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A bstract

In this expository paper we illustrate the generality of gam e theoretic prob-
ability protoools of Shafer and Vovk (001) in nitehorizon discrete games. By
restricting ourselves to nite-horizon discrete gam es, we can explicitly describe how
discrete distrbutions w ith nite support and the discrete pricing form ulas, such as
the C ox-R ossRubinstein form ula, are naturally derived from gam e-theoretic prob—
ability protocols. Corresponding to any discrete distrdbution with nite support,
we construct a nite-horizon discrete gam e, a replicating strategy of Skeptic, and
a neutral forecasting strategy of Forecaster, such that the discrete distrdbution is
derived from the gam e. Construction of a replicating strategy is the same as In
the standard arbitrage argum ents of pricing E uropean options In the binom ial tree
m odels. H ow ever the gam e theoretic fram ew ork is advantageous because no a priori
probabilistic assum ption is needed.

Keywords and phrases: binom ial distrdbution, Cox-RossRubinstein form ula, hyperge-
om etric distribbution, lower price, Polya’s distribution, probability protoool, replicating
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1 Introduction

In the gam e theoretic probability of Shafer and Vovk (2001), probability distributions
and probability m odels are not assum ed a priori but derived as logical consequences of
certain protocol of a gam e between two players \Skeptic" and \Reality". In this game
Skeptic tries to becom e rich by exploiting pattems in the m oves of Reality. In orxder to
prevent Skeptic from beocom Ing rich, R eality is In a sense HHroed to behave probabilistically.
T herefore probability distribbutions are determm ined by the protocol of the game. This
feature of the gam e theoretic probability is well illustrated by Shafer and Vovk (2001) in
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their derivation of Skeptic’s strategy forcing the strong law of large num bers (Chapter 3)
and the derivation ofB lack-Scholks form ula (Chapter 9). A Iso in Takeuchi’s exposition of
the gam e theoretic probability and nance (Takeuchi (2004)) this point is discussed w ith
m any interesting exam ples. Recently Kum on and Takemura (2005) gave a very sinple
strategy forcing the strong law of Jarge num bers.

In the standard stochastic derivation of option pricing form ulas, em pircal probability
isassum ed rst, but then by arbitrage argum ents, the em pirical probability is replaced by
the risk neutral probability and the prioce of an option is given as the expected value w ith
respect to the risk neutral probability. T he risk neutral probability is often explained as
a purely operational device useful in expressing the option price n a convenient fomm .
O n the other hand in the gam e theoretic probability the risk neutral probability ism ore
substantial, in the sense that Reality is oroed 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 for In nite-horizon gam es. In this paperwe som ew hat
Inform ally use the word to m ean that Reality should avoid arbitrage by Skeptic in the
setting of nite-horizon gam es.

A dditional exibility of gam e theoretic probability is gained by Introducing the third
player \Forecaster" into the game. At the beginning of each round Forecaster sets the
price for Reality’sm ove. By approprately specifying the strategy of Forecaster, R eality’s
m oves can be forced to follow any presoeci ed distribution.

In this paper we dam onstrate the above features of the gam e theoretic probability In
the setting of nite-horizon discrete gam es. For expository punooses we start w ith the
sin plest setting of the coin-tossing gam e and derive binom ial distribution In Section
and give an analogous derivation of the C ox-R ossRubinstein formula in Section 3. W e
discuss derivation of hypergeom etric distribution and Polya’s distrdoution in Section [4
in order to illustrate the rol of Forecaster. Then in Section [ we discuss derivation of
an arbitrary discrete distribution wih nite support. M ulivariate extension is given in
Section [@. Som e prelin inary m aterial on gam e theoretic probability is given in A ppendix.

2 D erivation ofbinom ial distribution

Consider the nite-horizon faircoin gam e in Section 6.1 of Shafer and Vovk (2001). Its
protocol is given as follow s.

FairCoin G ame
P rotocol:
Ko= :given

Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.
Reality announces x, 2 £ 1;1g.
Kn =K, 1+ M,x,.

END FOR

In this protocola gam e theoretic version of C hebyshev nequality isproved in (6.9) of



S&V In the ollow Ing form :
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where Sy = x; +  ®nd P denotes the lIower probability. A ctually the equality of
the upper probability and the low er probability
S S
P Ll -p = @)
N N

holds here and this probability is given by binom ial distribution. A though this fact is
contained in a m ore general statem ent of P roposition 8.5 0of S& V, we give a full proof of
this fact em ploying standard arbitrage argum ents.

In order to treat sucoess probability p 6 1=2, ket us consider the follow Ing biased-coin
gam e.

BiasedCoin G ame
P rotocol:
Ko= 2 R; a;b> 0: given

Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.
Reality announces x, 2 fa; kg.
Kn=K, 1+ M,x,.

END FOR
As above we write S, = x; + +.xLet S; = 0. Consider a random variabl
X( )= (Sy) which dependsonly on Sy (European option). Then we have the follow ing

basic resul.

Theorem 2.1 The upper and the ower expected values of (Sy ) coincide and given by

E( Sy)=E( (Sy))= @ p' " ma © m)b); @)

where p= b=@+ b) is the risk neutral probability.

P roof: The st step of our proof consists of de ning a \candidate" price of the
European option. In the seoond step we verify that the candidate price is actually the
precise prce, by constructing a replicating strategy.

Let (n;S,),S,= nb; @M 1)b+ aj;:::na,denctethepriceof (Sy)attinen.We
require ;S,) to satisfy the ollow ing \partial di erence equation”

m;S,)=p h+ 1;S,+a)+qg @+ 1;S, b; 0 n<N; 3)



where g= 1 p. Note that [3) with p = 1=2 is a discrete version of the heat equation.
The termm inal condition for @®;S,) is given by

N;Sy)= Sy); Sy=ma ©N m)oym=0;::5;N: “)

Starting with the term inal condition [) we can solve for (;S,) in @) by backward
induction n = N 1;N 2;:::;0. Then the initialvalie (0;0) is easily caloulated as

©0;0) = p L;a)+ g 1; b
= pp (2;2a)+ g R;a b))+ ap @;a b+ g @2; 2b)

= p’ @;2a)+2pq Q;a b+ g 2; 2b

m

N N m
= 0 p @ p fma ©®N m)b:

m=20
Now we describe a replicating strategy for (Sy ) w ith the the replicating Initialcapital
(n;sn l+ a) (n;sn 1 b)

M, = : 5
a+ b ©)

N ote that a + b can be w ritten as
a+ b= (S, 1+ a) Sn, 1 Db:

Therefore M ,, is the ratio of the ncrements of (©;S,) and S, and is called the \dela
hedge". W enow check that thisM ,, gives a replicating strategy P . Thiscan be con m ed
by forward induction. At the end ofthe rst roundn= 1,

0;0)+ K, = (0;0)+ M 1x
— 0:0)+ 1;a) a; b)Xl
( a+b
B ©;0)+ a( Tja) @i Db); ifx, = a;
0;0) p( 1;a) 1; b); ifx;= Db

(L;a); ifxi=a;
1; b; ifx;= I
= (1;S1):

Sin ilarly at the end of round n = 2, we have

(
@;s1+ a); ifxy = a;

@2;S1 b); ifx,= Iy
2;S2):

0;0) + K&



Now by induction we arrive at
0;0)+ Ky = M ;Sy)= (Sy):

W ehave con m ed thatM , n [§) w ith the replicating nitial capital [J) gives a replicating
strategy for (Sy ). Hence the theorem holds by P roposition Bl in A ppendix.

In particular ifwe take
(
1; if ' ;
(SN ) _ ’ :BN j:N ’

0; otherw ise;

we see that the equality holds in [ll) and the probability is given by binom ialdistribution.

In this section we took Reality’s m ove space as fa; bg. This is convenient In com —
paring Theorem 2] w ith the C ox-R ossRubinstein formula in the next section. H owever
for generalization of binom ial distribution to hypergeom etric distrdoution in Section [4, it
ism ore convenient to rescale Reality’s m ove space to £0;1g. Then we need to introduce
the price p for the \ticket" x, . The rescaled protocol is w ritten as follow s.

Rescaled BiasedCoin G ame
P rotocol:
Ko= ;0< p< 1l:given

Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.
Reality announces x, 2 £0;1g.

Kn =K, 1+ M, & pP).
END FOR

Tt is clear that the biassd-coin gam e and the rescaled biased-coin gam e is equivalent

by the a ne corespondence x , $ @+ b) X, p);p= b=@+ b). In the rescaled version
the expected value n [J) is sin ply w ritten as

N m N m
E(Sxy)N)=E( Bx))= m P 1 p) m): (6)

Furthem ore, sihoe the incram ent of S, is nom alized to be 1, the replicating strategy in
[) is sin ply written as
M n = (n;Sn 1 + 1) (n;Sn l): (7)
Tt is also conosptually very in portant to consider the single step gam e ie. the gam e
wih N = 1. Note that each round n ofthe N step biassd-coin gam e can be viewed as
a single step gam e. In the single step gam e binom ial distribution reduces to a Bemoulli
trial. T his in plies that given the price p, R eality’sm ove x, foreach round n isexactly the
sam e as a singlke Bemoulli trialw ith success probability p. Furthem ore this behavior of

Independent Bemoulli trials.



3 D eriwvation ofthe C oxR ossR ubinstein form ula

Here we present a gam e theoretic form ulation and derivation of the C ox-R ossR ubinstein
formula Cox,Rossand Rubistein (1979)), which is fully discussed In m any introductory
textbooks on option pricing (4., Shreve (2004), Chapter 2 of Baxter and Rennie (1996),
Chapter 8 ofCapinskiand Zastawniak (2003)). O nce an appropriate gam e is form ulated,
the rest of the argum ent is the sam e as in the previous section.

O ur protocol for C ox-R ossR ubinstein gam e is as follow s.

CoxRossRubinstein G ame
P rotocol:
Sg> 0;u> r> d> 0: given

Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.

R eality announces x, 2 fu;dg.

Shn =S, 1 X,-

Kp =Ky, 1+ M6, Sy )+ @ DK, 1 MiS, ).
END FOR

HereK, 1 M ,S, ; istheam ount ofrisklessbond held by Skeptic forthe round n and
r 1 isthe =xed rskless Interest rate. A though by appropriate discounting we m ay put
r= 1w ihout essential loss of generality (Section 121 0ofS& V), here we lave the Interest
rate r as in standard derivation of the C ox-RossRubinsteln fomula.p= ¢ d)=@u d)
is called the risk neutral probability.

Let (Sy ) denote a payo function of a European option depending on Sy . Corre—
sponding to Theorem 22l we have the follow ing result.

Theorem 3.1 (the Cox-RossRubinstein form ul) T he upper and the lower expected
values of (Sy ) coincide and given by

1 X N
m N m m N m
ECSyN=E(GCn))= p @ p) @ d So)i ®)
™ m

m=0

wherep= (r d)=@u d) isthe risk neutral prokability.

P roof: A s In the previous section we de ne n;S,) by backward induction. Put
N;Sy)= Sy)and orn= N 1;:::;,0,de ne

1
n;Sy,) = - p b+ L;uS,)+ @ p) @+ 1;dS,)
Then the initialvaluie (0;S,) is easily calculated as

1 >€\T N m N m m N m
0;So) = — p @ p) " d So):
™ m

m=0



T his becom es the replicating initial capital of the follow Ing replicating strategy:

M = @juS, 1) @;dS, 1),
! @ s, : '

Since the gam e is ocoherent by the requirement u > r > d, the theoram follows from
P roposition B_1l.

4 H ypergeom etric distribution and Polya’s distribu-—
tion

In the rescaled biased-coin gam e of Section [, the price p of the ticket x, was a constant.
T herefore the third player \Forecaster" did not enter the protocol. Now we introduce
Forecaster, who sets the price of the ticket at the begihning of each round in the rescaled
biased-coin gam e. W e illustrate the rolk of Forecaster below by deriving the hypergeo—
m etric distrdbution. W e also derive P olya’s distrioution.

Rescaled Biased<Coin Game W ith Forecaster
P rotocol:

Forecaster announcesp, 2 R.

Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.

Reality announces x, 2 £0;1g.

Kn = Ky 1+Mn(xn pn)-
END FOR

N ote that ifForecaster announcesp, > 1 orp, < 0, then Skeptic can becom e in nitely
rich in m ediately by taking M ,, jarbitrarly large. T herefore we can restrict them ove space
ofForecastertobe [0;1]. Furthem ore ifp, = 0, Skeptic can stilltakeM , arbitrarily large,
w hich foroesR eality to choose x, = 0. Sim ilarly ifp, = 1, then Reality is foroed to choose
X, = 1.

Now consider a strategy of Forecaster. A strategy of Forecaster is called neutral (Sec—
tion 82 0fS& V) ifp, isdetem ined by the pastm ovesofReality x; :::x, 1.From now on
we only consider neutral strategies for Forecaster. Furthem ore for sin plicity we consider
neutral strategy dependingon S, 1 = X; + # xandwritep, = Py Sn 1), which we
may call \M arkovian neutral strategy". In M arkovian neutral strategy Forecaster only
needs to kesp S, 1 In mem ory to choose hism ove.

Consider an um wih ; red ballsand , black balls, where ;+ , N .Letx,=1
corresoond to draw Ing a red balland ket x, = 0 correspond to draw ing a black ball from
the um by Reality. Let p, be the ratio of red balls In the um at the n-th round. T hen

_ S )=max(0;1 Sn 1) |
Pn Pn n 1 1+ 2 (I‘l l).




A ctually here we do need to take the positive part of ; S, 1, because as ram arked
above once the boundary S, 1 = 1 Isattained,then 0= p, = Pr+1 = ::: and Reality is
forced to chooxe 0= X, = X441 = :i:, which resultsih ;= S, = Sp.1 = :::. Now we
w rite out a gam e of sam pling w ithout replacem ent from an um.

Game of Sampling W ithout Replacement From An Urn
P rotocol:

Forecaster announcesp, = (1 Sy 1)=(1+ , n+ 1)
Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.
R eality announces x,, 2 £0;1g.
Kn=Knp 1+ My &y pPn).
Shn =S, 1+ X,
END FOR

For this gam e the upper and the lower values of the payo  (Sy ) coincide and are
given by the expected value w ith respect to the hypergeom etric distribution :

mj]}él;N) 1 2
E(©Gy)=E(@Gy))= fn ) ————: 9)
m=max (0N 2) N

This resul is actually aln ost obvious from the discussion at the end of Section [, nam ely,
at each round n Reality’sm ove x, is ke drawihgaballfrom anum wih ; S, ; rd
balls and , m 1 S, ;1) black balls. However it is Instructive to look at a form al
proofof [).

D e ne a candidate price of (Sy ) at tin e n by backward induction:

M;Sn)=Pa+16n) M+ 1;S,+ 1)+ 0 puy16Gn)) 0+ 1;S,);n=N  1;:::0;

w ith the temm inal condition ® ;Sy )= (Syx ). Then by fully expanding the recurrence
relation we have
X ¥ )
©;0) = PnGn 1)@ Pan 1)) ™ Gy 10)

(xl;:::;xN )2 fO;lgN n=1
m ax (0;N 2) Sy min( 1;N)
Acma]Jywedcénotneedtherest‘dctjonmax(O;N 2) Sy min( ;N ) In thesumma—

tion, because §=1pn Gn 1) @ pn G 1))t * = 0 OrSy outside of this range. N ow



it is easily seen that

bl
PonSn 1) QL PaSn 1)
n=1
_ 101 1) 1 ( Sy +1) 2(2 1) 2 (N + Sy + 1)
(1+ 2001+ 2 1) 1t 2 N+ 1)
1! 2!
_ (1 oSy )l(z N syt
(1+ 2)! -
(1+ 2 N)!
T herefore
X 1! | 2! I
(O;O)= (1 Sy)!(2 @ SyN! (S ):

(1+ 2)!
(xq17:5%y )2 fO;lgN ( 1t 2 N )!
m ax (0;N 2) Sy min( 1/N)

Now fora given value of Sy , the summ ation just counts the num ber of ways of choosing

1! 2!

(1 Sy)!'(2 O sSyN!
Syl Sy)! Lot

m ax (O;N 2) Sy min(1N) (1+ 2 N)!

X N !
©0;0) =

(SN F

w hich proves [9).

T he above argum ent can be inm ediately applied to Polya’s um m odel (Section V 2
of Feller (1968)). In this schame, when a ball is drawn from an um, it is replaced and,
m oreover, ¢ balls of the sam e color are added. Then the gam e corresponding to Polya’s
um m odeldi ers from the gam e of sam pling w ithout replacem ent only In the soeci cation
of Forecaster’s neutral strategy. In Polya’s um m odel

1+ G5y g ]
1+ .+ @ 1)

Pn=PnEn 1) =

Then asin (24) ofSection V 2 ofFeller (1968), the expected value of (Sy ) In thisgame
is w ritten as
>{\T 1=C 2=C
_ _ m N m
E(Gy)N)=E(Bx))= (IH)W, 11)
m=0 N

w here the binom ial coe cient rrl for a real r and nonnegative integer k denotes

r re 1) (r k+.1)

k k! a2)

Note that [d) and [@) are specialcasesof [[l) with c= 0O and c= 1, respectively. Tn [9)
the range of summ ation can be taken asm = 0;:::;N , with the convention [I2).



5 A rbitrary discrete distribution w ith nite support

So far we have discussed how to derdve som e classical distrbutions. W e now show that

gam e with N rounds such thaERea]jty follow s the distrdbution.
Let g, Ojm = 0;:::5;N, ﬂzoqn = 1, denote an arbitrary probability distrdbution

_ S t+ e _
Gy = ; m = 1;::5N ¢
G 1t G T e
T hen
G =G m @ G+e1);i m=1;::5N; 4= O: (13)
Let (

Ghi; Sy, 1=n 1;
Pn = .
0; otherwise:
The idea here isto ket Reality ncrease S,, 1 by 1 wih probability ¢, 1 ifS, 1= n 1
or otherw ise ket hin stop at the current level for the rest of the rounds. Note that
Pa = Pn Bn 1) is ndeed a function of S, 1, because it isw ritten as

Ph=a& IG,:1=n 1);

where I ( ) is the indicator function.

BiasedCoin Game W ith Forecaster For Arbitrary D istribution

P rotocol: p
Ko= ,S0= 0,0 Ojm = 0;::5;N, ﬂzoqn=l:gjyen

Forecaster announcesp, = ¢, IS, 1=n 1).
Skeptic announcesM , 2 R.
Reality announces x, 2 £0;1g.
Kn=Kn 1+M, & Pa)
Shn =S, 1t X
END FOR

T he tree of this gam e is flustrated in F igure[ll. For this gam e we have the follow Ing
resul.

Theorem 5.1 The upper and the ower expected values of (Sy ) coincide and given by

b
E(GBu))=E(GBy))= ) ¢ (14)

m=0

10



Figure 1: Tree of the gam e for arbitrary distribution

P roof: A s In the case of hypergeom etric distribution

X ¥
0;0) = PnSn )@ pnSn N Sy

(%1 ;:5xy )2 £0;1gN n=1
In this gam e, the path lading to S,, is uniguely detem Ined as
Xy siixXy = 1:::10:::0
, o , Q
wih m il l’s. By [3), frthispath ;PG )" @ Paa 1) ™ = G-
Therefore (0;0) = 2:0 m )g, - The replicating strategy con m Ing this candidate
price is given as

_ m ) .
Moo= ioa ©owi #Sia=n 1
1; otherw ise:

the nitial value S, = a.

In Section 83 of their book, Shafer and Vovk discuss \adding tickets" to m ake the
upper expected value and the lower expected valie to coincide. Note that if Reality's
m ove space hasm ore than two elem ents in a single step gam e, then the upper expected
value is generally Jarger than the lower expected value. T heorem [B]] show s that ifwe add
su cient num ber of steps to a single step gam e, the equality of the upper and the lower
prices is achieved.

6 M ultivariate extension

In the previous sections we have considered univariate random variable Sy . In this section
we give a straightforw ard m ultivariate extension ofthe results ofthe previous sections. W e

11



em ploy the m ultidabel classi cation protocoldiscussed In Vovk, N ouretdinov, Takem ura
and Shafer (2005).

O ur extension corresponds to generalizing B inom ialdistribution to m ultinom ialdistri-
bution. Let Sy = (S5 ;:::;SS ) bead-<din ensionalvector. A s in m ultinom aldistrbution,
for the sake of symm etry, we kave onedin ensional redundancy N = S} + £
the com ponents of Sy . Therefore x,, In Rescaled Biassd-Con G am e now corregoonds to
a 2-din ensional vector (X,;1 X,).Forthe generald-din ensional case the m ove space of

Reality

consists of d standard coordinate vectors.

M ultilabel C lassification Game W ith Neutral Forecasting Strategy
P rotocol:
Ko = 5 S 0= 0: g]Verl

Forecaster announces p, = P, Sn 1) 2 RY.
Skeptic announcesM , 2 R9.
Reality announces x, 2 X .
Kn=Kyp1+My & Pl
Shn =S, 1+ X,

END FOR

Here \ " denotes the standard inner product of K.
In the above protocolwe took the whole R¢ as the m ove space of Forecaster. Let

=1

denote the probability sim plex spanned by the standard coordinate vectors. If Forecaster
announces p, 8 X ), then by the hyperplane ssparation theoram Skeptic can choose
M, 2 R? such that he becom es in nitely rich inm ediately, no m atter what m ove R eality
choosss. See Vovk, Nouretdinov, Takem ura and Shafer (2005) for a discussion of this
point. T herefore we can restrict Forecaster'sm ove soace to the probability smplex K ).
Also ifpt = O for som e i, Skeptic can choose M ! arbitrarily large and R eality is forced to
choose x: = 0.

W e also note that there is a redundancy in the m ove space of Skeptic, once p, is

of the capital process K, . However it is often convenient to ignore this redundancy In

soecifying Reality’smove M ,, .
For notational sim plicity w rite

d .
o = (o ¥ Hp = pt rx, = e;:

A sa straightforw ard generalization of results in the previous sectionsw e have the follow ing
theoram .

12



Theorem 6.1 The upper and the ower expected values of (Sy ) coincide and given by

X ¥
E(GBy))=E(Gn))= Pn (Sn 1)™ Sy ): 15)

(x1;5xy )2X N n=1

T he line of the proof is the sam e as in the previous theoram s and we om it the details.
Theprice 0;S,) at tine n isde ned recursively by

xd
n;Sy,) = Poi1Sn) O+ 1;S,+ &)
=1

and the replicating strategy M ! is sin ply given by

Mi= @Sy 1+ e):
From Theoram [6]l we can easily derive m ultinom ial distribution, m ultivariate hypergeo—
m etric distribution as well asm ultivariate P olya’s distribbution.

A generalization of Theorem [B]l to an arbitrary (@ 1)-dim ensional discrete distri-
bution of (Sé ;:::51‘31 Yy with nite support can be explined as Pllows. We rst use
Theoram [B.] on the rst com ponent Srll to derive the one-dim ensionalm arginal distriou—
tion of S} . Then, given the realization ofthe rst com ponent, we derive the conditional
distribution of S2 given S} by another application of T heorem [51 to the second com po-
nent. W e can continue this process up to the [d 1)th com ponent. The last com ponent
S¢ isused as a slack variable.

Finally as an illistration of T heoram we show how the Cox-RossRubinstein for-

mula of Section [ is reduced to our m ultivariate fram ework. D e ne

Sn rSn 1
Xp T :
Furthem ore by discounting de ne
Kn
K, —:
rm

T hen the recurrence relation of the C ox-R ossR ubinstein gam e

Kn = Kp 1+M, 6, Sp )+t ¢ 1)K, 1 MuyS, 1)
rKn 1+ (Sn rSn 1)Mn

iswritten as

Here x, can take two values

S, 1@ r) S, 1d 1)
(Xi;szl)= n lrn ; n 1rn

13



Rescaling the valueswe de ned= 2,x, 2 fe;;e,g= £(1;0); 0;1)g and

_ 1.2y,
Mn_ (Xn’xn ’

Then M ,x, iswxrtten as
Mpxp, =M, & p):

T herefore the iteration part of the the C ox-R ossR ubinstein gam e is w ritten as

Skeptic announcesM | 2 R?.
Reality announces x, 2 fe;e,9.

Kn:an 1+Mn (§ pn)'
END FOR

T his show s that the Cox-RossRubinstein formula is also a special case of ourmulti-
variate extension.

A P relim inaries on gam e theoretic probability

Here we sum m arize prelin lnary m aterial (Chapter 1 ofS& V) of the gam e theoretic prob—
ability. W e also state a basic proposition on the existence of a replicating strategy and
the existence of the gam e theoretic expectation In a coherent gam e.

In this paper allthe gam es are nie-horizon gam esw ith N rounds. T herefore a path
of the game is a nie ssquence = Xx; :::xy of Realiy’s moves. A random variable
X () denotes a payo to Skeptic, when Reality chooses the path .G iven a strategy P of
Skeptic, KF denotes the capitalprocess of P w ith zero initial capital. Furthem ore in this
paper we only consider sym m etric gam es, In the sense that if P is a strategy of Skeptic,
then P isalso a strategy of Skeptic and

K "= K:
T he upper expected valie Ex and the lower expected value Ex ofx isde ned as

= inff j9P;8 ; Ky () =x() g;
Ex = supf j9P;8 ; Ky () x()g:
In a symm etric gam e Ex can also be written as
Ex=supf J9P;8; +K () x()g: 16)
A gam e is coherent if Skeptic is not allowed to m ake m oney for certain, ie.,

8P;9 ; Ky ()< O:

14



If a gam e is ooherent, then Ex Ex for every random variabl x (P roposition 72 of
S&V).
W e callP a rplicating strategy for x w ith the replicating mitial capital 2 R if

+Ky ()=x();8:
W e now state the follow ing basic fact.

P roposition A .1 In a coherent sym m etric gam e, suppose thatP  is a replicating stategy
for x with the replicating initial capital . Then

Ex=Ex=
P roof: By de nition of Ex we have Ex . Furthem ore In a symm etric gam e
Ex ollow s from [Id) . T herefore Ex Ex.Combining this w ith the Inequality

Ex Ex we obtain the proposition.

W e should note that the proofofthe Inequality Ex Ex In S& V and the above proof
are standard arbitrage argum ents.

A cknow ledgm ent. W e are grateful for insightfiil com m ents by V Jadin ir Vovk, G lenn
Shafer, K el Takeuchiand M asayukiK um on on earlier drafts of this paper.
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