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A bstract

In this expository paper we illustrate the generality of gam e theoretic prob-

ability protocols ofShafer and Vovk (2001) in �nite-horizon discrete gam es. By

restricting ourselvesto �nite-horizon discretegam es,wecan explicitly describehow

discrete distributionswith �nitesupportand the discrete pricing form ulas,such as

the Cox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula,are naturally derived from gam e-theoretic prob-

ability protocols. Corresponding to any discrete distribution with �nite support,

we construct a �nite-horizon discrete gam e,a replicating strategy ofSkeptic,and

a neutralforecasting strategy ofForecaster,such that the discrete distribution is

derived from the gam e. Construction ofa replicating strategy is the sam e as in

thestandard arbitrage argum entsofpricing European optionsin thebinom ialtree

m odels.Howeverthegam etheoreticfram ework isadvantageousbecauseno a priori

probabilistic assum ption isneeded.

Keywords and phrases: binom ialdistribution, Cox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula, hyperge-

om etric distribution,lower price,Polya’s distribution,probability protocol,replicating

strategy,upperprice

1 Introduction

In the gam e theoretic probability ofShafer and Vovk (2001),probability distributions

and probability m odels are notassum ed a prioributderived aslogicalconsequences of

certain protocolofa gam e between two players \Skeptic" and \Reality". In this gam e

Skeptic triesto becom e rich by exploiting patternsin the m ovesofReality. In orderto

preventSkepticfrom becom ingrich,Realityisin asenseforced tobehaveprobabilistically.

Therefore probability distributions are determ ined by the protocolofthe gam e. This

featureofthegam etheoreticprobability iswellillustrated by Shaferand Vovk (2001)in
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theirderivation ofSkeptic’sstrategy forcing thestrong law oflargenum bers(Chapter3)

and thederivation ofBlack-Scholesform ula (Chapter9).Also in Takeuchi’sexposition of

thegam etheoreticprobability and �nance(Takeuchi(2004))thispointisdiscussed with

m any interesting exam ples. Recently Kum on and Takem ura (2005)gave a very sim ple

strategy forcing thestrong law oflargenum bers.

In thestandard stochasticderivation ofoption pricing form ulas,em piricalprobability

isassum ed �rst,butthen by arbitrageargum ents,theem piricalprobability isreplaced by

therisk neutralprobability and thepriceofan option isgiven astheexpected valuewith

respectto therisk neutralprobability.The risk neutralprobability isoften explained as

a purely operationaldevice usefulin expressing the option price in a convenient form .

On theotherhand in thegam etheoreticprobability therisk neutralprobability ism ore

substantial,in the sense that Reality is forced to behave according to the risk neutral

probability to avoid arbitrage by Skeptic. W e should m ention here that in Shafer and

Vovk (2001)\forcing" isused only forin�nite-horizon gam es.In thispaperwesom ewhat

inform ally use the word to m ean thatReality should avoid arbitrage by Skeptic in the

setting of�nite-horizon gam es.

Additional
exibility ofgam etheoreticprobability isgained by introducing thethird

player \Forecaster" into the gam e. At the beginning ofeach round Forecastersets the

priceforReality’sm ove.By appropriately specifying thestrategy ofForecaster,Reality’s

m ovescan beforced to follow any prespeci�ed distribution.

In thispaperwe dem onstrate theabovefeaturesofthegam etheoretic probability in

the setting of�nite-horizon discrete gam es. Forexpository purposes we start with the

sim plest setting ofthe coin-tossing gam e and derive binom ialdistribution in Section 2

and give an analogousderivation ofthe Cox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula in Section 3. W e

discuss derivation ofhypergeom etric distribution and Polya’s distribution in Section 4

in orderto illustrate the role ofForecaster. Then in Section 5 we discuss derivation of

an arbitrary discrete distribution with �nite support. M ultivariate extension isgiven in

Section 6.Som eprelim inary m aterialon gam etheoreticprobability isgiven in Appendix.

2 D erivation ofbinom ialdistribution

Considerthe �nite-horizon fair-coin gam e in Section 6.1 ofShaferand Vovk (2001). Its

protocolisgiven asfollows.

Fair-C oin G ame

Protocol:

K 0 = �:given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 f�1;1g.

K n := K n� 1 + M nxn.

END FOR

In thisprotocola gam etheoreticversion ofChebyshev inequality isproved in (6.9)of
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S&V in thefollowing form :

P

��
�
�
�

SN

N

�
�
�
�� �

�

� 1�
1

N �2
;

where SN = x1 + � � � + xN and P denotesthelowerprobability.Actually the equality of

theupperprobability and thelowerprobability

P

��
�
�
�

SN

N

�
�
�
�� �

�

= �P

��
�
�
�

SN

N

�
�
�
�� �

�

(1)

holds here and thisprobability is given by binom ialdistribution. Although this factis

contained in a m oregeneralstatem entofProposition 8.5 ofS&V,wegive a fullproofof

thisfactem ploying standard arbitrageargum ents.

In orderto treatsuccessprobability p6= 1=2,letusconsiderthefollowing biased-coin

gam e.

Biased-C oin G ame

Protocol:

K 0 = �2 R;a;b> 0:given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 fa;�bg.

K n := K n� 1 + M nxn.

END FOR

As above we write Sn = x1 + � � � + xn. Let S0 = 0. Consider a random variable

x(�)= �(SN )which dependsonly on SN (European option).Then wehavethefollowing

basicresult.

T heorem 2.1 The upperand the lowerexpected valuesof�(SN )coincide and given by

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=

NX

m = 0

�
N

m

�

p
m (1� p)N � m

�(m a� (N � m )b); (2)

where p= b=(a+ b)isthe risk neutralprobability.

Proof: The �rst step ofour proofconsists ofde�ning a \candidate" price ofthe

European option. In the second step we verify thatthe candidate price isactually the

preciseprice,by constructing a replicating strategy.

Let��(n;Sn),Sn = �nb;�(n� 1)b+ a;:::na,denotethepriceof�(SN )attim en.W e

require�(n;Sn)to satisfy thefollowing \partialdi�erenceequation"

��(n;Sn)= p��(n + 1;Sn + a)+ q��(n + 1;Sn � b); 0� n < N ; (3)
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where q = 1� p. Note that(3)with p = 1=2 isa discrete version ofthe heatequation.

Theterm inalcondition for��(n;Sn)isgiven by

��(N ;SN )= �(SN ); SN = m a� (N � m )b;m = 0;:::;N : (4)

Starting with the term inalcondition (4) we can solve for ��(n;Sn) in (3) by backward

induction n = N � 1;N � 2;:::;0.Then theinitialvalue ��(0;0)iseasily calculated as

��(0;0) = p��(1;a)+ q��(1;�b)

= p(p��(2;2a)+ q��(2;a� b))+ q(p��(2;a� b)+ q��(2;�2b))

= p
2��(2;2a)+ 2pq��(2;a� b)+ q

2��(2;�2b)

= :::

=

NX

m = 0

�
N

m

�

p
m (1� p)N � m

�(m a� (N � m )b):

Now wedescribeareplicatingstrategyfor�(SN )with thethereplicatinginitialcapital

��(0;0).Forn = 1;:::;N ,let

M n =
��(n;Sn� 1 + a)� ��(n;Sn� 1 � b)

a+ b
: (5)

Notethata+ bcan bewritten as

a+ b= (Sn� 1 + a)� (Sn� 1 � b):

Therefore M n isthe ratio ofthe increm ents of��(n;Sn)and Sn and iscalled the \delta

hedge".W enow check thatthisM n givesareplicatingstrategy P.Thiscan becon�rm ed

by forward induction.Attheend ofthe�rstround n = 1,

��(0;0)+ K P
1 = ��(0;0)+ M 1x1

= ��(0;0)+
��(1;a)� ��(1;�b)

a+ b
x1

=

(

��(0;0)+ q(��(1;a)� ��(1;�b)); ifx1 = a;

��(0;0)� p(��(1;a)� ��(1;�b)); ifx1 = �b

=

(

��(1;a); ifx1 = a;

��(1;�b); ifx1 = �b;

= ��(1;S1):

Sim ilarly attheend ofround n = 2,wehave

��(0;0)+ K P
2

=

(

��(2;S1 + a); ifx2 = a;

��(2;S1 � b); ifx2 = �b;

= ��(2;S2):
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Now by induction wearriveat

��(0;0)+ K P
N = ��(N ;SN )= �(SN ):

W ehavecon�rm ed thatM n in (5)with thereplicatinginitialcapital(2)givesareplicating

strategy for�(SN ).Hencethetheorem holdsby Proposition A.1 in Appendix. �

In particularifwetake

�(SN )=

(

1; ifjSN j=N � �;

0; otherwise;

weseethattheequality holdsin (1)and theprobability isgiven by binom ialdistribution.

In thissection we took Reality’s m ove space asfa;�bg. Thisisconvenient in com -

paring Theorem 2.1 with theCox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula in thenextsection.However

forgeneralization ofbinom ialdistribution to hypergeom etric distribution in Section 4,it

ism ore convenientto rescale Reality’sm ove space to f0;1g.Then we need to introduce

thepricep forthe\ticket" xn.Therescaled protocoliswritten asfollows.

R escaled Biased-C oin G ame

Protocol:

K 0 = �;0< p< 1:given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 f0;1g.

K n := K n� 1 + M n(xn � p).

END FOR

Itisclearthatthe biased-coin gam e and the rescaled biased-coin gam e isequivalent

by thea�necorrespondence x n $ (a+ b)(xn � p);p= b=(a+ b).In therescaled version

theexpected valuein (2)issim ply written as

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=

NX

m = 0

�
N

m

�

p
m (1� p)N � m

�(m ): (6)

Furtherm ore,since theincrem entofSn isnorm alized to be1,thereplicating strategy in

(5)issim ply written as

M n = ��(n;Sn� 1 + 1)� ��(n;Sn� 1): (7)

Itisalso conceptually very im portantto considerthe single step gam e i.e.the gam e

with N = 1. Note thateach round n ofthe N step biased-coin gam e can be viewed as

a single step gam e.In the single step gam e binom ialdistribution reducesto a Bernoulli

trial.Thisim pliesthatgiven thepricep,Reality’sm ovexn foreach round n isexactly the

sam e asa single Bernoullitrialwith successprobability p.Furtherm ore thisbehaviorof

Realityisdictated solelybythevalueofp,independently from thepastm ovesx1;:::;xn� 1
ofReality.Therefore in the Rescaled Biased-Coin Gam e,Reality’sm ovesx1;:::;xN are

independentBernoullitrials.
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3 D erivation ofthe C ox-R oss-R ubinstein form ula

Herewepresenta gam etheoreticform ulation and derivation oftheCox-Ross-Rubinstein

form ula(Cox,Rossand Rubinstein (1979)),which isfully discussed in m any introductory

textbookson option pricing (e.g.,Shreve(2004),Chapter2 ofBaxterand Rennie(1996),

Chapter8 ofCapi�nskiand Zastawniak (2003)).Oncean appropriategam eisform ulated,

therestoftheargum entisthesam easin theprevioussection.

OurprotocolforCox-Ross-Rubinstein gam eisasfollows.

C ox-Ross-Rubinstein G ame

Protocol:

S0 > 0;u > r> d > 0:given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 fu;dg.

Sn := Sn� 1 � xn.

K n := K n� 1 + M n(Sn � Sn� 1)+ (r� 1)(K n� 1 � M nSn� 1).

END FOR

HereK n� 1� M nSn� 1 istheam ountofrisklessbond held bySkepticfortheround n and

r� 1 isthe�xed risklessinterestrate.Although by appropriatediscounting wem ay put

r= 1withoutessentiallossofgenerality (Section 12.1ofS&V),hereweleavetheinterest

rater asin standard derivation oftheCox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula.p= (r� d)=(u� d)

iscalled therisk neutralprobability.

Let�(SN )denote a payo� function ofa European option depending on SN . Corre-

sponding to Theorem 2.1 wehavethefollowing result.

T heorem 3.1 (the Cox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula) The upperand the lowerexpected

valuesof�(SN )coincide and given by

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=
1

rN

NX

m = 0

�
N

m

�

p
m (1� p)N � m

�(um dN � m
S0); (8)

where p= (r� d)=(u� d)isthe risk neutralprobability.

Proof: As in the previous section we de�ne ��(n;Sn) by backward induction. Put

��(N ;SN )= �(SN )and forn = N � 1;:::;0,de�ne

��(n;Sn)=
1

r

�

p��(n + 1;uSn)+ (1� p)��(n + 1;dSn)

�

Then theinitialvalue ��(0;S0)iseasily calculated as

��(0;S0)=
1

rN

NX

m = 0

�
N

m

�

p
m (1� p)N � m

�(um dN � m
S0):
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Thisbecom esthereplicating initialcapitalofthefollowing replicating strategy:

M n =
��(n;uSn� 1)� ��(n;dSn� 1)

(u � d)Sn� 1
:

Since the gam e is coherent by the requirem ent u > r > d,the theorem follows from

Proposition A.1. �

4 H ypergeom etric distribution and Polya’s distribu-

tion

In therescaled biased-coin gam eofSection 2,thepricep oftheticketxn wasa constant.

Therefore the third player \Forecaster" did not enter the protocol. Now we introduce

Forecaster,who setsthepriceoftheticketatthebeginning ofeach round in therescaled

biased-coin gam e. W e illustrate the role ofForecaster below by deriving the hypergeo-

m etricdistribution.W ealso derivePolya’sdistribution.

R escaled Biased-C oin G ame W ith Forecaster

Protocol:

K 0 = �:given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

Forecasterannouncespn 2 R.

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 f0;1g.

K n := K n� 1 + M n(xn � pn).

END FOR

NotethatifForecasterannouncespn > 1orpn < 0,then Skepticcan becom ein�nitely

richim m ediatelybytakingjM njarbitrarilylarge.Thereforewecanrestrictthem ovespace

ofForecastertobe[0;1].Furtherm oreifpn = 0,Skepticcan stilltakeM n arbitrarilylarge,

which forcesReality tochoosexn = 0.Sim ilarly ifpn = 1,then Reality isforced tochoose

xn = 1.

Now considera strategy ofForecaster.A strategy ofForecasteriscalled neutral(Sec-

tion 8.2ofS&V)ifpn isdeterm ined bythepastm ovesofRealityx1:::xn� 1.From now on

weonly considerneutralstrategiesforForecaster.Furtherm oreforsim plicity weconsider

neutralstrategy depending on Sn� 1 = x1 + � � � + xn� 1 and writepn = pn(Sn� 1),which we

m ay call\M arkovian neutralstrategy". In M arkovian neutralstrategy Forecaster only

needsto keep Sn� 1 in m em ory to choosehism ove.

Consideran urn with �1 red ballsand �2 black balls,where �1 + �2 � N .Letxn = 1

correspond to drawing a red balland letxn = 0 correspond to drawing a black ballfrom

theurn by Reality.Letpn betheratio ofred ballsin theurn atthen-th round.Then

pn = pn(Sn� 1)=
m ax(0;�1 � Sn� 1)

�1 + �2 � (n � 1)
:

7



Actually here we do need to take the positive part of�1 � Sn� 1,because as rem arked

aboveoncetheboundary Sn� 1 = �1 isattained,then 0= pn = pn+ 1 = :::and Reality is

forced to choose 0 = xn = xn+ 1 = :::,which resultsin �1 = Sn = Sn+ 1 = :::. Now we

writeouta gam eofsam pling withoutreplacem entfrom an urn.

G ame of Sampling W ithout R eplacement From A n U rn

Protocol:

K 0 = �;�1 > 0;�2 > 0;�1 + �2 � N ,S0 = 0 :given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

Forecasterannouncespn = (�1 � Sn� 1)=(�1 + �2 � n + 1)

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 f0;1g.

K n := K n� 1 + M n(xn � pn).

Sn := Sn� 1 + xn.

END FOR

For this gam e the upper and the lower values ofthe payo� �(S N ) coincide and are

given by theexpected valuewith respectto thehypergeom etricdistribution:

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=

m in(�1;N )
X

m = m ax(0;N � �2)

�(m )

�
�1

m

��
�2

N � m

�

�
�1+ �2

N

� : (9)

Thisresultisactually alm ostobviousfrom thediscussion attheend ofSection 2,nam ely,

ateach round n Reality’sm ove xn islike drawing a ballfrom an urn with �1 � Sn� 1 red

ballsand �2 � (n � 1� Sn� 1)black balls. However itisinstructive to look ata form al

proofof(9).

De�nea candidatepriceof�(SN )attim en by backward induction:

��(n;Sn)= pn+ 1(Sn)��(n + 1;Sn + 1)+ (1� pn+ 1(Sn))��(n + 1;Sn);n = N � 1;:::;0;

with the term inalcondition ��(N ;SN )= �(SN ). Then by fully expanding the recurrence

relation wehave

��(0;0)=
X

(x1;:::;xN )2 f0;1gN

m ax(0;N � �2)� SN � m in(�1;N )

NY

n= 1

pn(Sn� 1)
xn(1� pn(Sn� 1))

1� xn�(SN ): (10)

Actually wedonotneed therestriction m ax(0;N � �2)� SN � m in(�1;N )in thesum m a-

tion,because
Q N

n= 1
pn(Sn� 1)

xn(1� pn(Sn� 1))
1� xn = 0 forSN outside ofthisrange. Now
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itiseasily seen that

NY

n= 1

pn(Sn� 1)
xn(1� pn(Sn� 1))

1� xn

=
�1(�1 � 1)� � � (�1 � SN + 1) � �2(�2 � 1)� � � (�2 � N + SN + 1)

(�1 + �2)(�1 + �2 � 1)� � � (�1 + �2 � N + 1)

=

�1!

(�1� SN )!

�2!

(�2� (N � SN ))!

(�1+ �2)!

(�1+ �2� N )!

:

Therefore

��(0;0)=
X

(x1;:::;xN )2 f0;1gN

m ax(0;N � �2)� SN � m in(�1;N )

�1!

(�1� SN )!

�2!

(�2� (N � SN ))!

(�1+ �2)!

(�1+ �2� N )!

�(SN ):

Now fora given valueofSN ,thesum m ation justcountsthenum berofwaysofchoosing

SN 1’sam ong x1;:::;xN .Itfollowsthat

��(0;0)=
X

m ax(0;N � �2)� SN � m in(�1;N )

N !

SN !(N � SN )!

�1!

(�1� SN )!

�2!

(�2� (N � SN ))!

(�1+ �2)!

(�1+ �2� N )!

�(SN );

which proves(9).

The above argum entcan be im m ediately applied to Polya’surn m odel(Section V.2

ofFeller(1968)). In thisschem e,when a ballisdrawn from an urn,itisreplaced and,

m oreover,c ballsofthe sam e colorare added. Then the gam e corresponding to Polya’s

urn m odeldi�ersfrom thegam eofsam plingwithoutreplacem entonly in thespeci�cation

ofForecaster’sneutralstrategy.In Polya’surn m odel

pn = pn(Sn� 1)=
�1 + cSn� 1

�1 + �2 + (n � 1)c
:

Then asin (2.4)ofSection V.2 ofFeller(1968),theexpected valueof�(SN )in thisgam e

iswritten as

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=

NX

m = 0

�(m )

�
� �1=c

m

��
� �2=c

N � m

�

�
� (�1+ �2)=c

N

� ; (11)

wherethebinom ialcoe�cient
�
r

n

�
fora realr and nonnegativeintegerk denotes

�
r

k

�

=
r(r� 1)� � � (r� k+ 1)

k!
: (12)

Notethat(6)and (9)arespecialcasesof(11)with c= 0 and c= �1,respectively.In (9)

therangeofsum m ation can betaken asm = 0;:::;N ,with theconvention (12).
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5 A rbitrary discrete distribution w ith �nite support

So farwe have discussed how to derive som e classicaldistributions. W e now show that

given any distribution on f0;:::;N g,wecan specify a neutralstrategy ofForecasterin a

gam ewith N roundssuch thatReality followsthedistribution.

Letqm � 0;m = 0;:::;N ,
P N

m = 0
qm = 1,denotean arbitrary probability distribution

on f0;:::;N g.By decreasing N ifnecessary,weassum e qN > 0.De�ne

�qm =
qm + � � � + qN

qm � 1 + qm + � � � + qN

; m = 1;:::;N :

Then

qm = �q1� � � �qm (1� �qm + 1); m = 1;:::;N ; �qN + 1 = 0: (13)

Let

pn =

(

�qn; ifSn� 1 = n � 1;

0; otherwise:

The idea here isto letReality increase Sn� 1 by 1 with probability �qn� 1 ifSn� 1 = n � 1

or otherwise let him stop at the current levelfor the rest ofthe rounds. Note that

pn = pn(Sn� 1)isindeed a function ofSn� 1,becauseitiswritten as

pn = �qn � I(Sn� 1 = n � 1);

whereI(�)istheindicatorfunction.

Biased-C oin G ame W ith Forecaster For A rbitrary D istribution

Protocol:

K 0 = �,S 0 = 0,qm � 0;m = 0;:::;N ,
P N

m = 0
qm = 1:given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

Forecasterannouncespn = �qn � I(Sn� 1 = n � 1).

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R.

Reality announcesxn 2 f0;1g.

K n := K n� 1 + M n(xn � pn).

Sn := Sn� 1 + xn.

END FOR

The tree ofthisgam e isillustrated in Figure1.Forthisgam e we have the following

result.

T heorem 5.1 The upperand the lowerexpected valuesof�(SN )coincide and given by

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=

NX

m = 0

�(m )qm : (14)

10
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Figure1:Treeofthegam eforarbitrary distribution

Proof: Asin thecaseofhypergeom etricdistribution

��(0;0)=
X

(x1;:::;xN )2f0;1g
N

NY

n= 1

pn(Sn� 1)
xn(1� pn(Sn� 1))

1� xn�(SN ):

In thisgam e,thepath leading to Sm isuniquely determ ined as

x1:::xN = 1:::10:::0

with m initial1’s. By (13), for this path
Q N

n= 1
pn(Sn� 1)

xn(1 � pn(Sn� 1))
1� xn = qm .

Therefore ��(0;0) =
P N

m = 0
�(m )qm . The replicating strategy con�rm ing this candidate

priceisgiven as

M n =

( P
N

m = n
�(m )qm

P
N

m = n
qm

� �(Sn� 1); ifSn� 1 = n � 1;

1 ; otherwise:

�
In Theorem 5.1wehaveconsidered adiscretedistribution with thesupportf0;:::;N g.

W ecan dealwith thesupportoftheform fa;a+ 1;:::;bg,bylettingN = b� aand setting

theinitialvalueS0 = a.

In Section 8.3 oftheir book,Shafer and Vovk discuss \adding tickets" to m ake the

upper expected value and the lower expected value to coincide. Note that ifReality’s

m ove space hasm ore than two elem entsin a single step gam e,then the upperexpected

valueisgenerally largerthan thelowerexpected value.Theorem 5.1showsthatifweadd

su�cientnum berofstepsto a single step gam e,theequality ofthe upperand thelower

pricesisachieved.

6 M ultivariate extension

In theprevioussectionswehaveconsidered univariaterandom variableSN .In thissection

wegiveastraightforward m ultivariateextension oftheresultsoftheprevioussections.W e
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em ploy them ulti-labelclassi�cation protocoldiscussed in Vovk,Nouretdinov,Takem ura

and Shafer(2005).

Ourextension correspondstogeneralizingBinom ialdistribution tom ultinom ialdistri-

bution.LetSN = (S1
N ;:::;S

d
N )bead-dim ensionalvector.Asin m ultinom ialdistribution,

forthe sake ofsym m etry,we leave one-dim ensionalredundancy N = S1
N + � � � + Sd

N in

thecom ponentsofSN .Therefore xn in Rescaled Biased-Coin Gam enow correspondsto

a 2-dim ensionalvector(xn;1� xn).Forthegenerald-dim ensionalcasethem ovespaceof

Reality

X = fe1;:::;edg= f(1;0;:::;0);(0;1;0;:::;0);:::;(0;:::;0;1)g

consistsofd standard coordinatevectors.

M ultilabel C lassification G ame W ith N eutral Forecasting Strategy

Protocol:

K 0 = �,S 0 = 0 :given

FOR n = 1;:::;N

Forecasterannouncespn = pn(Sn� 1)2 R
d.

SkepticannouncesM n 2 R
d.

Reality announcesxn 2 X .

K n := K n� 1 + M n � (xn � pn).

Sn := Sn� 1 + xn.

END FOR

Here\�" denotesthestandard innerproductofRd.

In theaboveprotocolwetook thewholeR d asthem ovespaceofForecaster.Let

�(X )= f(p 1
;:::;p

d)jpi� 0;

dX

i= 1

p
i= 1g

denotetheprobability sim plex spanned by thestandard coordinatevectors.IfForecaster

announces pn 62 �(X ),then by the hyperplane separation theorem Skeptic can choose

M n 2 R
d such thathebecom esin�nitely rich im m ediately,no m atterwhatm oveReality

chooses. See Vovk,Nouretdinov,Takem ura and Shafer (2005) for a discussion ofthis

point.Thereforewecan restrictForecaster’sm ovespacetotheprobability sim plex �(X ).

Also ifpin = 0 forsom ei,Skepticcan chooseM i
n arbitrarily largeand Reality isforced to

choosexin = 0.

W e also note that there is a redundancy in the m ove space ofSkeptic,once pn is

restricted to lie in �(X ). M n + c(1;:::;1)forany c 2 R leads to the sam e increm ent

ofthe capitalprocess K n. However it is often convenient to ignore this redundancy in

specifying Reality’sm oveM n.

Fornotationalsim plicity write

p
xn
n = (p1n)

x1n � � � (pd
n)

xdn = p
i
n forxn = ei:

Asastraightforwardgeneralization ofresultsintheprevioussectionswehavethefollowing

theorem .
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T heorem 6.1 The upperand the lowerexpected valuesof�(SN )coincide and given by

�E(�(SN ))= E(�(SN ))=
X

(x1;:::;xN )2X
N

NY

n= 1

pn(Sn� 1)
xn�(SN ): (15)

Thelineoftheproofisthesam easin theprevioustheorem sand weom itthedetails.

Theprice ��(n;Sn)attim en isde�ned recursively by

��(n;Sn)=

dX

i= 1

p
i
n+ 1(Sn)��(n + 1;Sn + ei)

and thereplicating strategy M i
n issim ply given by

M
i
n = ��(n;Sn� 1 + ei):

From Theorem 6.1 we can easily derive m ultinom ialdistribution,m ultivariatehypergeo-

m etricdistribution aswellasm ultivariatePolya’sdistribution.

A generalization ofTheorem 5.1 to an arbitrary (d� 1)-dim ensionaldiscrete distri-

bution of(S1
N ;::::S

d� 1

N
) with �nite support can be explained as follows. W e �rst use

Theorem 5.1 on the�rstcom ponentS1
n to derive theone-dim ensionalm arginaldistribu-

tion ofS1
N .Then,given therealization ofthe�rstcom ponent,wederive theconditional

distribution ofS2
N given S1

N by anotherapplication ofTheorem 5.1 to thesecond com po-

nent.W ecan continue thisprocessup to the (d� 1)th com ponent.The lastcom ponent

Sd
n isused asa slack variable.

Finally asan illustration ofTheorem 6.1 we show how the Cox-Ross-Rubinstein for-

m ula ofSection 3 isreduced to ourm ultivariatefram ework.De�ne

xn �
Sn � rSn� 1

rn
:

Furtherm oreby discounting de�ne

K
�
n �

K n

rn
:

Then therecurrencerelation oftheCox-Ross-Rubinstein gam e

K n = K n� 1 + M n(Sn � Sn� 1)+ (r� 1)(K n� 1 � M nSn� 1)

= rK n� 1 + (Sn � rSn� 1)M n

iswritten as

K �
n = K �

n� 1 + M nxn:

Herexn can taketwo values

(x1n;x
2

n)=

�
Sn� 1(u � r)

rn
;
Sn� 1(d� r)

rn

�

:
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Rescaling thevalueswede�ned = 2,x�n 2 fe1;e2g= f(1;0);(0;1)g and

M
�
n = (x1n;x

2

n);

p
�
n =

�
�x2n

x1n � x2n
;

x1n

x1n � x2n

�

:

Then M nxn iswritten as

M nxn = M
�
n � (x�n � p

�
n):

Thereforetheiteration partofthetheCox-Ross-Rubinstein gam eiswritten as

FOR n = 1;:::;N

SkepticannouncesM �
n 2 R

2.

Reality announcesx�n 2 fe1;e2g.

K �
n := K �

n� 1 + M �
n � (x�n � p�n).

END FOR

Thisshowsthatthe Cox-Ross-Rubinstein form ula isalso a specialcase ofourm ulti-

variateextension.

A Prelim inaries on gam e theoretic probability

Herewesum m arizeprelim inary m aterial(Chapter1 ofS&V)ofthegam etheoreticprob-

ability. W e also state a basic proposition on the existence ofa replicating strategy and

theexistence ofthegam etheoreticexpectation in a coherentgam e.

In thispaperallthegam esare�nite-horizon gam eswith N rounds.Thereforea path

ofthe gam e is a �nite sequence � = x1:::xN ofReality’s m oves. A random variable

x(�)denotesa payo� to Skeptic,when Reality choosesthepath �.Given a strategy P of

Skeptic,K P denotesthecapitalprocessofP with zeroinitialcapital.Furtherm orein this

paperwe only considersym m etric gam es,in the sense thatifP isa strategy ofSkeptic,

then �P isalso a strategy ofSkepticand

K � P = �K P
:

Theupperexpected value �Ex and thelowerexpected valueEx ofx isde�ned as

�Ex = inff�j9P;8�;K P
N (�)� x(�)� �g;

Ex = supf�j9P;8�;K P
N (�)� �� x(�)g:

In a sym m etric gam eEx can also bewritten as

Ex = supf�j9P;8�;�+ K P
N (�)� x(�)g: (16)

A gam eiscoherentifSkepticisnotallowed to m akem oney forcertain,i.e.,

8P;9�;K P
N (�)< 0:

14



Ifa gam e is coherent,then �Ex � Ex for every random variable x (Proposition 7.2 of

S&V).

W ecallP a replicating strategy forx with thereplicating initialcapital�2 R if

�+ K P
N (�)= x(�);8�:

W enow statethefollowing basicfact.

Proposition A .1 In acoherentsym m etricgam e,supposethatP � isareplicatingstrategy

forx with the replicating initialcapital��.Then

�Ex = Ex = �
�
:

Proof: By de�nition of �Ex we have �Ex � ��. Furtherm ore in a sym m etric gam e

Ex � �� followsfrom (16).Therefore �Ex � �� � Ex.Com bining thiswith theinequality
�Ex � Ex weobtain theproposition. �

W eshould notethattheproofoftheinequality �Ex � Ex in S&V and theaboveproof

arestandard arbitrageargum ents.
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