logarithm ic utility thatallowsusto do thisisthe factthatthe inverse
m arginalutility function I is given by I(t;y)= exp(� �t)=y,so that the
right-hand sideof(5.12)becom es

M �1 ,

Z
�1

0

Z
�
t ĉ

x
td�t=

Z
�1

0

e
� �t

d�t:(5.14)

To progresswith the explicitrepresentation ofthe processes( Wt )t2[0;1 )

and ( Bt )t2[0;1 ) from (5.12),in the following lem m a we prove a usefulfact
aboutthe conditional� potentialofthe localtim e (�t)t2[0;1 ),thatis,the

random process(G t)t2[0;1 ) de�ned by G t, E[
R�1
0 exp(� �u)d�ujFt]:

Lemma 5.4. A version ofthe process G isgiven by

G t=

8

>>>><

>>>>:

exp(� �t)j(�;jR tj)
1� exp(� (1� �t)	(�))

	(�)
+
Z t

0

e
� �u

d�u;

�t� 1;
Z �1

0

e
� �u

d�u; �t> 1;

(5.15)

where the functions  and j are de�ned in (5.7)and (5.8).

Proof. W estartby de�ning a fam ily ofstopping tim esT0(t)= inffu �
t:R u = 0g and note that because d�u does not charge the com plem ent of
the zero setofR t,we have

G t= E

�Z �1

T0(t)

e
� �u

d�uj�(�t;R t)
�

+
Z t

0

e
� �u

d�u:(5.16)

Replacem ent ofthe �-algebra F t by �(�t;R t) is perm itted by the M arkov
property oftheprocess(�t;R t).
W hen �t� 1,thevalueofG tistrivially given by (5.15),sowecan restrict

our attention to the value ofthe function g(t;r;k)= E[
R�1
T0(t)

e� �u d�uj�t=

k;R t = r] for k < 1, because then (5.16) im plies that G t= g(t;R t;�t)+R
t

0 exp(� �u)d�u on f�t< 1g.Using again the strong M arkov property and
tim e hom ogeneity of(�t;R t),we obtain

g(t;r;k)= E

�

e
� �T 0(t)

Z �1

T0

e
� �(u� T 0(t))d�ujR t= r;�t= k

�

(5.17)

= e
� �t

E[e� �T 0(0)jR 0 = r]E
�Z �1� k

0

e
� �t

d�tjR 0 = 0;�0 = 0
�

:
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The second term in the above expression isgiven in (5.8).Asforthe third
term ,a change ofvariablesyields

E

�Z
�1� k

0

e
� �t

d�t

�

=
Z 1� k

0

E[e� ��u]du =
1� e� (1� k) (�)

 (�)
:(5.18)

�

W e have developed allthe toolsrequired to prove thefollowing result

Proposition 5.5. In thesetupofTheorem 5.3,setU (!;t;x)= exp(� �t)�
log(x).Then we have the following explicitrepresentations ofthe processes

(�xt)t2[0;1 ),(�
x
t)t2[0;1 ) and (̂c

x
t)t2[0;1 ):

�
x
t = � sgn(R t)h

�
jR tj
p
2

�

where h(z), �
2�

�

H � �=�� 1 (z)

H � �=� (z)
;(5.19)

�
x
t =

X t

�S t

�

�+ �sgn(R t)h
�
jR tj
p
2

��

;(5.20)

ĉ
x
t = X t

1� exp(� 	(�))

(1� exp(� (1� �t)	(�)))
:(5.21)

Finally,the process (�xt)t2[0;T] is bounded and so the optim aldualprocess

(Z �x

t )t2[0;T] isa m artingale.

Proof. Use oftheIt̂o{Tanaka form ula and expression (5.15)yields

 
B
t = 0 and

(5.22)

 
W
t = exp(� �t)sgn(R t)

@

@r
j(�;jR tj)

1� exp(� (1� �t)	(�))

	(�)
:

M oreover,the m artingale property ofprocess M t from (5.13) im plies that
X tZ

�x

t = G t�
Rt

0 e
� �u d�u,and so (5.8),(5.10)and (5.12)can be com bined

into theexplicitexpression oftheoptim aldualprocess

�
y

t = sgn(R t)
(@=@�)j(�;jR tj)

j(�;jR tj)
:

Representation (5.8) and the identity @

@x
H �(x)= 2�H �� 1(x) [see Lebedev

(1972),equation 10.5.2,page 289]com plete the proofof(5.19).
Theorem 4.2 part7 and identities(5.10)and (5.22)im ply that

ĉ
x
t =

X t	(�)

yj(�;jR tj)(1� exp(� (1� �t)	(�)))
;

where y satis�es x = � v0(y).To get a m ore explicit expression for y,we
com bine (5.14)and (5.12)to getxy= E[

R�1
0 exp(� �t)d�t].Afterrepeating
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the calculation in (5.18) with k = 0,we need only to rearrange the term s
and rem em berthatR t= 0 d�-a.e.to obtain (5.21).
W e are leftwith the proofofthe boundednessofthe process(�xt)t2[0;1 ).

The asym ptotic form ula 10.6.3 in Lebedev [(1972),page 291]im plies that
H �(x)� C�x

� asx ! 1 forsom e positive constantC� depending on �< 0.
Therefore,there existsa constantD > 0 such thath(x)� D x� 1 asx ! 1 .
Because ofthe existence ofthe lim itlim x! 0+ h(x),we conclude thath isa
bounded function on [0;1 ).Hence,(�xt)t2[0;1 )isabounded process,m aking
(Z �x

t )t2[0;T]a m artingale. �

R emark 5.1. In the generic setup ofTheorem 5.3,we have explicitly
assum ed thatu(x)< 1 foratleastonex > 0.In thecaseofthelogarithm ic
utility random �eld treated above,the validity ofsuch an assum ption is
im plied by thechain ofinequalitiesin which Q 0 and Z 0

�1
areasin (5.4),that

is

u(x)� x = sup
c2A (x;0)

(U (c)� x)� V (Q 0)= E

Z
�1

0

(� 1� log(Z 0
t))d�t

� E

�Z �1

0

1

2
(�B 2

t + 1+ �
2
t)d�t

�

=
1

2

Z 1

0

E[�(1+ B
2
�s
)+ �

2
�s]ds(5.23)

�
�

2
+
(�2 + 1)

2

Z 1

0

E[�s]ds�
�+ (�2 + 1)E[�1]

2
< 1 :

The fact that E[�1]< 1 [which can easily be deduced from (5.6)]im plies
both the �nalinequality in (5.23)and the equality E[B 2

�1
]= E[�1]through

W ald’sidentity [seeProblem 2.12,page141 in K aratzasand Shreve(1991)].

APPENDIX:A CO NVEX-DUALITY PRO O F O F THEO REM 4.2

W ehavedivided theproofinto severalsteps,each ofwhich isstated asa
separate lem m a.Throughoutthissection allthe conditionsofTheorem 4.2
are assum ed to besatis�ed.

Lemma A .1 (G lobalpropertiesofthevaluefunctions). The value func-

tion u(� ) is convex,nondecreasing and [� 1 ;1 ) valued,while v is concave

and (� 1 ;1 ]valued.M oreover,the prim aland thedualvaluefunctionsu(� )
and v(� )are convex conjugatesofeach other.

Proof. 1.Concavity ofu(� )and convexity ofv(� )areinherited from the
propertiesoftheobjectivefunctionsU (� )and V (� )[seeEkeland and T�em am
(1999),proofofLem m a 2.1,page 50,for the standard argum ent].The in-
crease ofu(� )followsfrom theinclusion A (x;E)� A (x0;E)forx < x0.
2. By the Assum ption 2.9,there exists ~x 2 R such that u(~x)< 1 .It

followsim m ediately by concavity ofu(� )thatu(x)< 1 forallx 2 R.
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3. To establish the claim that v(� ) is the convex conjugate ofu(� ),we
de�ne the auxiliary dom ain A 0(x;E), A (x;E)n

S

x0< xA (x
0;E).Note that

(a)them onotonicity ofthe utility functionalU (� )im pliesthat

sup
c2A (x;E)

U (c)= sup
c2A 0(x;E)

U (c)

and (b)the Proposition 2.2 im plies that supQ 2D �(y)
hc� e;Q i= xy for any

y > 0 and c2 A 0(x;E).Having established the weak-�com pactness ofthe
dualdom ain D �(y) in 3.4,the m inim ax theorem [see Sion (1958)]im plies
that

sup
x2R

[u(x)� xy]= sup
x2R

�

sup
c2A 0(x;E)

U (c)� xy

�

= sup
x2R

sup
c2A 0(x;E)

�

U (c)� sup
Q 2D �(y)

hc� e;Q i

�

= sup
x2R

sup
c2A 0(x;E)

inf
Q 2D �(y)

(U (c)� hc;Q i+ he;Q i)

= sup
c2V M

�+

inf
Q 2D �(y)

(U (c)� hc;Q i+ he;Q i)

= inf
Q 2D �(y)

sup
c2V M

�+

(U (c)� hc;Q i+ he;Q i)

= inf
Q 2D �(y)

(V (Q )+ he;Q i)= v(y):
�

Lemma A .2 (Existence in the dualproblem ). For y 2 Dom (v) there

exists bQ
y 2 D �(y)such that

v(y)= V
E(bQ y)= V (bQ y)+ he;bQ

y
i:

Proof. For y 2 Dom (v), let (Q n)n2N be a m inim izing sequence for
v(y), that is, a sequence in D �(y), such that (V E(Q n))n2N is real val-
ued and decreasing with lim it v(y).Since D �(y) is a closed and bounded
subset of the dual(VM� )� of VM� ,by Proposition 3.4,the product space
D �(y)� [v(y);V E(Q 1)]iscom pact.Therefore,thesequence(Q n;V

E(Q n))n2N
has a cluster point (bQ y;v�) in D �(y)� [v(y);V E(Q 1)].By the decrease of
thesequence(V E(Q n))n2N,wehavev� = lim n V

E(Q n)= v(y).O n theother
hand,by the de�nition (4.1) of the functional V (� ), the epigraph of its
restriction V

E(� ):D�(y)! R is closed with respect to the product ofthe
weak-� and Euclidean topologies.Therefore,(bQ y;v�) is in the epigraph of
V

E and thusv(y)= v� � V
E(bQ y)= V (bQ y)+ hbQ y;ei: �

Lemma A .3 (Consequencesofreasonable elasticity).
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1. W e have Dom (v)= (0;1 ).
2. W e have v(� ) is continuously di�erentiable and,for y> 0,its derivative

satis�es

yv
0(y)= � h(bQ y)r;I(bQ y)i+ he;bQ

y
i;

where bQ
y 2 D �(y)isam inim izerin thedualproblem [i.e.,v(y)= V

E(bQ y)].
3. The inequality

yv
0(y)� � hQ

r
;I(bQ y)i+ he;bQ

y
i

holds for allQ 2 D �(y).
4. W ehavelim y! 0v

0(y)= � 1 and lim y! 1 v0(y)2 [infQ 2M E
Q[ET],supQ 2M E

Q[ET]]

5. W e have I(bQ y)2 A (� v0(y);e)and hI(bQ y);(bQ y)ri= hI(bQ y);bQ yi.

Proof. Thanks to the representation v(y)= E
R
T

0 V (t;Y
bQ y

t )d�t, and

the fact that E
R
T

0 Y
Q

t d�t � 1 for all Q 2 D �(1), the proofs of parts 1{4
ofthis lem m a follow (alm ost verbatim ) the proofs ofthe following state-
m entsin K aratzasand �Zitkovi�c (2003):1.Lem m a A.5,page 30;2.Lem m a
A.6,page 31;3.Proposition A.7,page 32.4.Lem m a A.8,page 33.
Toproveclaim 5,weobservethatthecom bination ofparts3and 4im plies

that

hI(bQ y);yQ i� � yv
0(y)+ he;yQ i forallQ 2 M �.

From Proposition 3.5 it follows that I(bQ y)2 A (� v0(y);e),so hI(bQ y);Q i�
� yv0(y)+ he;Q i for all Q 2 D (y).In particular,hI(bQ y);bQ yi� � yv0(y)+
he;bQ yi, yielding im m ediately the inequality hI(bQ y);bQ yi� hI(bQ y);(bQ y)ri.
Thesecond partofthe claim followsby the trivialinequality hI(bQ y);bQ yi�

hI(bQ y);(bQ y)ri. �

Lemma A .4 (Existencein theprim alproblem ). Forx > � lim y! 1 v0(y),
theprim alproblem (2.5)hasa solution,thatis,thereexists ĉx 2 A (x;E)such
thatu(x)= U (̂cx).M oreover,the optim alconsum ption density process ĉx is

P�-a.s.unique.

Proof. Using thecontinuousdi�erentiability ofthedualvaluefunction
v(� )and Lem m aA.5,weconcludethatforany x > lim y! 1 v0(y)thereexists
a unique y > 0 such that v0(y)= � x.Let bQ

y be the solution to the dual
problem thatcorrespondsto y and de�ne the candidate solution ĉx to the
prim alproblem by

ĉ
x
, I(bQ y):
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By Lem m a A.3, ĉx 2 A (x;E).The optim ality ofthe consum ption density
process ĉx followsfrom thefactthat

U (̂cx)= U (I(bQ y))= V (bQ y)+ hI(bQ y);bQ y
i= V (bQ y)+ hI(bQ y);(bQ y)ri

= v(y)� yv
0(y)= u(x);

usingLem m aA.3and theconjugacy ofu(� )and v(� ).TheP�-a.s.uniqueness
of ĉx is a direct consequence ofthe strict concavity ofthe m apping x 7!

U (!;t;x)coupled with convexity ofthefeasible setA (x;E). �

Lemma A .5. W ehavelim y! 1 v0(y)= L(E),whereL(E)= infQ 2M E
Q[ET].

Proof. Let x0= lim y! 1 v0(y).Part 4 ofLem m a A.3 states that x0�
L(E),so we need only to prove that x0� L(E).Suppose,to the contrary,
thatthereexistsx0 > L(ET)oftheform x0 = v0(y0)forsom e y0 > 0 so that
x0> x0.The optim alconsum ption process (C � x0

t )t2[0;T] that corresponds

to the initialcapital� x0 exists by Lem m a A.4 and satis�es E Q[C � x0
T

]�
� x0 + E

Q[ET]forany Q 2 M by Proposition 2.2.Taking the in�m um over
Q 2 M ,we reach a contradiction:

0� inf
Q 2M

E
Q[C � x0

T
]� � x0+ L(ET)< 0:

Therefore,x0� L(E). �

Acknowledgm ents. Ithank theanonym ousrefereesfora num berofuse-
fulsuggestions and im provem ents.I am also indebted to the probability
sem inarparticipantsatCarnegie M ellon University,Brown University and
Boston University.Any opinions,�ndings,and conclusionsorrecom m enda-
tions expressed in this m aterialare m y own and do not necessarily re
ect
the viewsoftheNationalScience Foundation.

REFERENCES

Bhaskara R ao,K .P.S.and Bhaskara R ao,M .(1983).Theory ofCharges.Academ ic
Press,London.M R751777

Blanchet-Scalliet,C .,El K aroui,N .,Jeanblanc,M .and M artellini,L.(2003).

O ptim al investm ent and consum ption decisions when tim e horizon is uncertain.

Preprint.

Borodin, A .N .and Salminen,P.(2002).Handbook ofBrownian M otion| Facts and
Form ulae,2nd ed.Birkh�auser,Basel.M R1912205

Bouchard, B.and Pham, H .(2004).W ealth-path dependent utility m axim ization in

incom plete m arkets.Finance and Stochastics 8 579{603.
Brannath,W .and Schachermayer,W .(1999).A bipolar theorem for L

0
+ (
;F ;P ).

S�em inaire de Probabilit�es XXXIII.Lecture Notes in M ath. 1709 349{354. Springer,

Berlin.M R1768009

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=751777
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1912205
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1768009


STO CHASTIC CLO CK 31

C vitani�c, J., Schachermayer, W . and W ang, H . (2001). Utility m axim ization in

incom plete m arkets with random endowm ent. Finance and Stochastics 5 237{259.

M R1841719

D elbaen, F.and Schachermayer, W .(1994).A generalversion ofthe fundam ental

theorem ofassetpricing.M ath.Ann.300 463{520.M R1304434

D elbaen,F.and Schachermayer,W .(1997).The Banach space ofworkable contin-

gent claim s in arbitrage theory.Ann.Inst. H.Poincar�e Probab. Statist.33 113{144.

M R1440258

D elbaen,F.and Schachermayer,W .(1998).Thefundam entaltheorem ofassetpricing

forunbounded stochastic processes.M ath.Ann.312 215{250.M R1671792

D unford,N .and Schwartz,J.T .(1988).Linear O perators.Part I.G eneralTheory.
W iley,New York.M R1009162

Ekeland,I.and T �emam,R .(1999).Convex Analysis and VariationalProblem s.SIAM ,

Philadelphia.M R1727362

El K aroui,N .and Jeanblanc-Picqu�e,M .(1998).O ptim ization ofconsum ption with

laborincom e.Finance and Stochastics 2 409{440.
G oll,T .and K allsen,J.(2003).A com pleteexplicitsolution tothelog-optim alportfolio

problem .Ann.Appl.Probab.13 774{799.M R1970286

H ugonnier,J.and K ramkov,D .O .(2004).O ptim alinvestm entwith random endow-

m entsin incom plete m arkets.Ann.Appl.Probab.14 845{864.M R2052905

K aratzas,I.,Lehoczky,J.P.and Shreve,S.E.(1987).O ptim alportfolio and con-

sum ption decisionsfora \sm allinvestor" on a �nite horizon.SIAM J.ControlO ptim .
25 1557{1586.M R912456

K aratzas,I.,Lehoczky,J.P.,Shreve,S.E.and X u,G .L.(1991).M artingale and

duality m ethods for utility m axim ization in an incom plete m arket.SIAM J.Control
O ptim .29 702{730.M R1089152

K aratzas,I.and Shreve,S.E.(1991).Brownian M otion and Stochastic Calculus,2nd
ed.Springer,New York.M R1121940

K aratzas, I.and Shreve, S. E.(1998).M ethods ofM athem aticalFinance.Springer,
New York.M R1640352

K aratzas,I.and �Zitkovi�c,G .(2003).O ptim alconsum ption from investm entand ran-

dom endowm ent in incom plete sem im artingale m arkets.Ann.Probab.31 1821{1858.

M R2016601

K oml�os, J.(1967).A generalization ofa problem ofSteinhaus.Acta M ath.Acad.Sci.
Hungar.18 217{229.M R210177

K ramkov, D . O . (1996). O n the closure of a fam ily of m artingale m easures and an

optionaldecom position ofsuperm artingales.Teor.Veroyatnost. iPrim enen.41 892{

896.M R1687160

K ramkov,D .O .and Schachermayer,W .(1999).The asym ptotic elasticity ofutility

functionsand optim alinvestm entin incom pletem arkets.Ann.Appl.Probab.9904{950.
M R1722287

Lebedev,N .N .(1972).SpecialFunctions and Their Applications,rev.ed.D over,New
York.M R350075

Protter, P. (1990).Stochastic Integration and Di�erentialEquations. Springer,New
York.M R1037262

Schwartz,M .(1986).New proofsofa theorem ofK om l�os.Acta M ath.Hungar.47 181{
185.M R836411

Sion,M .(1958).O n generalm inim ax theorem s.Paci�c J.M ath.8 171{176.M R97026

Y ong,J.and Zhou,X .Y .(1999).Stochastic Controls.Springer,New York.M R1696772

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1841719
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1304434
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1440258
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1671792
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1009162
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1727362
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1970286
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2052905
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=912456
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1089152
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1121940
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1640352
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2016601
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=210177
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1687160
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1722287
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=350075
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1037262
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=836411
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=97026
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1696772


32 G .�ZITKOVI�C

Y osida,K .and H ew itt,E.(1952).Finitely additivem easures.Trans.Am er.M ath.Soc.
72 46{66.M R45194

�Zitkovi�c,G .(1999).O ptim alconsum ption in incom plete sem im artingale m arkets.M .S.

thesis,D ept.M athem atics,Univ.Zagreb and D ept.Financialand ActuarialM athe-

m atics,TechnicalUniv.Vienna.
�Zitkovi�c,G .(2002).A �ltered version ofthebipolartheorem ofBrannath and Schacher-

m ayer.J.Theoret.Probab.15 41{61.M R1883202

D epartment of M athematical Sciences

C arnegie M ellon U niversity

7209 W ean H all

Pittsburgh,Pennsylvania 15217

U SA

e-mail:zitkovic@ cm u.edu

url:www.andrew.cm u.edu/~gordanz/

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=45194
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1883202
mailto:zitkovic@cmu.edu
http://www.andrew.cmu.edu/~{}gordanz/

	Introduction.
	The financial market and the optimization problem.
	The stock-price process.
	Admissible portfolio processes.
	Absence of arbitrage.
	Endowment and consumption.
	Wealth dynamics.
	A characterization of financeable consumption processes.
	The utility functional and the primal problem.
	Examples of utility functionals.
	The optimization problem.

	The functional-analytic setup.
	Some families of finitely additive measures.
	The space VM.

	The dual optimization problem and the main result.
	The convex conjugate V and related functionals.
	The dual problem.
	The main result.
	A closer look at the dual domain.

	An example.
	Description of the market model.
	Absence of arbitrage.
	The optimal consumption and portfolio choice.
	The case of logarithmic utility.

	Appendix: A Convex-Duality Proof of Theorem 4.2
	References

