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In an incom plete m arket the price ofa clain £ in general cannot
beuniguely identi ed by no arbitrage argum ents. H ow ever, the \clas-
sical" super replication price is a sensible ndicator ofthe (m axim um
selling) value of the claim . W hen f satis es certain pointw ise condi-
tions (eg. £ isbounded from below), the super replication price is
equalto sup, Eq [f], where Q varies on the whole set of pricing m ea—
sures. Unfortunately, this price is often too high: a typical situation
is here discussed in the exam ples.

W e thusde ne the less expensive weak super replication price and
we relax the requirem ents on £ by asking Just for \enough" integra—
bility conditions.

By building up a proper duality theory, we show its econom ic
m eaning and its relation with the investor’s preferences. Indeed, it
tums out that the weak super replication price of £ coincides w ith
Sup,,y Eo fl,whereM istheclassofpricihgm easuresw ith nite

do

generalized entropy (ie. E [ ($)1< 1) and where is the convex

con ugate of the utility function of the investor.

1. Introduction. W e Investigate the super replication price of contingent
clain s In incom plete m arkets where gains from trading m ay take any real
valie.For clain s £ which are bounded from below , the classical super repli-
cation price is equal to
@) sup Eq [£];

Q2M 1
where M ; isthe set ofallpricing m easures.For claim swhich are unbounded

from below , however, the above suprem um m ay be strictly lower than the
super replication price.
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2 S.BIAGINIAND M .FRITTELLI

O ne ofthem ain resuls of the paper is a representation of the suprem um
(1) for unbounded clain s In tem s of a \weak super replication price" £,
which allow s variables from a slightly w ider class than the usualone of ter-
m inal values from adm issble integrands. T his natural class C (see [15))
was st explicitly introduced by Frittelli (see [8, 9]). The classC depends
on a convex function :(0;+1 )! R which nom ally (see Rem ark 7) repre—
sents the conjugate function of a utility function u.W e w ill assum e that
satis es a grow th condition that is shown to be equivalent to the condition
of reasonable asym ptotic elasticity of u in the sense of Schachem ayer [19].

W edenotebyM , fQ 2M 1 :E [ (21—9)]< 1 g the set ofpricing m easures
w ith nite generalized entropy. T he actual result obtained (see T heoram 5)
isthatif (0) < 1 and there existsan equivalent pricihngm easurew ith nite
generalized entropy, then for clain s £ (for which the LH S m ake sense, but
which m ay be unbounded from below ) we have

) sup Eg f]l= mffx2R¥F x2C g, £ .
Q2M
T he representation of (1) is then a corollary, setting = id:

W e provide an exam pl of an unbounded clain where the weak super
Jéepljcation price fAid is strictly less than the classical super replication price

T he paper is based on the appropriate selection of the spaces for which
the follow ing duality holds true: if (0) < 1 (and there exists an equivalent
pricng measure n M ), then the conesC and coM ) are polar to one
another.

However, if (0) isin nie, then coM ) C )O w ith possibly strict in—
clision.W e give an exam ple w here indeed the inclusion is strict and co™ )
is not closed.

F inally, we develop a com parison betw een the duality relation obtained by
D ebaen and Schachem ayer b]and ourswhen = id. It tumsoutthat the
super replication price wa oftheclain f,asde ned in [5], dependsexplicitly
on an unbounded w eight function w ; which representsthem axinum lossthe
nvestor is w illing to face. Instead, our weak super replication price fid is
equal for all the agents In the given m arket.

If one is interested in taking Into account the investor’s attitude toward
risk, we suggest £ asa suitabke super replication price, since it has the
advantage ofbeing explicitly linked to the utility function.

T he paper is organized as follow s.

Section 1 has three sections: the st contains the general setup and the
precise form ulations of our results; n the second we explain how the prefer-
ences of the Investors are taken into consideration and the relations between
u and ;thethird isdevoted to two basic exam ples In w hich classicalduality
fails.
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In Section 2 we give an abstract duality relation, which is used in the
proofs of them ain resuls, and we also provide a new proofof the represen—
tation of the super replication price for bounded-from below clain s.

In Section 3 we build up a proper dual system , so that we obtain the
polarity between C and coM ) and we prove (2).

W e end w ith Section 4, which contains the com parison between fjd and

£ :

11. The model and the resuls. O ur starting point is the general sem i~
m artingalem odelofa nancialm arket asde ned by D ebaen and Schacher—
m ayer [B].

Let (;F; E v ;T 7P ) bea ltered probability space, where we assum e
that the Iration satis es the usual assum ptions of right continuity and
com pleteness, and lt P be the class of probability m easures equivalent to
P.

The R%valied cadlag sem in artingale X = (X )y p,r ) represents the (dis-
counted) price process of d tradeable assets.

An R%wvalued predictabl process H = (H )y p,r; is called an adm issblke
trading strategy ifH ﬂs X —-Integrable and there exists a constant c2 R such
that, forallt2 0;T]; OtH s  dX ¢, P as.The nancialinterpretation of
cisa nite credit line which the investor m ust respect In his or her trading.
T his bounded—-from -below restriction on the stochastic integral traces back
to the work of H arrison and P liska [l3]and it isnow a standard assum ption
in the literature (see 4]).

W e denote by 10 fresp . ! ; L1CE’ )] the space of P as. nite (resp.
P -essentially bounded, P -integrable) random variablson ( ;F ), wih L Jlr
(resp . Li ) the cone of P -a.s. nonnegative random variables in L' (resp.
L), wih L™ the cone of essentially bounded from below random variables,

wjthEP the cbsureofa setC L' @) ntheL! P ) nom topolgy.D e ne
7
T
K , Hy d%H isadmisble L%;
0
c, & LY)\L':

K is the cone of all claim s that are replicable, at zero initial cost, via ad—
m issble trading strategies. T he set

K LE)=ff2L0:9g2K st.g fP-asg

is the cone ofallclain s in LY that can be dom inated by a replicable clain ,
hence is the cone of superreplicable claim s. Consequently C , ® LE )\
L! is the cone of bounded superreplicable clains. In Section 3 we will
consider the closure C ofC undera particular topology : then C isthe cone
of clain s that can be \approxin ated" by bounded super+eplicable clain s.
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De ne
3) M:, f0 P:X L'Q)andEyk] 0 Prallg2Kg;
@) M, fz2L'@):E kg] 08g2Cg L! @):

The eleam ents In M ; are called separating prokability m easures. W e w ill of-
ten dentify probability m easures Q , absolutely continuous w ith respect to
P, wih their Radon{N kodym derivatives g% 2Lte@ ). Note that (see 2],
Lemma 1.1 for details)

M;=fQ P:Eylkl 08g2Cg
©)

fz2 M £ [z]= 1g
and that ifX isbounded (resp. locally bounded), then
M;=1fQ P :X isa Q;F t)gp;r)) Mmartingale (resp. localm artingale)g;

that is, M 1 is the set of P -absolutely continuous m artingalke (resp. local
m artingake) m easures. In general, for possbly unbounded X , M ; is the st
of P -absolutely continuous probabilities such that the adm issible stochastic
Integrals are supem artingales. W hat is m ore (see [B], P roposition 4:7) if
M1\ P#6 ?,then the sst M ofabsolutely continuous -m artingal proba-
bilities isnot em pty and M isdense in M ; for the total variation topology.

Them ain topic of this paper is the analysis of the super replication price
f ofa chin £2L°,de ned by

£, inffx2 RPg2K st.x+g fP-asg
= nffx2R¥E x2 K L%)g:

This sub ct was originally studied by E 1K arouiand Q uenez [7]; see also
K aratzas [15] and the references cited there. W e willm ainly dealw ith the
results on this sub Ect provided by D ebaen and Schachem ayer (year?). If
f2L'Q) rallQ 2M 1, then

( )

N \
f=inf x2Rf x2 ® L) L1 Q)
Q2M 1
(6) ( \ )
= inf x2R f x2 K LIQ)
Q2M
shee, Prallo 2M ;; ® L9\ L'@Q)= ® Ll Q)

Iff 2 L™, then

f=mffx2R¥ x2 K LY)\LPg= nffx2RF x2 Cxg;
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where
Cwor K LE)\Lbb:

ItjseasytoseethatfdomjnatessumelEQ £l

T
Proposition 1. IfM 16 ? and ifeither £2  ,,, L'Q) or £2 L™,
then

) sup Eg [f] f:
Q2M 1

Proof. Forallx2 R suchthatf x2 K LE)wehaveO supQZMlEQ[f
x]= suszMlEQ[f] X:

Remark 2. IfN is a convex set of probability m easures absolutely
oontjn?ouswjth regoect to P and ifN \ P 6 ?, then it is easy to show that
2 5,y L'Q) oriff 2 L™, then

8) supEq f]= sup Egq [El:
Q2N Q2N \P

In fact, Bt Qo2 N and Q1 2 N \ P: take the convex combinations Q* =
1 x)Qo+ xQ1;x2 D;j1]. If x! Ojthen &1 &0 1n 1.7 @) and alwo
P aln ost surely. In case fZTLbb; equality (8) is a sin ple consequence of
Fatou’s mma.In case £ 2,y L'Q), we have jfj% jfj(%+ %)
and so the dom nated convergence theorem can be applied. T herefore, in
what follow s (T heorem 3, Corollary 4, Theorem 5 and P roposition 6) it will
be equivalent to take the supremum over the setsM ;1 M ) oroverM 1 \ P

™M \P):

D ebaen and Schachem ayer proved ([B], Theorem 5.10) that in (7) equal-
ity holds if £ is bounded from below :

Theorem 3. IfM;\P$ ? and if f 2 L™, then

©) f= sup Eq [f]:
Q2M

A new Pmofofthjs resul is given in Section 2.1.
Iff2 02M . L1 ), (9) does not hold true anym ore, when £ is given
In (6). To obtain a correct dual ormula, we must replace In (6) the set

T . T s —] . .

oom, ® LiQ))wih ,,, K L} Q) , Ci, thatis, with the clo-
sure ofC underan appropriate topology (see T heorem 17).A sa consequence
of Theorem 5 below,wih = id, we deduce the follow ing.
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T
Corollary 4. IfM1\P$6 ? andiff2 ,,, L'Q), then
( )
A Vo —
10) fig, mf x2R f x2 K LIQ) = sup Eqlfl:
Q2M , Q2M 1

We sha]lca]lfAid the weak super replication price of £. In Exampl 8 of
Section 1.3 we show that it ispossbl that fid < £.

T he Introduction of the convex function will allow us to present our
results In a m ore general fram ework and to link the interpretation of the
weak super replication price w ith the preferences of an investor represented
by his or her utility fiinction. T his analysis is provided in Section 12.

T hroughout the paper we m ake the follow Ing assum ption.

A ssumption. The function :(0;+1 )! R is convex and satis es the
follow ing grow th condition :

G():8[ o5 1] 0;+1 ) thereexist > 0; > 0 such that
T y) T+ w+1)8y>0;8 2 [o; 1l

For a detailed discussion ofthis condition and its relation w ith the condi-
tion, Introduced by Schachem ayer [19], of reasonabk asym ptotic elasticity
of the utility function we defer to [10]. Set (0) = Iin 40 (v) and de ne:

do
M , Q2M;: > 2L pP)

InExamp]e8,wl?,ere is the dentity function id and soM =M 1, wewill
show that if £ 2 02M Ll(Q),thenjtmayhappentl'lat

)
( \

inf x2R f x2 K L1@Q) > sup Eg [l
02M Q2M

T he exam ples In Section 1.3 and the next theorem , proved In Section 3, are
them ain contribbutions ofthe paper.O urain isexactly that ofproviding the
correct Interpretation and the dual representation of supy,y Eg 1, even

when it is strictly less than £f.

T
Theorem 5. If (0)<+1,M \P6?2 andf2 ,,, L'Q),then
( )
Vo ———
1) £ , inf x2R f x2 K LIQ) = sup Eglf] f£f:
Q2M Q2M
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T —
A salready m entioned, in Theorem 17wew illshow that 4,y K Ll Q)
C =C ;whereC isthe closure of C under an appropriate topolgy.
As a consequence of Theorem 1.1 of K abanov and Stricker [14] we also
have

Proposition 6. IfM \P#$ 2 and f 2 L™, then

Proof. Byde nition, ff2 L™, then f £.Asin the proofofP ropo—
sition 1 we also get Supg v Eg ] £ . The growth condition G () is
w eaker than the condition used n Corollary 1.4 of [14], shce G ( ) does not
require that (0) < +1 .Neverthelss, it can be shown, as in the proof of
Corollary 1.4 of [14], that the condition G ( ) and Theoram 1.1 of [14] inply

12) sup Eg [f]= sup Eg [f] iff2 L
Q2M Q2M 1

Hence, from (9),wegetf= supQZMlEQ[f]= Supg,m  Eg ] £ £.

In Exam pl 9 we will show that the equality £ = fmay not be true for
clain s that are not bounded from below .

12. Taking preferences into account. In incom plete m arkets, i m ay be
usefiil to take into account the preferences of the investor. T his naturally
leads to the speci cation of a utility function u, which we assum e to be
strictly concave, ncreasing and nite valied on the whole R . The related
standard utility m axin ization problem

supE u x+ 9)l; X2R;
g2K
In general does not adm it an optim al solution In K (see [19]). In the dual-
ity theory approach to this problem a crucial rok is played by the convex
con jugate of u, which we denote by
v), supfux) =xyg; y> O:
x2R

N ote that the condition (0)< +1 assumed In Theoram 5 is equivalent to
the requirem ent that the utility finction is bounded from above.

Remark 7. The function = id isthe convex conjigate of the fiinction
u:R ! R[f 1 gde nedby
0; ifx= 1;

u )= 1; otherw ise,
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which is not lncreasing on R . In this case cannot be interpreted as the
con Jugate of a \utility" function.

Itwas rst shown in [2] that if

supE &+ g)l<u@1);
g2K

then the fundam entalduality relation

supE Ux+ g)]l= mIn mih x+ E d—Q

92K Q2M >0 dp
holds true, w ithout any further assum ption on the utility fiinction.Forwhat
concems econom ic considerations, Frittelli P] suggested a clkar nancial
Interpretation for the classM  of those separating m easures having nite
generalized entropy. In fact, x Q 2 M ; and consider the problem

Up ®), supfE i+ 9)JP2L Q); Eo gl 0;u &+ g) 2L'@)g:

This is precisely the utility m axin ization problem we would face ifwe se—
lected Q aspricingm easure.W hen G ( ) is satis ed, then (see [9], P roposi-
tion 4) Q belongstoM ifand only if

Ug ®X)<u@#+1l) orallx2 R:

M ore explicitly this m eans that prichg by Q 2 M  guarantees that the
nvestor cannot reach his or herm axin um possible utility, u (+ 1 ), starting
with an arbitrarily low iniial endowm ent x. T herefore i m akes sense to
work wih M , asthe class ofpricing m easures w hich m akes the m odel free
of this types of utility based arbitrage opportunities.

13. Exampks. In Exampl 8 we show thatfid< fandanxamp]e9we
show a case where f < fA,when is not the identity function.

Example 8. W edenote by I, the nterval (2%;%1] and by J& and by
JZ itstwo halves (5 izmyr]and (it iz— ), respectively.

W e consider the follow Ing oneperiod model: ( ; F ¢;F1);P ), where is
the mnterval (0;1], Fo= fL,12Nyg,F1= £J;Ji= 1;2 and n 2 Nog and
P is the restriction of the Lebesgue m easure to F'1.The process X is given
by X (0)= 0 and

n; on J};

X @)= ! o’

@) n?; on J2:
The set K © willbe the set of all stochastic Integrals w ith respect to pre—
dictable processes, w ith no adm issibility restrictions. H ere this set is sin ply
f X (1) Fomeasurablkgand isidenti ed by the sequence ( ), 1 ofis
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values on the Intervals I, . T he structure ofelem ents In K can now be easily
described.By xinga credit levelc2 R, which wem ay assum e nonnegative,
we have, foralln 2 Ng,

C.
R
n
C
o L - i 5, 0
n

T herefore the sequence , tends to zero, ndependently of the sign assum ed
on each I, . Since X is unbounded, we are not allowed to buy or sell one
unit of the risky investm ent X , and hence X (1) isnot a replicable clain .

W earenow ready to analyzeM ; .Every Q 2 M ; isidenti ed by itsdensity
on J&, denoted by ¢g; (n) . From the de nition of M 1 In (3) we see that each
Q 2 M ; is characterized by

X gm)+ qn)

oo 1 =1 and g ©)=nxn) 8n 1;

n 1

P
which Inply in particularthat [ ; w is nite.For later considera—
tions, we cbserve also that X (1) isnot Integrable forevery Q 2 M ; .C onsider
now the clain
1; on J&;

f= 5
n; on J;:

Tt isevident that £ 2 L1 Q) and Eqg [f]= 0 orany Q 2 M ; .By using the
duality relation in (10), we see that the weak super replication price of £
is equalto zero: fid= 0.However, £ = 1. Indeed ifwetry towrite £ x as

X (1) hwih admissbl and h nonnegative, we obtain that, for every
n 1, the llow ng must hold:

l1=n, h@©+x;
n= n®, hy@o)+ x;
where h; (n) stands for the value ofh on J& .C Jearly the second equation can
be always satis ed, provided that we choose h, (n) big enough.
Then analyzing the rst one we get

hih)=n ,+x 1 0 8n;

thatis, x 1 n ,.Now, if ( ), is de nitely negative, we ocbviously get
x l.Incase , 0in nitelymany times, orthese , wehave0 N nz
and so n , is In niesin al, when nonnegative. T he consequence is again
x 1.Shnce (f 1)2 L?%,then f 1 and therefore f = 1.

Thedi erence betw een these tw o super rep lication prioesjsqueto the fact

that £ is equal to (1;%;%;:::;%;:::)}( (1), which is in K 9\ QZMlLl(Q).
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Undereach Q 2 M 1, this clain can be arbitrarily well L' Q )-approxin ated
by clain s In the form : (l;%;%;:::;%;O;O;:::)X (1), which are In K and have
zero cost. W hen we require the usual stronger, pointw ise condition £ x=

X (1) h,we obtain, due to the \arti cial" adm issbility requirem ent, the
higher value £=1.

The di erence between the weak and the classical super rep lication prices
becom esm ore evident ifwe consider the clain (kf) wih k 2 R positive and
arbitrarily large. Reasoning exactly as before, we get G%f) = k. Selling at
such an expensive price could bedi cul, whereas the weak super replication
price G%f)id is still zero. T he draw back is that in this case one has to acoept
the possibility of only approxim ating kf x) via bounded superreplicable
chkinsin C.

Example 9. Consider the same sstup as in Exam pl 8 and choose

)= y2, fory O0.Ifwe take X (1) as the clain under consideration, it
is rather easy to see that # 1)=+1 ,whike SupPg oM, Eo K (1)] is not even
wellde ned.

In spie of these negative facts, the condition E [ (23—9)]< +1 inplees
P 02+ 1)ef @)

that  , | ——+— is nite, thus fng @)2 ®*HD7g, 2 P.By the cbvious
rem ark fn2 ©*D=2g 2 1, we get
an L
2n+l
n 1

w hich, up to a constant, is jast the Q -integrability condition on X (1).T here—
fore, X (1) is Integrable forevery Q 2 M  and the integral is zero. Sum m ing
up, we have

® (1) = sup Eg XK M)]=0<¥ 1)=+1 :
Q2M

2. Abstract formulation. Recall that a subset G of a vector space is
a convex cone if x;vy2 G implies that x+ y2 G Porall ; 0. Let
L X;L° X %betwo convex cones in two vector spaces X and X % Let

h; i:L M R[f+t1lg

be a \positive bilinear" fom ; that is, both applications x ! hx;x% and
x%! hx;x% are additive, positively hom ogeneous and equalto 0 at 0.W e
chall set hx;x%, x°x); Prx2 L and x°2 1.%: W ith respect to w;L%n ; 1)
we de ne thepolar G 0 and the bipolar G 90 ofa convex cone G by

G°, fz21.°%(@ 08g2Gg;

G, fg2L%@ 08z2G’g:
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W e assum e that there exists an elem ent, denoted by 1; such that 1 2 L
and 12 L:

Theorem 10. LetG L bea convex cone satisfyingG%°= G and 12
G:IfthesetN;, fz2 G%% (1) = 1g isnotempty, then orallf 2 L. we have

13) £, mffx 2RF x12 Gg= supfz ()% 2 N1g:

Incase f< +1 , it isa mininum .

Proof. Firstnotethatsincel]2 L and 12 L;then from z(©)= 0 and
the additivity ofallz 2 LO%wededucethat 1 < z( 1)= z(@)< +1 and
z (£ xl)jswe]ldenedﬁ)ra]lz2L0;f2La.ndx2R.Henoez(f x1)=
z(f) xforallz2N; andx2R.Given £f2L st f , supfz(E)Er2 N9
+1 .

Forallx 2 R suchthat (f x1)2 G wehave0 supfz(f x1)EZ2Ni.g=
supfz ()£ 2 N1g x andhencef f.

Toprove‘chatfA f wemayassumethatf < +1 and itissu cientto
show that (f £ 1)2 G:De ne

14) N, G°=fz21%(@ 08g2Gg

S
and Ny, fz2 N (@)= 0g, so that N = so Np[Nyg.
Bydenitionoff ; 1 <z £ 1) O0Ofrallz2N;.Letz; 2 Ny and
note that ifz2 N1, then (z+ 2z)2Nq forall > 0 and

0 @+ z)E £1l)=z@E £1)+ z(£) forall > O:

This inplies 2z (f) z(f f£ 1)< +1 forall > 0 and so z(f) O.
Hence,zp(f £ 1)= zy(f) O forallzg2 Ng.Therefore,z(f £ 1) 0 for
allz2 N and we deduce that (f £ 1) belongs to the polar of N ; that is,
it belongsto G = G .

Remark 11. Note that the assum ption that N; is not em pty excludes
that 1 = 0: In our applications of T heorem 10, we w ill alw ays consider L
LO; L% 1t P); G will always be a convex cone containing Li , which
In pliesthat N , GO Li,andtheelanentl w illbe the Indicator function
of .Asa oconsequence of these conditions, N o= £f0g.

Remark 12. If ;L% isa dualsystem ofvector spaces and if is any
topology com patible with (@ ;L9%; then the bipolar theorem , applied to the
Jocally convex topologicalvector space (L; );guarantees G = G , whenever
G isa convex —closed set.
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21. Proof of Theoram 3.

Definition 13 (see [4,18]). A subsestC 1.0 isFatou closed if for every
sequence f, 2 C that is uniform Iy bounded from below and that converges
Pas.tof,wehave f2C:

W e collect in the follow ing theorem som e relevant resuls taken from D el
baen and Schachem ayer (see #, 5]).

Theorem 14. (@) IfD 1.9 is a convex Fatou clsed set, then D \ Lt
is @' ;L')-clsed (4], Theoram 42).

) IftM 1\ P$6 ?,then K LE) isFatou closed (@], Theoram 42, and
B, Theorem 41).

In B]abipolartheoram for a.fz ;LE ) is shown to hold, provided that the
bilnear form h ; i isallowed to take the value + 1 . T he proof of T heorem
15 (@) isbased on the proof of the sin pler bipolar theorem for a.bb;L}r ) in
n2i.

Theorem 15. (a) IfCy is Fatou cbsed, then Cpyo= Cp)?:
) In particular ifM ; \ P6 2, then Cipo= Cp):

Proof. Byde nition, Cw,)?, fz2 L1 :E zf] 08f2Cyxygand Cw)%,
ff2L®E f] 0822 Cw)lg:

@) Clarly Cp Cwp): To show that C)?° Cip suppose by con—
tradiction that there exists £ 2 Cy)°° and £ 2Cy,. Then £,, (€~ n)2
(Cbb)OO \ Lt , T "f Pas.and £, isuniform Iy bounded from below . Since
Cy, is Fatou closed and f 2 Cy,, then there exists ng such that £, ZCyy:
Since the set Cpp, \ L' is convex and (@' ;L')-closed [see Theoram 14 (@)]
and f,, 2Cy \ L' the separation theorem in @t ; w? ;Ll)) guarantees
the existence of z 2 L' such that

E zg] O 8g2Cyp\ L' and E [Ef,,]> 0:

Since Li Cwpo \ L! wehavez?2 Li .W enow show thatz2 (Cbb)o;whjch
is in contradiction wih f,, 2 (Cbb)OO and E [zf,,]> 0:Foreach g2 Cy, we
st g,, @~ n):Then g, 2 Cx \ L' , g, "g, Pas. and g, is uniform k
bounded from below .By Fatou’s lemm a,

Ezgl] ImE Ezg,] 0 892 Cp

(o) From Theorem 14 (b) we know that K& L?) is Fatou closed; hence
Cw= K L%)\ L™ isFatou closed and (o) ollows from ().
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Now we are ready to give a proof, based on Theoram 10, of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Toprove (9),we apply Theorem 10,wih L =
L™;1.°= Ll ,1=1 andG = Cy.Thepositive bilinear form w illbe x°(x) =
E k%].

From (14) weget N , Cp)’= fz2 LJlrjE‘. gl 08g2Cxggand N,
fz2 N £ [z]= 1g: Since

fz2 LI F kgl 08g2Cwyg= fz2 LI £ kg] 08g2K g;

wemay dentify N; wih M ; :From Theorem 15 (b) we see that the assum p—
tions of Theorem 10 are satis ed.Hence

nffx2Rf x2Cpg= supfE Zf]E2 M 19:

3. The polarity between C  and coM™ ): In this section we stick to
the temm inology of [11], C hapter 8.D e ne the linear spaces
\
L= L'Q) and L°=LinfM g L'@);
Q2M

where we assum e that M is not em pty and we dentify each Q wih is
R adon {N ikodym derivative w rt.P .

N otice that C L' ) L.Forallz2 L and z°2 LO;wehave that
zz% 2 L1 @) and the bilinear om z z°! E [zz9 is well de ned. Then
@;L% de nesa dual systam .

Definition 16. W e denoteby a locally convex topology on L com —
patble with the duality @ ;LY.

Just by de nition, endowed wih the -topology L is a locally convex
topological vector space where the set of continuous lnear form s on L is
precisely LY. W e m ay select any topology com patible w ith the dual system
@ ;LY%, since our resuls depend only on the property that the topological
dualofL isL°.

N ote that this topology  needs not to be Hausdor , since generally L°
does not sgparate points in L. Think of the case when we have just one
element n M (@ com plte m arket case, In which the unique equivalent
pricing m easure has nite entropy).

De ne

15) c , ®K Ll@Q)

Q2M

Them ain result of this section is the llow Ing theorem . Its proofw illbe
based on P roposition 19 and Theorem 20, which w illalso provide a di erent
representation for C
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Theorem 17. Assumethat (0)< +1 andM \P#§ ?:W ith respect
to the topology we have: (@) C isthe closure ofC; (b) C and the convex
cwne oM ) generated by M are polar to one another.

A s an Inm ediate consequence of T heorem s 10 and 17 we prove T heorem
5.

Proof of Theorem 5. SihceM M ;;the inequality In (11) isproved
in Proposition 1. Consider the dual system (L ;L% and the topology on
L.SetG=C .From Theoram 17 we deduce N = (C )0=oo(M ) and
N;1=M .The assumptions of Theoram 10 are satis ed and then from (13)
we get

Nffx2RE x2C g=supfEq IR 2M g:

Proposition 18. Assume that ©O)< +1 .IfQy P,Q; P, x2
0;1);=x0:1+ I x)Qg, then

do , .
E — < +1 ifand onl if
dpP
d d
E & < +1 and E & <+1:
dp dp

Proof. The convexity of implies that E (%R +1 ifE (%QPi)<

+1 for i= 0;1: Converssly suppose that E (gr—9)< +1 .Fori= 0;1; we
have (%)ZLl@),sjnoe is convex and %ZLlﬂ?).Thereﬁ)rewe
only need to show the integrability of (%), which is trivially true if
#1)<+1 .If ¢*#1)=+1 then * isnondecreasingon (yo;+1 ) for

someyy> 0.From Q = xQ:1+ (1 x)Q0g wededuce
do; 1d0 1 xdQ, 1dQ

- ; Pas;
dp x dP x dP x dpP
dQ 1 dQ 1 do ;
+ _ + i
E — =E B leag,=ap yog TE ap Leao 1=ce > yog
1do
+ +
m ax +E T 5 = <+1
S v) < dp 901~ >yog
since, from the growth condition G ( ); we have ¥ (ﬁ—iﬁ) * (_ig ) +

0 1 - doo .
G+ 1)2L'@). S ilarly for 2°:

Let C be the closure of C with respect to the topology. Notei:hatE
is a convex cone and C L Ll(Q)jbra]lQ 2M :ThepolrofC wih
respect to the topology is given by

C_O, £2°2 1.O:E gz% Oﬁ)raJlZZEg L}r ®);
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shce LI C.
. —0
Proposition 19. If (0)< +1 ,then cofM g=C :

Proof. AIIQ 2M are -continuous linear fiinctionals, so that (for a
xed Q) theset fz2 Lo k] 0Ogis -—closed and i containsC .W e deduce
thatjfZZE,thenEQ[z] 0 forallQ 2M :SihceM jsoonvex,Loadmjts
the follow ing representation :

L= 202 1.1 @) :2%= zf zg; ; 0; 28;282M g:

W e clain that M =C_2, C_O\ funit sphere of L' @ )g. N ote that
—0
cC,=f0 P:0= @1+ )01 Qos 0; Q1;Q02 M

and 8z 2 E; Eg ] Og:

Obviously M C_S:soweoonsjderthecase > 0.IfQ ZES,then 8z2
E,EQ[Z] Oa.ndsoQ2M1:Itrenajnsonytod1ed<thatij2C_S,
then E ($2)<+1 .0, L+ )Q1 Qo thenQi= -0+ Qo=

xXQ+ (1 x)Qg;x= 1%2 (0;1), and the thesis Hllow s from P roposition 18.

T he follow ing theoram is proved In O], Theoram 3 adding to G ( ) the
assum ptions that is strictly convex and di erentiable. But the proof of
the theoram rem ains unchanged even w ithout these additional assum ptions.
Let

M )°, ff2L:EE] 08Q2M g:

Theorem 20. IfM \P#$6 ?, then
N 0
c = C" = (oM )):
02M

Proof of Theorem 17. Since cofM g= C_o,’chebjpo]arc_oO ofC is
given by:
C_OO , fz2 L :E [zzo] 0 orallz°2 C_Og
=fz2L:EsR] OPralQ2M g=C ;
by Theoram 20.From the bipolar theorem we deduce that C = C_OO =C
From cofM g= C_O we then get (cofM g)0= C and C )%= cofM g:

The boundednessof in a right neighborhood of 0 is essential in P ropo—
sitions 18 and 19 and in Theorem 17, as the follow ng exam ple show s.
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Example 21. The context isthe sam e ofExam pl 8.C onsider the func-
tion de ned by:

ny); on 0<y 1;

v°  3y+ 2; ony> 1:

Obviously, is strictly convex and di erentiable. T he point is that in this
m odelthereexistsa Q12 M 1,wih Q; notequivalent toP and w ith bounded
density: such a m easure has In nite generalized entropy, that is, Q 1 2M

For instance, Jet% =2 =2 (%;l].Then,pjck any Qo2 M :forexample,

take % equalto cir on J} (and consequently equal to & on J2), where
¢ is the nom alizing constant. C onsider now the convex combination Q * =

1 x)Qot xQ1,x2 (0;1): Since the follow ing Inequalities hold true
1 x)Qo QF (@ =x)Qg+ const;

Q* has nite generalized entropy, that is, Q * 2 M

Sinhce Q1 2M , to show that coM ) (@ )Oitjssucje_nttoshow
that 012 € ).t iscbviousthat Q12 Lin™M )=L%and C L'©Qq):
Recallthat C=C C° andEg [f] O ®rallQ2M and £2C .Sihce

FF2 FiE + L) wededuos, FE2C ,Eq, [F]= liny, 1Eqgx E] 0:

Remark 22. M otivated by the last lines of the previous exam ple, we
now m ake som e extra observations on the duality (L ;L o) .A swe have already
noted, the dual system m ay not be sgparated. T he consequence is that In
general we cannot put a topology  on L° which is com patble with the
duality (@;L9%, that is, such that the dual of @.% ) is exactly L (think
again ofthe caseswhen M 3= 1).

However, fwe de neon L the equivalence relation ,

f g i1 Eqgfl=Eqg bglorallQ 2M

and we de ne & to be the quotient of L w rt. the relation , then i can

be easily seen that & is a vector space w ith the coviously de ned sum and
scalar m ultiplication.

W e indicate w ith the quotient topology of (L; ) on L. It isnow a
sin ple exercise proving that, drall 2% and z°2 L% we have that zz°2
L'®) where z is a generic elem ent of the equivalence class ) and the
bilinear form vl ;7 , E zz% iswellde ned. Then (2;1L9 isa
dual system , it is separating and the topology on & is com patible. N ow
we also can endow LYw ith a topology  com patible w ith this new system .

W hen the condition (@©)< +1 is satis ed, we have that coM ) coin—
cideswih (¢—)° and therefore is  ~closed.

T he previous exam ple show s that this is not always the case when (0)
isin nite. In fact, xan 2 £ .Then, wih the sam e notation used before,
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;0*  tendsto ;01 whenx! 1.Now,ltting vary arbitrarily in
L wegetthat 0* tendsto Q! in the -topology.Therefore neitherM nor
coM ) is —<losed.

4. Com parison w ith the D elbaen {Schachemm ayer approach,when = id.
In their rem arkable paper [B], D ebaen and Schachem ayer introduced the
notions of feasible weight finction w for the process X and ofw -adm issble
Integrands for X to get the dualiy results stated below in Theorem 25.W e
recallhere som e oftheirde nitionsand resultsand we deferto [5], Section 5,
for theirm otivation and explanation. In the sequel it is always assum ed that
M1\ P#$6 ? .Note also that the tin e horizon T appearing throughout this
paper could be niteaswellas + 1 :the latter case willbe now considered.

Definition 23 (B], De nition 51). Ifw 1 is a random variable, if
there is Qg2 M \ P such that Eq,Ww]< 1 , then we say that the in-
tegrand H is w-adm issble if there exists som e nonnegative real num ber
c such that, Preach ekement Q 2M \ P and each t 0, we have that

H X9 EgbWFel
Definition 24 (B], De niion 54). A real random variable w 1 is
called a feasble weight fiinction for X if the follow ing hold:

(@) there is a strictly positive bounded predictable process such that
the m axin al finction of the R%wvalied stochastic integral X satis es
( X) w;

o) thereisanelkementQo2M \P suchthatEq, i< 1 .

A spointed out in the cited article, feasble weight functions do exist. Let
w be a feasble weight function for X and set
Ky, fTH X9 H isw-adm issblg;
f, , nffx2R¥f x2K, LYg;
M, , f02M EoWwl<1ag:
Theorem 25 (B], Theoram 55). Ifw isa feasblk weight function and
f is a random variablk such that £ w, then

16) f, = nffx2R¥ x2K, L%g= sup EgI[f]
Q2M 4 \P

and if the quantities are nite, the in mum isam inimum .

W e now com pare the super replication price fw of £ given in (16) wih
the weak super replication price fid of £ given in (10).
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T
The rst Important rem ark is that given a clain £ 2 QZMlL:L(Q)‘chen

fid isuniquely de ned and is not dependent on the agent. O n the contrary,
the super replication price ﬁ, , of the sam e claim f, will in general depend
on the di erent feasible weight functions w selected by the investor. Indeed,
wa depends on how much one is ready to lose in the trading. By adm itting
bigger losses, this price decreases, aswe w ill show in the exam ple in Section
41.0nlky adm itting the know ledge of a feasble weight fiinction w ; the super
replication price fw of those clain s £ satisfying £ w is uniquely de ned
and (16) may be applied.
Iff2 QZMlLl(Q), then by sin ply consideringw (£) , w _ £ (Where
f isthe negative part of f) we obtain a fBaSJb%e welight function such that
f w (f).Therefore, for each given clain f 2 QZMlLl(Q)wecana]ways
nd at least one suitable feasible weight w ¢ so that we can apply the duality
formula (16) to the couple £; w¢ to get the particular super replication price
From (16), (10) and Rem ark 2, we get

\
£2 L'Q) =) fu= sup Eq [f] sip  Eg [Fl= £, .:

02M 02M 1\P Q2M ;i \P

In B] it is also proved that M \ P isdense n M ; \ P (P roposition 4.7)
and that M , \P isdensein M \ P (Corollary 5.13). Unbrtunately, in
spite of the density properties, we cannot apply the dom inated convergence
theorem , as done In Rem ark 2. A s shown In Exam plk 29, the weak super
rep lication price fid can be strictly greater than wa ¢) (orthan wa w ith any
w feasble with £ w).

41. Dependence on w . First recall that for locally bounded processes,
as those we w ill consider in this section, the sets M ; of separating m easures
and M of -martingale measures are equal and coincide w ith the set of
Iocalm artingalem easures.HenceM 1, , fQ 2M 1 Eo WI< 1 g=M , and
M may replace M (and vice versa) in any subsequent form ulas.

W ith the next exam plewe provide evidence ofthe dependence ofthe super
replication price f,, from the fasble weight function w and of a situation
In which
am) sup Eg [£E]> sup Eqg [£]:

Q2M \P Q2M ; \P
Exampl 514 in B] was exactly Intended to prove the previous inequaliy,
but, aswe now explain, it isnot correct. The clain f and the feasble weight
function w1, Introduced in the next exam ple, are exactly those considered in
Exampl 514 In Bl. However, we willprove In item 5 below [see also (23)]
that, contrary to the assertion (2) m ade after Exam ple 5.14 in [B], the two
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supram a In (17) coincide for such £ and w; . For the validity of the strict
nequality n (17) (orin [B], 6.1)) we have to use a di erent weight function
(Wo) and to exploit the peculiar feature (see Lemm a 27) of a positive strict
local m artingale X under P, which adm is a probability measure Q P
such that X 2H? Q).

Example 26. On a suitable stochastic basis ( ; E +)t ;P ) there exist:

(@) a continuous process S satisfying Sgp= 0 such thatP 2 M ; \ P,where
M ; is the set of separating m easures for S ;

L) two S—EaSJbI]ewejght functionswq, and wy;

(© achin £2 4, L'Q) satisfying £ wq, £ Woj

such that:

1.w12TQ2MlLl(Q),sothatM w, =M =Mgq;

2. S isuniform ¥ bounded from above and is a subm artingale foreach Q 2
Ma;

. S isnot amartingale underP and Ep 51 1> 0;

.8R2M 4,,S isan R-uniform ly integrable m artingalk and Ex [S; ]= 0;
. f\idz f\w1> fAWZ= 0.

IS OV]

o

To dem onstrate this exam ple, we need a result based on a slight m od—
i cation of the example In [6], Section 2, to which we refer for a detailed
construction.

W e call
Li, exp B+t %t)
and
2
@) a
(18) N, , exp aW ¢ Et ;

where a isa positive real constant and B ;W ) isa standard two-din ensional
B rownian m otion on a stochasticbasis ( ; F ¢)o ¢ +1 ;P ).W e assum e that
the Xration F is the augm entation of the natural one, f M ), Induced
by B;W ).Both L and N @ are positive, strict P <ocalm artingales. T hen,
de ne the stopping tin es

19) , fftic= 3g;
20) @, infrey ' = 2g:
N otice that

= nfftP.  3t= bgzg;

log2
t= _g ;

a
(a)=jnf tj’\]t 5
a



20 S.BIAGINIAND M .FRITTELLI

so these tw 0 stopping tin es are passage tin es of B row nian m otion w ith drift.
Now de ne the stopped processesXx @, L~ @ andy @, o @)~ @
and the probability m easure Q @, vi* p.
The Pllow Ing result is analogous to Theoram 2.1 of [6], but the Intro-
duction of the parameter a in (18) allowsusto add iftem (d).W hen a= 1,
Lemm a 27 reduces to Theorem 21 of 6]l.However, X @) isnotmH2Q V).

Lemma 27. (@) Foreverya> 0,theprocessX @ isa continuous strict
lcalm artingale under P and X 1(a) > 0a.s., X 0(a) =1,Ep K 1(a)]< 1.
(o) For every a> 0; the process Y @ is a continuous unifom ly bounded
integrable m artingalk, that is strictly positive on [0;+ 1 1.
(©) Foreverya> 0, theprocess X @ isa uniom ¥ integrablk m artingale
under Q @,
d) X @ pebngsto H?Q ®) i a® 8.

Proof. W eonly need to prove item (d) since the rst three points can
be easily checked as In Theorem 2.1 of [6]. For sin plicity of notation the
dependence on a is dropped.

By de nition, X isin H 20) i Eo X i ]< +1 .Taking into account
the positiviy of the processes, an application of D oob’s optional sam pling
theoram to the P -uniform Iy integrable m artingale N  leads to

EgX i ]J=E[N; hhi~ J=EN HLi~ ]

and, thanks to the lndependence of (L; ) and , the last term becom es
Z
@1) 2 res1gUOE ML (oldP (19):
Let usthen analyze E L1 ~¢]: it isequalto E ELZAt] because Lt is a square
Integrable m artingale. By the G irsanov theoram we can w rite
EHL.i~=E L% J=E xpf2B ~¢  ~tgl=E kxpf * tgj;

w here the last expectation is taken under the unique probability P on F F
such that B,)r= B, 2r), isa standard Brownian motion.W ith such a

change ofm easure, = jnffr§r+ §r= log2g and the law of on (0;+1 ]
underP is given by
E)=p—iexp b v dt+ 1 exp (b FbI)" ;
(2 t3) 2t f+1 gr

where =§;b= log2; that is, it consists of the sum of two positive m ea—
sures, the st ac.wih respect to the Lebesgue m easure on (0;+1 ) wih
density

PJ b b

22 fit)= p=——=
@2) © P t3)eXp .
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and the second beingan atom in+1 wihmassl exp (b Jb) (see [L6],

page 196). Then
Z

et E expf ~tgl= & f(s)ds+ %et %et;

and the quantity In (21) is nite ifand only ifE [ ¢ <41 ge 1< 1 .Using

thedensity £ () in (22),with = 2;b= 23%;ofthe absolutely continuous
part ofthe law of underP ,we get
Z
- ] *1 L (og2)=a (log2)=a+ (@=2)t)* gt
e |= e P———— eXpP
f<+1lg 0 (2 t3) 2t

and the integralis nitei a? 8.

Remark 28. Sin ilar resuls can be cbtained by replacing the constant
5 In (19) with any 0< ¢ < 1 and the constant 2 in (20) with any ¢ > 1.
Example 29 (Conthued). Fix any a> 0 and take X , X @;P;Q ,
0 @ asde ned before Lemm a 27.

WedeneS=1 X .ThenP 2M ;.W enotethatSy= 0and S isbounded
from above, so that H = 1 isa \usual' adm issble integrand. Under each
R 2M4, S isa supem artingal and hence S is a subm artingale.

We take £ = S; as the clain to be evaluated. W e are iIn a continuous
context, soaw 1 is feasble as soon as there existsameasureR 2M { \ P
such that Eg W ]is nie.

Firstwe considerw; = 1+ X1 :Notethat £ w1 and that wq is feasble,
since it is integrable forallR 2 M ; by construction.Note that when a= 1
this setting is precisely the one considered in Exam ple 5.14 of B]. T hen the
duality formula (16) can be applied to fand we have, recalling Rem ark 2,
23)  fu= swp Erlfl= sip Egrlfl=1£,, Ep[]>O:

R2M {\P R2M u, \P
A s a consequence of the last nequality, H = 1 isNOT wi-adm issbl. If it
were S= (1 S) would becom e a supem artingale (this in plication derives
from P roposition 33 in [L]aswellas from Theorem 53 In [B]) undereach R 2
M 1 and hence a m artingale: thiswould Inply Ep [f]= 0.Another argum ent
is that, using the duality in (16), f(wl) 0, a contradiction.

W enow considerw, = X )Z,Whereti=_supfj>(sjj) s tg= supfX P
s tg.Now weneed to assumethata 2 2:

Then w, is certainly Q -integrable py the Burkholder{D avis{G undy in—
equalities, wo 2 ! @©); it isnot In ! P ), because otherw ise X would be a
P square integrable m artingale]: so, w, also is feasible and clearly f Wy,
Now we get

fu,= sip Er[]=0
R2M 15 ,\ P
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because under these R we obviously have

Se=1 X Er WoF )

that is, H = 1 is wy-adm issbl and henceforth S is an R -m artingale. The
crucialpoint thatM 14, \P$% ? was shown in Lemm a 27, item 4.
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