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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 �ltered probability space (
;F ; P ;F = fFtgt2[0;T ]) satisfying the usual
assumptions, we de�ne a �ltration-consistent non-linear expectation (F -

expectation for short) with domain � as a collection of operators
n
E [�jFt]:

� 7!�t=
4
�\L0(Ft)

o
t2[0;T ]

satisfying �Monotonicity", �Time-Consistency",

�Zero-one Law" and �Translation-Invariance". This de�nition is similar to
the one proposed in hcitetjPlni. A notable example of an F -expectation is the
so-called g-expectation, introduced by hcitetjPeng-97i. A fairly large class of
convex risk measures (see e.g. hcitetjFollmer_Schied_2004i for the de�nition
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of risk measures) are g-expectations (see hcitet jCHMPi, hcitet jPlni, hcitet j
MaYao_08i and hcitetjHMPY-07i).

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

Z(0)=
4

sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

Ei[Y�+H�
ijF0]; (1.1)

in which E = fEigi2I is a stable class of F -expectations, S0;T 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 � 2S0;T , Y� belongs to �#=
4
f� 2

� j �� c; a: s:hhboxjforsomeic2Rg, where � is the common domain of the
elements in E . On the other hand, the model-dependent reward processes
fH igi2N is a family of right-continuous adapted processes with H0

i=0 that
is consistent with E . We will express the solution of this problem in terms of
the E -upper Snell envelope Z0 of Yt, the smallest RCLL F -adapted process

dominating Y such that Z i;0=
4
fZt0+Ht

igt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale for
each i2I.

The construction of the Snell envelope is not straightforward. First, for
any i2I, the conditional expectation Ei[� jF�], �2� and �2S0;T may not be
well de�ned. However, we show that t!Ei[� jFt] admits a right-continuous
modi�cation t!E~i[� jF�] for any �2�# and that E~i is itself an F -expectation
on �# such that E~i[�jF�] is well de�ned on �# for any � 2S0;T . In terms of
E~i we have that

Z(0)= sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

E~i[Y�+H�
ijF0]: (1.2)

Finding a RCLL modi�cation requires the development of an upcrossing
theorem. This theorem relies on the strict monotonicity of Ei 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!E~i[� jFt], we also
have an optional sampling theorem for right-continuous E~i-supermartingales.
Another important tool in �nding an optimal stopping time, the dominated
convergence theorem is also developed under another mild assumption.

The stability assumption we make on the family E is another essen-
tial ingredient in the construction of the Snell envelope. It guarantees that
the class E is closed under pasting : for any i; j 2 I and � 2 S0;T there
exists a k 2 I such that E~k[� jF�] = E~i

�
E~j[� jF�_�]

����F��, for any � 2 S0;T .
Under this assumption it can then be seen, for example, that the collection
of random variables

�
E~i[X(�) +H�

i¡H�
i jF�]; (i; �)2 I �S�;T

	
is directed

upwards. When the constituents of E are linear expectations, the notion
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of stability of this collection is given by (, ?, De�nition 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
i2I

E~i[� jF�] = esssup
i2I

E~i
�
esssup
i2I

E~i[� jF�]
��������F� �; a: s:; 8 �; � 2S0;Thhboxj

w i t hi� ��; a: s: (1.3)

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

When the reward t!Yt+Ht
i is �E -uniformly-left-continuous" and each

non-linear expectation in E is convex, we can �nd an optimal stopping time
��(0) for (1.1) in terms of the Snell envelope. Then we can solve the problem

sup
�2S0;T

Ei[Y�+H�
ijF0]; (1.4)

when Ei[�jFt] has among other properties strict monotonicity, lower semi-
continuity, dominated convergence theorem and the upcrossing lemma. Note
that although, esssup

i2I
E~i[�jFt] has similar properties to E~i[�jFt] (and that

might lead one to think 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 satis�es all the assumptions we ask of each Ei 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 �nd an optimal prior i�2I, i.e.,

Z(0)=Ei[Y��(0)+H��(0)
i jF0]: (1.5)

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

V (0)=
4

sup
�2S0;T

inf
i2I

Ei[Y�:+::H�
ijF0]: (1.6)
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Under the �E -uniform-right-continuity" assumption, we find an optimal
stopping time in terms of the E -lower Snell envelope. An immediate by-
product is the following minimax theorem

V (0)= inf
i2I

sup
�2S0;T

Ei[Y�:+::H�
ijF0]: (1.7)

Our paper was inspired by hcitet j Kara_Zam_2006i and hcitet j
Kara_Zam_2008i, which developed a martingale approach to solving (1.1)
and (1.6), when E is a class of linear expectations. In particular, hcitet j
Kara_Zam_2006i considered the controller-stopper problem

sup
�2S0;T

sup
U2U

Eu

�
g(X(�))+

Z
0

�

h(s;X ;Us) d s
�
; (1.8)

where X(t) = x+
R
0

t
f(s;X ; Us) d s+

R
0

t
�(s;X) dWs

U. In this problem, the
stability condition is automatically satis�ed. Here, g and h are assumed to
be bounded measurable functions. Our results on g-expectations extend
the results of hcitet j Kara_Zam_2006i from bounded rewards to rewards
satisfying linear growth. hcitetjDelbaen_2006i, hcitetjKara_Zam_2005i also
considered (1.1) when the Ei's are linear expectations. The latter paper
made a convexity 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 hcitet j
Follmer_Schied_2004i. Also see (, ?, 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 de�ne what we mean by an F -expectation E , propose some basic
hypotheses on E and discuss their implications such as Fatou's lemma, domi-
nated convergence theorem and upcrossing lemma. We show that t!E [�jFt]
admits a right-continuous modi�cation which is also an F -expectation and
satis�es Fatou's lemma and the dominated convergence theorem. This step
is essential since E [�jF�]; � 2 S0;T may not be well de�ned. 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.

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 �nd an
optimal stopping time in terms of the E -upper Snell envelope. On the other
hand, in Section 5 we solve the robust optimization problem (1.6) in terms
of the E -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 E is a certain collection of g-expectations. We see that in
this framework, our assumptions on each Ei, the stability condition and
the uniform left/right continuity conditions are naturally satis�ed. We also
determine an optimal prior i�2I satisfying (1.5). Moreover, we show how
the controller and stopper problem of hcitetjKara_Zam_2006i �ts 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

4 Section 1



optimal stopping problem for quadratic g-expectations. The proofs of our
results are presented in Section 8.

1.1 Notation
Throughout this paper, we �x a �nite time horizon T >0 and consider a com-
plete probability space (
;F ; P ) equipped with a right continuous �ltration

F=
4
fFtgt2[0;T ], not necessarily Brownian one, such that F0 is generated by

all P -null sets in F (in fact, F0 collects all measurable sets with probability 0
or 1). Let S0;T be the collection of all F -stopping times � such that 0���T ,
a.s. For any � ;�2S0;T with ���, a.s., we de�ne S�;�=

4
f�2S0;T j � � ���;

a: s:g and let S�;�F denote all �nite-valued stopping times in S�;�. We let
D=fk 2¡n j k2Z; n2Ng denote the set of all dyadic rational numbers and

set DT=
4
([0; T )\D)[fT g. For any t2 [0; T ] and n2N, we also de�ne

qn
+(t)=

4d2n te
2n

^T : (1.9)

It is clear that qn
+(t)2DT .

In what follows we let F 0 be a generic sub-�-�eld of F and let B be a
generic Banach space with norm j�jB. The following spaces of functions will
be used in the sequel.

(1) For 0� p�1, we de�ne

� Lp(F 0;B) to be the space of all B-valued, F 0-measurable random
variables � such that E(j� jB

p )<1. In particular, if p=0, L0(F 0;B)
stands for the space of allB-valued, F 0-measurable random variables;
and if p=1, L1(F 0;B) denotes the space of all B-valued, F 0-mea-

surable random variables � with k�k1=
4
esssup
!2


j�(!)jB<1.

� LF
p ([0; T ];B) to be the space of all B-valued, F -adapted processes

X such that E:
R
0

T:jXtjB
p d t <1. In particular, if p=0, LF0 ([0; T ];

B) stands for the space of all B-valued, F -adapted processes; and if
p=1, LF1([0; T ];B) denotes the space of all B-valued, F -adapted
processesX with kXk1=

4
hundersetj(t;!)2 [0;T ]�
iesssup jXt(!)jB<

1.

� CF
p ([0; T ];B)=

4fX 2LF
p ([0; T ];B): hhboxjX has continuous pathsig.

� HF
p([0;T ];B)=

4
fX 2LF

p([0;T ];B): hhboxjX ispredictablymeasurableig.
(2) For p� 1, we de�ne a Banach space

MF
p([0;T ];B)=

8<:X 2HF0([0;T ];B): kXkMp=
4
(
E

"�Z
0

T

jXsjB2 ds
�p/2#)1/p

<

1

9=;;
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and denote MF ([0; T ];B)=
4
\
p�1

MF
p([0; T ];B).

(3) We further de�ne

L:e(F ';B) =
4 f� 2L0(F ';B): E[e�j�jB]<1hhboxjf o r a l li�> 0g;

CF
e ([0; T ];B) =

4
(
X 2CF

0 ([0; T ];B): E

"
exp

�
� sup
t2[0;T ]

jXtjB
�#

<1hhbox j

f o r a l li�> 0

)
:

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

kXkMp=
4
 
E

�Z
0

T

jXsj2 d s
�p/2!1^1/p

<1: (1.10)

We note that for p�1,Mp(Rd) is a Banach space with the norm k�kMp, and
for p2 (0; 1), Mp(Rd) is a complete metric space with the distance de�ned
through (1.10). h�i
If d=1, we shall drop B=R from the above notations (e.g., LF

p ([0; T ]) =
LF
p ([0; T ];R), Lp(FT)=Lp(FT ;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 de�ne non-linear expectations on subspaces of L0(FT) satisfying
certain algebraic properties, which are listed in the de�nition below.

De�nition 1. Let DT denote the collection of all non-empty subsets � of
L0(FT) satisfying:

D 1 0; 12�;

D 2 � is closed under addition and under multiplication with indicator
random variables. Namely, for any �; � 2� and A 2FT, both � + �
and 11A � belong to �;

D 3 � is positively solid: For any �; � 2 L0(FT) with 0� � � �, a.s., if
� 2�, then � 2� as well.

Remark 2. (1) Each �2 DT is also closed under maximization � _" and
under minimization � ^": In fact, for any �; �2�, since the set f�>�g2FT,
(D2) implies that � _ �= �11f�>�g+ �11f���g2�. Similarly, � ^ � 2�;
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(2) For each �2DT, (D1)-(D3) imply that c2� for any c� 0;

(3) DT is closed under intersections: If f�igi2I is a subset of DT, then
\
i2I

�i2DT; DT is closed under unions of increasing sequences: If f�ngn2N�
DT such that �n��n+1 for any n2N, then [

n2N
�n2DT;

(4) It is clear that Lp(FT)2DT for all 0� p�1.

Definition 3. An F-consistent non-linear expectation F ¡
expectation for short is a pair E ;� in which �2DT and E denotes a family

of operators
n
E [�jFt]: � 7! �t=

4
� \ L0(Ft)

o
t2[0;T ]

satisfying the following

hypothesis for any �; � 2� and t2 [0; T ]:

(A1) �Monotonicity (positively strict)": E [� jFt]� E [� jFt], a: s. if � � �,
a.s.; Moreover, if 0� � � � a.s. and E [� jF0] = E [� jF0], then � = �,
a.s.;

(A2) �Time Consistency": E [E [� jFt]jFs]=E [� jFs], a.s. for any 0�s� t�
T;

(A3) �Zero-one Law": E [11A � jFt] =11AE [� jFt], a: s. for any A2Ft;

(A4) �Translation Invariance": E [�+ � jFt] =E [� jFt] + �, a.s. if � 2�t.

We denote the domain � by Dom(E) and de�ne

Dom�(E)=
4
Dom(E)\L0(F�); 8 � 2S0;T :

For any �; �2Dom(E) with �= �, a.s., (A1) implies that E [� jFt]=E [� jFt],
a.s. for any t2 [0; T ], which shows that the F -expectation (E , Dom(E)) is
well-de�ned. Moreover, since Dom0(E)=Dom(E)\L0(F0)�L0(F0)=R,
E [�jF0] is a real-valued function on Dom(E). In the rest of the paper, we
will substitute E [�] for E [�jF0].

Remark 4. Our de�nition of F-expectations is similar to that of FtX-con-
sistent non-linear expectations introduced in ( , ?, page 4).

Example 5. The following pairs satisfy (A1)-(A4); thus they are F-expec-
tations:
(1) (fE[�jFt]gt2[0;T ]; L1(FT)): the linear expectation E is a special F-expec-
tation with domain L1(FT);

(2) (fEg[�jFt]gt2[0;T ]; L2(FT)): the g-expectation with generator g(t; z) Lip-
schitz in z (see hcitet j Peng-97 i, hcitet j CHMPi or Subsection 7.3 of the
present paper);

(3) (fEg[�jFt]gt2[0;T ];L:e(FT)): the g-expectation with generator g(t;z) having
quadratic growth in z (see Subsection 7.4 of this paper).

F-expectations and Their Properties 7



F -expectations can alternatively be introduced in a more classical way:

Proposition 6. Let Eo: � 7!R be a mapping on some �2DT satisfying:
a 1 For any �; � 2� with � � �, a: s., we have Eo[�]�Eo[�]. Moreover, if
Eo[�] = Eo[�], then �= �, a: s.;

a2 For any �2� and t2 [0;T ], there exists a unique random variable �t2�t
such that Eo[11A �+ 
] = Eo[11A �t+ 
] holds for any A2Ft and 
 2�t.

Then fEo[� jFt]=
4
�t; � 2�gt2[0;T ] de�nes an F-expectation with domain �.

Remark 7. For a mapping Eo on some �2DT satisfying (a1) and (a2), the
implied operator Eo[�jF0] is also from � to R, which, however, may not equal
to Eo. In fact, one can only deduce that Eo[�] = Eo[Eo[� jF0]] for any � 2�.

From now on, when we say an F -expectation E , we will refer to the pair
(E ; D o m(E)). Besides (A1)-(A4), the F -expectation E has the following
properties:

Proposition 8. For any �; � 2Dom(E) and t2 [0; T ], we have
(1) �Local Property": E [11A �+11Ac� jFt]=11AE [� jFt]+11AcE [� jFt], a.s.
for any A2Ft;
(2) �Constant-Preserving": E [� jFt] = �, a.s. if � 2Domt(E);
(3) �Comparison": Let �; � 2L0(F�) for some � 2S0;T. If � � c, a.s. for
some c2R, then � � (hhbox jo ri=) �, a.s. if and only if E [11A �]� (hhbox j
o ri=) E [11A �] for all A2F�.

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

Dom+(E)=4f� 2Dom(E): � �0; a: s:g; Dom#(E)=4f�2Dom(E): �� c;
a: s:hhboxj f o r s omeic= c(�)2Rg: (2.1)

Remark 9. The restrictions of E on Dom+(E) and on Dom#(E), namely
(E ;Dom+(E)) and (E ;Dom#(E)) respectively, are both F-expectations: To
see this, �rst note that Dom+(E) and Dom#(E) both belong to DT. For any
t2 [0; T ], (A1) and Proposition 8 (2) imply that for any � 2Dom#(E)

E [� jFt]�E [c(�)jFt] = c(�); a: s:; hhbox jt h u si E [� jFt]2Dom#(E);

which shows that E [�jFt] maps D om#(E) into D om#(E)\ L0(Ft). Then
it is easy to check that the restriction of E = fE [�jFt]gt2[0;T ] on Dom#(E)
satis�es (A1) to (A4), thus it is an F-expectation. Similarly, (E ;Dom+(E))
is also an F-expectation. Moreover, the restrictions of E on Dom¡(E)=

4
f�2

Dom(E) j � � 0; a: s:g and on Dom\(E)=
4f� 2Dom(E) j � � c; a: s:hhbox j

f o r s omeic= c(�)2Rg are F-expectations as well. h�i
We should remark that restricting E on any subset �0 of Dom(E), with

�02DT, may not result in an F-expectation, i.e. (E ;�0) may not be an F-
expectation.

8 Section 2



De�nition 10. (1) An F-adapted process X = fXtgt2[0;T ] is called an �E-
process" if Xt2Dom(E) for any t2 [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 [XtjFs]� (hhbox jr e s p:i =; �)Xs,
a.s.

Given a � 2 S0;TF taking values in a �nite set ft1< ���< tng, if X is an
E-process, (D2) implies that X�=

P
i=1
n 11f�=tigXti2Dom(E), thus X� 2

Dom�(E). Since
n
Xt
�=
4
E [� jFt]

o
t2[0;T ]

is an E-process for any �2Dom(E),

we can de�ne an operator E [�jF�] from Dom(E) to Dom�(E) by

E [� jF�]=
4
X�
�; hhboxjf o r a n yi � 2Dom(E);

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

Proposition 11. (Optional Sampling Theorem) Let X be an E-super-
martingale (resp. E-martingale, E-submartingale). Then for any �; �2S0;TF ,
E [X� jF�]� (hhbox jr e s p:i =; �)X�^�, a.s.

In particular, applying Proposition 11 to each E -martingale
fE [� jFt]gt2[0;T ], in which � 2Dom(E), yields the following result.

Corollary 12. For any � 2 D o m(E) and � ; � 2 S0;TF , E [E [� jF�]jF�] =
E [� jF�^�], a.s.

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

E [�jF�] inherits other properties of E [�jFt] as well:

Proposition 14. For any �; � 2Dom(E) and � 2S0;TF , it holds that

(1) �Monotonicity (positively strict)": E [� jF�]�E [� jF�], a: s. if � � �,
a: s.; Moreover, if 0� � � �, a.s. and E [� jF�] = E [� jF�], a: s. for
some � 2S0;TF , then �= �, a: s.;

(2) �Zero-one Law": E [11A � jF�] =11AE [� jF�], a.s. for any A2F�;

(3) ``Translation Invariance": E [� + � jF�] = E [� jF�] + �, a.s. if � 2
Dom�(E);

(4) �Local Property": E [11A � + 11Ac � jF�] = 11AE [� jF�] + 11AcE [� jF�],
a: s. for any A2F�;

(5) �Constant-Preserving": E [� jF�] = �, a: s., hhbox jif i � 2Dom�(E).

We make the following basic hypotheses on the F -expectation E . These
hypotheses will be essential in developing Fatou's lemma, the Dominated
Convergence Theorem and the Upcrossing Theorem.

F-expectations and Their Properties 9



Hypotheses

(H0) For any A2FT with P (A)> 0, we have lim
n!1

E [n11A] =1;

(H1) For any �2Dom+(E) and any fAngn2N�FT with lim
n!1

:"11An=1,
a.s., we have lim

n!1
:"E [11An �] =E [�];

(H2) For any �; �2Dom+(E) and any fAngn2N�FT with lim
n!1

:#11An=
0, a.s., we have lim

n!1
:#E [�+11An �] = E [�].

Remark 15. The linear expectation E on L1(FT) clearly satis�es (H0)-
(H2). We will show that Lipschitz and quadratic g-expectations also satisfy
(H0)-(H2) in Propositions 72 and 81 respectively.

The F -expectation E satis�es 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 f�ngn2N�D om+(E) converges a.s. to some
� 2Dom+(E), then for any � 2S0;TF , we have

E [� jF�]� liminf
n!1

E [�njF�]; a: s:; (2.2)

where the right hand side of ( 2.2) could be equal to in�nity 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 f�ngn2N � L1(FT) that converges
a.s. to some � 2 L0(FT), if liminf

n!1
E[�n] <1, then � 2 L1(FT ). How-

ever, this statement may not be the case for an arbitrary F-expectation.
That is, liminf

n!1
E [�n] <1 may not imply that � 2 D o m+(E) given that

f�ngn2N �D o m+(E) is a sequence convergent a.s. to some � 2 L0(FT).
SeeExample74foracounterexample inthecaseofaLipsch i tzg¡
expectation.

Theorem 18. (Dominated Convergence Theorem) Assume (H1) and (H2)
hold. Let f�ngn2N be a sequence in Dom+(E) that converges a.s. If there
is an � 2Dom+(E) such that �n� � a.s. for any n2N, then the limit � of
f�ngn2N belongs to Dom+(E), and for any � 2S0;TF , we have

lim
n!1

E [�njF�] = E [� jF�]; a: s:

Next, we will derive an Upcrossing Theorem for E-supermartingales,
which is crucial in obtaining an RCLL (right-continuous, with limits from
the left) modi�cation for the process fE [� jFt]gt2[0;T ] as long as �2Dom(E)
is bounded from below. Obtaining a right continuous modi�cation is crucial,
since otherwise the conditional expectation E [� jF�] may not be well de�ned
for any � 2S0;T .
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Let us �rst recall what the �number of upcrossings" is: Given a real-
valued process fXtgt2[0;T ] and two real numbers a<b, for any �nite subset
F of [0; T ], we can de�ne the �number of upcrossings" UF(a; b;X(!)) of the
interval [a; b] by the sample path fXt(!)gt2F as follows: Set �0=¡1, and
for any j=1; 2; ��� we recursively de�ne

�2j¡1(!) =
4

min ft2F : t > �2j¡2(!); Xt(!)<ag^T 2S0;TF ;

�2j(!) =
4

min ft2F : t > �2j¡1(!); Xt(!)>bg^T 2S0;TF ;

with the convention that min;=1. Then UF(a; b;X(!)) is de�ned to be the
largest integer j for which �2j(!)<T . If I� [0;T ] is not a �nite set, we de�ne

UI(a; b;X(!))=
4
sup fUF(a; b;X(!)): F hhboxji s a f i n i t e s u b s e t o fiIg:

It will be convenient to introduce a subcollection of DT

D~T=
4f�2DT : R��g:

Clearly, D~T contains all Lp(FT), 0� p�1. In particular, L1(FT) is the
smallest element of D~T in the following sense:

Lemma 19. For each �2D~T, L1(FT)��.

Proof: For any � 2 L1(FT), we have ¡k�k1; 2k�k1 2R� �. Since 0�
�+k�k1�2k�k1, a.s., (D3) implies that �+k�k12�. Then we can deduce
from (D2) that �=(�+ k�k1)+ (¡k�k1)2�. �

For any F -adapted process X, we de�ne its right-limit process by

Xt
+=
4
liminf
n!1

Xqn
+(t); hhboxjf o r a n yit2 [0; T ];

where qn
+(t) is de�ned in (1.9). Since the �ltration F is right-continuous, we

see that X+ is an F -adapted process.
It is now the time to present our Upcrossing Theorem for E-supermartin-

gales.

Theorem 20. (Upcrossing Theorem) Assume that (H0), (H1) hold and
that D om(E) 2 D~T. For any E-supermartingale X, we assume either that
XT � c, a.s. for some c2R or that the operator E [�] is concave: For any �;
� 2Dom(E)

E [��+(1¡�) �]��E [�] + (1¡�)E [�]; 8�2 (0; 1): (2.3)

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

P
�
Xt
+= lim

n!1
Xqn

+(t)hhboxjf o r a n yit2 [0; T ]
�
=1: (2.4)

As a result, X+ is an RCLL process.
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In the rest of this section, we assume that the F -expectation E satis�es
(H0)-(H2) and that D om(E) 2 D~T . 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

t2DT
Xt 2 D o m+(E) or that for any sequence f�ngn2N �

Dom+(E) convergent a.s. to some � 2L0(FT),

hhboxjliminf
n!1

E [�n]<1 implies � 2Dom+(E):i (2.5)

Then for any � 2S0;T, X�
+ belongs to Dom+(E);

(2) If Xt
+ 2D om+(E) for any t 2 [0; T ], then X+ is an RCLL E-super-

martingale such that for any t2 [0; T ], Xt
+�Xt, a.s.;

(3) Moreover, if the function t 7!E [Xt] from [0; T ] to R is right continuous,
then X+ is an RCLL modi�cation of X. Conversely, if X has a right-con-
tinuous modi�cation, then the function t 7! E [Xt] is right continuous.

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

(H3) For any � 2Dom+(E) and � 2S0;T , X�
�;+2Dom+(E).

In light of Proposition 21 (1), (H3) holds if esssup
t2DT

E [� jFt]2Dom+(E) or if
E satis�es (2.5).

For each � 2D o m#(E), we de�ne � 0=
4
� ¡ c(�) 2D o m+(E). Clearly

X� 0=
4
fE [� 0jFt]gt2[0;T ] is a non-negative E-martingale. By (A2), E [Xt

� 0] =
E [E [� 0jFt]]=E [� 0] for any t2 [0;T ], which means that t 7!E [Xt

� 0] is continuous
function on [0; T ]. Thanks to Proposition 21 (2) and (H3), the process
Xt
� 0;+=

4
liminf
n!1

X
qn
+(t)

� 0 , t2 [0; T ] is an RCLL modi�cation of X � 0. Then for any

� 2S0;T , we de�ne

E~[� jF�]=
4
X�
�';+:+c(�) (2.6)

as the conditional F -expectation of � at the stopping time � 2S0;T . Since
we have assumed Dom(E)2D~T , Lemma 19, (H3), (D2) as well as the non-
negativity of X�

� 0;+ imply that

E~[� jF�]2Dom#(E); (2.7)

which shows that E~[�jF�] is an operator from D o m#(E ) to
Dom�

#(E)=4Dom#(E)\L0(F�). In fact, fE~[�jFt]gt2[0;T ] de�nes a F -expec-
tation on Dom#(E), as the next result shows.

Proposition 22. For any � 2D om#(E), E~[� jF�] is an RCLL modi�ca-
tion of E [� jF�]. fE~[�jFt]gt2[0;T ] is an F-expectation with domain Dom(E~)=
D o m#(E) 2 D~T and satisfying (H0)-(H2); thus all preceding results are
applicable to E~.
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Proof: As Dom(E)2D~T is assumed, we see that Dom#(E) also belongs to
D~T . Fix � 2Dom#(E). Since X� 0;+ is an RCLL modi�cation of X� 0, (A4)
implies that for any t2 [0; T ]

E~[� jFt] = Xt
� ';+:+c(�) = E [� 'jFt] + c(�) = E [� ' + c(�)jFt] = E [� jFt];

a: s: (2.8)

Thus E~[� jF�] is actually an RCLL modi�cation of E [� jF�]. Then it is easy to
show that the pair (E~; D om#(E)) satis�es (A1)-(A4) and (H0)-(H2); thus
it is an F -expectation. �

We restate Proposition 22 with respect to E~ for future use.

Corollary 23. Let X be an E~-supermartingale such that essinf
t2[0;T ]

Xt� c, a.s.
for some c2R.
(1) If esssup

t2DT
Xt2Dom#(E) or if ( 2.5) holds, then X�

+ belongs to Dom#(E)

for any � 2S0;T;

(2) If Xt
+ 2D om#(E) for any t 2 [0; T ], then X+ is an RCLL E~-super-

martingale such that for any t2 [0; T ], Xt
+�Xt, a.s.

(3) Moreover, if the function t 7!E~[Xt] from [0; T ] to R is right continuous,
then X+ is an RCLL modi�cation of X. Conversely, if X has a right-con-
tinuous modi�cation, then the function t 7! E~[Xt] is right continuous.

The next result is the Optional Sampling Theorem of E~ for the stopping
times in S0;T .

Theorem 24. (Optional Sampling Theorem 2) Let X be a right-continuous E~-
supermartingale (resp. E~-martingale, E~-submartingale) such that essinf

t2DT
Xt�

c, a.s. for some c 2R. If X� 2D om#(E) for any � 2 S0;T, then for any
�; � 2S0;T, we have

E~[X� jF�]� (hhbox jr e s p:i =; �)X�^�; a: s:

Using the Optional Sampling Theorem, we are able to extend Corollary 23
and Proposition 14 to the operators E~[�jF�], � 2S0;T .

Corollary 25. For any � 2Dom#(E) and �; � 2S0;T, we have

E~[E~[� jF�]jF�] = E~[� jF�^�]; a: s: (2.9)

Proof: Since (E~;Dom#(E)) is an F -expectation by Proposition 22, for any

� 2Dom#(E), (A2) implies that the RCLL process X~ �=
4fE~[� jFt]gt2[0;T ] is

an E~-martingale. For any t2 [0; T ], (2.8) and Proposition 8 (2) show that

X~t
�= E~[� jFt]�E~[c(�)jFt] = E [c(�)jFt] = c(�); a: s:;

F-expectations and Their Properties 13



which implies that essinf
t2[0;T ]

X~t
�� c(�), a.s. Then (?) and Theorem 24 give rise

to (?). �

Proposition 26. For any �; � 2Dom#(E) and � 2S0;T, it holds that

(1) �Strict Monotonicity": E~[� jF�]�E~[� jF�], a: s. if � � �, a: s.; More-
over, if E~[� jF�] = E~[� jF�], a: s. for some � 2S0;T, then �= �, a: s.;

(2) �Zero-one Law": E~[11A � jF�] =11AE~[� jF�], a.s. for any A2F�;

(3) ``Translation Invariance": E~[� + � jF�] = E~[� jF�] + �, a.s. if � 2
Dom�

#(E);
(4) �Local Property": E~[11A � + 11Ac � jF�] = 11AE~[� jF�] + 11AcE~[� jF�],

a: s. for any A2F�;
(5) �Constant-Preserving": E~[� jF�] = �, a: s., if � 2Dom�

#(E).

Remark 27. Corollary 25, Proposition 26 (2) and ( 2.8) imply that for
any � 2Dom#(E) and � 2S0;T,

E [11A�]=E~[11A�]=E~[E~[11A � jF�]]=E~[11AE~[� jF�]]=E [11AE~[� jF�]]; 8A2
F�: (2.10)

In light of Proposition 8 (3), E~[� jF�] is the unique element (up to a P-null
set) in Dom�

#(E) that makes ( 2.10) hold. Therefore, we see that the random
variable E~[� jF�] de�ned by ( ?) is exactly the conditional F-expectation of �
at the stopping time � 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~[�jF�], � 2S0;T .

Proposition 28. (Fatou's Lemma 2) Let f�ngn2N be a sequence in
Dom#(E) that converges a.s. to some �2Dom#(E) and satis�es essinf

n2N
�n�

c, a.s. for some c2R, then for any � 2S0;T, we have

E~[� jF�]� liminf
n!1

E~[�njF�]; a: s:; (2.11)

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

Proposition 29. (Dominated Convergence Theorem 2) Let f�ngn2N be a
sequence in D om#(E) that converges a.s. and that satis�es essinf

n2N
�n� c,

a.s. for some c 2R. If there is an � 2Dom#(E) such that �n� � a.s. for
any n2N, then the limit � of f�ngn2N belongs to Dom#(E) and for any
� 2S0;T, we have

lim
n!1

E~[�njF�] = E~[� jF�]; a: s: (2.12)
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Proof of Propositions 28 and 29: In the proofs of Theorem 16 and
Theorem 18, we only need to replace f�ngn2N and E [�jFt] by f�n¡ cgn2N
and E~[�jF�] respectively. Instead of (A1), (A3) and (A4), we apply Propo-
sition 26 (1)-(3). Moreover, since (A2) is only used on D om+(E) 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). �

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:

De�nition 30. An F-expectation E is called �positively-convex" if for any
�; � 2Dom+(E), �2 (0; 1) and t2 [0; T ]

E [��+(1¡�) � jFt]��E [� jFt] + (1¡�)E [� jFt]; a: s:

Lemma 31. Any positively-convex F-expectation satis�es (H0). Moreover,
an F-expectation E is positively-convex if and only if the implied F-expecta-
tion (E~; D om#(E)) is convex, i.e., for any �; � 2Dom#(E), �2 (0; 1) and
t2 [0; T ]

E~[��+(1¡�) � jFt]��E~[� jFt] + (1¡�)E~[� jFt]; a: s: (3.1)

Proposition 32. Let Ei; Ej be two F-expectations with the same domain
�2D~T and satisfying (H1)-(H3). For any � 2S0;T, we de�ne the pasting of
Ei; Ej at the stopping time � to be the following RCLL F-adapted process

Ei;j� [� jFt]=
4
11f��tgE~j[� jFt] +11f�>tgE~i

�
E~j[� jF�]

����Ft�; 8 t2 [0; T ] (3.2)

for any � 2�#= f� 2�: � � c; a: s:hhbox j f o r s om eic= c(�)2Rg. Then
Ei;j� is an F-expectation with domain �#2D~T and satisfying (H1) and (H2).
Moreover, if Ei and Ej are both positively-convex, Ei;j� is convex in the sense
of ( ?).
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In particular, for any � 2S0;T , applying Proposition 26 (4) and (5), we
obtain

Ei;j� [� jF�] ::= ::11f���gE~j[� jF�] + 11f�>�gE~i
�
E~j[� jF�]

����F�� =

11f���gE~i
�
E~j[� jF�]

����F��+11f�>�gE~i�E~j[� jF�]����F��
::= ::E~i

�
11f���gE~j[� jF�] + 11f�>�gE~j[� jF�]

����F�� =

E~i
�
E~j[� jF�_�]

����F��; a: s:; (3.3)

where we used the fact that f� >�g2F�^� thanks to (, ?, Lemma 1.2.16).

Remark 33. Pasting may not preserve (H0). From now on, we will replace
the (H0) 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 in�mum over the class can be approximated by
an increasing or decreasing sequence in the class.

De�nition 34. A class E =fEigi2I of F-expectations is said to be �stable" if
(1) All Ei; i2I are positively-convex F-expectations with the same domain
�2D~T and they satisfy H 1-H 3;

(2) E is closed under pasting: namely, for any i; j 2I, � 2S0;T, there exists
a k= k(i; j ; �)2I such that Ei;j� coincides with E~k on �#.

We shall denote Dom(E )=
4
�#, thus Dom(E )=Dom#(Ei)2D~T for any

i2I. Moreover, if E 0= fEigi2I 0 satis�es (2) for some non-empty subset I 0
of I, then we call E 0 a stable subclass of E , clearly Dom(E 0)=Dom(E ).

Remark 35. The notion of �pasting" for linear expectations was given by
( , ?, De�nition 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 ( , ?, De�nition 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 hcitetj
Delbaen_2006 i and hcitetjBion_2009 i for details).

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

to P, then EP=
4
fEQgQ2P is a stable class of linear expectations; see ( , ?,

Proposition 6.45).
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(2) Consider a collection U of admissible control processes. For any U 2
U, let PU be the equivalent probability measure de�ned via ( , ?, (5)) (or

( , ?, (2.5))), then EU=
4
fEPUgU2U is a stable class of linear expectations; see

Subsection 7.3 of the present paper.

(3) For any M > 0, a family EM of convex Lipschitz g-expectations with
Lipschitz coe�cient Kg�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(E ) of a stable class E .

Lemma 37. Given a stable class E of F-expectations, a random variable
� belongs to D om(E ) if and only if c � � � �, a.s. for some c 2R and
� 2Dom(E ).

Proof: Consider a random variable �. If � 2Dom(E ), since D om(E ) =
Dom#(Ei) for any i2I, we know that there exists a c= c(�)2R such that
� � c(�), a.s.

On the other hand, if c� � � �, a.s. for some c2R and �2Dom(E ), it
follows that 0� �¡c� �¡c, a.s. SinceDom(E )2D~T , we see that¡c;c2R�
Dom(E ). Then (D2) shows that �¡c2Dom(E ) and thus (D3) implies that
�¡c2Dom(E ), which further leads to that �=(�¡c)+c2Dom(E ) thanks
to (D2) again. � Moreover, for any � 2L1(FT), since ¡k�k1� ��k�k1,
a.s. and since k�k12R�Dom(E ), we see from the above argument that
� 2Dom(E ). Hence L1(FT)�Dom(E ), proving the lemma. � h�i

We end this section by reviewing some basic properties of the essential
supremum and essential in�mum (for their de�nitions, see e.g. (, ?, Propo-
sition VI-11-1), or (, ?, Theorem A.32)).

Lemma 38. Let f�jgj2J and f�jgj2J be two families of random variables
of L0(F) with the same index set J.
(1) If �j � (=) �j, a.s. for any j 2J, then esssup

j2J
�j� (=) esssup

j2J
�j, a.s.

(2) For any A2F, it holds a.s. that esssup
j2J

(11A�j+11Ac�j)=11Aesssup
j2J

�j+

11Acesssup
j2J

�j; In particular, esssup
j2J

(11A �j)=11Aesssup
j2J

�j, a.s.

(3) For any random variable 
2L0(F) and any �>0, we have esssup
j2J

(��j+


)=� esssup
j2J

�j+ 
, a.s.

Moreover, (1)-(3) hold when we replace esssup
j2J

by essinf
j2J

.
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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 �� that
satis�es

sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

Ei[Y�+H�
i] = sup

i2I
Ei[Y� +H�

i]; (4.1)

where E =fEigi2I is a stable class of F -expectations, Y is a primary reward
process and H i is a model -dependent cumulative reward process. (We will
outline the assumptions on the reward processes below.) To �nd an optimal
stopping time, we shall build a so-called �E -upper Snell envelope", which we
will denote by Z0, of the reward process Y . Namely, Z0 is the smallest RCLL
F -adapted process dominating Y such that Z0+H i is an E~i-supermartingale
for any i2I. We will show under certain assumptions that the �rst time Z0

meets Y is an optimal stopping time for (4.1).
We start by making some assumptions on the reward processes: Let

E = fEigi2I be a stable class of F -expectations accompanied by a family

H =
4fH igi2I of right-continuous F -adapted processes that satis�es

(S1) For any i2I, H0
i=0, a.s. and

H�;�
i =
4
H�
i¡H�

i 2Dom(E ); 8 �; �2S0;Thhboxjw i t h� � �; a: s:i (4.2)

Moreover, if no member of E satis�es (2.5), we assume that there exists
a j 2I such that

� j=
4

esssup
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
j 2Dom(E ): (4.3)

(S2) There exists a CH<0 such that for any i2I, essinf
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
i �CH, a.s.

(S3) For any � 2S0;T and i; j 2I, it holds for any 0� s< t�T that Hs;t
k =

H�^s;�^t
i +H�_s;�_t

j , a.s., where k = k(i; j ; �) 2 I is the index de�ned in
De�nition 34 (2).

Remark 39. (1) For any i2 I, (S2) and the right-continuity of H i imply
that except on a null set N(i)

Hs;t
i �CH ; hhbox j f o r a n yi 0� s < t � T ; hhbox j t h u si H�;�

i �CH ;

8 � ; �2S0;Thhbox jw i t h� � �; a: s:i (4.4)

(2) If ( ?) is assumed for some j2I, we can deduce from the right-continuity
of H j and ( ?) that except on a null set N

CH�Hs;t
j � � j ; hhboxjforanyi 0�s<t�T ; hhboxjthusi CH�H�;�

j � � j ;
8 � ; �2S0;Thhbox jw i t h� � �; a: s:i
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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 i, H j and Hk are all right-continuous processes, (S3) is equiva-
lent to the statement that a.s.

Hs;t
k =H�^s;�^t

i +H�_s;�_t
j ; 8 0� s< t�T : (4.5)

Now we give an example of H .

Lemma 40. Let fhigi2I be a family of progressive processes satisfying the
following assumptions:
(h1) For any i 2 I and �; � 2 S0;T with � � �, a.s.,

R
�

�
ht
i d t 2D om(E ).

Moreover, if no member of E satis�es

( 4.3), we assume that there exists a j2I such that
R
0

T jht
j j dt2Dom(E ).

(h2) There exists a c< 0 such that for any i2I, hti� c, d t� dP ¡a:s:

(h3) For any � 2 S0;T and i; j 2 I, it holds for any t 2 [0; T ] that htk =
11f��tght

j+11f�>tghti, d t� dP ¡a:s:, where

k= k(i; j ; �)2I is the index de�ned in De�nition 34 (2).

Then
n
Ht
i=
4R

0

t
hs
i ds; t2 [0; T ]

o
i2I

is a family of right-continuous F-adapted

processes satisfying (S1)-(S3).

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

(Y1) For any � 2S0;T , Y� 2Dom(E ).

(Y2) sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

Ei[Y�i] <1, where Y i=
4fYt +Ht

igt2[0;T ]. Moreover, if no

member of E satis�es (4.3), then we

assume that

�Y=
4

esssup
(i;�;t)2I�S0;T�DT

E~i[Y�ijFt]2Dom(E ): (4.6)

(Y3) essinf
t2DT

Yt�CY , a.s. for some CY < 0.

Remark 41. (1) For any i2I, (A4) and ( 2.8) imply that Ei satis�es ( 4.3)
if and only if E~i satis�es the following: Let f�ngn2N�Dom(E ) be a sequence
converging a.s. to some � 2 L0(FT). If inf

n2N
�n � c, a.s. for some c 2R,

then liminf
n!1

E~i[�n]<1 implies � 2Dom(E ). The proof of this equivalence is

similar to that of Corollary 25.
(2) It is clear that ( 4.6) implies sup

(i;�)2I�S0;T
Ei[Y�i]<1.
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(3) In light of (Y3) and the right-continuity of Y, it holds except on a null
set N that

Yt�CY ; 8 t2 [0; T ]; hhbox jt h u si Y� �CY ; 8 � 2S0;T : (4.7)

Then for any i2I, Remark 41 (1) implies that except on a null set N~(i)

Y�
i=Y�+H�

i �C=4CY +CH ; 8 � 2S0;T : (4.8)

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

Lemma 42. Let � 2S0;T and U be a non-empty subset of S�;T such that

�111A+ �211Ac2U ; 8 �1; �22U ; 8A2F�:

Let fX(�)g�2U �Dom(E ) be a family of random variables, indexed by �,
such that for any �; �2U ; 11f�=�gX(�)=11f�=�gX(�), a.s., then for any
stable subclass E 0= fEigi2I 0 of E , there exist two sequences f(in; �n)gn2N
and f(in0 ; �n0 )gn2N in I 0�U such that

esssup
(i;�)2I'�U

E~i[X(�)+H�;�
i jF�] :::= ::: lim

n!1
::"E~in[X(�n) + H�;�n

in jF�];
a: s:; (4.9)

essinf
(i;�)2I'�U

E~i[X(�)+H�;�
i jF�] :::= ::: lim

n!1
::#E~i'n[X (� 'n) +

H�;�'n
i'n jF�]; a: s: (4.10)

For any � 2S0;T and i2I, let us de�ne

Z(�)=
4

esssup
(i;�)2I�S�;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]2F� hhboxjan di Z i(�)=

4
Z(�)+H�

i:

Clearly, taking �= � above yields that

Y� �Z(�); a: s: (4.11)

The following two Lemmas give the bounds on Z(�), Z i(�), i2I, and show
that they all belong to Dom(E ).

Lemma 43. For any � 2S0;T and i2I

Z(�)�C hhbox jan di Z i(�)�CY +2CH ; a: s: (4.12)

Moreover, if no member of E satis�es ( 4.3), then we further have

Z(�)� �Y ¡CH hhboxjan di Z i(�)� �Y ¡CH+H�
i ; a: s:; (4.13)

where �Y ¡CH and �Y ¡CH+H�
i both belong to Dom(E ).

Lemma 44. For any � 2 S0;T and i 2 I, both Z(�) and Z i(�) belong to
Dom(E ).
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In the next two propositions, we will see that the F -adapted process
fZ(t)gt2[0;T ] has an RCLL modi�cation Z0, and that both fZ i(t)gt2[0;T ]
and Z i;0=

4
fZt0+Ht

igt2[0;T ] are E~i-supermartingales for any i2I.

Proposition 45. For any �; � 2S0;T and 
 2S�;T, we have

Z(�) = Z(�); a: s:hhbox jo n if� =�g; (4.14)
esssup
i2I

E~i[Z(
)+H�;

i jF�] = ::: esssup

(i;�)2I�S
;T
E~i[Y� + H�;�

i jF�] � Z(�);

a: s: (4.15)

Proposition 46. Given i2I, for any � ; �2S0;T with � � �, a.s., we have

E~i[Z i(�)jF�]�Z i(�); a: s: (4.16)

In particular, fZ i(t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale. Moreover, the process

fZ(t)gt2[0;T ] admits an RCLL modi�cation Z0. The process Z i;0=
4fZt0 +

Ht
igt2[0;T ] is also an E~i-supermartingale.

We call Z0 the �E -upper Snell envelope" of the reward process Y . From
(4.11) and their right-continuity, we see that Z0 dominates Y in the following
sense:

De�nition 47. We say that process X �dominates" process X 0 if P (Xt�Xt
0;

8 t2 [0; T ]) =1.

Remark 48. (1) If X dominates X 0, then X� �X�
0, a.s. for any � 2S0;T.

(2) Let X and X 0 be two right-continuous F-adapted processes. If P (Xt�
Xt
0)=1 holds for all t in a countable dense subset of [0;T ], then X dominates

X 0.

The following Proposition demonstrates that Z0 is the smallest RCLL
F -adapted process dominating Y such that Z i;0 is an E~i-supermartingale
for any i2I.

Proposition 49. The process Z0 dominates the process Y. Moreover, for
any � 2S0;T and i2I, we have Z�0; Z�

i;02Dom(E ) and

Z�
0=Z(�); Z�

i;0=Z i(�); a: s: (4.17)

Furthermore, if X is another RCLL F-adapted process dominating Y such
that X i=

4
fXt+Ht

igt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale for any i2I, then X also
dominates Z0.

As a consequence of Proposition 49 and (?), we have for any � 2S0;T and
i2I that

Z�
0�C; Z�

i;0�CY +2CH ; a: s: (4.18)

Optimal Stopping with Multiple Priors 21



Remark 50. If fXtgt2[0;T ) is a càdlàg E-supermartingale satisfying

P fXt�Ytg=1; 8 t2 [0; T );

then it is still true that X dominates Z0.

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

De�nition 51. A stopping time ��2S0;T is called an �E -optimal" stopping
time for the cooperative game if

sup
i2I
E~i[Y�i] =Z(0)= sup

(i;�)2I�S0;T
::E~i[Y�i]:

h�i
In what follows, we �rst give approximately optimal stopping times. This

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

De�nition 52. For any � 2 (0; 1) and � 2S0;T, we de�ne

��(�)=
4
inf ft 2 [� ; T ]: Yt � �Zt

0 + (1 ¡ �) (CY +
2CH)g^T 2S�;T

herror jcompound hbox i J�(�)=
4
esssup
i2I

E~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�]:

Remark 53. (1) For any �2 (0;1) and �2S0;T, the right-continuity of Y and
Z0 implies that f��(t)gt2[0;T ] is also a right-continuous process. Moreover,
since ZT0 =Z(T )= YT, a.s., we can deduce from (Y3) that YT >�ZT

0 + (1¡
�) (CY +2CH). Then the right-continuity of processes Y and Z0 implies that

Y��(�)� �Z��(�)
0 +(1¡ �) (CY +2CH); a: s:

(2) For any � 2S0;T, we can deduce from (4.17) and ( 4.15) that

J�(�) = esssup
i2I

E~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�] = esssup
i2I

E~i[Z(��(�)) + H�;��(�)
i jF�] �

Z(�)=Z�
0; a: s: (4.19)

The following two results show that for any � 2 (0; 1), the family
fJ�(�)g�2S0;T possesses similar properties to fZ(�)g�2S0;T .

Lemma 54. For any �2 (0;1) and � 2S0;T, we have J�(�)2Dom(E ). And
for any � 2S0;T, J�(�)=J�(�), a.s. on f� =�g.

Proposition 55. Given � 2 (0; 1), the followings statements hold:
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(1) For any i2I, fJ�i(t)=
4
J�(t)+Ht

igt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale;

(2) fJ�(t)gt2[0;T ] admits an RCLL modi�cation J�;0 such that the process

J�;i;0=
4
fJt

�;0+Ht
igt2[0;T ] is an

E~i-supermartingale for each i2I;
(3) For any � 2S0;T, J�

�;02Dom(E ) and J�
�;0=J�(�), a.s.

Fix � 2S0;T . The right continuity of Z0 and (?) imply that the stopping
times ��(�) are increasing in �. Therefore, we can de�ne the limiting stopping
time

��(�)=
4
lim
�%1

��(�): (4.20)

To show that ��(0)2S0;T is an optimal stopping time for (4.1), we need the
family of processes fY igi2I to be uniformly continuous from the left over
the stable class E .

De�nition 56. The family fY igi2I is called �E -uniformly-left-continuous"
if for any � ; �2S0;T with � � �, a.s. and for any sequence f�ngn2N�S�;T
increasing a.s. to �, we can �nd a subsequence fnkgk2N of N such that

lim
k!1

esssup
i2I

��������E~i�hhbox j nk
nk¡ 1

iY�nk+H�nk
i

��������F��¡E~i[Y�ijF�]��������=0; a:s: (4.21)

The next theorem shows that ��(�) is not only the �rst time when process
Z0 meets the process Y after �, but it is also an optimal stopping time after
�. The assumption that the elements of the stable class E are convex (see
(?)) becomes crucial in the proof of this result.

Theorem 57. Assume that fY igi2I is �E -uniformly-left-continuous". Then
for each � 2S0;T, the stopping time ��(�) de�ned by ( 4.20) satis�es

Z(�)=esssup
i2I

E~i:[Y��(�):+:H�;��(�)
i :jF�]:=esssup

i2I
E~i:[Z(��(�)):+:H�;��(�)

i :

jF�]:=esssup
i2I

E~i[Z(�):+:H�;�
i jF�]; a: s: (4.22)

for any �2S�;��(�) and ��(�)= �1(�)=
4
inf ft2 [� ; T ]: Zt0=Ytg, a.s.

In particular, taking � = 0 in (4.22), one can deduce from (2.8) that
��(0)= inf ft2 [0; T ]: Zt0=Ytg satis�es

sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

Ei[Y� + H�
i] = sup

(i;�)2I�S0;T
Ei~[Y� + H�

i] = Z(0) = sup
i2I

E~i:[Y��(0) +

H��(0)
i ] = sup

i2I
Ei:[Y��(0)+H��(0)

i ]:

Therefore, we see that ��(0), the �rst time the Snell envelope Z0 meets the
process Y after time t=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 �nd an optimal stopping time �� that satis�es

sup
�2S0;T

inf
i2I

Ei[Y�i] = inf
i2I

Ei[Y�i]; (5.1)

where E =fEigi2I is a stable class of F -expectations and Y i=Y +H i, i2I
is the model-dependent reward process introduced in (5.1). (We will modify
the assumptions on the reward processes shortly). In order to �nd an optimal
stopping time we construct the lower and the upper values of the optimal
stopping problem at any stopping time � 2S0;T , i.e.,

V
�
(�)=

4
esssup
�2S�;T

�
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�:+H�;�
i jF�]

�
; V�(�)=

4
essinf
i2I

�
esssup
�2S�;T

E~i[Y�:+

H�;�
i jF�]

�
:

With the so-called �E -uniform-right-continuity" condition on fY igi2I, we
can show that at any � 2S0;T , V� (�) and V

�(�) coincide with each other (see
Theorem 68). We denote the common value, the value of the robust optimal
stopping problem, as V (�) at �. We will show that up to a stopping time
�
�
(0) (see Lemma 62), at which we have V (�

�
(0)) = Y�

�
(0), a.s., the stopped

value process fV (�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ] admits an RCLL modi�cation V 0. The

main result in this section, Theorem 68, shows that the �rst time V 0 meets
Y is an optimal stopping time for (5.1).
Standing assumptions on HHHHHHHHH and Y in this section. Let us introduce

Ri(�)=
4
esssup
�2S�;T

E~i[Y�:+H�;�
i jF�]; hhboxjf o r a n yii2Ihhboxjan di� 2S0;T :

To adapt the results we obtained for the family fZ(�)g�2S0;T to each family
fRi(�)g�2S0;T, i 2 I, we assume that H = fH igi2I is a family of right-
continuous F -adapted processes satisfying (S2), (S3) and,

(S1') For any i2I, H0
i=0, a.s. and (4.2) holds. If Ei does not satisfy (4.3),

then we assume that � i= esssup
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
i 2Dom(E ).

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

(Y2') For any i2I, sup
�2S0;T

E~i[Y�i]<1. If Ei does not satisfy (4.3), then we

assume that esssup
(�;t)2S0;T�DT

E~i[Y�ijFt]2Dom(E ).
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We also assume that for any i 2 I, Y i is �quasi-left-continuous" under E~i:
for any �; � 2 S0;T with � � �, a.s. and for any sequence f�ngn2N�S�;T
increasing a.s. to �, we can �nd a subsequence

�
nk=nk

(i)	
k2N ofN such that

lim
n!1

E~i
�
hhboxj nk

nk¡ 1
iY�nk+H�nk

i

��������F� �= E~i[Y�ijF�]; 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 E -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 i2I, one can
deduce from (?) that

C � esssup
(�;t)2S0;T�DT

E~i[Y�ijFt]� esssup
(i;�;t)2I�S0;T�DT

E~i[Y�ijFt]; a: s:

Then Lemma 54 implies that esssup
(�;t)2S0;T�DT

E~i[Y�ijFt]2Dom(E ), and it fol-

lows that sup
�2S0;T

E~i[Y�i]<1. �

Fix i2I. Applying Lemma 54, (?), (?), (?), Proposition 46, Proposition
4.18 and Theorem 57 to the family fRi(�)g�2S0;T , we obtain

Proposition 59. (1) For any � 2 S0;T, Ri(�) belongs to D o m(E ) and
satis�es

CY � Y� � esssup
�2S�;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] =Ri(�); a: s:; hhbox j t h u si C � Y�

i;

a: s: (5.3)

(2) For any � ; � 2S0;T and 
 2S�;T, we have

Ri(�) = Ri(�); a: s:hhbox jo n if�=�g; (5.4)
E~i[Ri(
)+H�;


i jF�] = :::esssup
�2S
;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]�Ri(�); a: s: (5.5)

(3) The process fRi(t)gt2[0;T ] admits an RCLL modi�cation Ri;0, called �Ei
Snell envelope", such that fRt

i;0+Ht
igt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale and

that for any � 2S0;T

R�
i;0=Ri(�); a: s: (5.6)

(4) For any � 2S0;T, � i(�)=
4
inf ft2 [� ; T ]: Rt

i;0=Ytg is an optimal stopping
time with respect to E i after time �, i.e., for any 
 2S�;� i(�),

Ri(�) = E~i[Y� i(�) + H�;� i(�)
i jF�] = E~i[Ri(� i(�)) + H�;� i(�)

i jF�] = E~i[Ri(
) +
H�;

i jF�]; a: s: (5.7)

Corollary 60. For any � 2S0;T, both V� (�) and V
�(�) belong to Dom(E ).

Robust Optimal Stopping 25



Proof: Fix (l; �)2 I �S�;T , for any i2 I, (?), (?) and Proposition 26 (5)
imply that

E~i[Y�:+H�;�
i jF�]�E~i[CY +CH jF�] =C; a: s:

Taking the essential in�mum over i2I on the left-hand-side yields that

C�essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�:+H�;�
i jF�]�:esssup

�2S�;T

�
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�:+H�;�
i jF�]

�
:=V

�
(�)�

V�(�)= essinf
i2I

Ri(�)�Rl(�); a: s:

Since Rl(�)2Dom(E ) by Proposition 59 (1), a simple application of Lemma
54 proves the corollary. �

As we will see in the next lemma since the stable class E is closed under
pasting (see De�nition 51 (2)), V�(�) can be approximated by a decreasing
sequence that belongs to the family fRi(�)gi2I.

Lemma 61. For any � 2S0;T, there exists a sequence fingn2N�I such that

V�(�)= essinf
i2I

Ri(�)= lim
n!1

::#Rin(�); a: s: (5.8)

Thanks again to the stability of E under pasting, the infimum of the family
f� i(�)gi2I of optimal stopping times can be approached by a decreasing
sequence in the family. As a result the in�mum is also a stopping time.

Lemma 62. For any � 2S0;T, there exists a sequence fingn2N�I such that

�
�
(�)=

4
essinf
i2I

� i(�)= lim
n!1

::#� in(�); a: s:; hhboxjt h u si �
�
(�)2S�;T :

The family of stopping times f�
�
(�)g�2S0;T will play a critical role in this

section. The next lemma basically shows that if E~j and E~k behave the same
after some stopping time �, then Rj;0 and Rk;0 are identical after �:

Lemma 63. For any i; j2I and �2S0;T, let k=k(i; j ;�)2I as in De�nition
51. For any � 2S�;T, we have R�

k;0=Rk(�)=Rj(�)=R�
j;0, a.s.

Proof: For any �2S�;T , applying Proposition 26 (5) to E~i, we can deduce
from (4.5) and (3.3) that

E~k[Y�+H�;�
k jF�] = E~k[Y� + H�;�

j jF�] = Ei;j� [Y� + H�;�
j jF�] = E~i

�
E~j[Y� +

H�;�
j jF�_�]

����F��
= E~i

�
E~j[Y�+H�;�

j jF�]
����F��= E~j[Y�+H�;�

j jF�]; a: s:

Then (5.6) implies that

R�
k;0=Rk(�) = esssup

�2S�;T
E~k[Y�+H�;�

k jF�] = esssup
�2S�;T

E~j[Y�+H�;�
j jF�] =Rj(�) =

R�
j;0; a: s:;
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which proves the lemma. �

We now introduce the notion of the uniform right continuity of the
family fY igi2I over the stable class E . With this assumption on the reward
processes, we can show that at any � 2 S0;T , V� (�) = V�(�), a.s., thus the
robust optimal stopping problem has a value V (�) at �.

De�nition 64. The family fY igi2I is called �E -uniformly-right-contin-
uous" if for any �2S0;T and for any sequence f�ngn2N�S�;T decreasing a.s.
to �, we can �nd a subsequence of f�ngn2N (we still denote it by f�ngn2N)

such that lim
n!1

esssup
i2I

��������E~i[Y�ni jF�]¡Y�i��������=0, a.s.
Theorem 65. Suppose that fY igi2I is �E -uniformly-right-continuous".
Then for any � 2S0;T, we have

V
�
(�)= essinf

i2I
E~i[Y�

�
(�)+:H�;�

�
(�)

i jF�] =V�(�)�Y� ; a: s: (5.9)

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

�
�
(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 fY igi2I is �E -uniformly-right-continuous".

Proposition 66. For any � 2S0;T, we have V (�
�
(�))=Y�

�
(�), a.s.

Note that �
�
(�) may not be the �rst time after � when the value of the

robust optimal stopping problem is equal to the primary reward. Actually,
since the process fV (t)gt2[0;T ] is not necessarily right-continuous, infft2 [� ;
T ] j V (t)=Ytg may not even be a stopping time. We will address this issue
in the next two results.

Proposition 67. Given i2I, for any � ; �2S0;T with � � �, a.s., we have

essinf
k2I

E~k[V k(�)jF�]�V i(�); a: s:; (5.10)

where V i(�)=
4
V (�)+H�

i 2Dom(E ). Moreover if �� �
�
(�), a.s., then

E~i[V i(�)jF�]�V i(�); a: s: (5.11)

In particular, the stopped process fV i (�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i-submartin-

gale.

Now we show that the stopped value process fV (�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ] admits

an RCLL modi�cation V 0. As a result, the �rst time when the process V 0

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 i02I, � i0= esssup
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
i0 2Dom(E )

and that there exists a concave F-expectation E 0 (not necessarily in E ) sat-
isfying (H0) and (H1) such that

Dom(E ')�f¡�: �2Dom(E )g hhboxjandforeveryE~i0¡ submartingaleX;

¡Xis an E 0¡ supermartingale:i (5.12)

We also assume that for any � 2S0;T, there exists a j = j(�)2 I such that
esssup
t2DT

E~j[Y�
j jFt]2Dom(E ).

(1) Then the stopped value process fV (�
�
(0) ^ t)gt2[0;T ] admits an RCLL

modi�cation V 0 (called �E -lower Snell envelope" of Y) such that for any
� 2S0;T

V�
0=V (�

�
(0)^ �); a: s: (5.13)

(2) Consequently,

�V=
4
inf ft2 [0; T ]: Vt0=Ytg (5.14)

is a stopping time. In fact, it is an optimal stopping time of ( 5.1). i.e.

inf
i2I

�
sup

�2S0;T
Ei[Y�i]

�
= sup

�2S0;T

�
inf
i2I
Ei[Y�i]

�
= inf
i2I
Ei[Y�Vi ]:

h�i

6 Remarks on Sections 4 & 5

Remark 1.

Let E =fEigi2I be a stable class of F -expectations. For any �2Dom(E )
and � 2S0;T , we de�ne

E�[� jF�]=
4
esssup
i2I

E~i[� jF�] hhboxjan di E
�
[� jF�]=

4
essinf
i2I

E~i[� jF�]

as the maximal and minimal expectation of � over E at the stopping time
�. It is worth pointing out that E� is not an F-expectation on D om(E )
simply because E�[� jFt] may not belong to Dom(E ) for some � 2Dom(E )
and t 2 [0; T ]. On the other hand, we will see in Example 36 that neither
E�nor E

�
satisfy strict monotonicity. Moreover, as we shall see in the same

example, E� does not satisfy (H2) while E
�

does not satisfy (H1); thus we
do not have a dominated convergence theorem for either E�or E

�
. Note also

that E
�

may not even be convex.
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Our results in Sections 4 and 5 can be interpreted as a �rst step in
extending the results for the optimal stopping problem sup

�2S0;T
Ei[Y�], in

which Ei (i2I) is an F ¡ expectation satisfying positive convexity and the
assumptions (H1)-(H3), to optimal stopping problems for other non-linear
expectations, such as E�and E

�
, which may fail to satisfy these assumptions.

Example 69. Consider a probability space ([0;1);B [0;1);F =fFtgt�0;P )
be a �ltered probability space in which P is de�ned by

P (A)=
4
Z
A

e¡x d x; 8A2B [0;1):

We assume that the �ltration F satis�es the usual hypothesis. Let P denote
the set of all probability measures equivalent to P. For any n2N, we de�ne
a Pn2P by

Pn(A)=
4
n

Z
A

e¡nx d x; 8A2B [0;1):

As discussed in Example 69, E =fEQgQ2P is a stable class. For any h>0,
one can deduce that

1 = : sup
Q2P

EQ[1]:�:E�[11[0;h]]:=: sup
Q2P

EQ[11[0;h]]:� sup
n2N

EPn[11[0;h]]:=

sup
n2N

Pn[0; h] = lim
n2N

(1¡ e¡nh):=1;

where we used the fact that E~Q=EQ for any Q 2 P since EQ[� jF�] is an
RCLL process for any � 2L1([0;1);
B [0;1); P ). Hence, we have

E�[11[0;h]] = 1; 8h> 0;

which implies that E�does not satisfy strict monotonicity.
Moreover, E� does not satisfy (H2). For � = 0, � = 1 and An = [0; 1

n
],

n2N, it follows that

lim
n!1

:#E�[�+11An �] = lim
n!1

E�[11[0; 1
n
]] = 1=/ 0= sup

Q2P
E~Q[0]= E�[0]= E�[�]:

On the other hand, it is simple to see that E
�
[11[h;1)] = 0 for any h > 0,

which means that E
�

does not satisfy strict monotonicity either. Furthermore,
E
�

does not satisfy (H1). For �=1 and An=[
1

n
;1), n2N, we have that

lim
n!1

:"E
�
[11An �] = lim

n!1
E
�
[11[ 1

n
;1)] = 0 =/ 1 =

inf
Q2P

E~Q[1]= E
�
[1]= E

�
[�]: hhbox j � i

Although it does not satisfy strict monotonicity, E
�

is almost an F -
expectations on Dom(E ) as we will see next.
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Proposition 70. For any t2 [0; T ], E
�
[�jFt] is an operator from Dom(E )

to Domt(E )=
4
D om(E )\L0(Ft). Moreover, the family of operators fE

�
[�

jFt]gt2[0;T ] satis�es (A2)-(A4) as well as

E
�
[� jFt]� E

�
[� jFt]; a: s: hhboxjfo ranyi�; �2Dom(E )hhboxjwi thi��

�; a: s: (6.1)

Remark 2.

We have found that the �rst time ��(0) when the Snell envelope Z0 meets
the process Y is an optimal stopping time for (4.1) while the �rst time �V
when the process V 0 meets the process Y is an optimal stopping time for
(5.1). It is natural to ask whether ��(0) (resp. �V ) is the minimal optimal
stopping time of (4.1) (resp. (5.1)). This answer is a�rmative when E is a
singleton. Let E 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
�2S0;T

E [Y�] < 1; hhbox j i fE does not satisfy (5:12);

theni esssup
(�;t)2S0;T�DT

E~[Y�jFt]2Dom#(E):

(Note that we have here merged the cumulative reward process H into the
primary reward process Y .) If � 2S0;T is an optimal stopping time for (4.1),
i.e. sup

�2S0;T
E [Y�] =E [Y� ], Proposition 46 and (4.17) imply that

sup
�2S0;T

E [Y�] = sup
�2S0;T

E~[Y�] = Z(0) � E~[Z(� )] = E~[Z�0] = E [Z�0] � E [Y�] =

sup
�2S0;T

E [Y�];

thus E [Z�0] = E [Y�]. The second part of (A1) then implies that Z�0=Y�, a.s.
Hence ��(0)� � , a.s., which means that ��(0) is the minimal stopping time
for (4.1).

However, this is not the case in general. Let E = fEigi2I be a stable
class of F -expectations and let Y be a right-continuous F -adapted process
satisfying (Y1)-(Y3). We take H i� 0 for any i2I. If � 2S0;T is an optimal
stopping time for (4.1), i.e. sup

(i;�)2I�S0;T
Ei[Y�] = sup

i2I
Ei[Y� ], (?) and (4.17)

then imply that

sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

Ei[Y�] = sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

E~i[Y�]=Z(0)� sup
i2I

E~i[Z(�)]= sup
i2I

Ei[Z(�)]

= sup
i2I

Ei[Z�0]� sup
i2I

Ei[Y�] = sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

Ei[Y�];

thus E�[Z�0] = sup
i2I

Ei[Z�0] = sup
i2I

Ei[Y�] = E�[Y�]. However, this may not imply

that Z�0= Y� , a.s. since E� does not satisfy strict monotonicity as we have
seen in Example 69.
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Now we further assume that Y satis�es (Y2'), if � 02S0;T is an optimal
stopping time for (5.1), i.e. sup

�2S0;T
inf
i2I

Ei[Y�] = inf
i2I

Ei[Y� 0], (5.10) and Theorem

68 imply that

sup
�2S0;T

inf
i2I

Ei[Y�] = sup
�2S0;T

inf
i2I

E~i[Y�] = V
�
(0) = V (0) � inf

i2I
E~i[V (� ')] =

inf
i2I

Ei[V (� ')]

� inf
i2I

Ei[Y� '] = sup
�2S0;T

inf
i2I

Ei[Y�];

thus E
�
[V (� 0)] = inf

i2I
Ei[V (� 0)] = inf

i2I
Ei[Y� 0] = E

�
[Y� 0]. However, this may not

imply that V (� 0) = Y� 0, a.s. since E
�

does not satisfy strict monotonicity,
which we have also seen in Example 69.

�
If V (� 0) were a.s. equal to Y� 0, for

any i2I, applying (?) to singleton fEig, we would deduce from (5.13) and
Lemma 63 that

V� '^�V
0 = V (� ' ^ �V ) = V�(� ' ^ �V ) = essinf

i2I
Ri (� ' ^ �V ) =

essinf
i2I

(11f� '��V gR
i(� ')+11f� '>�V gR

i(�V ))

= 11f� '��V gessinf
i2I

Ri(� ') + 11f� '>�V gessinf
i2I

Ri(�V ) = 11f� '��V gV�(� '

)+11f� '>�V gV�(�V )

= 11f� '��V g V (� ') + 11f� '>�V g V (�V ) = 11f� '��V g V (� ') +
11f� '>�V gV�V

0

= 11f� '��V gY� '+11f� '>�V gY�V =Y� '^�V ; a: s:;

which would further imply that �V = � 0^ �V , a.s., thus �V � � 0, a.s.)

7 Applications

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

F =
n
Ft=
4
�(�(Bs; s 2 [0; t]) [N )

o
t2[0;T ]

; hhbox j w h e r eN collects all P ¡

null sets inF :i (7.1)

We also let P denote the predictable �-algebra with respect to F .

7.1 Lipschitz g-Expectations
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Suppose that a �generator" function g= g(t; !; z): [0; T ]�
�Rd 7!R
satis�es

::::::

8>><>>:
(i) g(t; !; 0)=0; d t� dP ¡ a:s:

(i i) g is Lipschitz in z for some Kg> 0: it holds d t� dP ¡a:s: that
jg(t; !; z1):¡:g(t; !; z2)j �Kg jz1:¡:z2j; 8 z1; z22Rd:

(7.2)

For any � 2L2(FT), it is well known from hcitetjPP-90i that the backward
stochastic di�erential equation (BSDE)

¡t= �+
Z
t

T

g(s;�s) d s¡
Z
t

T

�sdBs; t2 [0; T ] (7.3)

admits a unique solution (¡�;g;��;g)2CF
2 ([0; T ])�HF2 ([0; T ];Rd) (for con-

venience, we will denote (7.3) by BSDE(�; g) in the sequel), based on which
hcitetjPeng-97i introduced the so-called �g-expectation" of � by

Eg[� jFt]=
4
¡t
�;g; t2 [0; T ]: (7.4)

To show that the g-expectation Eg is an F -expectation with domain
D o m(Eg) = L2(FT), we �rst note that L2(FT) 2 D~T . The (strict) Com-
parison Theorem for BSDEs (see e.g. (, ?, Theorem 35.3)) then shows that
(A1) holds for the family of operators fEg[�jFt]: L2(FT) 7! L2(Ft)gt2[0;T ],
while the uniqueness of the solution (¡�;g;��;g) to the BSDE(�; g) implies
that the family fEg[�jFt]gt2[0;T ] satis�es (A2)-(A4) (see e.g. (, ?, Lemma
36.6) and (, ?, Lemma 2.1)). Therefore, Eg is an F -expectation with domain
Dom(Eg)=L2(FT).

Moreover, the generator g characterizes Eg in the following ways:

(1) Theorem 3.2 of hcitet j Jiang_2008i (see also Proposition 10 of hcitet j
Emani) shows that Eg[�jFt] is a convex (resp. concave) operator on L2(FT)
for any t2 [0; T ] if and only if the generator g is convex (resp. concave) in
z, i.e., it holds d t� dP ¡ a:s: that
g (t; �z1+(1¡�) z2):� (hhboxjr e s p:i �)�g(t; z1)+ (1¡�) g(t; z2); 8 �2
(0; 1); 8 z1; z22Rd: (7.5)
(2) Let g~ be another generator satisfying (7.2). If it holds dt�dP ¡a:s: that
g(t; z)� g~(t; z); 8 z 2Rd;

the Comparison Theorem for BSDEs (see e.g. hcitetjEPQ-97i or (, ?, Propo-
sition 5.1)) shows that for any � 2L2(FT) and t2 [0; T ]
Eg[� jFt]�Eg~[� jFt]; a: s: (7.6)

Thanks to Theorem 4.1 of hcitetjBCHMPi, the reverse statement also holds
given that almost surely, the mapping t! g(t;z) is continuous for any z2Rd.

(3) g¡(t; !; z)=
4
¡ g (t; !;¡z), (t; !; z)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd also satis�es (7.2).

Its corresponding g-expectation Eg¡ relates to Eg in that for any � 2L2(FT)
and t2 [0; T ]
Eg¡[� jFt] =¡Eg[¡� jFt]; a: s: (7.7)
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(In fact, multiplying both sides of BSDE(¡�; g) by ¡1, we see that the pair
(¡¡¡�;g;¡�¡�;g) solves the BSDE(�; g¡).)

To show that the g-expectation Eg satis�es (H0)-(H3), we need two basic
inequalities it satis�es.

Lemma 71. Let g be a generator satisfying ( 7.2).
(1) For any � 2L2(FT), we have�������� sup
t2[0;T ]

��������Eg[� jFt]��������jL2(FT)+j��;g jLF2 ([0;T ];Rd)�Ce(Kg+Kg
2)T k�kL2(FT);

where C is a universal constant independent of � and g.
(2) For any ��Kg and �; � 2L2(FT), it holds a.s. that

jEg[� jFt]¡Eg[� jFt]j�Eg�[j� ¡ � jjFt]; 8 t2 [0; T ];

where the generator g� is de�ned by g�(z)=
4
�jz j, z 2Rd.

Proof: A simple application of (, ?, Proposition 2.2) yields (1). On the other
hand, (2) is a mere generalization of (, ?, Proposition 3.7, inequality (60))
by taking into account the continuity of processes Eg[� jF�] and Eg�[� jF�] for
any � 2L2(FT). �

Proposition 72. Let g be a generator satisfying ( 7.2). Then Eg satis�es
(H0)-(H3).

Remark 73. Since Eg[� jF�] is a continuous process for any � 2L2(FT), we
see from ( ?) that E~g[�jF�] is just a restriction of Eg[�jF�] to L2;#(FT)=

4f� 2
L2(FT): � � c; a: s:hhbox j f o r s omeic= c(�)2Rg for any � 2S0;T.

Thanks to Proposition 72, all results on F -expectations E and E~ 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, liminf

n!1
Eg[�n]<1 is not a su�cient condition for lim

n!1
�n:2:

Dom+(Eg)=L2;+(FT)=
4
:f�2L2(FT): ��0; a: s:g given that f�ngn2N is an

a.s. convergent sequence in Dom+(Eg).

Example 74. Consider a probability space ([0;1];B [0;1]; �), where � is the

Lebesgue measure on [0; 1]. We de�ne a generator g~(z)=
4¡jz j, z 2Rd. For

any n2N, it is clear that the random variable
n
�n(!)=

4
!
¡1
2
+

1
n+2

o
!2[0;1]

2
L2;+(FT)=Dom+(g~). Proposition 8 (2) then implies that

0 = Eg~[0] � Eg~[�n] = ¡0
�n:; g~= �n ¡

Z
0

T

j�s
�n:; g~j d s ¡

Z
0

T

�s
�n:; g~d Bs � �n ¡Z

0

T

�s
�n:; g~dBs:
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Taking the expected value of the above inequality yields that

0 � Eg~[�n] � E

�
�n ¡ hhbox j

Z
0

T

�s
�n:; g~d Bsi

�
= E[�n] =

Z
0

1

!
¡1
2
+

1
n+2d! =

1
1

2
+ 1

n+2

< 2: (7.8)

Since f�ngn2N is an increasing sequence, we can deduce from (A1) and

( 7.8) that 0� lim
n!1

:"Eg~[�n]� 2. However, lim
n!1

:"�n=
�
!
¡1
2
	
!2[0;1] does

not belong to L2;+(FT)=Dom+(g~). �

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
coe�cients K1 and K2 respectively. For any � 2S0;T, we de�ne the pasting
of Eg1; Eg2 at � to be the following continuous F-adapted process

Eg1;g2
� [� jFt]=

4
11f��tgEg2[� jFt]+11f�>tgEg1[Eg2[� jF�]jFt]; 8 t2 [0;T ] (7.9)

for any � 2L2(FT). Then Eg1;g2� is exactly the g-expectation Eg� with

g�(t; !; z)=
4
11f�(!)�tg g2(t; !; z)+11f�(!)>tg g1(t; !; z); (t; !; z)2 [0; T ]�


�Rd; (7.10)

which is a generator satisfying ( 7.2) with the Lipschitz coe�cient K1_K2.

Fix M > 0, we denote by GM the collection of all convex generators g
satisfying (7.2) with Lipschitz coe�cient Kg �M . Proposition 75 shows

that the family of convex g-expectations EM=
4fEggg2GM is closed under the

pasting (?). To wit, EM is a stable class of g-expectations in the sense of
De�nition 7.10. In what follows we let G 0 be a non-empty subset of GM such
that E 0=

4
fEggg2G 0 is closed under pasting. Correspondingly, fE~ggg2G 0 is

closed under the general pasting (?), thus we see from Proposition 72 that
E 0 is a stable class in the sense of De�nition 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 E 0, we can replace E~g by Eg for each
g2 G 0. However, such extension does not mean that we can take away (S2)
and (Y3), the lower-bound requirements on reward processes Y and H
respectively. In fact, as we see in the proof of Proposition 46, the deduction
of the RCLL modi�cation Z0 of the process fZ(t)gt2[0;T ] totally relies on
applying Corollary 25 to certain process fZj(t)gt2[0;T ]. This requires that
the process fZj(t)gt2[0;T ] is bounded from below by some c2R, which is in
turn assured by (S2) and (Y3) (see (?)). (compare Remark ); (H3)
becomes futile, which is used to assume that E~[�jF�]2
Dom#(E) for any � 2Dom#(E) and � 2S0;T. h�iNow 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

�'Y=
4
�
esssup
t2DT

Yt

�+
2L2(FT) (7.11)

and satisfying (Y3). Moreover, for any g 2 G 0, we suppose that the model-
dependent cumulative reward process is in the form of

Ht
g=
4
Z
0

t

hs
g d s; 8 t2 [0; T ];

where fht
g; t2 [0; T ]gg2G 0 is a family of predictable processes satisfying the

following assumptions:
(h~1) There exists a c 0< 0 such that for any g 2 G 0, ht

g� c 0, d t� dP ¡ a:s:

(h~2) The random variable ! 7!
R
0

T
h0(t; !) d t belongs to L2(FT) with h0(t;

!)=
4
�
esssup
g2G 0

ht
g(!)

�+
(the essential supremum is taken with respect to the

product measure space ([0; T ]�
; P ; ��P ), where � denotes the Lebesgue
measure on [0; T ]).

(h~3) For any � 2S0;T and g1; g22 G 0, it holds for any 0� s< t�T that

ht
g�=11f��tght

g2+11f�>tght
g1; d t� dP ¡ a:s:;

where g� is de�ned in (?).

Then the triple
�

E 0;H 0=
4fHggg2G 0;Y

�
satis�es all the conditions stated

in Section 4 and 5. Thus we can carry out the optimal stopping theory
developed for F -expectations to (E 0;H 0; Y ) as we will see next.

Theorem 76. The stable class E 0 satis�es ( ?), the family of processes H 0

satis�es (S1') (thus (S1) see Remark 73), (S2) and (S3), while the process Y
satis�es (Y1), ( 4.6) (thus (Y2'), again by Remark 73) and (Y3). Moreover,

the family of processes
n
Yt
g=
4
Yt+Ht

g; t2 [0; T ]
o
g2G 0

is both �E 0-uniformly-

left-continuous" (thus satis�es ( 5.2), see also Remark 73) and �E 0-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:

Eg[Y��(0)
g ] = sup

g2G
Eg[Y��(0)

g ] = sup
(g;�)2G�S0;T

Eg[Y�
g];

where the optimal stopping time ��(0) is de�ned as in Theorem 57.
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Let S be a separable metric space with metric j�jS such that S is a
countable union of non-empty compact subsets. We denote by S the Borel
�-algebra of S and take HF0 ([0; T ]; S) as the space of admissible control
strategies. For any U 2HF0 ([0; T ];S), we de�ne the generator

gU(t; !; z)=
4
go(t; !; z; Ut(!)); (7.12)

where the function go(t; !; z; u): [0; T ]�
�Rd�S 7!R satis�es:
(go 1) go is P 
B (Rd)
S/B (R)-measurable.

(go 2) It holds d t� dP ¡ a:s: that go(t; !; 0; u)= 0 for any u2S.

(go 3) go is Lipschitz in z: For some Ko> 0, it holds d t� dP ¡a:s: that

jgo(t; !; z1; u)¡ go(t; !; z2; u)j �Ko jz1¡ z2j; 8 z1; z22Rd; 8u2S:

(go 4) go is convex in z: It holds d t� dP ¡ a:s: that

go (t; !; �z1:+:(1:¡:�) z2; u)��go(t; !; z1; u):+:(1:¡:�) go(t; !; z2; u);
8�2 (0; 1); 8 z1; z22Rd; 8 u2S:

Now �x a non-empty subset U of HF0 ([0; T ];S) that preserves �pasting", i.e.,
for any � 2S0;T and U1; U22U,

Ut
�(!)=

4
11f�(!)�tgUt2(!)+11f�(!)>tgUt1(!); (t; !)2 [0; T ]�
; (7.13)

also belongs to U. Then it is easy to check that fEgUgU2U� EKo
forms a

stable class of g-expectations.
Let Y still be a continuous F -adapted process satisfying (?) and (Y3).

For any U 2 U, assume that the model dependent reward process has a
density which is given by

ht
U(!)=

4
h(t; !; Ut(!)); (t; !)2 [0; T ]�
;

where h(t; !; u): [0; T ]�
�S 7!R is a P 
S/B (R)-measurable function
satisfying the following assumptions:
(ĥ1) For some c<0, it holds d t� dP ¡a:s: that h(t; !; u)� c for any u2S.

(ĥ2) The random variable ! 7!
R
0

T
ĥ(t; !) d t belongs to L2(FT) with ĥ(t;

!)=
4
�
esssup
U2U

ht
U(!)

�+
(the essential supremum is taken with respect to the

product measure space ([0; T ]�
; P ; ��P ), where � denotes the Lebesgue
measure on [0; T ]).

It is easy to see that fhtU ; t2 [0;T ]gU2U is a family of predictable processes
satisfying (h~1)-(h~3). Hence, we can apply the optimal stopping theory devel-
oped for F -expectations to the triple (fEgUgU2U; fhUgU2U; Y ) thanks to
Theorem 76. Now let us construct a so-called Hamiltonian function

H(t; !; z; u)=
4
go(t; !; z; u)+h(t; !; u); (t; !; z; u)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd�S:
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We assume that for any (t; !; z)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd, there exists a u=u�(t; !;
z)2S such that

sup
u2S

H(t; !; z; u)=H(t; !; z; u(t; !; z)): (7.14)

(This is valid, for example, when the metric space S is compact and the
mapping u 7!H(t; !; z; u) is continuous.) Then it can be shown (see (, ?,
Lemma 1) or (, ?, Lemma 16.34)) that the mapping u�: [0; T ]�
�Rd 7!S

can be selected to be P 
B (Rd)/S-measurable.
The following theorem is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 77. There exists a U� 2 U such that sup
(U;�)2U�S0;T

EgU[Y�U] =

EgU�[Y��(0)U� ], where the stopping time ��(0) is as in Theorem 57.

7.3 The Cooperative Game of Karatzas and Zam�rescu
[2006] Revisited

In this subsection, we apply the results of the last subsection to extend
the results of hcitetjKara_Zam_2006i. Let us �rst recall their setting:
� Consider the canonical space (
; F) = (C([0; T ];Rd); B (C([0; T ];Rd)))
endowed with Wiener measure P , under which the coordinate mapping
process B(t; !) = !(t), t 2 [0; T ] becomes a standard d-dimensional Brow-
nian motion. We still take the filtration F generated by the Brownian motion
B (see (?)) and let P denote the predictable �-algebra with respect to F .

� It is well-known (see e.g. (, ?, Theorem 14.6)) that given a x2Rd, there
exists a pathwise unique, strong solution X(�) of the stochastic equation

X(t)=x+
Z
0

t

�(s;X) dBs; t2 [0; T ];

where the di�usion term �(t; !) is a Rd�d-valued predictable process satis-
fying:

(�1)
R
0

T j�(t;0~ )j2d t<1 and �(t; !) is nonsingular for any (t;!)2 [0; T ]�
.

(�2) There exists a K> 0 such that for any !;Ã~�2
 and t2 [0; T ]

k�¡1(t; !)k�K hhboxjandi j�ij(t; !)¡�ij(t;Ã~�)j�K k!¡Ã~�kt; 8 1� i;
j �n (7.15)

with k!kt�=
4

sup
s2[0;t]

j!(s)j.
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� Let f(t; !;u): [0; T ]�
�S 7!Rd is a P 
S/B (Rd)-measurable function
such that

( i) For any u 2 S, the mapping (t; !) 7! f(t; !; u) is predictable (i.e. P -
measurable);

(ii) With the same K as in (7.15),

jf(t; !; u)j �K (1+ k!kt); 8 (t; !; u)2 [0; T ]�
�S: (7.16)

For any U 2U~=
4
HF0 ([0; T ];S), (, ?, page 166) shows that

d PU
d P

=
4
exp

�Z
0

T

h�¡1(t; X) f(t; X ; Ut); d Bti ¡
1
2

Z
0

T
���������¡1(t; X) f(t; X ;

Ut)j2d t
�

de�nes a probability measure PU.
The objective of hcitetjKara_Zam_2006i is to �nd an optimal stopping

time ��2S0;T and an optimal control strategy U�2U~ that maximizes the
expected reward

EU

�
'(X(�))+

Z
0

�

h(s;X ;Us) d s
�

over (�; U)2S0;T � U~. Here ':Rd 7!R is a bounded continuous function,
and h(t; !; u): [0; T ]�
� S 7!R is a P 
S/B (R)-measurable function
such that jh(t; !; u)j�K for any (t; !; u)2 [0; T ]�
�S (with the same K
that appears in (7.15)).

Corollary 8 of hcitet j Kara_Zam_2006i shows that under (7.16), the
process

Z~(t)=
4

esssup
(U;�)2U~�St;T

EU

�
'(X(�))+

Z
t

�

h(s;X ;Us) d s
��������Ft�; t2 [0; T ]

admits an RCLL modification Z~0, and that the first time processes Z~0

and f'(X(t))gt2[0;T ] meet with each other, i.e. ��(0)=
4
inf
�
t 2 [0; T ] j Z~t0=

'(X(t))
	
, is an optimal stopping time. That is,

sup
(U;�)2U~�S0;T

EU

�
'(X(�)) +

Z
0

�

h(s; X ; Us) d s
�
= sup

U2U~
EU

�
'(X(��(0))) +

Z
0

��(0)

h(s;X;Us) d s
�
: (7.17)

Moreover, if for any (t; !; z)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd, there is a u�(t; !; z)2S which
is P 
B (Rd)/S-measurable such that

sup
u2S

H~(t; !; z; u)=H~(t; !; z; u(t; !; z)) (7.18)
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with H~(t; !; z; u)=
4
�¡1(t; !) f(t; !; u); z+h(t; !; u), (t; !; z; u)2 [0; T ]�
�

Rd� S, then there further exists an optimal control strategy U� 2 U~ (see
(, ?, Section 8)) such that

sup
(U ;�)2U~�S0;T

EU

�
'(X(�)) +

Z
0

�

h(s; X ; Us) d s
�
= EU

�
'(X(��(0))) +

Z
0

��(0)

h(s;X;Us) d s
�
: (7.19)

In the main result of this subsection, we will show that the assumption of
hcitetjKara_Zam_2006i 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 � '(x)�K jxj; 8x2Rd (7.20)

and that for a.e. t2 [0; T ]

jf(t; !; u)j �K hhbox j a n di ¡K � h(t; !; u) �Kk!kT ; 8 (!; u) 2

�S: (7.21)

Then the process fZ~(t)gt2[0;T ] has a RCLL modi�cation Z~0, and the �rst
time ��(0) when the process Z~0 meets the process f'(X(t))gt2[0;T ] is an
optimal stopping time; i.e., it satis�es ( 7.17). Moreover, if there exists a
measurable mapping u�: [0; T ]� 
�Rd 7! S satisfying ( 7.18), then there
exists an optimal control strategy U�2U~ such that ( 7.19) holds.

7.4 Quadratic g-Expectations

Now we consider a quadratic generator ĝ= ĝ(t; !; z): [0; T ]�
�Rd 7!R
that satis�es

::::::8>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>:
(i) ĝ(t; !; 0)= 0; d t� d P ¡ a:s:

(i i) hhboxjF o r s ome�> 0; it holds d t� dP ¡a:s: thati��������@ĝ@z(t; !; z)
����������(1+ jz j); 8 z 2Rd:

(i i i) ĝhhboxji s c o n v e x i nz in the sense of (7:5):i

(7.22)

Note that under (ii), (i) is equivalent to the following statement: It holds
d t� dP ¡ a:s: that

jĝ(t; !; z)j ��
�
jz j+ hhboxj1

2
ijz j2

�
; 8 z 2Rd: (7.23)
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In fact, it is clear that (7.23) implies (i). Conversely, for d t � d P ¡ a:s:

(t; !) 2 [0; T ]�
, one can deduce that for any z 2Rd, jĝ(t; !; z)j=
������ ĝ(t;

!; z)¡ ĝ(t; !; 0)
������=������R

0

1 @ĝ

@z
(t; �z) z d�

��������R
0

1(1 + �jz j)jz j d�= �
¡
jz j+ hhbox j

1

2
ijz j2

�
.

For any �2L:e(FT), (, ?, Corollary 6)
¡
where we take f= g, thus �(t)�

�

2
and (�; 
)=(0;2�)

�
shows that the quadratic BSDE(�; ĝ) admits a unique

solution (¡�; ĝ;��;ĝ)2CFe ([0;T ])�MF ([0;T ];Rd). Hence we can correspond-
ingly de�ne the �quadratic" g-expectation of � by

Eĝ[� jFt]=
4
¡t
�; ĝ; t2 [0; T ]:

To show that the quadratic g-expectation Eĝ is an F -expectation with domain
D om(Eĝ) = L:e(FT), we �rst note that L:e(FT) 2 D~T

¡
Clearly, L:e(FT)

satis�es (D1) and (D3) and R�L:e(FT). For any �; � 2L:e(FT), A2FT
and �>0, we have E[e�j11A�j]�E[e�j�j]<1 and E[e�j�+�j]�E [e�j�je�j� j]�
1

2
E[e2�j�j] + 1

2
E[e2�j�j]<1, thus (D2) also holds for L:e(FT)

�
. Similar

to the Lipschitz g-expectation case, the uniqueness of the solution (¡�; ĝ;
��;ĝ) to the quadratic BSDE(�; ĝ) implies that the family of operators fEĝ[�
jFt]:L:e(FT) 7!L:e(Ft)gt2[0;T ] satis�es (A2)-(A4) (cf. (, ?, Lemma 36.6)
and (, ?, Lemma 2.1)), while a comparison theorem for quadratic BSDEs
(see e.g. (, ?, Theorem 5)) and the following proposition show that (A1)
also holds for the family fEĝ[�jFt]gt2[0;T ].

Proposition 79. Let ĝ be a quadratic generator satisfying ( 7.22). For any
�1; �22L:e(FT), if �1� �2, a.s., then it holds a.s. that

¡t
�1; ĝ�¡t

�2; ĝ; 8 t2 [0; T ]: (7.24)

Moreover, if ¡�
�1;ĝ=¡�

�2; ĝ, a.s. for some � 2S0;T, then

�1= �2; a: s: (7.25)

Therefore, the quadratic g-expectation Eĝ is an F -expectation with
domain Dom(Eĝ) =L:e(FT). Similar to the Lipschitz g-expectation case,
the convexity (7.22)(iii) of the quadratic generator ĝ as well as Theorem
5 of hcitetjBH-07i determine that Eĝ[�jFt] is a convex operator on L:e(FT)
for any t 2 [0; T ]. Hence, Eĝ satis�es (H0) thanks to Lemma 63. To see
Eĝ also satisfying (H1)-(H3), we need the following stability result.

Lemma 80. If �n! �, a.s. and E[e�j�j]+ sup
n2N

E[e�j�nj]<1 for any �> 0,

then

lim
n!1

E
�

sup
t2[0;T ]

��������Eĝ[�njFt]¡Eĝ[� jFt]�������� �=0: (7.26)

Proof: Taking fn� g and f = g in Proposition 7 of hcitetjBH-07i yields that

lim
n!1

E

"
exp

�
p sup
t2[0;T ]

��������Eĝ[�njFt]¡Eĝ[� jFt]���������
#
=0; 8 p� 1:
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Then (?) follows since E
�

sup
t2[0;T ]

��������Eĝ[�njFt]:¡:Eĝ[� jFt]�������� �:�:E
"
:

exp
�

sup
t2[0;T ]

��������Eĝ[�njFt]:¡:Eĝ[� jFt]���������
#
for any n2N. �

Proposition 81. Let ĝ be a quadratic generator satisfying ( 7.22). Then
the quadratic g-expectation Eĝ satis�es (H0)-(H3).

Similar to Remark 73, since Eĝ[� jF�] is a continuous process for any
� 2 L:e(FT), we see from (?) that E~ĝ[�jF�] is just a restriction of Eĝ[�jF�]
to L:e;#(FT)=

4f� 2 L:e(FT): � � c; a: s:hhbox j f o r s o m eic 2Rg for any
� 2S0;T . Therefore, all results on F -expectations E and E~ 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 ĝ be a quadratic generator satisfying ( 7.22). For any

right-continuous F-adapted process Y with �̂Y=
4
�
esssup
t2DT

Yt

�+
:2L:e(FT) and

satisfying (Y3), we have
sup

�2S0;T
Eĝ[Y�] =Eĝ[Y��(0)],

where ��(0) is as in Theorem 57.

8 Proofs

8.1 Proofs of Section 7
Proof of Proposition 82: For any � 2 � and t 2 [0; T ], let us define

Eo[� jFt]=
4
�t. We will check that the system fEo[� jFt]; � 2 �gt2[0;T ] sat-

is�es (A1)-(A4); thus it is an F -expectation with domain �.

1) For any �2� with � � �, a: s., we set A=
4
fEo[� jFt]>Eo[� jFt]g2Ft, thus

11AEo[� jFt]�11AEo[� jFt]. It follows from (a1) and (a2) that

Eo[11AEo[� jFt]]�Eo[11AEo[� jFt]] = Eo[11A �]�Eo[11A �] = Eo[11AEo[� jFt]];

which shows that Eo[11AEo[� jFt]]=Eo[11AEo[� jFt]]. Then the �strict monot-
onicity" of (a1) further implies that 11AEo[� jFt] = 11AEo[� jFt], a.s., thus
P (A)=0, i.e., Eo[� jFt]�Eo[� jFt], a.s.

Moreover, if 0� � � �, a.s. and Eo[� jF0] = Eo[� jF0], applying (a2) with
A=
 and 
=0, we obtain

Eo[�] = Eo[Eo[� jF0]] = Eo[Eo[� jF0]] =Eo[�]:
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Then the strict monotonicity of (a1) implies that �= �, a.s., proving (A1).
2) Let 0�s� t�T , for any A2Fs�Ft and 
2�s��t, one can deduce that

Eo[11AEo[Eo[� jFt]jFs] + 
] =Eo[11AEo[� jFt] + 
] = Eo[11A �+ 
]:

Since Eo[Eo[� jFt]jFs]2Fs, (a2) implies that Eo[� jFs] = �s= Eo[Eo[� jFt]jFs],
proving (A2).
3) Fix A2Ft, for any A~2Ft and 
 2�t, we have

Eo[11A~(11AEo[� jFt]) + 
 ] = Eo[11A~\AEo[� jFt] + 
] = Eo[11A~\A � + 
 ] =
Eo[11A~ (11A �)+ 
]:

Since 11AEo[� jFt]2Ft, (a2) implies that Eo[11A� jFt]=11AEo[� jFt], proving
(A3).
4) For any A2Ft and �; 
 2�t, (D2) implies that 11A �+ 
 2�t, thus we
have

Eo[11A(Eo[� jFt]+ �)+ 
]=Eo[11AEo[� jFt]+(11A�+ 
)]=Eo[11A�+(11A�+

)]=Eo[11A (�+ �)+ 
]:

Then it follows from (a2) that Eo[�+ � jFt]=Eo[� jFt]+ �, proving (A4). �

Proof of Proposition 8: (1) For any A2Ft, using (A3) twice, we obtain

E [11A �:+:11Ac � jFt] :::= :::11AE [11A �:+:11Ac � jFt]:+:
11AcE [11A�:+:11Ac� jFt]:=:E [11A (11A�:
+:11Ac �)jFt]:+:E [11Ac (11A �:+:
11Ac �)jFt]

:::= :::E [11A� jFt]+E [11Ac� jFt]=11AE [� jFt]+
11AcE [� jFt]; a: s:

(2) Applying (A3) with a null set A and � = 0, we obtain E [0jFt] =
E [11A0jFt]=11AE [0jFt]=0, a.s. If �2Domt(E), (A4) implies that E [� jFt]=
E [0+ � jFt] = E [0jFt] + �= �, a.s.
(3) If �� �, a.s., (A1) directly implies that for any A2F�, E [11A�]�E [11A�].
On the other hand, suppose that E [11A �]� E [11A �] for any A 2 F�. We
set A~=

4f� > �g2F�, thus 11A~ � �11A~ � � c^ 0, a.s. Using (A1) we see that
E [11A~ �]�E [11A~ �]; hence E [11A~ �] = E [11A~ �]. Then (A4) implies that

E [11A~ � ¡ c^ 0]=E [11A~ �]¡ c^ 0=E [11A~ �]¡ c^ 0=E [11A~ �¡ c^ 0]:

Applying the second part of (A1), we obtain that 11A~�¡c^0=11A~�¡ c^0,
a.s., which implies that P (A~)= 0, i.e. � � �, a.s. �

Proof of Proposition 24: We shall only consider the E-supermartingale
case, as the other cases can be deduced similarly. We �rst show that for any
s2 [0; T ] and � 2S0;TF

E [X� jFs]�X�^s; a: s: (8.1)
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To see this, we note that since f��sg2Fs, (A3) and Proposition 8 (2) imply
that

E [X� jFs] = 11f�>sgE[X� jFs] + 11f��sgE [X� jFs] = E [11f�>sgX�_sjFs] +
E [11f��sgX�^sjFs]

= 11f�>sgE [X�_sjFs] + 11f��sgE [X�^sjFs] =
11f�>sgE [X�_sjFs] +11f��sgX�^s; a: s: (8.2)

Suppose that �s=
4
� _ s takes values in a �nite subset ft1< ���<tng of [s; T ].

Then (A4) implies that

E [X�sjFtn¡1] =E [11f�s=tngXtnjFtn¡1] +
X
i=1

n¡1

11f�s=tigXti; a: s:

Since f�s= tng= f�s>tn¡1g2Ftn¡1, (A3) shows that

E [11f�s=tngXtnjFtn¡1] =11f�s=tngE [XtnjFtn¡1]�11f�s=tngXtn¡1; a: s:

Thus it holds a.s. that E [X�sjFtn¡1]�11f�s>tn¡2gXtn¡1+
P

i=1
n¡211f�s=tigXti.

Applying E [�jFtn¡2] on both sides, we can further deduce from (A2)-(A4)
that

E [X�sjFtn¡2] = E [E [X�sjFtn¡1]jFtn¡2] � 11f�s>tn¡2gE [Xtn¡1jFtn¡2] +X
i=1

n¡2

11f�s=tigXti

� :::11f�s>tn¡2g Xtn¡2 +
X
i=1

n¡2

11f�s=tig Xti =

11f�s>tn¡3gXtn¡2+
X
i=1

n¡3

11f�s=tigXti; a: s:

Inductively, it follows that E [X�sjFt1]�Xt1, a.s. Applying (A2) once again,
we obtain

E [X�sjFs] = E [E [X�sjFt1]jFs]�E [Xt1jFs]�Xs; a: s:;

which together with (8.1) implies that

E [X� jFs] � 11f�>sg Xs + 11f��sg X�^s = X�^s; a: s:; hhbox j
p r o v i n g(8:1)i:
Let � 2S0;TF taking values in a �nite set fs1< ���<smg, then

E [X� jF�] :::= :::
X
j=1

m

11f�=sjgE [X� jFsj] �

X
j=1

m

11f�=sjg X�^sj = X�^�;

a: s: hhboxj � i
Proof of Proposition 26: Given � 2Dom(E), we let � 2S0;TF take values
in a �nite set ft1< ���<tng.
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1) For any � 2Dom(E) with � � �, a: s., (A1) implies that

E [� jF�] =
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [� jFti]�
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [� jFti] = E [� jF�]; a: s:

Moreover, if 0� �� �, a.s. and E [� jF�]=E [� jF�], a.s. for some �2S0;TF , we
can apply Corollary 25 to obtain

E [�] = E [E [� jF�]] =E [E [� jF�]] = E [�]:

The second part of (A1) then implies that �= �, a.s., proving (1).
2) For any A2F�, it is clear that A\ f� = tig 2Fti for each i2 f1; ���; ng.
Hence we can deduce from (A3) that

E [11A � jF�] =
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [11A � jFti] =
X
i=1

n

E [11f�=tig\A � jFti] =

X
i=1

n

11f�=tig\AE [� jFti]

= 11A
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [� jFti] = 11AE [� jF�]; a: s:; hhbox j

p r o v i n g(2):i
3) For any �2Dom�(E), since 11f�=tig �2Domti(E) for each i2f1; ���; ng,
(A3) and (A4) imply that

E [�+ � jF�] =
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE[�+ � jFti]=
X
i=1

n

E [11f�=tig �+11f�=tig� jFti]=

X
i=1

n

(E [11f�=tig � jFti] +11f�=tig �)

=
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [� jFti] + � = E [� jF�] + �; a: s:; hhbox j

p r o v i n g(3):i
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". �

Proof of Theorem 16: (H1) is an easy consequence of the lower semi-
continuity (2.2). In fact, for any �2Dom+(E) and any fAngn2N�FT with
lim
n!1

:"11An= 1 a.s., f11An �gn2N is an increasing sequence converging to

�. Then applying the lower semi-continuity with � =0 and using (A1), we
obtain E [�]� lim

n!1
:"E [11An �]�E [�]; so (H1) follows.

On the other hand, to show that (H1) implies the lower semi-continuity,
we �rst extend (H1) as follows: For any �2Dom+(E) and any fAngn2N�FT
with lim

n!1
:"11An=1, a.s., it holds for any t2 [0; T ] that

lim
n!1

:"E [11An � jFt] = E [� jFt]; a: s: (8.3)
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In fact, by (A1), it holds a.s. that fE [11An� jFt]gn2N is an increasing sequence
bounded from above by E [� jFt]. Hence, lim

n!1
:"E [11An � jFt]�E [� jFt], a.s.

Assuming that lim
n!1

:"E [11An � jFt] < E [� jFt] with a positive probability,

we can �nd an ">0 such that the set A"=
n

lim
n!1

:"E [11An � jFt]�E [� jFt]¡
"
o
2Ft still has positive probability. Hence for any n2N, we have

11A"E [11An � jFt]�11A" lim
n!1

:"E [11An � jFt]�11A" (E [� jFt]¡ "); a: s:

Then (A1)-(A4) imply that

E [11A"11An �] + " = E [11A"11An � + "] = E [E [11A"11An � + " jFt]] =
E [11A"E [11An � jFt] + "]

� E [11A"E [� jFt] + "11A"c] = E [E [11A" � + "11A"cjFt]] =
E [11A" �+ "11A"c]:

Using (A4), (H1) and (A1), we obtain

E [11A" �+ "]= E [11A" �] + "= lim
n!1

:"E [11An11A" �] + "�E [11A" �+ "11A"c]�
E [11A" �+ "];

thus E [11A" �+ "] = E [11A" �+ "11A"c]. Then the second part of (A1) implies
that 11A" �+ "=11A" �+ "11A"c, a.s., which can hold only if P (A")=0. This
results in a contradiction. Thus lim

n!1
:"E [11An � jFt]= E [� jFt], a.s., proving

(8.3).
Next, we show that (2.2) holds for each deterministic stopping time

� = t2 [0; T ]. For any j ; n2N, we de�ne An
j=
4 \k=n1 fj� ¡ �kj< 1/ jg2FT .

(A1) and (A4) imply that for any k �n

E [11Anj � jFt]�E [11fj�¡�kj<1/jg � jFt]�E [�k+1/j jFt]=E [�kjFt]+1/j ; a:s:

Hence, except on a null set Nn
j, the above inequality holds for any k�n. As

k!1, it holds on (Nn
j)c that

E [11Anj � jFt]� liminf
k!1

E [�kjFt] + 1/ j:

(Here it is not necessary that liminf
k!1

E [�kjFt]<1, a.s.) Since �n! �, a.s.

as n!1, it is clear that lim
n!1

::"11Anj = 1, a.s. Then (8.3) implies that

E[� jFt] = lim
n!1

:"E [11Anj � jFt] holds except on a null set N0
j. Let N j =

[n=01 Nn
j. It then holds on (N j)c that

E [� jFt] = lim
n!1

:"E [11Anj � jFt]� liminf
k!1

E [�kjFt] + 1/ j:

As j!1, it holds except on the null set [j=11 N j that

E [� jFt]� liminf
n!1

E [�njFt]: (8.4)
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Let � 2S0;TF taking values in a �nite set ft1< ���<tng. Then we can deduce
from (8.4) that

E [� jF�] =
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [� jFti] �
X
i=1

n

11f�=tigliminf
n!1

E [�njFti] = :

liminf
n!1

X
i=1

n

11f�=tigE [�njFti] = liminf
n!1

E [�njF�]; a: s:; (8.5)

which completes the proof. �
Proof of Theorem 18: We �rst show an extension of (H2): For any �;
� 2Dom+(E) and any fAngn2N�FT with lim

n!1
:#11An= 0, a.s., it holds

a.s. that

lim
n!1

:#E [�+11An � jFt] = E [� jFt]; a: s: (8.6)

In fact, by (A1), it holds a.s. that fE [� + 11An � jFt]gn2N is a decreasing
sequence bounded from below by E [� jFt]. Hence, lim

n!1
:#E [�+11An � jFt]�

E [� jFt], a.s. Assume that lim
n!1

:#E [�+11An � jFt]> E [� jFt] with a positive

probability, then we can �nd an ">0 such that the set A"0 =
n

lim
n!1

:#E [�+
11An � jFt]�E [� jFt] + "

o
2Ft still has positive probability. For any n2N,

(A4) implies that

11A'"E [� + 11An � jFt]� 11A'" lim
n!1

:#E [� + 11An � jFt]� 11A'" (E [� jFt] + ") =
11A'"E [�+ "jFt]; a: s:

Applying (A1)-(A3), we obtain

E [11A'" �+11An11A'" �] = E [E [11A'" � + 11An11A'" � jFt]] = E [11A'"E [� +
11An � jFt]]�E [11A'"E [�+ "jFt]]

= E [E [11A'" (�+ ")jFt]] =E [11A'" (�+ ")]:

Thanks to (H2) we further have

E [11A'" �] = lim
n!1

:#E [11A'" �+11An11A'" �]�E [11A'" (�+ ")]�E [11A'" �];

thus E [11A"0 �] = E [11A"0 (�+ ")]. Then the second part of (A1) implies that
P (A"0 )=0, which yields a contradiction. Therefore, lim

n!1
:#E [�+11An� jFt]=

E [� jFt], a.s., proving (8.6).
Since the sequence f�ngn2N is bounded above by �, it holds a.s. that

�= lim
n!1

�n� �, thus (D3) implies that � 2Dom(E). Then Fatou's Lemma

(Theorem 16) implies that for any � 2S0;TF ,

E [� jF�]� liminf
n!1

E [�njF�]; a: s: (8.7)

On the other hand, we first fix t 2 [0; T ]. For any j ; n 2 N, define
An
j=
4 \k=n1 fj� ¡ �kj< 1/ jg2FT . Then one can deduce that for any k �n

E [�kjFt]�E [11Anj (�+1/ j)+11(Anj )c � jFt]�E [�+1/ j+11(Anj )c (�¡ �)jFt];
a: s:
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Hence, except on a null set Nn
j, the above inequality holds for any k�n. As

k!1, it holds on (Nn
j)c that

limsup
k!1

E [�kjFt]�E [�+1/ j+11(Anj )c (�¡ �)jFt]:

Since �2L0(FT) and �n! �, a.s. as n!1, it is clear that lim
n!1

::"11Anj =1,

a.s. Then (8.6) and (A4) imply that except on a null set N0
j, we have

lim
n!1

:#E [�+1/ j+11(Anj )c (�¡ �)jFt] = E [�+1/ j jFt] = E [� jFt] + 1/ j:

Let N j=[n=01 Nn
j, thus it holds on (N j)c that

limsup
k!1

E [�kjFt]�E [� jFt] + 1/ j:

As j!1, it holds except on the null set [j=11 N j that limsup
n!1

E [�njFt]�

E [� jFt]. Then for any � 2S0;TF , using an argument similar to (8.5), we can
deduce that

limsup
n!1

E [�njF�]�E [� jF�]; a: s:;

which together with (8.7) proves the theorem. �

Proof of Theorem 20: Let F = ft1< t2< ���< tdg be any �nite subset of
DT . For j =1; ���; d, we de�ne Aj= f�j<T g 2F�j, clearly, Aj�Aj+1. Let

d 0=
j
d

2

k
, one can deduce that UF(a; b;X)=

P
j=1
d0 11A2j and that

11[j=1d' (A2j¡1nA2j) (XT ¡ a) � 11[j=1d' (A2j¡1nA2j)11fXT<ag (XT ¡ a) �
11fXT<ag (XT ¡a)=¡(a¡XT)+:

Since XT 2Dom(E) and L1(FT)�Dom(E) (by Lemma 19), we can deduce
from (D2) that

(b¡ a) UF(a; b;X)¡ (a ¡XT)+=
X
j=1

d'

11A2j (b¡ a) + 11fXT<ag (XT ¡ a) 2

Dom(E):

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

E [(b ¡ a) UF (a; b; X) ¡ (a ¡ XT )+jF�2d'] � (b ¡ a)
X
j=1

d'

11A2j +

E [11[j=1d' (A2j¡1nA2j) (XT ¡ a)jF�2d']

= :::(b ¡ a)
X
j=1

d'

11A2j:+11[j=1d' (A2j¡1nA2j) (E [XT jF�2d'] ¡ a) � (b ¡

a)
X
j=1

d'

11A2j:+11[j=1d' (A2j¡1nA2j) (X�2d':¡a); a: s: (8.8)
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Applying E [�jF�2d0¡1] to the above inequality, using Proposition 26 (1)-(3)
and Proposition 24 once again, we obtain

E [(b¡ a)UF(a; b;X)¡ (a¡XT)+jF�2d'¡1]

� E

24 (b ¡ a)
X
j=1

d'¡1

11A2j:+
¡
11A2d'¡1 +

11[j=1d'¡1(A2j¡1nA2j)
�
(X�2d'¡ a)

������������F�2d'¡1
35

= (b ¡ a)
X
j=1

d'¡1

11A2j + E
�¡
11A2d'¡1 +

11[j=1d'¡1(A2j¡1nA2j)
�
(X�2d'¡ a)

����F�2d'¡1�
= (b ¡ a)

X
j=1

d'¡1

11A2j +
¡
11A2d'¡1 +

11[j=1d'¡1(A2j¡1nA2j)
�
(E [X�2d'jF�2d'¡1]¡a)

� (b ¡ a)
X
j=1

d'¡1

11A2j +
¡
11A2d'¡1 +

11[j=1d'¡1(A2j¡1nA2j)
�
(X�2d'¡1¡a)

� (b¡a)
X
j=1

d'¡1

11A2j+11[j=1d'¡1(A2j¡1nA2j) (X�2d'¡1¡a); a: s:;

(8.9)

where we used the fact that X�2d0>b on A2d 0 in the �rst inequality and the
fact that X�2d 0¡1<a on A2d0¡1 in the last inequality. Similarly, applying
E [�jF�2d 0¡2] to the above inequality yields that

E [(b ¡ a) UF (a; b; X) ¡ (a ¡ XT )+jF�2d'¡2] � (b ¡ a)
X
j=1

d'¡1

11A2j +

11[j=1d'¡1(A2j¡1nA2j) (X�2d'¡2¡a); a: s:

Iteratively applying E [�jF�2d 0¡3], E [�jF�2d0¡4] and so on, we eventually obtain
that

E [(b¡ a)UF(a; b;X)¡ (a¡XT)+]� 0: (8.10)

We assume �rst thatXT �c, a.s. for some c2R. Since (a¡XT)+�:jaj+ jcj,
it directly follows from (A4) that

0 � E [(b ¡ a) UF(a; b; X) ¡ (a ¡ XT )+] � E [(b ¡ a) UF(a; b; X)] ¡ (jaj +
jcj): (8.11)
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Let fFngn2N be an increasing sequence of finite subsets of DT with [n2NFn=
DT , thus lim

n!1
:"UFn(a; b;X)=UDT(a; b;X). Fix M 2N, we see that

lim
n!1

:"11fUFn(a;b;X)>Mg=11[nfUFn(a;b;X)>Mg=11fUDT(a;b;X)>Mg: (8.12)

For any n 2N, we know from (8.11) that E [(b¡ a)M11fUFn(a;b;X)>M g]�
E [(b¡a)UFn(a; b;X)]�jaj+ jcj, thus Fatou's Lemma (Theorem 16) implies
that

E [(b¡ a)M11fUDT(a;b;X)=1g] � E [(b¡a)M11fUDT(a;b;X)>Mg]
� lim

n!1
:"E [(b ¡ a)M11fUFn(a;b;X)>Mg] �

jaj+ jcj: (8.13)

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

0�E [(b¡a)UF(a;b;X)¡ (a¡XT)+]�
1
2
E [2 (b¡a)UF(a; b;X)]+

1
2
E [¡2(a¡

XT)+]:

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

E [(b¡ a) 2M11fUDT(a;b;X)=1g]�¡E [¡2 (a¡XT)+]:

where ¡2 (a¡XT)+=11fXT<ag 2 (XT ¡a)2Dom(E) thanks to (D2). Also
note that (A1) and Proposition 26 (5) imply that E [¡2(a¡XT)+]�E [0]=0.

Using (H0) in both cases above yields that P (UDT(a; b;X)=1)=0, i.e.,
UDT(a; b;X)<1, a.s. Then a classical argument (see e.g. (, ?, Proposition
1.3.14)) shows that

P
�
hhboxjbothi lim

s%t; s2DT
Xshhboxjandi lim

s&t; s2DT
Xshhboxjexistforanyit2

[0; T ]
�
=1:

This completes the proof. �

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

Xt
+= lim

n!1
Xqn+(t)� esssup

s2DT
Xs hhboxjfo ran yit2

[0; T ]; (8.14)

herrorjcompound hboxi X�
+= lim

n!1
Xqn

+(�)�esssup
s2DT

Xs hhboxjforanyi�2

S0;T : (8.15)

Proof of (1): Case I. For any � 2S0;T , if esssup
s2DT

Xs2Dom+(E), (D3) and

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

Case II. Assume that E satis�es (8.6). For any n2N, since X is an E-
supermartingale and since qn

+(�) 2 S0;TF , Corollary 25 and Proposition 24
imply that

E [Xqn+(�)] = E
�
E
�
Xqn

+(�)

����Fqn+1+ (�)

��
�E
�
Xqn+1

+ (�)

�
�X0:
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Hence, fE [Xqn
+(�)]gn2N is an increasing non-negative sequence that is bounded

from above by X0 2 [0;1). (8.6) and (8.15) then imply that X�
+ belongs

to Dom(E), proving statement (1).
Proof of (2): Now suppose that Xt

+2Dom+(E) for any t2 [0; T ]. First, we
shall show that for t2 [0; T ] and A2Ft

E [11AXt
+] = lim

n!1
E [11AXqn+(t)]: (8.16)

Since the distribution function x 7! P fXt
+ � xg jumps up at most on a

countable subset S of [0;1), we can �nd a sequence fKjgj=11 � [0;1) n S
increasing to 1. Fix m; j 2N, (A1)-(A3) imply that for any n�m

E
h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<Kjg (Xqn
+(t)^Kj)

i
= E

h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<Kjg Xqn
+(t)

i
�

E
h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<KjgE [Xqm+(t)jFqn+(t)]
i

= E
h
E
h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<KjgXqm
+(t)

������Fqn+(t)ii=
E
h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<KjgXqm
+(t)

i
: (8.17)

Since Kj 2/ S, P fXt
+ =Kjg = 0, one can easily deduce from (8.14) that

lim
n!1

11fX
qn
+(t)

<Kjg= 11fXt
+<Kjg, a.s.

�
In fact, for almost every ! 2fXt

+<

Kjg (resp. fXt
+>Kjg), there exists an N(!)2N such that Xqn

+(t)< (hhboxj
r e s p:i >)Kj for any n � N (!), which means lim

n!1
11fX

qn
+(t)

<Kjg(!) =

1(hhbox j r e s p:i 0) = 11fXt
+<Kjg(!)

�
. Applying the Dominated Conver-

gence Theorem (Theorem 18) twice, we obtain

E [11A11fXt
+<KjgXt

+] = E [11A11fXt
+<Kjg (Xt

+ ^ Kj)] =

lim
n!1

E
h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<Kjg (Xqn
+(t)^Kj)

i
� lim

n!1
E
h
11A11fX

qn
+(t)

<Kjg Xqm
+(t)

i
=

E [11A11fXt
+<KjgXqm

+(t)]:

Since lim
j!1

::"11fXt
+<Kjg= 1, a.s., the Dominated Convergence Theorem

again implies that

E [11A Xt
+] = lim

j!1
E [11A11fXt

+<Kjg Xt
+] � lim

j!1
E [11A11fXt

+<Kjg Xqm
+(t)] =

E [11AXqm
+(t)];

which leads to that E [11AXt
+]� limsup

m!1
E [11AXqm

+(t)]. Fatou's Lemma (The-

orem 16) gives the reverse inequality, thus proving (8.16). Since X is an E-
supermartingale, using (8.16), (A2) and (A3), we obtain

E [11A Xt
+] = lim

n!1
E [11A Xqn

+(t)] = lim
n!1

E [E [11A Xqn
+(t)jFt]] =

lim
n!1

E [11AE [Xqn+(t)jFt]]�E [11AXt]

50 Section 8



for any A2Ft, which further implies that Xt
+�Xt, a.s. thanks to Proposi-

tion 8 (3).
Next, we show that X+ is an E-supermartingale: For any 0�s<t�T , it

is clear that qn
+(s)� qn+(t) for any n2N. For any A2Fs, (A3) and Corollary

25 imply that for any n2N

E[11AXqn
+(s)]�E [11AE [Xqn

+(t)jFqn+(s)]]=E [E [11AXqn
+(t)jFqn+(s)]]=E [11AXqn

+(t)]:

As n!1, (8.16), (A2) and (A3) imply that

E [11A Xs
+] = lim

n!1
E [11A Xqn

+(s)] � lim
n!1

E [11A Xqn
+(t)] = E [11A Xt

+] =

E [E [11AXt
+jFs]] = E [11AE [Xt

+jFs]]:

Then Proposition 8 (3) implies that Xs
+�E [Xt

+jFs], a.s., thus fXt
+gt2[0;T ]

is an RCLL E-supermartingale.
Proof of (3): If t 7!E [Xt] is right continuous, for any t2 [0; T ], (8.16) implies
that

E [Xt
+] = lim

n!1
E [Xqn

+(t)] = E [Xt]:

Then the second part of (A1) imply that Xt
+=Xt, a.s., which means that

X+ is an RCLL modi�cation of X . On the other hand, if X~ is a right-
continuous modi�cation of X , we see from (2.4) that except on a null set N~

Xt
+= lim

n!1
Xqn

+(t); X~t= lim
n!1

X~qn+(t); X~t=Xt; hhbox j a n di X~qn+(t)=

Xqn+(t)hhboxjf o r a n yin2N:

Putting them together, it holds on N~c that

Xt
+= lim

n!1
Xqn+(t)= lim

n!1
X~qn+(t)=X~t=Xt: (8.18)

Since X is an E-supermartingale, (A2) implies that for any 0� t1<t2�T ,
E [Xt1]�E [E [Xt2jFt1]] = E [Xt2], which shows that the function t 7! E [Xt] is
decreasing. Then (8.16) and (8.18) imply that for any t2 [0; T ]

E [Xt]� lim
s#t
E [Xs] = lim

n!1
E [Xqn

+(t)] = E [Xt
+] = E [Xt];

thus lim
s#t
E [Xs] = E [Xt], i.e., the function t 7! E [Xt] is right continuous. �

Proof of Corollary 25 : Since essinf
t2[0;T ]

Xt� c, a.s., we can deduce from (A4)

that Xc=
4fXt¡ cgt2[0;T ] is a non-negative E-supermartingale. If esssup

t2DT
Xt2

D o m#(E)
�
(D2) implies that esssup

t2DT
Xt 2 D o m#(E) is equivalent to

esssup
t2DT

Xt
c 2D o m+(E)

�
or if (8.6) holds, Proposition 82 (1) shows that

for any � 2S0;T , (Xc)�
+ belongs to Dom+(E). Because

(Xc)t
+=Xt

+¡ c; 8 t2 [0; T ]; (8.19)
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(D2) and the non-negativity of (Xc)+ imply that

X�
+=(Xc)�

++ c2Dom#(E):

On the other hand, if Xt
+2Dom#(E) for any t2 [0;T ], (D2) implies that the

non-negative random variable (Xc)t
+=Xt

+¡ c belongs to Dom+(E). Hence,
Proposition 82 (2) show that (Xc)+ is an RCLL E-supermartingale such that
for any t 2 [0; T ], (Xc)t

+�Xt
c, a.s. Then (8.19), (2.8) and (A4) imply that

X+ is an RCLL E~-supermartingale such that for any t2 [0; T ], Xt
+�Xt, a.s.

Moreover, if t 7!E~[Xt] is a right-continuous function (which is equivalent to
the right continuity of t 7!E [Xt

c]), then we know from Proposition 82 (2) that
for any t2 [0; T ], (Xc)t

+=Xt
c, a.s., or equivalently, Xt

+=Xt, a.s. Conversely,
if X has a right-continuous modi�cation, so does Xc, then Proposition 82
(2) once again shows that t 7! E [Xt

c] is right continuous, which is equivalent
to the right continuity of t 7! E~[Xt]. This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 24: We shall only consider the E~-supermartingale case,
as the other cases can be deduced easily by similar arguments. Fix t2 [0; T ],
we let f�ntgn2N be a decreasing sequence in St;TF such that lim

n!1
�n
t = � _ t.

Since essinf
t2DT

Xt� c, a.s., it holds a.s. that Xt� c for each t2DT . The right-

continuity of the process X then implies that except on a null set N , Xt� c
for any t2 [0; T ]. Thus we see from (A4) that Xc=

4fXt¡ cgt2[0;T ] is a non-
negative E-supermartingale. For any n2N and A2Ft�F�_t, (A2), (A3)
and Proposition 24 imply that

E [11AX�n
t
c ] =E [E [11AX�n

t
c jFt]] = E [11AE [X�n

t
c jFt]]�E [11AXt

c]: (8.20)

We also have that E [11AX�_t
c ] = lim

n!1
E [11AX�n

t
c ]. The proof is similar to

that of (8.16). (We only need to replace Xt
+ by X�_t

c and Xqn
+(t) by X�n

t
c in

the proof of (8.16) ). As n!1 in (8.20), (A2) and (A3) imply that

E [11A Xt
c] � lim

n!1
E [11A X�n

t
c ] = E [11A X�_t

c ] = E [E [11A X�_t
c jFt]] =

E [11AE [X�_t
c jFt]]:

Applying Proposition 8 (3), we obtain that E [X�_t
c jFt]�Xt

c, a.s. Then (A4)
and (2.8) imply that

E~[X�_tjFt] = E [X�_tjFt] = E [X�_t
c + cjFt] = E [X�_t

c jFt] + c �Xt
c + c =Xt;

a: s:

Since f� � tg2Ft, we can deduce from (A3) and (A4) that

E~[X� jFt] = E~[11f�>tg X�_t + 11f��tg X�^tjFt] = 11f�>tgE~[X�_tjFt] +
11f��tgX�^t

� 11f�>tgXt+11f��tgX�^t=X�^t a: s:
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Hence, we can �nd a null set N~ such that except on N~c

E~[X� jFt] � X�^t; hhbox j f o r a n yt 2
DT and the paths of E~[X� jF�] andX�^� are all RCLL:i

As a result, on N~c

E~[X� jFt]�X�^t; 8 t2 [0;T ]; hhboxjthusi E~[X� jF�]�
X�^�; 8 � 2S0;T : hhboxj � i
Proof of Proposition 26: 1) If � � �, a.s., by (A1), it holds except on a
null set N that

E~[� jFt] � E~[� jFt]; hhbox j f o r a n yt 2
DT and that the paths of E~[� jF�] and E~[� jF�] are all RCLL; i
which implies that on N c

E~[� jFt]�E~[� jFt]; 8 t2 [0; T ]; hhboxjt h u si E~[� jF�]�E~[� jF�]:

Moreover, if E~[� jF�] = E~[� jF�], a.s. for some � 2S0;T , we can apply (2.8)
and Corollary 25 to get

E [�] = E~[�] = E~[E~[� jF�]] = E~[E~[� jF�]] =E~[�] = E [�]:

Then (A4) implies that E [� ¡ c(�)] = E [�]¡ c(�)= E [�]¡ c(�) = E [� ¡ c(�)].
Clearly, 0� � ¡ c(�)� � ¡ c(�), a.s. The second part of (A1) then implies
that � ¡ c(�)= �¡ c(�), a.s., i.e. �= �, a.s., proving (1).
2) For any A 2 F� and � 2D o m�

#(E), we let f�ngn2N be a decreasing
sequence in S0;TF such that lim

n!1
:#�n= �, a.s. For any n2N, since A2F�n

and � 2Dom�n
# (E), Proposition 26 (2) and (3) imply that

E~[11A � jF�n] = 11AE~[� jF�n]; hhbox j a n di E~[� + � jF�n] = E~[� jF�n] + �;

a: s: (8.21)

Then we can �nd a null set N 0 such that except on N 0

herrorjcompound hboxi

As n!1, it holds on (N 0)c that

E~[11A � jF�] = lim
n!1

E~[11A � jF�n] =

lim
n!1

11AE~[� jF�n] =11AE~[� jF�];

herrorjcompound hboxi E~[� + � jF�] = lim
n!1

E~[� + � jF�n] = lim
n!1

E~[� jF�n] +
�= E~[� jF�] + �;

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". �

Proofs 53



8.2 Proofs of Section 7

Proof of Lemma 80: (1) Let E be a positively-convex F -expectation. For
any A2FT and n2N, (D1) and (D2) imply that 11A;n11A2Dom(E). Then
the positive-convexity of E and Proposition 8 (2) show that

E [11A]=E
�
1
n
(n11A)

�
� 1
n
E [n11A]+

�
1¡ 1

n

�
E [0]= 1

n
E [n11A]+

�
1¡ 1

n

�
�0=

1
n
E [n11A]: (8.22)

Since P (A)>0, one can deduce from the second part of (A1) that E [11A]>0.
Letting n!1 in (8.22) yields that

lim
n!1

E [n11A]� lim
n!1

nE [11A] =1;

thus E satis�es (H0). Moreover, for any �; �2Dom#(E), �2 (0;1) and t2 [0;
T ], we can deduce from (2.8), (A4) and the positive-convexity of E that

E~[��+(1¡�) � jFt] = E [�� + (1¡ �) � jFt] = E [�(� ¡ c(�)) + (1¡ �) (� ¡
c(�))jFt] +�c(�)+ (1¡�) c(�)

� �E [�¡c(�)jFt]+�c(�)+(1¡�)E [�¡c(�)jFt]+(1¡
�) c(�)

= �E [� jFt] + (1 ¡ �)E [� jFt] = �E~[� jFt] + (1 ¡
�)E~[� jFt]; a: s:;

which shows that E~ is convex in the sense of (?). On the other hand, if E~
satis�es (?), since Dom+(E)�Dom#(E), one can easily deduce from (2.8)
that E is positively-convex. �

Proof of Proposition 75: We �rst check that Ei;j� satis�es (A1)-(A4). For
this purpose, let �; � 2�# and t2 [0; T ].

1) If � � �, a.s., applying Proposition 26 (1) to E~j yields that E~j[� jF�_t]�
E~j[� jF�_t], a.s. Then (A1) of E~i and (75) imply that

Ei;j� [� jFt] = E~i
�
E~j[� jF�_t]

����Ft��E~i�E~j[� jF�_t]����Ft�=Ei;j� [� jFt]; a: s:

Moreover, if 0� �� � a.s. and Ei;j� [�]=Ei;j� [�]
¡
i.e. E~i

�
E~j[� jF�]

�
=E~i

�
E~j[� jF�]

�
by (75)

�
, the second part of (A1) implies that E~j[� jF�]=E~j[� jF�], a.s. Fur-

ther applying the second part of Proposition 26 (1), we obtain �= �, a.s.,
proving (A1) for Ei;j� .

2) Next, we let 0� s� t�T and set �t=
4
Ei;j� [� jFt]. Applying Proposition 26

(2) to E~i and E~j, we obtain

Ei;j� [�tjFs]:=:11f��sgE~j[�tjFs]:+:11f�>sgE~i
�
E~j[�tjF�]

����Fs�:=:
E~j[11f��sg�tjFs]:+:E~i

�
E~j[11f�>sg�tjF�]

����Fs�; a: s:;
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where we used the fact that f� > sg2F�^s thanks to (, ?, Lemma 1.2.16).
Then (A3) and (A2) imply that

E~j[11f��sg �tjFs] = E~j
�
11f��sgE~j[� jFt]

����Fs� = 11f��sgE~j
�
E~j[� jFt]

����Fs� =
11f��sgE~j[� jFs]; a: s: (8.23)

On the other hand, we can deduce from (75) that

11f�>sg �t = 11fs<��tgE~j[� jFt] + 11f�>tgE~i
�
E~j[� jF�]

����Ft� =

11fs<��tgE~j[� jFt] +11f�>tgE~i
�
E~j[� jF�]

����F�^t�; a: s:

Since both fs < � � tg= f� > sg \ f� > tgc and f� > tg belong to F�^t,
Proposition 26 (3) and (2) as well as Corollary 25 imply that

E~j[11f�>sg�tjF�] =E~j
�
11fs<��tgE~j[� jFt]

����F� �+11f�>tgE~i�E~j[� jF�]����F�^t�
= 11fs<��tgE~j

�
E~j[� jFt]

����F� � + 11f�>tgE~i
�
E~j[� jF�]

����Ft� =

11fs<��tgE~j[� jF�^t] + E~i
�
11f�>tgE~j[� jF�]

����Ft�
= E~i

�
11fs<��tgE~j[� jF�^t] + 11f�>tgE~j[� jF�]

����Ft� =

E~i
�
11fs<�gE~j[� jF�]

����Ft�; a: s:

Taking E~i[�jFs] of both sides as well as using (A2) and (A3) of E~i, we obtain

E~i
�
E~j[11f�>sg �tjF�]

����Fs�:=:E~i�E~i�11fs<�gE~j[� jF�]����Ft�����Fs�:=:
E~i
�
11fs<�gE~j[� jF�]

����Fs�:=:11f�>sgE~i�E~j[� jF�]����Fs�; a: s:;

which together with (8.23) yields that

Ei;j� [Ei;j� [� jFt]jFs] = 11f��sgE~j[� jFs] + 11f�>sgE~i
�
E~j[� jF�]

����Fs� = Ei;j� [� jFs];
a: s:; hhboxjp r o v i n g (A 2) f o riEi;j� :

3) For any A2Ft, using (75), (A3) of E~i as well as applying Proposition 26
(2) to E~j, we obtain

Ei;j� [11A� jFt]=E~i
�
11AE~j[� jF�_t]

����Ft�=11AE~i�E~j[� jF�_t]����Ft�=11AEi;j� [� jFt];
a: s:; hhboxjp r o v i n g (A 3) f o riEi;j� :

Similarly, we can show that (A4) holds for Ei;j� as well. Therefore, Ei;j� is an
F -expectation with domain �#. Since �2D~T , i.e. R��, it follows easily
that R��#, which shows that �#2D~T .
4) Now we show that Ei;j� satis�es (H1) and (H2): For any � 2 �+ and
any fAngn2N�FT with lim

n!1
:"11An=1, a.s., the Dominated Convergence

Theorem (Proposition 29) implies that lim
n!1

::"E~j[11An� jF�]=E~j[� jF�], a.s.
Furthermore, using (75) and applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem
to E~i yield that

lim
n!1

::"Ei;j� [11An �] = lim
n!1

::"E~i
�
E~j[11An � jF�]

�
= E~i

�
E~j[� jF�]

�
= Ei;j� [�];

hhboxjp r o v i n g (H 1) f o riEi;j� :
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With a similar argument, we can show that Ei;j� also satis�es (H2).
5) If both Ei and Ej are positively-convex, so are E~i and E~j thanks to (2.8).
To see that Ei;j� is convex in the sense of (?), we �x �; �2�#, �2 (0; 1) and
t2 [0; T ]. For any s2 [0; T ], we have

E~j[��+(1¡�) � jFs]��E~j[� jFs] + (1¡�)E~j[� jFs]; a: s:

Since E~j[��+ (1¡ �) � jF�], E~j[� jF�] and E~j[� jF�] are all RCLL processes, it
holds except on a null set N that

E~j[��+(1¡�) � jFs] � �E~j[� jFs] + (1¡ �)E~j[� jFs]; 8 s 2
[0; T ];

hhbox j t h u si E~j[�� + (1 ¡
�) � jF�_t] � �E~j[� jF�_t] + (1¡�)E~j[� jF�_t]:

Then (75) implies that

Ei;j� [��+(1¡�) � jFt] = E~i
�
E~j[��+(1¡�) � jF�_t]

����Ft��E~i��E~j[� jF�_t] +
(1¡�)E~j[� jF�_t]

����Ft�;
� �E~i

�
E~j[� jF�_t]

����Ft�+(1¡�)E~i�E~j[� jF�_t]����Ft�=�Ei;j� [� jFt]+
(1¡�)Ei;j� [� jFt]; a: s: hhboxj � i

8.3 Proofs of Section 4
Proof of Lemma 80: For any i2I, it is clear that H0

i=0 and that (4.2)
directly follows from (h1). For any s; t2DT with s<t, we can deduce from
(h2) that

Hs;t
i =

Z
s

t

hr
i d r� c

Z
s

t

d s� c T ; a: s:; (8.24)

which implies that essinf
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
i � cT , a.s. Thus (S2) holds with CH= cT .

If no member of E satis�es (8.6), then
R
0

T jht
j j d t 2Dom(E ) for some

j 2 I is assumed. For any s; t 2DT with s < t, we can deduce from (8.24)
and (h2) that

CH �Hs;t
j �

Z
s

t

jhr
j j d r�

Z
0

T

jhr
j j d r; a: s:;

which implies that CH � esssup
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
j �

R
0

T jhr
j j d r a.s. Then Lemma 80

shows that esssup
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
j 2Dom(E ), i.e. (?). Moreover, we can derive (S3)

directly from (h3). �

Proof of Lemma 80: For any i; j 2I 0 and �1; �22U , we consider the event

A=
4�E~i[X(�1)+H�;�1

i jF�]�E~j[X(�2)+H�;�2
j jF�]

	
2F� ;
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and de�ne stopping times �=
4
�211A+ �111Ac2U and �(A)=

4
�11A+T11Ac2

S�;T . Since E 0= fEigi2I 0 is a stable subclass of E , De�nition 7.13 assures
the existence of k=k(i; j ;�(A))2I 0 such that E~k=Ei;j

�(:A). Applying Propo-

sition 26 (5) to E~j and Proposition 26 (3) & (2) to E~i, we can deduce from
(75) that for any � 2Dom(E )

E~k[� jF�] = Ei;j
�(:A)[� jF�] = E~i

�
E~j[� jF�(A)_�]

����F� � = E~i
�
11AE~j[� jF�] +

11AcE~j[� jFT ]
����F� �

= E~i
�
11AE~j[� jF�] + 11Ac �

����F� � = 11AE~j[� jF�] + 11AcE~i[� jF�];
a: s: (8.25)

Moreover, (4.5) implies that

H�;�
k :=:H�(A)^�;�(A)^�

i :+:H�(A)_�;�(A)_�
j :=:11Ac H�;�1

i :+:11A H�;�2
j ;

a: s:

Then applying Proposition 26 (2) to E~i and E~j, we see from (8.25) that

E~k[X(�)+H�;�
k jF�] = 11AE~j[X(�)+H�;�

k jF�] +11AcE~i[X(�)+H�;�
k jF�]

= E~j[11A X(�2) + 11A H�;�2
j jF�] + E~i[11Ac X(�1) +

11AcH�;�1
i jF�]

= 11AE~j[X(�2)+H�;�2
j jF�]+11AcE~i[X(�1)+H�;�1

i jF�]
= E~i[X(�1)+H�;�1

i jF�]_E~j[X(�2)+H�;�2
j jF�]; a: s:

Similarly, taking �0=
4
�111A+ �211Ac and k 0= k(i; j ; �(Ac)), we obtain

E~k'[X (� ')+H�;�'
k' jF�] =E~i[X(�1)+H�;�

i jF�]^E~j[X(�2)+H�;�
j jF�]; a: s:

Hence, the family
�
E~i[X(�) +H�;�

i jF�]
	
(i;�)2I 0�U is closed under pairwise

maximization and pairwise minimization. Thanks to (, ?, Proposition VI-
11-1), we can �nd two sequences f(in; �n)gn2N and f(in0 ; �n0 )gn2N in I 0�U
such that (4.9) and (4.10) hold. �

Proof of Lemma 46: We �x � 2S0;T . For any (i; �)2I �S�;T , (?), (?) and
Proposition 26 (5) show that E~i[Y�+H�;�

i jF�]�E~i[C�jF�] =C� , a.s. Taking
the essential supremum over (i; �)2I �S�;T gives

Z(�)= esssup
(i;�)2I�S�;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]�C; a: s:

Then for any i2I, (?) implies that Z i(�)=Z(�)+H�
i�C�+CH=CY +2CH,

a.s.
If no member of E satis�es (8.6) (thus (4.6) is assumed), then for any

(i; �)2I �S�;T , it holds a.s. that

E~i[Y�ijFt]� �Y ; 8 t2DT :
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Since E~i[Y�ijF�] is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N =N(i;
�) that

E~i[Y�ijFt]� �Y ; 8 t2 [0; T ]; hhboxjt h u si E~i[Y�ijF�]� �Y :

Moreover, Proposition 26 (3) and (4.4) imply that

�Y �E~i[Y�ijF�] =E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] +H�

i �E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] +CH ; a: s:

Taking essential supremum over (i; �)2I �S�;T yields that

Z(�)= esssup
(i;�)2I�S�;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]� �Y ¡CH ; a: s:

where �Y ¡CH 2Dom(E ) thanks to (4.6) and (D2). Hence, for any i2I,
we have Z i(�) = Z(�) +H�

i � �Y ¡CH +H�
i, a.s. And (4.2) together with

(D2) imply that �Y ¡CH+H�
i 2Dom(E ). �

Proof of Lemma 80: If no member of E satis�es (8.6), then we see from
Lemma 46 that

C �Z(�)� �Y ¡CH ; a: s:;

and that �Y ¡CH2Dom(E ). Hence Z(�)2Dom(E ) thanks to Lemma 80.
On the other hand, if Ej satis�es (8.6) for some j 2 I, letting (X; I 0;

U) = (Y ; I ; S�;T) in Lemma 80, we can �nd a sequence f(in; �n)gn2N in
I �S�;T such that

Z(�)= esssup
(i;�)2I�S�;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] = lim

n!1
::"E~in[Y�n+H�;�n

in jF�]; a: s:

For any n 2N, it follows from De�nition 7.13 that there exists kn= k(j ;
in; �)2I such that E~kn= Ej;in� . Applying Proposition 26 (3) to E~kn, we can
deduce from (?), (75) and (4.5) that

E~kn[Y�n
kn]¡CH = E~kn[Y�n + H�n

kn ¡ CH] = E~kn[Y�n + H� ;�n
kn + H�

kn ¡ CH] �
E~kn[Y�n+H�;�n

kn ]

= Ej;in� [Y�n+H�;�n
kn ]=E~j

�
E~in:[Y�n+H�;�n

kn jF�]
�
=E~j

�
E~in[Y�n+

H�;�n
in jF�]

�
;

which together with (Y2) shows that

liminf
n!1

Ej
�
E~in[Y�n+H�;�n

in jF�]
�
� sup
(i;�)2I�S0;T

E~i[Y�i]¡CH<1:

For any n2N, (4.8), (4.4) and Proposition 26 (5) imply that

E~in[Y�n+H�;�n
in jF�]�E~in[C jF�] =C; a: s:

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

Z(�)= lim
n!1

::"E~in[Y�n+H�;�n
in jF�]2Dom(E ):

58 Section 8



For any i2I, (4.2) and (D2) imply that Z i(�)=Z(�)+H�
i 2Dom(E ). �

Proof of Proposition 82: To see (4.15), we �rst note that the event
A=
4f� = �g belong to F�^� thanks to (, ?, Lemma 1.2.16). For any i 2 I

and �2S�;T , we de�ne �(A)=
4
�11A+T11Ac, which clearly belongs to S�;T .

Proposition 26 (2) and (3) then imply that

11AE~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] = 11A

¡
E~i[Y�+H�

ijF�]¡H�
i
�
= 11A

¡
E~i[Y�+H�

ijF�]¡
H�
i
�
=11AE~i[Y�+H�;�

i jF�]

= E~i[11A (Y�(A) + H�;�(A)
i )jF�] = 11AE~i[Y�(A) +

H�;�(A)
i jF�]

� 11A esssup
(i;
)2I�S�;T

E~i[Y
+H�;

i jF�] =11AZ(�); a: s:

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over (i; �)2 I �S�;T
and applying Lemma 80 (2), we obtain

11A Z(�) = 11A esssup
(i;�)2I�S�;T

E~i[Y� + H�;�
i jF�] = esssup

(i;�)2I�S�;T

¡
11AE~i[Y� +

H�;�
i jF�]

�
�11AZ(�); a: s:

Reversing the roles of � and �, we obtain (4.15).
As to (4.15), since S
;T �S�;T , it is clear that

esssup
(i;�)2I�S
;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]� esssup

(i;�)2I�S�;T
E~i[Y�+H�;�

i jF�] =Z(�); a: s:

Letting (X; �; I 0;U)= (Y ; 
; I ;S
;T) in Lemma 80, we can �nd a sequence
f(in; �n)gn2N in I �S
;T such that

Z(
)= esssup
(i;�)2I�S
;T

E~i[Y�+H
;�
i jF
] = lim

n!1
::"E~in[Y�n+H
;�n

in jF
]; a: s:

Now �x j2I. For any n2N, it follows from De�nition 7.13 that there exists
a kn= k(j ; in; 
)2 I such that E~kn= Ej;in


 . Applying Proposition 26 (3) to
E~in, we can deduce from (75), (4.5) that

esssup
(i;�)2I�S
;T

E~i[Y� + H�;�
i jF�] � E~kn[Y�n + H�;�n

kn jF�] = Ej;in

 [Y�n + H�;�n

kn jF�] =

E~j
�
E~in[Y�n+H�;�n

kn jF
]
����F� �

= E~j
�
E~in[Y�n+H
;�n

kn jF
]+H�;

kn
����F� �=E~j�E~in[Y�n+H
;�n

in jF
]+H�;

j
����F� �;

a: s: (8.26)

For any n2N, Proposition 26 (5), (4.8) and (4.4) show that

CY + 2 CH = E~in[C jF
] + CH � E~in[Y�n +H
;�n
in jF
] +H�;


j � Z(
) +H�;

j ;

a: s:;
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where Z(
)+H�;

j 2Dom(E ) thanks to Lemma 80, (4.2) and (D2). Then

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

E~j[Z(
) + H�;

j jF�] = lim

n!1
E~j
�
E~in:[Y�n:+:H
;�n

in jF
]:+:H� ;

j
����F� � �

esssup
(i;�)2I�S
;T

::E~i[Y�:+:H�;�
i jF�]; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over j 2I, we obtain

esssup
j2I

E~j[Z(
)+:H�;

j jF�]� esssup

(i;�)2I�S
;T
::E~i[Y�+H�;�

i jF�]; a:s: (8.27)

On the other hand, for any i 2 I and � 2S
;T , applying Corollary 25 and
Proposition 26 (3), we obtain

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] = E~i

�
E~i[Y�+H�;�

i jF
]
����F� �=E~i�E~i[Y�+H
;�

i jF
]+H�;

i
����F� �

� E~i[Z(
)+H�;

i jF�]�esssup

i2I
E~i[Z(
)+:H�;


i jF�]; a:s:

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over (i; �)2 I � S
;T
yields that

esssup
(i;�)2I�S
;T

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]� esssup

i2I
E~i[Z(
)+:H�;


i jF�]; a: s:;

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

Proof of Proposition 46: For any i2 I and � ; 
 2S0;T with � � 
, a.s.,
Proposition 26 (3), (4.15) imply that

E~i[Z i(�)jF�] = E~i[Z(�) +:H�;�
i jF�] +:H�

i � esssup
i2I

E~i[Z(�)+:H�;�
i jF�] +:

H�
i �Z(�)+:H�

i=Z i(�); a: s:;

which implies that fZ i(t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale. Proposition 82,
Theorem 20 and (?) then show thatn
Zt
i;+=
4
liminf
n!1

Z i(qn
+(t))

o
t2[0;T ]

de�nes an RCLL process. Moreover, (46)

implies that

essinf
t2[0;T ]

Z i(t)�CY +2CH ; a: s: (8.28)

If Ej satis�es (8.6) for some j 2I, Corollary 25 and (8.28) imply that

Z�
j;+2Dom#(Ej)=Dom(E ); 8 �2S0;T ; (8.29)

hhboxjand t ha tZ j;+ is anRCLLE~j¡ supermartingale such that for any t2 [0;
T ]; Zt

j;+�Zj(t); a: s:i (8.30)

Otherwise, if no member of E satis�es (8.6), we suppose that (?) holds for
some j 2I. Then Lemma 46 and (?) imply that for any t2DT ,

CY +2CH �Z j(t)=Z(t)+Ht
j � �Y ¡CH+ � j ; a: s:
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Taking essential supremum of Z j(t) over t2DT yields that

CY +2CH � esssup
t2DT

Z j(t)� �Y ¡CH+ � j ; a: s:;

where �Y ¡CH+ � j2Dom(E ) thanks to (4.6), (?) and (D2). Hence Lemma
80 implies that esssup

t2DT
Z j(t)2Dom(E ) =Dom#(Ej). Applying Corollary

25 and (8.28) again yields (8.29) and (8.30).
To see that Zj;+ is a modi�cation of fZ j(t)gt2[0;T ], it su�ces to show

that for any t2 [0;T ], Zt
j;+�Z j(t), a.s. Fix t2 [0;T ]. For any (i;�)2I�St;T ,

De�nition 7.13 assures that there exists a k=k(j ; i; t)2I such that E~k=Ej;it .
(S1) and (4.5) imply that

Ht
k=H0;t

k =H0;t
j =Ht

j ; hhboxjan di Ht;�
k =Ht;�

i ; a: s: (8.31)

For any n 2N, we set tn=
4
qn
+(t) and de�ne �n=

4
(� + 2¡n) ^ T 2 St;T . Let

m�n, it is clear that tm� tn��n, a.s. Then Proposition 26 (3) implies that

E~k[Y�nk jFtm] = E~k[Y�n+Htm;�n
k jFtm] +Htm

k � Z(tm) +Htm
k = Z j(tm) +Htm

k ¡
Htm
j ; a: s:

As m!1, (8.31) as well as the right-continuity of the processes E~k[Y�nk jF�],
Hk and H j imply that

E~k[Y�nk jFt] = lim
m!1

E~k[Y�nk jFtm] � liminf
m!1

Z j(tm) + Ht
k ¡ Ht

j = liminf
m!1

Z j(tm) =

Zt
j;+; a: s:

Since lim
n!1

::#�n= �, a.s., the right continuity of the process Y k implies

that Y�n
k converges a.s. to Y�k, which belongs to Dom(E ) due to assumption

(Y1) and (4.2). Then (4.8) and Fatou's Lemma (Theorem 16) imply that

E~k[Y�kjFt]� liminf
n!1

E~k[Y�nk jFt]�Zt
j;+; a: s:

Applying Proposition 26 (5) and (3) to E~j and E~i respectively, we can deduce
from (75) and (8.31) that

Zt
j ;+ � E~k[Y�k jFt] = Ej;it [Y�k jFt] = E~j

�
E~i[Y�k jFt]

����Ft� = E~i[Y�k jFt] = E~i[Y� +
Ht;�
i jFt] +Ht

j ; a: s: (8.32)

Letting (i; �) run throughout I �St;T yields that

Zt
j;+� esssup

(i;�)2I�St;T
E~i[Y�+Ht;�

i jFt] +Ht
j=Z(t)+Ht

j=Z j(t); a: s:;

which implies that Zj;+ is an RCLL modi�cation of fZj(t)gt2[0;T ]. Corre-
spondingly, Z0=

4
fZt

j;+¡Ht
jgt2[0;T ] is an RCLL modification of fZ(t)gt2[0;T ].

Moreover, for any i 2 I, Z i;0=
4
fZt0 +Ht

igt2[0;T ] de�nes an RCLL modi�-
cation of fZ i(t)gt2[0;T ], thus it is an E~i-supermartingale. �
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Proof of Proposition 4.18: For any t 2 [0; T ], we know from (4.11) and
Proposition 46 that Yt�Z(t) =Zt

0, a.s. Since the processes Y and Z0 are
both right continuous, it follows from Remark 73 (2) that Z0 dominates Y .

If � 2S0;TF takes values in a �nite set ft1< ���<tng, for any �2f1���ng,
we can deduce from (4.15) that

11f�=t�gZ(�)=11f�=t�gZ(t�)=11f�=t�gZt�
0 =11f�=t�gZ�

0; a: s:

Summing the above expression over �, we obtain

Z�
0=Z(�); a: s: (8.33)

For general stopping time � 2S0;T , we let f�ngn2N be a decreasing sequence
in S0;TF such that lim

n!1
:#�n=�, a.s. Thus for any i2I, the right-continuity

of the process Z i;0 shows that

Z�
i;0= lim

n!1
Z�n
i;0; a: s: (8.34)

For any n2N, (8.33) and (46) imply that

Z�n
i;0=Z i(�n)�CY +2CH ; a: s: (8.35)

If Ej satis�es (8.6) for some j 2I, we can deduce from (4.16) and (Y2) that

E~j[Z�n
j;0] = E~j[Z j(�n)]�Zj(0)=Z(0)= sup

(i;�)2I�S0;T
E~i[Y�+H�

i]<1;

thus liminf
n!1

E~j[Z�n
j;0]<1. Then Remark 73 (1) implies that Z�

j;02Dom(E ).

On the other hand, if no member of E satis�es (8.6), we suppose that
(?) holds for some j 2I. In light of Proposition 46 and Lemma 46, it holds
a.s. that

CY +2CH �Zt
j;0=Zt

0+Ht
j=Z(t)+Ht

j � �Y ¡CH+ � j ; 8 t2DT ;

where �Y ¡CH+ � j 2Dom(E ) thanks to (4.6), (?) and (D2). Since Z j;0 is
an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N that

CY +2CH�Zt
j;0� �Y ¡CH+ � j ; 8 t2 [0; T ]; hhboxjthusi CY +2CH�

Z�
j;0� �Y ¡CH+ � j: (8.36)

Lemma 80 then implies that Z�
j;02Dom(E ). We have seen in both cases

that Z�
j;02Dom(E ) for some j 2I.

Since Zj;0 is an RCLL E~j-supermartingale by Proposition 46, (8.35) and
the Optional Sampling Theorem (Theorem 24) imply that E~j[Z�n

j;0jF�n+1]�
Z�n+1
j;0 , a.s. for any n2N. Applying Corollary 25 and Theorem 24 once again,

we obtain

E~j[Z�n
j;0jF�] = E~j

�
E~j[Z�n

j;0jF�n+1]
����F� ��E~j[Z�n+1j;0 jF�]�Z�

j;0; a: s:; (8.37)
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which implies that lim
n!1

:"E~j[Z�n
j;0jF�]�Z�

j;0, a.s. On the other hand, using

(8.34) and (8.35), we can deduce from Proposition 26 (5) and Fatou's Lemma
(Theorem 16) that

Z�
j;0=E~j[Z�

j;0jF�]� lim
n!1

:"E~j[Z�n
j;0jF�]�Z�

j;0; a: s:

Then (8.33) and (4.16) imply that

Z�
j;0 = lim

n!1
:"E~j[Z�n

j;0jF�] = lim
n!1

:"E~j[Z j(�n)jF�] � Zj(�); a: s:; hhbox j

t h u si Z�0�Z(�) a: s: (8.38)

On the other hand, for any (i; �)2 I �S�;T and n 2N, we de�ne �n=
4
�_

�n2S�n;T . Proposition 26 (3) implies that

E~i[Y�ni jF�n] = E~i[Y�n+H�n;�n
i jF�n] +H�n

i �Z(�n)+H�n
i =Z i(�n); a: s:

Taking E~i[�jF�] on both sides, we see from Corollary 25 that

E~i[Y�n
i jF�] = E~i

�
E~i[Y�n

i jF�n]
����F� ��E~i[Z i(�n)jF�]; a: s:

It is easy to see that lim
n!1

::#�n = �, a.s. Using the right continuity of

processes Y and H i, we can deduce from (4.8), Fatou's Lemma (Proposition
28) and (8.38) that

E~i[Y�ijF�]� liminf
n!1

E~i[Y�n
i jF�]� lim

n!1
::"E~i[Z i(�n)jF�] =Z�

i;0; a: s:

Then Proposition 26 (3) again implies that

E~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�] = E~i[Y�ijF�]¡H�

i �Z�
i;0¡H�

i =Z�
0; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum over (i; �)2I �S�;T yields that Z(�)�Z�0,
a.s., which in conjunction with (8.38) shows that Z�0=Z(�), a.s., thus Z�02
Dom(E ) by Lemma 80. Moreover, for any i2I, we have

Z�
i;0=Z�

0+H�
i=Z(�)+H�

i=Z i(�); a: s:;

thus Z�
i;02Dom(E ) thanks to Lemma 80 once again. (4.17) is proved.

Now let X be another RCLL F -adapted process dominating Y such that
Xi=
4fXt+Ht

igt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale for any i 2 I. We �x t 2 [0;
T ]. For any i2I and � 2St;T , we let f�ngn2N be a decreasing sequence in
St;TF such that lim

n!1
:#�n= �, a.s. For any n 2N, since X i dominates Y i,

Remark 73 (1) shows that X�n
i �Y�n

i , a.s. Moreover, (4.8) implies that

essinf
t2DT

Xt
i� essinf

t2DT
Yt
i�C; a: s:

h�iThen (A4), Proposition 82 and the Optional Sampling Theorem (The-
orem 24) imply that

E~i[Y�n+Ht;�n
i jFt] =E~i[Y�ni jFt]¡Ht

i�E~i[X�n
i jFt]¡Ht

i�Xt
i¡Ht

i=Xt; a: s:
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The right-continuity of the processes Y and H i shows that Y� +Ht;�
i =

lim
n!1

(Y�n+Ht;�n
i ), a.s., thus it follows from (?), (?) and Fatou's Lemma

(Proposition 28) that

E~i[Y�+Ht;�
i jFt]� liminf

n!1
E~i[Y�n+Ht;�n

i jFt]�Xt; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over (i; �)2 I �St;T ,
we can deduce from Proposition 46 that

Zt
0=Z(t)= esssup

(i;�)2I�St;T
E~i[Y�+Ht;�

i jFt]�Xt; a: s:

Since both Z0 and X are RCLL processes, Remark 73 (2) once again shows
that X dominates Z0. �

Proof of Lemma 80: For any i2I, (4.18), (4.4) as well as Proposition 26
(5) imply that

E~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�]�E~i[C+CH jF�] =CY +2CH ; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum of the left-hand-side over i2I, we can deduce
from (4.19) that

CY +2CH � esssup
i2I

E~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�] = J�(�)�Z(�); a: s: (8.39)

Then Lemma 80 imply that J�(�)2D om(E ). Let � be another stopping
time in S0;T . In light of (4.17) and (4.15), we see that

11f��(�)=��(�)g Z��(�)
0 = 11f��(�)=��(�)g Z(��(�)) = 11f��(�)=��(�)g Z(��(�)) =

11f��(�)=��(�)gZ��(�)
0 ; a: s: (8.40)

It is clear that f�=�g�f��(�)= ��(�)g. Thus multiplying 11f�=�g to both
sides of (8.40) gives that

11f�=�gZ��(�)
0 =11f�=�gZ��(�)

0 ; a: s:

For any i 2 I, applying Proposition 26 (2) and recalling how E~i[�jF�] and
E~i[�jF�] are de�ned in (2.7), we obtain

11f�=�gE~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�] = 11f�=�gE~i[Z��(�)
0 + H� ;��(�)

i jF�] =

E~i[11f�=�gZ��(�)
0 +11f�=�gH�;��(�)

i jF�]

= 11f�=�gE~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�]; a: s:;

where we use the fact that f� = �g 2 F�^� thanks to (, ?, Lemma 1.2.16).
Taking the essential supremum of both sides over i2I, Lemma 80 (2) implies
that

11f�=�g J�(�) = esssup
i2I

11f�=�g E~i[Z��(�)
0 + H�;��(�)

i :jF�]:=

esssup
i2I

11f�=�gE~i[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

i :jF�]:=:11f�=�gJ�(�); a: s:;
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which proves the lemma. �

Proof of Proposition 82:

Proof of 1. We �x i2I and � ; �2S0;T with �� �, a.s. Taking (� ;I 0;U)=(�;
I ; f��(�)g) and X(��(�)) = Z��(�)

0 in Lemma 80, we can �nd a sequence
fjngn=11 in I such that

J�(�) = esssup
j2I

E~j[Z��(�)
0 + H�;��(�)

j jF�] = lim
n!1

::"E~jn[Z��(�)
0 + H�;��(�)

jn jF�];

a: s:

For any n2N, it follows from De�nition 7.13 that there exists a kn= k(i;
jn; �)2I such that E~kn=Ei;jn

� .

H��(�)
kn ¡ H�

kn = H��(�)
jn ¡ H�

jn hhbox j a n di H�
kn ¡ H�

kn = H�
i ¡ H�

i ;

a: s: (8.41)

h�i Applying Proposition 26 (3) to E~jn, we can deduce from (75) and (4.5)
that

E~kn[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

kn jF�] = Ei;jn
� [Z��(�)

0 + H�;��(�)
kn jF�] = E~i

�
E~jn[Z��(�)

0 +

H�;��(�)
kn jF�]

����F� �
= E~i

�
E~jn[Z��(�)

0 + H�;��(�)
jn jF�] + H� ;�

i
����F� �;

a: s: (8.42)

Since � � �, a.s., we see that ��(�)� ��(�), a.s. Due to (4.17) and (4.15), we
have that

E~kn[Z��(�)
0 + H��(�);��(�)

kn jF��(�)] � esssup
j2I

E~j[Z(��(�)) + H��(�);��(�)
j jF��(�)] �

Z(��(�))=Z��(�)
0 ; a: s:

Then using Corollary 25 and applying Proposition 26 (3) to E~kn, we obtain

E~kn[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

kn jF�] = E~kn
�
E~kn[Z��(�)

0 +H�;��(�)
kn jF��(�)]

����F� �
= E~kn

�
E~kn[Z��(�)

0 +H��(�);��(�)
kn jF��(�)] +H�;��(�)

kn
����F� �

� E~kn[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

kn jF�]�esssup
j2I

E~j[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

j jF�]=J�(�); a:s:;

which together with (8.41) shows that

E~i
�
E~jn[Z��(�)

0 +H�;��(�)
jn jF�] +H�;�

i
����F� �� J�(�); a: s:

For any n2N, we see from (4.18), (4.4) and Proposition 26 (5) that

E~jn[Z��(�)
0 +H�;��(�)

jn jF�]+H�;�
i �E~jn[CY +2CH jF�]+CH=CY +3CH ; a: s:

Then Fatou's Lemma (Proposition 28) implies that

E~i[J�(�)+H�;�
i jF�]� lim

n!1
::"E~i

�
E~jn[Z��(�)

0 +H�;��(�)
jn jF�]+H�;�

i
����F� ��J�(�);

a: s:
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For any �2S0;T , Lemma 80, (4.2) and (D2) show that J�i(�)=
4
J�(�)+H�

i 2
Dom(E ). A simple application of Proposition 26 (3) yields that

E~i[J�i(�)jF�]=E~i[J�(�)+H�;�
i jF�]+H�

i �J�(�)+H�
i=J�i(�); a: s: (8.43)

In particular, when 0� s < t � T , we have E~i[J�i(t)jFs]� J�
i(s), a.s., which

show that fJ�i(t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i-supermartingale.

Proof of 2. For any i2I and � 2S0;T , (8.39) and (?) imply that

J�
i(�)=J�(�)+H�

i �CY +3CH ; a: s: (8.44)

In particular, J�i(T )�CY +3CH, a.s. Proposition 82 and Theorem 20 then

show that
n
Jt
�;i;+=

4
liminf
n!1

J�
i(qn

+(t))
o
t2[0;T ]

de�nes an RCLL process. For

any t2 [0; T ] and i~2I, (4.18), (4.4) as well as Proposition 26 (5) imply that

E~i~
�
Z��(t)
0 +Ht;��(t)

i~
����Ft��E~i~[CY +2CH jFt] =CY +2CH ; a: s:

Taking essential supremum over i~2I, we can deduce from (4.19) that

CY +2CH � esssup
i~2I

E~i~
�
Z��(t)
0 +Ht;��(t)

i~
����Ft�= J�(t)�Z(t); a: s:;

Then (4.4) shows that h�i Then (8.44) implies that

essinf
t2[0;T ]

J�
i(t)�CY +3CH ; a: s: (8.45)

If Ej satis�es (8.6) for some j 2I, Corollary 25 and (8.45) imply that

J�
�;j;+2Dom#(Ej)=Dom(E ); 8 �2S0;T ; (8.46)

hhboxjandthatJ�;j;+ isanRCLLE~j¡ supermartingalesuchthat forany t2 [0;
T ]; Jt

�;j;+� J�
j(t); a: s:i (8.47)

Otherwise, if no member of E satis�es (8.6), we suppose that (?) holds for
some j 2I. Then (8.44), (4.19) and (?) imply that for any t2DT ,

CY +3CH � J�
j(t)=J�(t)+Ht

j �Z(t)+Ht
j � �Y ¡CH+ � j ; a: s:

Taking essential supremum of J�
j(t) over t2DT yields that

CY +3CH � esssup
t2DT

J�
j(t)� �Y ¡CH+ � j ; a: s:;

where �Y ¡CH+ � j2Dom(E ) thanks to (4.6), (?) and (D2). Hence Lemma
80 implies that esssup

t2DT
J�
j(t)2D om(E ) =D om#(Ej). Applying Corollary

25 and (8.45) again yields (8.46) and (8.47).
To see that J�;j;+ is a modi�cation of fJ�

j(t)gt2[0;T ], it su�ces to show
that for any t 2 [0; T ], Jt

�;j;+ � J�
j(t), a.s. Fix t 2 [0; T ]. For any i 2 I,

De�nition 7.13 assures that there exists a k=k(j ; i; t)2I such that E~k=Ej;it .
Moreover, (S1) and (4.5) imply that

Ht
k=H0;t

k =H0;t
j =Ht

j ; hhboxjan di Ht;��(t)
k =Ht;��(t)

i ; a: s: (8.48)
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For any n2N, we set tn=
4
qn
+(t). Let m�n, it is clear that tm� tn, a.s. Then

(4.17), Corollary 25, Proposition 26 (3) as well as (4.15) imply that

E~k[Z��(tn)
k;0 jFtm] = E~k[Zk(��(tn))jFtm] = E~k

�
E~k[Zk(��(tn))jF��(tm)]

����Ftm�
= E~k

�
E~k[Z(��(tn)) + H��(tm);��(tn)

k jF��(tm)] +
Htm;��(tm)
k

����Ftm�+Htm
k

� E~k
�
esssup
l2I

E~l[Z(��(tn)) + H��(tm);��(tn)
l jF��(tm)] +

Htm;��(tm)
k

��������Ftm�+Htm
k

� E~k[Z(��(tm))+Htm;��(tm)
k jFtm]+Htm

k �esssup
l2I

E~l[Z��(tm)
0 +

Htm;��(tm)
l jFtm] +Htm

k

= J�(tm)+Htm
k = J�

j(tm)+Htm
k ¡Htm

j ; a: s: (8.49)

Asm!1, (8.48) as well as the right-continuity of the processes E~k[Z��(tn)
k;0 jF�],

Hk and H j imply that

E~k[Z��(tn)
k;0 jFt] = lim

m!1
E~k[Z��(tn)

k;0 jFtm] � liminf
m!1

J�
j(tm) + Ht

k ¡ Ht
j =

liminf
m!1

J�
j(tm)= Jt

�;j;+; a: s:

Since lim
n!1

::#��(tn) = ��(t) a.s., the right-continuity of the process Zk;0

implies that Z��(tn)
k;0 converges a.s. to Z��(t)

k;0 , which belongs to D o m(E )
thanks to Proposition 4.18. Then (4.18) and Fatou's Lemma (Theorem 16)
imply that

E~k[Z��(t)
k;0 jFt]� liminf

n!1
E~k[Z��(tn)

k;0 jFt]�Jt
�;j;+; a: s:

Similar to (8.32), we can deduce from (75) and (8.48) that

Jt
�;j;+�E~i[Z��(t)

0 +Ht;��(t)
i jFt] +Ht

j ; a: s:

Letting i run throughout I yields that

Jt
�;j;+� esssup

i2I
E~i[Z��(t)

0 +Ht;��(t)
i jFt] +Ht

j= J�(t)+Ht
j=J�

j(t); a: s:;

which implies that J�;j ;+ is an RCLL modification of fJ�
j(t)gt2[0;T ].

Correspondingly, J�;0=
4fJt

�;j;+ ¡ Ht
jgt2[0;T ] is an RCLL modification of

fJ�(t)gt2[0;T ]. Moreover, for any i2I, J�;i;0=4fJt
�;0+Ht

igt2[0;T ] de�nes an
RCLL modi�cation of fJ�i(t)gt2[0;T ], thus it is an E~i-supermartingale.

Proof of 3. Now let us show (3). Similar to (8.33), we can deduce from
Lemma 80 that for any � 2S0;TF

J�
�;0=J�(�); a: s: (8.50)
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For a general stopping time �2S0;T , we let f�ngn2N be a decreasing sequence
in S0;TF such that lim

n!1
:#�n = �, a.s. Thus for any i 2 I, the right-con-

tinuity of the process J�;i;0 shows that

J�
�;i;0= lim

n!1
J�n
�;i;0; a: s: (8.51)

In light of (8.50) and (8.44), it holds a.s. that

Jt
�;i;0=J�

i(t)�CY +3CH ; 8 t2DT :

Since J�;i;0 is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N that

Jt
�;i;0�CY +3CH ; 8 t2 [0; T ]; hhboxjthusi J�

�;i;0�CY +3CH ; 8�2
S0;T : (8.52)

If Ej satis�es (8.6) for some j 2 I, we can deduce from (8.43), (4.19) and
(Y2) that

E~j[J�n
�;j;0] = E~j[J�

j(�n)]�J�
j(0)=J�(0)�Z(0)= sup

(i;�)2I�S0;T
E~i[Y�+H�

i]<1;

thus liminf
n!1

E~j[J�n
�;j;0]<1. Then Remark 73 (1) implies that J�

�;j;02Dom(E ).

On the other hand, if no member of E satis�es (8.6), we suppose that
(?) holds for some j 2I. In light of (8.50), (4.19) and (?), it holds a.s. that

Jt
�;j;0= J�

j(t)= J�(t)+Ht
j �Z(t)+Ht

j� �Y ¡CH+ � j ; 8 t2DT ;

where �Y ¡CH+ � j 2Dom(E ) thanks to (4.6), (?) and (D2). Since J�;j;0

is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N 0 that

Jt
�;j;0� �Y ¡ CH + � j ; 8 t 2 [0; T ]; hhbox j t h u si J�

�;j;0� �Y ¡CH +
� j: (8.53)

Then (8.52) and Lemma 80 imply that J�
�;j;02Dom(E ). We have seen in

both cases that J�
�;j;02Dom(E ) for some j 2I.

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

J�
�;j;0 = lim

n!1
::"E~j[J�n

�;j;0jF�] = lim
n!1

::"E~j[J�
j(�n)jF�] � J�

j(�); hhbox j

t h u si J�
�;0� J�(�); a: s: (8.54)

The right-continuity of the process J�;0, (8.50) and (8.39) show that

J�
�;0= lim

n!1
J�n
�;0= lim

n!1
J�(�n)�CY +2CH ; a: s:

Lemma 80 and Lemma 80 thus imply that J�
�;02Dom(E ). For any i2I,

(4.2) and (D2) show that J�
�;i;0= J�

�;0+H�
i 2Dom(E ).
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On the other hand, for any i2I and n2N, it is clear that ���n���(�n),
a.s. Then Corollary 25, (8.54) and (8.43) imply that

E~i[J��(�n)
�;i;0 jF�] = E~i

�
E~i[J��(�n)

�;i;0 jF�n]
����F� � � E~i

�
E~i[J�i(��(�n))jF�n]

����F� � �
E~i[J�i(�n)jF�]; a: s:

It is easy to see that lim
n!1

::#��(�n)=��(�), a.s. Using the right continuity of

the process J�;i;0, we can deduce from (8.52), Fatou's Lemma (Proposition
28) and (8.54) that

E~i[J��(�)
�;i;0jF�]� liminf

n!1
E~i[J��(�n)

�;i;0 jF�]� lim
n!1

::"E~i[J�i(�n)jF�] =J�
�;i;0; a: s:

Proposition 26 (3) further implies that

E~i[J��(�)
�;0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�] =E~i[J��(�)
�;i;0jF�]¡H�

i � J�
�;i;0¡H�

i= J�
�;0; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum over i2I gives

J�(�)= esssup
i2I

E~i[J��(�)
�;0 +H�;��(�)

i jF�]�J�
�;0; a: s:;

which together with (8.54) shows that J�
�;0= J�(�), a.s. �

Proof of Theorem 57: We �rst show that for any � 2 (0; 1) and � 2S0;T
J�(�)=Z�

0=Z(�); a: s: (8.55)

Fix i2I. Lemma 80 indicates that E~i is a convex F -expectation onDom(E ).
Since Z i;0 and J�;i;0 are both E~i-supermartingales, we can deduce that for
any 0� s< t�T ,

E~i[�Zt0 + (1 ¡ �) Jt
�;0 + Ht

ijFs] = E~i[�Zt
i;0 + (1 ¡ �) Jt

�;i;0jFs] � �E~i[Zt
i;0jFs] + (1 ¡

�)E~i[Jt
�;i;0jFs]

� �Zs
i;0+(1¡ �)Js

�;i;0= �Zs
0+(1¡ �)Js

�;0+Hs
i; a: s:;

which shows that f�Zt0+(1¡�)Jt
�;0+Ht

igt2[0;T ] is an RCLL E~i-supermartin-
gale.

Now we �x t 2 [0; T ] and de�ne A=
4f��(t) = tg 2 Ft. Using Proposition

82 (3), Lemma 80 (2) as well as applying Proposition 26 (2) and (5) to each
E~i, we obtain

11A Jt
�;0 = 11A J�(t) = 11Aesssup

i2I
E~i[Z��(t)

0 + Ht;��(t)
i jFt] =

esssup
i2I

E~i[11A (Z��(t)
0 +Ht;��(t)

i )jFt]

= esssup
i2I

E~i[11AZt0jFt] =11AZt0; a: s: (8.56)

Then (4.17) and (4.11) imply that

11A (�Zt0+(1¡ �) Jt
�;0)=11AZt0=11AZ(t)�11AYt; a: s: (8.57)

Moreover, we see from the de�nition of ��(t) that for any ! 2Ac

Ys(!)<�Zs
0(!)+ (1¡ �) (CY +2CH); 8 s2 [t; ��(t)(!)) (8.58)
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Since both Z0 and Y are right-continuous processes, (8.58) and (8.39) imply
that

Yt� �Zt0+(1¡ �) (CY +2CH)� �Zt0+(1¡ �)Jt
�;0 a: s:hhboxjo nAci;

which in conjunction with (8.57) and Remark 73 (2) shows that the RCLL
process �Z0+(1¡ �)J�;0 dominates Y , thus dominates Z0 thanks to Propo-
sition 4.18. It follows that J�;0 also dominates Z0. Then for any � 2S0;T ,
Proposition 82 (3), Remark 73 (1) and (4.17) imply that J�(�)=J�

�;0�Z�0=
Z(�), a.s., The reverse inequality comes from (4.19). This proves (8.55).

Next, we �x �2S0;T and set �n= n¡ 1
n

, n2N. It is clear that the sequence
f��n(�)gn2N increasing a.s. to ��(�). Since the family of processes fY igi2I
is �E -uniformly-left-continuous", we can �nd a subsequence f�n:kgk2N of
f�ngn2N such that

lim
k!1

esssup
i2I

��������E~i�hhbox j n:k
n:k¡ 1

iY��n:k(�) +H��n:k(�)
i

��������F� �¡ E~i[Y��(�)i jF�]
��������=0;

a: s: (8.59)

For any i2I and k2N, Remark 53 (1) implies that Y��n:k(�)��
n:kZ��n:k(�)

0 +
(1¡ �n:k) (CY +2CH), a.s. Hence Proposition 26 (3) shows that

E~i[Z��n:k(�)
0 + H�;��n:k(�)

i jF�] + hhbox j 1
nk ¡ 1

(CY + 2 CH)i � E~i
�
hhbox j

n:k
n:k¡ 1

iY��n:k(�)+H��n:k(�)
i

��������F� �¡H�
i

= E~i
�
hhbox j n:k

n:k¡ 1
iY��n:k(�)+H��n:k(�)

i

��������F��¡ E~i[Y��(�)i jF�] + E~i[Y��(�)+

H�;��(�)
i jF�]

� esssup
i2I

��������E~i� hhbox j n:k
n:k¡ 1

iY��n:k(�) + H��n:k(�)
i

��������F� �¡ E~i[Y��(�)i jF�]
��������+

E~i[Y��(�)+H�;��(�)
i jF�] (8.60)

� esssup
i2I

��������E~i� hhbox j n:k
n:k¡ 1

iY��n:k(�) + H��n:k(�)
i

��������F� �¡ E~i[Y��(�)i jF�]
��������+

esssup
i2I

E~i[Y��(�)+H�;��(�)
i jF�]; a: s:

Taking the esssup of the left-hand-side over I, we see from (8.55) that

esssup
i2I

��������E~i� hhbox j n:k
n:k¡ 1

iY��n:k(�) + H��n:k(�)
i

��������F� �¡ E~i[Y��(�)i jF�]
��������+

esssup
i2I

E~i[Y��(�)+H�;��(�)
i jF�]

� J�n:k(�) + hhbox j
1

nk¡ 1
(CY + 2 CH)i= Z(�) + hhbox j 1

nk¡ 1
(CY +

2CH)i; a: s:; (8.61)
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As k!1, (8.59), (4.11) and (4.15) imply that

Z(�)�esssup
i2I

E~i[Y��(�)+H�;��(�)
i jF�]�esssup

i2I
E~i[Z(��(�))+H�;��(�)

i jF�]�Z(�);

a: s:;

which shows that

Z(�) = esssup
i2I

E~i[Y��(�) + H�;��(�)
i jF�] = esssup

i2I
E~i[Z(��(�)) + H�;��(�)

i jF�];

a: s: (8.62)

Now we �x �2S�;��(�). For any i2I, Corollary 25 and (4.16) show that

E~i[Z i(��(�))jF�] =E~i
�
E~i[Z i(��(�))jF�]

����F� ��E~i[Z i(�)jF�]; a: s:

Then Proposition 26 (3) implies that

E~i[Z(��(�)) + H�;��(�)
i jF�] = E~i[Z i(��(�))jF�] ¡ H�

i � E~i[Z i(�)jF�] ¡ H�
i =

E~i[Z(�)+H�;�
i jF�]; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum of both sides over I, we can deduce from
(4.15) that

esssup
i2I

E~i[Z(��(�))+H�;��(�)
i jF�]� esssup

i2I
E~i[Z(�)+H�;�

i jF�]�Z(�); a: s:;

which together with (8.62) proves (4.22).
Finally, we will prove that ��(�)= �1(�). For any i2I and k2N, (4.17),

(4.15), Proposition 26 (3) as well as Corollary 25 imply that

E~i[Z��n:k(�)
0 +H�;��n:k(�)

i jF�] =E~i[Z(��n:k(�))+H�;��n:k(�)
i jF�]

� E~i
�
esssup
j2I

E~j
�
Z(��(�))+H��n:k(�);��(�)

j
����F��n:k(�)�+H�;��n:k(�)

i

��������F� �
� E~i

�
E~i[Z(��(�))+H��n:k(�);��(�)

i jF��n:k(�)] +H�;��n:k(�)
i

����F� �
= E~i

�
E~i[Z(��(�))+H�;��(�)

i jF��n:k(�)]
����F� �=E~i[Z(��(�))+H�;��(�)

i jF�]; a:s:;

which together with (8.60) shows that

esssup
i2I

��������E~i� hhbox j n:k
n:k ¡ 1

iY��n:k(�):+:H��n:k(�)
i

��������F� �:¡:E~i[Y��(�)i jF�]
��������+E~i[Y��(�):+:

H�;��(�)
i jF�]:

�E~i[Z(��(�)):+:H�;��(�)
i jF�] + hhboxj

1
nk¡ 1

(CY +2CH)i; a: s:

As k!1, (8.59) implies that

E~i[Y��(�)+H�;��(�)
i jF�]�E~i[Z(��(�))+H�;��(�)

i jF�]; a: s: (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

Y��(�)=Z(��(�))=Z��(�)
0 ; a: s:;
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which shows that infft2 [� ;T ]: Zt0=Ytg� ��(�), a.s. For any �2 (0; 1), since
ft 2 [�; T ]: Zt0= Ytg � ft 2 [� ; T ]: Yt� �Zt

0+ (1¡ �) (CY + 2CH)g, one can
deduce that

��(�)� infft2 [� ;T ]: Zt0=Ytg� infft2 [� ;T ]: Yt��Zt0+(1¡�)(CY +2CH)g^
T = ��(�); a: s:

Letting �! 1 yields that

��(�)� inf ft2 [� ; T ]: Zt0=Ytg� lim
�!1

��(�)= ��(�); a: s:;

which implies that ��(�)= inf ft2 [� ; T ]: Zt0=Ytg, a.s. �

8.4 Proofs of Section 5
De�nition 83. A family f�igi2I�L0(FT) is said to be directed downwards
if for any i; j 2I, there exists a k 2I such that �k� �i^ �j, a.s.

Proof of Lemma 61: In light of (, ?, Proposition VI-11-1), it su�ces to
show that the family fRi(�)gi2I is directed downwards. To see this, we

de�ne the event A=
4
fRi(�)�Rj(�)g and the stopping times

�=
4
� j(�)11A+ � i(�)11Ac2S�;T hhboxjandi �(A)=

4
�11A+T11Ac2S�;T :

By De�nition 7.13, there exists a k=k(i; j ; �(A))2I such that E~k=Ei;j
�(:A).

Similar to (8.25) it holds for any � 2Dom(E ) that

E~k[� jF�] =11AE~j[� jF�] +11AcE~i[� jF�]; a: s: (8.64)

Moreover, (4.5) implies that

H�;�
k :=:H�(A)^�;�(A)^�

i :+:H�(A)_�;�(A)_�
j :

=:11AcH�;� i(�)
i :+:11AH�;� j(�)

j ; a: s:

herrorjcompound hboxi H�;�k(�)
k :=:H�(A)^�;�(A)^�k(�)

i :+:
H�(A)_�;�(A)_�k(�)
j :=:11Ac H�;�k(�)

i :+:
11AH�;�k(�)

j ; a: s:

Using (8.64) twice and applying Proposition 26 (2) to E~i and E~j, we can
deduce from (5.7) that

Rk(�) � E~k[Y�+H�;�
k jF�] =11AE~j[Y�+H�;�

k jF�] +11AcE~i[Y�+H�;�
k jF�]

= E~j
�
11AY� j(�)+11AH�;� j(�)

j
����F� �+E~i[11AcY� i(�)+11AcH�;� i(�)

i jF�]

= 11AE~j
�
Y� j(�) + H�;� j(�)

j
����F� � + 11AcE~i[Y� i(�) + H� ;� i(�)

i jF�] =
11ARj(�)+11AcRi(�)

� 11AE~j[Y�k(�)+H�;�k(�)
j jF�] +11AcE~i[Y�k(�)+H�;�k(�)

i jF�]
= E~j[11AY�k(�)+11AH�;�k(�)

k jF�]+E~i[11AcY�k(�)+11AcH�;�k(�)
k jF�]

= 11AE~j[Y�k(�)+H�;�k(�)
k jF�] +11AcE~i[Y�k(�)+H�;�k(�)

k jF�]
= E~k[Y�k(�)+H�;�k(�)

k jF�] =Rk(�); a: s:;

72 Section 8



which shows that Rk(�) = 11ARj(�) + 11AcRi(�) =Ri(�) ^Rj(�), a.s. In
light of the basic properties of the essential in�mum (e.g., (, ?, Proposition
VI-11-1)), we can �nd a sequence fingn2N in I such that (5.8) holds. �

Proof of Lemma 62: As in the proof of Lemma 61, it su�ces to show
that the family f� i(�)gi2I is directed downwards. To see this, we de�ne the

stopping time �=
4
� i(�)^� j(�)2S�;T , the event A=

4fR�
i;0�R�

j;0g2F� as well
as the stopping time �(A)=

4
�11A+ T11Ac2S�;T . By De�nition 7.13, there

exists a k= k(i; j ; �(A))2I such that E~k= Ei;j
�(:A). Fix t2 [0; T ], similar to

(8.25), it holds for any � 2Dom(E ) that

E~k[� jF�_t] =11AE~j[� jF�_t] +11AcE~i[� jF�_t]; a: s: (8.65)

Moreover, we can deduce from (4.5) that for any �2S�_t;T

H�_t;�
k :=:H�(A)^(�_t);�(A)^�

i :+:H�(A)_(�_t);�(A)_�
j :=:11AcH�_t;�

i :+:
11AH�_t;�

j ; a: s:;

which together with (8.65) and Proposition 26 (2) imply that

E~k[Y�:+::H�_t;�
k jF�_t] = 11AE~j[Y�:+::H�_t;�

k jF�_t] + 11AcE~i[Y�:+::
H�_t;�
k jF�_t]

= E~j[11A Y�:+11A H�_t;�
j jF�_t] + E~i[11Ac Y�:+

11Ac:H�_t;�
i jF�_t]

= 11AE~j[Y�:+:H�_t;�
j jF�_t] + 11AcE~i[Y�:+:

H�_t;�
i jF�_t]; a: s:

Then applying Proposition 26 (3), Lemma 80 (2) as well as (5.6), we obtain

R�_t
k;0 = Rk (� _ t)= esssup

�2S�_t;T
E~k[Y�+H�_t;�

k jF�_t]

= 11A esssup
�2S�_t;T

E~j[Y�:+:H�_t;�
j jF�_t] + 11Ac esssup

�2S�_t;T
E~i[Y�:+:

H�_t;�
i jF�_t]

= 11A Rj (� _ t) + 11Ac Ri (� _ t) = 11A R�_t
j ;0 + 11Ac R�_t

i;0 ;

a: s: (8.66)

Since Ri;0, Rj;0 and Rk;0 are all RCLL processes, it holds except on a null
set N that

R�_t
k;0 =11AR�_t

j;0 +11AcR�_t
i;0 ; 8 t2 [0; T ];

which further implies that

�k(�) ::= ::inf ft2 [� ; T ]: Rt
k;0=Ytg� inf ft2 [�; T ]: Rt

k;0=Ytg
::= ::11A infft2 [�;T ]: Rt

j;0=Ytg+11Ac inf ft2 [�;T ]: Rt
i;0=Ytg;

a: s: (8.67)
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Since R� i(�)
i;0 =Y� i(�), R� j(�)

j;0 =Y� j(�), a.s. and since �= � i(�)^ � j(�), it holds
a.s. that Y� is equal either to R�

i;0 or to R�
j;0. Then the de�nition of the

set A shows that R�
j;0=Y� a.s. on A and that R�

i;0=Y� a.s. on Ac, both of
which further implies that

11A inf ft 2 [�; T ]: Rt
j;0 = Ytg = �11A hhbox j a n di 11Ac inf ft 2 [�; T ]:

Rt
i;0=Ytg=�11Ac; a: s:

Hence, we see from (8.66) that �k(�)��= � i(�)^ � j(�), a.s. Thanks to the
basic properties of the essential in�mum (e.g., (, ?, Proposition VI-11-1)),
we can �nd a sequence fingn2N in I such that

�
�
(�)= essinf

i2I
� i(�)= lim

n!1
::#� in(�); a: s:

The limit lim
n!1

::#� in(�) is also a stopping time, thus we have �
�
(�)2S�;T .

�

Proof of Theorem 68: In light of Lemma 62, there exists a sequence
fjngn2N in I such that

�
�
(�)= lim

n!1
::#� jn(�); a: s:

Since the family of processes fY igi2I is �E -uniformly-right-continuous", we
can �nd a subsequence of fjngn2N (we still denote it by fjngn2N) such that

lim
n!1

esssup
i2I

��������E~i[Y� jn(�)i jF�
�
(�)]¡Y�

�
(�)
i

��������=0; a: s: (8.68)

Fix i2I and n2N, we know from De�nition 7.13 that there exists a kn=k(i;
jn; ��

(�))2I such that E~kn= Ei;jn
�
�
(�).

E~kn = Ei;jn
�
�
(�) hhbox j a n di ht

kn = 11ft<�
�
(�)g ht

k + 11ft��
�
(�)g ht

in;

a: s: (8.69)

h�i For any t2 [0; T ], Lemma 80 implies that R�
�
(�)_t

kn;0 =R�
�
(�)_t
jn;0 , a.s. Since

Rkn;0 andRjn;0 are both RCLL processes, it holds except on a null setN that

R�
�
(�)_t

kn;0 =R�
�
(�)_t
jn;0 ; 8 t2 [0; T ];

which together with the fact that �
�
(�)� �kn(�)^ � jn(�), a.s. implies that

�kn(�) = inf ft2 [� ; T ]: Rt
kn;0=Ytg= inf ft2 [�

�
(�); T ]: Rt

kn;0=Ytg
= inf ft2 [�

�
(�); T ]: Rt

jn;0=Ytg= inf ft2 [� ;T ]: Rt
jn;0=Ytg= � jn(�);

a: s: (8.70)
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Then (?), (8.69) and (75) show that

Rkn(�)+H�
i=Rkn(�)+H�

kn= E~kn
�
Y�kn(�)+H�;�kn(�)

kn
����F� �+H�

kn

:::= :::E~kn
�
Y�kn(�)
kn

����F� �=Ei;jn�
�
(�)[Y� jn(�)

kn jF�] = E~i
�
E~jn[Y� jn(�)

kn jF�
�
(�)]
����F� �

:::= :::E~i
�
E~jn:

�
Y� jn(�):+:H�

�
(�);� jn(�)
jn :+:H�

�
(�)
i
����F�

�
(�)

�����F� �:=
E~i
�
E~jn:

�
Y� jn(�)
jn

����F�
�
(�)

�
¡H�

�
(�)
jn :+:H�

�
(�)
i
����F� �

:::� :::E~i
� ����E~jn�Y� jn(�)jn

����F�
�
(�)

�
:¡:Y�

�
(�)
jn
����:+:Y�

�
(�)
i
����F� � �

E~i
�
esssup
l2I

��������E~l[Y� jn(�)l jF�
�
(�)]:¡:Y�

�
(�)
l

��������:+:Y��(�)i

��������F��;
a: s: (8.71)

For any l2I, Proposition 26 (3), (?), (?) and (5.3) imply that����E~l[Y� jn(�)l jF�
�
(�)]¡Y�

�
(�)
l
���� =

����E~l[Y� jn(�)+H�
�
(�);� jn(�)
l ¡ C jF�

�
(�)]¡ (Y�

�
(�)¡

CY )+CH
����

�
����E~l[Y� jn(�) + H�

�
(�);� jn(�)
l ¡ C jF�

�
(�)]
����+����Y�

�
(�) ¡

CY
����+jCH j

= E~l[Y� jn(�) + H�
�
(�);� jn(�)
l ¡ C jF�

�
(�)] + (Y�

�
(�) ¡

CY )¡CH
= E~l[Y� jn(�)l +H�

�
(�);� jn(�)
l jF�

�
(�)] + Y�

�
(�)¡ 2 C �

2Rl(�
�
(�))¡ 2C; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum over l2I, we can deduce from (?) and (5.3)
that

C � esssup
l2I

��������E~l[Y� jn(�)l jF�
�
(�)] ¡ Y�

�
(�)
l

��������+Y��(�)i � 3 Rl(�
�
(�)) ¡ 2 C + H�

�
(�)
i ;

a: s:;

where 3Rl(�
�
(�))¡ 2C�+H�

�
(�)
i 2D om(E ) 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�(�) = essinf
j2I

Rj(�)� liminf
n!1

Rkn(�)�: lim
n!1

E~i
�
esssup
l2I

��������E~l[Y� jn(�)l :jF�
�
(�)]:

¡:Y�
�
(�)
l :

��������:+:Y��(�)i :
��������F��:¡:H�

i

= E~i[Y�
�
(�)
i :jF�]:¡:H�

i= E~i[Y�
�
(�):+:H�;�

�
(�)

i jF�]; a: s:

Taking the essential in�mum of the right-hand-side over i2I yields that

V�(�) � essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�
�
(�) + :H�;�

�
(�)

i jF�] � esssup
�2S�;T

�
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y� + :

H�;�
i jF�]

�
=V
�
(�)�V�(�); a: s:
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Hence, we have

V
�
(�)= essinf

i2I
E~i[Y�

�
(�)+:H�;�

�
(�)

i jF�] =V�(�)= essinf
i2I

Ri(�)�Y� ; a: s:;

where the last inequality is due to (5.3). �

Proof of Proposition 68: By Lemma 62, there exists a sequence fingn2N
in I such that

�=
4
�
�
(�)= lim

n!1
::#� in(�); a: s:

For any n2N, since �� � in(�), a.s., we have

� in(�)= inf ft2 [� ;T ]: Rt
in;0=Ytg= infft2 [�;T ]: Rt

in;0=Ytg= � in(�); a: s:

Then (5.9) and (5.7) imply that

V (�) = V�(�) � Rin(�) = E~in[Y� in(�) + H�;� in(�)
in jF�] = E~in[Y� in(�) +

H�;� in(�)
in jF�]

= E~in[Y� in(�)
in jF�] ¡ H�

in = E~in[Y� in(�)
in jF�] ¡ Y�

in + Y� �

esssup
i2I

��������E~i[Y� in(�)i jF�]¡Y�i
��������+Y�; a: s:

As n!1, the �E -uniform-right-continuity" of fY igi2I implies that V (�)�
Y�, a.s., while the reverse inequality is obvious from (5.9). �

Proof of Proposition 67: In light of Lemma 61 and (5.9), there exists a
sequence fjngn2N in I such that

V (�)=V�(�)= lim
n!1

::#Rjn(�); a: s:

For any n2N, De�nition 7.13 assures a kn= k(i; jn; �)2I such that E~kn=
Ei;jn
� .

E~kn= Ei;jn� hhboxjan di ht
kn=11ft<�ghti+11ft��ght

jn; a: s: (8.72)

h�i Applying Proposition 26 (5) to E~i, we can deduce from (75) and (5.5) that

E~kn[V (�)+:H�;�
jn jF�] � E~kn[Rjn(�) + H� ;�

jn jF�] = Ei; jn
� [Rjn(�) +

H�;�
jn jF�] = E~i

�
E~jn[Rjn(�)+H�;�

jn jF�]
����F� �

:::= :::E~jn[Rjn(�)+H�;�
jn jF�]�Rjn(�); a: s:

Then Proposition 26 (3) and (?) imply that

essinf
k2I

E~k[V k(�)jF�] :::� :::E~kn[V kn(�)jF�]=E~kn[V (�)+:H�;�
jn jF�]+:

H�
i �Rjn(�)+H�

i ; a: s:

As n!1, (5.10) follows:

essinf
k2I

E~k[V k(�)jF�]� lim
n!1

::#Rjn(�)+H�
i =V (�)+H�

i=V i(�); a: s:
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Now we assume that � � �� �
�
(�), a.s. Applying Lemma 61 and (5.9) once

again, we can �nd another sequence fjn0 gn2N in I such that

V (�)=V�(�)= lim
n!1

::#Rj 'n(�); a: s:

For any n2N, De�nition 7.13 assures a kn0 = k(i; jn0 ; �)2I such that E~kn0 =
Ei;jn0
� . Since � � �

�
(�) � �kn

0
(�), a.s., using (5.7) with i= kn

0 and applying
Proposition 26 (5) to E~jn0 , we can deduce from (4.5), (75) as well as Lemma
80 that

V i(�) ::= ::V (�)+H�
i=V (�)+H�

k'n�Rk'n(�)+H�
k'n=E~k'n[Rk'n(�)+

H�
k'njF�] = Ei;j'n

� [Rk'n(�)+H�
k'njF�]

::= ::E~i
�
E~j 'n[Rk'n(�) + H�

k'njF�]
����F� � = E~i[Rk'n(�) + H�

k'njF�] =
E~i[Rj 'n(�)+H�

ijF�]; a: s: (8.73)

Then (?) and (5.3) imply that

C �Y�i=Y�+H�
i�Rj 'n(�)+H�

i�Rj '1(�)+H�
i; a: s:;

where Rj1
0
(�)+H�

i2Dom(E ) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1') and (D2).
As n!1 in (8.73), the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Proposition 29)
imply that

V i(�)� lim
n!1

E~i[Rj'n(�)+H�
ijF�] =E~i[V (�)+H�

ijF�] = E~i[V i(�)jF�]; a: s:;

which proves (5.11).
It remains to show that fV i (�

�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i-submartingale: To

see this, we �x 0� s< t�T and set �=
4
�
�
(0)^ s, �=

4
�
�
(0)^ t. It is clear that

� � �� �
�
(0)� �

�
(�), a.s., hence (5.11), Corollary 25 and Proposition 26 (5)

show that

V i (�
�
(0)^ s) = V i(�) � E~i[V i(�)jF�] = E~i[V i (�

�
(0) ^ t)jF�

�
(0)^s] =

E~i
�
E~i[V i (�

�
(0)^ t)jF�

�
(0)]
����Fs�

= E~i[V i (�
�
(0)^ t)jFs]; a: s:;

which implies that fV i (�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i-submartingale. �

Proof of Theorem 68: Proof of (1).

Step 1: For any �; � 2S0;T , we de�ne

	�(�)=
4
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+H�^�;�
i jF�^�] +H�^�

i' 2F�^�:

It follows from (?), (?), and Proposition 26 (5) that

CY +2CH = essinf
i2I

E~i[CY +CH jF�^�] +CH

� 	�(�) � E~i'[Y�+H�^�;�
i' jF�^�] +H�^�

i' � Ri' (� ^ �) +H�^�
i' ;

a: s:; (8.74)

Proofs 77



where Ri0 (�^ �)+H�^�
i0 2Dom(E ) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1') and

(D2). Then Lemma 80 implies that 	�(�)2Dom(E ). Applying Proposition
26 (2)-(3) and Lemma 80, we can alternatively rewrite 	�(�) as follows:

	�(�)¡:H�^�
i' :::= :::essinf

i2I
E~i[11f���g Y�^�:+:11f�>�g:(Y�:+:

H�;�
i )jF�^�]

:::= :::essinf
i2I

:
¡
11f���g Y�^�:+:11f�>�gE~i[Y�:+:

H�;�
i jF�]

�
:=11f���g Y�:+:11f�>�gessinf

i2I
E~i[Y�:+

:H�;�
i jF�]; a: s:

Let � 2S0;T . Lemma 80 (2) and Proposition 26 (2) once again imply that

11f�=�g	�(�) = 11f���=�g Y�:+11f�>�=�gessinf
i2I

E~i[Y� + H� ;�
i jF�] +

11f�=�gH�^�
i'

= 11f���=�g Y�:+11f�>�gessinf
i2I

E~i[11f�=�g (Y� +

H�;�
i )jF�] +11f�=�gH�^�

i'

= 11f���=�gY�:+11f�>�gessinf
i2I

11f�=�gE~i[Y�+H�;�
i jF�]+

11f�=�gH�^�
i'

= 11f���=�g Y�:+11f�>�=�gessinf
i2I

E~i[Y� + H�;�
i jF�] +

11f�=�gH�^�
i' =11f�=�g	�(�); a: s: (8.75)

Step 2: Fix �2S0;T . For any �2S0;T and �2S�;T , letting (� ;I 0;U)=(�^�;
I ; f�g) and X(�)=Y� in Lemma 80, we can �nd a sequence fjngn2N in I
such that

essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+H�^�;�
i jF�^�] = lim

n!1
::#E~jn[Y�+H�^�;�

jn jF�^�]; a: s:

De�nition 7.13 assures the existence of a kn= k (i0; jn; �^ �)2 I such that
E~kn= Ei0:;jn

�^� . Applying Proposition 26 (3) to E~kn, we can deduce from (?)
and (75) that

	�(�) � E~kn[Y�+H�^�;�
kn jF�^�] +H�^�

i' = E~kn[Y�+H�^�;�
kn jF�^�] +H�^�

kn =

E~kn[Y�
knjF�^�]

= Ei':;jn
�^� [Y�

knjF�^�] = E~i'
�
E~jn[Y�

knjF�^�]
����F�^� �; a: s:

For any n2N, Proposition 26 (3) & (5), (?) as well as (?) imply that

C = E~jn[C jF�^�]�E~jn[Y�knjF�^�] =E~jn[Y�+H�^�;�
jn jF�^�] +H�^�

i'

� E~j1[Y�+H�^�;�
j1 jF�^�] +H�^�

i' �Rj1 (�^�)+H�^�
i' ; a: s:;
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where Rj1 (� ^ �) +H�^�
i0 2D om(E ) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1')

and (D2). Then the Dominated Convergence Theorem (Proposition 29),
Corollary 25 and Proposition 26 (5) show that

	�(�) � lim
n!1

::#E~i'
�
E~jn[Y�

knjF�^�]
����F�^� � = lim

n!1
::#E~i'

�
E~jn[Y� +

H�^�;�
jn jF�^�] +H�^�

i'
����F�^� �

= E~i'
h

lim
n!1

::#E~jn[Y� + H�^�;�
jn jF�^�] + H�^�

i'
������F�^� i =

E~i'
h
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+H�^�;�
i jF�^�] +H�^�

i'
������F�^�i

= E~i'[	�(�)jF�^�] = E~i'
�
E~i'[	�(�)jF�]

����F� � = E~i'[	�(�)jF�]; a: s:;

(8.76)

which implies that f	�(t)gt2[0;T ] is an E~i0-submartingale. Hence, f¡
	�(t)gt2[0;T ] is an E 0-supermartingale by assumption (8.6). Since E 0 sat-
isfies (H0), (H1), (?) and sinceDom(E 0)2D~T

¡
which results fromDom(E )2

D~T and (8.6)
�
, we know from Theorem 20 that 	t

�;+=
4
liminf
n!1

	�(qn
+(t)), t2

[0; T ] is an RCLL process and that

P
�
	t
�;+= lim

n!1
	�(qn

+(t))hhboxjf o r a n yit2 [0; T ]
�
=1: (8.77)

Step 3: For any � 2 S0;T and n 2N, qn
+(�) takes values in a �nite set

DTn=
4
([0; T )\ fk 2¡ngk2Z)[fT g. Given an �2DTn, it holds for any m� n

that qm
+(�)=� since DTn�DTm. It follows from (8.77) that

	�
�;+= lim

m!1
	�(qm

+(�))=	�(�); a: s:

Then one can deduce from (8.74) that

	
qn
+(�)

�;+ =
X
�2DTn

11fqn+(�)=�g	�
�;+ =

X
�2DTn

11fqn+(�)=�g	
�(�) =X

�2DTn
11fqn+(�)=�g	

�(qn
+(�))=	�(qn

+(�)); a: s:

Thus the right-continuity of the process 	�;+ implies that

	�
�;+= lim

n!1
	
qn
+(�)

�;+ = lim
n!1

	�(qn
+(�)); a: s: (8.78)

We have assumed that esssup
t2DT

E~j[Y�
j jFt]2Dom(E ) for some j= j(�)2I. It

holds a.s. that

E~j[Y�
j jFt]� esssup

s2DT
E~j[Y�

j jFs]; 8 t2DT :

Since E~j[Y�
j jF�] is an RCLL process, it holds except on a null set N that

E~j[Y�
j jFt]� esssup

s2DT
E~j[Y�

j jFs]; 8 t2 [0; T ]; hhboxjt h u si E~j[Y�
j jF�^qn+(�)]�

esssup
s2DT

E~j[Y�
j jFs]; 8n2N:
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Then one can deduce from (8.74), (?) and Proposition 26 (3) that

CY +2CH ::� ::	�(qn
+(�)) � E~j

�
Y� + H

�^qn
+(�);�

j
����F�^qn+(�)� + :� i':=

E~j
�
Y�
j¡H

�^qn
+(�)

j
����F�^qn+(�)�+:� i'

::� ::E~j[Y�
j ¡CH jF�^qn+(�)] +:�

i'= E~j[Y�
j jF�^qn+(�)]¡CH +

:�i':�esssup
s2DT

E~j[Y�
j jFs]¡CH+:� i'; a: s:;

where the right hand side belongs to D o m(E ) thanks to (D2) and the
assumption that �i

02D om(E ). Hence the Dominated Convergence The-
orem (Proposition 29), (8.78), (8.76) as well as Proposition 26 (5) imply that
	�
�;+= lim

n!1
	�(qn

+(�))2Dom(E ) and that

	�(�)� lim
n!1

E~i'[	�(qn
+(�))jF�] = E~i'[	�

�;+jF�] =	�
�;+; a: s:; (8.79)

where in the last equality we used the fact that 	�
�;+= lim

n!1
	�(qn

+(�))2F�,
thanks to the right-continuity of the �ltration F .
Step 4: Given � 2S0;T , we set


=
4
�
�
(0)^ � ; 
n=

4
�
�
(0)^ qn+(�); 8n2N

and let �2S
;T . Since lim
n!1

:"11f�
�
(0)>qn

+(�)g=11f��(0)>�g
and since

f�
�
(0)> �g � fqn+(�) = qn

+ (�
�
(0) ^ �)g; f�

�
(0)> qn

+(�)g � fqn+(�) = �
�
(0) ^

qn
+(�)g; 8n2N;

one can deduce from (8.79), (8.78) and (8.74) that

11f�
�
(0)>�g	�(
) � 11f�

�
(0)>�g	


�;+ = 11f�
�
(0)>�g lim

n!1
	�(qn

+(
)) =

lim
n!1

11f�
�
(0)>�g	�(qn

+ (�
�
(0)^ �))

= lim
n!1

11f�
�
(0)>�g	�(qn

+(�)) =

lim
n!1

11f�
�
(0)>qn

+(�)g	
�(qn

+(�))

= lim
n!1

11f�
�
(0)>qn

+(�)g	
�(�
�
(0) ^ qn

+(�)) =

11f�
�
(0)>�g lim

n!1
	�(
n); a: s: (8.80)

For any n2N, we see from (5.9) that

V (
n) :::= :::V
�
(
n) = esssup

�2S
n;T

�
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�:+:H
n;�
i jF
n]

�
�

essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�_
n:+:H
n;�_
n
i jF
n]; a: s: (8.81)

Since f�
�
(0)� �g� f
n= 
 = �

�
(0)g, Proposition 26 (2) and (3) imply that

for any i2I

11f�
�
(0)��gE~i[Y�:+:H�^
n; �

i jF
n] = E~i[11f�
�
(0)��g (Y�:+:H�^
; �

i )jF
n] =
11f�

�
(0)��gE~i[Y�:+:H�^
; �

i jF
]; a: s:;
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and that

E~i[Y�_
n:+:H
n; �_
n
i jF
n] = E~i[11f��
ng Y
n::+:11f�>
ng (Y�:+:

H�^
n; �
i )jF
n]

= ::11f��
ngY
n::+:11f�>
ngE~i[Y�:+:H�^
n; �
i jF
n]

= ::11f��
ng Y
n::+:11f�>
n;�
�
(0)>�gE~i[Y�:+:H�^
n; �

i jF�^
n] +
:11f�>
n;�

�
(0)��gE~i[Y�:+:H�^
; �

i jF�^
]; a: s:

Then it follows from (8.81) and Lemma 80 that

V (
n) :::� :::11f��
ng Y
n::+:11f�>
n;�
�
(0)>�gessinf

i2I
E~i[Y�:+

:H�^
n; �
i jF�^
n] + :11f�>
n;�

�
(0)��gessinf

i2I
E~i[Y�:+:

H�^
; �
i jF�^
]

:::= :::11f��
ngY
n:+:11f�>
n;�
�
(0)>�g(	�(
n):¡:H�^
n

i' )+
:11f�>
n;�

�
(0)��g (	�(
):¡:H�^


i' ); a: s: (8.82)

Then (?), (?) and Proposition 26 (5) show that

	�(
n)= essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+H�^
n;�
i jF�^
n]+H�^
n

i' � essinf
i2I

E~i[CY +CH jF�^
n]+

CH=CY +2CH ; a: s:

h�iAs n!1, the right-continuity of processes Y and H i0, (8.79), Lemma
80 as well as Proposition 26 (2) & (3) show that

liminf
n!1

V (
n) � 11f�=
gY
:+:11f�>
;�
�
(0)>�g

�
lim
n!1

	�(
n):¡:H�^

i'
�
+

:11f�>
;�
�
(0)��g (	�(
):¡:H�^


i' )

� 11f�=
g Y
 + 11f�>
g (	�(
) ¡ :H�^

i' ) = 11f�=
g Y
 +

11f�>
gessinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+:H�^
;�
i jF�^
]

= essinf
i2I

¡
11f�=
g Y
 + 11f�>
gE~i[Y� + H
;�

i jF
]
�
=

essinf
i2I

E~i[11f�=
gY
+11f�>
g (Y�+H
;�
i )jF
]

= essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+H
;�
i jF
]; a: s:

Taking the essential supremum of the right-hand-side over � 2 S
;T , we
obtain

liminf
n!1

V (
n)�esssup
�2S
;T

�
essinf
i2I

E~i[Y�+H
;�
i jF
]

�
=V
�
(
)=V (
); a:s: (8.83)

On the other hand, for any i2I and n2N we have that V (
n)=V�(
n)=
essinf
l2I

Rl(
n)�Ri(
n), a.s. Then (5.6) and the right continuity of the process

Ri;0 imply that

limsup
n!1

V (
n)� lim
n!1

Ri(
n)= lim
n!1

R
n
i;0=R


i;0=Ri(
); a: s:
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Taking the essential in�mum of Ri(
) over i2I yields that

limsup
n!1

V (
n)� essinf
i2I

Ri(
)=V�(
)=V (
); a: s:

This inequality together with (8.83) shows that lim
n!1

V (
n) = V (
), a.s.,

which further implies that for any � 2S0;T and i2I

lim
n!1

V i:(�
�
(0)^ qn+(�)) = lim

n!1
::
¡
V (�

�
(0)^ qn+(�))+H�

�
(0)^qn

+(�)
i

�
= V (�

�
(0) ^ �) + H�

�
(0)^�
i = V i (�

�
(0) ^ �);

a: s: (8.84)

Step 5: Proposition 67 shows that the stopped process fV i0(�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ]

is an E~i0-submartingale, thus f¡V i0 (�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ] is an E 0-supermartin-

gale by (8.6). Then Theorem 20 implies that Vt
i0;+=

4
liminf
n!1

V i0 (�
�
(0)^ qn+(t)),

t2 [0; T ] is an RCLL process and that

P
�
Vt
i';+= lim

n!1
V i' (�

�
(0)^ qn+(t))hhboxjf o r a n yit2 [0; T ]

�
=1:

For any �; � 2S0;T , Lemma 80 and (5.4) show that

11f�=�g V (�) = :11f�=�gV�(�) = essinf
j2I

(11f�=�g Rj(�)):=

essinf
j2I

(11f�=�gRj(�)):=:11f�=�gV�(�)=:11f�=�gV (�); a: s:;

which implies that

11f�=�gV i'(�)=11f�=�gV (�)+11f�=�gH�
i'=11f�=�gV (�)+11f�=�gH�

i'=
11f�=�gV i'(�); a: s: (8.85)

Let � 2S0;TF take values in a �nite set ft1< ���< tmg. For any �2 f1���mg
and n2N, one can deduce from (8.85) that

11ff�
�
(0)^qn

+(�)=�
�
(0)^qn

+(t�)gg V i' (�
�
(0) ^ qn

+(�)) =

11f�
�
(0)^qn

+(�)=�
�
(0)^qn

+(t�)gV
i' (�
�
(0)^ qn+(t�)); a: s:

h�i since f� = t�g � f�� (0) ^ qn
+(�) = �

�
(0) ^ qn+(t�)g, one can deduce from

(8.85) that

11f�=t�gV
i' (�
�
(0)^ qn+(�))=11f�=t�gV i' (�

�
(0)^ qn+(t�)); a: s:

As n!1, (8.83) shows that

11f�=t�gV�
i';+ = 11f�=t�g Vt�

i';+ = lim
n!1

11f�=t�g V
i' (�

�
(0) ^ qn

+(t�)) =

lim
n!1

11f�=t�g V
i' (�
�
(0)^ qn+(�))

= 11f�=t�gV
i' (�
�
(0)^�); a: s:
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Summing the above expression over �, we obtain V�
i0;+=V i0 (�

�
(0)^�), a.s.

Then the right-continuity of the process V i0;+ and (8.83) imply that

V�
i';+= lim

n!1
V
qn
+(�)

i';+ = lim
n!1

V i' (�
�
(0)^ qn+(�))=V i' (�

�
(0)^ �); a: s: (8.86)

In particular, V i0;+ is an RCLL modification of the stopped process
fV i0 (�

�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ]. Therefore,

V 0=
4
fVt

i0;+¡H�
�
(0)^t
i0 gt2[0;T ] is an RCLL modi�cation of the stopped value

process fV (�
�
(0)^ t)gt2[0;T ]. For any � 2S0;T , (8.86) implies that

V�
0=V�

i';+¡H�
�
(0)^�
i' =V i' (�

�
(0)^ �)¡H�

�
(0)^�
i' =V (�

�
(0)^ �); a: s:; hhboxj

p r o v i n g(5:13):i

Proof of (2). (5.13) and Proposition 68 imply that V�
�
(0)
0 =V (�

�
(0))=Y�

�
(0),

a.s. Hence, we can deduce from the right-continuity of processes V 0 and Y
that �V in (5.14) is a stopping time belonging to S0;�

�
(0) and that

Y�V =V�V
0 =V (�V ); a: s:;

where the second equality is due to (5.13). Then it follows from (5.11) that
for any i2I

V (0)=V i(0)�E~i[V i(�V )]= E~i[Y�Vi ] =Ei[Y�Vi ]:

In light of Lemma 61 and (5.9), we can �nd a sequence fjngn2N in I such
that

V (�V )=V�(�V )= lim
n!1

::#Rjn(�V ); a: s:

Fix i2I. For any n2N, De�nition 7.13 assures that there exists a kn=k(i;
jn; �V )2 I such that E~kn= Ei;jn

�V . Since �V � �
�
(0), a.s., we can deduce from

(5.7), Lemma 80, (?), (?) as well as Proposition 26 (5) that

V (0) = V�(0) = inf
l2I

Rl(0) � Rkn(0) = E~kn[Rkn(�V ) + H�V
kn] = E~kn[Rjn(�V ) +

H�V
i ]

= Ei;jn
�V [Rjn(�V ) +H�V

i ] = E~i[Ejn[Rjn(�V ) +H�V
i jF�V ]] = E~i[Rjn(�V ) +

H�V
i ]: (8.87)

Moreover, (?) and (5.3) imply that

C �Y�Vi =Y�V +H�V
i �Rjn(�V )+H�V

i �Rj1(�V )+H�V
i ; a: s:;

where Rj1(�V ) +H�V
i 2D om(E ) thanks to Proposition 82 (1), (S1') and

(D2). Letting n!1 in (8.86) and using the Dominated Convergence The-
orem (Proposition 29) and (?) we obtain that

V (0) � lim
n!1

::#E~i[Rjn(�V ) + H�V
i ] = E~i

h
lim
n!1

::#Rjn(�V ) + H�V
i
i
=

E~i[V (�V )+H�V
i ] = E~i[Y�V +H�V

i ]

= E~i[Y�Vi ] =Ei[Y�Vi ]:
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h�iTaking the in�mum of the right-hand-side over i2I yields that

V (0)� inf
i2I
Ei[Y�V

i ]� sup
�2S0;T

�
inf
i2I
Ei[Y�i]

�
=V
�
(0)=V (0);

which implies that inf
i2I
Ei[Y�Vi ] = sup

�2S0;T
inf
i2I
Ei[Y�i]. �

8.5 Proofs of Section 6

Proof of Proposition 82: Fix t2 [0; T ]. For any � 2Dom(E ) and i2I,
the de�nition of D om(E ) assures that there exists a c(�) 2R such that
c(�)� �, a.s. Then Proposition 26 (5) shows that

c(�)=E~i[c(�)jFt]�E~i[� jFt]; a: s: (8.88)

Taking the essential in�mum of the right-hand-side over i2I, we obtain for
an arbitrary i02I that

c(�)� E
�
[� jFt]�E~i'[� jFt]; a: s:

Since E~i0[� jFt]2Dom#(Ei0)=Dom(E ), Lemma 80 implies that E
�
[� jFt]2

Dom(E ), thus E
�
[�jFt] is a mapping fromDom(E ) toDomt(E )=Dom(E )\

L0(Ft).
A simple application of Lemma 80 shows that E

�
satis�es (A3), (A4) and

(?). Hence, it only remains to show (A2) for E
�
. Fix 0� s < t�T . Letting

(�; I 0; U) = (t; I ; fT g) and taking X(T ) = � in Lemma 80, we can �nd a
sequence fingn2N in I such that

E
�
[� jFt] = essinf

i2I
E~i[� jFt] = lim

n!1
::#E~in[� jFt]; a: s: (8.89)

Now �x j2I. For any n2N, it follows from De�nition 7.13 that there exists
a kn= k(j ; in; t)2I such that E~kn= Ej;int . Applying (75) yields that

E
�
[� jFs]�E~kn[� jFs] = Ej;int [� jFs] = E~j

�
E~in[� jFt]

����Fs�; a: s: (8.90)

For any n2N, we see from (8.88) and (8.89) that

c(�)=E~in[c(�)jFt]�E~in[� jFt]�E~i1[� jFt]; a: s:;

where E~i1[� jFt]2Dom#(Ei1)=Dom(E ). The Dominated Convergence The-
orem (Proposition 29) and (8.90) then imply that

E~j[E� [� jFt]jFs] = lim
n!1

E~j
�
E~in[� jFt]

����Fs�� E
�
[� jFs]; a: s:

Taking the essential in�mum of the left-hand-side over j 2I, we obtain

E
�
[E
�
[� jFt]jFs]� E

�
[� jFs]; a: s: (8.91)
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On the other hand, for any i 2 I and � 2 St;T , applying Corollary 25, we
obtain

E~i[� jFs] = E~i
�
E~i[� jFt]

����Fs��E~i[E� [� jFt]jFs]� E
�
[E
�
[� jFt]jFs]; a: s:

Taking the essential in�mum of the left-hand-side over i 2 I yields that
E
�
[� jFs]� E

�
[E
�
[� jFt]jFs], a.s., which together with (8.91) proves (A2) for E

�
.

�

8.6 Proofs of Section 7
Proof of Proposition 72: By (7.2), it holds d t� d P ¡ a:s: that for any
z 2Rd

jg(t; z)j= jg(t; z)¡ g(t; 0)j �Kg jz j; hhboxjt h u si g~(t; z)=
4¡Kg jz j � g(t;

z):

Clearly, g~ is a generator satisfying (7.2). It is also positively homogeneous
in z, i.e.

g~(t; �z)=¡Kg j�z j=¡�Kgjz j=�g~(t; z); 8�� 0; 8 z 2Rd:

Then Example 10 of hcitetjPeng-97i (or Proposition 8 of hcitetjEmani) and
(7.6) imply that for any n2N and any A2FT with P (A)> 0

nEg~[11A] =Eg~[n11A]�Eg[n11A]: (8.92)

Since Eg~[11A]>0 (which follows from the second part of (A1) ), letting n!1
in (8.92) yields (H0).

Next, we consider a sequence f�ngn2N�L2(FT) with sup
n2N

j�nj 2L2(FT).

If �n converges a.s., it is clear that �=
4

lim
n!1

�n2L2(FT). Applying Lemma
71 with �=Kg, we obtain

jEg[�n]¡Eg[�]j � Eg�[j�n ¡ � j] =
��������Eg�[j�n ¡ � j]jL2(FT )�

�������� sup
t2[0;T ]

Eg�[j�n ¡

� j jFt]jL2(FT)
� Ce(Kg+Kg

2)T k�n¡ �kL2(FT);

where we used the fact thatKg�=� in the last inequality. As n!1, thanks
to the Dominated Convergence Theorem of the linear expectation E, we
have that k�n¡ �kL2(FT)

2 =E j�n¡ � j2! 0; thus lim
n!1

Eg[�n] = Eg[�]. Then
(H1) and (H2) follow.

For any � 2S0;T and � 2L2;+(FT)=
4
f� 2L2(FT): � � 0; a: s:g, Lemma 71

(1) shows that sup
t2[0;T ]

����������Eg[� jFt]
����������2L2;+(FT), consequently Eg[� jF�]2L2;+(FT).

SinceX �=
4
Eg[� jF�] is a continuous process,X�

�;+=X�
�=Eg[� jF�]2L2;+(FT),

which proves (H3). �
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Proof of Proposition 75: Fix � 2S0;T . It is easy to check that the gener-
ator g� satis�es (7.2) with Lipschitz coe�cient K1_K2. For any �2L2(FT),
we set �=

4
¡�
�;g22F� and de�ne

�~ t =
4

11f��tg�t
�;g2+11f�>tg�t

�;g1; 8 t2 [0; T ]:

It follows that

g�(t; �~ t) = 11f��tg g2(t; �~ t) + 11f�>tg g1(t; �~ t) = 11f��tg g2(t; �t
�;g2) +

11f�>tg g1(t;�t
�;g1); 8 t2 [0; T ]:

For any t2 [0; T ], since f� � tg2Ft, one can deduce that

11f��tg

�
� +

Z
t

T

:g�(s; �~s) d s ¡
Z
t

T

:�~sd Bs
�
= 11f��tg � +

Z
t

T

:11f��tg g�(s;

�~s) d s¡
Z
t

T

:11f��tg�~sdBs

= 11f��tg �+
Z
t

T

:11f��tg g2(s;�s
�;g2) d s¡

Z
t

T

:11f��tg�s
�;g2dBs

= 11f��tg

�
� +

Z
t

T

:g2(s; �s
�;g2) d s ¡

Z
t

T

:�s
�;g2d Bs

�
= 11f��tg¡t

�;g2;

a: s: (8.93)

The continuity of processes
R
�
T :g�(s;�~s) d s,

R
�
T :�~sd Bs and ¡�

�;g2 then
implies that except on a null set N

11f��tg

�
�+
Z
t

T

:g�(s;�~s)ds¡
Z
t

T

:�~sdBs
�
=11f��tg¡t

�;g2; 8 t2 [0;T ]:

Taking t= �(!) for any ! 2N c yields that

�+
Z
�

T

g�(s;�~s) d s¡
Z
�

T

�~sdBs=¡�
�;g2= �; a: s: (8.94)

Now �x t2 [0; T ]. We can deduce from (8.94) that

11f�>tg

�
� +

Z
t

T

g�(s; �~s) d s ¡Z
t

T

�~sdBs

�
::= ::11f�>tg

�
�+
Z
t

�

g�(s;�~s)ds¡Z
t

�

�~sdBs

�
::= ::11f�>tg

�
� +

Z
t

�

g1(s;

�s
�;g1) d s ¡

Z
t

�

�s
�;g1d Bs

�
;

a: s: (8.95)
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Moreover, Proposition 26 (5) implies that

Eg1[� jFt^�] = � +
Z
t^�

T

g1(s; �s
�;g1) d s ¡

Z
t^�

T

�s
�;g1d Bs = Eg1[� jF�] +Z

t^�

�

g1(s;�s
�;g1) d s¡

Z
t^�

�

�s
�;g1dBs

= �+
Z
t^�

�

g1(s;�s
�;g1) d s¡

Z
t^�

�

�s
�;g1dBs; a: s:

Multiplying both sides with 11f�>tg and using (8.94), we obtain

11f�>tg

�
� +

Z
t

T

g�(s; �~s) d s ¡
Z
t

T

�~sd Bs

�
= 11f�>tgEg1[� jFt] =

11f�>tgEg1[¡�
�;g2

��������Ft]; a: s:;

which in conjunction with (8.93) shows that for any t2 [0; T ]

�+
Z
t

T

g�(s;�~s) d s¡
Z
t

T

�~sdBs = 11f��tg¡t
�;g2+11f�>tgEg1[¡�

�;g2jFt]

= 11f��tgEg2[� jFt] +
11f�>tgEg1[Eg2[� jF�]jFt] = Eg1;g2� [� jFt];
a: s:

Since
R
�
T
g�(s;�~s)ds,

R
�
T�~sdBs and Eg1;g2

� [� jF�] are all continuous processes,
it holds except a null N 0 that

Eg1;g2� [� jFt] = �+
Z
t

T

g�(s;�~s) d s¡
Z
t

T

�~sdBs; 8 t2 [0; T ]:

One can easily show that (Eg1;g2
� [� jF�];�~)2CF2 ([0; T ])�HF2 ([0; T ];Rd). Thus

the pair is the unique solution to the BSDE(�; g�), namely Eg�[� jFt] =
Eg1;g2� [� jFt] for any t2 [0; T ]. �

Proof of Theorem 82: We �rst note that for any g2G 0, (7.7) implies that
for every Eg-submartingale X, ¡X is an Eg¡-supermartingale although g¡

is concave (which means that Eg¡ may not belong to E 0). Hence, condition
(?) is satis�ed.

Fix g 2 G 0. Clearly H0
g=0. For any s; t2DT with s< t, we can deduce

from (h~1) and (h~2) that

CH '=
4
c 'T �:

Z
s

t

:c 'd s�:
Z
s

t

:hr
g d r=Hs;t

g �
Z
s

t

h '(r)d r�
Z
0

T

h '(r)d r;

a: s:; (8.96)

which implies that

CH '� essinf
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
g � esssup

s;t2DT ;s<t
Hs;t
g �

Z
0

T

h '(r) d r; a: s:;
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thus (S2) holds. Since
R
0

T
h0(r) d r2L2(FT), it follows that

esssup
s;t2DT ;s<t

Hs;t
g 2L2;#(FT)=

4f�2L2(FT): ��c; a:s:hhboxjforsomeic2Rg=

Dom(E '):

We can also deduce from (8.96) that except on a null set N

CH '�Hs;t
g �

Z
0

T

h '(r) d r; 8 0� s< t�T :

Hence, for any � ; �2S0;T with � � �, a.s., we have

CH '�H�;�
g �

Z
0

T

h '(r) d r; a: s:;

which implies that H�;�
g 2L2;#(FT)=Dom(E 0); so we got (S1'). Moreover,

(S3) directly follows from (h~3).
Next, we check that the process Y satis�es (Y1) and (4.6). By (?) and

(Y3), it holds a.s. that CY �Yt� �Y
0 for any t2DT . The right-continuity of

the process Y then implies that except on a null set N~

CY � Yt � � 'Y ; 8 t 2 [0; T ]; hhbox j t h u si CY � Y� � � 'Y ; 8 � 2
S0;T : (8.97)

Since �Y0 2L2(FT), it follows that Y�2L2;#(FT)=Dom(E 0) for any �2S0;T ,
thus (Y1) holds. Moreover, for any g 2G 0, �2S0;T and t2DT , Proposition
8 (2), (8.97) and Lemma 71 (2) show that

CY + c 'T = Eg[CY + c ' T jFt] � Eg
�
Y� +

Z
0

�

c ' d s
��������Ft�� Eg[Y�g jFt] ���������Eg[Y�g jFt]��������

=
��������Eg[Y�g jFt]¡Eg[0jFt]���������EgM[jY�g jjFt]�EgM���������Y���������+Z

0

�

jhs
g jds

��������Ft�
� sup

t2[0;T ]
EgM[�'Y _ (¡CY )+

Z
0

T

h '(s)_ (¡c ') d s

����������Ft
#
; a: s:

Taking essential supremum of Eg[Y�
g jFt] over (g; �; t)2 G 0�S0;T �DT , we

can deduce from (A4) that

CY + c ' T � esssup
(g;�;t)2G '�S0;T�DT

Eg[Y�
g

����������Ft] � sup
t2[0;T ]

EgM
�
� 'Y + :

Z
0

T

h '

(s) d s
��������Ft�¡CY ¡ c 'T ; a: s: (8.98)
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Lemma 71 (1) implies that���������� sup
t2[0;T ]

EgM
�
�'Y:+:

Z
0

T

:h '(s) d s
��������Ft�jL2(FT)�Ce(M+M2)T

���������� �'Y:+:
Z
0

T

:h '

(s) d sjL2(FT)<1:

Hence, we see from (8.98) that esssup
(g;�;t)2G 0�S0;T�DT

Eg[Y�
g jFt] 2 L2;#(FT) =

Dom(E 0), which is exactly (4.6).
Now we show that the family of processes fYt

g; t2 [0; T ]gg2G 0 is both �E 0-
uniformly-left-continuous" and �E 0-uniformly-right-continuous". For any � ;
�2S0;T with � � �, a.s., let f�ngn2N�S�;T be a sequence increasing a.s. to
�. For any g 2 G 0, Lemma 71 (2) implies that��������Eghhhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�n+H�n
g
������F�i¡ Eg[Y�gjF�]���������EgM���������hhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�n¡ Y�¡Z
�n

�

hg(s) d s
����������������F��

�EgM
���������hhboxj n

n¡ 1iY�n¡Y�
��������+Z

�n

�

h~'(s) d s
��������F� �; a: s:;

where gM(z)=
4
M jz j, z 2Rd and h~0(t)=

4
h0(t)¡ c 0, t2 [0; T ]. Taking essential

supremum of the left hand side over g 2 G 0 yields that

esssup
g2G '

��������Eghhhboxj n
n¡ 1iY�n+H�n

g
������F�i¡Eg[Y�g jF�]���������EgM���������hhboxj n

n¡ 1iY�n¡

Y�

��������+Z
�n

�

h~'(s) d s
��������F� �; a: s: (8.99)

Moreover, Lemma 71 (1) implies that����������EgM:
���������hhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�n:¡:Y�
��������:+:Z

�n

�

:h~'(s) d s
��������F� �jL2(FT):�

���������� sup
t2[0;T ]

EgM:���������hhboxj n
n¡ 1iY�n:¡:Y�

��������:+:Z
�n

�

:h~'(s) d s
��������Ft�jL2(FT)

� C e(M+M2)T

����������������hhbox j n
n ¡ 1

iY�n:¡Y�
��������+Z

�n

�

h~'

(s) d sjL2(FT): (8.100)

Since��������hhbox j n
n¡ 1iY�n:¡Y�

���������hhbox j n
n¡ 1i

��������Y�n¡ Y�

��������+hhbox j 1
n¡ 1i

��������Y����������2��������Y�n¡
Y�

��������+hhboxj 1
n¡ 1i

��������Y���������; 8n� 2;
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the continuity of Y implies that lim
n!1

�������hhboxj n

n¡ 1iY�n¡Y�
������+R

�n

�
h~0(s)ds

�
=

0, a.s. It also holds for any n� 2 that��������hhbox j n
n¡ 1iY�n¡ Y�

��������+Z
�n

�

h~'(s) d s � 3 (�'Y ¡ CY ) +
Z
0

T

h '(s) d s ¡ c ' T ;

a: s:;

where the right-hand sides belongs to L2(FT). Thus the Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem implies that

hhbox j t h e s e q u e n c ei
���������hhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�n¡ Y�

��������+Z
�n

�

h~'(s) d s
�
n2N

hhbox j

c o n v e r g e s t o0 inL2(FT); i

which together with (8.99) and (8.100) implies that

hhbox j t h e s e q u e n c ei
(
esssup
g2G '

����������Egh hhbox j n

n¡ 1
iY�n + H�n

g
������F� i¡

Eg[Y�
g jF�]

����������
)
n2N

hhboxja l s o c o n v e r g e s t o0 inL2(FT):i

Then we can �nd a subsequence fnkgk2N of N such that

lim
n!1

esssup
g2G '

��������Eg[hhboxj nk
nk¡ 1

iY�nk+H�nk

g jF�]¡Eg[Y�
g jF�]

��������=0; a: s:

Therefore, the family of process fY ggg2G 0 is �E 0-uniformly-left-continuous".
The �E 0-uniform-right-continuity" of fY ggg2G 0 can be shown similarly. �

Proof of Theorem 82: For any U 2 U, Theorem 82 and Proposition 46
imply that ZU;0= fZt0+

R
0

t
hs
Ud sgt2[0;T ] is an EgU-supermartingale. In light

of the Doob-Meyer Decomposition of g-expectation (see e.g. (, ?, Theorem
3.3), or (, ?, Theorem 3.9)), there exists an RCLL increasing process �U null
at 0 and a process �U 2HF2 ([0; T ];Rd) such that

Zt
U ;0=ZT

U;0+
Z
t

T

gU(s;�sU)ds+�T
U ¡�t

U¡
Z
t

T

�sUdBs; t2 [0;T ]: (8.101)

In what follows we will show that

U(t; !)=
4
u(t; !;�t

U0(!)); (t; !)2 [0; T ]�


is an optimal control desired, where U0� 0 denotes the null control.
Recall that ��(0)= infft2 [0;T ] j Zt0=Ytg. Taking t=��(0) and t=��(0)^ t

respectively in (8.101) and subtracting the former from the latter yields that

Z��(0)^t
U ;0 =Z��(0)

U;0+
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

gU(s;�sU)ds+���(0)
U ¡���(0)^t

U ¡
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sUdBs; t2

[0; T ]; (8.102)
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which is equivalent to

Z��(0)^t
0 =Z��(0)

0 +
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

H(s;�sU ; Us) d s+���(0)
U ¡���(0)^t

U ¡
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sUdBs;

t2 [0; T ]: (8.103)

In particular, taking U =U0, we obtain

Z��(0)^t
0 =Z��(0)

0 +
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

H(s;�sU
0
;Us

0)ds+���(0)
U0 ¡���(0)^t

U0 ¡
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sU
0
dBs;

t2 [0; T ]: (8.104)

Comparing the martingale parts of (8.103) and (8.104), we see that for any
U 2U,

�t
U =�t

U0; d t� dP ¡ a:s: (8.105)

on the stochastic interval
0; ��(0)

=
4
{(t, w) 2[0,T]�W: 0�t�t�(0) }. Plugging this back into (8.103) yields that

Z��(0)^t
0 =Z��(0)

0 +
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

H(s;�sU
0
;Us)ds+���(0)

U ¡���(0)^t
U ¡

Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sU
0
dBs;

t2 [0; T ]: (8.106)

which implies thatZ
��(0)^t

��(0)

H(t; !;�sU
0
; Us) d s+���(0)

U ¡���(0)^t
U =

Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

H(t; !;�sU
0
; Us) d s+

���(0)
U ¡���(0)^t

U

h�i
Let us de�ne gKo(z)=

4
Kojz j, z 2Rd. Note that it is not necessary that

gKo= gU for some U 2U. For any U 2U, we set ¡t=
4EgU[Z��(0)

U;0 jFt] and ¡̂t=
4EgKo[¡

���(0)
U� jFt], t 2 [0; T ], which are the solutions to the BSDE(Z��(0)

U;0 ; gU) and
BSDE(¡���(0)

U� ; gKo
) respectively, i.e.,

¡t = Z��(0)
U;0 +

Z
t

T

gU(s;�s) d s¡
Z
t

T

�sdBs; t2 [0; T ];

¡̂t = ¡���(0)
U +

Z
t

T

Ko

���������̂s��������d s¡ Z
t

T

�̂sdBs; t2 [0; T ];

where �; �̂2HF2 ([0; T ];Rd). Applying Proposition 26 (5) and Corollary 25,
we obtain that for any t2 [0; T ]

¡��(0)¡¡��(0)^t = EgU[Z��(0)
U ;0 jF��(0)] ¡ EgU[Z��(0)

U ;0 jF��(0)^t] = Z��(0)
U ;0 ¡

EgU[EgU[Z��(0)
U;0 jF��(0)]jFt]

= Z��(0)
U;0 ¡EgU[Z��(0)

U;0 jFt] =Z��(0)
U;0 ¡¡t; a: s:
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Then the continuity of processes ¡� and Z�
U;0 imply that

¡t¡ Z��(0)^t
U ;0 = Z��(0)

U;0 ¡ Z��(0)^t
U ;0 +¡��(0)^t¡ ¡��(0)= Z��(0)

U;0 ¡ Z��(0)^t
U ;0 +

Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

gU(s;

�s) d s¡
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sdBs

= :::Z��(0)0 ¡Z��(0)^t0 +
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

H(s;�s; Us) d s¡
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sdBs

= :::¡���(0)
U + ���(0)^t

U +
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

[H(s; �s; Us) ¡ H(s; �sU
0
; Us)] d s ¡Z

��(0)^t

��(0)

(�s¡�sU
0
) dBs; t2 [0; T ];

where we used (8.106) with U = U� in the last inequality. Since it holds
d t� dP ¡ a:s: that

H(t;�t;Ut)¡H(t;�t
U0;Ut)=H(t;�t;Ut)¡H(t;�t

U0; u(t;�t
U0))�H(t;�t;Ut)¡H(t;

�t
U0; Ut)

= go(t;�t; Ut)¡ go(t;�t
U0; Ut)� jgo(t;�t; Ut)¡ go(t;�t

U0; Ut)j�Koj�t¡
�t
U0j;

the comparison Theorem for BSDEs (see e.g. (, ?, Theorem 35.3)) implies
that

¡̂t�¡t¡Z��(0)^t
U ;0 ¡���(0)^t

U ; t2 [0; T ]:

In particular, when t=0, we can deduce from (4.17) that

EgKo[¡���(0)
U ]�EgU[ZU(��(0))]¡Z(0):

Taking supremum of the right hand side over U 2U and applying Theorem
57 with � =0, we obtain

0�EgKo[¡���(0)
U ]� sup

U2U
EgU[ZU(��(0))]¡Z(0)= 0;

thus EgKo[¡���(0)
U� ] = 0. The strict monotonicity of g-expectation (see e.g.

(, ?, Proposition 2.2(iii))) then implies that ���(0)
U� =0, a.s. Plugging it back

to (8.102) and using (8.105), we obtain

Z��(0)^t
U:; 0 = Z��(0)

U:; 0+
Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

gU(s;�sU
0
) d s¡

Z
��(0)^t

��(0)

�sU
0
dBs

= Z��(0)
U:; 0 +

Z
t

T

gU(s; 11fs���(0)g�sU
0
) d s ¡

Z
t

T

11fs���(0)g�sU
0
d Bs;

t2 [0; T ]; (8.107)
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which implies that EgU�[Z��(0)
U�:; 0jFt] = Z��(0)^t

U�:; 0, 8 t 2 [0; T ]. Namely,
fZ��(0)^t

U�:; 0gt2[0;T ] is a gU�-martingale. Eventually, letting t = 0 in (8.106),
we can deduce from (4.17) and Theorem 57 that

Z(0)=Z0
U:; 0=EgU[Z��(0)

U:; 0]=EgU
�
Z(��(0))+

Z
0

��(0)

hs
U ds

�
=EgU

�
Y��(0)+Z

0

��(0)

hs
U d s

�
: hhboxj � i

Proof of Proposition 82: Because of its linearity in z, the primary gen-
erator

go(t; !; z; u)=
4
�¡1(t;X(!)) f(t;X(!); u); z 8 (t; !; z; u)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd�

S (8.108)

satis�es (go 2) and (go 4). Then (go 1) follows from the continuity of the
process fX(t)gt2[0;T ] as well as the measurability of the volatility � and of
the function f . Moreover, (7.15) and (7.21) imply that for a.e. t2 [0; T ]

jgo(t; !; z1; u)¡:go(t; !; z2; u)j :::= :::jh�¡1:(t; X(!)) f(t; X(!); u);
z:¡:z 'ij�j�¡1:(t; X(!))j�jf (t;
X(!); u)j�jz:¡:z 'j

:::� :::K2 jz ¡ z 'j; 8 z1; z2 2Rd;

8 (!; u)2
�S;

which shows that go satis�es (go4) withKo=K2. Clearly, U~=HF0 ([0;T ];S) is
closed under the pasting in the sense of (?). Hence, we know from last section
that fEgUgU2U~ is a stable class of g-expectations, where gU is de�ned in (?).

Fix U 2U~. For any � 2L2(F), we see from (?) that

EgU[� jFt] = �+
Z
t

T

gU(s;�s) d s¡
Z
t

T

�sdBs

= � +
Z
t

T

�¡1(s; X) f (s; X ; Us); �sd s ¡
Z
t

T

�sd Bs = � ¡Z
t

T

�sdBsU ; t2 [0; T ];

where Bt
U=
4
Bt¡

R
0

t
�¡1(s;X) f(s;X;Us) d s, t2 [0; T ] is a Brownian Motion

with respect to PU. For any t2 [0; T ], taking EU[�jFt] on both sides above
yields that

EgU[� jFt] = EU[EgU[� jFt]jFt] = EU[� jFt] ¡ EU

�Z
t

T

�sd BsU
��������Ft�= EU[� jFt];

a: s: (8.109)
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Hence the g-expectation EgU coincides with the linear expectation EU on
L2(FT).

Clearly, the process Y=
4
f'(X(t))gt2[0;T ] satisfies (Y 3) since ' is bounded

from below by ¡K. We see from (7.20) that for any t2 [0; T ]

Yt= '(X(t))�K jX(t)j �KkXkT :

Taking essential supremum of Yt over t2DT yields that

�'Y=
4
�
esssup
t2DT

Yt

�+
�KkXkT ; a: s: (8.110)

For any t 2 [0; T ], the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (�1), (7.15) as
well as Fubini Theorem imply that

E[(kXkt)2] = E
�

sup
s2[0;t]

jX(s)j2
�
� 2 x2+ 2E

(
sup
s2[0;t]

����������
Z
0

s

�(r; X) d Br j2
)
�

2 x2+2CE
Z
0

t

j�(s;X)j2 d s

� 2 x2+4C
Z
0

t

j�(s; 0~ )j2 d s+4CE
Z
0

t

j�(s;X)¡�(s; 0~ )j2 d s

� 2 x2+4C
Z
0

T

j�(s; 0~ )j2 d s+4Cn2K2

Z
0

t

E[(kXks)2] d s:

Then applying Gronwall's inequality yields that

E[(kXkT)2]�
�
2x2+4C

Z
0

T

j�(s; 0~ )j2 d s
�
e4Cn

2K2T <1; (8.111)

which together with (8.110) shows that �Y0 2L2(FT), proving (?).

Next, we de�ne a function ho(t; !; u)=
4
h(t;X(!); u), 8 (t; !; u)2 [0; T ]�


� S. The continuity of the process fX(t)gt2[0;T ] and the measurability
of the function h imply that ho is P 
S/B (R)-measurable. We see from
(7.21) that ho satis�es (ĥ1). It also follows from (7.21) that for a.e. t2 [0;
T ] and for any ! 2
,

ht
U(!)=

4
ho(t; !; Ut(!))=h(t;X(!); Ut(!))�KkX(!)kT ; 8U 2U~:

Taking essential supremum of htU(!) over U 2U~ with respect to the product
measure space ([0; T ]�
; P ; ��P ) yields that

ĥ(t; !)=
4
�
esssup
U2U~

ht
U(!)

�+
�KkX(!)kT ; d t� dP ¡a:s:;

which leads to that
R
0

T
ĥ(t; !)d t�KT kX(!)kT� , a.s. Hence, (8.111) implies

that
R
0

T
ĥ(t; !) d t2L2(FT), proving (ĥ2) for ho.
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We can apply the optimal stopping theory developed in Section 4 to the
triple (fEgUgU2U~;fhUgU2U~; Y ) and use (8.109) to obtain (7.17). In addition,
if there exists a measurable mapping u�: [0;T ]�
�Rd 7!S satisfying (7.18),
then (?) indicates that for any (t; !; z)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd

sup
u2S

(go(t; !; z; u)+ho(t; !; u)) = sup
u2S

H~(t; X(!); z ; u) =H~(t; X(!); z; u(t;

X(!); z))
= :::go(t; !; z; u(t; X(!); z)) + ho(t; !;

u(t;X(!); z));

which shows that (7.14) holds for the mapping u~�(t; !; z) = u�(t; X(!); z),
(t; !; z)2 [0; T ]�
�Rd. Therefore, an application of Theorem 82 yields
(7.19) for some U�2U~. �

Proof of Proposition 79: (7.24) directly follows from (, ?, Theorem 5).

To see (7.25), we set �¡=
4
¡�1; ĝ¡¡�2;ĝ and ��=

4
��1; ĝ¡��2; ĝ, then (7.22)(i)

implies that

d�¡t = ¡(ĝ(t; �t
�1;ĝ) ¡ ĝ(t; �t

�2; ĝ)) d t + ��td Bt = ¡
Z
0

1@ĝ
@z

(t; ���t +

�t
�2; ĝ)��td� d t+��tdBt

= ��t(¡at d t+ dBt); t2 [0; T ];

where at=
4R

0

1 @ĝ

@z
(���t+�t

�2;ĝ) d�, t2 [0; T ]. Since MF ([0; T ];Rd)�MF
2([0;

T ];Rd)=HF2 ([0; T ];Rd), one can deduce from (7.22)(ii) that

E

Z
0

T

jatj2 d t � E

Z
0

T

:
Z
0

1
��������@ĝ@z (���t+�t

�2; ĝ)j2d� d t� 2�2T +2�2E
Z
0

T

:Z
0

1

j��t
�1; ĝ+(1¡�)�t

�2; ĝ j2 d� d t

� 2�2T + 4
3
�2E

Z
0

T

(j�t
�1;ĝ j2+j�t

�2; ĝ j2) d t<1:

Moreover, Doob's martingale inequality shows that

E

"
sup

t2[0;T ]

����������
Z
0

t

asdBsj2
#
�4E

���������Z
0

T

asdBsj2
�
:=4E

Z
0

T

jatj2dt<1: (8.112)

Thus, we can de�ne process Qt=
4
exp

�
:¡1

2

R
0

t jasj2d s+
R
0

t
as dBs

	
, t2 [0; T ]

as well as stopping times

�n=
4
inf ft2 [�; T ]:Qt_ j�¡tj>ng^T ; 8n2N:

It is clear that lim
n!1

:"�n= T , a.s., and (8.112) assures that there exists a

null set N such that for any ! 2N c, T = �m(!) for some m=m(!)2N.

Proofs 95



For any n2N, integrating by parts on [� ; �n] yields that

Q�n�¡�n :::=::: Q��¡� ¡
Z
�

�n

Qt��tat d t + :
Z
�

�n

:Qt��td Bt + :Z
�

�n

:�¡tQt at dBt+:
Z
�

�n

:Qt��tat d t

:::=:::
Z
�

�n

::(Qt��t+�¡tQt at) dBt:

which implies that E[Q�n�¡�n]=0. Thus we can �nd a null set Nn such that

�¡�n(!)(!)=0, 8!2Nn
c. Eventually, for any !2

�
N [

�
[

n2N
Nn

��c
, we have

�1(!) = ¡T
�1; ĝ(!) = lim

n!1
¡�n(!)
�1; ĝ (!) = lim

n!1
¡�n(!)
�2; ĝ (!) =

¡T
�2; ĝ(!)= �2(!): hhboxj � i

Proof of Proposition 81: Let fAngn2N be any sequence in FT such that

lim
n!1

:#11An=0, a.s. For any �; � 2L:e;+(FT)=
4
f� 2L:e(FT): � � 0; a: s:g,

since

E[e�j�j] <1 hhbox j a n d s i n c ei sup
n2N

E[e�j�+11An� j] � E [e�j�j e�j�j]�
1
2
E[e2�j�j] + 1

2
E[e2�j�j]<1

holds for each �> 0, Lemma 80 implies that

0 = lim
n!1

E
�

sup
t2[0;T ]

��������Eĝ[� + 11An � jFt] ¡ Eĝ[� jFt]
�������� �� lim

n!1

����������Eĝ[� + 11An �] ¡

Eĝ[�]

�����������0;
thus Eĝ satis�es (H2). Similarly, we can show that (H1) also holds for Eĝ.

Moreover, for any � 2 S0;T and � 2 L:e;+(FT), since the process ¡�; ĝ

belongs to CF
e ([0; T ]), one can deduce that Eĝ[� jF�] = ¡�

�;ĝ 2 L:e;+(FT).
Then the continuity of the process X�=

4Eĝ[� jF�] implies that X�
�;+=X�

�=
Eĝ[� jF�]2L:e;+(FT), which proves (H3). �

Proof of Theorem 82: This proof is just an application of the optimal
stopping theory developed in Section 4 to the singleton fEĝg. Hence, it
su�ces to check that Y satis�es (Y1), (Y2) and (4.21).

Similar to (8.97), it holds except on a null set N that

CY � Yt � �̂Y ; 8 t 2 [0; T ]; hhbox j t h u si CY � Y� � �̂Y ; 8 � 2
S0;T : (8.113)

Since �̂Y 2L:e(FT), it holds for any �2S0;T that

E[e�jY�j]�E
�
e�(�̂Y ¡CY )

�
= e¡�CYE[e��̂Y ]<1; 8 �> 0; (8.114)
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which implies that Y�2L:e;#(FT)=Dom(fEĝg). Hence (Y1) holds.
Next, for any �2S0;T and t2DT , Proposition 8 (2), (?) show that

CY = Eĝ[CY jFt]�Eĝ[Y�jFt]�Eĝ[ �̂Y jFt] =¡t
�̂Y ; ĝ� sup

t2[0;T ]

��������¡t�̂Y ; ĝ��������; a: s:

Taking essential supremum of Eĝ[Y�jFt] over (�; t)2S0;T �DT yields that

CY � esssup
(�;t)2S0;T�DT

Eĝ[Y�
��������Ft]� sup

t2[0;T ]

��������¡t�̂Y ; ĝ��������; a: s:

Since ¡�̂Y ;ĝ 2 CF
e([0; T ]), or equivalently sup

t2[0;T ]

��������¡t�̂Y ;ĝ��������2L:e(FT), we can

deduce that esssup
(�;t)2S0;T�DT

Eĝ[Y�
��������Ft] 2 L:e;#(FT ) = D o m(fEĝg), which

together with Remark 73 (2) proves (Y2).
Moreover, for any �; �2S0;T with �� �, a.s. and any sequence f�ngn2N�

S�;T increasing a.s. to �, the continuity of the process Y implies that n

n¡ 1 Y�n
converges to Y� a.s. By (?), one can deduce that

sup
n2N

E
h
exp

n
�jhhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�n
������oi� sup

n2N
E[e2�jY�nj] � E

�
e2�( �̂Y ¡CY )

�
=

e¡2�CYE[e2��̂Y ]<1; 8�> 0;

which together with (8.114) allows us to apply Lemma 80:

0= lim
n!1

E

�
sup

t2[0;T ]

��������Eĝ[hhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�njFt]¡Eĝ[Y�jFt]
�������� �� lim

n!1
E
h������Eĝ[hhbox j

n
n¡ 1iY�njF�]¡Eĝ[Y�jF�]

������ i� 0;
thus lim

n!1
E
h������Eĝ[hhbox j n

n¡ 1iY�njF�]¡Eĝ[Y�jF�]
������ i= 0. Then we can �nd a

subsequence fnkgk2N of N such that

lim
n!1

��������Eĝ[hhboxj nk
nk¡ 1

iY�nkjF�]¡Eĝ[Y�jF�]
��������=0; a: s:;

proving (4.21) for Y . �
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