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In an incom plete m arketthepriceofa claim f in generalcannot

beuniquely identi�ed by noarbitrageargum ents.However,the\clas-

sical" superreplication priceisa sensibleindicatorofthe(m axim um

selling)value ofthe claim .W hen f satis�escertain pointwise condi-

tions (e.g.,f is bounded from below),the super replication price is

equalto supQ E Q [f],whereQ varieson thewholesetofpricing m ea-

sures.Unfortunately,thisprice isoften too high:a typicalsituation

ishere discussed in the exam ples.

W ethusde�nethelessexpensiveweak superreplication price and

we relax the requirem entson f by asking justfor\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

turns out that the weak super replication price off coincides with

supQ 2 M �
E Q [f],whereM � istheclassofpricing m easureswith �nite

generalized entropy (i.e.,E [�(
dQ

dP
)]< 1 )and where � isthe convex

conjugate ofthe utility function ofthe investor.

1. Introduction. W einvestigatethesuperreplication priceofcontingent

claim s in incom plete m arkets where gains from trading m ay take any real

value.Forclaim sf which arebounded from below,theclassicalsuperrepli-

cation price isequalto

sup
Q 2M 1

E Q [f];(1)

whereM 1 isthesetofallpricingm easures.Forclaim swhich areunbounded

from below,however,the above suprem um m ay be strictly lower than the

superreplication price.
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2 S.BIAG INIAND M .FRITTELLI

O neofthem ain resultsofthepaperisa representation ofthesuprem um

(1)for unbounded claim s in term s ofa \weak superreplication price" f̂�,

which allowsvariablesfrom a slightly widerclassthan theusualoneofter-

m inalvalues from adm issible integrands.This naturalclass C� (see [15])

was�rstexplicitly introduced by Frittelli(see[8,9]).TheclassC� depends

on a convex function �:(0;+ 1 )! R which norm ally (seeRem ark 7)repre-

sentsthe conjugate function ofa utility function u.W e willassum e that�

satis�esa growth condition thatisshown to beequivalentto the condition

ofreasonable asym ptotic elasticity ofu in thesense ofSchacherm ayer[19].

W edenoteby M � , fQ 2 M 1:E [�(
dQ

dP
)]< 1 g thesetofpricingm easures

with �nitegeneralized entropy.Theactualresultobtained (see Theorem 5)

isthatif�(0)< 1 and thereexistsan equivalentpricingm easurewith �nite

generalized entropy,then forclaim s f (forwhich the LHS m ake sense,but

which m ay beunbounded from below)wehave

sup
Q 2M �

E Q [f]= inffx 2 Rjf � x 2 C�g, f̂�:(2)

Therepresentation of(1)isthen a corollary,setting �= id:

W e provide an exam ple ofan unbounded claim where the weak super

replication price f̂id isstrictly lessthan theclassicalsuperreplication price

f̂.

The paperis based on the appropriate selection ofthe spaces forwhich

thefollowing duality holdstrue:if�(0)< 1 (and thereexistsan equivalent

pricing m easure in M �),then the cones C� and co(M � ) are polar to one

another.

However,if�(0)isin�nite,then co(M �)� (C�)
0
with possibly strictin-

clusion.W egivean exam plewhereindeed theinclusion isstrictand co(M �)

isnotclosed.

Finally,wedevelop acom parison between theduality relation obtained by

Delbaen and Schacherm ayer[5]and ourswhen �= id.Itturnsoutthat the

superreplication price f̂w oftheclaim f,asde�ned in [5],dependsexplicitly

on an unbounded weightfunction w;which representsthem axim um lossthe

investor is willing to face.Instead,our weak super replication price f̂id is

equalforalltheagentsin the given m arket.

Ifone isinterested in taking into accountthe investor’s attitude toward

risk,we suggest f̂� as a suitable super replication price,since it has the

advantage ofbeing explicitly linked to theutility function.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.

Section 1 hasthree sections:the �rstcontainsthe generalsetup and the

preciseform ulationsofourresults;in thesecond weexplain how theprefer-

encesoftheinvestorsaretaken into consideration and therelationsbetween

u and �;thethird isdevoted totwobasicexam plesin which classicalduality

fails.
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In Section 2 we give an abstract duality relation,which is used in the

proofsofthem ain results,and wealso providea new proofoftherepresen-

tation ofthesuperreplication priceforbounded-from -below claim s.

In Section 3 we build up a proper dualsystem ,so that we obtain the

polarity between C� and co(M �)and we prove (2).

W e end with Section 4,which containsthe com parison between f̂id and

f̂w:

1.1. The m odeland the results. O urstarting pointisthe generalsem i-

m artingalem odelofa �nancialm arketasde�ned by Delbaen and Schacher-

m ayer[5].

Let(
;F ;(F t)t2[0;T];P )bea �ltered probability space,whereweassum e

that the �ltration satis�es the usualassum ptions ofright continuity and

com pleteness,and let P be the class ofprobability m easures equivalent to

P .

TheRd-valued c�adl�ag sem im artingaleX = (X t)t2[0;T]representsthe(dis-

counted)priceprocessofd tradeable assets.

An R
d-valued predictable processH = (H t)t2[0;T] iscalled an adm issible

trading strategy ifH isX -integrableand thereexistsa constantc2 R such

that,forallt2 [0;T];
Rt
0
H s� dXs � � c,P -a.s.The�nancialinterpretation of

cisa �nitecreditlinewhich theinvestorm ustrespectin hisorhertrading.

Thisbounded-from -below restriction on the stochastic integraltracesback

to thework ofHarrison and Pliska [13]and itisnow a standard assum ption

in the literature (see [4]).

W e denote by L0 [resp. L1 ; L1(P )] the space of P -a.s. �nite (resp.

P -essentially bounded,P -integrable)random variableson (
;F ),with L 1
+

(resp.L1+ ) the cone ofP -a.s.nonnegative random variables in L1 (resp.

L1),with Lbb theconeofessentially bounded from below random variables,

with C
P
theclosureofa setC � L1(P )in theL1(P )norm topology.De�ne

K ,

�Z
T

0

H s� dXsjH isadm issible

�

� L
bb
;

C , (K � L
0
+ )\ L

1
:

K is the cone ofallclaim s that are replicable,at zero initialcost,via ad-

m issible trading strategies.Theset

(K � L
0
+ )= ff 2 L0:9g2 K s.t.g� f P -a.s.g

isthecone ofallclaim sin L0 thatcan bedom inated by a replicable claim ,

hence isthe cone ofsuper-replicable claim s.Consequently C , (K � L0+ )\

L1 is the cone of bounded super-replicable claim s.In Section 3 we will

considertheclosureC ofC undera particulartopology:then C isthecone

ofclaim sthatcan be\approxim ated" by bounded super-replicableclaim s.
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De�ne

M 1 , fQ � P :K � L
1(Q )and E Q [g]� 0 forallg2 K g;(3)

M , fz2 L1(P ):E [zg]� 0 8g2 C g� L
1
+ (P ):(4)

The elem ents in M 1 are called separating probability m easures.W e willof-

ten identify probability m easuresQ ,absolutely continuouswith respectto

P ,with their Radon{Nikodym derivatives
dQ

dP
2 L1(P ).Note that (see [2],

Lem m a 1.1 fordetails)

M 1 = fQ � P :E Q [g]� 0 8g2 C g
(5)

= fz2 M jE [z]= 1g

and thatifX isbounded (resp.locally bounded),then

M 1 = fQ � P :X isa (Q ;(F t)t2[0;T])m artingale (resp.localm artingale)g;

that is, M 1 is the set of P -absolutely continuous m artingale (resp.local

m artingale)m easures.In general,forpossibly unbounded X ,M 1 isthe set

ofP -absolutely continuousprobabilitiessuch thattheadm issiblestochastic

integrals are superm artingales.W hat is m ore (see [5],Proposition 4:7) if

M 1 \ P 6= ? ,then the setM � ofabsolutely continuous �-m artingale proba-

bilitiesisnotem pty and M � isdensein M 1 forthetotalvariation topology.

Them ain topicofthispaperistheanalysisofthesuper replication price

f̂ ofa claim f 2 L0,de�ned by

f̂ , inffx 2 Rj9g2 K s.t.x+ g� f P -a.s.g

= inffx 2 Rjf � x 2 (K � L
0
+ )g:

This subject was originally studied by ElK arouiand Q uenez [7];see also

K aratzas[15]and the references cited there.W e willm ainly dealwith the

resultson thissubjectprovided by Delbaen and Schacherm ayer (year?).If

f 2 L1(Q )forallQ 2 M 1,then

f̂ = inf

(

x 2 R

�
�
�f � x2 (K � L

0
+ )

\

Q 2M 1

L
1(Q )

)

(6)

= inf

(

x 2 R

�
�
�f � x2

\

Q 2M 1

(K � L
1
+ (Q ))

)

since,forallQ 2 M 1;(K � L0+ )\ L
1(Q )= (K � L1+ (Q )):

Iff 2 Lbb,then

f̂ = inffx 2 Rjf � x 2 (K � L
0
+ )\ L

bbg= inffx 2 Rjf � x 2 Cbbg;
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where

Cbb, (K � L
0
+ )\ L

bb
:

Itiseasy to see that f̂ dom inatessupQ 2M 1
E Q [f]:

Proposition 1. IfM 1 6= ? and ifeither f 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q ) or f 2 Lbb,

then

sup
Q 2M 1

E Q [f]� f̂:(7)

Proof. Forallx 2 R such thatf� x2 (K � L0+ )wehave0� supQ 2M 1
E Q [f�

x]= supQ 2M 1
E Q [f]� x: �

R emark 2. If N is a convex set of probability m easures absolutely

continuouswith respectto P and ifN \ P 6= ? ,then itiseasy to show that

iff 2
T
Q 2N L1(Q )oriff 2 Lbb,then

sup
Q 2N

E Q [f]= sup
Q 2N \P

E Q [f]:(8)

In fact,let Q 0 2 N and Q 1 2 N \ P:take the convex com binations Q x =

(1� x)Q 0 + xQ 1;x 2 [0;1]. If x ! 0;then
dQ x

dP
!

dQ 0

dP
in L1(P ) and also

P -alm ost surely.In case f 2 Lbb;equality (8) is a sim ple consequence of

Fatou’s lem m a.In case f 2
T

Q 2N L1(Q ),we have jfj
dQ x

dP
� jfj(

dQ 0

dP
+

dQ 1

dP
)

and so the dom inated convergence theorem can be applied.Therefore,in

whatfollows(Theorem 3,Corollary 4,Theorem 5 and Proposition 6)itwill

beequivalentto take the suprem um overthesetsM 1 (M �)oroverM 1 \ P

(M � \ P):

Delbaen and Schacherm ayerproved ([5],Theorem 5.10)thatin (7)equal-

ity holdsiff isbounded from below:

T heorem 3. IfM 1 \ P 6= ? and iff 2 Lbb,then

f̂ = sup
Q 2M 1

E Q [f]:(9)

A new proofofthisresultisgiven in Section 2.1.

Iff 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q ),(9) does not hold true anym ore,when f̂ is given

in (6).To obtain a correct dualform ula,we m ust replace in (6) the set
T
Q 2M 1

(K � L1+ (Q ))with
T
Q 2M 1

K � L1+ (Q )
Q
, Cid,thatis,with the clo-

sureofC underan appropriatetopology (seeTheorem 17).Asaconsequence

ofTheorem 5 below,with �= id,we deducethefollowing.
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C orollary 4. IfM 1 \ P 6= ? and iff 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q ),then

f̂id , inf

(

x 2 R

�
�
�f � x 2

\

Q 2M 1

K � L1+ (Q )
Q

)

= sup
Q 2M 1

E Q [f]:(10)

W e shallcallf̂id the weak super replication price off.In Exam ple 8 of

Section 1.3 we show thatitispossiblethat f̂id < f̂.

The introduction ofthe convex function � willallow us to present our

results in a m ore generalfram ework and to link the interpretation ofthe

weak superreplication pricewith thepreferencesofan investorrepresented

by hisorherutility function.Thisanalysisisprovided in Section 1.2.

Throughoutthe paperwe m ake the following assum ption.

A ssumption. The function �:(0;+ 1 )! R isconvex and satis�esthe

following growth condition:

G (�):8[� 0;�1]� (0;+ 1 )there exist� > 0;� > 0 such that

�+ (�y)� ��+ (y)+ �(y+ 1)8y> 0;8� 2 [�0;�1]:

Fora detailed discussion ofthiscondition and itsrelation with thecondi-

tion,introduced by Schacherm ayer [19],ofreasonable asym ptotic elasticity

oftheutility function we deferto [10].Set�(0)= lim y#0�(y)and de�ne:

M � ,

�

Q 2 M 1:�

�
dQ

dP

�

2 L1(P )

�

:

In Exam ple8,where� istheidentity function id and so M � = M 1,wewill

show thatiff 2
T
Q 2M �

L1(Q ),then itm ay happen that

inf

(

x 2 R

�
�
�f � x 2

\

Q 2M �

(K � L
1
+ (Q ))

)

> sup
Q 2M �

E Q [f]:

Theexam plesin Section 1.3 and thenexttheorem ,proved in Section 3,are

them ain contributionsofthepaper.O uraim isexactly thatofprovidingthe

correct interpretation and the dualrepresentation ofsupQ 2M �
E Q [f],even

when itisstrictly lessthan f̂.

T heorem 5. If�(0)< + 1 ,M � \ P 6= ? and f 2
T

Q 2M �
L1(Q ),then

f̂� , inf

(

x 2 R

�
�
�f � x 2

\

Q 2M �

K � L1+ (Q )
Q

)

= sup
Q 2M �

E Q [f]� f̂:(11)
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Asalreadym entioned,in Theorem 17wewillshow that
T
Q 2M �

K � L1+ (Q )
Q
=

C = C�;where C istheclosure ofC underan appropriatetopology.

As a consequence ofTheorem 1.1 ofK abanov and Stricker [14]we also

have

Proposition 6. IfM � \ P 6= ? and f 2 Lbb,then

f̂ = sup
Q 2M 1

E Q [f]= sup
Q 2M �

E Q [f]= f̂�:

Proof. By de�nition,iff 2 L bb,then f̂� � f̂.Asin theproofofPropo-

sition 1 we also get supQ 2M �
E Q [f]� f̂�.The growth condition G (�) is

weakerthan thecondition used in Corollary 1.4 of[14],sinceG (�)doesnot

require that �(0)< + 1 .Nevertheless,itcan be shown,as in the proofof

Corollary 1.4 of[14],thatthecondition G (�)and Theorem 1.1 of[14]im ply

sup
Q 2M �

E Q [f]= sup
Q 2M 1

E Q [f] iff 2 Lbb:(12)

Hence,from (9),we get f̂ = supQ 2M 1
E Q [f]= supQ 2M �

E Q [f]� f̂� � f̂. �

In Exam ple 9 we willshow thatthe equality f̂� = f̂ m ay notbe true for

claim sthatarenotbounded from below.

1.2. Taking preferences into account. In incom plete m arkets,itm ay be

usefulto take into account the preferences ofthe investor.This naturally

leads to the speci�cation ofa utility function u,which we assum e to be

strictly concave,increasing and �nite valued on the whole R.The related

standard utility m axim ization problem

sup
g2K

E [u(x + g)]; x 2 R;

in generaldoesnotadm itan optim alsolution in K (see [19]).In the dual-

ity theory approach to this problem a crucialrole is played by the convex

conjugate ofu,which we denote by �:

�(y), sup
x2R

fu(x)� xyg; y> 0:

Note thatthecondition �(0)< + 1 assum ed in Theorem 5 isequivalentto

the requirem entthatthe utility function isbounded from above.

R emark 7. Thefunction �= id istheconvex conjugateofthefunction

u:R ! R [ f� 1 g de�ned by

u(x)=

�
0; ifx = � 1;

� 1 ; otherwise,
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which is not increasing on R.In this case � cannot be interpreted as the

conjugate ofa \utility" function.

Itwas�rstshown in [2]thatif

sup
g2K

E [u(x + g)]< u(+ 1 );

then the fundam entalduality relation

sup
g2K

E [u(x + g)]= m in
Q 2M �

m in
�> 0

�x+ E

�

�

�

�
dQ

dP

��

holdstrue,withoutany furtherassum ption on theutility function.Forwhat

concerns econom ic considerations,Frittelli [9]suggested a clear �nancial

interpretation for the class M � ofthose separating m easures having �nite

generalized entropy.In fact,�x Q 2 M 1 and considertheproblem

UQ (x), supfE [u(x + g)]jg2 L1(Q );E Q [g]� 0;u� (x+ g)2 L1(P )g:

This is precisely the utility m axim ization problem we would face ifwe se-

lected Q aspricing m easure.W hen G (�)issatis�ed,then (see[9],Proposi-

tion 4)Q belongsto M � ifand only if

UQ (x)< u(+ 1 ) forallx 2 R:

M ore explicitly this m eans that pricing by Q 2 M � guarantees that the

investorcannotreach hisorherm axim um possibleutility,u(+ 1 ),starting

with an arbitrarily low initialendowm ent x.Therefore it m akes sense to

work with M �,astheclassofpricing m easureswhich m akesthem odelfree

ofthistypesofutility based arbitrage opportunities.

1.3. Exam ples. In Exam ple8 weshow thatf̂id < f̂ and in Exam ple9 we

show a case where f̂� < f̂,when � isnotthe identity function.

Example 8. W e denote by In theinterval(
1
2n
; 1

2n� 1]and by J
1
n and by

J2n itstwo halves(1
2n
; 3

2n+ 1]and (
3

2n+ 1;
1

2n� 1],respectively.

W e considerthe following one-period m odel:(
;(F 0;F1);P ),where 
 is

the interval(0;1],F0 = �fInjn 2 N0g,F1 = �fJinji= 1;2 and n 2 N0g and

P isthe restriction ofthe Lebesgue m easure to F1.TheprocessX isgiven

by X (0)= 0 and

X (1)=

�
n; on J1n;

� n2; on J2n:

ThesetK 0 willbethe setofallstochastic integralswith respectto pre-

dictableprocesses,with no adm issibility restrictions.Herethissetissim ply

f�X (1)j� F 0-m easurableg and � isidenti�ed by thesequence(�n)n� 1 ofits
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valueson theintervalsIn.Thestructureofelem entsin K can now beeasily

described.By �xing a creditlevelc2 R,which wem ay assum enonnegative,

we have,foralln 2 N0,

0� �n �
c

n2
if�n � 0;

0� � �n �
c

n
if�n � 0:

Thereforethesequence�n tendsto zero,independently ofthesign assum ed

on each In.Since X is unbounded,we are not allowed to buy or sellone

unitoftherisky investm entX ,and hence X (1)isnota replicable claim .

W earenow ready toanalyzeM 1.Every Q 2 M 1 isidenti�ed byitsdensity

on Jin,denoted by qi(n).From the de�nition ofM 1 in (3)we see thateach

Q 2 M 1 ischaracterized by

X

n� 1

q1(n)+ q2(n)

2n+ 1
= 1 and q1(n)= nq2(n) 8n � 1;

which im ply in particularthat
P

n� 1
(n+ 1)q2(n)

2n+ 1 is�nite.Forlaterconsidera-

tions,weobservealsothatX (1)isnotintegrableforevery Q 2 M 1.Consider

now theclaim

f =

�
1; on J1n;

� n; on J2n:

Itisevidentthatf 2 L1(Q )and E Q [f]= 0 forany Q 2 M 1.By using the

duality relation in (10),we see that the weak super replication price off

isequalto zero:f̂id = 0.However,f̂ = 1.Indeed ifwe try to write f � x as

�X (1)� h with � adm issible and h nonnegative,we obtain that,forevery

n � 1,the following m usthold:

1= n�n � h1(n)+ x;

� n = � n2�n � h2(n)+ x;

wherehi(n)standsforthevalueofh on J
i
n.Clearly thesecond equation can

bealwayssatis�ed,provided thatwe choose h2(n)big enough.

Then analyzing the�rstone we get

h1(n)= n�n + x� 1� 0 8n;

thatis,x � 1� n�n.Now,if(�n)n isde�nitely negative,we obviously get

x � 1.In case�n � 0in�nitely m any tim es,forthese�n wehave0� �n �
c

n2

and so n�n is in�nitesim al,when nonnegative.The consequence is again

x � 1.Since (f � 1)2 � L0+ ,then f̂ � 1 and therefore f̂ = 1.

Thedi�erencebetween thesetwosuperreplication pricesisduetothefact

that f is equalto (1;1
2
;1
3
;:::;1

n
;:::)X (1),which is in K 0 \

T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q ).
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Undereach Q 2 M 1,thisclaim can bearbitrarily wellL1(Q )-approxim ated

by claim sin theform :(1;1
2
;1
3
;:::;1

n
;0;0;:::)X (1),which arein K and have

zero cost.W hen werequire theusualstronger,pointwise condition f � x =

�X (1)� h,weobtain,dueto the \arti�cial" adm issibility requirem ent,the

highervalue f̂ = 1.

Thedi�erencebetween theweak and theclassicalsuperreplication prices

becom esm oreevidentifweconsidertheclaim (kf)with k2 R positiveand

arbitrarily large.Reasoning exactly as before,we get d(kf)= k.Selling at

such an expensivepricecould bedi�cult,whereastheweaksuperreplication

price d(kf)
id
isstillzero.Thedrawback isthatin thiscaseonehasto accept

thepossibility ofonly approxim ating (kf� x)via bounded super-replicable

claim sin C .

Example 9. Consider the sam e setup as in Exam ple 8 and choose

�(y)= y 2,for y� 0.Ifwe take X (1) as the claim under consideration,it

israthereasy to see that [X (1)= + 1 ,while supQ 2M 1
E Q [X (1)]isnoteven

wellde�ned.

In spite ofthese negative facts,the condition E [�(
dQ

dP
)]< + 1 im plies

that
P

n� 1

(n2+ 1)q2
2
(n)

2n+ 1 is�nite,thusfnq2(n)2
� (n+ 1)=2gn 2 l

2.By theobvious

rem ark fn2� (n+ 1)=2gn 2 l
2,we get

X

n� 1

n2q2(n)

2n+ 1
< + 1 ;

which,up toaconstant,isjusttheQ -integrability condition on X (1).There-

fore,X (1)isintegrableforevery Q 2 M � and theintegraliszero.Sum m ing

up,we have

[X (1)
�
= sup

Q 2M �

E Q [X (1)]= 0< [X (1)= + 1 :

2. Abstract form ulation. Recall that a subset G of a vector space is

a convex cone if x;y 2 G im plies that �x + �y 2 G for all�;� � 0.Let

L � X ;L0� X 0betwo convex conesin two vectorspacesX and X 0:Let

h� ;� i:L � L
0! R [ f+ 1 g

be a \positive bilinear" form ; that is, both applications x ! hx;x0i and

x0! hx;x0i are additive,positively hom ogeneous and equalto 0 at 0.W e

shallsethx;x0i, x0(x);for x 2 L and x02 L0:W ith respectto (L;L0;h� ;� i)

we de�nethepolarG 0 and the bipolarG 00 ofa convex cone G by

G
0
, fz2 L0jz(g)� 0 8g2 G g;

G
00
, fg2 Ljz(g)� 0 8z2 G 0g:
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W e assum e that there exists an elem ent,denoted by 1;such that 1 2 L

and � 1 2 L:

T heorem 10. LetG � L bea convexconesatisfying G 00 = G and � 1 2

G :IfthesetN 1 , fz2 G 0jz(1)= 1g isnotem pty,then forallf 2 L wehave

f̂ , inffx 2 Rjf � x1 2 G g= supfz(f)jz2 N 1g:(13)

In case f̂ < + 1 ,itisa m inim um .

Proof. Firstnotethatsince1 2 L and � 1 2 L;then from z(0)= 0 and

theadditivity ofallz2 L0wededucethat� 1 < z(� 1)= � z(1)< + 1 and

z(f � x1)iswellde�ned forallz2 L 0;f 2 L and x2 R.Hence z(f � x1)=

z(f)� x forallz2 N 1 and x 2 R.G iven f 2 L setf� , supfz(f)jz2 N 1g�

+ 1 .

Forallx 2 R such that(f� x1)2 G wehave0� supfz(f� x1)jz2 N 1g=

supfz(f)jz2 N 1g� x and hence f� � f̂.

To provethat f̂ � f� wem ay assum ethatf� < + 1 and itissu�cientto

show that(f � f�1)2 G :De�ne

N , G
0 = fz2 L0jz(g)� 0 8g2 G g(14)

and N 0 , fz2 N jz(1)= 0g,so thatN =
S
�> 0 �N 1 [ N 0.

By de�nition off�;� 1 < z(f � f�1)� 0 forallz2 N 1.Letz0 2 N 0 and

note thatifz2 N 1,then (z+ �z0)2 N 1 forall� > 0 and

0� (z+ �z0)(f � f
�
1)= z(f � f

�
1)+ �z0(f) forall� > 0:

This im plies �z0(f)� � z(f � f�1)< + 1 for all� > 0 and so z0(f)� 0.

Hence,z0(f� f�1)= z0(f)� 0 forallz0 2 N 0.Therefore,z(f� f�1)� 0 for

allz2 N and we deduce that(f � f�1)belongsto the polarofN ;thatis,

itbelongsto G 00 = G . �

R emark 11. Note thatthe assum ption thatN 1 isnotem pty excludes

that1 = 0:In ourapplicationsofTheorem 10,we willalwaysconsiderL �

L0;L0� L1(P );G willalways be a convex cone containing � L1+ ,which

im pliesthatN , G 0 � L1+ ,and theelem ent1 willbetheindicatorfunction

of
.Asa consequence ofthese conditions,N 0 = f0g.

R emark 12. If(L;L0)isa dualsystem ofvectorspacesand if� isany

topology com patible with (L;L0);then the bipolartheorem ,applied to the

locally convex topologicalvectorspace(L;�);guaranteesG00 = G ,whenever

G isa convex �-closed set.
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2.1. ProofofTheorem 3.

D efinition 13 (see[4,18]). A subsetC � L0 isFatou closed ifforevery

sequence fn 2 C thatisuniform ly bounded from below and thatconverges

P -a.s.to f,we have f 2 C:

W ecollectin thefollowing theorem som erelevantresultstaken from Del-

baen and Schacherm ayer(see [4,5]).

T heorem 14. (a)IfD � L0 isa convex Fatou closed set,then D \ L1

is �(L1 ;L1)-closed ([4],Theorem 4.2).

(b)IfM 1\ P 6= ? ,then (K � L0+ )isFatou closed ([4],Theorem 4.2,and

[5],Theorem 4.1).

In [3]a bipolartheorem for(L0+ ;L
0
+ )isshown to hold,provided thatthe

bilinearform h� ;� iisallowed to take the value + 1 .The proofofTheorem

15(a)isbased on the proofofthe sim plerbipolartheorem for(Lbb;L1+ )in

[12].

T heorem 15. (a)IfCbb isFatou closed,then Cbb= (Cbb)
00:

(b)In particular ifM 1 \ P 6= ? ,then Cbb= (Cbb)
00:

Proof. Byde�nition,(C bb)
0
, fz2 L1+ :E [zf]� 08f 2 Cbbgand (Cbb)

00
,

ff 2 Lbb:E [zf]� 0 8z2 (Cbb)
0g:

(a) Clearly Cbb � (Cbb)
00:To show that (Cbb)

00 � Cbb suppose by con-

tradiction that there exists f 2 (Cbb)
00 and f =2 Cbb.Then fn , (f ^ n)2

(Cbb)
00 \ L1 ,fn "f P -a.s.and fn isuniform ly bounded from below.Since

Cbb is Fatou closed and f =2 Cbb,then there exists n0 such that fn0 =2 Cbb:

Since the setCbb\ L
1 isconvex and �(L1 ;L1)-closed [see Theorem 14(a)]

and fn0 =2 Cbb\ L
1 the separation theorem in (L1 ;�(L1 ;L1)) guarantees

the existence ofz2 L1 such that

E [zg]� 0 8g2 Cbb\ L
1 and E [zfn0]> 0:

Since� L1+ � Cbb\ L
1 wehavez2 L1+ .W enow show thatz2 (Cbb)

0;which

isin contradiction with fn0 2 (Cbb)
00 and E [zfn0]> 0:For each ~g2 Cbb we

set gn , (~g^ n):Then gn 2 Cbb \ L1 ,gn " ~g,P -a.s.and gn is uniform ly

bounded from below.By Fatou’slem m a,

E [z~g]� lim E [zgn]� 0 8~g2 Cbb:

(b) From Theorem 14(b)we know that(K � L0+ )isFatou closed;hence

Cbb= (K � L0+ )\ L
bb isFatou closed and (b)followsfrom (a). �
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Now we are ready to give a proof,based on Theorem 10,ofTheorem 3.

Proof of T heorem 3. To prove(9),weapply Theorem 10,with L =

Lbb;L0= L1+ ,1 = 1
 and G = Cbb.Thepositivebilinearform willbex0(x)=

E [x0x].

From (14) we get N , (Cbb)
0 = fz2 L1+ jE [zg]� 0 8g2 Cbbg and N 1 ,

fz2 N jE [z]= 1g:Since

fz2 L1+ jE [zg]� 0 8g2 Cbbg= fz2 L1+ jE [zg]� 0 8g2 K g;

wem ay identify N 1 with M 1:From Theorem 15(b)weseethattheassum p-

tionsofTheorem 10 are satis�ed.Hence

inffx 2 Rjf � x2 Cbbg= supfE [zf]jz2 M 1g: �

3. The polarity between C � and co(M � ): In this section we stick to

the term inology of[11],Chapter8.De�ne thelinearspaces

L =
\

Q 2M �

L
1(Q ) and L

0= LinfM �g� L
1(P );

where we assum e that M � is not em pty and we identify each Q with its

Radon{Nikodym derivative w.r.t.P .

Notice that C � L1 (P )� L.For all z 2 L and z02 L0;we have that

(zz0)2 L1(P ) and the bilinear form z� z0! E [zz0]is wellde�ned.Then

(L;L0)de�nesa dualsystem .

D efinition 16. W e denote by � a locally convex topology on L com -

patible with the duality (L;L0).

Just by de�nition,endowed with the �-topology L is a locally convex

topologicalvector space where the set ofcontinuous linear form s on L is

precisely L0.W e m ay selectany topology com patible with the dualsystem

(L;L0),since ourresults depend only on the property thatthe topological

dualofL isL0.

Note that this topology � needs not to be Hausdor�,since generally L0

does not separate points in L.Think ofthe case when we have just one

elem ent in M � (a com plete m arket case,in which the unique equivalent

pricing m easurehas�niteentropy).

De�ne

C� ,

\

Q 2M �

(K � L1+ (Q ))
Q
:(15)

Them ain resultofthissection isthefollowing theorem .Itsproofwillbe

based on Proposition 19 and Theorem 20,which willalso providea di�erent

representation forC�.
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T heorem 17. Assum e that�(0)< + 1 and M � \ P 6= ? :W ith respect

to thetopology � wehave:(a)C� isthe closure ofC ;(b)C� and the convex

cone co(M �)generated by M � are polar to one another.

Asan im m ediate consequenceofTheorem s10 and 17 we proveTheorem

5.

Proof of T heorem 5. SinceM � � M 1;theinequalityin (11)isproved

in Proposition 1.Consider the dualsystem (L;L0) and the topology � on

L.Set G = C�.From Theorem 17 we deduce N = (C�)
0 = co(M �) and

N 1 = M � .Theassum ptionsofTheorem 10 aresatis�ed and then from (13)

we get

inffx 2 Rjf � x2 C�g= supfE Q [f]jQ 2 M �g: �

Proposition 18. Assum e that �(0)< + 1 .IfQ 0 � P ,Q 1 � P ,x 2

(0;1);Q = xQ 1 + (1� x)Q 0,then

E �

�
dQ

dP

�

< + 1 ifand only if

E �

�
dQ 0

dP

�

< + 1 and E �

�
dQ 1

dP

�

< + 1 :

Proof. The convexity of� im plies that E �(
dQ

dP
)< + 1 ifE �(

dQ i

dP
)<

+ 1 for i= 0;1:Conversely suppose that E �(
dQ

dP
)< + 1 .For i= 0;1;we

have �� (
dQ i

dP
)2 L1(P ),since � is convex and

dQ i

dP
2 L1(P ).Therefore we

only need to show the integrability of �+ (
dQ i

dP
),which is trivially true if

�(+ 1 )< + 1 .If�(+ 1 )= + 1 then � + isnondecreasing on (y0;+ 1 )for

som e y0 > 0.From Q = xQ 1+ (1� x)Q 0 we deduce

dQ 1

dP
=
1

x

dQ

dP
�
1� x

x

dQ 0

dP
�
1

x

dQ

dP
; P -a.s.;

E �+

�
dQ 1

dP

�

= E

�

�+

�
dQ 1

dP

�

1fdQ 1=dP � y0g

�

+ E

�

�+

�
dQ 1

dP

�

1fdQ 1=dP > y0g

�

� m ax
0� y� y0

�+ (y)+ E

�

�+

�
1

x

dQ

dP

�

1fdQ 1=dP > y0g

�

< + 1

since,from the growth condition G (�);we have � + (1
x

dQ

dP
)� �� + (

dQ

dP
)+

�(
dQ

dP
+ 1)2 L1(P ).Sim ilarly for

dQ 0

dP
: �

Let C be the closure ofC with respect to the � topology.Note that C

is a convex cone and C � L � L1(Q ) for allQ 2 M �:The polarofC with

respectto the � topology isgiven by

C
0
, fz02 L0:E [zz0]� 0 forallz2 C g� L

1
+ (P );
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since � L1+ � C .

Proposition 19. If�(0)< + 1 ,then cofM � g= C
0
:

Proof. AllQ 2 M � are �-continuous linearfunctionals,so that(fora

�xed Q )thesetfz2 LjE Q [z]� 0g is�-closed and itcontainsC .W ededuce

thatifz2 C ,then E Q [z]� 0 forallQ 2 M �:SinceM � isconvex,L0adm its

the following representation:

L
0= fz02 L1(P ):z0= �z

0
1 � �z

0
0;�;� � 0;z01;z

0
0 2 M �g:

W e claim thatM � = C
0

1 , C
0
\ funitsphereofL1(P )g.Note that

C
0

1 = fQ � P :Q = (1+ �)Q 1 � �Q0;� � 0;Q1;Q 0 2 M �

and 8z2 C ;E Q [z]� 0g:

O bviously M � � C
0

1:so we consider the case � > 0.IfQ 2 C
0

1,then 8z2

C ,E Q [z]� 0 and so Q 2 M 1: It rem ains only to check that if Q 2 C
0

1,

then E �(
dQ

dP
)< + 1 .IfQ , (1+ �)Q1 � �Q0,then Q 1 =

1

1+ �
Q +

�

1+ �
Q 0 =

xQ + (1� x)Q 0;x =
1

1+ �
2 (0;1),and thethesisfollowsfrom Proposition 18.

�

The following theorem is proved in [9],Theorem 3 adding to G (�) the

assum ptions that � is strictly convex and di�erentiable.But the proofof

thetheorem rem ainsunchanged even withouttheseadditionalassum ptions.

Let

(co(M �))
0
, ff 2 L :E Q [f]� 0 8Q 2 M �g:

T heorem 20. IfM � \ P 6= ? ,then

C� =
\

Q 2M �

C
Q
= (co(M �)

0):

Proof of T heorem 17. Since cofM �g= C
0
,thebipolarC

00
ofC is

given by:

C
00
, fz2 L :E [zz0]� 0 forallz02 C

0
g

= fz2 L :E Q [z]� 0 forallQ 2 M �g= C�;

by Theorem 20.From the bipolartheorem we deduce thatC = C
00
= C�.

From cofM �g= C
0
wethen get(cofM � g)

0 = C� and (C�)
0 = cofM �g: �

Theboundednessof� in a rightneighborhood of0 isessentialin Propo-

sitions18 and 19 and in Theorem 17,asthe following exam ple shows.
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Example 21. Thecontextisthesam eofExam ple8.Considerthefunc-

tion � de�ned by:

�=

�
� ln(y); on 0< y� 1;

y2 � 3y+ 2; on y> 1:

O bviously,� isstrictly convex and di�erentiable.The pointisthatin this

m odelthereexistsaQ 1 2 M 1,with Q 1 notequivalenttoP and with bounded

density:such a m easure hasin�nite generalized entropy,thatis,Q 1 =2 M �.

Forinstance,let
dQ 1

dP
= 2�I1 = 2�

(
1

2
;1]
.Then,pick any Q 0 2 M �:forexam ple,

take
dQ 0

dP
equalto cn

en
on J1n (and consequently equalto c

en
on J2n),where

c isthe norm alizing constant.Considernow the convex com bination Q x =

(1� x)Q 0 + xQ 1,x 2 (0;1):Sincethe following inequalitieshold true

(1� x)Q 0 � Q
x � (1� x)Q 0 + const;

Q x has�nitegeneralized entropy,thatis,Q x 2 M �.

Since Q 1 =2 M �,to show that co(M �) (C�)
0 it is su�cient to show

that Q 1 2 (C�)
0.It is obvious that Q 1 2 Lin(M �)= L0 and C � L1(Q 1):

RecallthatC = C� � C
Q
and E Q [f]� 0 forallQ 2 M � and f 2 C�.Since

jfj
dQ x

dP
� jfj(

dQ 0

dP
+

dQ 1

dP
)we deduce,iff 2 C�,E Q 1

[f]= lim x! 1E Q x[f]� 0:

R emark 22. M otivated by the last lines ofthe previous exam ple,we

now m akesom eextraobservationson theduality (L;L0).Aswehavealready

noted,the dualsystem m ay not be separated.The consequence is that in

generalwe cannot put a topology � on L0 which is com patible with the

duality (L;L0),that is,such that the dualof (L0;�) is exactly L (think

again ofthe case when jM �j= 1).

However,ifwe de�neon L theequivalence relation � ,

f � g i� E Q [f]= E Q [g]forallQ 2 M �;

and we de�ne L
�
to be the quotientofL w.r.t.the relation � ,then itcan

be easily seen that L

�
isa vectorspace with the obviously de�ned sum and

scalarm ultiplication.

W e indicate with �� the quotient topology of(L;�) on L
�
.It is now a

sim ple exercise proving that,for all� 2 L
�
and z02 L0;we have that zz02

L1(P ) (where z is a generic elem ent of the equivalence class �) and the

bilinear form � � z0! � �;z0� , E [zz0]is wellde�ned.Then (L
�
;L0) is a

dualsystem ,itisseparating and the topology �� on L
�
iscom patible.Now

we also can endow L0with a topology � com patible with thisnew system .

W hen the condition �(0)< + 1 is satis�ed,we have that co(M � ) coin-

cideswith (
C �

�
)
0
and therefore is�-closed.

The previousexam ple showsthatthisisnotalways the case when �(0)

isin�nite.In fact,�x an � 2 L
�
.Then,with the sam e notation used before,
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� �;Qx � tendsto � �;Q1 � when x ! 1.Now,letting � vary arbitrarily in
L
�
wegetthatQ x tendsto Q 1 in the �-topology.ThereforeneitherM � nor

co(M �)is�-closed.

4. Com parison with theDelbaen{Schacherm ayerapproach,when � = id.

In their rem arkable paper [5],Delbaen and Schacherm ayer introduced the

notionsoffeasibleweightfunction w fortheprocessX and ofw-adm issible

integrandsforX to gettheduality resultsstated below in Theorem 25.W e

recallheresom eoftheirde�nitionsand resultsand wedeferto[5],Section 5,

fortheirm otivation and explanation.In thesequelitisalwaysassum ed that

M 1 \ P 6= ? .Note also thatthe tim e horizon T appearing throughoutthis

papercould be�niteaswellas+ 1 :thelattercase willbenow considered.

D efinition 23 ([5],De�nition 5.1). Ifw � 1 is a random variable,if

there is Q 0 2 M � \ P such that E Q 0
[w]< 1 , then we say that the in-

tegrand H is w-adm issible if there exists som e nonnegative realnum ber

c such that,for each elem ent Q 2 M � \ P and each t� 0,we have that

(H � X )t� � cE Q [wjFt].

D efinition 24 ([5],De�nition 5.4). A realrandom variable w � 1 is

called a feasible weightfunction forX ifthefollowing hold:

(a) there is a strictly positive bounded predictable process � such that

the m axim alfunction of the R
d-valued stochastic integral � � X satis�es

(� � X )� � w;

(b) thereisan elem entQ 0 2 M � \ P such thatE Q 0
[w]< 1 .

Aspointed outin thecited article,feasibleweightfunctionsdo exist.Let

w bea feasible weightfunction forX and set

K w , f(H � X )1 jH isw-adm issibleg;

f̂w , inffx 2 Rjf � x 2 K w � L
0
+ g;

M �;w , fQ 2 M �jE Q [w]< 1 g:

T heorem 25 ([5],Theorem 5.5). Ifw isa feasible weightfunction and

f isa random variable such thatf � � w,then

f̂w = inffx 2 Rjf � x 2 K w � L
0
+ g= sup

Q 2M �;w \P

E Q [f](16)

and ifthe quantitiesare �nite,the in�m um isa m inim um .

W e now com pare the superreplication price f̂w off given in (16) with

the weak superreplication price f̂id off given in (10).
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The �rstim portantrem ark isthatgiven a claim f 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q )then

f̂id isuniquely de�ned and isnotdependenton theagent.O n thecontrary,

the superreplication price f̂w ,ofthe sam e claim f,willin generaldepend

on the di�erentfeasible weightfunctions w selected by theinvestor.Indeed,

f̂w dependson how m uch one isready to lose in the trading.By adm itting

biggerlosses,thispricedecreases,aswewillshow in theexam plein Section

4.1.O nly adm itting theknowledgeofa feasibleweightfunction w;thesuper

replication price f̂w ofthoseclaim sf satisfying f � � w isuniquely de�ned

and (16)m ay beapplied.

Iff 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q ),then by sim ply considering w(f), w _ f� (where

f� isthenegative partoff)weobtain a feasibleweightfunction such that

f � � w(f).Therefore,foreach given claim f 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q )wecan always

�nd atleastonesuitablefeasibleweightw f sothatwecan apply theduality

form ula (16)to thecouplef;wf to gettheparticularsuperreplication price

f̂w f
.

From (16),(10)and Rem ark 2,we get

f 2
\

Q 2 M 1

L
1(Q ) =) f̂id = sup

Q 2M 1\P

E Q [f]� sup
Q 2M �;w f

\P

E Q [f]= f̂w f
:

In [5]it is also proved that M � \ P is dense in M 1 \ P (Proposition 4.7)

and that M �;w \ P is dense in M � \ P (Corollary 5.13).Unfortunately,in

spiteofthedensity properties,wecannotapply thedom inated convergence

theorem ,as done in Rem ark 2.As shown in Exam ple 29,the weak super

replication price f̂id can bestrictly greaterthan f̂w (f) (orthan f̂w with any

w feasible with f � � w).

4.1. Dependence on w. First recallthat for locally bounded processes,

asthosewewillconsiderin thissection,thesetsM 1 ofseparating m easures

and M � of�-m artingale m easures are equaland coincide with the set of

localm artingalem easures.HenceM 1;w , fQ 2 M 1jE Q [w]< 1 g= M �;w and

M 1 m ay replace M � (and vice versa)in any subsequentform ulas.

W ith thenextexam pleweprovideevidenceofthedependenceofthesuper

replication price f̂w from the feasible weight function w and ofa situation

in which

sup
Q 2M �\ P

E Q [f]> sup
Q 2M �;w \ P

E Q [f]:(17)

Exam ple 5.14 in [5]was exactly intended to prove the previousinequality,

but,aswenow explain,itisnotcorrect.Theclaim f and thefeasibleweight

function w1,introduced in thenextexam ple,areexactly thoseconsidered in

Exam ple 5.14 in [5].However,we willprove in item 5 below [see also (23)]

that,contrary to the assertion (2)m ade afterExam ple 5.14 in [5],the two
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suprem a in (17) coincide for such f and w1.For the validity ofthe strict

inequality in (17)(orin [5],(5.1))wehaveto usea di�erentweightfunction

(w2)and to exploitthepeculiarfeature (see Lem m a 27)ofa positive strict

localm artingale X under P ,which adm its a probability m easure Q � P

such thatX 2 H 2(Q ).

Example 26. O n a suitablestochastic basis(
;(F t)t� 0;P )thereexist:

(a) a continuousprocessS satisfying S0 = 0 such thatP 2 M 1\ P,where

M 1 isthe setofseparating m easuresforS;

(b) two S-feasible weightfunctionsw1 and w2;

(c) a claim f 2
T

Q 2M 1
L1(Q )satisfying f � � w1,f � � w2;

such that:

1. w1 2
T
Q 2M 1

L1(Q ),so thatM �;w 1
= M � = M 1;

2. S isuniform ly bounded from above and isa subm artingaleforeach Q 2

M 1;

3. S isnota m artingale underP and E P [S1 ]> 0;

4. 8R 2 M �;w 2
,S isan R -uniform ly integrablem artingaleand E R [S1 ]= 0;

5. f̂id = f̂w 1
> f̂w 2

= 0.

To dem onstrate this exam ple,we need a result based on a slight m od-

i�cation ofthe exam ple in [6],Section 2,to which we refer for a detailed

construction.

W e call

Lt, exp(B t�
1
2
t)

and

N
(a)

t , exp

�

aW t�
a2

2
t

�

;(18)

wherea isapositiverealconstantand (B ;W )isastandard two-dim ensional

Brownian m otion on a stochasticbasis(
;(F t)0� t� + 1 ;P ).W eassum ethat

the �ltration F is the augm entation ofthe naturalone,(F
B ;W
t )t,induced

by (B ;W ).Both L and N (a) are positive,strictP -localm artingales.Then,

de�nethe stopping tim es

� , infftjLt=
1
2
g;(19)

�
(a)

, infftjN
(a)

t = 2g:(20)

Notice that

� = infftjBt�
1
2
t= log 1

2
g;

�
(a)= inf

�

tjW t�
a

2
t=

log2

a

�

;
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sothesetwostoppingtim esarepassagetim esofBrownian m otion with drift.

Now de�nethe stopped processesX (a)
, L�^�

(a)

and Y (a)
, (N (a))�^�

(a)

and the probability m easure Q (a)
, Y

(a)
1 � P .

The following result is analogous to Theorem 2.1 of[6],but the intro-

duction ofthe param etera in (18)allowsusto add item (d).W hen a= 1,

Lem m a 27 reducesto Theorem 2.1 of[6].However,X (1) isnotin H 2(Q (1)).

Lemma 27. (a) Foreverya> 0,theprocessX (a) isa continuousstrict

localm artingale under P and X
(a)
1 > 0 a.s.,X

(a)

0 = 1,E P [X
(a)
1 ]< 1.

(b) For every a> 0;the process Y (a) isa continuousuniform ly bounded

integrable m artingale,thatisstrictly positive on [0;+ 1 ].

(c) Foreverya> 0,theprocessX (a) isauniform lyintegrablem artingale

under Q (a).

(d) X (a) belongsto H 2(Q (a))i� a2 � 8.

Proof. W e only need to prove item (d)sincethe�rstthreepointscan

be easily checked as in Theorem 2.1 of[6].For sim plicity ofnotation the

dependenceon a isdropped.

By de�nition,X is in H 2(Q ) i� E Q [hX i1 ]< + 1 .Taking into account

the positivity ofthe processes,an application ofDoob’s optionalsam pling

theorem to the P -uniform ly integrable m artingale N � leadsto

E Q [hX i1 ]= E [Y1 hLi�^�]= E [N �hLi�^�]

and,thanksto the independenceof(L;�)and �,the lastterm becom es

2

Z

�f�< + 1 g(!
0)E [hLi�^�(! 0)]dP (!

0):(21)

Letusthen analyze E [hLi�^t]:itisequalto E [L
2
�^t]because L

t isa square

integrable m artingale.By the G irsanov theorem wecan write

E [hLi�^t]= E [L2�^t]= E [expf2B �^t� � ^ tg]= E [expf� ^ tg];

wherethelastexpectation istaken undertheuniqueprobability P on F B ;W
1

such that(B r)r = (B r � 2r)r isa standard Brownian m otion.W ith such a

changeofm easure,� = inffrjBr+
3
2
r= � log2g and thelaw of� on (0;+ 1 ]

underP isgiven by

�(P )=
jbj

p
(2�t3)

exp

�

�
(b� �t)2

2t

�

dt+ (1� exp(�b� j�bj))"f+ 1 g;

where � = 3
2
;b= � log2;thatis,itconsistsofthe sum oftwo positive m ea-

sures,the �rsta.c.with respectto the Lebesgue m easure on (0;+ 1 )with

density

f(t)=
jbj

p
(2�t3)

exp

�

�
(b� �t)2

2t

�

(22)
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and thesecond beingan atom in + 1 with m ass1� exp(�b� j�bj)(see[16],

page 196).Then

e
t� E [expf� ^ tg]=

Z

e
ŝ t
f(s)ds+ 7

8
e
t� 7

8
e
t
;

and the quantity in (21) is �nite ifand only ifE [�f�< + 1 ge
�]< 1 .Using

thedensity f(t)in (22),with � = � a
2
;b=

log2

a
;oftheabsolutely continuous

partofthe law of� underP ,weget

E [�f�< + 1 ge
�]=

Z + 1

0

e
t(log2)=ap

(2�t3)
exp

�

�
((log2)=a+ (a=2)t)2

2t

�

dt

and the integralis�nitei� a2 � 8. �

R emark 28. Sim ilarresultscan beobtained by replacing the constant
1

2
in (19)with any 0< c1 < 1 and the constant2 in (20)with any c2 > 1.

Example 29 (Continued). Fix any a> 0 and take X , X (a);P;Q ,

Q (a) asde�ned beforeLem m a 27.

W ede�neS = 1� X .Then P 2 M 1.W enotethatS0 = 0and S isbounded

from above,so thatH = � 1 isa \usual" adm issible integrand.Undereach

R 2 M 1,� S isa superm artingale and hence S isa subm artingale.

W e take f = S1 as the claim to be evaluated.W e are in a continuous

context,so a w � 1 isfeasible assoon asthereexistsa m easure R 2 M 1 \ P

such thatE R [w]is�nite.

Firstweconsiderw1 = 1+ X 1 :Notethatf � � w1 and thatw1 isfeasible,

since itisintegrable forallR 2 M 1 by construction.Note thatwhen a= 1

thissetting isprecisely theoneconsidered in Exam ple5.14 of[5].Then the

duality form ula (16)can beapplied to fand we have,recalling Rem ark 2,

f̂id = sup
R 2M 1\P

E R [f]= sup
R 2M �;w 1

\P

E R [f]= f̂w 1
� E P [f]> 0:(23)

Asa consequence ofthe lastinequality,H = 1 isNO T w1-adm issible.Ifit

were S = (1� S)would becom e a superm artingale (this im plication derives

from Proposition 3.3in [1]aswellasfrom Theorem 5.3in [5])undereach R 2

M 1 and hencea m artingale:thiswould im ply E P [f]= 0.Anotherargum ent

isthat,using theduality in (16),f̂(w1)� 0,a contradiction.

W enow considerw2 = (X �
1 )

2,whereX �
t = supfjX sjj0� s� tg= supfX sj0�

s� tg.Now we need to assum ethata� 2
p
2:

Then w2 is certainly Q -integrable [by the Burkholder{Davis{G undy in-

equalities,w2 2 L
1(Q );itisnotin L1(P ),because otherwise X would be a

P -squareintegrablem artingale]:so,w2 also isfeasibleand clearly f � � w2.

Now we get

f̂w 2
= sup

R 2M 1;w 2
\ P

E R [f]= 0
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because underthese R we obviously have

St= 1� X t� � E R [w2jFt];

that is,H = 1 is w2-adm issible and henceforth S is an R -m artingale.The

crucialpointthatM 1;w 2
\ P 6= ? wasshown in Lem m a 27,item 4.
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