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Abstract

‘We develop a theory for solving continuous time optimal stopping
problems for non-linear expectations. Our motivation is to con-
sider problems in which the stopper uses risk measures to evaluate
future rewards.
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1 Introduction

We solve continuous time optimal stopping problems in which the reward is
evaluated using non-linear expectations. Our purpose is to use criteria other
than the expected value to evaluate the present value of future rewards.
Such criteria include risk measures, which are not necessarily linear. Given
a filtered probability space (2, F, P, F' = {Fi}i¢co,1)) satisfying the usual
assumptions, we define a filtration-consistent non-linear expectation (F'-

expectation for short) with domain A as a collection of operators {5 [[|F):

A
A—A=AN LO(]-})} 0 satisfying “Monotonicity", “Time-Consistency",
telo,

“Zero-one Law" and “Translation-Invariance". This definition is similar to
the one proposed in (citet|Pln). A notable example of an F-expectation is the
so-called g-expectation, introduced by (citet|Peng-97). A fairly large class of
convez risk measures (see e.g. (citet|Follmer Schied 2004) for the definition
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of risk measures) are g-expectations (see (citet| CHMP), (citet|Pln), (citet]
MaYao 08) and (citet| IMPY-07)).

We consider two optimal stopping problems. In the first one, the stopper
aims to find an optimal stopping time when there are multiple priors and the
Nature is in cooperation with the stopper; i.e., the stopper finds an optimal
stopping time that attains

VAN .
Z(0)=  sup &Y, + Hy|Fo], (1.1)
(i,0) €L X So, T

in which & ={&;}iez is a stable class of F-expectations, Sp 7 is the set of
stopping times that take value in [0, T]. The reward process Y is a right-

continuous F-adapted process and for any v € Sp 7, Y, belongs to A#é{«f €
A E>c, a.s.(hbox|forsome)ceR}, where A is the common domain of the
elements in &°. On the other hand, the model-dependent reward processes
{H"};en is a family of right-continuous adapted processes with H{=0 that
is consistent with &. We will express the solution of this problem in terms of
the &-upper Snell envelope Z° of Y;, the smallest RCLL F-adapted process

JESNVAN . ~
dominating Y such that Z*°={Z) + H. t}tefo,7) is an E-supermartingale for
each i€ Z.

The construction of the Snell envelope is not straightforward. First, for
any i € Z, the conditional expectation &[§|F,], £ € A and v € Sy 1 may not be
well defined. However, we show that t — &;[{|F] admits a right-continuous
modification t— &[¢|F] for any ¢ € A# and that & is itself an F-expectation
on A# such that &][|F,] is well defined on A# for any v € Sy 7. In terms of
gi we have that

Z(0)=  sup &Y, + Hi|Fo). (1.2)
(i,p)EI X So,T

Finding a RCLL modification requires the development of an upcrossing
theorem. This theorem relies on the strict monotonicity of & and other
mild hypotheses, one of which is equivalent to having lower semi-continuity
(i.e. Fatou’s lemma). Thanks to the right continuity of t— &[¢|F,], we also
have an optional sampling theorem for right-continuous &-supermartingales.
Another important tool in finding an optimal stopping time, the dominated
convergence theorem is also developed under another mild assumption.

The stability assumption we make on the family & is another essen-
tial ingredient in the construction of the Snell envelope. It guarantees that
the class & is closed under pasting: for any 4, j € Z and v € Sy 1 there
exists a k € Z such that gk[§|]:g] :gi[gj[ﬂf,jvg]lfg], for any o € So 7.
Under this assumption it can then be seen, for example, that the collection
of random variables {&[X(p) +H.— H}|\F), (i,p) €T x S,,r} is directed
upwards. When the constituents of & are linear expectations, the notion
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of stability of this collection is given by (, 7, Definition 6.44), who showed
that pasting two probability measures equivalent to P at a stopping time
one will result in another probability measure equivalent to P. Our result
in Proposition 75 shows that we have the same pasting property for F'-
expectations. As we shall see, the stability assumption is crucial in showing
that the Snell envelope is a supermartingale. This property of the Snell
envelope is a generalization of time consistency, i.e.,

esssup éz[g | F,] = esssup gi[esssup éz[g | Fs]
i€l ieT i€l
withyy <o, a.s. (1.3)

fy], a.s., Vv,o€S8yrr{hbox|

(, 7, Theorem 12) showed in the linear expectations case that the time con-
sistency (1.3) is equivalent to the stability.

When the reward t — Y, + Hj is “4-uniformly-left-continuous" and each
non-linear expectation in & is convex, we can find an optimal stopping time
7(0) for (1.1) in terms of the Snell envelope. Then we can solve the problem

sup &Y, + Hy|Fo, (1.4)

pESo, T

when &;[-|F;] has among other properties strict monotonicity, lower semi-
continuity, dominated convergence theorem and the upcrossing lemma. Note
that although, esssup &;[|F;] has similar properties to &][|F: (and that

i€T
might lead one to Ethink that (1.1) can actually be considered as a special
case of (1.4)), the former does not satisfy strict monotonicity, the upcrossing
lemma, and the dominated convergence theorem. One motivation for con-
sidering optimal stopping with multiple priors is to solve optimal stopping
problems for “non-linear expectations" which do not satisfy these properties.

We show that the collection of g-expectations with uniformly Lipschitz
generators satisfy the uniform left continuity assumption. Moreover, a g-
expectation satisfies all the assumptions we ask of each &; for the upcrossing
theorem, Fatou’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem to hold;
and pasting of g-expectations results in another g-expectation. As a result
the case of g-expectations presents a non-conventional example in which
we can determine an optimal stopping time for (1.1). In fact, in the g-
expectation example we can even find an optimal prior i*€Z, i.e.,

Z(0) = &[Yz(0) + HE (0)| Fo).- (1.5)

In the second problem, the stopper tries to find a robust optimal stopping
time that attains

V(O)é sup inf &[Y,~+——H|Fo). (1.6)
pESo.T i€l
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Under the “#-uniform-right-continuity" assumption, we find an optimal
stopping time in terms of the &-lower Snell envelope. An immediate by-
product is the following minimax theorem

V(0)=inf sup &[Y,~+-—H|F). (1.7)

i€l pESo, T

Our paper was inspired by (citet | Kara Zam 2006) and (citet |
Kara Zam 2008), which developed a martingale approach to solving (1.1)
and (1.6), when & is a class of linear expectations. In particular, (citet |
Kara Zam 2006) considered the controller-stopper problem

sup SupE“{g(X(p)) +/
pESo, T UEU 0
where X (t) =z + fotf(s,X, Us)ds+ fota(s, X)dWYV. In this problem, the
stability condition is automatically satisfied. Here, g and h are assumed to
be bounded measurable functions. Our results on g-expectations extend
the results of (citet | Kara Zam 2006) from bounded rewards to rewards
satisfying linear growth. (citet|Delbaen 2006), (citet[KKara Zam 2005) also
considered (1.1) when the &;s are linear expectations. The latter paper
made a converxity assumption on the collection of equivalent probability
measures instead of a stability assumption. On the other hand, the discrete
time version of the robust optimization problem was analyzed by (citet |
Follmer Schied 2004). Also see (, 7, Sections 5.2 and 5.3).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 1.1 we will
introduce some notations that will be used throughout the paper. In Sec-
tion 7, we define what we mean by an F-expectation £, propose some basic
hypotheses on £ and discuss their implications such as Fatou’s lemma, domi-
nated convergence theorem and upcrossing lemma. We show that t — £[-| F%]
admits a right-continuous modification which is also an F-expectation and
satisfies Fatou’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem. This step
is essential since E[-|F,], v € So,r may not be well defined. We also show
that the optional sampling theorem holds. The results in Section 7 will be
the backbone of our analysis in the later sections.

ph(s,X,Us)ds} (1.8)

In Section 7 we introduce the stable class of F-expectations and review
the properties of essential extremum. In Section 4 we solve (1.2), and find an
optimal stopping time in terms of the & -upper Snell envelope. On the other
hand, in Section 5 we solve the robust optimization problem (1.6) in terms
of the &-lower Snell envelope. In Section 6, we give some interpretations
and remarks on our results in the previous sections. In Section 7 we consider
the case when & is a certain collection of g-expectations. We see that in
this framework, our assumptions on each &;, the stability condition and
the uniform left /right continuity conditions are naturally satisfied. We also
determine an optimal prior i* € Z satisfying (1.5). Moreover, we show how
the controller and stopper problem of (citet|[{ara Zam 2006) fits into our
g-expectations framework. This lets us extend their result from bounded
rewards to rewards satisfying linear growth. In this section, we also solve
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optimal stopping problem for quadratic g-expectations. The proofs of our
results are presented in Section 8.

1.1 Notation

Throughout this paper, we fix a finite time horizon 7' >0 and consider a com-
plete probability space (2, F, P) equipped with a right continuous filtration

Fﬁ{ft}te[oﬂ, not necessarily Brownian one, such that Fj is generated by
all P-null sets in F (in fact, Fg collects all measurable sets with probability 0
or 1). Let So, 1 be the collection of all F-stopping times v such that 0<v <T,
a.s. For any v,0 € Sp,r with v <o, a.s., we define S, ,={p€So,r| v<p<o,
a.s.} and let Sf, - denote all finite-valued stopping times in S, ,. We let
D={k27"| k€Z, ne N} denote the set of all dyadic rational numbers and

set DTé([O, T)ND)U{T}. For any t€[0,7T] and n € N, we also define

n
AOE (22;1 AT. (1.9)
It is clear that ¢ (¢) € Dr.
In what follows we let F’ be a generic sub-o-field of F and let B be a
generic Banach space with norm |-|g. The following spaces of functions will

be used in the sequel.
(1) For 0 < p < oo, we define

e LP(F’;B) to be the space of all B-valued, F’-measurable random
variables ¢ such that E(|¢]R) < oco. In particular, if p=0, LO(F'; B)
stands for the space of all B-valued, F’-measurable random variables;
and if p=o0, L>°(F’; B) denotes the space of all B-valued, F’-mea-

A
surable random variables £ with ||£||co=esssup |&(w)|B < co.
weN

e LL([0,T]; B) to be the space of all B-valued, F-adapted processes
X such that EﬂfOT—'|Xt|% dt < oco. In particular, if p=0, LE([0,T];
B) stands for the space of all B-valued, F-adapted processes; and if
p=o00, LF([0,T]; B) denotes the space of all B-valued, F-adapted
processes X with || X ||cc=(underset|(t,w) € [0, 7] x Q)esssup | X;(w)|B <
00.

. @%([O,T];B)Q{X € LE([0,T); B): (hbox| X has continuous paths)}.
. Hﬁ([O,T];IB)ﬁ{XeL%([O,T];IB): {hbox| X is predictably measurable) }.

(2) For p > 1, we define a Banach space
A T p/21) /P
ME(0,T):B) =4 X € HX[0,T): B): |X|MP{E ([ 1xas) ]} <
0
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and denote Mp([0,T]; B)=2 0, ME([0,T]; B).
1
(3) We further define =
L™(F:B) 2 {¢eL%F;B): EleMél] < oolhbox| forall)A >0},

Cx(0,7);B) £ {Xe@%([o,T];IB): E
te€[0,T]

exp {)\ sup |Xt|B}] < oo(hbox |

forall)A> 0}.

For any p >0, we denote MP(IRY) to be the space of all R%valued pre-
dictable processes X such that

1A1/p

|X|Mpé<E</OT|XS|2ds>p/2> < . (1.10)

We note that for p >1, MP(RR?) is a Banach space with the norm ||| s», and
for p€ (0,1), MP(IRY) is a complete metric space with the distance defined
through (1.10). (fi)

If d=1, we shall drop B=TR from the above notations (e.g., LE([0,T]) =
LE([0, T);R), LP(Fr) = LP(Fr;R)). In this paper, all F-adapted processes
are supposed to be real-valued unless specifying otherwise.

2 F-expectations and Their Properties

We will define non-linear expectations on subspaces of L°(Fr) satisfying
certain algebraic properties, which are listed in the definition below.

Definition 1. Let Zp denote the collection of all non-empty subsets A of
LO(Fr) satisfying:

D1 0,1€A;
D2 A is closed under addition and under multiplication with indicator

random variables. Namely, for any £, m€ A and A € Fr, both £+ 1
and 114§ belong to A;

D3 A is positively solid: For any &,n € L°(Fr) with 0< &<, a.s., if
neAN, then £ €A as well.

Remark 2. (1) Each A€ Zr is also closed under mazximization “V" and
under minimization “A\": In fact, for any £,n€ A, since the set {{>n} € Fr,
(D2) implies that §V n= 11 e ny +nlle<py €A Similarly, EAn€A;
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(2) For each A€ %r, (D1)-(D3) imply that c€ A for any ¢>0;

(8) Pr is closed under intersections: If {A;}icz is a subset of Pr, then
ﬂIAi € Ir; Pris closed under unions of increasing sequences: If {Ay}nen C
i€

Pr such that A, CAp41 for any n €N, then U]NAn € Ir;
ne

(4) It is clear that LP(Fr) € Zr for all 0< p < oo.

Definition 3. An F-consistent non-linear expectation F —
expectation for short is a pair £, A in which A € Zr and £ denotes a family
of operators {5[-|.7-}]: A AtéA N LO(}})}tE[O . satisfying the following
hypothesis for any £,n€ A and t €[0,T]: 7
(A1) “Monotonicity (positively strict)": E[E|Fy <En|F], a.s. if £ <n,
a.s.; Moreover, if 0<&<mn a.s. and E[E|Fo)=E[n|Fo], then £ =mn,
a.s.;
(A2) “Time Consistency”: E[E[E|F)|Fs]=E[&|Fs), a.s. for any 0<s<t<
T:
(A3) ‘“Zero-one Law": E[114&|Fy) =114E[E|FY], a. s. for any A € Fy;
(A4) “Translation Invariance": E[€+ n|F)=E|F)+n, a.s. if n€A,.

We denote the domain A by Dom(€) and define
Domy(é')éDom(S) NLOF,), VveSor.

For any &,n€ Dom(€) with €=, a.s., (A1) implies that E[E|F:] =E[n|F),
a.s. for any t € [0, T], which shows that the F-expectation (£, Dom(£)) is
well-defined. Moreover, since D omo(E) =D om(E) N LY(Fy) C LO(Fo) =R,
E[-|Fo] is a real-valued function on D om(E). In the rest of the paper, we
will substitute &[] for £[-|Fo.

Remark 4. Our definition of F-expectations is similar to that of FiX-con-
sistent non-linear expectations introduced in (, ¢, page 4).

Example 5. The following pairs satisfy (A1)-(A4); thus they are F-expec-
tations:

(1) {E[|F}eero,m, L' (Fr)): the linear expectation E is a special F-expec-
tation with domain L'(Fr);

(2) ({&[|Fil}eepo,m L*(Fr)): the g-expectation with generator g(t,z) Lip-
schitz in z (see (citet | Peng-97), (citet | CHMP) or Subsection 7.3 of the
present paper);

(3) ({& | Fil}eeo,m), L™(Fr)): the g-expectation with generator g(t, z) having
quadratic growth in z (see Subsection 7.4 of this paper).
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F-expectations can alternatively be introduced in a more classical way:

Proposition 6. Let £%: A— R be a mapping on some A € Pr satisfying:
al For any &, n€ N with £ <1, a.s., we have E°[E] < E°[n]. Moreover, if
ElE]=E°[n], then E=n, a.s.;

a2 Foranyf €A andt€[0,T], there exists a unique random variable £ € Ay
such that E°[114 €+ v] =E°[11a & + 7] holds for any A€ Fy and v € Ay.

Then {50[£|ft]é£t, §€M}iepo,1) defines an F-expectation with domain A.

Remark 7. For a mapping £° on some A € Zr satisfying (al) and (a2), the
implied operator E°[-|Fy] is also from A to R, which, however, may not equal
to E°. In fact, one can only deduce that E°[] =E°[E°[E|Fo]] for any § € A.

From now on, when we say an F-expectation £, we will refer to the pair
(€,Dom(E)). Besides (Al)-(A4), the F-expectation £ has the following
properties:

Proposition 8. For any £,n€ Dom(€) and t €[0,T], we have

(1) “Local Property": E[114&+ 11gen|Fy] =114E[E|Fr) + 114E[n|F, a.s.
for any A e Fy;

(2) “Constant-Preserving": E[§|F] =&, a.s. if £€Domy(E);

(3) “Comparison”: Let &,n€ LO(F,) for some veSyr. If n>c, a.s. for
some c€R, then & < ({hbox|or)=)n, a.s. if and only if E[114&] < ((hbox]
ory=)EAlan] for all AcF,.

The following two subsets of Dom(E) will be of interest:

Dom*(E)é{EEDom(S): £>0, a.s.}, Dom#(f)é{feDom(S): £>c,
a.s.(hbox| forsome)e=c(§) €R}. (2.1)

Remark 9. The restrictions of & on Dom™*(E) and on Dom™ (&), namely
(E,Dom™(E)) and (£, Dom¥(E)) respectively, are both F-expectations: To
see this, first note that Dom™(E) and Dom¥ (&) both belong to Zr. For any
t€[0,T], (A1) and Proposition 8 (2) imply that for any & € Dom™(E)

ELE|F) > Ele(&)|F)=c(€), a.s., (hbox|thus) E[E|F) € Dom#(E),

which shows that E[-|F;] maps Dom™(E) into Dom™(E) N LO(F;). Then
it is easy to check that the restriction of € ={E[|F|} e, 1) on Dom#(E)
satisfies (A1) to (A4), thus it is an F-expectation. Similarly, (£,Dom™(E))

is also an F-expectation. Moreover, the restrictions of € on Dom‘(é’)é{ge
Dom(€)|£<0, a.s.} and on Domh(é')é{fEDom(S) | € <e, a.s.(hbox|
forsomeye=c(€) €R} are F-expectations as well. (fi)

We should remark that restricting € on any subset A of Dom(E), with
N € Zr, may not result in an F-expectation, i.e. (£,\) may not be an F-
expectation.
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Definition 10. (1) An F-adapted process X ={Xi}iejo,1) is called an “€-
process" if Xe€ Dom(E) for any t€[0,T];

(2) An E-process X is said to be an E-supermartingale (resp. E-martingale, E-
submartingale) if for any 0<s<t<T, E[Xy|Fs] < ((hbox|resp.) =, >)Xs,
a.s.

Given a v € 8§ 1 taking values in a finite set {t; < <t,}, if X is an
E-process, (D2) implies that X, ="  11(,—43 X;, € Dom(E), thus X, €
Dom,(€). Since {Xfﬁé'[ﬂft]} is an E-process for any £ € Dom(E),

te[0,T)
we can define an operator £[-|F,] from Dom(E) to Dom,(E) by

5[§|.7'—V]2X§, (hbox| forany) &€ Dom(E),

which allows us to state a basic Optional Sampling Theorem for £.

Proposition 11. (Optional Sampling Theorem) Let X be an E-super-
martingale (resp. E-martingale, E-submartingale). Then for any v,o € S§ 1,
E[X,|Fo) < ((hbox|resp.) =, 2) Xpno, a.s.

In particular, applying Proposition 11 to each &E-martingale
{€[&|F]} o, ), in which £ € Dom/(E), yields the following result.

Corollary 12. For any £ € Dom(E) and v, o € S§ 1, E[E[E|F]|Fs] =
5[§|.7:1,/\g], a.s.

Remark 13. Corollary 12 extends the “Time-Consistency"” (A2) to the case
of finite-valued stopping times.

E[-|F] inherits other properties of E[-|Fy] as well:

Proposition 14. For any £,m€ Dom(&) and v € S§ 1, it holds that

(1)  “Monotonicity (positively strict)": E[E|F] < E|F.], a.s. if <,
a.s.; Moreover, if 0<&<m, a.s. and E[E|F,] =EN|Fs], a.s. for
some o € Ség:T, then £=mn, a.s.;

(2) “Zero-one Law": E[114&|F, ) =114E[E|F,], a.s. for any A€ F,;

(8)  “Translation Invariance”: E[§+ n|F,]=E[|F)+n, as. if ne
Dom,(€);

(4) “Local Property”: E[114 &+ 11acn|F,] = 114E[E|F] + 11aE[n|F),
a.s. for any Ae F,;

(5) “Constant-Preserving": E[{|F,| =&, a.s., (hbox|if) &€ Dom,(E).
We make the following basic hypotheses on the F-expectation £. These

hypotheses will be essential in developing Fatou’s lemma, the Dominated
Convergence Theorem and the Upcrossing Theorem.
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Hypotheses
(HO) For any A € Fr with P(A) >0, we have lim £[nlly]=oo;
(H1) For any £€ Domt(£) and any {A, }nen C Fr with lim =711, =1,
a.s., we have lim —1&[114, &]=£[¢]; T

n—oo
(H2) Forany &,n€ Dom™(£) and any {4, }nen CFr with lim —|114, =
0, a.s., we have lim —|E[€+ 114, 7] =£E[¢]. e
n—oo

Remark 15. The linear expectation E on LY(Fr) clearly satisfies (H0)-
(H2). We will show that Lipschitz and quadratic g-expectations also satisfy
(HO)-(H2) in Propositions 72 and 81 respectively.

The F-expectation £ satisfies the following Fatou’s Lemma and Domi-
nated Convergence Theorem.

Theorem 16. (Fatou’s Lemma) (H1) is equivalent to the lower semi-con-
tinuity of E: If a sequence {&,}nen C D om™(E) converges a.s. to some
e Dom™(E), then for any v € S({’T, we have

E[¢|F)) <Uminf€l€,|F], a.s., (2.2)

where the right hand side of (2.2) could be equal to infinity with non-zero
probability.

Remark 17. In the case of the linear expectation E, a converse to (2.2)

holds: For any non-negative sequence {&n}nen C LY(Fr) that converges

a.s. to some & € LO(Fr), if liminfE[¢,] < co, then & € LY(Fr). How-
n— o0

ever, this statement may not be the case for an arbitrary F-expectation.
That is, liminf€[E,] < oo may not imply that € € D om™(E) given that
n—oo

n
{&}nen C Dom™ (&) is a sequence convergent a.s. to some & € LY(Fr).
SeeFExampleTldforacounterexampleinthecaseofaLipschitzg—
expectation.

Theorem 18. (Dominated Convergence Theorem) Assume (H1) and (H2)
hold. Let {&p}nen be a sequence in Dom™(E) that converges a.s. If there
is an n€ Dom™*(E) such that &, <n a.s. for any n € N, then the limit & of
{&}nen belongs to Dom™(E), and for any v € S§.1, we have

lim E[&|F) =EE|F),  a.s.

Next, we will derive an Upcrossing Theorem for £-supermartingales,
which is crucial in obtaining an RCLL (right-continuous, with limits from
the left) modification for the process {E€[¢|F¢]}ie0,7] as long as £ € Dom/(€)
is bounded from below. Obtaining a right continuous modification is crucial,
since otherwise the conditional expectation £[£]F,] may not be well defined
for any v € Sp, 7.
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Let us first recall what the “number of upcrossings" is: Given a real-
valued process {X;}¢[0,7] and two real numbers a <b, for any finite subset
F of [0,T], we can define the “number of upcrossings" Ur(a, b; X (w)) of the
interval [a, b] by the sample path {X(w)}ier as follows: Set vp=—1, and
for any j=1,2,--- we recursively define

vo;—1(w) min {t € F: t > vy, _o(w), Xp(w) <a} AT €Sfr,

e e

v (w) min{tEF:t>1/2j,1(w),Xt(w)>b}/\T€S§:T,

with the convention that min ()= oco. Then Ur(a,b; X (w)) is defined to be the
largest integer j for which vo;(w) <T. If I C[0,T] is not a finite set, we define

Ur(a, b; X(w))ésup {Ur(a,b; X (w)): F(hbox|isa finitesubseto f)T}.

It will be convenient to introduce a subcollection of %r

Fr2{Ae Zr RCA).

Clearly, % contains all LP(Fr), 0 < p <oo. In particular, L>(Fr) is the
smallest element of % in the following sense:

Lemma 19. For each A€ Zp, L°(Fr)CA.

Proof: For any £ € L>®(Fr), we have —||¢]|oo, 2||€]|oc € R C A. Since 0 <
EH €]l 00 <2/l 00, @-5., (D3) implies that &+ ||€||oo € A. Then we can deduce
from (D2) that &= (§ 4 [|€]lec) + (= [[§]]ec) € A 0

For any F-adapted process X, we define its right-limit process by

X SlminfX, ), (hboxl forany)te[0,T],

n—o0o

where ¢ (t) is defined in (1.9). Since the filtration F is right-continuous, we
see that X T is an F-adapted process.

It is now the time to present our Upcrossing Theorem for £-supermartin-
gales.

Theorem 20. (Upcrossing Theorem) Assume that (H0), (H1) hold and

that Dom(&) € Fp. For any E-supermartingale X, we assume either that
Xr >c, a.s. for some c€R or that the operator E[-] is concave: For any &,
neDom(E)

ENEH (L =A) n] ZAE[E]+ (1= N)E[N],  VAe(0,1). (2.3)

Then for any two real numbers a <b, it holds that P (Up,(a,b; X) <oo0) =1.
Thus we have

P (Xt+ = nli_{I;OXqI(tﬂthX““ rany)telo, T]) =1 (2.4)

As a result, X T is an RCLL process.
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In the rest of this section, we assume that the F-expectation £ satisfies
(HO)-(H2) and that Dom(E) € Zr. The following proposition will play a
fundamental role throughout this paper.

Proposition 21. Let X be a non-negative E-supermartingale. (1) Assume

either that esssup X; € D om™*(E) or that for any sequence {&p}nen C
teDr
Dom™*(E) convergent a.s. to some & € LO(Fr),

{hbox|liminf&[&,] < oo implies £ € Dom™(€).) (2.5)

n— 00

Then for any v € So.1, X, belongs to Dom™(E);
(2) If X;* € Dom™(E) for any t €[0,T], then Xt is an RCLL E-super-
martingale such that for any t€[0,T], Xt+ < Xi, a.s.;

(8) Moreover, if the function t— E[Xy] from [0,T] to R is right continuous,
then X T is an RCLL modification of X. Conversely, if X has a right-con-

tinuous modification, then the function t+— E[Xy] is right continuous.

Now we add one more hypothesis to the F-expectation &:

(H3) For any £ Dom™(E) and v €Sy 1, X5 € Dom™(E).

v

In light of Proposition 21 (1), (H3) holds if esssup E[¢|F) € Dom™(E) or if
teDr
€ satisfies (2.5). .

Iior each £ € Dom%(£), we define ¢'=¢ — ¢(€) € Dom™(£). Clearly
X¢'={€[¢'|F)}iep, 1) 1s a non-negative £-martingale. By (A2), E[Xf/] =
E[E[E'|F)| =E¢] for any t €[0,T], which means that t— E[X¢ is continuous
function on [0, T]. Thanks to Proposition 21 (2) and (H3), the process
Xf/’+élimianf+/(t), t€[0,T] is an RCLL modification of X¢'. Then for any

n—oo
v € Sp,1, we define

EIE|FNEXE Hte(€) (2.6)

as the conditional F-expectation of ¢ at the stopping time v € Sp, 7. Since
we have assumed Dom/(€) € Zp, Lemma 19, (H3), (D2) as well as the non-
negativity of Xf T imply that

E[€|F] e Dom#(€), (2.7)

which shkos that E[-|F,] is an operator from D o m#(E) to
Dom*(E)=Dom#*(E)NLO(F,). In fact, {g['|ft]}te[0,T] defines a F-expec-
tation on D om¥(E), as the next result shows.

Proposition 22. For any £ € Dom#(E), E[¢|F] is an RCLL modifica-
tion of E[E|F]. {E[|1F} e, is an F-expectation with domain Dom(E) =
D om#(E) € Zr and satisfying (HO)-(H2); thus all preceding results are
applicable to E.
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Proof: As Dom(€) € Jr is assumed, we see that D om# (&) also belongs to
Pp. Fix £ € Dom#(E). Since X&'+ is an RCLL modification of X&', (A4)
implies that for any ¢ € [0, 7]

EIEIF] = Xi T +e(€) = E[€|F] + o(€) = E[E 7 + ()7 = E[¢| 7,
a.s. (2.8)
Thus £[¢]F] is actually an RCLL modification of £[¢|F)]. Then it is easy to

show that the pair (£, D om#(&)) satisfies (A1)-(A4) and (HO)-(H2); thus
it is an F-expectation. [l

We restate Proposition 22 with respect to & for future use.

Corollary 23. Let X be an E-supermartingale such that es[sinf] Xi>c, as.
te[0,T
for some c e R.

(1) If esssup X, € Dom¥(E) or if (2.5) holds, then X, belongs to Dom¥(E)
teDr
for any v € Sy s

(2) If X;" e Dom#(E) for any t €[0,T], then X is an RCLL E-super-
martingale such that for any t€[0,T], X" <Xy, as.

(3) Moreover, if the function t— E[X,] from [0,T] to R is right continuous,
then X T is an RCLL modification of X. Conversely, if X has a right-con-

tinuous modification, then the function t»—»g[Xt] is Tight continuous.

The next result is the Optional Sampling Theorem of € for the stopping
times in Sp, 7.

Theorem 24. (Optional Sampling Theorem 2) Let X be a right-continuous é-

supermartingale (resp. g—martingale, g—submartingale} such that essinf X; >
teDr
c, a.s. for some c€R. If X, € Dom¥(E) for any v € So.1, then for any

v,0 € So,1, we have
E[X,|Fs) < ((hbox|resp) =, =) Xyre, a.s.

Using the Optional Sampling Theorem, we are able to extend Corollary 23
and Proposition 14 to the operators &[-|F,], v € Sp 1.

Corollary 25. For any £ € Dom¥(€) and v,0 € So.1, we have
EEIEIFNF) =E[E|Funa), a.s. (2.9)
Proof: Since (£, Dom#(£)) is an F-expectation by Proposition 22, for any

¢€ Dom#(€), (A2) implies that the RCLL process X’fé{g[ﬂft]}tdoﬂ is
an £-martingale. For any ¢ € [0, 7], (2.8) and Proposition 8 (2) show that

X7 =E[¢|F) > Ee(&)|F) =Ele(&)|F)=cl§), a.s.,
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which implies that es[%ir;f} X} >¢(€), a.s. Then (7) and Theorem 24 give rise
telo,
to (7). O

Proposition 26. For any £, € Dom¥(E) and v € Sy r, it holds that

(1)  “Strict Monotonicity": E[¢|F,)<EnF], a.s. if E<n, a.s.; More-
over, if E[E|Fs] =E[N|Fs], a.s. for some o €Sy 1, then =1, a.s.;

(2)  “Zero-one Law": E[114€|F,) =114E[E|F)), a.s. for any A€ F,;

(3)  “Translation Invariance”: E[€ + n|F,)=E[E|F)+n, as. if ne
Domf(€);

(4)  “Local Property”: E[114 &+ 114en|F] = 114E[E|F,) + 114E[n|Fo],
a.s. for any AeF,;

(5) “Constant-Preserving": E[E|F,)=¢, a.s., if €€ Dom¥(E).

Remark 27. Corollary 25, Proposition 26 (2) and (2.8) imply that for
any £ € Dom# () and v € Sy,

ENMIAE)=EMIAE) =E[EMIAE|F ) =ELLAE[E|F)| =ENILE[E|F]], VA€
Fu. (2.10)

In light of Proposition 8 (3), E[€|F,)] is the unique element (up to a P-null
set) in Dom? (€) that makes (2.10) hold. Therefore, we see that the random,

variable E[E|F,] defined by ( 7) is exactly the conditional F-expectation of &
at the stopping time v in the classical sense.

In light of Corollary 25 and Proposition 26, we can generalize Fatou’s
Lemma (Theorem 16) and the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Theorem
18) to the conditional F-expectation E[-|F,], v € S 7

Proposition 28. (Fatou’s Lemma 2) Let {&,}nen be a sequence in

Dom#(€) that converges a.s. to some £ € Dom¥(£) and satisfies essinf &, >
N

¢, a.s. for some c€ R, then for any v € Sy 1, we have "e

E[€)1F)) <liminff[€,)F],  a.s., (2.11)

where the right hand side of (2.11) could be equal to infinity with non-zero
probability.

Proposition 29. (Dominated Convergence Theorem 2) Let {&p}nen be a
sequence in D om™(E) that converges a.s. and that satisfies essinf &, > c,
N

ne
a.s. for some c € R. If there is an n € Dom™(E) such that &, <n a.s. for
any n € N, then the limit & of {&,}nen belongs to Dom¥ (&) and for any
v € So,1, we have
lim £[¢q]F)=E[E|F), a.s. (2.12)

n—oo
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Proof of Propositions 28 and 29: In the proofs of Theorem 16 and
Theorem 18, we only need to replace {&,}nen and E[-|Fi] by {&n — clnen
and £[-|F,] respectively. Instead of (A1), (A3) and (A4), we apply Propo-
sition 26 (1)-(3). Moreover, since (A2) is only used on Dom™(€) in the
proofs of Theorem 16 and Theorem 18, we can substitute Corollary 25 for
it. Eventually, a simple application of Proposition 26 (3) yields (2.11) and
(2.12). O

3 Collections of F-Expectations

In this section, we will show that pasting of two F-expectations at a
given stopping time is itself an F-expectation. Moreover, pasting preserves
(H1) and (H2). We will then introduce the concept of a stable class of F'-
expectations, which are collections closed under pasting. We will solve the
optimal stopping problems introduced in (1.1) and (1.6) over this class of
F-expectations. Before we show the pasting property of F-expectations, we
introduce the concept of convexity for an F-expectation and give one of the
consequences of having convexity:

Definition 30. An F-expectation & is called “positively-convex” if for any
&,neDom™(E), A€ (0,1) and t €[0,T)

ENE+ (=N n| A <AE[E|F]+ (1= N)EM|F],  a.s.

Lemma 31. Any positively-conver F-expectation satisfies (H0). Moreover,
an F-expectation £ is positively-convex if and only if the implied F-expecta-
tion (£, Dom¥(E)) is convex, i.e., for any £,n€ Dom#(E), A€ (0,1) and
tel0,T]

EIN+ (A=) n|F]<AE[E|F]+ (A = NEM|F],  a.s. (3.1)

Proposition 32. Let &, &; be two F-expectations with the same domain
A € Pp and satisfying (H1)-(H3). For any v € Sy 1, we define the pasting of
&i, &; at the stopping time v to be the following RCLL F-adapted process

giy,j[g|ft]§11{vgt}gj[§|ft]+11{V>t}gi[gj[£|fu]|ft]a vielo,T]  (3.2)

for any E€ NF ={¢€A: €>c¢, a.s.(hbox| forsome)e=c(€) €ER}. Then
&Y ; is an F-expectation with domain A% € Jr and satisfying (H1) and (H2).
Moreover, if & and &; are both positively-conver, £/ ; is convex in the sense

of (7).
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In particular, for any o € Sp 7, applying Proposition 26 (4) and (5), we
obtain

EGlE1FS] = 1l <ny&lElF] + 1usa&lGlElR)F] =
11{u§d}gi[gj[§|f0]|fa] + 11{u>a}5~i[<€j[§|fu]|fa}

= [ <n)lElF] + Lpsa&lElR)F] =

ELEEIFuvol|Fo]s  as, (3.3)

where we used the fact that {v >0} € F, A, thanks to (, 7, Lemma 1.2.16).

Remark 33. Pasting may not preserve (HO). From now on, we will replace
the (HO) assumption by the positive convexity, which implies the former
and which is an invariant property under pasting thanks to the previous
two results. Positive convexity is also important in constructing an optimal
stopping time of (1.1) (see Theorem 57).

All of the ingredients are in place to introduce what we mean by a stable
class of F-expectations. As we will see in Lemma 31, stability assures that
the essential supremum or infimum over the class can be approximated by
an increasing or decreasing sequence in the class.

Definition 34. A class & ={&;}ic1 of F-expectations is said to be “stable” if
(1) All &, i €T are positively-convex F-expectations with the same domain

A€ Zp and they satisfy H1-H 3;

(2) & is closed under pasting: namely, for any i,j €L, v €Sy 1, there exists
ak=k(i,j,v) €T such that E ; coincides with & on A¥.

We shall denote Dom(@@)é/\#, thus Dom(&)=Dom*(&;) € Zr for any
1€Z. Moreover, if &'={E&}icx satisfies (2) for some non-empty subset T’
of Z, then we call &' a stable subclass of &, clearly Dom(&7)=Dom(&).

Remark 35. The notion of “pasting” for linear expectations was given by
(, ¢, Definition 6.41). The counterpart of Proposition 3.3 for the linear
expectations, which states that pasting two probability measures equivalent
to P results in another probability measure equivalent to P, is given by (, ¢,
Lemma 6.43). Note that in the case of linear expectations, (H1), (H2) and
the convexity are trivially preserved because pasting in that case gives us
a linear expectation. On the other hand, the notion of stability for linear
expectations was given by (, ¢, Definition 6.44). The stability is also referred
to as “fork convexity"” in stochastic control theory, “m-stability" in stochastic
analysis or “rectangularity” in decision theory (see the introduction of (citet|
Delbaen 2006 and {(citet| Bion 2009) for details).

Example 36. (1) Let P be the set of all probability measures equivalent

A
to P, then ép={Eq}qep is a stable class of linear expectations; see (, ?,
Proposition 6.45).
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(2) Consider a collection $, of admissible control processes. For any U €
i, let PY be the equivalent probability measure defined via (, ?, (5)) (or

A
(, 2, (2.5))), then &={Epv}ucy is a stable class of linear expectations; see
Subsection 7.3 of the present paper.

(8) For any M >0, a family &y of convexr Lipschitz g-expectations with
Lipschitz coefficient Ky < M is an example of stable class of non-linear expec-
tations; see Subsection 7.3 of this paper.

The following Lemma gives us a tool for checking whether a random
variable is inside the domain Dom(&") of a stable class &

Lemma 37. Given a stable class & of F-expectations, a random variable
& belongs to Dom(&) if and only if c< &<, a.s. for some c€R and
neDom(&).

Proof: Consider a random variable £. If £ € Dom(&), since Dom/(&) =
Dom™*(&;) for any i € Z, we know that there exists a c=c(£) € R such that
E>c(), as.

On the other hand, if ¢ <¢ <7, a.s. for some c€ R and n€ Dom(&), it
follows that 0 <& —c<n—c, a.s. Since Dom(&) € P, we see that —c,c€ RC
Dom(#). Then (D2) shows that n—c€ Dom(&) and thus (D3) implies that
& —ce Dom(&), which further leads to that £ = (€ —c¢) +c€ Dom(&) thanks
to (D2) again. 0 Moreover, for any & € L°°(Fr), since —||{]|o0 <& < ||€]] oo
a.s. and since ||€]jco € R C Dom(&), we see from the above argument that
£eDom(&). Hence L*°(Fr) C Dom(&), proving the lemma. O (fi)

We end this section by reviewing some basic properties of the essential
supremum and essential infimum (for their definitions, see e.g. (, 7, Propo-
sition VI-11-1), or (, 7, Theorem A.32)).

Lemma 38. Let {{;};eg and {n;};jc g be two families of random variables
of L°(F) with the same index set J.

(1) If & < (=) nj;, a.s. for any j € J, then esssup & < (=) esssup 7, a.s.

Jj€ET je€T
(2) For any A€ F, it holds a.s. that esssup (114&;+114e7;)=11aesssup &+
jeT jeT
114cesssup nj; In particular, esssup (114 ;) = 11aesssup &, a.s.
JjeET JjeET JjeET

(3) For any random variable v € LO(F) and any a>0, we have esssup (a&; +
j€J
v) =aesssup &+ 7, a.s. ’
jeJ

Moreover, (1)-(3) hold when we replace esssup by essinf .
jeg jeJd
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4 Optimal Stopping with Multiple Priors

In this section, we will solve an optimal stopping problem in which the
objective of the stopper is to determine an optimal stopping time 7* that
satisfies

sup &Y, + Hj] =sup &Y, + HY, (4.1)
(i,p) EZ xS0, T €T
where & ={&;};c7 is a stable class of F-expectations, Y is a primary reward
process and H' is a model-dependent cumulative reward process. (We will
outline the assumptions on the reward processes below.) To find an optimal
stopping time, we shall build a so-called “&-upper Snell envelope", which we
will denote by Z°, of the reward process Y. Namely, Z° is the smallest RCLL
F-adapted process dominating Y such that Z°+ H?is an gi—supermartingale
for any i € Z. We will show under certain assumptions that the first time Z°
meets Y is an optimal stopping time for (4.1).

We start by making some assumptions on the reward processes: Let
& ={&;}icz be a stable class of F-expectations accompanied by a family

A
A ={H"};c1 of right-continuous F-adapted processes that satisfies
(S1) For any i € Z, H;=0, a.s. and

Hi 2H - HicDom(&), Yv,p€Sorlhboxwithy <p.as)  (4.2)

Moreover, if no member of & satisfies (2.5), we assume that there exists
a j €7 such that
A ,
¢(?= esssup H!,eDom(&). (4.3)
s,t€Dr;s<t ’
(S2) There exists a Cy <0 such that for any i € Z, estinf H;yt >Cy, a.s.
s,t€Dr;s<t
(S3) For any v € So.r and 4, j €Z, it holds for any 0 <s <t <T that HF, =
Hingunt+ H,ZVS_’VW, a.s., where k=k(i, j,v) €T is the index defined in
Definition 34 (2).

Remark 39. (1) For any i€ Z, (S2) and the right-continuity of H' imply

that except on a null set N(i)

H!>Cy, (hbox|forany)0<s<t<T, (hbox|thus) H,i_’p >Chu,
Vv, p€Sor(hboxjwithy <p.a.s.) (4.4)

(2) If (?) is assumed for some j €I, we can deduce from the right-continuity

of H? and (?) that except on a null set N

Cuy <H, <7, (hbox|forany) 0<s<t<T, (hbox|thus) Cy<H} ,<(7,

Yv,p€Sor(hboxjwithy <p.a.s.)
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Then Lemma 38 implies that (4.2) holds for j. Hence we see that (?) is a
stronger condition than (4.2).

(3) Since H', H7 and H* are all right-continuous processes, (S3) is equiva-
lent to the statement that a.s.

Hsﬁt:Hli/\s,u/\t—’—HZVs,u\/t’ VO<s<t<T. (4.5)
Now we give an example of 7.

Lemma 40. Let {h'};c1 be a family of progressive processes satisfying the
following assumptions:
(h1) For any i €T and v, p € So,p with v < p, a.s., [Phi dt € Dom(&).
Moreover, if no member of & satisfies

(4.3), we assume that there exists a j € T such that fOT \hi| dte Dom(&).
(h2) There exists a ¢ <0 such that for any i €Z, hi>c, dt x dP —a.s.
(h3) For any v € So.r and i, j €I, it holds for any t € [0, T] that hf =
1<) hi +11,50 hi, dt xdP —a.s., where

k=k(i, j,v) €T is the index defined in Definition 34 (2).
Then {Hféfghgds, te [O,T]} . s a family of right-continuous F-adapted

i€
processes satisfying (S1)-(S3).

Standing assumptions on Y in this section.
Let Y be a right-continuous F-adapted process that satisfies

(Y1) For any v € So.1, Y, € Dom(&).

(Y2) sup &Y, < oo, where Yié{Y; + H{}seo, 7. Moreover, if no
(2,p)EL XS0, T
member of & satisfies (4.3), then we

assume that
Cyé esssup EY)|FleDom(&). (4.6)
(i,p,t) EL XSy, 7 X Dr

(Y3) essinf ¥; > Cy, a.s. for some Cy < 0.
teDr

Remark 41. (1) For anyi€Z, (A4) and (2.8) imply that &; satisfies (4.3)
if and only if & satisfies the following: Let {&,}nen C Dom(&) be a sequence
converging a.s. to some & € LO(Fr). If in{\}fn >c, a.s. for some c€R,
- ne
then liminf&;[£,] < oo implies £ € Dom(&). The proof of this equivalence is
n—oo

similar to that of Corollary 25.

(2) It is clear that (4.6) implies sup &Y, <oo.
(i,p)EIXSUVT
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(3) In light of (Y3) and the right-continuity of Y, it holds except on a null
set N that

Y, >Cy, Vtel0,T], <(hbox|thus) Y,>Cy, VveSr. (4.7
Then for any i € Z, Remark 41 (1) implies that except on a null set N (i)

}/;i:}/;+H£ZCéCY+CHa YveSyr. (4.8)

The following lemma states that the supremum or infimum over a stable
class of F-expectations can be approached by an increasing or decreasing
sequence in the class.

Lemma 42. Let v €Sy, 1 and U be a non-empty subset of S, 1 such that
p1lla+ pollpc €U, V p1,p2€U, YAEF,.

Let {X(p)}peu CDom(&) be a family of random variables, indexed by p,
such that for any v,0 €U, 11—y X (v) =11§,—51 X (0), a.s., then for any
stable subclass &'={E;}icz of &, there exist two sequences {(in, pn)tneN
and {(iy, pr)}nen in I' X U such that

esssup  &[X(p) + HL |F)] ———= === lim =1&, (X (pn) + H",, | F,

(i,p) €T XU . gﬂoo (49)
cessinf  E[X(p)+ HY |F)] wo= —mmlim o= lE (X (p %) 4
(i,p) €T’ XU  n—oo

H,% |F, as. (4.10)

For any v € So.r and i € Z, let us define

ZW)2 esssup &Y, + Hi |F)EF, (hboxand) Ziv)2Z(v)+ Hi.
(i,0)ET XSy T

Clearly, taking p=wv above yields that
Y, <Z({v), a.s. (4.11)

The following two Lemmas give the bounds on Z(v), Z¥(v), i € Z, and show
that they all belong to Dom/(&).

Lemma 43. For anyv €Sp,r andi €L

Z()>C (hboxland) Z'(v)>Cy+2Cy, a.s. (4.12)
Moreover, if no member of & satisfies (4.3), then we further have
Z(W)<Cy —Cy (hbox|and) Z'(v)<(y—Cg+HE, a.s., (4.13)
where (y — Cgr and Cy — Cg + HY both belong to Dom(&).

Lemma 44. For any v € So.v and i € Z, both Z(v) and Z'(v) belong to
Dom(&).
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In the next two propositions, we will see that the F-adapted process
{Z(t)}tco, 1) has an RCLL modification Z°, and that both {Z%(t)}cio,7)

JESNVAN . ~
and Z90={Z? + Hi}iepo,1) are E-supermartingales for any i € 7.

Proposition 45. For any v,0 € Sy, and v €S, 1, we have

Z(v) = Z(o), a.s.{(hboxlon Y{v=0}, (4.14)

esssup &[Z(y) + HE L|F)] = === esssup  &[Y, + HE |F.)] < Z(v),
ieT (i,p)ETX Sy 1

a.s. (4.15)

Proposition 46. Given i €Z, for any v, p € So,r with v < p, a.s., we have
EZU(p)|F)<Z (), a.s. (4.16)

In particular, {Z'(t)}icpo,1) s an E;-supermartingale. Moreover, the process

LA
{Z()}ieo,1) admits an RCLL modification Z°. The process Z"°={Z} +
H;’}te[oﬂ is also an &;-supermartingale.

We call Z° the “&-upper Snell envelope" of the reward process Y. From
(4.11) and their right-continuity, we see that Z° dominates Y in the following
sense:

Definition 47. We say that process X “dominates” process X' if P (X > X{,
Vte0,T])=1.

Remark 48. (1) If X dominates X', then X, > X/, a.s. for any v € So .

(2) Let X and X' be two right-continuous F-adapted processes. If P (X;>
X/)=1 holds for allt in a countable dense subset of [0,T], then X dominates
X',

The following Proposition demonstrates that Z9 is the smallest RCLL
F-adapted process dominating Y such that Z%° is an &£-supermartingale
for any i€ 7.

Proposition 49. The process Z° dominates the process Y. Moreover, for
any v €Sy and i € I, we have Z0, Z-° e Dom(&) and

Z8=2zWw), z)°=Z'v), a.s. (4.17)

Furthergnore, if X is another RCLL F-adapted process dominating Y such
that X'={X;+ Hti}te[O,T] s an g’i-supermartingale for any i €Z, then X also
dominates Z°.

As a consequence of Proposition 49 and (7), we have for any v € Sp,r and
i1 €7 that

z8>C, Z°>Cy+2Cy, a.s. (4.18)
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Remark 50. If {Xi}icpo,1) is a cadlag E-supermartingale satisfying
P{X,>Y}=1, Vtel0,T),

then it is still true that X dominates Z9.

Our main concern in this section is to find an optimal stopping time for
the cooperative game.

Definition 51. A stopping time 7 € So 1 is called an “&-optimal” stopping
time for the cooperative game if

SUP&'[W] =2(0)= sup & [Y;)Z]
i€l (i,p)EIXS()YT
(fi)
In what follows, we first give approzimately optimal stopping times. This

family of stopping times will be crucial in finding an optimal stopping time
for (4.1).

Definition 52. For any 6 € (0,1) and v € Sp,1, we define
rs(v)2inf {t € [v, T]: Yy > 629 + (1 — 6) (Cy +
QCH)}/\TES%T

(error|compound hbox) Jg(l/)ées_ses;lp &[ZES(,,) +H) )| F

Remark 53. (1) For any § € (0,1) and v € S 1, the right-continuity of Y and
Z° implies that {75(t)}1cjo,1) is also a right-continuous process. Moreover,
since Z9=Z(T) =Yr, a.s., we can deduce from (Y3) that Yo >6Z%+ (1 —
8) (Cy +2Cpy). Then the right-continuity of processes Y and Z° implies that

Vo) =622 )+ (1=0) (Cy +2Ch), a.s.
(2) For any v € Sy, 1, we can deduce from (4.17) and (4.15) that
Js(v) = esssup ElZ% ) + Hi ) F] = esssup EilZ(s(v)) + H) | F] <

Zw)=22 a.s. (4.19)

The following two results show that for any § € (0, 1), the family
{J5(V)}veso .+ PoOssesses similar properties to {Z(v)},es, -

Lemma 54. For any § € (0,1) and v € Sp. 1, we have Js(v) € Dom(&). And
for any o € So.1, J5(v) =Js5(0), a.s. on {v=0}.

Proposition 55. Given ¢ € (0,1), the followings statements hold:
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(1) For any i €Z, {Jg(t)éjg(t) + H{}ie(0,1) s an Ei-supermartingale;
(2) {J5(t)}iepo, 7 admits an RCLL modification J°° such that the process

BN ) )
J‘S’ZvO:{Jf’O—i—H,?}te[o_,T] s an

E;-supermartingale for each i € 1;
(3) For any veSor, Jo e Dom(&) and J3°=Js(v), a.s.
Fix v € S 7. The right continuity of Z° and (7) imply that the stopping
times 75(v) are increasing in §. Therefore, we can define the limiting stopping
time

()2 Jim (). (4.20)

To show that 7(0) € Sp,r is an optimal stopping time for (4.1), we need the
family of processes {Y};c7 to be uniformly continuous from the left over
the stable class &.

Definition 56. The family {Y'};c1 is called “&-uniformly-left-continuous”
if for any v, p € So.7 with v < p, a.s. and for any sequence {pntnen CSy 1
increasing a.s. to p, we can find a subsequence {ny}tren of N such that

lim esssup gi[<hbox|]”kl>Y =0, a.s. (4.21)
123

+H,,
k—oo eT k

Pny,

fu] — &Y, |F)]

The next theorem shows that 7(v) is not only the first time when process
Z° meets the process Y after v, but it is also an optimal stopping time after
v. The assumption that the elements of the stable class & are convex (see
(7)) becomes crucial in the proof of this result.

Theorem 57. Assume that {Y*};c1 is “6-uniformly-left-continuous". Then
for each v € Sy 1, the stopping time T(v) defined by (4.20) satisfies

Z(v)=esssup gﬁ[ﬁ(u)ﬁﬁ-ﬁHﬁ',f(u)ﬁ|7u]ﬁ:eSSSUP giﬁ[Z(?(V))ﬁ—’—ﬁHli,'F(u)ﬁ
ieT ieT

| F)~=esssup & Z(p)~+-H. ,|F], a.s. (4.22)
i€T

for any peS, ) and T(v) = Tl(l/)éinf{t v, T): Z)=Yi}, as.

In particular, taking ¥ =0 in (4.22), one can deduce from (2.8) that
7(0)=inf{t € [0, T]: Z?=Y;} satisfies

sup &Y, + Hi] = sup  &[Y, + Hy] = Z(0) = sup E[Yr() +
(i,p)EIXS()YT (i,p)EIXS()YT €T

Hy (o) =sup £Yro) + Hro))-

Therefore, we see that 7(0), the first time the Snell envelope Z° meets the
process Y after time ¢ =0, is an optimal stopping time for (4.1).
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5 Robust Optimal Stopping

In this section we analyze the robust optimal stopping problem in which
the stopper aims to find an optimal stopping time 7, that satisfies

sup inf &[Y;f] = inf &[Y,], (5.1)
pESy. 7t €T i€l

where & = {&;}icz is a stable class of F-expectations and Y'=Y + H' i€l
is the model-dependent reward process introduced in (5.1). (We will modify
the assumptions on the reward processes shortly). In order to find an optimal
stopping time we construct the lower and the upper values of the optimal
stopping problem at any stopping time v € Sy r, i.e.,

Y(V)éesssup (essinf &[Y;,—%H;Af,,]), V(l/)ﬁessinf < esssup &[Y,—+
pES, T i€l i€l pES, T

H,f_,p|]-'u]).

With the so-called “4’-uniform-right-continuity" condition on {Y};c7, we
can show that at any v € Sp , V(v) and V (v) coincide with each other (see
Theorem 68). We denote the common value, the value of the robust optimal
stopping problem, as V(v) at v. We will show that up to a stopping time
7(0) (see Lemma 62), at which we have V(7(0)) = Yz (q), a.s., the stopped
value process {V (7(0) At)}iepo, 7y admits an RCLL modification V°. The
main result in this section, Theorem 68, shows that the first time V? meets
Y is an optimal stopping time for (5.1).

Standing assumptions on # and Y in this section. Let us introduce
Ri(y)éesssup &[Ypﬁ—i—Hﬁ_’Af,,], (hbox| forany)ieZ(hboxlan d)yv € Sp .

pES,, T

To adapt the results we obtained for the family {Z(v)},es, , to each family
{R'(v)}vesy s © €T, we assume that # = {H'};c7 is a family of right-
continuous F-adapted processes satisfying (S2), (S3) and,

(S1")  Foranyi€Z, H;=0, a.s. and (4.2) holds. If & does not satisfy (4.3),

then we assume that (*= esssup H;t € Dom(&).
s, teDr;s<t

On the other hand, we assume that Y is a right-continuous F-adapted
process that satisfies (Y1), (Y3) and

(Y2’) For any i€Z, sup gt[Ypl] <oo. If & does not satisfy (4.3), then we

pESo, T ~ .
assume that — esssup  &[Y,)|F] € Dom(S).
(p,t)ESUYTX'DT
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We also assume that for any i € Z, Y is “quasi-left-continuous" under &
for any v, p € So,r with v < p, a.s. and for any sequence {pp}nen C Sy,

increasing a.s. to p, we can find a subsequence {nk = ng) }keN of IN such that

+Hj,

lim & (hbox|—")Y,

n
n— oo Tk l Py

fu} =&VJ|F], a.s. (5.2)

Remark 58. (S1’) and (Y2’) are analogous to (S1) and (Y2) respectively
while the quasi-left-continuity (5.2) is the counterpart of the &-uniform-left-
continuity (4.21). It is obvious that (S1°) implies (S1) and that (4.21) gives
rise to (5.2). Moreover, (4.6) implies (Y2’): In fact, for any i € Z, one can
deduce from (?) that

C<  esssup &Y F]< esssup EIY\F],  a.s.
(p,t)€ESo, 7 X D (i,p,t) €I XS0, 7 XD

Then Lemma 5/ implies that  esssup  &[Y,!|F] € Dom(&), and it fol-
~ . (p,t)€So, 7 X D1
lows that sup &[Y,] < oo. O
pESo, T

?

Fix 1 € Z. Applying Lemma 54, (7), (7), (?), Proposition 46, Proposition
4.18 and Theorem 57 to the family {R"(v)},es, , We obtain
Proposition 59. (1) For any v € So,1, R'(v) belongs to D om(&) and
satisfies
Cy <Y, <esssup &Y, + H\ |F))=R\(v), a.s., (hbox|thus) C<Y},
pGSV,T

a. s. (5.3)
(2) For any v,o € So,7 and v € S, 1, we have

Ri(v) = R¥o), a.s.(hbox|lon {v=0}, (5.4)
gi[Ri(’y)+Hf;,7|fl,] = ﬂﬂﬂesssupgi[Y;,JrHﬁ',Afy]SRi(V), a.s. (5.5)
PESy,T

3) The process {R'(t)}ici0.m admits an RCLL modification R"°, called “€;
(3) €[0,7]

Snell envelope”, such that {Ri’O+H§}tE[O7T] s an g’i-supermartingale and
that for any v € So, 1

RY°=Ri(v), a.s. (5.6)

A ,
(4) For any v € So.1, T'(v)=inf{t € [v, T]: Ri°=Y;} is an optimal stopping
time with respect to &t after time v, i.e., for any v €S, riw),

Ri(v) = &lYriw) + Hy i) F] = E[RU(' (V) + H) i) | P = ER () +
H, |F.)), a.s. (5.7)

Corollary 60. For any v € Sy 1, both V(v) and V (v) belong to Dom(&).
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Proof: Fix (I, p)€Z xS, r, for any i €Z, (7), (?) and Proposition 26 (5)
imply that

gi[Y;J_“i’Hi,Afv] Zgz[CY‘i’CHpTV]:C; a.s.
Taking the essential infimum over ¢ € Z on the left-hand-side yields that

C <essmf€ [Y,~+H,. ,|F,]<-esssup (essmf EY,~+H, | F, ]) V()<
pPESL, T €T
V()= es51%1f Ri(v) < RY(v), a.s.
S
Since R!(v) € Dom(&’) by Proposition 59 (1), a simple application of Lemma
54 proves the corollary. O

As we will see in the next lemma since the stable class & is closed under

pasting (see Definition 51 (2)), V(v) can be approximated by a decreasing
sequence that belongs to the family {R'(v)}iez.

Lemma 61. For any v €Sy 1, there exists a sequence {in}nen CZ such that

V(v) =essinf Ri(v) = lim ——|R¥"(v), a.s. (5.8)
n—o0

i€ZL

Thanks again to the stability of 4’ under pasting, the infimum of the family
{7%(v)}iez of optimal stopping times can be approached by a decreasing
sequence in the family. As a result the infimum is also a stopping time.

Lemma 62. For any v €Sy 1, there exists a sequence {in}nen CZ such that

I(V)éessinf 7i(v) = lim —— |7 (v), a.s., (hbox|t hus) 7(v) eS, 1.

1€T n— 0o

The family of stopping times {7(v)},es, , Will play a critical role in this
section. The next lemma basically shows that if 5 and &; behave the same
after some stopping time v, then R7:0 and R*:° are identical after v:

Lemma 63. For anyi,j€Z andv €Sy, 1, let k= k(l,j,l/) €7 as in Definition
51. For any 0 €S, 1, we have R¥° = R¥(0) = Ri(0) = R1°, a.s

Proof: For any p €S, 7, applying Proposition 26 (5) to &, we can deduce
from (4.5) and (3.3) that
ElY, + HE (| Fo) = &Y, + H] |Fo] = €85[Y, + H] |Fo] = E[E[Y,
Hg p|fI/VG' |f }
= &|&Y,+ HL JF|Fo| =&Y, + HL o], a.s.
Then (5.6) implies that
R = R¥(o) = esssup E[Y, + HE | F,] = esssup &Y, + Hg7p|.7:g] =Ri(o)=

PES, T PES,,T

0
R>° a.s.,
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which proves the lemma. O

We now introduce the notion of the uniform right continuity of the
family {Y*};c7 over the stable class &’. With this assumption on the reward
processes, we can show that at any v € So.r, V(v) =V (v), as., thus the
robust optimal stopping problem has a value V(v) at v.

Definition 64. The family {Y'};cr is called “&-uniformly-right-contin-
uous" if for any v € Sy T and for any sequence {vp}nen C Sy, T decreasing a.s.
to v, we can find a subsequence of {vp}nen (we still denote it by {vp}nen)

such that lim esssup |&[Y;! |F,] — Yf’zo, a.s.

n—oo ;7

Theorem 65. Suppose that {Y'}ier is “&-uniformly-right-continuous”.
Then for any v € So,1, we have

Vv)= es_siélf &[YI(,,) +- in(V)|fl,] =V)>Y,, a.s. (5.9)
1€ B

We will denote the common value by V(v)(=V (v) =V (v)). Observe that

7(0) is optimal for the robust optimal stopping problem in (5.1).

Standing assumption on Y for the rest of this section. We assume
that the family of processes {Y};c7 is “£-uniformly-right-continuous".

Proposition 66. For any v € So 1, we have V(1 (v)) =Y;(), a.s.

Note that 7(v) may not be the first time after ¥ when the value of the
robust optimal stopping problem is equal to the primary reward. Actually,
since the process {V(t)}+c[o, 1) is not necessarily right-continuous, inf{t € [v,
T]| V(t)=Y;} may not even be a stopping time. We will address this issue
in the next two results.

Proposition 67. Given i €Z, for any v, p € So, 7 with v < p, a.s., we have

ezsirzlf EVE(p)F)< Vi), a.s., (5.10)
€

where Vi(u)éV(y) + HL e Dom(&). Moreover if p<1(v), a.s., then
E[Vip)|F)>Viv), a.s. (5.11)

In particular, the stopped process {V*(7(0) At)}iejo,m) s an E;-submartin-
gale.

Now we show that the stopped value process {V (7(0) At)};c(o,7) admits
an RCLL modification V. As a result, the first time when the process V°
meets the process Y after time ¢t =0 is an optimal stopping time of the robust
optimal stopping problem.
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Theorem 68. Assume that for some i’ €T, (¥ = esssup Hg:tGDom(@ﬁ)
s,tEDp;s<t

and that there exists a concave F-expectation ' (not necessarily in &) sat-
isfying (HO) and (H1) such that

Dom(E)D{-&&€Dom(&)} (hbox|land foreve ry&; — submartingale X ,

— Xisan &’ — supermartingale.) (5.12)
We also assume that for any p € So,r, there exists a j = j(p) €T such that
esssup &Y | Fi] € Dom(&).

teDr
(1) Then the stopped value process {V (1(0) At)}icjo,r) admits an RCLL

modification VO (called “&-lower Snell envelope” of Y) such that for any
AS 807'1“

V2=V (r(0)Av), a.s. (5.13)
(2) Consequently,
rvEint{t € [0,7]: VO=Y;} (5.14)

is a stopping time. In fact, it is an optimal stopping time of (5.1). i.e.
inf( sup &[Y)] )= su (inff} Y} ):inff- Y.
ieI(pESET z[ p]) pESE),T or l[ p] ieT z[ 'rv]

(1)

6 Remarks on Sections 4 & 5

Remark 1.

Let & ={&;}icz be a stable class of F-expectations. For any £ € Dom/(&)
and v € 8o 1, we define

1617 SesssupEIEIFL] (hboxland) & [€]F,) Sessint E[¢|7)
i€l i

as the maximal and minimal expectation of £ over & at the stopping time
v. It is worth pointing out that & is not an F-expectation on D om(&)
simply because &' [¢|F;] may not belong to D om(&) for some &€ Dom(&)
and ¢ € [0,T]. On the other hand, we will see in Example 36 that neither
& nor & satisfy strict monotonicity. Moreover, as we shall see in the same
example, & does not satisfy (H2) while & does not satisfy (H1); thus we
do not have a dominated convergence theorem for either & or &. Note also
that 4 may not even be convex.
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Our results in Sections 4 and 5 can be interpreted as a first step in

extending the results for the optimal stopping problem sup &[Y,], in
pPESo, T

which &; (i €7) is an F — expectation satisfying positive convexity and the

assumptions (H1)-(H3), to optimal stopping problems for other non-linear

expectations, such as & and &°, which may fail to satisfy these assumptions.

Example 69. Consider a probability space ([0,00),Z[0,00), F ={F;}+>0,P)
be a filtered probability space in which P is defined by

P(A)ﬁ/e_’”dx, VAeZ[0,0).
A

We assume that the filtration F satisfies the usual hypothesis. Let P denote
the set of all probability measures equivalent to P. For any n € N, we define
a P,eP by

Pn(A)én/e_mdx, VAeZ)0,0).
A

As discussed in Example 69, & ={Eg}qep s a stable class. For any h>0,
one can deduce that

1=-sup EQ[l]—\Z—!f_[ll[o’h]]—\Zﬁ sup EQ[ll[O,h]]—\Z sup EPn[]-l[O,h]]_‘:
QEeP QeEP neN

sup P[0, h] = lim (1 — e~ "h)==1,

neN neN

where we used the fact that EQ =Eq for any Q € P since Egl§|F)] is an
RCLL process for any € € L([0, 00),

Z0,00), P). Hence, we have

@ﬁ[ll[o_’h]]il, Vh>0,

which implies that & does not satisfy strict monotonicity.
Moreover, & does not satisfy (H2). For € =0, n=1 and A, = [0,%],
n €N, it follows that

lim =] &€+ 114, 7] = lim £[11, 1] =1#0= sup Eo[0] = &0] = £¢].

n— 00 n— oo Tn QeP

On the other hand, it is simple to see that &[11j, oyl =0 for any h >0,

which means that & does not satisfy strict monotonicity either. Furthermore,

& does not satisfy (H1). For £=1 and A, = [%,oo), n € N, we have that
lim =1 &[114, € = lim £[11 ] =0 # 1=

n— oo n— 00

inf Eg[l] = &[1] = £[€]. (hbox| )

Although it does not satisfy strict monotonicity, &’ is almost an F-
expectations on Dom(&’) as we will see next.
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Proposition 70. For any t€[0,T], &[|Ft] is an operator from Dom(&)

to Domt(f)éDom(f) N L°(F;). Moreover, the family of operators { &
| Fi}eejo,r) satisfies (A2)-(A4) as well as

EEIF] < En|Fi], a.s. (hbox|forany)é, n€Dom(&)(hbox|with)é <
7, a. s. (6.1)

Remark 2.

We have found that the first time 7(0) when the Snell envelope Z° meets
the process Y is an optimal stopping time for (4.1) while the first time 7y
when the process V° meets the process Y is an optimal stopping time for
(5.1). Tt is natural to ask whether 7(0) (resp. 7v) is the minimal optimal
stopping time of (4.1) (resp. (5.1)). This answer is affirmative when & is a
singleton. Let & be a positively-convex F-expectation satisfying (H1)-(H3)
and let Y be a right-continuous F-adapted process satisfying (Y1), (Y3) and
the following

sup £[Y,] < oo; (hbox | i f& does not satisfy (5.12),
pESo, T
then) esssup  E[Y,|F] € Dom#(E).
(p,t)E€So, 7 X Dr
(Note that we have here merged the cumulative reward process H into the
primary reward process Y.) If 7€ Sp 1 is an optimal stopping time for (4.1),
ie. sup E&[Y,|=E[Y;], Proposition 46 and (4.17) imply that
pESo, T
sup £V = sup E[Y,) = 2(0) 2 E2(r)] = £[29 = £[2%) = £[¥,) =
pESo, T pESo, T
sup E[Y],
pESo, T
thus £[Z2] = £[Y;]. The second part of (A1) then implies that Z2=Y;, a.s.
Hence 7(0) <, a.s., which means that 7(0) is the minimal stopping time
for (4.1).
However, this is not the case in general. Let & ={&;};cz be a stable
class of F-expectations and let Y be a right-continuous F-adapted process
satisfying (Y1)-(Y3). We take H*=0 for any i € Z. If 7 €Sy 7 is an optimal

stopping time for (4.1), i.e. sup &Y, =sup&[Y7], (7) and (4.17)
(i,p)GIXSo,T i€l
then imply that
sup &Y = suwp  &[Y,]=2(0) 2sup &[Z(r)]| =sup &[Z(7)]
(i,p)GIXSo,T (i,p)EIXSO,T i€l i€l
= sup&[ZY >sup &Y= sup Y],
€T €T (i,p)EL XS0, T

thus &[22 = sup &[22 = sup &[Y;] = £[Y;]. However, this may not imply
i€Z ieT

that Z2=Y,, a.s. since & does not satisfy strict monotonicity as we have

seen in Example 69.
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Now we further assume that Y satisfies (Y2’), if 7/ € Sy 7 is an optimal
stopping time for (5.1), i.e. sup inf &[Y,] =inf &[Y,/], (5.10) and Theorem
ieT ieT

pESo, T
68 imply that

sup inf &[Y,] = sup inf §[Y,] = V(0) = V(0) > inf &[V ()] =

pESU,TiEI pESo‘TiEI i€Z
inf [V ()]
i€z
> inf &[Y] = sup inf &Y,
i€T pESo. €T
thus &[V(7')] = inf &[V(7)] = inf &[Y;/] = &[Y,/]. However, this may not
i€l i€l
imply that V(7') =Y./, a.s. since & does not satisfy strict monotonicity,
which we have also seen in Example 69. (If V(') were a.s. equal to Y, for
any i € Z, applying (7) to singleton {&;}, we would deduce from (5.13) and
Lemma 63 that

Vo =V (77 A 1v) = V(T A 1v) = essi%lfRi (77 A Ty) =
3S]

eszi%lf (11{T7§TV} Ri(T)) + sy Ri(1v))
= 11{T7<Tv}essi%1f Ri(T) + 11{Tv>TV}essi%1f Ri(tv) =1l{p < V(T
= i€ ic =
)+11{7—7>7—V}V(TV)
= gr<ry V(7)) + sy Viy) = 1lpeny V(T) +
11{7—’>7—V}‘/7—?/
= 11{T’§Tv}}/:l'7+11{T7>Tv}}/7'V:}/T)/\Tva a.s.,

which would further imply that 7v =7’ A7y, a.s., thus 7v <7/, a.s.)

7 Applications

In this section, we take a d-dimensional Brownian motion B on the
probability space (Q, F, P) and consider the Brownian filtration generated
by it:

N .
F= {ft:o(a(Bs; s€0,4) u/\/)} , (hbox | w h e e collects all P

te€[0,T)
null sets in F.) (7.1)

We also let & denote the predictable o-algebra with respect to F'.

7.1 Lipschitz g-Expectations
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Suppose that a “generator" function g= g(¢,w, 2):[0,T] x 2 x R¥— R
satisfies
(1) g(t,w,0)=0, dt xdP —a.s.
—————=¢ (i4) gis Lipschitz in zfor some K, > 0:it holds d¢ x d P —a.s. that  (7.2)
lg(t,w, 21)"——g(t,w, 22)| < K, |21 ——22|, V21,20€ R

For any ¢ € L?(Fr), it is well known from (citet| PP-90) that the backward
stochastic differential equation (BSDE)

T T
rt:g+/ g(s,@s)ds—/ 0.dB,  tel0,T] (7.3)
t t

admits a unique solution (I'¢:9,0%:9) € C%([0,T]) x H#([0, T]; RY) (for con-
venience, we will denote (7.3) by BSDE(¢, ¢) in the sequel), based on which
(citet|Peng-97) introduced the so-called “g-expectation" of £ by

A
gg[§|ft]:1ﬂtgygﬂ te [07 T] (74)

To show that the g-expectation &; is an F-expectation with domain
D om(&,) = L*(Fr), we first note that L2(Fr) € Zr. The (strict) Com-
parison Theorem for BSDEs (see e.g. (, 7, Theorem 35.3)) then shows that
(A1) holds for the family of operators {&[|F]: L*(Fr) — L*(F:)}eejo, 1,
while the uniqueness of the solution (I'¢:9,©%:9) to the BSDE(¢, g) implies
that the family {&y[-|F]}icjo, ) satisfies (A2)-(A4) (see e.g. (, 7, Lemma
36.6) and (, ?, Lemma 2.1)). Therefore, &, is an F-expectation with domain
Dom(&,) = L*(Fr).

Moreover, the generator g characterizes &, in the following ways:
(1) Theorem 3.2 of {citet | Jiang 2008) (see also Proposition 10 of (citet |
Eman)) shows that E[|F is a convex (resp. concave) operator on L?(Fr)
for any ¢t €[0,T] if and only if the generator g is convezr (resp. concave) in
z, i.e., it holds dt x d P — a.s. that
gt Az14+ (1= X) z2)~< ((hbox|resp.) >)Ag(t,z1)+ (1= A) g(t,z2), VA€
(0,1), VZ1,22€Rd. (7.5)
(2) Let g be another generator satisfying (7.2). If it holds dt x d P —a.s. that
g(t,2)2g(t,z), VzeRY

the Comparison Theorem for BSDEs (see e.g. (citet|EP(Q)-97) or (, 7, Propo-
sition 5.1)) shows that for any & € L?(Fr) and t €0, T

ElEIF] =2 &lEI R, a-s. (7.6)
Thanks to Theorem 4.1 of (citet| BCHMP), the reverse statement also holds
given that almost surely, the mapping ¢t — g(t, z) is continuous for any z € R%.

A

(3) g~ (t,w,2)=—g (t,w,—2), (t,w,2) €[0,T] x Q x R? also satisfies (7.2).
Its corresponding g-expectation &,- relates to & in that for any & € L?(Fr)
and ¢t € [0, T

E-lEIF] = &¢I R, a.s. (7.7)
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(In fact, multiplying both sides of BSDE(—¢, g) by —1, we see that the pair
(—-I'=%9,—O7¢9) solves the BSDE(&, g7).)

To show that the g-expectation &, satisfies (HO)-(H3), we need two basic
inequalities it satisfies.

Lemma 71. Let g be a generator satisfying (7.2).
(1) For any & € L*(Fr), we have

2
sup L2 HO% 13 (0, 7y < Ce T EDTY| € ey,

te€[0,T]

ElE1F]

where C' is a universal constant independent of £ and g.
(2) For any pu> K, and &,m € L*(Fr), it holds a.s. that

Eg[€1F) — Egln| ][ <&y,

E—nllF), vtelo,T],
N
where the generator g, is defined by g,(2)=ulz|, z€ R%

Proof: A simple application of (, 7, Proposition 2.2) yields (1). On the other
hand, (2) is a mere generalization of (, 7, Proposition 3.7, inequality (60))
by taking into account the continuity of processes &[¢|F.] and &, [£|F.] for
any ¢ € L3(Fr). O

Proposition 72. Let g be a generator satisfying (7.2). Then &, satisfies
(HO)-(H3).

Remark 73. Since E,[E|F)] is a continuous process for any & € L*(Fr), we

see from (7) that E,[-|F,] is just a restriction of &,[-|F,] to LQ’#(fT)é{E €
L3(Fr): £ >c, a.s.(hbox| forsome)e=c(€) €R} for any v € Sp 1.

Thanks to Proposition 72, all results on F-expectations £ and € in Sec-
tion 7 are applicable to g-expectations. In the following example we deliver
the promise we made in Remark 73. This example indicates that for some

g-expectations, hmlnfg o[€n] < 00 is not a sufficient condition for lim &,—€-
n—oo

Dom™(&,) :L2’+(.7:T)=ﬁ{§ € L*(Fr):£>0, a.s.} given that {&,}nen is an
a.s. convergent sequence in Dom™(&,).

Example 74. Consider a probability space ([0,1],Z[0,1],X), where X is the
A
Lebesgue measure on [0,1]. We define a generator §(z ) —|z], z€R® For

1
any n € N, it is clear that the random variable {gn( )—w 5+"“} clo.] €
L%*(Fr)=Dom™*(§). Proposition 8 (2) then implies that

< g €n anﬁ,g = gn - eﬁnﬁ,g} ds— @gnﬁ“(;d Bs < g'n -
0 0 s 0 s

/ 059 B,.
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Taking the expected value of the above inequality yields that

T . 11, 1
0§g§[§7l]§E|:§7z—<thX | / 05 9d B\)]:E[gn]:/ w Py =
1 JO 0
— <2 (7.8)

PR

Since {&n}tnenN 1S an increasing sequence, we can deduce from (A1) and
(7.8) that 0< lim =7&5(&n] <2. However, lim —1§, = {w_%}we[o,u does
not belong to Lélz(i.;:T) =Dom™(g). o O

Similar to Proposition 3.3, pasting two g-expectations at any stopping
time generates another g-expectation.

Proposition 75. Let g1, g2 be two generators satisfying (7.2) with Lipschitz
coefficients K1 and Ky respectively. For any v € So 1, we define the pasting
of &, &y, at v to be the following continuous F-adapted process

A
Equ,gal§1F =111 <y €0, €1 Fe + 1140 1364, [Egu[E| PN F), - VEE[0,T] - (7.9)
for any £ € L*(Fr). Then E!

o1.g2 18 exactly the g-expectation Egv with

A
gu(tawa Z):]-l{v(w)gt} 92(t5 w, Z) + 11{u(w)>t} gl(tawa Z)a (tawa Z) € [07 T] X
Q x R4, (7.10)
which is a generator satisfying (7.2) with the Lipschitz coefficient K1V K.

Fix M >0, we denote by %, the collection of all convex generators g
satisfying (7.2) with Lipschitz coefficient Kj < M. Proposition 75 shows

that the family of convex g-expectations fMé{Sg}gegM is closed under the
pasting (7). To wit, &y is a stable class of g-expectations in the sense of
Definition 7.10. In what follows we let ¢’ be a non-empty subset of %, such
that f’é{é’g}geg, is closed under pasting. Correspondingly, {£;},ev is
closed under the general pasting (7), thus we see from Proposition 72 that
&' is a stable class in the sense of Definition 7.10. In light of Remark 73,
when applying the optimal stopping theory of F-expectations (as presented
in Section 4 and 5) to the stable class &, we can replace &, by &, for each
g € ¢'. However, such extension does not mean that we can take away (S2)
and (Y3), the lower-bound requirements on reward processes Y and .7
respectively. In fact, as we see in the proof of Proposition 46, the deduction
of the RCLL modification Z° of the process {Z(t)}icjo,7] totally relies on
applying Corollary 25 to certain process {Z7(t)}ic(o, 7). This requires that
the process {Z7(t)}1c[o,7] is bounded from below by some ¢ € R, which is in
turn assured by (S2) and (Y3) (see (7)). (compare Remark ); (H3)

becomes futile, which is used to assume that E[¢|F,] €
Dom#(€) for any £ € Dom¥(€) and v € Sy 1. (f)Now we

make the following assumptions on the reward processes:
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Standing assumptions on the reward processes in this subsection.
Let Y be a continuous F-adapted process with

+
C’YA<esssup Yt) € L*(Fr) (7.11)
teDr

and satisfying (Y3). Moreover, for any g € ¢/, we suppose that the model-
dependent cumulative reward process is in the form of

A t
Hgf:/ hids, Ytelo,T),
0

where {h{,t€[0,T]}4cv is a family of predictable processes satisfying the
following assumptions:

(h1) There exists a ¢’ <0 such that for any g€ ¢/, h{ >¢', dt x dP —a.s.
(h2) The random variable w— [ h'(t,w) dt belongs to L*(Fr) with h'(t,

A +
w)z(esssup hi (w)) (the essential supremum is taken with respect to the
geY"’

product measure space ([0,7] x Q, &, x P), where A denotes the Lebesgue
measure on [0,77).

(53) For any v € So 1 and g1, g2 € ¢, it holds for any 0 <s <t <T that
R =11p, <y h® + 11, b, dtxdP —a.s.,
where ¢” is defined in (7).

Then the triple (f’, jf’é{Hg}geg,, Y) satisfies all the conditions stated
in Section 4 and 5. Thus we can carry out the optimal stopping theory

developed for F-expectations to (&, .#/,Y) as we will see next.

Theorem 76. The stable class &' satisfies (7), the family of processes A
satisfies (S1°) (thus (S1) see Remark 73), (S2) and (53), while the process Y
satisfies (Y1), (4.6) (thus (Y2’), again by Remark 73) and (Y3). Moreover,

the family of processes {YtgéYt—i—Htg, te [O,T]} 4 18 both “&'-uniformly-
geg’

left-continuous” (thus satisfies (5.2), see also Remark 73) and “&’-uni-

formly-right-continuous”.

7.2 Existence of an Optimal Prior in (4.1) for g-Expec-
tations

For certain collections of g-expectations, we can even determine an
optimal generator g in the following sense:

Sg[Y:fg(o)] =sup & [Y:fg(o)] = sup gg[Y;;g],
geSg (9,p)€G XS0, T

where the optimal stopping time 7(0) is defined as in Theorem 57.
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Let S be a separable metric space with metric |-|s such that S is a
countable union of non-empty compact subsets. We denote by & the Borel
o-algebra of S and take Hg([0, T]; S) as the space of admissible control
strategies. For any U € Hp([0,T]; S), we define the generator

A
gu(t,w,z)=g¢°(t,w, z, Us(w)), (7.12)
where the function ¢°(t,w, z,u):[0,T] x Q@ x R% x S+ R satisfies:
(g°1) g°is Z ® Z(R?%) ® &/ #(R)-measurable.
(¢g°2) It holds dt x d P — a.s. that ¢°(t,w,0,u) =0 for any u € S.
(g°3) ¢° is Lipschitz in z: For some K, >0, it holds dt x d P — a.s. that
|g°(t, w, z1,u) — g°(t,w, z2,u)| < K, |21 — 20|, V21,22€RY, YueS.
(g°4) g° is convex in z: It holds dt x d P — a.s. that
go (tv w, >‘Zl_'+_‘(1_'7_‘>‘) 22, 'U,) < )\go(ta W, 21, ’U,)_|+_|(1_|*_|>\) go(ta W, 22, u)a
Ve (0, 1), VZl,ZQG]Rd, Yu€esS.
Now fix a non-empty subset 4 of H([0,77];S) that preserves “pasting", i.e.,
for any v € So.r and UL, U2 € 4,
N
Uty(w):]-l{y(w)gt} Uf(w) + 11{u(w)>t} Utl(w), (t,w) S [0, T] X Q, (713)

also belongs to 4. Then it is easy to check that {&;, }ueu C 4k, forms a
stable class of g-expectations.

Let Y still be a continuous F-adapted process satisfying (7) and (Y3).
For any U € 4, assume that the model dependent reward process has a
density which is given by

WY (w)2h(t,w, U(w)), (t,w)e0,T] x Q,
where h(t,w,u):[0,T] x2x S—Ris a Z®6/Z(R)-measurable function

satisfying the following assumptions:

(h1) For some ¢ <0, it holds d¢ x d P — a.s. that h(t,w,u) > ¢ for any u e S.
(h2) The random variable w — f(JTﬁ(t,w) dt belongs to L2(Fr) with h(t,

+
w)A<esssup h?(w)) (the essential supremum is taken with respect to the
Ued

product measure space ([0,7] x Q, #, A x P), where A denotes the Lebesgue
measure on [0,77).

It is easy to see that {hY,t€[0,T]}y ey is a family of predictable processes
satisfying (h1)-(h3). Hence, we can apply the optimal stopping theory devel-
oped for F-expectations to the triple ({&;, }veu, {hY }uew, Y) thanks to
Theorem 76. Now let us construct a so-called Hamiltonian function

H(t,w,z,u)égo(t,w,z,u) +h(t,w,u), (t,w,z,u)e€[0,T]x QxRIxS.
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We assume that for any (¢,w, z) €[0,T] x Q x R%, there exists a u=u*(t,w,
z) € S such that

supH (t,w,z,u)=H(t,w,z,u(t,w, 2)). (7.14)
u€ S
(This is valid, for example, when the metric space S is compact and the
mapping u+— H(t,w, z,u) is continuous.) Then it can be shown (see (, ?,
Lemma 1) or (, 7, Lemma 16.34)) that the mapping u*: [0,7] x Q x R+ §
can be selected to be # ® Z(R?) /S-measurable.

The following theorem is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 77. There exists a U* € i such that sup Eg V] =
(U.,p)GLlXSO,T

g Y—[{O*)], where the stopping time 7(0) is as in Theorem 57.

gU*[ T

7.3 The Cooperative Game of Karatzas and Zamfirescu
[2006] Revisited

In this subsection, we apply the results of the last subsection to extend
the results of (citet|Kara Zam 2006). Let us first recall their setting:
e Consider the canonical space (2, F) = (C([0, T]; RY), Z(C([0, T]; R%)))
endowed with Wiener measure P, under which the coordinate mapping
process B(t,w) =w(t), t € [0, T] becomes a standard d-dimensional Brow-
nian motion. We still take the filtration F' generated by the Brownian motion
B (see (7)) and let % denote the predictable o-algebra with respect to F'.

e It is well-known (see e.g. (, 7, Theorem 14.6)) that given a x € R?, there
exists a pathwise unique, strong solution X () of the stochastic equation

X(t)zac—i—/ota(s,X)st, te 0,17,

where the diffusion term o(t,w) is a R?*%valued predictable process satis-
fying:
(1) fOT lo(t,0)|2dt < oo and ¢ (t,w) is nonsingular for any (,w) € [0,T] x Q.

(02) There exists a K >0 such that for any w, ji) e and te0,7]

llo=t(t,w)|| < K (hbox|an d) |Uij(t,w)—aij(t,gj)|§KHw—g)Ht, v1<i,
Jj<n (7.15)

A
with [|w]|f= sup |w(s)|.
s€[0,t]
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o Let f(t,w,u):[0,T] x Q2 x S—R%is a # 26 /#(R%-measurable function
such that

(1) For any u € S, the mapping (t,w) — f(t,w,u) is predictable (i.e. #-
measurable);

(ii) With the same K as in (7.15),
[ ft,w,u)| <K 1+ |w|y), V(¢ w,u)el0,T]x2xS. (7.16)

For any U EﬂéH%([O,T]; S), (, 7, page 166) shows that

dPya T

U exp {/)T(al(t,X) f(t. XUy, dBy) 7%[)
Ut)|2dt}

defines a probability measure Py .

The objective of (citet[Klara Zam 2006) is to find an optimal stopping
time 7% € Sp,r and an optimal control strategy U* € {1 that maximizes the
expected reward

ol (t, X) f(t, X,

o0+ [t x|

over (p,U) € Sp. 7 x {l. Here ¢: R%— TR is a bounded continuous function,
and h(t,w,u):[0,T] x Q2 x S—Ris a ¥ @6 /Z(R)-measurable function
such that |h(t,w,u)| < K for any (t,w,u) €[0,T] x Q2 x S (with the same K
that appears in (7.15)).

Corollary 8 of (citet | Kara Zam 2006) shows that under (7.16), the
process

. P
Z(t)é esssup Eu{cp(X(p))+/ h(s,X,Us)ds
(U,p)edAx Sy, 1 t

ft], te[0,T]

admits an RCLL modification Z° and that the firsg time processes Z°
and {@(X(t))}ieo, 7] meet with each other, i.e. 7(0)=inf {t €[0,7] | Z9) =
©(X(t))}, is an optimal stopping time. That is,

p
sp By [somp)) + ["his.x. 0 a } — supEy [sooc(f(o») 4
(U, p)efixSo.r 0 Uesl

/OT(O)h(s,X,US)ds] (7.17)

Moreover, if for any (t,w, z) € [0,T] x Q x R%, there is a u*(t,w, z) € S which
is Z @ #(RY) /S-measurable such that

sup H(t,w,z,u)=H(t,w, z,u(t,w, z)) (7.18)
ues
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with H(t,w, z,u)=0 "\ (t,w) f(t,w,u), 24h(t,w,0), (t,w,2,u) € [0,T] x 2 x
R x S, then there further exists an optimal control strategy U* € £l (see
(, 7, Section 8)) such that

sup By [wap)) +

(U,p)EQXSo,T 0

/OT(O)h(s,X,Us)ds] (7.19)

ph(s, X, Uy d s] = FEy [so(X(f(O))) +

In the main result of this subsection, we will show that the assumption of
(citet|Kara Zam 2006) that ¢ and h are bounded from above by constants
can be relaxed and replaced by linear-growth conditions. This comes, how-
ever, at the cost of strengthening the assumption stated in (7.16).

Proposition 78. With the same K as in (7.15), we assume that
~K<op@)<Klz|, VrecR? (7.20)
and that for a.e. t€[0,T]

| f(t,w,u)| <K (hbox | and) —K<h(t,w,u)<Kl|w|r, Vw,u)e
Qx8S. (7.21)

Then the process {Z(t)}te[O,T] has a RCLL modification Z°, and the first

time 7(0) when the process Z° meets the process {o(X (1))}, is an
optimal stopping time; i.e., it satisfies (7.17). Moreover, if there exists a
measurable mapping u*: [0,T] x Q x R S satisfying (7.18), then there
exists an optimal control strategy U* €\ such that (7.19) holds.

7.4 Quadratic g-Expectations

Now we consider a quadratic generator § = g(t,w,z):[0,T] x 2 x R*—R
that satisfies

(’L) gA(t,w,O):O, thdP—a.s.
(¢4) (hbox|Forsomer>0,itholdsdt x d P — a.s. that)

G 22
Bt,0,2)| <l +]z]), VeeR? (7.22)
(i4%) g{hbox|i sconvexinzinthesenseof (7.5).)

Note that under (ii), (i) is equivalent to the following statement: It holds
dt xdP —a.s. that

§(t,w, 2)| < n<|z| + <hbox|,,‘)>|z|2), VzeRL (7.23)
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In fact, it is clear that (7.23) implies (i). Conversely, for dt x d P — a.s.
(t,w) €[0,T] x 2, one can deduce that for any z € R%, |§(t,w, 2)| = ’g(t,
w,2) — §(t,w, 0)‘:‘101%@, ) sz‘gnfOl(l + M z))]z] dA = k(|2] + (hbox |
Dzl?).

For any €€ L™¢(Fr), (, 7, Corollary 6) (Where we take f=g, thus a(t) =
% and (8,v)=(0, 2n)) shows that the quadratic BSDE(¢, §) admits a unique
solution (I'¢:9,0%9) € Cx([0,T]) x Mp([0,T]; R?). Hence we can correspond-
ingly define the “quadratic" g-expectation of £ by

A .
ElEIFI=TF?, te[0,T).

To show that the quadratic g-expectation &; is an F-expectation with domain
Dom(E) = L™¢(Fr), we first note that L™¢(Fr) € Zr (Clearly, L™(Fr)
satisfies (D1) and (D3) and R C L™¢(Fr). For any &, ne L™¢(Fr), A€ Fr
and A >0, we have E[e*t14¢] < B[eMél] < 00 and B[N+ < B Ml )] <
3 Ble?M€)) + 2 E[e?!] < oo, thus (D2) also holds for L™¢(Fr)). Similar
to the Lipschitz g-expectation case, the uniqueness of the solution (I'®:9,
©°%:9) to the quadratic BSDE(¢, §) implies that the family of operators {&;]-
| Fi): L™(Fr) — L™(F) }eefo,) satisfies (A2)-(A4) (cf. (, 7, Lemma 36.6)
and (, 7, Lemma 2.1)), while a comparison theorem for quadratic BSDEs
(see e.g. (, 7, Theorem 5)) and the following proposition show that (A1)
also holds for the family {&;[:|.F]}ieqo,7-

Proposition 79. Let § be a quadratic generator satisfying (7.22). For any
L2 e L7(Fr), if 1> €2, a.s., then it holds a.s. that

Lse9>r829 vielo, 7). (7.24)
Moreover, if F51’§:F§2’g, a.s. for some v € Sp,1, then
=& as (7.25)

Therefore, the quadratic g-expectation & is an F-expectation with
domain Dom(&;) = L™°(Fr). Similar to the Lipschitz g-expectation case,
the convexity (7.22)(iii) of the quadratic generator § as well as Theorem
5 of (citet| BH-07) determine that &[-|F is a convex operator on L™¢(Fr)
for any t € [0, T]. Hence, &; satisfies (HO) thanks to Lemma 63. To see
&; also satisfying (H1)-(H3), we need the following stability result.

Lemma 80. If ¢, — ¢, a.s. and E[eM¢l] 4+ sup E[e}Mé]] < oo for any A >0,
neN
then "e

lim E[ sup (E[&n|Ft] — &€ F

n—oo | ¢e[0,T]

] —o0. (7.26)

Proof: Taking f, =g and f =g in Proposition 7 of (citet|BH-07) yields that

}]0, Vp>1.

lim F

n— oo

Egl&nl Fi] — &[] T

te[0,T]

exp { p sup
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Then (7) follows since E[ sup | E[&n|Fe]m——E;[&| Fi) }—'SﬂE -
te0,T]
exp{ sup |E5&n| Fi]m——E;[E | F] }] for any n € N. O
te[0,T)

Proposition 81. Let § be a quadratic generator satisfying (7.22). Then
the quadratic g-expectation &; satisfies (HO)-(H3).

Similar to Remark 73, since &[&|F] is a continuous process for any
€€ L™(Fr), we see from (7) that &-|F,] is just a restriction of &[-|F,]

to Lﬁe’#(}'T)é{f eL™(Fr):£>c, a.s.(hbox| forsome)ceR} for any
v € Sp, 7. Therefore, all results on F-expectations £ and £ in Section 7 work
for quadratic g-expectations.

The next result, which shows the existence of an optimal stopping time
for a quadratic g-expectation, is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 82. Let § be a quadratic generator satisfying (7.22). For any

~ +
right-continuous F-adapted process Y with CYA<esssup Yt) —-€L™¢(Fr) and
teD
satisfying (Y3), we have ’
sup  E[Yp] =&[Yz(0)],
pESo, T
where 7(0) is as in Theorem 57.

8 Proofs

8.1 Proofs of Section 7

Proof of Proposition 82: For any £ € A and t € [0, T], let us define
50[£|ft]é£t. We will check that the system {£°[{|F], £ € A}icpo, ) sat-
isfies (A1)-(A4); thus it is an F-expectation with domain A.

1) For any n € A with £ <, a. s., we set Aé{é"’[ﬂft] > E°[n|Fi]} € F, thus
114E°[E|Fy] > 114E°[n|F). Tt follows from (al) and (a2) that

EXMIAL[E|F]] = E° (1180 [n| Fi]] = E°[11an] = E°[11a ] = E°[114E°[€] FH],

which shows that £°[114E°(¢|F]] = E°[114E°[n|F]]. Then the “strict monot-
onicity" of (al) further implies that 114E°[£|F:] = 114E°[n|F], a.s., thus
P(A)=0, i.e., E°[E|F < E°n|Fil, as.

Moreover, if 0 < ¢ <n, a.s. and E°[¢|Fo] = E°[n|Fo], applying (a2) with
A= and v=0, we obtain

£olg] = E°[e°(€|Fol] = E°En | Fol] = E°[n].
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Then the strict monotonicity of (al) implies that £ =1, a.s., proving (Al).
2) Let 0<s<t<T, for any A€ F,C Ftand v€ A;C Ay, one can deduce that

EMLIAEC[E[E| F)|Fs] + 4] = ECLLAE (€] Fo] + ] = E°[11a € + 7]

Since E°[E°[E|F]|Fs] € Fs, (a2) implies that E°[E|Fs] = & = E°[E°[E|F]|Fs],
proving (A2). B

3) Fix A€ Fy, for any A € F; and v € Ay, we have

EX (MO [E|F]) + 7] = E°M1 40 A8 (S|P + 7] = E°[1 150 €+ 0] =
E11;5 (114 8) +/.

Since 114E°[E|Fy) € Ft, (a2) implies that £°[114 &|Fy] = 114E°[E|F4], proving
(A3).

4) For any A € F; and n, v € Ay, (D2) implies that 11417+ v € Ay, thus we
have

EXMA(E°[EF] +n) + ] =E°MIA[E|Fi + (11an+ )| =E[11a& + (11an +
N =EMa(E+n) + ]
Then it follows from (a2) that £°[¢ + n|F;] = E°[£|Fi] +n, proving (A4). O

Proof of Proposition 8: (1) For any A € F;, using (A3) twice, we obtain

8[11A€‘|—|—ﬁ11Ac’l7|]:t] = —\—\—|11A8[11A g_'+_'11AC 77|‘7:t]_‘+_‘
114E 114+ 11gen|F]~=-E[114 (114 &
+-114e 77)|.7-'t]—\+—\8[11Ac (11A f—\—i——\
llAc T])|ft]
o= €[ LA T 4 E[1aen | Fy] = 114E[E| F] +
114EM|F, a.s.
(2) Applying (A3) with a null set A and £ =0, we obtain E[0|F] =
E[1140|F] =114E[0|F) =0, a.s. If £€ Domy(E), (A4) implies that E[E|F;] =
E0+E|F]=E[01F]+E§=¢, as.
(3) If £ <n, a.s., (A1) directly implies that for any A€ F,,, E[114£] <E[11a7)].
On the other hand, suppose that £[114&] < E[11an] for any A € F,. We

set flé{«f >n}eF,, thus 11;€ >11;3n>cA0, a.s. Using (Al) we see that
E[115€] > E[11 ;4 n); hence E[11;¢]=E[115n]. Then (A4) implies that

EM16—cN0]=E11;8]—cA0=E[11;n] —cA0=E[11;n—cAQ].
Applying the second part of (A1), we obtain that 11;£ —cA0=1131n—cAO0,

a.s., which implies that P(A)=0, i.e. £ <7, a.s. O

Proof of Proposition 24: We shall only consider the £-supermartingale
case, as the other cases can be deduced similarly. We first show that for any
s€[0,7] and v € S§ 1

EIXU|Fs| < Xpps, a.s. (8.1)
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To see this, we note that since {v <s} € F;, (A3) and Proposition 8 (2) imply

that

EMX|F) = 1105y Xu|Fe) + 111 <) E[X|Fe) = EM1 {56y Xovs|Fe] +
EMlyy <oy XunslF]

= 11{V>S}5[Xl,\/s|.7:s] + 11{,,§S}5[X1,/\s|.7:s] =
11{V>S}E[XVVS|.7:S]Jrll{ygs} Xuns, G.S. (8.2)

A
Suppose that vs=v V s takes values in a finite subset {t; <---<t,} of [s,T].
Then (A4) implies that

n—1

ftn—l] :5[11{Vs:tn} th|ftn71] + Z ll{ys:ti} Xti; a.s.
i=1
Since {vs=t,} ={vs>tn_1} € Ft,_,, (A3) shows that

g[ll{l’s:tn} th|ftn71] = ll{usztn}g[Xtthn,l] < ll{ys:tn} thfl, a.s.

Thus it holds a.s. that E[X,,[Fy, ] <115, 03 Xe, 0021120y Xo..
Applying E[-|F:, _,] on both sides, we can further deduce from (A2)-(A4)
that

S[XVsl}—tnfz] = g[g[X’/s|ftnfl]|ftn72] < 11{”5>tn—2}8[th71|ftn72] +

n—2
Y Mp—y Xe,
1=1

E1Xy,

n—2
< sl sy X, + Y oy Xi =
n—3 i=1
11{1/3>tn,3} th72+z ll{ys:ti} Xy, a.s.

i=1
Inductively, it follows that £[X,, |F:,] < Xy, a.s. Applying (A2) once again,
we obtain

E[Xy|Fs| = EE[Xu | Fu]|F] E[Xu|F] < X, acs.,
which together with (8.1) implies that

E[XL|Fs] < 1l5sy Xs + 1liu<sy Xons = Xuns,  a. s, (hbox |
proving(8.1)).

Let o € S§ taking values in a finite set {s1 <+~ < s,,}, then

EX|F,] = ﬂﬂﬁz 1 ,—s (X | F)] <

j=1
m
Z 11{0’:.5]'} Xl//\Sj = Xl//\m
j=1
a.s. (hbox| [}

Proof of Proposition 26: Given £ € Dom/(E), we let v € Sé?T take values
in a finite set {t1 < - <tp}.
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1) For any n€ Dom(€) with £ <m, a.s., (Al) implies that

E[EIF) =D MpmyEEF] <D Mpmrg€n|Frl =EMIF),  a.s.
=1

i= i=1
Moreover, if 0 < & <7, a.s. and E[E|F,] =E[n|F,], a.s. for some o € S§ 1, we
can apply Corollary 25 to obtain

e = E[E[EFo]] = E[E[n|Fo]l = E[n].

The second part of (A1) then implies that £ =), a.s., proving (1).
2) For any A€ F,, it is clear that AN{v=t;} € Fy, for each i € {1,---,n}.
Hence we can deduce from (A3) that

EMLEIF] = Y ey Ela €1F] = > E[Mlpmryna €1F] =
i=1 =1
Z 11 p=t,3naE[E]F2]
i=1

n
114 > Ul jE[EF] = TAE[E|F),  av s, (hbox |
i=1
proving(2).)
3) For any n€ Dom, (&), since 11y,—yy n€ Domy,(E) for each i € {1,---,n},
(A3) and (A4) imply that

Ele+nlF) = Y 1oy Ele+n|Fi) = EMlg oy 411yl Fi]=

i=1 i=1

n
Z (5[11{1/::51-} E|F] + Tl =4y n)
i=1

= > Ve jEEFL] +n=E[E|IF]+n, a.s., (hbox |
i=1
proving(3).)
The proof of (4) and (5) is similar to that of Proposition 8 (1) and (2) by
applying the just obtained “Zero-one Law" and “Translation Invariance". O

Proof of Theorem 16: (H1) is an easy consequence of the lower semi-
continuity (2.2). In fact, for any £ € Dom™ (&) and any {A,,}nen C Fr with
lim =1114, =1 a.s., {114, {}nen is an increasing sequence converging to

n— oo

&. Then applying the lower semi-continuity with » =0 and using (A1), we
obtain £[¢] < lim —TE[11y, &] < &[€]; so (H1) follows.

On the other hand, to show that (H1) implies the lower semi-continuity,
we first extend (H1) as follows: For any £ € Dom™ (&) and any { A, }nen CFr
with lim —1114, =1, a.s., it holds for any ¢ €[0,7] that

n— o0

Tim ~1€[114, €17 = E[E)F], as (8.3)
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In fact, by (A1), it holds a.s. that {€[114, £|F¢]}nen is an increasing sequence
bounded from above by E[¢|Fy|. Hence, lim —1&[114, &|F:] < E[E]FY, a.s.

Assuming that lim —1&[114, &|F:] < E[E]F] with a positive probability,
n—oo

we can find an € >0 such that the set A.= { lim =1&[114, §|F) < E[E]Fe] —

E} € F; still has positive probability. Hence for any n € N, we have

11A65[11An£|ft] <114, lim _‘Tg[]-lAnﬂ]:t] <1la, (5[5”‘}] — 6), a. s.
Then (A1)-(A4) imply that

EMIa1lg &]+e = E[L1a1ly, € + ] = E[E[LIa1ln, € + e|F)]] =
E114.E[11y, &|F] + €]
< 5[11A58[€|]:t] =+ 511,4;] = 5[5[11,45 .f + 511A§|ft]] =
5[11,4554—511,43].

Using (A4), (H1) and (A1), we obtain
5[11A5€+5] :5[11145 f] +e= lim ﬁTg[llAnllAa €] +e< g[llAaf—l—EllAg] <
E[l1a, &+, ”“

thus £[114_ ¢ + €] =E[114_ & +€114¢]. Then the second part of (A1) implies
that 114, £ +e=114_& +¢e1lye, a.s., which can hold only if P(A.)=0. This
results in a contradiction. Thus lim —TE€[11y4, &|F:] =E[E|F, a.s., proving
(8.3). e

Next, we show that (2.2) holds for each deterministic stopping time
v=t€[0,T]. For any j,n €N, we define Azlé e, {16 —&l<1/j}eFr.
(Al) and (A4) imply that for any k >n

EMLy E1F] <EMN e <1/5) EIF <EME+1/ G| F) =E[&kl ] +1/ 37, a.s.

Hence, except on a null set N,,Z, the above inequality holds for any k >n. As
k— oo, it holds on (N;)¢ that

g[llAiﬂft] < lliﬁminfg[fﬂft] + 1/]

(Here it is not necessary that lliﬁminfé’[gﬂft] < 00, a.s.) Since &, — &, a.s.

as m— 00, it is clear that lim ——111,; =1, a.s. Then (8.3) implies that
n— 00 " . .

El¢|F] = lim ~7€[11,; £|F] holds except on a null set NJ. Let N7 =

U2 oN/. Tt then holds on (N7)¢ that

E[E|F] = lim ~1€[11,; £[F] < 1]i€minf5[§k|]'—t] +1/].

As j— oo, it holds except on the null set U2 N7 that

€[§17:] < liminfE[€,| 7). (8.4)
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Let v € 8§ 1 taking values in a finite set {t; <---<t,}. Then we can deduce
from (8.4) that

n

EEIF) = > Mp=)ElE[F] < ) 11{u:ti}lgln;iogfs[sn|fti] = -

n 1=1 =1
hmlnfz 114, =y E[En] Fr) —hmlnfg[fn|.7: 1, (8.5)
n—oo ©
which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 18: We first show an extension of (H2): For any &,
neDom™(€) and any {A,}nen C Fr with lim —|114, =0, a.s., it holds
a.s. that e

i ~JE[E+ a0l F) = E[EIFL, as, (56)

In fact, by (Al), it holds a.s. that {E[€ + 114, n|Fi]}nen is a decreasing
sequence bounded from below by £[¢|F;]. Hence, lim —|E[E+ 114, n|F:] >

E[E|F], a.s. Assume that lim = |E[E+ 114, n|Fy] > E[E|F] with a positive

n— o0

probability, then we can find an € >0 such that the set AL= { lim = |E[£+
114, n|F] > E[E|F) + E} € F; still has positive probability. For any n € N,
(A4) implies that
114 E[€ + 114, 7| 7] = 1140, lim ﬁl5[§+ 114, n|Fi] > 11a-_ (E[E|F] +€) =
1x L[ +e|F],  a.s.
Applying (A1)-(A3), we obtain
EMla §+ 114,110, n] = E[E[11a, § + 114,110, n|F]] = E[114°.E[E +
L4, n|F]] 2 E11a E[§ + | Fi]]

= ElE11a (E+e)|F]]=E[11a, (E+6)]
Thanks to (H2) we further have
EMla &)= lim =|E[11x {4 114,110, 7] 2 E[11a, (§+€)] 2 E[11a. €],

n—oo
thus £[114,&] = E[114: (£ +¢)]. Then the second part of (A1) implies that
P(AL)=0, which yields a contradiction. Therefore, hm —|l€[§+11A n|Fe] =

E[E|F], a.s., proving (8.6).
Since the sequence {&,}nen is bounded above by 7, it holds a.s. that
E= hm gn <7, thus (D3) implies that £ € Dom(&). Then Fatou’s Lemma

(Theorern 16) implies that for any v € SO T

E[E|F,] <liminf€[E,|F],  a.s. (8.7)
n—oo

OnAthe other hand, we first fix ¢t € [0, T]. For any j,n € N, define

Al =2, {|€ — & <1/j} € Fr. Then one can deduce that for any k >n

E[6RIF) MLy (E41/4)+ 11 uyyenlF) < EE+1/ 411 400 (0 — O)IF)
a. s.
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Hence, except on a null set N,,Z, the above inequality holds for any k >n. As
k— oo, it holds on (N;)¢ that

limsup€[&e|Fe] <E[E+1/7+ 11 piye (n = &IF-
k— o0

Since € € LY(Fr) and &, — &, a.s. as n— 00, it is clear that lim ——111,; =1,

n— oo

a.s. Then (8.6) and (A4) imply that except on a null set NJ, we have
hm = |E[E+1/j 411 e (0= EIF] =E[E+ 1/ jIF]=E[E|F]+1/ .

Let N7 =US (N7, thus it holds on (N7)¢ that
limsup€ (6| 7] <E[€|F] +1/).
k— o0

As j— o0, it holds except on the null set U721 N7 that limsup€[&,|Fy] <

E[€]|F4). Then for any v € 8§ 1, using an argument similar to (8.5), we can
deduce that

limsup€[&n| o] < E[E|F],  a. s,

n— o0

which together with (8.7) proves the theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 20: Let F = {t; <to < <t4} be any finite subset of
Dr. For j=1,-,d, we define A;={v; <T}€F,, clearly, A; D Aj;1. Let

d' = {% J, one can deduce that Up(a,b; X)= Zj,:l 114,, and that

11U?;1(A2j—1\A2j) <XT - CL) 2 11Ug;1(A2j—1\A2j)11{XT<a} (XT - a) >
{xr<a} (X7 —a)=—(a = X7)*.
Since Xp€ Dom(&) and L>°(Fr) C Dom(E) (by Lemma 19), we can deduce
from (D2) that

&
(b—a) Ur(a,b; X) = (a — X)* =) 1la,, (b—a) + 1l {x,<a} (X1 —a) €

j=1

Dom(E).
Then Proposition 26 (1)-(3) and Proposition 24 imply that

o
El(b — a) Up(a, b; X) = (@ — Xp)HFu,] < (b —a) Y 1la,, +
j=1
5[11Uf;1(A2j,1\A2j) (XT - a’)|fV2d’]

v
= —=(b—a) Y Al =110 4y, ) (E[XT[Fun,] —a) < (b -
& j=1

a) Y Vay ~ 1100 (4, gy (Xipym—a),  a.s. (8.8)

j=1
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Applying &[-|F,,,,_,] to the above inequality, using Proposition 26 (1)-(3)

and Proposition 24 once again, we obtain

E((b—a)Up(a, b5 X) = (a = X1)*|Fuyo )]

d’—1
<EL - a) > 114, ,~+(1la,,, +
j=1
11U7’:?1(A2j—1\A2j)) (X = @)\ Fraa s
d—1
= b - a > 1la,, + E[(1lay,, +
j=1
11U7:11(A21—1\A21)) (X _a)|]:”2d’*1}
d’—1
=0 - a Y 1la,, + (1la,,., +
j=1
11u7:11(A2j,1\A2j)) (€[ Xvau|Fraa 1] —a)
d’—1
< (b - a) Z 11A2j + (1114241"71 +
j=1
lluf:ll(AZj—l\AzJ')) (Xvpgy —a)
d—1
< (b—a)z 11A2j+11U7’:711(A2]‘,1\A2]‘)(XVZd’—l_a’)7 a.s.,
j=1

(8.9)

where we used the fact that X, ,>b on Asgys in the first inequality and the

Voa’
fact that X,,,, , <a on Asg_1 in the last inequality. Similarly, applying
E[|Fv,,,_,] to the above inequality yields that

d—1
E(b — a) Up(a, b5 X) = (a = X0)*|Fupp ] < (0 —a) 3 1la,, +
j=1

llu;’-”;ll(Azj,l\Agj) (Xupy ,—a), a.s.

Iteratively applying £[-|F.,,,_,|, £[-|Fu,,,_,] and so on, we eventually obtain
that
E[(b—a)Ur(a,b; X) - (a— Xr)T] <0. (8.10)

We assume first that X7 > ¢, a.s. for some c€ R. Since (a — X1)" < =la|+|c],
it directly follows from (A4) that

0> E&[(b—a)Ur(a,b; X) — (a — Xr)"] > E[(b — a) Ur(a, b; X)] = (Ja| +
B (8.11)
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Let { F}, }nen be an increasing sequence of finite subsets of Dp with U, en Fi, =
Dr, thus lim —1Ug,(a,b; X)=Up,(a,b; X). Fix M € N, we see that
n—oo

im —111¢v;, (a,6:)> 0y =110, (Up, (a,0:x) > M} = 1qup (o b x) > 1y (8:12)

n—oo
For any n € N, we know from (8.11) that £[(b—a) M11(y, (a,b:x)>M}] <
El(b—a)Up,(a,b; X)] <l|a|+|c|, thus Fatou’s Lemma (Theorem 16) implies
that

5[(() — a) M]-l{UDT(a,b;X):oo}] < g[(b — a) M]-l{UDT(a,b;X)>M}]
< lim —\TE[(b — a) M]-l{UFn(a,b;X)>M}] <
la| + |c]. (8.13)

On the other hand, if £[-] is concave, then we can deduce from (8.10) that

0> E[(b—a) Ur(a,b; X) — (a— Xr)*] 2%5[2 (b—a) Up(a,b: X)] %5[—2 (a—
X7)7T].

Mimicking the arguments in (8.12) and (8.12), we obtain that

5[(() - a) 2 M]-l{UDT(a,b;X):oo}] S 75[72 (a - XT)Jr]

where —2 (a — X7) T =11{x, <4} 2 (X7 —a) € Dom(£) thanks to (D2). Also
note that (A1) and Proposition 26 (5) imply that £[—2 (a — X7) ] <£[0] =0.

Using (HO) in both cases above yields that P (Up,(a,b; X)=00)=0, i.e.,
Up,(a,b; X) < oo, a.s. Then a classical argument (see e.g. (, 7, Proposition
1.3.14)) shows that

P((hbox|]m/h) lim  Xg(hbox|and) lim  Xg(hbox|lexist forany)te

s/'t,seDr s\\t, sEDr

[0, T]) =1.
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 82: We can deduce from (2.4) that except on a null
set NV

X, = lim Xq+(t) <esssup X5 (hbox|forany)te
" SE€Dr

n—oo
[0, 77, (8.14)
(error|compound hbox)  X;F = lim X+ Sesssup X (hbox| forany)v e
n— oo n s€Dr
So, 1. (8.15)
Proof of (1): Case 1. For any v € Sy r, if esssup X5 € Dom™ (&), (D3) and
s€Dr

(8.15) directly imply that X, belongs to Dom(E).

Case II. Assume that & satisfies (8.6). For any n € N, since X is an &-
supermartingale and since g, (v) € 8’7, Corollary 25 and Proposition 24
imply that

EX gz = E[E[ X )| Pt )] S E[XGr )] < Xo

dn+1
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Hence, {£[X o (»/}nen is an increasing non-negative sequence that is bounded
from above by Xo€[0,00). (8.6) and (8.15) then imply that X,  belongs
to Dom(€), proving statement (1).

Proof of (2): Now suppose that X; € Dom™(&) for any t € [0,T]. First, we
shall show that for ¢t €[0,7] and A € F;

n—o0o

Since the distribution function z— P {X;" <z} jumps up at most on a
countable subset S of [0,00), we can find a sequence {K;}7<; C[0,00)\ S
increasing to co. Fix m, j € N, (A1)-(A3) imply that for any n >m

5[11A11{Xq¢(t)<Kj}(Xqi(t)/\Kj)} = &[1allx, <) Xq:(t)] >
5[11A11{X < KELX, L(t)|7 W)}

= gle[tlllx, , <x X

511A11{X+ <K}X+(t)} ( 7)

Since K; ¢ S, P {X;" = K;} =0, one can easily deduce from (8.14) that
lim ll{X <K= ll{Xj<Kj}, a.s. (In fact, for almost every w € {X; <

n— oo

K;} (resp. {X+ > K1), there exists an N(w) € N such that X+ ) < (({hbox|
resp.) >)K; for any n > N(w), which means hm 11{X <K yw) =
1({hbox | resp.)y0)= 11{Xj<Kj}( )) Applying the Dominated Conver-
gence Theorem (Theorem 18) twice, we obtain

5[11A11{Xj<Kj}Xt+] = E[1lall gy (X" A K;)] =
lim & 1allex , | <ie) (X A

n— 00

Y]

lim g{llAll{X +y <K} Xq:,i(t)] -

n—oo

Since lim ﬂﬂTll{X+<K y=1 as, the Dommated Convergence Theorem

j—o0

again implies that

E[114 Xt |= hm 5[11A11{X+<K } Xt | > lim 5[11A11{X+<K } X ah(t )] =
j—o0

€11 Xq;<t>]’
which leads to that £[114 X;'] > limsup&[114 X+ 1)) Fatou’s Lemma (The-

m—0o0
orem 16) gives the reverse inequality, thus proving (8.16). Since X is an &-

supermartingale, using (8.16), (A2) and (A3), we obtain
M1y X = lim E1la Xpvy] = lim E[E[11a X+ Fil] =

n—oo n— 00
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for any A € F;, which further implies that X;" < X;, a.s. thanks to Proposi-
tion 8 (3).

Next, we show that X+ is an £-supermartingale: For any 0 <s <t <T, it
is clear that ¢, (s) < g, (t) for any n € N. For any A € F,, (A3) and Corollary
25 imply that for any n € N

EMA Xy ()) 2 ELLAE X )| F it ()| = EE LA X o )| F gt )] = EMLa X ]
As n— o0, (8.16), (A2) and (A3) imply that

E114 X5 = nlirr;og[llA X)) 2 7}3205[11,4 Xoril = €114 X{1] =
E[EMLA X[ R = ENLAE XS | A

Then Proposition 8 (3) implies that X5 > E[X;"|F], a.s., thus {X; }epo 1
is an RCLL &-supermartingale.

Proof of (3): If t— E[X}] is right continuous, for any ¢ € [0,7], (8.16) implies
that

E[X = lim E[X + ] = E[X].

n—oo
Then the second part of (A1) imply that X;" = X;, a.s., which means that
X7T is an RCLL modification of X. On the other hand, if X is a right-
continuous modification of X, we see from (2.4) that except on a null set N
X" = lim Xy X;= lim Xqi(t)’ X, = X,, {hbox | an d) Xqi(t) =

n—o0 n— oo

Xqi(t)<hbo><| forany)neN.
Putting them together, it holds on N that
X = lim X o= lim X ) =X, = X;. (8.18)

Since X is an £-supermartingale, (A2) implies that for any 0 <t; <t <T,
E[Xy,] > E[E[ X1, Fry]] = E[Xt,), which shows that the function ¢ — E[X}] is
decreasing. Then (8.16) and (8.18) imply that for any ¢ € [0,T]
E[X) > lim E[X,] = lim E[X,+ ] = E[X;T]=E[X,

slt n— oo "

thus 11?1 E[Xs]| =E[ Xy, i.e., the function t— E[X4] is right continuous. [
s|t

Proof of Corollary 25 : Since essinf X;> ¢, a.s., we can deduce from (A4)

A te[0,T]
that X°={X;—c}/cjo, 7 is a non-negative £-supermartingale. If esssup X; €
teDp
D om*(€) <(D2) implies that esssup X; € D o m#(€) is equivalent to
teDr

esssup X{ € D0m+(5)> or if (8.6) holds, Proposition 82 (1) shows that
teDr

for any v € So 1, (X¢); belongs to Dom™*(£). Because
(X) =X —¢, Vtelo,T], (8.19)
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(D2) and the non-negativity of (X¢)* imply that
X =(X)f+ce Dom#(E).

On the other hand, if X;" € Dom#(€) for any t €[0,T], (D2) implies that the
non-negative random variable (X°); = X;" — ¢ belongs to Dom™ (). Hence,
Proposition 82 (2) show that (X )T is an RCLL £-supermartingale such that
for any t € [0, 7], (X¢)7 < Xf, a.s. Then (8.19), (2.8) and (A4) imply that
X is an RCLL &£-supermartingale such that for any ¢ € [0, 7], X;" < X;, a.s.
Moreover, if ¢+ £[X;] is a right-continuous function (which is equivalent to
the right continuity of ¢+— E[X{]), then we know from Proposition 82 (2) that
for any t €[0,T], (X°)§ =X, a.s., or equivalently, X;" = X;, a.s. Conversely,
if X has a right-continuous modification, so does X¢, then Proposition 82
(2) once again shows that ¢ — E[X{] is right continuous, which is equivalent

to the right continuity of ¢ »—»g[Xt]. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 24: We shall only consider the g—supermartingale case,
as the other cases can be deduced easily by similar arguments. Fix t € [0, 77,

we let {v}},en be a decreasing sequence in SET such that lim vl =vVt.
n—oo
Since essian Xi>c, as., it holds a.s. that X; > ¢ for each ¢t € Dy. The right-
teDr
continuity of the process X then implies that except on a null set N, X;>c¢

for any t €[0,T]. Thus we see from (A4) that Xcé{Xt —c}efo,7) s a non-
negative £-supermartingale. For any n € N and A € F; C Fo v+, (A2), (A3)
and Proposition 24 imply that

E[M14 X5 = E[E[11a X5 |F]] = EMIAE[XS | Fo]] < E[114 X7, (8.20)

We also have that £[114 Xy] = lim £[114 X,;:]. The proof is similar to
n—oo

that of (8.16). (We only need to replace X, by Xg,; and X+ by Xyi in

the proof of (8.16) ). As n— oo in (8.20), (A2) and (A3) imply that

E[11s X7] > lim E[114 X5 = E[11a X&) = E[E[11a XSl Fi]] =
n—oo

EMMIAE[X v e| Fo]]-

Applying Proposition 8 (3), we obtain that £[ XSy Fe] < Xf, a.s. Then (A4)

and (2.8) imply that

EXpvilFi) = E[Xuve| o) = E[XSys + c|F] = E[XSue Fi] + ¢ < Xf + e = Xy,

a.s.
Since {v <t} € F;, we can deduce from (A3) and (A4) that
g[X,,|]—"t] = g[ll{u>t} Xove + 1<ty Xoad Fe] = 11{1/>t}g[Xl/\/t|ft] =+

110, <oy Xont
sy Xe+ 11, <y Xoar=Xonr  a.s.

IN
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Hence, we can find a null set N such that except on N¢

EIXU|F] < Xune, (hbox | f or an yt €
D and the paths of 5[}(,/ |F.]and X, 1. are allRCLL.)

As a result, on N°
EX | F)<Xuni, Yte[0,T], (hbox|thus) E[X,|F,)<
X,//\U, VO'€807T. <hb0><| D)

Proof of Proposition 26: 1) If £ <7, a.s., by (Al), it holds except on a
null set N that

ELE|F] < Eln|Fd, (hbox | f o r a n yt €
Dy and that the paths of £[¢|F.] and £[n|F] are all RCLL, )

which implies that on N¢
g[ﬂft] < g[?ﬂft], Vtel0,T], (hbox|thus) (‘:'[«f|.7:1,] < é[n|fy]

Moreover, if £[¢|F,] = E[n|F,], a.s. for some o € Sy 7, we can apply (2.8)
and Corollary 25 to get

E[€) = E[€] = EIE[E|FS)) = EIE[|Fo]] = En] = E[n].

Then (A4) implies that £[€ — c(¢)] = E[¢] — (&) =[] — e(€) = E[n — e(£)].
Clearly, 0 <& — (&) <n—c(£), a.s. The second part of (Al) then implies
that £ —c(§) =n—c(§), a.s., i.e. £=n, a.s., proving (1).

2) For any A€ F, and n € Dom# (&), we let {vp}lnen be a decreasing
sequence in S(fT such that lim —|v,=v, a.s. For any n€ N, since A€ F,,

n—oo
and 7 € Domfn(é'), Proposition 26 (2) and (3) imply that

EMIAE|F,,] =11AE[E|F,,],  (hbox | and) E[E+n|F,]=EE|F,]+n,
a.s. (8.21)

Then we can find a null set N’ such that except on N’
(error|compound hbox)

As n— o0, it holds on (N')¢ that

Ella ¢FR] = lmEly ¢FR,] =
Tim 1L,E[E|F,,) = 11aE[E|F),

(errorjcompound hbox)  £[¢€ 4+ n|F,) = lim E[¢ + n|F,,] = lim E[E|F,] +
n=ElElF)+ 1 o

proving (2) and (3). Proofs of (4) and (5) are similar to those of Proposition
8 (1) and (2). The proofs can be carried out by applying the just obtained
“Zero-one Law" and “Translation Invariance". O
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8.2 Proofs of Section 7

Proof of Lemma 80: (1) Let £ be a positively-convex F-expectation. For
any A€ Frand ne€N, (D1) and (D2) imply that 114,114 € Dom/(E). Then
the positive-convexity of £ and Proposition 8 (2) show that

E[114] 5[711(7111,4)} e[l + (1 %)5[0] =~ £[n11a)+ (1 %) 0=
—E[n11a). (8.22)

Since P(A) >0, one can deduce from the second part of (A1) that £[114] > 0.
Letting n— oo in (8.22) yields that

lim £[n1l4] > lim n&[114] =

n—oo n—oo

thus & satisfies (HO0). Moreover, for any &,n€ Dom#(£), A€ (0,1) and t € [0,
T], we can deduce from (2.8), (A4) and the positive-convexity of £ that

ENE+ (A=A n|F] = ENE+ (1= A) nlF]) = ENE —c(§) + (1= A) (1~
c(mM)IFil +re(€) + (1= A) e(n)

< AE[E—c(OIF]+AE) + (1= NE[n—c(n)| F+ (1 -
) e(n)

= AE[ENR] + (1 = NEMIF) = A[ElF) + (1 -
NEMIF,  a.s.,

which shows that € is convex in the sense of (7). On the other hand, if £
satisfies (7), since Dom™*(€) C Dom™(E), one can easily deduce from (2.8)
that £ is positively-convex. O

Proof of Proposition 75: We first check that £ ; satisfies (A1)-(A4). For
this purpose, let &, 7€ A# and t € [0, 7).

1) If £ <7, a.s., applying Proposition 26 (1) to &; yields that &[¢]F, v <
gj[?ﬂfu\/t], a.s. Then (A1) of & and (75) imply that

VlE|F) = ELE L) Fovd| F) < E[EIIFovd| F) = €L F, as.

Moreover, if 0< ¢ <na.s. and E;[¢] =& ;] (e &[E[E|F]]=E[Ein|F)]]
by (75) ), the second part of (A1) implies that &[¢|F,] =&;[n|F,], a.s. Fur-
ther applying the second part of Proposition 26 (1), we obtain £ =1, a.s.,
proving (A1) for & ;.

2) Next, we let 0< s <t <T and set Etéé’ﬁj[§|ft]. Applying Proposition 26
(2) to & and &;, we obtain

VBN F)m=-111, < & B Fl 41145  E[E Bl F)| Fo | =
gj[ll{ugs}—*t|~7:s]_‘+_‘€z[€j[11{v>s}—*t|~7:1/ |]:s}a a.s.,
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where we used the fact that {v > s} € F, s thanks to (, 7, Lemma 1.2.16).
Then (A3) and (A2) imply that

Eil1lq <oy BelF) = E[ 11 <€ F| Fe ] = 110 <y &5 &€ | Fs] =

11{V§S}£j[§|f5]7 a.s. (823)
On the other hand, we can deduce from (75) that
11{l/>s} = = 11{s<u§t}gj[£|~7:t] + 11{V>t}gi[gj[£|fl/]|ft] =

W scw <y &lE1F) + 1 & EEIFN Fune],  a-s.
Since both {s<v <t}={vr>s}N{rv>t}° and {v >t} belong to Fyat,
Proposition 26 (3) and (2) as well as Corollary 25 imply that
gj[ll{v>s} Et|F :gj[11{5<vgt}gj[§|ft]|fu} + 11{y>t}gi[gj[§|fu]|fv/\t}
= Uga<nGEIEIRNIF] +  Wpsn&lEER)FR] =
Upscr<y&lE1Fond + E[ 11,50 €€ | F)| Fi]
= E[11s<v<iy&i[€]| Fund] + 11{u>t}gj[§|fu]|ft] =
Ei[ 1< &EIF| 7], as.

Taking &;[-|F,] of both sides as well as using (A2) and (A3) of &;, we obtain
gz’[gj[]-l{u>s} E’t|fl/]|fb:| _‘:_‘gi[gi[ll{s<u}gj[§|f1/]|ft] ‘fs] ="

Ei[ 11 (s <& EVF)| Fos | =111 = 0 E[ EIEN R F], ans.,

which together with (8.23) yields that

SZJ[gll:j[glft“fa] = 11{u§s}gj[€|fs] + 11{V>s}‘§i[‘§j[§|fu]|fs] = 5Zj[§|f6]7
a.s., (hbox|proving(A2) for)& ;.

3) For any A € F;, using (75), (A3) of & as well as applying Proposition 26
(2) to &;, we obtain

EY A E|F] = E[ 11aE (€| Fovil | Fi | = 11aE[ (€| Fovil | Fe] = 11aEY (€| F,
a.s., (hbox|proving(A3) for)&; ;.

Similarly, we can show that (A4) holds for £ ; as well. Therefore, £ ; is an

F-expectation with domain A#. Since A € Fr, ie. RCA, it follows easily
that R C A#, which shows that A# € 2.

4) Now we show that &, satisfies (H1) and (H2): For any £ € AT and
any {Ap}nen C Fr with lim —1114, =1, a.s., the Dominated Convergence

n— oo ~ _
Theorem (Proposition 29) implies that lim ——1&;[114, £|F ] =&;[€|F.), a.s.
Furyhermore, using (75) and applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem
to &; yield that

lim —=—=1&7;[114, §] = nli_)n;oﬁﬁTéi[éj[llAn ¢l = gi[gj[ﬂfu]] =&/ ;€

n—oo

(hbox|proving (H 1) for)& ;.



56 SECTION 8

With a similar argument, we can show that & ; also satisfies (H2).

5) If both & and &; are positively-convex, so are & and &; thanks to (2.8).
To see that £/ ; is convex in the sense of (7), we fix £, n€ A#, A€ (0,1) and
te0,7T]. For any s €[0,T], we have
ENE+(1=N) I FEISAGEIF]+ (1= NE ], as.

Since &[N + (1= \) n|F), &[E|F] and &j[n|F] are all RCLL processes, it
holds except on a null set IV that

EN+(1=-NnIF] < MEIFI+ - NEMIF] Vse

[0, 77,

(hbox | t h u s) M+ (1 —
A) nlFovi] < AG[ENFvi] + (L= N)E;[n]Fovil.
Then (75) implies that

EVINH (1 =N) 77|7t] [ I+ (1=A) "7|'7:1/vt]|]:t} Sgi[)\gj['ﬂfuvt] +

(1= NE;nlFovil| Fi],
< /\éi[gj[ﬂ]:uvtnft] (1-N¢& [ (0| Fovd]| Fe ] = AEL 1€ F] +
(1=XN)&nlF], a.s. {hbox| )

8.3 Proofs of Section 4

Proof of Lemma 80: For any i € Z, it is clear that Hj=0 and that (4.2)
directly follows from (hl). For any s,t € Dy with s <t, we can deduce from
(h2) that

t t

;,t:/ hierc/ ds>cT, a.s., (8.24)

which implies that estmf Hj +>cT, as. Thus (S2) holds with Cy=cT.
5,t€Dr;s<t

If no member of & satisfies (8.6), then fo |hl| dt € Dom(&) for some
j €7 is assumed. For any s,t € Dr with s <t, we can deduce from (8.24)
and (h2) that

H<Hjt /|hJ|d7“</ |l dr, a.s.,

which implies that Cy < esssup Hg < fo |hl| dr a.s. Then Lemma 80

s,tEDr;s<t
shows that esssup Hs7t € Dom(&), i.e. (7). Moreover, we can derive (S3)
s, tEDp;s<t
directly from (h3). O

Proof of Lemma 80: For any ¢, 7 €Z’ and p1, p2 €U, we consider the event

Aé{(‘:’z[ )-I—H,i p1|fu]§(§j[ ( )+HJ

v,p2

|F.]} € Fo,
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and define stopping times p§p211A+ p11lac €U and V(A)§V11A+T11Ac €
Sy, 1. Since &' ={&;}iez is a stable subclass of &, Definition 7.13 assures
the existence of k=k(i,j,v(A)) €Z’ such that gk:S;’,jﬁA). Applying Propo-

sition 26 (5) to &; and Proposition 26 (3) & (2) to &, we can deduce from
(75) that for any £ € Dom(&)

ElE|F)] = 55(;14)[@7:1/] = gi[gj[ﬂfu(A)wau] = gi[llAgj[ﬂj:u] +
11a&€|Frl| Fo ]
= G[1AE[E|F)] + 11ac €| F, ] = 114E[€|F)] + 11a:E[€|F),
a.s. (8.25)
Moreover, (4.5) implies that

J

Hzlf,p_':_‘HLZ;(A)/\L/,V(A)/\p_'+_‘H1z(A)\/U,V(A)Vp_':_‘]‘1AC Hj ,~+-114 H)

a.s.
Then applying Proposition 26 (2) to & and &;, we see from (8.25) that

EX (p)+ HE IR = 1LE[X (p) + HE )+ 114X (p) + HE 7]
= gj[llA X(pg) + 114 Hﬁ7p2|.7:y] + gi[llAc X(pl) +

114 H}, | F)]
= 114&[X (p2) + H) | Fo)+ 11ae&i[ X (p1) + H}, 0| F]

= &[X(p) + H}, o |FAVE[X (p2) + HY | F)),  a.s.

v,p2
Similarly, taking p’éplllA + p2llgc and k' =k(i, j,v(A°)), we obtain

Ev[X (p))+ Hy | F) = E[X (p1) + Hi | FINEIX (p2) + HY | F),  a.s.
Hence, the family {&[X(p) +Hﬁvﬂ|}-’/]}(i,p)ez'xu
maximization and pairwise minimization. Thanks to (, 7, Proposition VI-

11-1), we can find two sequences {(in, pn) tnen and {(i5,, prn)nen in Z' XU
such that (4.9) and (4.10) hold. O

is closed under pairwise

Proof of Lemma 46: We fix v € Sy 7. For any (i, p) €Z xS, 7, (7), (7) and
Proposition 26 (5) show that &Y, + H}. ,|F] > &[C.|F]=C. , as. Taking
the essential supremum over (i, p) €Z X S, 7 gives
Z()= esssup &Y, + H. |F]>C, a.s.

(i,p)EIXSuyT
Then for any i €Z, (?) implies that Z'(v)=Z(v)+ H. > C.+Cy=Cy +2Ch,
a.s.

If no member of & satisfies (8.6) (thus (4.6) is assumed), then for any
(i, p) €Z xS, 1, it holds a.s. that

S\ F)<C&, YteDr.
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Since gZ[Y;ﬂ}"] is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N = N (4,
p) that

EIVIFI<Cy, Vte[0,T), (hbox|thus) EVF)<(y.
Moreover, Proposition 26 (3) and (4.4) imply that
Gy > &V F) =&Y, + HE |\ F)+ H > &Y, + Hi | F)+Cu, a.s.
Taking essential supremum over (i, p) €Z x S, 7 yields that
Z(v)= esssup &Y, +H} |F] <y —Ch, a.s.

(i,p)ET XSy 1

where (y —Cyg € Dom(&) thanks to (4.6) and (D2). Hence, for any i € Z,
we have Zi(v) = Z(v) + H. <y — Oy + H}, a.s. And (4.2) together with
(D2) imply that ¢y — Cy + H., € Dom(&). O

Proof of Lemma 80: If no member of & satisfies (8.6), then we see from
Lemma 46 that

C<ZWw)<(y—Cu, a.s.,

and that (y —Cg € Dom(&’). Hence Z(v) € Dom(&) thanks to Lemma 80.

On the other hand, if &; satisfies (8.6) for some j € Z, letting (X,Z’,
U)=Y,7Z,S5 r) in Lemma 80, we can find a sequence {(in, pn)}nen in
Z x S, 7 such that

Z(v)= esssup gi[%+H37p|fy] = lim ﬁﬁTgin[Y;)n—i—Hi?pny], a.s.
(,p)€TX Sy, T n—oo '
For any n €N, it follows from Definition 7.13 that there exists k, = k(J,

in, V) €L such that gkn =&/ ;.. Applying Proposition 26 (3) to ékn, we can

deduce from (7), (75) and (4.5) that

E Y = Cn = & Yo, + HE — Cl = &Y, + HEm, + HE" — Cy) >
E, Yo, + HL™ ]
= &Y+ Hy, | =&, A Hy, | )] =8 &0, +
H,, |F],
which together with (Y2) shows that

Wminf&;[ & [V, + Hi', |F)] < sup  &[Y,)]— Cu < oo
n—o0 o (i,p)EL XS0, T

For any n € N, (4.8), (4.4) and Proposition 26 (5) imply that
& Yo, + Hi | F) =& [ClF]=C,  a.s.

Therefore, we can deduce from Remark 73 (1) that

Z(v) = lim ~1&,[Y,, + H.", |F,) € Dom(&).

n—00
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For any i € Z, (4.2) and (D2) imply that Z'(v)=Z(v)+ H. € Dom(&). O

onof of Proposition 82: To see (4.15), we first note that the event
A={v =0} belong to F,n, thanks to (, 7, Lemma 1.2.16). For any i €Z

and p €S, 7, we define p(A)ﬁpllA +T114¢, which clearly belongs to S, 7.
Proposition 26 (2) and (3) then imply that

1L4EY, + H | F) = 114 (&Y, + Hi\F) — Hi) =114 (&Y, + H)|F,] —
Hi) =1148,[Y, + HE | F,]
= &11a (Yya) + Hi pa)|Fol = 114E[Ypa) +
Hy o)l Fol
< 11y esssup &Y, + HL |F,|=114Z(0), a.s.
(i,’y)EIXSgyT
Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over (i, p) €Z x S, 1
and applying Lemma 80 (2), we obtain

114 Z(v) =114 esssup &Y, + H) |F)) = esssup (11&[Y, +
(i,p) ETXSy, T (i,p) ETXSy, T

H. |F)) <114 Z(0), a.s.

Reversing the roles of v and o, we obtain (4.15).
As to (4.15), since S, 7 C S, 1, it is clear that

esssup g’i[Yp—i—Hﬁ_Afy] < esssup 6:1-[3/;)+H37p|.7-'1,] =Z(v), a.s.
(i,p)GIXS—Y,T (i,p)GIXS,/,T
Letting (X ,v,Z",U)=(Y,~,Z,S,,7) in Lemma 80, we can find a sequence
{(ins pn)}nen in I x Sy 1 such that

Z(y)= esssup &Y, + H. |F,]= lim ~=1&, [V, + Hl", |F), a.s.
(4,p)ET XSy, 1 oo

Now fix j €Z. For any n €N, it follows from Definition 7.13 that there exists

a kn=Fk(j,in,7) €Z such that &, =&, . Applying Proposition 26 (3) to

&, we can deduce from (75), (4.5) that

()

esssup & Y, + Hi ol F = [Y + Hk’"p |F] = g} ln[Y + Hk"p |F] =
(i,p)EZXS»ny
&8, + 57 7]
= gj[~in[ +Hkp |‘7: +Hkv|‘7:} ~[é [ +H§T.,Lpn|]: +Hj 'y|‘7::|
a.s. (8.26)

For any n € N, Proposition 26 (5), (4.8) and (4.4) show that

Cy +2Cy =& [C|F) + Cu < &Y, + Hi, |F,) + H) < Z(y)+ H)]

v,y
a.s.,
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where Z(7) +H3,7 € Dom(#) thanks to Lemma 80, (4.2) and (D2). Then

the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Proposition 29) and (8.26) imply

that

ElZ(v) + H) |F)] = nlifr;ogj[gz'nﬁmnﬁJrﬁH@?pva]ﬁ+ﬁH3,v|fv] <

esssup =&V, HL F],  a.s.

(4,p)ET XSy, 1

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over j € 7, we obtain

esssup &[Z(y) +—H}. LFL] < esssup =&Y+ H |F), a.s.  (8.27)
JET 7 (1,p)EIXSy, 1

On the other hand, for any ¢ €Z and p € S, 7, applying Corollary 25 and

Proposition 26 (3), we obtain

ENYp - Hy p| 7)) = E[EN+ Hyy || Fo ] = E[EYp+ Hy o F5]+ Hi 5| F ]

< &[Z(v) + H,iﬁ|.7:l,] <esssup &[Z(v)+ ﬁHﬁﬁ|.7:y], a.s.
i€l

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over (i, p) €Z x Sy 1
yields that

esssup g’i[Yp—i—Hﬁ,A}L]Sesssupgi[Z(v)+ﬁH,i,7|.7:,,], a.s.,
(i,p)ELT XSy, T i€

which together with (8.27) proves (4.15). O

Proof of Proposition 46: For any : €Z and v,y € So,r with v <7, ass.,
Proposition 26 (3), (4.15) imply that

ElZ1(p)|F) = EilZ(p) +—Hy p|F) +—H, <esssup &[Z(p) + ~H) | F,] + =
, , _ ieT
H)<Zw)+-H,=Z"(v), a.s.,

which implies that {Z(t)},e(0,7] is an Ei-supermartingale. Proposition 82,
Theorem 20 and (7) then show that

{Zz’Jrélimiani(q,J{(t))}t 011 defines an RCLL process. Moreover, (46)
n— 00 €10,

implies that

essinf Zi(t) > Cy +2Cq, a.s. (8.28)

telo,T]

If &; satisfies (8.6) for some j € Z, Corollary 25 and (8.28) imply that

ZI e Dom#*(&)=Dom(&), YveSor, (8.29)
{(hbox|andthatZ7+isan RCLL S/ supermartingale such that for any ¢ € |0,
T, Z} " <Z3(t), a.s.) (8.30)

Otherwise, if no member of & satisfies (8.6), we suppose that (7) holds for
some j €Z. Then Lemma 46 and (7) imply that for any t € D,

Cy+2Cy <Zi({t)=Z(t)+ H} < ¢y —Cu+¢?, a.s.
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Taking essential supremum of Z7(t) over t € Dr yields that

Oy +2Cx <esssup ZI(t) < ¢y —Cu+ (7, a.s.,
teDr

where (y — Cy + ¢/ € Dom(&) thanks to (4.6), (7) and (D2). Hence Lemma

80 implies that esssup Z7(t) € Dom(&) = D om™*(E;). Applying Corollary
teD

25 and (8.28) agaien ;ields (8.29) and (8.30).

To see that Z7-F is a modification of {Z7(t)}seo,77, it suffices to show
that for any t € (0,77, Z{"* > Zi(t), a.s. Fix t € [0,T]. For any (i,v) €T x St 7,
Definition 7.13 assures that there exists a k=k(j,4,t) €Z such that gszﬁi.
(S1) and (4.5) imply that

Hf=Hf,=H{,=H], (hboxland) Hf,=H;i,, a.s. (8.31)

A A
For any n € N, we set t,=¢ (t) and define v,=(v+2 ") AT € S; 7. Let
m >mn, it is clear that ¢, <t, <vp,, a.s. Then Proposition 26 (3) implies that

EYENFL) = Yo, + HE | Fo ) + HE < Z(ty) + HE, = Z9(ty) + HE, —

H] | a.s.

As m— 00, (8.31) as well as the right-continuity of the processes Ex[Y;¥|F],
H* and H7 imply that

Y| F) = lim &[VF|F,] <liminfZi(t,,) + HF — H} = liminfZ7(t,,) =

zZPT a.s.

Since lim ——|v, = v, a.s., the right continuity of the process Y* implies
n—oo

that Yl,’i converges a.s. to Y;*, which belongs to Dom(&) due to assumption
(Y1) and (4.2). Then (4.8) and Fatou’s Lemma (Theorem 16) imply that

ExYF|F) <lminf&[ViE | F] < Z) T, as.

Applying Proposition 26 (5) and (3) to &; and &; respectively, we can deduce
from (75) and (8.31) that

ZI > EVFIF) = ELIVF) = G R Fi] = EVFIF] = &Y, +
Hi ,|F]+H], a.s. (8.32)
Letting (i, v) run throughout Z x S; r yields that

Z}t > essup  EY,+H{|\F]+H] =Z()+H] =27(t), a.s,
(i,V)ETXSs,T

which implies that Z7-* is an RCLL modification of {Z7(t)};c[0,1)- Corre-
spondingly, Zoé{th’+ — Htj}te[o,T] is an RCLL modification of { Z(t)}+c(o, 17
Moreover, for any i € Z, Zi’oé{ZgJ + H{}iejo, 1) defines an RCLL modifi-
cation of {Z*(t)}seo,r), thus it is an &-supermartingale. O
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Proof of Proposition 4.18: For any t € [0, 7], we know from (4.11) and
Proposition 46 that Y; < Z(t) = Z?, a.s. Since the processes Y and Z° are
both right continuous, it follows from Remark 73 (2) that Z° dominates Y.

If v € 8§'r takes values in a finite set {t; < <t,}, for any o€ {1--n},
we can deduce from (4.15) that

Moy Z() =1y ) Z(ta) =11qp—e ) Z5, =11 y Z),  a.s.
Summing the above expression over «, we obtain
Z0=27Zv), a.s. (8.33)

For general stopping time v € Sy 7, we let {vy, }nen be a decreasing sequence

in S({T such that lim —|v,=v, a.s. Thus for any i € Z, the right-continuity
n—oo

of the process Z*" shows that

z2°=1m 2,° a.s. (8.34)

n—00

For any n € N, (8.33) and (46) imply that
Z0°=7v,) > Cy +2Cx, a.s. (8.35)
If &; satisfies (8.6) for some j €7, we can deduce from (4.16) and (Y2) that

EIZ1=E[2 ()] <27(0)=2(0)=  sup  &[Y,+ Hj] <o,
(i,p)EL X So, T
thus liminféj[ZgT’LO] < 00. Then Remark 73 (1) implies that Z7:° e Dom/(&).
n— oo

On the other hand, if no member of & satisfies (8.6), we suppose that
(7) holds for some j €Z. In light of Proposition 46 and Lemma 46, it holds
a.s. that

Cy+2Cy<ZI°=720+ Hi = Z(t)+ Hl <y —Cu+ ¢, VteDr,

where (y — Cy + (7 € Dom(&) thanks to (4.6), (7) and (D2). Since Z7-0 is
an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N that

Oy +20<ZI°<(¢y—Chu+¢i, Vte|0,T], (hbox|thus) Cy+2Cy<
Z)°< ¢y —Cy+ ¢ (8.36)
Lemma 80 then implies that ZJ:®€ D om(&£). We have seen in both cases
that Z7"" € Dom(&) for some j € 7.

Since Z7:% is an RCLL g’j—supermartingale by Proposition 46, (8.35) and
the Optional Sampling Theorem (Theorem 24) imply that &; [Zg;’0|]-",,n <
739 as. for any n € N. Applying Corollary 25 and Theorem 24 once again,

Vn41?
we obtain

12\ F)=8[&120 0\ Fo, N F] <E120° |F) <200, as., (8.37)

VUn+1
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which implies that lim —1&;(Z] %\ F,] < Z}'°, as. On the other hand, using

(8.34) and (8.35), we can deduce from Proposition 26 (5) and Fatou’s Lemma

(Theorem 16) that

zZ30=&,[z3°\F) < lim ﬁe (Z]°\F)<Z)°,  as.

Then (8.33) and (4.16) imply that

Z3% = lim ﬁng[Zg"O|f,,] = lim ~1&[Z7(va)|F) < Z7(v), a.s., (hbox |
n— 00 " n—o00

thus) ZO<Z(v) a.s. (8.38)

A
On the other hand, for any (i, p) €Z x S, 7 and n € N, we define p,=pV
v, €S, 7. Proposition 26 (3) implies that

EY, | F,)=ElY,, + H]

Vn,Pn

\Fo )+ H. <Z(vp)+ H), =Zv,), a.s.
Taking &-|F,] on both sides, we see from Corollary 25 that
GV, | F)=E[&Y, | F )| F ] <E[Z ()R, a.s.

It is easy to see that hm ﬂﬂlpn = p, a.s. Using the right continuity of

processes Y and H*, we can deduce from (4.8), Fatou’s Lemma (Proposition
28) and (8.38) that
Y\ F) <Uminf&[Yy |F] < lim =—1&([Z4(va)|F) =227  a.s.

n— oo n— oo

Then Proposition 26 (3) again implies that
SV, +H |F)=E&VF)-H<Z)°'~H,=20, a.s.

Taking the essential supremum over (i, p) €Z x S, r yields that Z(v) < Z7,
a.s., which in conjunction with (8.38) shows that Z9 = Z(v), a.s., thus ZJ €
Dom(&) by Lemma 80. Moreover, for any i € Z, we have

2,°=Z)+ Hy=2(v)+ H,=Z'(v), a.s.

thus Z-" € Dom(&) thanks to Lemma 80 once again. (4.17) is proved.
i\low let X be another RC~LL F-adapted process dominating Y such that
X'={X;+ H{}icjo,1) is an &-supermartingale for any i € Z. We fix ¢ € [0,
T]. For any i €Z and v € S; 1, we let {v}nen be a decreasing sequence in
S{7 such that lim —|v,=v, a.s. For any n € N, since X’ dominates Y,

n— oo

Remark 73 (1) shows that X/, >Y;' a.s. Moreover, (4.8) implies that
essinf X} >essinf V! >C, a.s.

teDr teDr

(fi)Then (A4), Proposition 82 and the Optional Sampling Theorem (The-
orem 24) imply that

ElY,, +Hi, |Fl=&VE|F] - Hi <&EXE |F] - Hi<Xi— Hi=X;, a.s.
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The right-continuity of the processes Y and H® shows that Y, + H,;V =

lim (Y,, + H{,,), a.s., thus it follows from (?), (?) and Fatou’s Lemma
n—oo

(Proposition 28) that
&Y, + Hi | F) <liminf&[Y,, + H}, |F] < Xi,  a.s.

n— oo

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over (i,v) €Z x S; r,
we can deduce from Proposition 46 that

Z9=7(t)= esssup éi[K,+H§_,U|]-‘t]§Xt, a.s.
(i,v)ET X Sy 1

Since both Z° and X are RCLL processes, Remark 73 (2) once again shows
that X dominates Z°. O

Proof of Lemma 80: For any i € Z, (4.18), (4.4) as well as Proposition 26
(5) imply that

gNl[ZSJ(V) + HZ,T,;(V)"FV] Z &[C + CH|.7:1,] = CY + 2 CH, a.s.

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over i € Z, we can deduce
from (4.19) that

Cy +2Cp <esssup &[Z7, )+ H, ry)| ) = Js(v) < Z(v), a.s. (8.39)
ieT

Then Lemma 80 imply that Js(v) € Dom(&). Let o be another stopping
time in Sp,7. In light of (4.17) and (4.15), we see that

U rs)=rs(o)} Zrstv) = Wims)=rs(o)} Z(75(¥)) = 1imy)=rs(o)} Z(75(0)) =
11{7'5(1/):7'5(0)} Z.,O_é(a), a.s. (840)
It is clear that {v =0} C {75(v) = 75(c)}. Thus multiplying 11—, to both
sides of (8.40) gives that

0 0
11{1/:U}Z7—5(1/):11{V:U}Z a.S.

5(o))
For any i € Z, applying Proposition 26 (2) and recalling how &) F,] and
&i[-|F5] are defined in (2.7), we obtain
Ve &2+ H o)l F = 1 —ny&lZ0%0) + Hi )l F] =
EMl =0y Z2 (o) + 1l =0} Hi 10| Fo]
= U—0}&l 2% o)+ Hi o)l Fol, acs.,
where we use the fact that {v =0} € F, A, thanks to (, 7, Lemma 1.2.16).

Taking the essential supremum of both sides over i € Z, Lemma 80 (2) implies
that

1=y Js(v) = eSSES;lpll{u:a}gi[Z%(y) + Hlé,ra(l/)_'|]:1/]_':

esssup 11{1,:0}6:1-[2%(0) + Hg,m(g)ﬂfg]ﬁ:ﬁll{uzg} Js(o), a. s.,
i€T
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which proves the lemma. O
Proof of Proposition 82:

Proof of 1. We fix i€ Z and v, pe Sy 7 with v < p, a.s. Taking (v,Z',U) = (p,
Z,{rs5(p)}) and X(75(p)) = Z%(p) in Lemma 80, we can find a sequence
{jn}sZ1 in Z such that

Jole) = esss;p gj[z?‘s(”) +H p 7s( p)|‘7:] - hm —\—.TS 127 s(p) T H; ra(p)|f]
j€
a.s.
For any n € N, it follows from Definition 7.13 that there exists a k, = k(i,
Jns p) €T such that & =&F

in kn kn i [
HTé(p)—H HTé(p) Hg {hbox | an d) H,"— H,"=H,— Hj,

a.s. (8.41)
(fi) Applying Proposition 26 (3) to &;,, we can deduce from (75) and (4.5)
that

0 En _ F[& [0
gk [ 7s( p)+ v Tg(p)|f] = ngjjn[ZTg(p) =+ HV,Tg(p)|fV] - gi[gjn[ZTg(p) +
H57+5(P)|fﬂ]|f]
= &l&.12% + Hlo|lFl + Hi|F],
a.s. (8.42)

Since v < p, a.s., we see that 75(v) < 75(p), a.s. Due to (4.17) and (4.15), we
have that

gkn[Z'(r)a(P

Z(15(v)) = TS(V), a.s.
Then using Corollary 25 and applying Proposition 26 (3) to (‘:‘k , we obtain
& O kn

Ek [ 75(p) +Hl/ Td(p)l‘}—] [gk [ 75(p) +HV Td(P)|'7:T<5(V) |]: }

5 I:gk‘ [ 75( p)+H‘r (v),7s( p)|f76(l’)] +HV 75 ( V)lf }
gkn[ZO (V)+Hl/ T§(U)|‘7 ]<eSSSHp€ [ 75(v) +H

) + H (v) Ta(p)|f7—6 ] < eSjSGSlIlpg [ ( ( )) + H (v) ,Té(p)|f‘r5(u)] <

< W F)=J5v), as.,

v,7s(

which together with (8.41) shows that

E &2y + HI |\ Fol + HY W[ F) < Js(v),  as.

For any n € N, we see from (4.18), (4.4) and Proposition 26 (5) that

Ei 22+ HIm N F)+H), > & [Cy +2CH|F)l+ Cu=Cy +3Ch, a.s.
Then Fatou’s Lemma (Proposition 28) implies that

gl[‘]5( )+Hu p|f]< hm —|—|T€[ [ ‘1'5(/))+ T,s(p)|f +HV Plj: } <J5( )
a.Ss.
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For any o € So,7, Lemma 80, (4.2) and (D2) show that Jg(cr)éJg(a) +H.e
Dom(&). A simple application of Proposition 26 (3) yields that

EIN ) F) =ElJs(p) + H), | F)+ HY < Js(v) + Hy= J§(v), a.s.  (8.43)

In particular, when 0 <s <t <T, we have &[J(t)|Fs] < Ji(s), a.s., which

show that {J}(t)}te[oj] is an &;-supermartingale.

Proof of 2. For any i €7 and v € Sy 7, (8.39) and (7) imply that

Ji(w)=Js(v)+ H.>Cy +3Cx, a.s. (8.44)

In particular, J{(T) > Cy + 3 Cg, a.s. Proposition 82 and Theorem 20 then

show that {Jf’i’Jrélimiang(q:{(t))} defines an RCLL process. For
_ m—oo tE[O,T]

any t€[0,7) and ¢ € Z, (4.18), (4.4) as well as Proposition 26 (5) imply that

(‘:’g[Z.,O_B(t) + HE,T&(t)|ft:| > gg[CY +2 CH|.7:t] =Cy+2Cy, a.s.

Taking essential supremum over i € Z, we can deduce from (4.19) that

Cy+2Cnx < esssup g’g[Z%(t) + Hf,m(t)|.7:t] =Js(t) < Z(t), a.s.,

iez
Then (4.4) shows that (fi) Then (8.44) implies that
feSESOmTﬁ Jg(t) >Cy+3Cxy, a.s. (8.45)
If &; satisfies (8.6) for some j € Z, Corollary 25 and (8.45) imply that
J It e Dom#(&)=Dom(&), YveSor, (8.46)
{(hbox|andthatJ®? T isan RCLLE; — supermartingale such that for any ¢ € [0,
T), J 7T < JL(t), a.s.) (8.47)

Otherwise, if no member of & satisfies (8.6), we suppose that (7) holds for
some j €Z. Then (8.44), (4.19) and (7) imply that for any ¢ € Dr,

Cy+3Cy <Jit)=Js(t)+ H} < Z(t)+ Hi < ¢y — Cu+ ¢, a.s.
Taking essential supremum of J{(t) over t € Dy yields that
Cy +3Cy <esssup J{(t) < ¢y —Cy+¢7, a.s.,
teDr
where (y — Cy + ¢/ € Dom(&) thanks to (4.6), (7) and (D2). Hence Lemma
80 implies that esssup J{(t) € D om(&) = D om#(E;). Applying Corollary
teDr
25 and (8.45) again yields (8.46) and (8.47).

To see that J%7'+ is a modification of {Jg(t)}te[o’T], it suffices to show
that for any t € [0,T], JO9F > Ji(t), as. Fix t €[0,T]. For any i€ Z,
Definition 7.13 assures that there exists a k=k(j,4,t) €Z such that gk:EJ’ii.
Moreover, (S1) and (4.5) imply that

Hf=H§,=HJ,=H], (hboxland) Hf o=Hi ), a.s. (8.48)
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A
For any n € N, we set tn:q;'[(t). Let m >n, it is clear that t,, <t,, a.s. Then
(4.17), Corollary 25, Proposition 26 (3) as well as (4.15) imply that

ElZL | Fund = E[ZF(rs(ta))| Fe,) = ER Ex 2N (Tt Fre) | P

= & [Sk[ (75(tn)) + T(;(tm),rg(tn)|‘7:7'5(tm)] +
HmaTé(tm)|ft }+Htkm

S g;{esssup gl[Z(Tg(tn)) -+ Hﬂl'(;(tm),ﬂ;(tn)|f7'5(tm)] -+
el
HfWLvTJ(tWL) ftm:| + Hfm
< Ex[Z(75(tm) + HYE, 2yt | Fr + HE, <esssup &[22, )+

l k tel
Htm,‘rg(tm)|ftm] + Htm

= Js(tm)+HE =J{(tm)+HE, —H] | a.s. (8.49)

As m— 00, (8.48) as well as the right-continuity of the processes &[Z” o (t )IFDL
H* and H’ imply that

g[ T&(t )|ft] - hm gk[ ‘rs(t )|ftm] < hmlan&( m) + Ht - HJ =

m— 00

liminf J{ () = J2 - +, a.s.

m— 00
Since lirn ﬁﬁlr(;( n) = 75(t) a.s., the right-continuity of the process Z*:°

1rnphes that Zrd(t ) converges a.s. to ng((::)’ which belongs to D om(&)

thanks to Proposition 4.18. Then (4.18) and Fatou’s Lemma (Theorem 16)
imply that

(‘:’ [ Tg(t)|ft] < hmlnfgk[ |.7:t] < Jf’j’+, a. S.

‘r(s(t )
Similar to (8.32), we can deduce from (75) and (8.48) that
J(SJ +>5[ ‘r(s(t)+Ht Td(t)|‘7:t]+Ht’ a. s.

Letting ¢ run throughout 7Z yields that

J‘S’J’+>eSSS}JP5[ Py + Hi | Fl+ HY = Js(t) + H] = J{(t),  a.s.,
1€

which implies that J5 7> is an RCLL modification of {.Ji(t )}eefo, -
Correspondingly, J%0= {Jé’J’ - H} }te[o 77 is an RCLL modification of

{Js5(t)}seqo, 7). Moreover, for any i € Z, Jo"0= {J6 + H{}c(0,7) defines an
RCLL modification of {J§(t)}¢e[o,77, thus it is an &i-supermartingale.

Proof of 3. Now let us show (3). Similar to (8.33), we can deduce from
Lemma 80 that for any v € SgT

JO=Js5v), a.s. (8.50)
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For a general stopping time v € Sy, we let {vy, }nen be a decreasing sequence

in Séan such that lim —|v, =v, a.s. Thus for any i € Z, the right-con-
n—oo

tinuity of the process J%*? shows that

JOH0= lim J20 a.s. (8.51)

n—oo
In light of (8.50) and (8.44), it holds a.s. that
JOO0= Jit) > Cy +3Cy, ViteDr.
Since J%%0 is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N that
JO0>Cy+3Cy, Vtel0,T], (hbox|thus) JO"0>Cy+3CH, Voe
So,T- (8.52)
If &; satisfies (8.6) for some j € Z, we can deduce from (8.43), (4.19) and
(Y2) that
ENT = E T ()] < JL0)=J5(0) < Z(0)=  sup &Y, +Hj] <o,
(i,p)EL XS0, T

thus liminfg’j[JgT’Lj’O] < 0. Then Remark 73 (1) implies that J27°*e Dom(&£).

n—oo

On the other hand, if no member of & satisfies (8.6), we suppose that
(7) holds for some j €Z. In light of (8.50), (4.19) and (7), it holds a.s. that

I3 =Jit)=Js(t)+ H{ <Z(t) + H] < ¢y —Cy+ (7, VteDr,

where ¢y — Cg + (7 € Dom(&) thanks to (4.6), (?) and (D2). Since J%7:0
is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N’ that

J0< Gy~ Ct (I, VEE[0,T], (hbox | thus) JIIO< Gy — Oyt
o (8.53)

Then (8.52) and Lemma 80 imply that J2°* € Dom(£). We have seen in
both cases that J279® € Dom(&£) for some j e Z.

Similar to the arguments used in (8.37) through (8.38) (with (8.50)-
(8.52) replacing (8.33)-(8.35) respectively, and with (8.43) replacing (4.16)),
we can deduce that

TP = tim = LI F) = Tim LW F £ H),  (box |

n—oo

thusy JO0<Js(v), a.s. (8.54)
The right-continuity of the process J%°, (8.50) and (8.39) show that

J;”J: lim JST’LOZ lim J5(vp,) >Cy +2Chl, a.s.

n—o0o n— o0

Lemma 80 and Lemma 80 thus imply that J>° € Dom(&). For any i €7,
(4.2) and (D2) show that J>*°=J5%+ Hi e Dom(&£).
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On the other hand, for any ¢ €7 and n €N, it is clear that v <wv,, <7s5(1,),
a.s. Then Corollary 25, (8.54) and (8.43) imply that

ELT | F) = E[EIGFF] < &) F,)|F] <
ST )| F),  a.s.
It is easy to see that hrn ﬁﬁlrg(un) 75(v), a.s. Using the right continuity of

the process .J%:0 we Can deduce from (8.52), Fatou’s Lemma (Proposition
28) and (8.54) that

G\ SUminfELI700 [ F] < lim ~1ELTiva)| F =T, s
n—oo
Proposition 26 ( ) further implies that
G20+ H )| R =Gl F) - H < )" = Hy=J0°,  a.s.

Taking the essential supremum over i € 7 gives

Js(v) = esssup &]J° o V)JrHl, s Fv <J30 as,
i€L

which together with (8.54) shows that J%° = J5(v), a.s. O
Proof of Theorem 57: We first show that for any § € (0,1) and v € Sp.r
Js(w)=20=2Z(v), a.s. (8.55)
Fixi€Z. Lemma 80 indicates that &; is a convex F-expectation on Dom(&).
Since Z*° and J%*9 are both &-supermartingales, we can deduce that for
any 0<s<t<T,
G020 + (1= 6) J)° + Hi|F) = &[02,° + (1 — 6) J) 0| F) < 66,( 2 °|F) + (1 —
OELT ]
< 0204 (1-6) 000 =620+ (1-6) S+ HI, a.s.,

which shows that {629+ (1 —48) J> "+ Hi}iepo,7)is an RCLL &;-supermartin-
gale.

Now we fix t € [0, 7] and define A2 {75(t) =t} € F;. Using Proposition
82 (3), Lemma 80 (2) as well as applying Proposition 26 (2) and (5) to each

&;, we obtain

14000 = 114 J5(t) = 11Aess€s;1p5[ Yo+ HiowlF] =
esssup E11a (2 + Hi 1y0) | F]
= esss;lpgi[llAZ?|ft]:11AZ,?, a.s. (8.56)
Then (4.17) ari(j (4.11) imply that
14 (0294 (1=0) J2 ) =114 20 =114 Z(t) > 11, Y;, a.s. (8.57)

Moreover, we see from the definition of 75(¢) that for any w € A°

Yi(w) <620w) + (1-8) (Cy +2Cr), Vs elt, m(H)(w)) (8.58)
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Since both Z° and Y are right-continuous processes, (8.58) and (8.39) imply
that

Y, <6Z94 (1—0) (Cy +2Cr) <629+ (1—=08) J2°  a.s.(hbox|on A%,

which in conjunction with (8.57) and Remark 73 (2) shows that the RCLL
process 0Z°+ (1 —6) J%° dominates Y, thus dominates Z° thanks to Propo-
sition 4.18. It follows that J%:° also dominates Z°. Then for any v € So. 7,
Proposition 82 (3), Remark 73 (1) and (4.17) imply that J5(v) = J3*> 20 =
Z(v), a.s., The reverse inequality comes from (4.19). This proves (8.55).

Next, we fix v €Sy r and set 6" =" 7: ! ,neN. It is clear that the sequence
{7sn(V) }nen increasing a.s. to 7(v). Since the family of processes {Y};cr
is “& -uniformly-left-continuous", we can find a subsequence {6"*},en of
{6"}nen such that

. > N-k i s i
klingoesises;p 5Z|:<hb0>< | " ‘]"i 1 >Y:r5nﬁk(y) + HTanﬁk(V) .7'-1,:| - 51[ 'F(u)|-7:l/] :0,
a.s. (8.59)

For any i €T and k € N, Remark 53 (1) implies that Y., , () > 5"“’“Z(T)5nﬁk(u) +
(1—=6"*) (Cy +2Clh), a.s. Hence Proposition 26 (3) shows that

ENZ2 o+ Hi gy o] + (hbox | (Cy +2 C) < éz-[<hbox |

Ny — 1"

N-k i
n_g — 1>Y;6”'ﬁk(V)+HT5”ﬁk(V)

]-",,] i

= gi[<hbo>< | Il::ﬁk 1>Yrénﬂk(u) +H . w) ]:u:| — &Y )| F + ElYzo) +
H )| F)

< esisesgp E’{(hbox | %)Y%nﬁk(u) + Hi&"—\k(’/) .7:,,} — gi[}’T—i(l,)|.7:y] +
EilYrw) + Hi 2| T (8.60)

< esusup 5{<hbox | %Wwﬂk(u) +HL W) fu:| — &Y )| R+
eSSSlflpgi[Yf(y)+Hi,f(u)|fu]v a.s.

i€
Taking the esssup of the left-hand-side over Z, we see from (8.55) that

esises;p &[(hbox | » ”]i 1>Y75nﬂk(u) + H‘Z“'&n_‘k(l/) fu} - gi[Yfi(uﬂfu] +

esssup gi[Yf(y) + Hi,f(u)u'—u]
i€T

J(;”ﬁk(l/) + <thX |

v

1 . 1
Y 9 Y — Yo
- (Cy +2Cx))=Z(v)+ (hbox | — (Cy +

2CH)), a.s., (8.61)
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As k— o0, (8.59), (4.11) and (4.15) imply that

Z(v )<esssup€[ = ,,)JrHl, () |.F ]<esssup5[ (T(v ))+Hf;j(l,)|fl,] <Z(v),
i€l i1€T
a.s.,

which shows that
Z(V) - esssupg[ 7(v) + Hl/ T(l/)|f ] - esssupé’[ ( ( )) + Hli/,f(l/)|f'/]7

i€ i€l
a.s. (8.62)

Now we fix p€ S, 7). For any i € Z, Corollary 25 and (4.16) show that
EZ' (T W)RI=E[EZ T WIF)|F ] <EIZ (PR, as.
Then Proposition 26 (3) implies that

&lZ(r(v)) + Hy )| F) = &2 (7 ()| F) — H) < E[Z(p)|F) — H), =
ElZ(p)+H), | F), a.s.

Taking the essential supremum of both sides over Z, we can deduce from
(4.15) that

esssup &[Z(7(v)) + H}, ;)| F,] <esssup EZ(p)+HL JF)<Z(v), a.s.,
ieT ieT
which together with (8.62) proves (4.22).

Finally, we will prove that 7(v) =71(v). For any i €Z and k €N, (4.17),
(4.15), Proposition 26 (3) as well as Corollary 25 imply that

& 23 oy FHy ) F) = EilZ(rsmr(v)) + Hy o)l F

> & esss;p gj[Z(f(z/))+Hﬁénﬁk(y)ﬂ,j)|]"Ténﬁk(u)] +Hﬁ,76nﬁk(y) fu:|
je
> E[EIZ(TW) + Hpjn )70 Fryn ﬁk<u>]+Hu —ta
= S[ V +HlZ/T |‘F‘f§ ﬁk(l/) |‘F] [ ( ( ))+H13,'F u)|fl/]7 a.s.,
which together with (8.60) shows that
esssup 5{<hbox | %)YTtsn_‘k(V)ﬁ—i_ﬁHj’én_,k(V) Fu ]ﬁ ﬁ5[ T(l/)|‘7:]
i€l Nk

H, o)l F)

) ; 1
Zgi[Z(T(l/))ﬁ—f—ﬁHVﬂ:(Uﬂ]:y] + <thX| -

((')' } 2 (i[/i)), a.s.
As k— 00, (8.59) implies that
EilYro) + HY )| B2 ELZ(FW)) + HY 2| F],  as. (8.63)

The reverse inequality follows easily from (4.11), thus (8.63) is in fact an
equality. Then the second part of Proposition 26 (1) and (4.17) imply that

Yoo =2Z(7(v)) = ZQ(U), a.s.,

EilYr ()~
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which shows that inf{t € [v,T]: Z{ =Y;} <7(v), a.s. For any ¢ € (0, 1), since
{tew,T): Z?=Y}c{tcv,T): Y;>6Z)+ (1 —6) (Cy +2Cx)}, one can
deduce that
F(v)>inf{te[v,T]: ZP=Y;} >inf{tc[v,T]: V;>0Z+ (1 —6) (Cy +2Cx)} A
T=75(v), a.s.
Letting § — 1 yields that
Fv)>inf{te v, T]: Z?=Y;} Z}imﬂ;(y) =7(v), a.s.,

—1

which implies that 7(v) =inf{t € [v,T]: Z?=Y}}, a.s. O

8.4 Proofs of Section 5

Definition 83. A family {&;}icz C L°(Fr) is said to be directed downwards
if for any i, j €I, there exists a k €L such that & < &N &, a.s.

Proof of Lemma 61: In light of (, 7, Proposition VI-11-1), it suffices to
show that the family {R‘(v)}icz is directed downwards. To see this, we

define the event Aﬁ{Ri(y) > RI(v)} and the stopping times
péTj(V)llA + 7Y )1ac €Sy r  (hbox|and) Z/(A)él/]_lA +T114e €S, 1.
By Definition 7.13, there exists a k=k(i, j,v(A)) € Z such that &, = Sz(jﬁA).
Similar to (8.25) it holds for any £ € Dom(&) that
ER[E|F) = 11aE | F) + 11aEi | F), as. (8.64)
Moreover, (4.5) implies that
k i j
}IL/,/Jﬁ:ﬁ 1/(A)/\ll,u(A)/\'pﬁ—*—ﬁjt[;(A)\/l/,IJ(A)Vpﬁ
——11ge H) pigyy—+—114 HY

vy @S

(error|compound hbox) H,Ij_’.rk(u)_‘:_‘ l’i(A)/\l,Jj(A)/\Tk(V)_“i’_‘ '
H;(A)\/V,V(A)\/T’“(V)_‘:_‘]‘lAc Hy iyt
11AHJ,T’€(V)7 a.s.

v

Using (8.64) twice and applying Proposition 26 (2) to & and &;, we can
deduce from (5.7) that

REw) > &Y, + H) | F)=11aE[Y, + HY | F) + 11, + HY | F,)]
= Sj[11A1ij(V)+11AHg,Tj(V)|fV} +E[L1ac Yei()+ 1ac H), i Fo)]
= 10L& Yooy + HY )| Fo] + 1ailYeii) + Hi )| Fo =
114 RI(v) + 11ac R (v)

= 11"‘53'[1/7’“(”) +H5,Tk(1/)|‘7:1’] + 11A“gi[yrk(u) +Hli77'k(l/)|‘7:l/]

= EM1aYou() + VLA HE | Fl+ E1Lac Yoy + 11ac HE x| 7o)
= 11&[Yorg) + HE )| F) + 11acEil Yoy + HE k()| 7]

= ElYor) + HY o) F)=RMv),  a.s.,
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which shows that R¥(v) =114 R’(v) + 114c R(v) = Ri(v) A R/(v), a.s. In
light of the basic properties of the essential infimum (e.g., (, 7, Proposition
VI-11-1)), we can find a sequence {i,},en in Z such that (5.8) holds. O

Proof of Lemma 62: As in the proof of Lemma 61, it suffices to show
that the family {7%(v)};e7 is directed downwards. To see this, we define the

stopping time aéTi(z/) ATI(v) €S, T, the event Aé{Rf,"O >RV e F, as well
as the stopping time O'(A)é()']_lA +T114c €S, 7. By Definition 7.13, there
exists a k=k(i, j,0(A)) €T such that & = Effg-ﬁA). Fix t € [0, T}, similar to
(8.25), it holds for any & € Dom/(#) that

ERl€|Fove] = 1LAE[E | Fove + 11a&i[€|Fovi),  a.s. (8.65)

Moreover, we can deduce from (4.5) that for any p € Syve, 1

Hﬁw,pﬁ:ﬁHff(A)/\(avt),a(A)/\pﬁ“‘ﬁHch(A)v(UVt),a(A)Vpﬁ:ﬁllA“ Hcif\/typﬁ""ﬁ
114 Hng,, a.s.,

which together with (8.65) and Proposition 26 (2) imply that

gk[Y;J_'+_‘_'H§\/t,p|fa\/t] = llAgj[Y;)_‘+_‘_‘H<ITCVt,p|fUVt] + 11Acgz’[y;)_‘+_‘_‘
Hc]rcvt,p|‘7:avt]

= &[11a Y, +11a HLy | Fovd] + Eil1lac Y+
llAc_‘Hfr\/t,ppTcrvt]
= 11L& Yy~ +=Hlyy | Fovi] + 11ac&i Y=+
HéVt7p|fgvt], a.s.
Then applying Proposition 26 (3), Lemma 80 (2) as well as (5.6), we obtain
Ri&t = RF(oVt)= esssup gk[Y;JJngvt,Afg\,t]
PESovt,T

= 114 esssup é:j[Yp—\—&——\Hgvt’pU:avt] + 1lac esssup &[Y,~+-
PESsvt,T PESsvt,T

Hzif\/t,p|fa'\/t]
= 114 BRI (0 V1) + 114 R (o V t) = 114 R0, + 114 R2Y,,
a.s. (8.66)

Since R*?, R7-Y and R¥? are all RCLL processes, it holds except on a null
set IV that

REO, =114 R20, + 114 RYY,,  Vte(0,T],
which further implies that

() === ——inf{te[v,T): RF°=Y;} <inf{te|o,T]: RF°=Y;}
~—= —-1lainf{t€[o,T]: R} °=Y;} + 11acinf{t € [0, T]: Ry° =Y},
a.s. (8.67)
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Since Ri’io(y) =Y, Ri}?u) =Y,i(), a.s. and since 0 =7'(v) A7/ (v), it holds
a.s. that Y, is equal either to R"? or to RZ:". Then the definition of the

set A shows that R2°=Y, a.s. on 4 and that R2°=Y, a.s. on A¢, both of
which further implies that

1ainf{t € o, T): RI°=Y;} =011y (hbox | and) 1lseinf{t € [o, T):
R =Y} =0llg, a.s.

Hence, we see from (8.66) that 7%(v) <o =7i(v) AT/(v), a.s. Thanks to the
basic properties of the essential infimum (e.g., (, ?, Proposition VI-11-1)),
we can find a sequence {i,}nen in Z such that

7(v) =essinf 7 (v) = lim == |7 (v), a.s.
i€T n—oo

The limit lim ——|7%(v) is also a stopping time, thus we have 7(v) €S, 7.
n— oo
(]

Proof of Theorem 68: In light of Lemma 62, there exists a sequence
{Jn}tnen in Z such that

7(v)= lim =—|77"(v), a.s.

n— o0

Since the family of processes {Y};¢7 is “£-uniformly-right-continuous", we
can find a subsequence of {j,}nen (we still denote it by {j,}nen) such that

lim esssup gi[iﬁjn(yﬂff(y)] —Yri(l,) =0, a.s. (8.68)

n—oo ;7

Fix i€Z and n € N, we know from Definition 7.13 that there exists a k, = k(i,
jins T(v)) €T such that &, = &),

E, = grw) (hbox | an d) hlf" =1lgcr)y hf + >0} hi",

n 23Jn

a.s. (8.69)

(fi) For any t € [0,7T], Lemma 80 implies that RI;T(L;/())W :Ri?;(;Vt, a.s. Since
RF»9 and R7»0 are both RCLL processes, it holds except on a null set N that

R T Yte0,T],

T(V)Vt = T(v)VeEr
which together with the fact that 7(v) <7%(v) A7I7(v), a.s. implies that
hn(v) = inf{tev,T]: RF°=Y;} =inf{t e [r(v),T]: RF"*=Y;}

= inf{te[r(v),T]: RI"°=Y,}=inf{te[v,T]: RI"° =Y} =7i(v),
a.s. (8.70)
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Then (7), (8.69) and (75) show that

RF(v) + Hjy= RN (v) + Hy" = €, [Yora () + H | Fo] + HY”
= ﬁﬁﬁgkn[ n(u)|]:] TJZ)[KBZ )|]'—v]: i[g [Tm(u |Frw)] |]:]

o= b8, Yoyt H) iy H )| Fr) )| Fo] o=
51[5Jn_‘[y;']17;(u)|‘7:f(’/)} - H;T(lu)_'+_‘H;(V)|f"]

IA

=< =G & [ Vi Fron ] 7= Y0 | 2+ -Y 0 | 7]
& {esssup —|+—|YT(,,)

l gl[ Tin 1/)|f7' V)]_' _‘YT(V) ‘T::|
€T

a.s. (8.71)
For any [ € Z, Proposition 26 (3), (7), (7) and (5.3) imply that

&Y | Fron) = Yoy = |&lrinw) + He iy rinwy = C1Frw)) = Ve —
Cy)+ CH|
& l
< &Y pin) + Hy) rinw) = ClF | +|Yr0) -
Cy|+|CH|
= &Yy + Hiy ringy = ClFrw)] + (Yoo —
Cy) - Cr

= 5l[ rin(y) T Hé(y)y,rjn(,,)|-7:l—(y)] +Yr0)—2C<
2RY(r(v))-2C, a.s.

Taking the essential supremum over [ € Z, we can deduce from (7) and (5.3)
that
C < esssup |E[Vn ) Fro)) — Il(l,) +Y;<V> <3RYr(v))—-2C+ HT(V),
lez
a.s.,

where 3 R'(7(v)) —2C. + H.(,) € Dom(&) thanks to Proposition 82 (1),
(S1’) and (D2). Applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Proposi-
tion 29) and Proposition 26 (3), we can deduce from (8.70) and (8.68) that

V(v) = essinf RI(v) < liminf R¥»(v) < = lim & {esssup &y} in() I Fr )]

JET n— 00 n— 00 e

l
— I(V)ﬁ

fu:| "_"le;
= gi[ﬁ(u)ﬂfu]ﬁ—ﬁHiZgi[ﬂ(u)ﬁ‘FﬁHi,z(uﬂfu]a a.s
Taking the essential infimum of the right-hand-side over i € Z yields that
V(v) < essmfé‘[ rw) + —H )l Fu] < esssup(essglfé’[ + -
i€

PGSV,T as

Hy \F))=V() <VW), as.
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Hence, we have
V(v) =essinf gi[YT(l,) +—H. rw)lFl=V(v)=essinf Ri(v) >Y,, a.s.,
ieT * 7 i€l

where the last inequality is due to (5.3). O

Proof of Proposition 68: By Lemma 62, there exists a sequence {i,}nen
in Z such that

aéf(u) = lim = |7i"(v), a.s.
n—oo

For any n € N, since o <7"(v), a.s., we have

rin(v)=inf{t e [v,T]: R™°=Y;} =inf{t€[o,T): RI"°=Y;} =71'"(0), a.s.

Then (5.9) and (5.7) imply that

V(o) = V(o) < R'"(0) = &, [Yyinte) + HY inio| Fol = &, [Veing) +

\ o, 7 (o
H;'T,L'riﬂ(v)|fa']
= & [Yin I Fol — Hy = éin[iﬁg(y)|fg] - Y + Y, <

esssup &[Yﬂn(,}ﬂfg] ~Yi|+Y,, a.s.
i€z
As n— oo, the “&-uniform-right-continuity" of {Y*};c7 implies that V(o) <
Y,, a.s., while the reverse inequality is obvious from (5.9). O

Proof of Proposition 67: In light of Lemma 61 and (5.9), there exists a
sequence {jn}nen in Z such that

V(v)=V(v)= lim ==|RI"(v), a.s.

For any n € N, Definition 7.13 assures a k, = k(%, jn, V) € Z such that ékn =
v
Ty Jn"

Een=CElj, (hbox|and) hir=1lycpyhi+ 115, hin  a.s. (8.72)
(i) Applying Proposition 26 (5) to &, we can deduce from (75) and (5.5) that
Ee,V(p) +HIL IR < & [R7(p) + HIW|F)) = &5, [RI(p) +
Him | F) =& &, [Ri(p) + H]" | F| Fo ]
——o= ==& [RI(p) + H)' | FI < RIM(v), a.s.
Then Proposition 26 (3) and (7) imply that

eiseigfgk[‘/k(ﬂﬂfu] ~mmS e, [V ()| F) = €k, [V (p) + ~HIL, | Fu + -
Hi<Ri»(v)+H., a.s.
As n— o0, (5.10) follows:

essinf Eg[VF(p)|F)) < lim ~=|Ri"(v) 4+ H. =V (v) + H,=V(v), a.s.
keZ n— 00
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Now we assume that v < p < 7(v), a.s. Applying Lemma 61 and (5.9) once
again, we can find another sequence {j;}nen in Z such that

V(p)=V(p)= lim =—|R7'"(p), a.s.
n—oo

For any n € N, Definition 7.13 assures a k), = k(i, j,, p) € Z such that gk/ =
&l Since p < 1(v) < 7F1(v), a.s., using (5.7) with ¢ =k, and applying
Proposition 26 (5) to Sj;’, we can deduce from (4.5), (75) as well as Lemma
80 that
Vi) = V()4 =V (0) 4 HE " S R (0) + S = & R () +

Hy | Fu) = €L 5o [RY(p) + H, | 7))

o= ==& €5 [RF(p) + HY | F )| F ] = E[RF(p) + HY ™| F)) =

ERI(p)+ HI|F), a.s. (8.73)
Then (7) and (5.3) imply that
C’SYPZ':YP—l—H;SRj)"(p) —l—HZSRj’l(p) +HI§, a.s.,

where R71(p) + H} € Dom(&) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1’) and (D2).
As n— oo in (8.73), the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Proposition 29)
imply that

Vi(v) < lim &[RI(p) + HY|F)=E&[V (p) + Hi| ) =EVi(p)|F],  a.s.,
which proves (5.11). .
It remains to show that {V*(7(0) At)}ico, 1) is an E-submartingale: To

see this, we fix 0 <s <t <T and set VQI(O) As, péI(O) At. It is clear that
v<p<7(0)<7(V), as., hence (5.11), Corollary 25 and Proposition 26 (5)
show that

Vi) hs) = Vi) < EVIDIE] = &IV (2(0) A DI Frond =
EEIV (2(0) A)|Fr(o)]] F]
= &V (z(0) AR, a.s.,

which implies that {V?(7(0) At)}iepo,7) is an &-submartingale. O

Proof of Theorem 68: Proof of (1).
Step 1: For any p,v € Sy 1, we define

A & ; X

\If”(u)zes.zi?f EilYp+ Honw, ol Fonv + Hopw € Fonv:

It follows from (7), (7),

Cy+2Cy = essmffj [Cy + Cu|Fprv] + Cr
<&

g()

and Proposition 26 (5) that

[Y;J + HZ/\u,p|fP/\l/] + H;)/\V < Rf (,0 A V) + HZ;\V;
(8.74)
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where R (pAv) +HZ;\V € Dom(&) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1’) and
(D2). Then Lemma 80 implies that U*(v) € Dom(#’). Applying Proposition
26 (2)-(3) and Lemma 80, we can alternatively rewrite U*(v) as follows:
\I]p(l/) —_ ﬁH;;\V /= ﬂ—\—\essel%lf (‘:‘l[ll{pgu} K)Auﬂ+—\11{p>u}—\(}/pﬂ+—\
K]
Hﬁ,p)|'7:p/\l/]
= —|—|—|eSS€1%1f —|( ll{pfl/} YPAV—|+—|11{/)>U}S~1[YP—|+—|
H1i7p|fy])_‘:11{pgy} }/;,—!+—|11{p>y}e§§%1fgi[y;;ﬁ+

- ,i_,p|.7:l,], a.s.
Let 0 € Sp,r. Lemma 80 (2) and Proposition 26 (2) once again imply that

111,263 P°(v) = 1l{p<p—0} 1/;—|+11{p>,,:a}esis€i%1f5~i[y;; + Hp | F)] +
y—oy Hinw
= 1l{p<i—0} x,ﬁ+11{p>y}e§s€i%lf51[11{”:(,} (Y, +
Hi NF)+ 1140y Hipg
= 11{,)9:0}_17/,p+11{p>u}e§§?f11{V:a}éi[Y;)+Hg,p|fg]+
11—y Hypo
= 1l{p<o=u} Y,,—\+11{p>(,:l,}e§s€i%1f€~¢[Y;, + HE | Fs] +
ooy Hing =114, 97(0), a.s. (8.75)
Step 2: Fix p€Sy 7. For any v €Sy 7 and 0 €S, 1, letting (v, 2/, U)=(p Ao,

Z,{p}) and X(p) =Y, in Lemma 80, we can find a sequence {jn}nen in Z
such that

essint &Y, + Hig gl Fpnol = 1 <165, + Hipy NFpns), a5
1€ n— oo ’

Definition 7.13 assures the existence of a k, =k (i’, jn, p Ao) €Z such that

&, =ENN . Applying Proposition 26 (3) to g'kn, we can deduce from (7)

i, Jn
and (75) that
VOv) < EnYo+ HyRy ol Fonsl + Hiny = E, 1Yo+ HpRy o Fonv) + HyRy =
5kn[Y;Jk"|~7:p/\u]
= & V] =& For| Fons], s

U 0n
For any n € N, Proposition 26 (3) & (5), (7) as well as (7) imply that

¢ = gjn[c|}—pA0] < gjn[}/;kn|pr0] :gjn[Y;JJngXa,Apra] JFHZ)/\U

< EY,+HIL, JFonol + Hing <R (pNo) + Hipg, a.s.,
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where R/ (pA o)+ HZ;\U € Dom(&) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1°)
and (D2). Then the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Proposition 29),
Corollary 25 and Proposition 26 (5) show that

\I/p(l/) S hm _‘_‘lg [ jn[Yk |fp/\a |fp/\l/] = hm _'_'lgi’[gjn[}i’ +

p/\a,p|]:pmf] +HZ/\<7|fp/\V]

— gi>|:7lllirrgo—\ﬁl(§] [Y —+ Hj/\o p|~7:p/\0'] + Hpi;\o. p/\l,i|
& [essmf&' Y, Jer/\g p|pra] +Hp/\a p/\V}
= EUP(0)|Fons] = E[En[W°(0)|F )| Fo] = E[¥P(a)|F),  a. s,
(8.76)

which implies that {¥*(t)};c[o,7] is an Ei~submartingale. Hence, {—
UP(t) brefo,r) is an £’-supermartingale by assumption (8.6). Since £’ sat-
isfies (HO), (H1), (7) and since Dom(E’) € Zp (which results from Dom(&’) €
Jp and (8. 6)), we know from Theorem 20 that W/ +Ahm1nf\I/p(qn( ), te
[0,T] is an RCLL process and that o

P (\1/,5’*+ = lim W#(gF(t){hbox| foranytelo, T]) =1 (8.77)

Step 3: For any v € So,r and n € N, ¢ (v) takes values in a finite set
N
DE=([0,T)N{k2 "}rez) U{T}. Given an « € D%, it holds for any m >n
that ¢ (a) =« since D} C D Tt follows from (8.77) that
T2t = lim UP(qh(a)=T"(a), a.s.
m— 00
Then one can deduce from (8.74) that
Pt —
Uity = 2 Mgw—a¥@T = 3 Hge-—a?(@) =
aEDY acD}

ST 1) P (1) = UG (v), as.

aeD}

Thus the right-continuity of the process ¥#>+ implies that
TPt = lim ¥ +( )= hm \I/p(qn( ), a.s. (8.78)

n— oo

We have assumed that esssup &; [Y;, |Fi] € Dom(&) for some j=j(p)eZ. It

holds a.s. that rebr

& [Y;)j | Fi] <esssup &; [Y;)j |Fs], VYteDr.

s€Dr
Since &; [Y;)j |F.] is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N that
gj[ij|ft] < esssup gj[Y;)j|.7:s], Vtel0,T], (hbox|t hus) & [ 4 Forgro) <
s€Dr

esssup gj[Y;)j |Fs], YneN.
s€Dr
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Then one can deduce from (8.74), (7) and Proposition 26 (3) that

Cy+2Cn =<~ (g; (v)) < &Y, + H;Arﬁ(u | pnat(n] T ¢ =
5 [Y Hp/\qn(y)l p/\q+(u)] ﬁC
< —\—\5 [ CH| p/\q+(l/)] —\C fg [Y | p/\q ]fCH+
=(V=<esssup E[Y) | F] - Cu+ (7, as,
s€Dr

where the right hand side belongs to D om(&) thanks to (D2) and the
assumption that ¢*' € Dom(&). Hence the Dominated Convergence The-
orem (Proposition 29), (8.78), (8.76) as well as Proposition 26 (5) imply that
U/t = lim UP(q(v)) € Dom(&£) and that

UP(v) < lim E[UP(qF ()| F)=E0 [T F =92, a.s., (8.79)

n— oo

where in the last equality we used the fact that ¥# "= lim U*(g (v)) € F,,
thanks to the right-continuity of the filtration F. e
Step 4: Given v € Sy 1, we set

V2T () AV, WMET(O)AgH(), YneN

and let p€ S, 7. Since lim _'T11{7(0)>q:{(1/)}:

{1(0)>v} C{an(v) = aq) (z(0) Av)}, {z(0)>qy(¥)} C{g(¥)=1(0)A
¢, (v)}, VneN,
one can deduce from (8.79), (8.78) and (8.74) that
i 0503P°(7) < i) ¥0F = 11{;(0)>u}nllngoq’p(qrf(7)) =
lim 11{1(0)>u}‘1”’(q7f (I(O) A V))
= nhm 11{T(O)>V}\Ilp<Qn (V)> =
lim 11{7(0)>q+(u)}‘1’ (4 (v))
(

11¢;(0)>v) and since

n— 00
= lim 110 )5 gt P7(2(0) A (V) =
11{I(O)>”}nh_,néo‘llp(7")’ a. s. (8.80)

For any n € N, we see from (5.9) that
V(vn) ———= ——==V(y,) = esssup (essmfé‘ [Yomt+-H. | F n]) >
€Sy, T i€l

essmfé'[ Youy,mtoHL un | Fal,  a.s. (8.81)
1€

Since {7(0) <v} C{vn=7=71(0)}, Proposition 26 (2) and (3) imply that
for any i€Z

U <nEillymtmHpns, ol Frd = El1L o)<y (Yot Hiny )| Py =
11{T(0)<l/}g[ -+ H} A’Y.,pl}—’Y]’ a.s.,
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and that

gi[ybvfynﬁ—"_ﬁH:énv pV'Y'n'f ﬂ] = gl[ll{PS'Yn} Y:Ynﬁ_\+_\11{p>7n} (Y;7_\+_\
;/\’an p)|f 71]
= "ll{p<a Y:vn_‘_‘Jr_‘l1{p>vn}5i[Y;F+ﬁH/§Avm ol Frl
= "<y Yt s g 20> SVt Hong,, ol Fonsa] +
1 ps ) <o }ilYptHony, ol Fpnql,  a.s.
Then it follows from (8.81) and Lemma 80 that
V() m722 220llp<q, Y%ﬁ_‘*_‘ll{r»7n7r(0)>v}e§S€i%1fgi[YpﬁJr
~“Hynym, ol Form  + _‘11{p>%,r(0)SV}e§S€i%1fgi[Yp_‘Jr_‘
Hfﬁ/\% p|prv]
— = ﬁﬁﬁll{pgvn}y nﬁ+ﬁ]—1{p>’yn,f(0)>l/} (lI/p(’yn)ﬁ_ﬁHz;\'Yn) +
ﬁ11{p>vml'(0)§1/} (\I/p(’}/)ﬁfﬁ Z/\'y)a a.s. (8'82)
Then (7), (V) and Proposition 26 (5) show that
WP(n) = essinf EilYn + Hipm ol Fonna) + Hiny, 2 essin EilCy +Cr|Fpny,] +
Cg=Cy+2Cy, a.s.
(fi)As n— oo, the right-continuity of processes Y and H, (8.79), Lemma
80 as well as Proposition 26 (2) & (3) show that

hmlan(’yn) > ll{p:'y}Y:y_'+_‘11{p>7.,:r(0)>u} (nlm \IIP(PYn)_'f_' ;;\’y)+

n— oo — 00

_‘11{p>v,1'(0)§1/}(\I/p(’)’)ﬁ*ﬁ Z;\v)
l{p=my Y5+ 1~1{P>“f} (PP(7) = ~Hpnq) = 11(pmqy Yy +
11{p>7}e§§?f&[yﬂ+ “Hpny, ol Fpnn]

Y

= efsei%lf(ll{p:ﬂ Y, + 1l p&lY, + H | 7)) =
e?g%lf i1l (=} Yy + 1y (Yo + HS )15

= essi?fgi[Y;J+H§,p|fv], a.s.
ie

Taking the essential supremum of the right-hand-side over p € Sy 7, we
obtain

liminfV () > esssup (essinf EY,+ H: |7 ) =V(y)=V(y), a.s. (883)
n— oo PES, T i€l

On the other hand, for any i € Z and n € N we have that V(v,) =V (y,) =
e§si%1f RYvn) < R¥(7yn), a.s. Then (5.6) and the right continuity of the process
€

R"Y imply that

limsupV (7,) < lim Ri(v,)= lim Ri"ozRi"O:Ri(v), a.s.
n— oo n—oo "

n— o0
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Taking the essential infimum of R(y) over i € Z yields that

limsupV (7,) <essinf R{(y) =V (7)=V(y), a.s.

n— oo 1€l

This inequality together with (8.83) shows that lim V(y,) =V (y), a.s.,

n— 00

which further implies that for any v € So,r and i €T

lim Vin(7(0) A gt () = lim =(V (z(0) A g} (v)) + H )

n—oo n—oo I(O)/\qi(l’)
= V (1(0) A v) + Hygonw = V' (2(0) A v),
a.s. (8.84)

Step 5: Proposition 67 shows that the stopped process {V*' ((0) At) }refo,7]
is an &;-submartingale, thus {—V* (7(0) At)}1epo,7] is an E’-supermartin-
gale by (8.6). Then Theorem 20 implies that V"™ ZliminfV?' (£(0) A ¢ (1)),
t€[0,7T] is an RCLL process and that e

P (Vti)"" = lim V¥ (7(0) A g, (t))(hbox| forany)t €], T]) =1

n— oo

For any o, ¢ € S, 7, Lemma 80 and (5.4) show that
11{(7:(} V(O’) = —\11{U:<}V<0') = essi;lf(ll{azc} Rj(0‘>>ﬂ:
VAS

eiseigf(ll{azg}Rj(C))ﬁ:ﬁll{a:g}V(O:ﬁll{azg}V(O, a.s.,

which implies that

o=y VI(0)=11{r=y V(0) + 11 o=y Hy =11 V(¢) + 1oy HE =
oy VI(Q), a.s. (8.85)

Let o € 8§ take values in a finite set {t; <+ <t,,}. For any a € {1---m}
and n € N, one can deduce from (8.85) that

Wironai@=rondtean V0 (@0 A gi(e) =
Ui ongt)=r@ngit) V' (TO)A G (t), as.

(fi)y since {o =1t} C{7(0) A g (c)=7(0)A g (ta)}, one can deduce from
(8.85) that

ey VI(T(0) A g (0) =111y VI (1 (0) A gl (ta)),  a.s.

As n— 00, (8.83) shows that

ooy VIt = 11 VT = lim 11—y, VI (2(0) A gt (ta)) =
Hm 11—y V7 (7(0) A gyt (0))

n— o0

= et )V (7(0)AO), a.s.
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Summing the above expression over a, we obtain VT =V (7(0) A o), a.s.
Then the right-continuity of the process V#* and (8.83) imply that

VIt = lim VT = Lim VI (2(0) A gl (v)) =V (£(0)Av), a.s. (8.86)
n—oo

oo A ()

In particular, V*"* is an RCLL modification of the stopped process
{V¥'(2(0) At)}seo,7)- Therefore,

Voﬁ{Vti/’*' - H;/(O)M}te[oﬂ is an RCLL modification of the stopped value
process {V (7(0) At)}iejo, ). For any v € So 7, (8.86) implies that

‘/1/0: Vvufl’Jr - H?(O)/\V =V (r(0)Av)— Hli"(O)/\V: V(r(0)Av), a.s., (hbox|
proving(5.13).)

Proof of (2). (5.13) and Proposition 68 imply that VIO(O) =V(7(0)) =Yz (0),

a.s. Hence, we can deduce from the right-continuity of processes V° and Y’
that 7y in (5.14) is a stopping time belonging to Sy ;(0) and that

Y:,_V:V;_OV:V(T‘/), a.S.,

where the second equality is due to (5.13). Then it follows from (5.11) that
for any i €7

V(0)=V(0) <EVi(v)] =&Y ] = &Y.

In light of Lemma 61 and (5.9), we can find a sequence {jn}nen in Z such
that

V(rv)=V(ry)= nlirrgoﬁﬁle"(Tv), a.s.

Fix i € Z. For any n € N, Definition 7.13 assures that there exists a k, = k(i,
Jn, Tv) €L such that &, =&Y . Since 7 < 7(0), a.s., we can deduce from
(5.7), Lemma 80, (7), (7) as well as Proposition 26 (5) that

V(0) = V(0)= liggRl(O) < R¥(0) = &, [RE(rv) + Hpy] = &, [R7(1v) +

H,]
= &5 [RIM(v) + HE) = &, [R)"(v) + HE, | Fr )] = E[RIn(v) +
Hi ). (8.87)

Moreover, (7) and (5.3) imply that
C <Y}, =Y, + H, <Rin(rv) + H., <R"'(1v)+ H},, a.s.,

where R7'(1y) + Hi, € Dom(&) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1’) and
(D2). Letting n— oo in (8.86) and using the Dominated Convergence The-
orem (Proposition 29) and (7) we obtain that

V(0) < lim &R (ry) + Hi) = & lim = R (ry) + Hi, | =

gl[V(TV) + H‘IZ'V] = gi[}/TV + H‘IZ'V]
= EVi)=Elv)
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(fi)Taking the infimum of the right-hand-side over i € T yields that

<inf&[YVE]< inf&YH ) = =
VO <intElRI< s (infel])=V(0)=V),

which implies that inf&[Y;)]= sup inf&[Y,]. O
i€l pE€So, €L

8.5 Proofs of Section 6

Proof of Proposition 82: Fix t € [0,T]. For any £ € Dom(&’) and i €7,
the definition of D om(&’) assures that there exists a ¢(£) € R such that
c(§) <&, a.s. Then Proposition 26 (5) shows that

(&) =&lc(&)|F) < EEIF),  a.s. (8.88)

Taking the essential infimum of the right-hand-side over ¢ € Z, we obtain for
an arbitrary i’ € Z that

(&) < ELE|\F) <EvE|F],  as.

Since &;/[€|Fi] € Dom#(E;)) =D om(£), Lemma 80 implies that &[¢]F] €
Dom(&), thus &[-|F] is a mapping from Dom(&’) to Dom(&)=Dom(&)N
LO(Fy).

A simple application of Lemma 80 shows that & satisfies (A3), (A4) and
(7). Hence, it only remains to show (A2) for &. Fix 0<s <t <T. Letting
(v,Z,U)=(¢t,Z,{T}) and taking X (T)=¢ in Lemma 80, we can find a
sequence {i,}nen in Z such that

£1¢1F) —essint E[¢|F) = lim —-1&,[€|F, a.s. (8.89)

Now fix j €Z. For any n € N, it follows from Definition 7.13 that there exists
a kn=Fk(j,in,t) €T such that & =&}, . Applying (75) yields that

Jyin®
ELEIF) <& I F) =€) [E|F) = €L 16 RN F], as. (8.90)
For any n € N, we see from (8.88) and (8.89) that

c(€) =&, [e(&)|F) <EL[E|F) <EL[E|F),  aus,

where &, [£|F/] € Dom#(&;,) = Dom(&). The Dominated Convergence The-
orem (Proposition 29) and (8.90) then imply that

ES[EIFNF] = lim &[& 6|7 F] > C€1F] as
Taking the essential infimum of the left-hand-side over j € Z, we obtain

CIELENRNF) = EENF as. (8.91)



Proors 85

On the other hand, for any ¢ €Z and p € S; 1, applying Corollary 25, we
obtain

Ele|F] =E[ElE|R) 7 2 SIS [EIFF] > SIS EIFNIF], as.

Taking the essential infimum of the left-hand-side over i € 7 yields that
EE|Fs] > &1 E[E|Fi]|Fs), as., which together with (8.91) proves (A2) for &
U

8.6 Proofs of Section 7

Proof of Proposition 72: By (7.2), it holds d¢ x d P — a.s. that for any
zeR?

9t 2) = 9(t,2) — g6, O S Kylzl, (hboxlthus) §(t, )=

Clearly, g is a generator satisfying (7.2). It is also positively homogeneous
in z, i.e.

§(t,az)=—Kylaz|=—aK,|z|=ag(t,z), Va>0, VzeR%

Then Example 10 of (citet|Peng-97) (or Proposition 8 of (citet
(7.6) imply that for any n € N and any A € Fr with P(A) >0

Eman)) and

nSg[llA] :gg[’nllA] Sgg[nllA]. (892)

Since £5[114] > 0 (which follows from the second part of (A1) ), letting n— oo
in (8.92) yields (HO).
Next, we consider a sequence {&,}nen C L2(Fr) with sup |€n) € L2(Fr).

If &, converges a.s., it is clear that 57 11m fn € L*(Fr). Applylng Lemma
71 with p= K, we obtam

1E[€n] = ELE]l < &g ll1&n — &Il = & llén — Elllz2(Fmm<| sup &g, [l€n —
t€[0,T]
ENNFilLz(Fr)

< Ce Bt EDT |16, — 2,

where we used the fact that K, = p in the last inequality. As n— oo, thanks
to the Dominated Convergence Theorem of the linear expectation E, we
have that ||&, — £||}2;2(fT) =FE |&, — £]? — 0; thus hm Eglén] = &4[€]. Then
(H1) and (H2) follow.

For any v € S, and £ € L27+(fT):{£ € L*(Fr):£>0, a.s.}, Lemma 71

(1) shows that sup Sg[§|ft]|€L2*+(fT), consequently &,[¢|F,] € L*T(Fr).
te€[0,T]

Since X4=&,[¢|F] is a continuous process, X5 " = X5 =&,[¢|F,] € L>(Fr),
which proves (H3). O
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Proof of Proposition 75: Fix v € Sy 7. It is easy to check that the gener-
ator g¥ satisfies (7.2) with Lipschitz coefficient KV K. For any ¢ € L(Fr),

we set néI‘f’gz € F, and define

- A

Or = 11«05 +11,.,0)%, Vte|0,T).
It follows that

g"(t, ©) = 114, <4y goft, 0,) + 114,54 0a(t, 0, = 11(,<4y go(t, 05 9) +
s 18,079, Vielo,T].

For any t € [0,T], since {v <t} € F;, one can deduce that

T ~ T T
ll{ygt} (f Jr/ -9”(s,0;) d s — / —-0,d BS) = ll{ygt} 13 Jr/ ﬁll{ygt} g” (s,
~ t T ~t t
@s)ds—/ ﬁll{ugt}@sst
t

T T
- 11{"9}5*/ ﬁll{ug}gz(s,@ﬁ’”)ds—/ —11,<105%%d By
t t

T T

- 11{V<t}<§+/ —ga(s, ©59) ds—/ ﬁ65792d35>11{y<t}r§=92,
t t

a.s. (8.93)

The continuity of processes f.Tﬁg”(s, 0,)ds, f.Tﬁ(:)sd B, and I'®*%2 then
implies that except on a null set N

T _ T
11{,,<t}<£+/ ﬂg”(s,@s)dsf/ ﬂ@SdBS>11{V<t}Ft£’g2, Vtel0,T].
t t

Taking t =v(w) for any w € N¢ yields that

T B T
§+/ g”(s,@s)dsf/ O d B, =TS =1, a.s. (8.94)

Now fix t € [0, T]. We can deduce from (8.94) that

T ~
11050 (5 +/ g"(s,05) ds —

t
éSst) = ﬁ‘!ll{u>t}<n+/ g”(S,és)dS—

t
/ éSng)
t
= _‘_‘11{u>t} <’I7 + / 91(8,
t

ore) d s — / ord Bs>,
t
a.s. (8.95)

t
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Moreover, Proposition 26 (5) implies that

T T
EpnlFer] = n+ / g1(s, ©0%) d s — / ©0%d Bs = Eg,[n|Fu] +
i tAV

AN

/ 91(8,92"91)6[8—/ @g-,glst

tAv tAV

= 77+/ 91(8,@§’gl)ds—/ 07%dB;, a.s.
t tAv

Av

Multiplying both sides with 11, and using (8.94), we obtain

T _ T~
114,54} <§ + / g (s, ©5) d s — / O.d Bs> = 1150380l F) =
t t

11{,,>t}€gl[l“f*92 ft], a. s.,

which in conjunction with (8.93) shows that for any ¢ € [0, T]

T B T
er/ g”(s,@s)dsf/ 0.,dB; = 11{,,§t}th’92+11{U>t}€gl[Ff"92|ft]
t t

= 113 <1.[€]F +
11{u>t}5gl[€g2[§|fu]|ft] g1,g2[§|ft]
a. s.

Since f.Tg”(s,és)ds, f.T(:)SdBS and &Y,

o go1&|F] are all continuous processes,
it holds except a null N’ that

T _ T~
g [€1F) = /g”(s,@s)dsf/ OB, Vte[0,T].
t

One can easily show that (&), 4,[¢]F], 0) e CZ([0,T]) x H([0,T]; R%). Thus
the pair is the unique solution to the BSDE(&, ¢¥), namely Egv[£|Fy] =
91792[£|ft] for any t € [0 T]

Proof of Theorem 82: We first note that for any g€ ¢/, (7.7) implies that
for every £;-submartingale X, —X is an £,--supermartingale although g~
is concave (which means that £,- may not belong to £/). Hence, condition
(7) is satisfied.
Fix g€ ¢’. Clearly HJ =0. For any s,t € Dr with s <t, we can deduce
from (h1) and (h2) that
A t t t T
ngm:c’TSﬁ/ ﬁc’dsgﬁ/ ﬁh?dT:H;{tS/ h’(?“)d?"g/ h’(?“)d?“,
s s s 0

a.s., (8.96)

which implies that

T
Gy < essinf HYJ, < esssup H;’_tg/ h’(rydr, a.s.,
' 0

s,teDr;s<t ! s,tEDp;s<t
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thus (S2) holds. Since fo r)dr € L*(Fr), it follows that

esssup Hf,tELQ*#(fT)é{SEL%}"T): £>c,a.s.(hbox|forsome)ceR}=

s, tEDp;s<t

Dom(&).
We can also deduce from (8.96) that except on a null set N

T
C’%7§H§t§/ h'(r)ydr, V0<s<t<T.
0

Hence, for any v, p € So,r with v < p, a.s., we have

T
C%angf’pg/ h’(r)dr, a.s.,
0

which implies that HY &€ L>#(Fr)=Dom(&7); so we got (S1°). Moreover,
(S3) directly follows from (h3).

Next, we check that the process Y satisfies (Y1) and (4.6). By (7) and
(Y3), it holds a.s. that Cy <Y; < (y for any ¢ € Dy. The right-continuity of
the process Y then implies that except on a null set NV

Cy <Y; <y, Vtel0,T], (hbox | thus) Cy<Y,<(y, Vpe
80,7 (8.97)

Since ¢y € L?(Fr), it follows that Y, € L>#(Fr) = Dom(&") for any p € Sy, 1,
thus (Y1) holds. Moreover, for any g € ¢/, p € So,r and t € Dr, Proposition
8 (2), (8.97) and Lemma 71 (2) show that

p
Cy+e'T = Sg[Cy+C7T|ft]§€g[Yp+/ ¢ ds|F }<£[Yg|ft]_
0
17
= |e170- o] << v+ [ izlas| 7
T
< sup EgM[C’y\/(*Cy)+/ h(s)V (=c¢”)ds|Ft|, a.s.
tel0,T] 0

Taking essential supremum of &[Y,?|F] over (g, p,t) €4’ x So,r x Dr, we
can deduce from (A4) that

Cy+c¢’T< esssup 5g[ng
(g,p,t) €9’ xSo, 7 X D

ft}C’yc’T, a.s.

te[0,T]

Fi] < sup 59M{C’Y+ ﬁ/ h’
(8.98)

(s)ds
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Lemma 71 (1) implies that

T T
sup 59M|:<’y—\+—|/ —h’'(s)ds ft:| |L2(]-'T)§C(3(M+M2)T C’Y_‘+_‘/ —h’
te[0,T] 0 0
(s) d s|p2(rpn<oo.
Hence, we see from (8.98) that esssup EIYI|IF) € L2#(Fr) =

(g,p,t)EZ'XSo, 7 XD
Dom(&7), which is exactly (4.6).

Now we show that the family of processes {Y,?, t €[0,T}4c ¢ is both “4/-
uniformly-left-continuous" and “£’’-uniformly-right-continuous". For any v,
p€ So,r with v < p, as., let {pn}tnen C S, 1 be a sequence increasing a.s. to
p. For any g€ ¢/, Lemma 71 (2) implies that

& (vbox |+ B | 7] = 17| (b | 0% = ¥,
p
/hg(s)ds .7:,,}
Pn
P
<€gM|: <thX|nil>Y;’"7Y;7+/ h(s)ds ]'—V:|a a.S.,

where gM(z)§M|z|, z€R? and H'(t)éh’(t) —¢’, t€]0,T]. Taking essential
supremum of the left hand side over g € ¢ yields that

esssup Sg[<hbo><| >Y +H,fn‘.7:,,} EJYI|F|< [ (hbo><| 1>Y;)"_
geY’

P
Y, —|—/ h(s) ds .7-}}, a.s. (8.99)

Moreover, Lemma 71 (1) implies that

P
5 |: <hbo>< | >Y -— —\Y —\+—\/ —\h’(s)ds ‘7:1’:||L2(-7:T)_‘§ sup EgM_‘
Pn te[0,T]
o
H<hbox|n L A AL E
P
< C eMTMITH (hhox | l>Y =Y, |+ /h’
-
(S) d8|L2(_7:T). (8100)
Since
(ool %5 =¥ <(hbox || b = 3 bl v <2, -
n n n
}/;+<hbox|,]ll>Y;, Vn>2,
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the continuity of Y implies that lim (’(hbox| Y,, ’-1— f "R ) =
n— oo
0, a.s. It also holds for any n > 2 that
n P T
( 7 1>Y;J"_Y;J+/ h’(s)dsSS(C’y—Cy)—i—/Oh’(s)ds—c’T,

a.s.,

where the right-hand sides belongs to L*(Fr). Thus the Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem implies that

+/ h’(s)ds} {hbox |
n neN
convergestolin L*(Fr),)

which together with (8.99) and (8.100) implies that

You = Yp

n—1

(hbox|thesequen ('(c){’(hbox |

&[(hbox | Y, + HE| ] -

(hbox | t hesequence) esssup
geEY’

&Y, F.]

} {(hbox|alsoconvergestolin L*(Fr).)
neN

Then we can find a subsequence {nj}ren of N such that

g [(hbo><| >Y a.s.

lim esssup g

n— 00 geg7

+ Hpgnk |F] — Sg[ng |F)|=

Therefore, the family of process {Y'9},cg. is “4’/-uniformly-left-continuous".
The “& ’-uniform-right-continuity" of {Y9},c¢, can be shown similarly. O

Proof of Theorem 82: For any U € i{, Theorem 82 and Proposition 46
imply that ZU-0={Z? + fé hyds}te[oﬂ is an &;,-supermartingale. In light
of the Doob-Meyer Decomposition of g-expectation (see e.g. (, 7, Theorem
3.3), or (, 7, Theorem 3.9)), there exists an RCLL increasing process AU null
at 0 and a process OV € HE([0, T]; R?) such that

T T
Z?’O:ZTU’O—i-/ gU(s,@g)derA%_N,{_/ QYdB,, te[0,T]. (8.101)
t t

In what follows we will show that
Ut,w)2u(t,w, 00" @), (t.w)€[0,T]xQ

is an optimal control desired, where U°=0 denotes the null control.
Recall that 7(0) =inf{t €[0,T] | Z)=Y;}. Taking t =7(0) and t =7(0) At
respectively in (8.101) and subtracting the former from the latter yields that

7(0) 7(0)

ZE(OO)/\t ZT(O)‘*‘/ gU(Sa@g)dS‘FAlfj(o)—Ag(o)m—/ eYdB,, te
T(0)At F(O)AL

[0, 77, (8.102)
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which is equivalent to

7(0) 7(0)
Z2oyne=Z30) +/ H(s,0Y,Us) ds + AYg) — AZ g pe — / old B,
FO)AL FO)AL
tefo, 7. (8.103)
In particular, taking U = U°, we obtain
0 0 ) U° 170 uo uo () U°
Zroyat=Zr(0) T H(s,05 ,Us)ds+ A7 )= AFoyae— Os dBs,
FO)AL FO)AL
telo, 7. (8.104)

Comparing the martingale parts of (8.103) and (8.104), we see that for any
Ued,

V=0V’ dtxdP-as. (8.105)
on the stochastic interval
0,7(0)
é{(t, w) €[0,T] xQ: 0 <t <7(0) }. Plugging this back into (8.103) yields that
7(0) 7(0)
Zg(O)At:Z2(0)+/ H(s,@go,Us)derAg(O)ng(O)Mf/ @gost,
T(0)At T(0)At
te[0,T]. (8.106)

which implies that
#(0) , #(0) ,
[ Htw.6" V) ds+ Ay = M= [ Hw, 60 U) ds
T(0)At T(0)At

A0y = Aoy ne
() A

Let us define gk, (2)=K,|z|, z€ R% Note that it is not necessary that
gk, = gu for some U € 4l. For any U €, we set FtéggU[Zg(’Oo)|ft] and ftéé’gKO[—
AQ(*O) Fi], t €10, T], which are the solutions to the BSDE(Zg(’O), gu) and
BSDE(ng(*O), gK,) respectively, i.e.,

T T
r - zg(g’)Jr/ gU(s,Gs)ds—/ 0.dB,, te[0,T),
t t

T T
I, = _A2(0)+/ K, @sds—/ O.d By, t€]0,T],
t t

where ©,0 € H3([0,T]; R%). Applying Proposition 26 (5) and Corollary 25,
we obtain that for any ¢ € [0,7]

U, U, U,
Cr0) —Troyat = SgU[Zf(ooﬂff(o)] - SQU[Z‘F(OO)|f‘F(0)/\t] = Zf(O(; -
U,
ggU[ggU[Zf(OO)|ff(0)]|ft]
U, U, U,
= Zf(oo) - ggu[Zf(OO)u—t] = Zf(oo) —L, as.
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Then the continuity of processes I and ZY°° imply that

7(0)
U0 U0 LU0 U0 LU0
Ly = Z20yne = Z70) = Zroyae T e ne = Tr0) = Z70) = Zr(oyae /(O)MQU(&
#(0) ’
65)dsf/ Od B,
T(0)At
0 0 7(0) 7(0)
= - f(O)iZ‘F(O)/\t+/ H(S,@S, Us)d37/ @SdBS
7(0) At F(O) At
U U T o
= 777 =A%0) + AFoya T / [H(s,©s,Us) = H(s, 05, Uy)] d s —
-0 F(O)AL
[ (e—ean, tepT)
T(0)At

where we used (8.106) with U = U* in the last inequality. Since it holds
dt xdP —a.s. that

H(t,0,U) —H(t,0Y°, U)=H(t,0,U;) — H(t,0" u(t,0V")) <H(t,0,,U,) — H(t,
6?07 Ut)

= go(t> eta Ut) - go(ta @tUU’ Ut) < |go(t> @t> Ut) - go(t’ @1[5]07 Ut)|SK0|®t -
CI

the comparison Theorem for BSDEs (see e.g. (, 7, Theorem 35.3)) implies
that

A U,
FtZFt_Zi—(OO)/\t_A[‘T{(O)/\ta te [OaT]

In particular, when ¢ =0, we can deduce from (4.17) that
Eqre [~ A7 (0)] = Eg [27(7(0))] = Z(0).

Taking supremum of the right hand side over U € il and applying Theorem
57 with v =0, we obtain

02> &gy, [~ AZ(g)) 2 sup &, [2Y(7(0))] - Z(0) =0,
Uei
thus SgKo[—Ag(*o)] = 0. The strict monotonicity of g-expectation (see e.g.

(, 7, Proposition 2.2(iii))) then implies that Ag(*o) =0, a.s. Plugging it back
to (8.102) and using (8.105), we obtain

7(0) 7(0)
2050 = 2550+ [ anlseyas— [ eas,
T(0)At T(0)At

T T
Zg(aio + /t gu (s, 1 5<7(00Y") d s — Z 11{5<+(0);0Y"d B,

telo, T, (8.107)
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which implies that &,,.[Z5,)" |7 = ZZgas, Yt € [0, T]. Namely,
{ T(O)/\t}te (0,7] is a gy-martingale. Eventually, letting ¢t =0 in (8.106),
we can deduce from (4.17) and Theorem 57 that

-,0 U=, 0 = ™0 U
2(0)= 200 =8, [ 785, 1 =&,, Z(T(o))+/ WY ds | =&, | Yoo +
7(0) 0
/ hgfds]. {hbox| )
0

Proof of Proposition 82: Because of its linearity in z, the primary gen-
erator

go(t,w,z,u)éa_l(t,X(w)) ft, X(w),u),z V(t,w,z,u)€[0,T] x QxR x
S (8.108)
satisfies (¢g°2) and (g°4). Then (g°1) follows from the continuity of the

process { X (t)};c[o,7] as well as the measurability of the volatility o and of
the function f. Moreover, (7.15) and (7.21) imply that for a.e. t€[0,T]

|go(tvwvzl’u)7ﬁgo(tvwvz2’u)| o= _'_'ﬁ|< ( (W)) f( (W)’u)a
zo—=z )|<|o I (t, X (w))]-| f(,
X (W), u)|-|zm==z"]
< K2 |Z—Z |, VZl,ZQE]Rd,
V(w,u)eQ xS,
which shows that ¢° satisfies (g°4) with K,= K2. Clearly, ﬂ:H%([O,T];S) is

closed under the pasting in the sense of (7). Hence, we know from last section
that {&y, }y g is a stable class of g-expectations, where gy is defined in (7).

Fix U €{l. For any ¢ € L*(F), we see from (?) that

T T
EplelF) = £+/ gu<s,@s>ds—/ 0.1 B,
t
§+/T0 (SX)f(sXU)@dsf/@dBfgf
/@dBE, te (0,77,

where BY Bt fo (s,X) f(s,X,Us) ds, t€]0,T] is a Brownian Motion
with respect to Py. For any t € [0, T, taking Ey[-|F:] on both sides above
yields that

T
£, €171 = EvlE [€1F|F) = Eule| 7] — EU[ | sy ft} — Bule|F),
a.s. (8.109)
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Hence the g-expectation &£, coincides with the linear expectation Ey on
L3(Fr).
N
Clearly, the process Y ={¢(X (t)) }+¢[0,7) satisfies (Y 3) since ¢ is bounded
from below by —K. We see from (7.20) that for any ¢ € [0, T
Yi=p(X(t) < K[X(t)| < K[| X7

Taking essential supremum of Y; over ¢ € Dr yields that

+
C’yé esssupY: | < K| X|r, a.s. (8.110)
teDr

For any t € [0, T], the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (c1), (7.15) as

well as Fubini Theorem imply that
S
/ o(r, X)dB,|? <
0

E(1X 17 E{ sup |X(S)|2] §2w2+2E{ sup

s€(0,t] s€[0,t]

t
2:1:2—|—20E/ lo(s, X)|2ds
0

IN

t t
2x2+4C/ |0(8,6)|2d8+4CE/ lo(s, X) —0o(s,0)%ds
0 0

IN

T t
2x2+40/ |a(s,6)|2ds+40n2K2/ E[(IX )3 ds.
0 0
Then applying Gronwall’s inequality yields that
T
E[(IX |I7)3 < <2x2+4C’/ o (s, 6)|2ds) AT oo (8.111)
0

which together with (8.110) shows that (3 € L?(Fr), proving (7).

Next, we define a function ho(t,w,u)éh(t,X(w),u), Y (t,w,u)€[0,T] x
Q2 x S. The continuity of the process {X(t)};c[0,7] and the measurability
of the function h imply that h°is & ® &/ Z(R)-measurable. We see from

(7.21) that h° satisfies (h1). It also follows from (7.21) that for a.e. ¢ € [0,
T] and for any w € Q,

WY (w)2ho(t,w, Uy(w)) = h(t, X (), Ui(w)) < K[| X (@)]l7, VU el

Taking essential supremum of hY (w) over U € {l with respect to the product
measure space ([0, 7] x Q, &, A x P) yields that

~ A +
h(t,w)z(esssup h?(w)) <K|X(@)|r, dtxdP—as.,
Uesl

which leads to that fOTﬁ(t,w) dt<KT|X(w)||}, a.s. Hence, (8.111) implies
that [ h(t,w)dt € L*(Fr), proving (h2) for h°.
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We can apply the optimal stopping theory developed in Section 4 to the
triple ({&, } e {hY Yy ey Y) and use (8.109) to obtain (7.17). In addition,
if there exists a measurable mapping u*: [0, T] x Q2 x R%— S satisfying (7.18),
then (7) indicates that for any (t,w, 2) € [0,T] x Q x R¢

sup(g”(t,w, 2, u) + ho(tﬂ w, U)) = sup Fl(tv X(“)ﬂ 2, u) = ﬁ(tﬂ X(UJ), 2, U(t;
u€e S u€eS

X(w), 2))

= _'_‘_‘go(ta W, 2, u(t, X(w)v Z)) + ho(tv w,

u(t, X (w), 2)),
which shows that (7.14) holds for the mapping @*(t,w, z) = u*(t, X (w), 2),
(t,w,2) €[0,T] x Q@ x R Therefore, an application of Theorem 82 yields
(7.19) for some U* € 4l. O

Proof of Proposition 79: (7.24) directly follows from (, 7, Theorem 5).
To see (7.25), we set AT=T409 — 629 and AOZO8H9 — 989, then (7.22)(i)
implies that

~ ~ 1 ~
dAT, = —(g(t, ©59) — (t, 0:9)) dt + AG.d By = —/ 99 (4 Ane, +

~ 0 82
0529 AOWA dt + AOwd B,
= A@t(—atdt—i—dBt), tE[O,T],

where /= [ 22 (\A®, +©§29) d\, t €[0,T]. Since Mg([0,T]; R%) C ME([0,

T]; RY) = HE(0, T); RY), one can deduce from (7.22)(ii) that

T T 1
E/ |at|2dt§E/ ﬁ/
0 0 0

1 ~ ~
/|)\®fl’g+(1—/\)@§2’g|2d)\dt
0

N . T
%(AA@t+®,§2’g)|2dA dt§2ﬁ2T—‘r21€2E/ -
0

T
< 2H2T+§H2E/ (|0%592410%92) dt < .
0

Moreover, Doob’s martingale inequality shows that

¢
/ asd Bg|?
0

A
Thus, we can define process Q;=exp {ﬁ—% f; las|?d s+ fgasst}, tel0,T]
as well as stopping times

FE| sup

T T
§4EH/ anBS|2}ﬁ:4E/ lai?dt <oco. (8.112)
t€[0,7] 0 0

Vnéinf{te[V,T]:Qt\/|AFt|>n}/\T, VneN.

It is clear that lim =Ty, =T, a.s., and (8.112) assures that there exists a

n— oo

null set NV such that for any w € N¢ T = v, (w) for some m=m(w) € N.
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For any n € N, integrating by parts on [v, v,] yields that

Qu,AT,, ~—m=--= QAT, — / "QuAOay dt + / "QuAOM By + -
/n_‘AFtQtatdBt+_|/ nﬂQtA@tatdt

= / _‘_'(QtAGt+AFtQt at) dBt

which implies that E[Q,, AL, |=0. Thus we can find a null set N,, such that
AL, (w)(w)=0, Vwe Ny;. Eventually, for any w e {N U ( UNNn)} , we have
ne

' (w) =T 9(w) = lim TS0 (w) = lim TS0 (w) =
n—oo n—oo

Vn(w) U"(w)
T2 0(w) = €(w). (hbos o)
Proof of Proposition 81: Let {A,},cn be any sequence in Fr such that
lim —]114, =0, a.s. For any &, n€ Lﬂe'f*(]:T)ﬁ{f e L™(Fr):£>0, a.s.},

n—00
simce

E[eMé] <00 (hbox | andsince) supE[eMettlannl] < Ml Al <
nelN
%E[e”'g‘] +%E[ez’\"7|] <o

holds for each A >0, Lemma 80 implies that

0= lim E[ sup | &€ + 11, 0| F] — (€17 E51¢ + 114, 1] —

n—oo tE[O,T]

] > lim
n—oo

&[€11=0

)

thus &; satisfies (H2). Similarly, we can show that (H1) also holds for &.
Moreover, for any v € Sp 7 and & € L™ (Fr), since the process I'¢+9
belongs to C§([0, T]), one can deduce that &¢|F,] =T59 e L™+ (Fr).
Then the continuity of the process Xféé'g[ﬂf.] implies that X5+ = X5 =
E;l€|F)) € L™ H(Fr), which proves (H3). O

Proof of Theorem 82: This proof is just an application of the optimal
stopping theory developed in Section 4 to the singleton {&;}. Hence, it
suffices to check that Y satisfies (Y1), (Y2) and (4.21).

Similar to (8.97), it holds except on a null set N that
CySY}Séy, Vte|0,T], <(hbox | thus) C'ySYpSCAy, Vpe
So.r- (8.113)
Since Cy € L™¢(Fr), it holds for any p € So 7 that

B[NV < B[N =] = 2O B[erY] <00, VA0, (8.114)
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which implies that Y, € L% #(Fr) = Dom({&;}). Hence (Y1) holds.
Next, for any p € So.r and ¢t € Dy, Proposition 8 (2), (7) show that

Oy = &§[Cy |F) < EYVIF) < &Ly |F) =T < sup |19

te[0,T]

,  a.s.

Taking essential supremum of &;[Y,|F] over (p,t) € So,r x Dr yields that

Fi] < sup Ftéy"é

telo,T]

Cy < esssup  &lY, ,  a.s.

(p,t)ES()YTXDT

Since I'¢v+d ¢ Cg0,T)), or equivalently sup ny’g
te[0,T]

Fi) € L~#(Fr) =D om({&;}), which

eL™(Fr), we can

deduce that esssup &Y,
(p,t)€ESo, 7 XD
together with Remark 73 (2) proves (Y2).
Moreover, for any v, p € So, 7 with v < p, a.s. and any sequence {pp }nenC
S, ,r increasing a.s. to p, the continuity of the process Y implies that %an
converges to Y, a.s. By (7), one can deduce that

supE[exp {)\|<hbox | —)Y,,

n
neN n—1
e OYBle?MY] <00,  VA>0,

b < sup B Moul) < B[?&r=0)] =
neN

which together with (8.114) allows us to apply Lemma 80:

0= lim E[ sup
n—00 t€[0,T]

SYAEIREAAES

n
Egl(hbox | =), |Fi] — &[Yp|Fi]

}znlin;OEHSgKhboﬂ

T

}20,
mn

thus lim & HEgKhbox |, | F) — &Y F)

subsequence {ny }ren of IN such that

} =0. Then we can find a

lim [E;[(hbox|— )Y, |F,)] - &Y, F]|=0, a.s.,
n— oo Tk l ke
proving (4.21) for Y. O
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