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This paper develops,in a Brownian inform ation setting,an ap-

proach foranalyzing the preference for inform ation,a question that

m otivatesthe stochastic di�erentialutility (SD U)due to D u�e and

Epstein [Econom etrica 60 (1992) 353{394].For a class ofbackward

stochastic di�erentialequations (BSD Es) including the generalized

SD U [Lazrak and Q uenez M ath.O per.Res.28 (2003) 154{180],we

form ulate the inform ation neutrality property asan invariance prin-

ciple when the �ltration iscoarser (or�ner)and characterize it.W e

also provide concrete exam ples ofheterogeneity in inform ation that

illustrateexplicitly thenonneutrality property forsom eG SD Us.O ur

results suggest that,within the G SD Us class ofintertem poralutili-

ties,risk aversion or am biguity aversion are inexibly linked to the

preference forinform ation.

1. Introduction. The study ofdecision m aking isfundam entalto m any

applications in econom ics and �nance.The decision m aker typically faces

uncertainty about results of an experim ent such as the pro�tability of a

new productora �nancialstrategy,e�cacy ofa m onetary policy ora social

program ,state ofhealth and so on.Since m any decades,decision theorists

have developed theories and tools which help us to think about decision

underuncertainty.The ultim ate objective ofthisline ofliterature in social

science isto provideexplanationsofthe behaviorunderuncertainty and to

give a rationalsupportfortheobservable behaviorin variouscontexts.

This paper studies the preference for inform ation for a speci�c class of

intertem poral utilities. For a �xed consum ption horizon T > 0, a utility
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2 A.LAZRAK

function isa function m apping thesetofobjectsofchoice,thatisthepairs

ofstatecontingentconsum ption processc= fct;0� t� Tg and inform ation

�ltration A = fA t;0� t� Tg satisfying the usualconditions,into R.The

question ofpreferenceforinform ation consistsofanalyzing thedependency

of a utility function in its �ltration inform ation argum ent. This speci�c

question hasbeen greatly sim pli�ed within the fam iliarcontextofthe von

Neum ann{M orgenstern expected utility function.Speci�cally,an expected

utility function isde�ned by

U
A
t (c)= E

�Z T

t

e
� �(s� t)

v(cs)ds

�
�
�A t

�

;(1)

fortim e t< T,v(� )isthe felicity function and the expectation E iscondi-

tioned by the tim e tavailable inform ation A t.In fact,the expected utility

m odel(1) does not allow for preference for inform ation in the sense that

if A  B are two �ltrations such that both A 0 and B0 are trivial, then

U A
0 (c)= U B

0 (c)forany A -adapted consum ption processc.

However,itisoften observed thatpreferenceforinform ation isrelevantin

variousdecision m aking situations.Forinstance,in m any m edicaldecisions

(choicebetween variousform ofprenataldiagnosissuch astheam niocentesis

ordecision to testfordiseasessuch asm ultiplesclerosis),thedecision m aker

m ust decide whether she wishes to have the true state ofhealth revealed

earlierorlater.M oregenerally,psychologistshaverecognized theim portance

ofthefeelingsrelated to theprospectofinform ation acquisition [seeG rant,

K ajiiand Polack (1998)and Chew and Ho (1994)and the referencescited

therein].Ithasbeen recognized thatinform ation acquisition hasan extrinsic

and an intrinsic m otivation.

Theextrinsic m otivation correspondsto the notion thatpeople value in-

form ation to take appropriate contingentsdecisionsand thusinuencein a

favorable way the �naloutcom e.For exam ple,certain m edicaltreatm ents

m aylowertheseverity ofadiseasewhich providean incentivetogatherinfor-

m ation aboutthehealth state.In an investm entcontextforinstance,infor-

m ation enhancestheplanningand should help toidentify �nancialstrategies

which providea higherexpected pro�tability.In particular,foran expected

utility m axim izer,Epstein (1980)hasshown in an investm entproblem that

the prospectofgreaterfutureinform ation increasestheincentivesto m ain-

tain som e exibility in orderto take advantage ofthe contentofthe future

inform ation.[Yet,as noted above and clari�ed below,the expected utility

investorsofEpstein (1980)areindi�erentto inform ation and areinterested

in itonly foritsplanning bene�ts.]

O n the other hand,intrinsic m otivation correspondsto the notion that,

planningbene�tsnotwithstanding,peoplelike(ordislike)inform ation forits

own sake.In other words,intrinsic attitude toward inform ation is de�ned

as individual’s direct interest to have access to m ore (or less) inform ation
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because they perceive itto be innately satisfying (orunsatisfying).Forin-

stance,a decision m akercould beintrinsically inform ation loverbecauseshe

isanxiousand preferto know earliertheoutcom eofany uncertainty (think

ofthe exam ple ofa pregnant wom en who decide to do the am niocentesis

prenataldiagnosis).Another decision m aker m ay be intrinsically inform a-

tion averse since he fearsa bad outcom e (think to the exam ple ofa person

who delay a testfordisease)orsim ply because he isoptim istic and prefers

a hopefulfeeling ratherthan risking a sad news.

In a pioneering discrete tim e m odel,K repsand Porteus(1978),general-

ized the von Neum ann{M orgenstern expected utility m odel(1) to perm it

intrinsic inform ation aversion orinform ation loving.Thiswork gave rise to

the stochastic di�erentialutility (SDU)[Du�e and Epstein ( 1992)and its

discretetim ecounterpartEpstein and Zin (1989)].TheSDU generalized the

expected utility m odel(1)and isassociated with an \intertem poralaggre-

gator" f,a function satisfying appropriate conditions.The SDU isde�ned

by

U
A
t (c)= E

�Z T

t

f(cs;U
A
s (c))ds

�
�
�A t

�

:(2)

TheSDU m odelreducestotheadditivem odel(1)when f islinear,f(c;u)=

v(c)� �u.The SDU was prim arily m otivated by the desire to have som e

exibility in the m odeling ofthe conceptsofrisk aversion and the concept

of consum ption intertem poralsubstitution.W hile the two concepts were

governed by the sam e param eter in the tim e additive m odel(1),the SDU

allowed som e separation ofthese two aspects ofthe preferences.This fea-

ture wasparticularly relevantfrom an em piricalperspectivesince ithelped

to m atch m ore closely consum ption rates data and equity returns data in

the US [Epstein and Zin (1991)].At the sam e tim e,unlike the expected

utility m odel(1),the SDU m odel(2)exhibitsan intrinsic attitude toward

inform ation.From a m athem aticalperspective,intrinsicattitudetoward in-

form ation ischaracterized by the factthatthe initialvalue ofthe SDU (2)

[i.e.,U A
0 (c)]dependsnotonly on consum ption butalso on the �ltration A .

Building on the discrete tim e approach to intrinsic attitude toward in-

form ation ofK reps and Porteus (1978),Skiadas (1998) shows that in the

continuous tim e SDU m odel(2),the concavity (convexity) ofan intertem -

poralaggregatorwith respectto itsutility argum entU im pliesan intrinsic

preferenceforlate(early)resolution ofuncertainty.To illustratetheirpoint,

consider two �ltration F � G and an intertem poralaggregator f which is

concave with respect to its utility argum ent U .Then,Jensen’s inequality

gives,

E (U G
t (c)jFt)= E

�Z T

t

f(cs;U
G
s (c))ds

�
�
�Ft

�
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� E

�Z T

t

f(cs;E (U
G
s (c)jFs))ds

�
�
�Ft

�

;

foranyconsum ption processcwhich isprogressivelym easurablewith respect

tothecoarser�ltration F .Thustheoptionalprojection processE [U G
:
(c)jF:]

m aybeinterpreted asa sub-solution oftherecursion (2)in thesetting ofthe

�ltration A = F and as such,heuristically,the sub-solution E [U G
:
(c)jF:]is

sm aller (P 
 dt a.s.) than the solution itself U F
:
(c):Unfortunately,while

pointing an elegant way ofproving outan elegant way ofproving a m ono-

tonicity ofa utility functionalwith respect to its �ltration argum ent,the

K reps{Porteus{Skiadasm ethod only providessu�cientconditionsforpref-

erence forearly (or late) resolution ofuncertainty and no characterization

isobtained.

This paper is an attem pt to analyze the question ofintrinsic attitude

toward inform ation within a m oregeneralclassofutility functions.W econ-

sider the class ofgeneralized stochastic di�erentialutility (G SDU) intro-

duced in Lazrak and Q uenez (2003).Ithasbeen shown by Skiadas (2003)

and Lazrak and Q uenez (2003) that the G SDU uni�es the SDU ofDu�e

and Epstein (1992) and a recent class of intertem poralutility functions.

This class encom passes the portfolio decision m odels ofChen and Epstein

(2002) and ofAnderson,Hansen and Sargent (1998).These m odels have

been introduced with the operationalobjective ofm odeling the im perfect

knowledge ofthe asset returns probability distribution and its im pact on

portfolio decision and assetprices.Theobjectiveofthispaperisto identify

theim plicitim plicationsoftheseutilitiesfrom theangleoftheintrinsicatti-

tudetoward inform ation.M orespeci�cally,wetook theview thatinvestors

have a neutralintrinsic attitude toward inform ation (in a senseto bem ade

preciselater)and,characterizethisproperty in a contextofBrownian infor-

m ation and under certain assum ptions on the (generalized) intertem poral

aggregator.O ur�nding suggeststhat,in general,the inform ation neurality

willnothold forourclassofG SDU.However,when inform ation heterogene-

ity issuch thattheBrownian property ispreserved underthe�ner�ltration,

neutrality forinform ation holds.

Therefore,the G SDUs class ofutility functions are generally not infor-

m ation neutraland thissuggeststhatthe risk attitudesand the am biguity

attitudesarein som esenseconfounded with theinform ation attitudewithin

thisclassofutility functions.Consequently,any prediction ofthese m odels

forportfolio decision orassetpricesisalso induced by the extentto which

these utilitiesexhibitpreferenceforinform ation.Finally,ourresultsshould

beofinterestto theliteratureon thedesign ofrisk m easureforinstitutional

investors and �nancialinstitutions [see Artzner,Delbaen,Eberand Heath

(1999),W ang (2000),Artzner,Delbaen,Eber,Heath and K u (2002) and

Riedel(2002)].In fact,a G SDU is in som e sense a dynam ic risk m easure
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and a preference forinform ation m ay be desirable in thatcontext.For in-

stance,in a stock portfolio m anagem ent context,it is possible to have a

view abouthow a risk m easureshould depend on thetim ing ofinform ation

releases on the stock prices.In particular,the G SDU would have then the

ability to provide a quantitative prediction ofthe utility cost ofan infor-

m ation enhancem entsuch asan increaseofthefrequency oftheaccounting

reportsofthe underlying com paniesorperhapsan increase ofthe coverage

ofthe�nancialanalysts.

The paperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 we give the exactsetting

fortwo generalized versionsofm odel(2),de�ne the inform ation neutrality

property and give som e m athem aticalprerequisites.Section 3 gives som e

concrete�ltrationsand utility m odelsencom passed by ourform ulation.Sec-

tion 4 developssom eG SDU com putationsfortwo exam plesofheterogeneity

in inform ation thatillustratetheproblem .The�rstexam ple(Brownian an-

ticipation)exhibitsa situation where inform ation neutrality doesnothold.

In the second exam ple,the coarser �ltration is generated by the absolute

valueoftheBrownian m otion thatdrivesthe�ner�ltration and wewillsee

that in this context the inform ation neutrality m ay hold.In Section 5;we

characterize theinform ation neutrality fora classofBSDEs(including G S-

DUs)which driverdepend on intensity Z only through itsEuclidean norm

kZk.W e show thatthe second exam ple ofSection 4 o�ersthe only type of

inform ation heterogeneity thatallowsinform ation neutrality to hold forthis

classofBSDEs.In Section 6,we conclude.

2. The m odel.

2.1. Context and de�nitions. Let (
;G;P ) be a com plete probability

spaceand forthe�xed tim eT;letG(�)= fGt;0� t� Tgand F(�)= fFt;0� t� Tg

betwo �ltrationsthatcontain allnegligible eventsand areright-continuous

and such that F(�)( G(�):Furtherm ore,we suppose that the �ltration G(�)
(resp.F(�))hasa predictablerepresentation property with respectto a stan-

dard n-dim ensionalBrownian m otions W G = (1W G;2W G;:::;nW G) [resp.

W F = (1W F ;2W F ;:::;nW F )]:For A 2 fG;F g,each A -localm artingale M

can berepresented asastochasticintegralwith respecttoW A ,thatis,there

existsan A -predictable process’ in R
n with

R
T

0
k’k2dt< 1 a.s.such that

M t= M 0+
R
t

0
’s� dWAs ,0� t� T.In otherwords,following theRevuzand

Yorterm inology [e.g.,Revuzand Yor(1999),page219],the�ltrationsG and

F areweakly Brownian.Aswewillillustratewith som especi�cexam plesin

Section 3,there are m any waysofconstructing such a couple of�ltrations

(representing heterogeneous inform ation).Itis im portant to notice at this

stage thatin general,the processW F isnota Brownian m otion underthe

�ner�ltration G.However,asweshallillustratein Section 3,therearesom e
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specialspeci�cationsofthe�ltrationsG and F underwhich theprocessW F

turnsoutto bea G-Brownian m otion.

W e shalldenote by P G the G(�)-predictable �-�eld and by P F the F(�)-

predictable �-�eld. W e consider for each integer p the sets H 2(G;Rp)=

fX :[0;T]� 
 ! R
p=X 2 P G and E [

R
T

0
jX sj

2ds]< 1 g and H 2(F ;Rp)=

H 2(G;Rp)\ P F .

Foreach random variable� 2 L2(FT),wede�netheBSDE Y G(�)2 H2(G;R)

associated to the �ltration G(�) asthe solution ofthe recursion

Y
G
t (�)= � +

Z T

t

h(s;!;Y G
s (�);Z

G
s (�))ds�

Z T

t

Z
G
s(�)� dW

G
s

(3)

� E

�

� +

Z T

t

h(s;!;Y G
s (�);Z

G
s (�))ds

�
�
�Gt

�

;

where the driver h de�ned on [0;T]� 
� R � R
n with values in R,s.t.

(h(t;!;y;z))0� t� T 2 H 2(F ;R) for each (y;z)2 R � R
n and h satis�es the

following standing assum ptions.

Standing assum ptions. (A1) There exists a constant K � 0 s.t.P -a.s.,

we have

8t;8(y1;y2);8(z1;z2)

jh(s;!;y1;z1)� h(s;!;y2;z2)j� K (jy1 � y2j+ kz1 � z2k):

(A2) Theprocess(h(t;!;0;0))0� t� T belongsto H 2(F ;R):

NotethattheprocessZ G(�)2 H2(G;Rn)ispartofthesolution of(3)and

we callittheintensity associated to the BSDE (3).

Sim ilarly,wede�netheBSDE Y F (�)2 H2(F ;R)associated to the�ltra-

tion F(�) asthesolution oftheBSDE

Y
F
t (�)= � +

Z T

t

h(s;!;Y F
s (�);ZFs (�))ds�

Z T

t

Z
F
s (�)� dW

F
s

(4)

� E

�

� +

Z
T

t

h(s;!;Y F
s (�);ZFs (�))ds

�
�
�Ft

�

:

W ewillalsobeinterested byasecond classofBSDEs,G SDU,an extension

ofDu�eand Epstein (1992)m odelofSDU thathasbeen proposed in Lazrak

and Q uenez (2003).For any given contingent consum ption plan,a process

c2 H 2(F ;R),the G SDU U G(c)2 H 2(G;R) associated to the �ltration G(�)
solvestherecursion

U
G
t (c)=

Z T

t

f(s;cs;U
G
s (c);V

G
s (c))ds�

Z T

t

V
G
s (c)� dW

G
s

(5)

� E

�Z T

t

f(s;cs;U
G
s (c);V

G
s (c))ds

�
�
�Gt

�

;
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where the intertem poralaggregator f de�ned on [0;T]� R � R � R
n with

valuesin R,s.t.(f(t;ct;y;z))0� t� T 2 H
2(F ;R)foreach (y;z)2 R � R

n and

f satis�esthefollowing standing assum ptions:

Standing assum ptions. (B1) There exists a constant K � 0 s.t.,P -a.s.,

forallrelevant(t;c;y1;y2;z1;z2)we have

jf(t;c;y1;z1)� f(t;c;y2;z2)j� K (jy1 � y2j+ kz1 � z2k):

(B2) Thereexistssom epositiveconstantsk1;k2 and 0< p< 1s.t.jf(t;c;0;0)j�

k1 + k2c
p:

In fact,Du�eand Epstein (1992)de�neSDU oftheform (5)in a context

wheretheintertem poralaggregatorisessentially independentofz;and thus

we shallcallthiscase the classicalSDU.

W ede�neaswelltheG SDU associated tothe�ltration F (�)asthesolution

oftheBSDE

U
F
t (c)=

Z
T

t

f(s;c;U F
s (c);V

F
s (c))ds�

Z
T

t

V
F
s (c)� dW

F
s

(6)

� E

�Z
T

t

f(s;cs;U
F
s (c);V

F
s (c))ds

�
�
�Ft

�

foreach c2 H 2(F ;R).

Note that the intertem poralaggregator f is a determ inistic function of

(t;c;y;z)and thustheG SDU m odel(5)isa specialcaseoftheBSDE m odel

(3)thatisobtained form ally by setting � = 0 and h(t;!;y;z)= f(t;ct;y;z).

However,aswillbeseen from thefollowing de�nitions,theinform ation neu-

trality property hasa di�erentm eaning in the two m odelsand therefore a

di�erentm ethod isneeded to characterize itin thetwo m odels.

Now letusde�netheinform ation neutrality property.

D efinition 1. A BSDE exhibits inform ation neutrality (between the

�ltration F and G) ifand only ifthe solutions ofthe BSDEs (3) and (4)

satisfy

Y
F
t (�)= Y

G
t (�); dP 
 dta.s.;(7)

forall� 2 L2(FT):

D efinition 2. A G SDU exhibits inform ation neutrality (between the

�ltration F and G) ifand only ifthe solutions ofthe G SDUs (5) and (6)

satisfy

U
F
t (c)= U

G
t (c); P 
 dta.s.;(8)

forallc2 H 2(F ;R):



8 A.LAZRAK

W e m otivate these de�nitions by interpreting (7) and (8) as expressing

an indi�erenceforthepurposeofdecision toward theotherwiseanticipated

utility ofm ore ratherlessinform ation.A decision m akerwho exhibitssuch

a property has no intrinsic m otivation to gather inform ation for a �xed

consum ption.In the subsequent analysis,our objective is to characterize

thisproperty.

2.2. M athem aticalbackground. UnderourLipschitzassum ptionson the

driver/aggregator [assum ptions(A1)and (B1)],itisnow a standard result

in the BSDE literature thatexistence and uniqueness(in a suitable sense)

hold forthe recursions(3){(6).

M ore precisely,forA 2 fG;F g,itfollowsfrom Pardoux and Peng (1990)

[see also ElK aroui,Peng and Q uenez (1997) and M a and Yhong (1999)]

thatunderassum ptions(A1)and (A2)and,foreach � 2 L2(FT),thereexist

a uniquepair(Y A (�);ZA (�))2 H2(A ;R)� H 2(A ;Rn)such that

Y
A
t (�)= E

�

� +

Z T

t

h(s;!;Y A
s (�);ZAs (�))ds

�
�
�A t

�

:(9)

Sim ilarly,for A 2 fG;F g,it follows from Pardoux and Peng (1990) that

underassum ptions(B1)and (B2) and,foreach c2 H 2(F ;R)there exista

uniquepair(U A (c);V A (c))2 H 2(A ;R)� H 2(A ;Rn)such that

U
A
t (c)= E

�Z
T

t

f(s;cs;U
A
s (c);V

A
s (c))ds

�
�
�A t

�

:(10)

Now,since we willextensively use them in the subsequentanalysis,itis

worthwhile to recall[see ElK aroui,Peng and Q uenez (1997)]the represen-

tation theorem s oflinear (resp.concave) BSDEs as a conditionalexpecta-

tion (resp.an essentialin�nim um ofconditionalexpectations).W ewillstate

these results for a �ltration A 2 fG;F g and only for the BSDE m odel(9)

[the G SDU m odel(10)being a particularcase ofthe BSDE m odel(9)].

Proposition 1. Let (�;�) be a bounded (R;Rn)-valued A -predictable

process,’ an elem entofH 2(A ;R)and � and elem entofL2(A T).Then the

linear BSDE

Y
A
t (�)= � +

Z T

t

(’s+ Y
A
s (�)�s+ Z

A
s (�)� �s)ds�

Z T

t

Z
A
s (�)� dW

A
s

hasa unique solution (Y A (�);ZA (�))2 H2(A ;R)� H 2(A ;Rn)which adm its

the representation

Y
A
t (�)= E

�

� T
t� +

Z T

t

� s
t’sds

�
�
�A t

�

;

where � s
t isthe adjointprocess de�ned for s� tby the forward SDE

d� s
t= � s

t[�sds+ �s� dW
A
s ]; � t

t= 1:
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Alternatively,when the driver h is concave with respect to (y;z),it is

possible to expressitasan in�nim un oflinearfunctionsof(y;z):denoting

by H the polarfunction ofh de�ned by

H (t;�;�)= sup
(y;z)2R� Rn

[h(t;y;z)� �y� �� z];

the conjugacy relationship gives[foreach (!;t)]

h(t;y;z)= inf
(�;�)2[� K ;K ]n+ 1

[h(�;�)(t;y;z)];

whereh(�;�)(t;y;z)= H (t;�;�)� �y� �� z and wherewerecallthatK isthe

Lipschitzconstantforthedriverh (thedom ain ofde�nition ofH isa subset

of[� K ;K ]n+ 1).Heuristically,therepresentation theorem forconcaveBSDEs

statesthatthein�nim um oftheaboveconjugacyrelationship com m uteswith

the BSDE transform ,thatis,

Yt(h)� Yt(essinfh
(�;�))= essinfYt(h

(�;�)):

In orderto state thisresultm ore precisely in the following proposition,we

�rstde�nethedom ain [see ElK aroui,Peng and Q uenez (1997)]

D := f(�;�)2 PA \ [� K ;K ]n+ 1jH (� ;��;��)2 H
2(A ;R)g:

Proposition 2. Leth beaconcavedriversatisfyingassum ptions(A1)and(A2)

and letH theassociated polarfunction.Then theBSDE (9)adm itsthedual

representation

Y
A
t (�)= ess inf

(�;�)2D
E

�

�
�;�

t;T
� +

Z T

t

�
�;�

t;sH (s;�s;�s)ds

�
�
�A t

�

;

where �
�;�

t;s isthe adjointprocess de�ned for s� tby the forward SDE

d�
�;�

t;s = �
�;�

t;s[�sds+ �s� dW
A
s ]; �

�;�

t;t = 1:

3. Som e exam plesof�ltrationsand utilities.

3.1. Exam plesofheterogeneous�ltrations. Therearem any waysto con-

structa sequence ofcoarser or �nerBrownian �ltrations and we give here

som e exam plesofconstructions.

Losing the sign ofa Brownian m otion. Departing from a com pleted �l-

tration B generated atwo-dim ensionalBrownian m otion (�Bt = (�B1t;�
B
2t))0� t� T

one can constructthe �ltration A generated by

A t:= �((j�B1sj;j�
B
2sj);0� s� t);

and itfollowsfrom Revuzand Yor(1999)thatA isgenerated by thetwo di-

m ensionalBrownian m otion (�At )0� t� T � (
R
t

0
sgn(�B1s)d�

B
1s;

R
t

0
sgn(�B2s)d�

B
2s)0� t� T.

Notethatthism ethod providesa way to constructan in�nitesequenceof

coarser�ltrations.Finally,itisim portantto observe thatin thisparticular

exam ple,�A isalso a Brownian m otion underthe�ltration B.
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Brownian anticipation. Consideran n-dim ensionalBrownian m otion (�As ;0�

s� t)thatgeneratesa com pleted �ltration A .Then theprocess

�
B
t :=

1p
2
�
A
2t; 0� t� T;

isa Brownian m otion and generatesa com pleted �ltration B thatsatis�es

Bt= A 2t� A t:

Notice that in this context,� is not a B-m artingale and thus it is not a

Brownian m otion underB.

Brownian m otion with an independent random drift. A third exam ple

com es from �ltering theory.Consider a scalar Brownian m otion (�t)0� t� T
and an independentandintegrablerandom variable�:Considerthe�ltration

B generated by

Bt:= �(�s;0� s� t)_ �(�)

and itssub�ltration

A t:= �(�s+ �s;0� s� t);

which iswellknown to begenerated [see,e.g.,Liptserand Shiryayev (1977)]

by theBrownian m otion (�At )0� t� T = (�t+
Rt

0
(�� E (�jA s))ds)0� t� T:Note

howeverthatthisexam ple isoutsidethescopeofthispapersince B0 isnot

trivial.

3.2. Exam ples ofintertem poralaggregator.

The m ulti-priorexpected utility process. W hen theBSDE driverhasthe

form

h(t;!;y;z)= �

nX

i= 1

kijzij;(11)

where ki> 0 fori= 1;:::;n,the processY F (U (�))de�ned in (3)[resp.the

processY G(U (�))de�ned in (4)]with theterm inaldata U (�)whereU (� )isa

nondecreasing and concave function m apping R onto R m ay beinterpreted

asa m ulti-priorutility forthe wealth � [Chen and Epstein (2002)].

Alternatively,in the G SDU case,when the intertem poralaggregatorhas

the following form :

f(t;c;y;z)= u(c)�

nX

i= 1

kijzij;(12)

where ki> 0 fori= 1;:::;n and where u(� )isa nondecreasing and concave

function m apping R onto R,the process U F (c) de�ned in (5) [resp.the

processU G(c)de�ned in (6)]m ay beinterpreted asa m ulti-priorutility for

the consum ption processc [Chen and Epstein (2002)].
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Quadratic GSDU. W hen theintertem poralaggregatorhastheform

f(c;y;z)= log(c)� �y�
�

2
z
2
;(13)

with param eterrestrictions:� � 0 and � � 0 theexistenceoftheG SDUs(5)

arenotguaranteed anym oresincetheintertem poralaggregatorf isnotLip-

schitzwith respectto z.TheG SDU associated to (13)isin factin theclass

ofquadraticBSDE thathasbeen extensively studied in K obylansky (2000)

who showstheexistenceby an approxim ation technique.In thespeci�ccase

under consideration,Schroder and Skiadas (1999) show the existence and

uniquenessofthe solution ofthe BSDE (5)and consequently ofthe BSDE

(6).Theirproofconsistsofbuilding an appropriatesetofconsum ption plan

processes (that contains butis not lim ited to the set ofbounded process)

and involvesa �xed pointtheorem .

Interestingly,them odel(13)isim portantsinceithasbeen recently shown

by Skiadas (2003) and Lazrak and Q uenez (2003) that the G SDU associ-

ated with (13)isa uni�ed form ulation ofa recentapproach to uncertainty

aversion related to therobustcontroltheory.Thisapproach hasbeen intro-

duced by Anderson,Hansen and Sargent(1998)[see also Hansen,Sargent,

Turm uham betovaand W illiam s(2002)and Uppaland W ang(2003)forsom e

applicationsofthatm odelto assetpricing issues].

4. An illustrative exam ple. The objective of this section is to give a

concrete situation where we can m easure explicitly the utility under het-

erogeneous�ltrations.In fact,the exam ple thatwe shallgive in the sequel

wasvery helpfulto usasa guideofhow to handletheproblem given in the

previoussection.

Assum ethatthe�ltration F isgenerated by

Ft:= �(jW G
s j;0� s� t)= �(W F

s ;0� s� t);(14)

wherethe F -Brownian m otion (W F
t ;0� t� T)isgiven by

W
F
t =

Z t

0

sgn(W G
s )dW

G
s :

Also,wewillconsiderthe anticipating �ltration

H t:= �(W F
2s;0� s� t)= �(W H

s ;0� s� t);

wherethe H -Brownian m otion (W H
t ;0� t� T)isgiven by

W
H
t = 1p

2
W

F
2t:

It is clear that F(�)( G(�) and F(�)( H (�),and in order to sim plify the

exposition,assum e furtherm ore that the Brownian m otion W G is one di-

m ensional(n = 1).Now, in the following sections, we shallconsider the

particularconsum ption plan b2 H 2(F ;R)given by

bt= exp(W F
t );(15)
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and com puteitsassociated G SDU forsom esim pleintertem poralaggregators

underthe �ltrationsF (�);G(�) and H (�).

4.1. A linearGSDU intertem poralaggregator. Now,letusanalyzewhat

happensifwe introduce the sim plest dependence in z in the intertem poral

aggregator;thatis,a linearadditive dependenceoftheform

f(s;c;y;z)= log(c)� �(s)y� z;(16)

wherethe �(� )isa determ inistic integrable function.

From Proposition 1 and forA 2 fF ;G;H g,theG SDU associated with the

aggregator(16)adm itstherepresentation

U
A
t (b)= E

�Z T

t

� s
tW

F
s ds

�
�
�A t

�

;(17)

where � s
t isthe adjointprocessde�ned fors� tby the forward SDE

d� s
t= � � s

t[�(s)ds+ dW
A
s ]; � t

t= 1:

W hen  = 0;the adjointprocess�t
s isdeterm inistic and by the �ltering

property oftheconditionalexpectation we have

U
F
t (b)= E [U G

t (b)jFt]= E [U H
t (b)jFt]

and in particular

U
F
0 (b)= U

G
0 (b)= U

H
0 (b)= 0:(18)

However,asweshallshow in subsequentcom putations,equation (18)does

nothold when  6= 0 and,in particular,inform ation neutrality failsto hold

in thatcase.

M ore explicitly,when  6= 0,one can use the representation (17) and a

sim ple G irsanov transform ation to get

U
F
t (b)=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t � 

Z T

t

(s� t)�stds;(19)

whereweused thenotation �st= exp(�
Rs

t
�(u)du).Thus,by di�erentiation,

the associated intensity is

V
F
t (b)=

Z
T

t

�stds:(20)

O ntheotherhand,itisalsopossibletocom putethecouple(U G(b);V G(b)).

Theexercise isslightly m oreinvolved and in orderto execute it,letus�rst

de�nea new probability m easure on GT by

�
deP

dP

�

GT

= exp

�

�
2

2
T � W

G
T

�

:
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By G irsanov’stheorem ,the process

fW
G
t = W

G
t + t

isa (eP ;G)-Brownian m otion and reexpressing therepresentation (17)under

the probability eP and the�ltration G gives

U
G
t (b)=

eE

�Z T

t

�st

Z s

0

sgn(W G
u )dW

G
u ds

�
�
�Gt

�

=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t + eE

�Z T

t

�st

Z s

t

sgn(W G
u )dW

G
u ds

�
�
�Gt

�

;

where eE is the expectation under eP . Substituting W G with fW G in the

above expression and elim inating the stochastic integrals (which does not

contribute to theexpectation)gives

U
G
t (b)=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t � 

Z T

t

�st

Z s

t

eE [sgn(fW G
u � u)jGt]duds:

Now,onecan rem ark that

eE [sgn(fW G
u � u)jGt]=

eE [sgn((fW G
u � fW

G
t )+

fW
G
t � u)jGt]

= eE [sgn(
p
u� tG + W

G
t � (u� t))];

where G isa standard G aussian variable with zero m ean and unitvariance

under the probability eP .Consequently,expressing the above quantity in

term softhe cum ulative � ofthe standard G aussian variable gives

eE [sgn(fW G
u � u)jGt]= 1� 2�

�

�
W

G
t � (u � t)
p
u� t

�

and thus

U
G
t (b)=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t � 

Z T

t

(s� t)�stds

(21)

+ 2

Z T

t

�Z s

t

�

�

�
W

G
t � (u� t)
p
u� t

�

du

�

�stds:

Di�erentiating the above expression,and taking only the m artingale part

givesthe intensity

V
G
t (b)=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

sgn(W G
t )

� 

Z T

t

�Z s

t

s

2

�(u� t)
exp

�

�
1

2

(W G
t � (u� t))2

u� t

�

du

�

�stds:
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Thus,itbecom esclearfrom (19)and (21)that

U
G
t (b)� U

F
t (b)= 2

Z
T

t

�Z
s

t

�

�

�
W

G
t � (u� t)
p
u� t

�

du

�

�stds6= 0;(22)

P 
 dta.s.and hence theinform ation neutrality doesnothold.

Finally,fortheG SDUsunderH ,onecan usesom esim ilarG irsanov trans-

form ationsand get

U
H
t (b)=

Z
T

t

W
F
s �

s
tds;

(23)
V
H
t (b)= 0;

ift� T=2 and

U
H
t (b)=

Z
2t

t

W
F
s �

s
tds+ W

F
2t

Z
T

2t

�stds� 
p
2

Z
T

2t

(s=2� t)�stds;

(24)

V
H
t (b)=

p
2

Z
T

2t

�stds;

ift< T=2.

Thus,wesee that

U
H
0 (b)� U

F
0 (b)= � (1�

p
2

2
)

�Z T

0

s�stds

�

;(25)

and in particulartheidentity (18)doesnothold and hencetheinform ation

neutrality doesnothold again.Notethatwhen  > 0;itisclearthatU H
0 (b)<

U F
0 (b)and weinterpretthisinequality asa form ofaversion to inform ation

(the consum er prefers to have access only to the coarser �ltration F (�)).

However,thisinequality isnottrue forevery consum ption plan and itcan

be proved that we have the opposite inequality U H
0 (b

0)> U F
0 (b

0) for the

consum ption plan b0de�ned by b0t= exp(� W F
t ):

4.2. A nonlinearintertem poralaggregator. LetusconsidertheChen and

Epstein (2002)G SDU intertem poralaggregatorgiven by

f(s;c;y;z)= log(c)� �(s)y� kjzj;(26)

fork2 R+ and fora determ inistic integrable function �(� ).

By Proposition 2,we know that for each �ltration A 2 fF ;Gg;the A -

G SDU associated with theintertem poralaggregator(26)m ayberepresented

forany c2 H 2(A ;R)as

U
A
t (c)= ess inf

�2� A

U
A ;�
t (c); P 
 dta.s.;(27)
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where � A = f� 2 H 2(A ;R):j�tj� k; P 
 dt a.s.g and where the process

U A ;�(c)isthe G SDU de�ned by

U
A ;�
t (c)=

Z T

t

(log(cs)� �(s)U A ;�
s (c)� �sV

A ;�
s (c))ds�

Z T

t

V
A ;�
s (c)dW A

s ;

foreach � 2 �A .By Proposition 1,we have therepresentation

U
A ;�
t (c)= E

�Z
T

t

� s
tlog(cs)ds

�
�
�A t

�

;(28)

where � s
t isthe adjointprocessde�ned fors� tby the forward SDE

d� s
t= � � s

t[�sds+ �s� dW
A
s ]; � t

t= 1:

In orderto com pute U F
t (b)where we recallthatthe consum ption plan b is

de�ned in (15),we �rstde�ne foreach � 2 � F the probability m easure P �

by itsRadon{Nikodym derivative with respectto P on FT,

dP �

dP
= exp

�

�

Z
T

0

�sdW
F
s �

1

2

Z
T

0

�
2
sds

�

:

By G irsanov’stheorem ,the representation (28)becom es

U
F ;�
t (b)= E �

�Z T

t

�stW
F
s ds

�
�
�Ft

�

=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t � E �

�Z T

t

�

�st

Z s

t

�vdv

�

ds

�
�
�Ft

�

;

whereE � istheexpectation undertheprobability P
�:Therefore,theessen-

tialin�nim um of(27)isattained by � = k,P 
 dta.s.,and hence

U
F
t (b)=

�Z
T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t � k

Z
T

t

(s� t)�stds;

and consequently the associated intensity isgiven by

V
F
t (b)=

Z T

t

�stds:

In orderto com pute U G
t (b);one can write the BSDE satis�ed by U F

t (b);

and translate itunderG and geta uniquenessargum ent

U
G
t (b)=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

W
F
t � k

Z T

t

(s� t)�stds� U
F
t (b)

and

V
G
t (b)=

�Z T

t

�stds

�

sgn(W G
t ):

Forthe utility underthe �ltration H ,a uniquenessargum ent[note that

V H hasan invariantsign in equations(23)and (24)]allowsusto conclude

U H and V H aregiven by equations(23)and (24)with thereplacem entof

by k:
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4.3. A quadratic intertem poralaggregator. Letusconsiderthe SDU in-

tertem poralaggregatorgiven by

f(s;c;y;z)= log(c)�


2
z
2
;(29)

for 2 R:Although theintertem poralaggregator(29)isnotLipshitz,using

It̂o’srule,itcan beshown easily that

U
A
t (c)= �

1


log

�

E

�

exp

�

� 

Z T

t

log(cs)ds

��
�
�A t

��

;

for any c2 c2 H 2(F ;R) and for A = F ;G and H .In particular,existence

and uniquenessoftheassociated BSDE hold when theaboveexpectation is

�nite.Furtherm ore,som e straightforward com putationsgive

U
F
t (b)= U

G
t (b)= (T � t)W F

t �


6
(T � t)3;

U
H
t (b)=

Z
2t

t

W
F
s ds+ (T � 2t)W F

2t �


6
(T � 2t)3 fort< T=2

and

V
F
t (b)= (T � t);

V
G
t (b)= (T � t)sgn(W G

t );

V
H
t (b)=

p
2(T � t):

4.4. Discussion. W hile the com putationsofthissection o�era m odest

contribution from a theoreticalperspective,they havethem eritofillustrat-

ing in a concrete way how a BSDE dependson its�ltration.

Forourobjectiveofcharacterizing inform ation neutrality,itisworthwhile

to seewhatwecan learn from thisexam ple.First,thelinearG SDU com pu-

tations ofSection 4:1 show thatthe dependency in z doesnotallow infor-

m ation neutrality to hold (forthe three typesofinform ation heterogeneity

underconsideration).

W hen the utility is linear but independent from z,the G SDUs under

F and G coincide but are di�erent from the G SDU under H .This fact

suggeststhattheinform ation heterogeneity F versusG hasaspecialfeature.

Thisspecialfeature seem s to be con�rm ed by the nonlinearintertem poral

aggregatorsofSections4.2 and 4.3.In both cases,theG SDUsunderF and

G coincide butare di�erentfrom theG SDU underH .

Although,these statem entshave no theoreticalvalue since they are only

valid foroneparticularconsum ption plan (b),thenexttheoreticalwork will

establish that the inform ation heterogeneity ofthe type F versus G is the

uniquetypeofinform ation heterogeneity which allow inform ation neutrality

to hold fora classofintertem poralaggregators.
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5. Characterization ofinform ation neutrality. In this section we �x a

coupleof�ltrationsF (�)( G(�):First,letusstatea generalnecessary condi-

tion ofinform ation neutrality.

Lemma 1. Ifa BSDE (3)[resp.a GSDU (5)]exhibitsinform ation neu-

trality then for any � 2 L2(FT)[resp.for any c2 H
2(F ;R)]we have

kZ F
t (�)k= kZGt(�)k [resp.kVFt (c)k= kV G

t (c)k], P 
 dta.s.

Proof. Itfollowsfrom (7)thatforeach � 2 L2(FT),

lim
jti+ 1� tij! 0

X

i

jY F
ti+ 1

(�)� Y
F
ti
(�)j

2
= lim

jti+ 1� tij! 0

X

i

jY G
ti+ 1

(�)� Y
G
ti
(�)j

2

and therefore,
Z t

0

kZ F
s (�)k

2
ds=

Z t

0

kZ G
s (�)k

2
ds:

Consequently,

kZ F
t (�)k= kZGt(�)k; P 
 dta.s.;

and the proofissim ilarfortheG SDU case. �

5.1. The BSDE problem . In this section,and in view ofLem m a 1,we

usethe following assum ption on thedriverofthe BSDE (3):

(H1) TheBSDE driverhastheform

h(s;!;y;z)= ~h(s;!;y;kzk):

T heorem 1. Underassum ption (H1)thefollowingstatem entsareequiv-

alent:

(a) The BSDE (3)exhibitsstrong inform ation neutrality.

(b) There exists a process M :[0;T]� 
! R
n� n in the setP G such that

M 0M = Idn,dt
 dP a.s.and

W
F
t =

Z t

0

M sdW
G
s ; P 
 dta.s.(30)

Proof. (b)) (a)Forany � 2 L2(FT),assum ption (H1)in conjunction

with (30)im pliesthat(Y F
t (�);M tZ

F
t (�))0� t� T solvestheBSDE (3),and by

uniquenesswe getY F
t (�)= Y

G
t (�):

(b)) (a)Forany � 2 L2(FT);and underassum ption (H1),substracting

(3)and (4)gives,by Lem m a 1,

Z t

0

Z
F
s (�)� dW

F
s =

Z t

0

Z
G
s (�)� dW

G
s ; P 
 dta.s.(31)
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In order to com pute explicitly Z F for som e particular �,let us now in-

troduce the n-dim ensionalprocess(X t= (X t;:::;X t))0� t� T thatsolvesthe

stochastic di�erentialequation

dX t= � g(t;!;X t)dt+ dW
F
t ;

X 0 = x2 Rn
;

where g m aps[0;T]� 
� R n onto Rn and isde�ned by

g(t;!;X )= (~h(t;!;X 1;1);~h(t;!;X 2;1);:::;~h(t;!;X n;1)):

By construction,itisclearthat,foreach k= 1;:::;n;Y F
t (X k

T)= X k
t and

Z F
t (X

k
T)= �k where �k is a vector ofRn de�ned by �kk0 = 0 ifk 6= k0 and

�kk = 1.Therefore,foreach k;i= 1;:::;n;letting

M
k;i

t := Z
i;G
t (X k

T);

we get,from (31),

k
W

F
t =

Z t

0

nX

i= 1

M
k;i
s d

i
W

G
s ; P 
 dta.s.;

and thusforeach k;k0= 1;:::;n,

�
0

k�k0dt= dh
k
W

F
;
k0
W

F i
t
=

nX

i= 1

M
k;i

t M
k0;i

t dt= (M 0
tM t)k;k0dt;

which com pletesthe proof. �

To be concrete,in the scalar Brownian m otion case,the �ltration F t=

�(jW G
s j;0� s� t)isgenerated bytheBrownian m otion W F

t :=
R
t

0
sgn(W G

s )dW
G
s

asexplained in Section 3:1 and thisisan exam pleofa situation wherecon-

dition (b) ofTheorem 1 holds.M ore generally,Theorem 1 illustrates that

when thelink (30)existsbetween two �ltrationsF and G,thereisno utility

cost for the inform ation loss due to accessing to F rather than G under

assum ption (H1).

R emark 1. Note that under assum ption (H1),it is easily seen from

(30)thatinform ation neutrality isalso equivalentto the factthatW F isa

G-Brownian m otion.ThusTheorem 1 provides a possible interpretation of

thiscondition in term sofutility costofinform ation.

R emark 2. W hen h = 0;the BSDE (3) is the (linear) conditionalex-

pectation and thestrong inform ation neutrality becom es

E [�jFt]= E [�jGt]; dP 
 dta.s.;(32)
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forall� 2 L2(FT):In particular,theaboveistruefor� = W F
T ,and from the

L�evy criteria,wededucethat,in fact,W F isa G-Brownian m otion and thus

(30)issatis�ed.ThusTheorem 1 m ay beinterpreted asa generalization of

property(32)totheBSDE generated bythedriverh underassum ption (H1).

(The BSDEsare denom inated som etim esnonlinearexpectations.)

5.2. The GSDU case. In this section,and in view ofLem m a 1,we use

the following assum ption on theG SDU intertem poralaggregator:

(H2) Theintertem poralaggregatorhasthe form

f(s;c;y;z)= ~f(s;c;y;kzk):

Furtherm ore,fortechnicalreasonswe shalluse the following assum ption

on theintertem poralaggregator:

(H3) Theintertem poralaggregatorf iscontinuously di�erentiablewith re-

spect to c;y;z with �rstderivative being bounded by som e constant

L > 0 and satis�esforall(t;c;y;z)2 [0;T]� R � R � R
n

jf(t;c;0;z)j� C; j@cf(t;c;y;z)j� k> 0;

forsom econstantsC and k:M oreover,thederivatives@cf;@yf;@zf are

uniform ly Lipschitzwith respectto each ofthevariablesc;y;z with a

Lipschitz constantM > 0.

T heorem 2. Under assum ptions (H2) and (H3),the following state-

m entsare equivalent:

(a) The GSDU (5)exhibitsinform ation neutrality.

(b) Equality (30)holdsforsom e process M :[0;T]� 
! R
n� n in the set

P G such thatM 0M = Idn,dt
 dP a.s.

Proof. (b)) (a) For any c2 H 2(F ;R);assum ption (H2) in conjunc-

tion with (30) im plies that (U F
t (c);M

0
tV

F
t (c))0� t� T solves the BSDE (5),

and by uniquenesswe getU F (c)= U G(c):

(a)) (b)A sim ilarapproach ofTheorem 1 leadsunderassum ption (H2)

to the identity
Z t

0

V
F
s (c)dW F

s =

Z t

0

V
G
s (c)dW

G
s ; P 
 dta.s.(33)

foreach c2 H 2(F ;R).

In particular,fork= 1;:::;n;letusconsidertheutility U F
t (

kW F )associ-

ated to the consum ption processesct=
kW F

t thatcoincides,by uniqueness

oftheBSDE (5),with thesolution ofthescalarBSDE

k
N t=

Z T

t

~f(s; k
W

F
s ;

k
N s;j

k
�sj)ds�

Z T

t

k
�sd

k
W

F
s :
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Hence,V F
t (kW F )= k�t�k,wherewe recallthat�k isa vectorofR

n de�ned

by �kk0= 0 ifk6= k0and �kk = 1:Now,assum ing that

jk�tj> 0; P 
 dta.s.fork= 1;:::;n;(34)

and applying (33) to the consum ption processes c= kW F for k = 1;:::;n

gives

k
W

F
t =

Z t

0

nX

i= 1

M
k;i
s d

i
W

G
s ; P 
 dta.s.;

where

M
k;i

t :=
V
i;G
t (kW F )

k�t

and following the sam e argum entofTheorem 1 we are done.The following

lem m a showsthatunderassum ption (H3),inequality (34)issatis�ed. �

Lemma 2. Let(B t;0� t� T) be a standard unidim ensionalBrownian

m otion [say under (P;F )]and consider the BSDE

N
0
t =

Z
T

t

g(s;B s;N
0
s;�

0
s)ds�

Z
T

t

�
0
s dB s;

where g isde�ned for each (t;c;y;z)2 [0;T]� R � R � R by

g(t;c;y;z)= f(t;c;y;z�1)

and where f isan intertem poralaggregator satisfying assum ption (H3).

Then j�0tj> 0;P 
 dta.s.

Proof. First,considerthe�nality ofBSDEsparam etrized by x � 0and

de�ned by

N
x
t =

Z T

t

g(s;x+ B s;N
x
s;�

x
s)ds�

Z T

t

�
x
s dB s:(35)

By aresultofM a,Protterand Yong[(1994),Lem m a3.2;seealsoPardoux

and Peng (1992)]and foreach x � 0 thesolution of(35)satis�es

(N x
t;�

x
t)= (�(t;x+ Bt);@x�(t;x+ Bt));

where� :[0;T]� R ! R istheuniquebounded classicalsolution ofthequasi-

linearparabolic equation

@t�(t;x)+
1

2
@xx�(t;x)+ g(t;x;�(t;x);@x�(t;x))= 0; (t;x)2 (0;T)� R;

�(T;x)= 0:
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Furtherm ore,by the BSDE a prioriestim ates [see Pardoux and Peng

(1990)and ElK aroui,Peng and Q uenez (1997)]and the boundnessof@cg

[assum ption (H3)]we have thefollowing bounding argum ent:

E

�

sup
t� T

jN x
t � N

0
tj
2

�

+ E

� Z
T

0

dt(�xt � �
0
t)

2

�

� C E

� Z T

0

dt;(g(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)� g(t;B t;N

0
t;�

0
t))

2

�

(36)

� C TL
2
x
2
;

forsom e positive constantC .

Second,considerthelinearBSDE

Q t=

Z
T

t

(@cg(s;B s;N
0
s;�

0
s)

+ Q s@yg(s;B s;N
0
s;�

0
s)+ �s@zg(s;B s;N

0
s;�

0
s))ds(37)

�

Z
T

t

�sdB s

which,according to Proposition 1,givesthe following solution:

Q t= E

�Z T

t

ds@cg(s;B s;N
0
s;�

0
s)exp

�Z s

t

du@yg(u;B u;N
0
u;�

0
u)

�

� s
t

�
�
�Ft

�

;(38)

where

� s
t= exp

�

� 1

2

Z s

t

du@zg(u;B u;N
0
u;�

0
u)

2 +

Z s

t

dB u @zg(u;B u;N
0
u;�

0
u)

�

:

Notice thatfrom the boundnessofthe �rstderivatives ofg;equation (38)

showsthatQ satis�es

ke
� M T(T � t)� jQ tj� M e

M T
T(39)

and,therefore,in orderto prove thelem m a,we willshow that

�
0
t = Q t; P 
 dta.s.(40)

M oreprecisely,since�0t = @x�(t;Bt)and by thede�nition ofa derivative,

we need only prove

lim
x#0

�N x
t = Q t; P 
 dta.s.;(41)

where �N x
t := (N x

t � N 0
t)=x forx > 0:

To thatend,letusde�ne foreach x > 0 the process�� x
t := (�xt � �0t)=x

and, following a linearization technique of El K aroui, Peng and Q uenez
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(1997) we interpret the couple (�N x
t;��

x
t) as the solution of the linear

BSDE

�N x
t =

Z
T

t

(’xs + A
x
s�N

x
s + B

x
s��

x
s)ds�

Z
T

t

�� x
s dB s;

where

A
x
t :=

Z
1

0

d�@yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t + �(N x

t � N
0
t);�

x
t);

B
x
t :=

Z
1

0

d�@zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t + �(�xt � �

0
t));

’
x
t := (g(t;x + B t;N

0
t;�

0
t)� g(t;B t;N

0
t;�

0
t))=x:

Using theBSDE a prioriestim ates[see Pardoux and Peng (1990)and El

K aroui,Peng and Q uenez (1997)]and the inequality (a+ b+ c)2 � 4(a2 +

b2 + c2)we get

E

�

sup
t� T

j�N x
t � Q tj

2

�

� C E

� Z T

0

dt(A x
t � @yg(t;B t;N

0
t;�

0
t))

2
Q
2
t

�

(42)

+ C E

� Z T

0

dt(B x
t � @zg(t;B t;N

0
t;�

0
t))

2
�2t

�

+ C E

� Z T

0

dt(’xt � @cg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t))

2

�

;

forsom e positive constantC .

ByRolle’stheorem ,wehave’xt = @cg(t;�
x
t;N

0
t;�

0
t)forsom e�

x
t 2 (B t;B t+

x) and since @cg is uniform ly Lipschitz with respectto c;we have the fol-

lowing bound forthe third term on theright-hand sideof(42):

C E

�Z T

0

dt(’xt � @cg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t))

2

�

� C TM
2
x
2
:(43)

Toanalyzetheconvergenceofthe�rstterm on theright-hand sideof(42)

we need the following bounding argum ents:

C E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t + �(N x

t � N
0
t);�

x
t)

� @yg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

� 2

Q
2
t

�

� K E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t + �(N x

t � N
0
t);�

x
t)
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� @yg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

�2�

� 4K E

�Z
T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t + �(N x

t � N
0
t);�

x
t)

� @yg(t;x + B t;N
0
t;�

x
t)

� 2�

+ 4K E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

x
t)

� @yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

�2�

+ 4K E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@yg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

� @yg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

�2�

� 4K M
2

�

E

�Z T

0

dt(N x
t � N

0
t)

2
=3

�

+ E

�Z T

0

dt(�xt � �
0
t)

2

�

+ x
2

�

� 4K M
2(C T2

L
2
=3+ C TL

2+ 1)x2;

whereK = C M 2e2M TT2 and whereweused (39)to obtain the�rstinequal-

ity,theuniform Lipschitzproperty of@yf to obtain third inequality and we

used thea prioriestim atesin (36)to obtain thelastinequality.By (43)and

the above,we thereforehave,on taking lim its,

lim
x#0

C E

�Z T

0

dt(A x
t � @yg(t;B t;N

0
t;�

0
t))

2
Q
2
t

�

(44)

+ C E

�Z T

0

dt(’xt � @cg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t))

2

�

= 0:

In orderto tackle the convergence ofthe second term on the right-hand

side of(42)we usesim ilarbound to the above and get

C E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t + �(�xt � �

0
t))

� @zg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

� 2

�2t

�

� 2C E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t + �(�xt � �

0
t))

� @zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

� 2

�2t

�
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+ 2C E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@zg(t;x + B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)(45)

� @zg(t;B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

�2

�2t

�

� 2C E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t + �(�xt � �

0
t))

� @zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

� 2

�2t

�

+ 2M 2
x
2
E

�Z T

0

dt�2t

�

:

Finally,to bound the lastterm of(45)we m im ic a technique introduced

in ElK aroui,Peng and Q uenez(1997)asfollows:

E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d�@zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t + �(�xt � �

0
t))

� @zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

�2

�2t

�

� M
2
x
1=2

E

�Z T

0

dt�2t

�

+ E

�Z T

0

dt

�Z
1

0

d��2
t1fj�x

t
� �0

t
j> x1=4g

� @zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t + �(�xt � �

0
t))

� @zg(t;x+ B t;N
0
t;�

0
t)

� 2�

� M
2
x
1=2

E

�Z
T

0

dt�2t

�

+ 4L2E

�Z
T

0

dt1fj�x
t
� �0

t
j> x1=4g�

2
t

�

(46)

� M
2
x
1=2

E

�Z
T

0

dt�2t

�

+ 4L2E

�Z
T

0

dt1fj� tj> x
� 1=4g1fj�x

t
� �0

t
j> x1=4g�

2
t

�

+ 4L2x� 1=2E

�Z
T

0

dt1fj�x
t
� �0

t
j> x1=4g

�

� M
2
x
1=2

E

�Z T

0

dt�2t

�

+ 4L2E

�Z T

0

dt1fj� tj> x� 1=4g�
2
t

�
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+ 4L2x� 1E

�Z T

0

dtj�xt � �
0
tj
2

�

� M
2
x
1=2

E

�Z T

0

dt�2t

�

+ 4L2E

�Z T

0

dt1fj� tj> x
� 1=4g�

2
t

�

+ 4C TL4x;

where we used the uniform Lipschitz and the boundness of@zg to obtain

the �rstand the second inequality,the M arkov inequality to obtain fourth

inequality and (36) to obtain the last inequality.Next,since �t is square

integrable by construction,theLebesgue theorem im pliesthat

lim
x#0

E

�Z T

0

dt1fj� tj> x
� 1=4g�

2
t

�

= 0;

and weconcludethatthebound obtained in (46)tendsto 0 when x #0;and

thusso doesthe bound obtained in (45).

Theabove analysis,in conjunction with (44),im plies

lim
x#0

E

�

sup
t� T

j�N x
t � Q tj

2

�

= 0

and,in particular,(41)and thus(40)are established and we are done. �

Sim ilarly to the BSDE m odel,note that under assum ptions (H2) and

(H3),inform ation neutrality forthe G SDU m odelisequivalent to the fact

that W F is a G-Brownian m otion. Thus Theorem 1 provides a possible

interpretation of this condition in term s of utility cost ofinform ation in

the form alsense ofthe G SDU m odel.From thatperspective,the resultsof

Theorem s1 and 2 have sim ilarinterpretations.

The technicalproofsofTheorem s1 and 2 are also sim ilar,exceptin the

partconstructing arich setofF -m artingales.In theBSDE m odel(Theorem

1),we used forward SDEsto constructe�ciently an appropriate setofter-

m inaldata (�)thatgeneraten F -m artingaleswhich integrandsform a basis

ofRn.Thislastproperty allowed usto invertthetim ederivativeofform ula

(31)and identify dW F in term s ofdW G.In the BSDE m odel,we did not

need extratechnicalconditionsbecausetheassum ed Lipschitzconditionson

the driverh are su�cientto secure the existence ofstrong solutionsofthe

forward SDEs.

In the G SDU case,the forward SDEs technique willnot work because

the term inaldata is�xed (� = 0)and we can only choose the consum ption

process.In otherwords,weneed to controltheintensity V oftheG SDU by

selecting appropriately theintertem poralaggregators[through thechoiceof

theconsum ption process(c)].Them ethod thatweprovidein Lem m a 2 isa

self-contained proofwhich relieson thelink between BSDEsand quasilinear

parabolic di�erentialequations[Pardoux and Peng (1992)and M a,Protter
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and Yong (1994)].Thism ethod requiresextra technicalconditions[assum p-

tion (H3)]butitisourbeliefsthatitisinteresting by itselfand italso has

the m eritto rely only on classicalresultsfrom theBSDE literature.

However, assum ption (H3) is intuitively not a necessary condition to

obtain our characterization [unlike assum ption (H2)]and it is possible to

weaken it.Forinstance,using the representation ofthe intensity asa right

lim itoftheM alliavin derivativesoftheutility process(Vt= lim s#tD tUs),one

can use the results ofPardoux and Peng (1992) and ElK aroui,Peng and

Q uenez(1997)[see also M a and Zhang (2002)]to weaken assum ption (H3).

M ore generally,our choice ofconsum ption process ct=
kW F

t to generate

a rich set of F -m artingales is particular.Arguably it is also possible to

weaken the required technicalconditionsofany m ethod (eitherthe M arko-

vian technique or the M alliavin derivative technique) by a di�erentchoice

ofconsum ption process.

6. Conclusion. W echaracterized theinform ation neutrality property for

a class ofBSDEs including G SDUs under the assum ption that the driver

dependson the intensity Z only through the Euclidian norm kZk.Behav-

iorally,theinform ation neutrality propertycorrespondstoaform ofintrinsic

indi�erence to inform ation.W e proved that,unlessthe inform ation reduc-

tion is speci�c,the class of G SDUs exhibits an intrinsic attitude toward

inform ation.Thisintrinsic attitude toward inform ation isin factinexibly

associated to the risk aversion and the am biguity aversion concepts and

cannotbedisentangled from them within theG SDU context.Theseresults

invitefurtheranalysis.In particular,itwould bem eaningfulto characterize

them onotonicity,thatis,strictpreference(oraversion)forinform ation.The

K reps{Porteus{Skiadasapproach only providessu�cientconditionsforthe

m onotonicity for a particular class ofG SDUs:the SDUs.New techniques

m ust be introduced since we have to m anipulate sub-solution ofBSDEs.

For instance the generating m artingale technique willnotbe usefulin this

contextbecausewe only have inequalities.
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